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Program Mission:   

The Mission of the Criminal Justice Program at William Woods University is to provide 

students with both practical and academic knowledge coupled with a solid grounding in the 

legal principles necessary to be a highly effective and ethical criminal justice professional.  

Our faculty teach with a range of experiences in both academics and the field; they strive to 

empower students to critically examine issues related to crime, law and justice.  

Our curriculum offers three areas of concentration each of which is designed to encourage 

students to pursue a minor or, if possible, an additional major in another separate but 

related discipline in order to enhance students’ job placement potential as well as 

provide background in a necessary related field of study.  

We prepare students to be competitive for entry level positions in the criminal justice system, 

including, but not limited to, the areas of: local, state and federal law enforcement; industrial 

security, the court system, probation and parole; and corrections. Graduates of this program 

will possess strong skills in critical thinking, written and verbal communications, and 

foundation in practical skills, analysis, research, and ethics. 
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Annual Assessment Report 
Program Profile 
 

 2014-2015 2015-2016 

Majors   8 16 

Minors 4  

Full Time Faculty 0 1 

Part Time Faculty 1 0 

 

No secondary education certification components.   

Program Delivery (HLC 3A3) 

 

Traditional on-campus ___X_______ 

Online Program ____________ 
Evening Cohort _____________ 

Analysis:  

Program goals for student retention, persistence and degree completion are? How does the program see the 

current enrollments trends within the program, could they be improved?  

 

Retention numbers and current enrollment trends have not been amassed in this period since the 

program is new; however, program goals are the same as the university overall retention, persistence 

and completion goals.  Some department based actions in the future include:    

 

(1)  Clarity in advising, mentoring and degree completion criteria. 
(2)  Student participation in club, local, state and international activities. 

(3)  Early identification and intervention for at risk students. 

 

Persistence and completion goals are tied to constant monitoring and early intervention for students at 

risk.  
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Local enrollment trend data is not available at this time; however, once the program changes have been 

fully approved and marketing has begun, trends will be complied by the Admissions Department.  On 

a national level, careers in criminal justice are continuing to increase, according to the Bureau Labor of 

Statistics (BLS) 2014 report. These jobs do not only include protective service such as police officers, 

investigators, or corrections officers, but they also encompass legal occupations such as lawyers, 

judges, or paralegals. 

Outside Accreditation: 
Is your program accredited by outside accreditor? No 

Is accreditation available for your program? Yes 

Are you making strides to attain accreditation? If no, why not? No. The only available outside accrediting 

agencies are not required or managed by official state, regional or federal government agencies.  There 

are a few private entities offering their stamp of approval; however, their approval is not required, 

recognized or even preferred by any hiring agencies in the field. 

Program Objectives:   
 

PO1- Historical Context - Be able to describe the history, development, impact, and current role of 

criminal justice institutions (such as the police, courts, corrections, and corporations) as well as the 

impact of laws, events and criminological theories.   

PO-2-  Legal Implications- Know the constitutional concepts of due process, equal protection, and 

exertion of rights as they apply to the police, courts, corporations, the public and correctional 

institutions and understand the impact laws have on our society. 

PO-3- Research Skills- Comprehend the basic principles of qualitative and quantitative social science 

research, including introductory statistics and project based research standards. 

PO-4- Employ Critical Thinking and Evaluation Skills-  

Students will be able to engage in relevant and meaningful dialogue, determine potential outcomes, 

and evaluate past and present issues by applying what they have learned about the criminal justice 

field. 

PO-5- Professionalism & Ethics – Students, in alignment with the overall university goals, will explore 

the ethical implications of decisions made by law enforcement professionals and be able to embrace 

those choices which are legal, ethical and embody the most positive aspects of society into their own 

future careers. 
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PO-6 Appreciate Diversity- Students will be aware of issues of diversity in the administration of 

criminal justice and in their own lives. 

PO-7 Improve Writing Skills- Demonstrate professional writing and computer literacy skills sufficient 

to enter into criminal justice and allied professional fields, or alternatively to pursue graduate studies 

in such fields and disciplines. 

PO-8 Develop Presentation Skills- Work on improving their ability to present in front of other 

students on related issues.   

PO-9 Subject Matter Mastery – Students will learn the core concepts and essential principles 

associated with each course.  

Program Objectives Matrix (from most recent Assessment Plan) 
Note:  This chart prioritizes evaluation of courses when they are offered. In addition, core courses 

listed here are “projected” whereas electives are left blank until offered. 

Course PO1 PO2 PO3 PO4 PO5 PO6 PO7 PO8 PO9 

CRJ 110 Intro to Criminal Justice I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A 

CRJ 120 Intro to Corrections… I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A 

CRJ 160 Police Process          

CRJ 180 Criminology I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A 

CRJ 220 Technology and C.J. I/A I/A R/A R/A I/A I/A R/A R/A I/A 

CRJ 260 Emergency Management.  I/A I/A R/A R/A I/A I/A R/A R/A I/A 

CRJ 270 Criminal Law I/A R/A R/A R/A I/A R/A R/A  I/A 

CRJ 280 Criminal Procedure          

CRJ 290 Criminal Justice Ethics I/A R/A R/A R/A M/A R/A R/A R/A I/A 

CRJ 310 Community Policing          

CRJ 320 Terrorism I/A R/A R/A R/A R/A R/A R/A R/A I/A 

CRJ 330 Crime Mapping          

CRJ 355 Criminal Investigations I/A R/A  R/A R/A R/A R/A R/A I/A 

CRJ 370 Drugs and Crime  I/A R/A R/A R/A R/A R/A R/A R/A I/A 

CRJ 380 Research Methods           

CRJ 390 Independent Study          

CRJ 425 Trans.& Cargo Security          

CRJ 440 Cybercrime & Info War.          

CRJ 450 Internship          

CRJ 470 Police Administration          

CRJ 480 Security Management          

CRJ 490 Senior Seminar M M/A M/A M/A M/A M/A M/A M/A M/A 

I=Introduced  R= Reinforced  M=Mastered  A=Assessed 
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Assessment of Program Objectives 
All objectives must be assessed either yearly or as articulated on a cycle. Objectives are not necessarily assessed 

each time they are listed as a Program objective for the course. The faculty in the program determine when the 

objective will be assessed, in which course, with which artifact, and what if any outside assessment will occur.  

Note:  The Criminal Justice program went through a major revision in the Fall of 2015; therefore 

program goals will be addressed by course when offered.  

In general the following instruments are used in CJ courses to assess the progress of program 

outcomes and are compiled through specific rubrics (see rubric section) and used in the course so 

indicated (infra). 

Program Objective Assessment method(s) used to Evaluate 

PO1-   Historical Context  Essay question on MT or F exam. 

PO-2-  Legal Implications  Essay question on MT or F exam. 

PO-3- Research Skills  Research paper. 

Quiz. 

PO-4- Employ Critical Thinking and Evaluation Skills  Graphic organizer. 

Case studies. 

Table top exercise. 

Research project & presentation 

PO-5-  Professionalism & Ethics  Essay question of MT or F exam. 

Case studies. 

PO-6  Appreciate Diversity  Essay question on MT or F exam. 

PO-7  Improve Writing Skills  Research paper/project 

Case studies. 

Literature review. 

PO-8 Develop Presentation Skills   Graphic organizer. 

Research project & presentation. 

Literature review. 

Table top exercise. 

PO-9 Subject Matter Mastery   Mid-term exam. 

Final exam. 

Quiz. 
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External Assessment Test of Students 

In 2016, the criminal justice department used the ETS subject matter test to gauge student 

progress.  This test has some limitations and a new instrument may likely be used in the 

future.   

Departmental Demographic Summary (2016) 

 Number of Students Percent of Students 

Gender 

Male 6 40 

Female 7 47 

No Response 2 13 

Ethnicity 

American Indian/Alaskan 0 0 

Asian American or Pacific 0 0 

Black or African American 0 0 

Mexican American 0 0 

Puerto Rican 0 0 

Latin American/Hispanic 0 0 

White 14 93 

Other 1 7 

No Response 0 0 

Educational Level 

Freshman (0-30 credits) 3 20 

Sophomore (31-60 credits) 5 33 

Junior (61-90 credits) 4 27 

Senior (91-120 credits) 3 20 

Graduate (over 120 credits) 0 0 

Other 0 0 

No Response 0 0 

Transfer Student 

No 10 67 

Yes 4 27 

No Response 1 7 

Enrollment Status 

Full-time 14 93 

Part-time 0 0 
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No Response 1 7 

Best Language 

English 15 100 

Other 0 0 

Both 0 0 

No Response 0 0 

Major Distance Learning Courses 

None 8 53 

Less than 40% 2 13 

40% to 90% 1 7 

More than 90% 0 0 

No Response 4 27 

Overall Undergraduate GPA 

3.50 to 4.00 5 33 

3.00 to 3.49 4 27 

2.50 to 2.99 2 13 

2.00 to 2.49 2 13 

1.00 to 1.99 0 0 

Less than 1.00 0 0 

No Response 2 13 

Major Field GPA 

3.50 to 4.00 8 53 

3.00 to 3.49 1 7 

2.50 to 2.99 0 0 

2.00 to 2.49 0 0 

1.00 to 1.99 0 0 

Less than 1.00 0 0 

No Response 5 33 

Education Planned 

Associate 0 0 

Bachelors 6 40 

Masters 5 33 

Doctorate 2 13 

Other 0 0 

Undecided 0 0 

No Response 2 13 
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DEPARTMENTAL SUMMARY OF TOTAL TEST AND SUBSCORES 

 

Test: Criminal Justice 

Form Code: 4LMF 

Institution: William Woods University 

Cohort: Criminal Justice 2016 

Closed on: April 28, 2016 

 

Total Test 

Scaled Score Range Number in Range Percent Below 

200  100 

195-199 0 100 

190-194 0 100 

185-189 0 100 

180-184 0 100 

175-179 0 100 

170-174 0 100 

165-169 1 93 

160-164 0 93 

155-159 0 93 

150-154 0 93 

145-149 3 73 

140-144 2 60 

135-139 3 40 

130-134 1 33 

125-129 3 13 

120-124 2 0 

   

 Mean Standard Deviation 

Total Test Scaled Score 137 12 

 

Test Summary 
 

Students responding to less than 50% of the questions: 0 

Students in frequency distribution: 15 

Students tested: 15 
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DEPARTMENTAL SUMMARY OF ASSESSMENT INDICATORS 

Test: Criminal Justice 

 Form Code: 4LMF  

Institution: William Woods University  

Cohort: Criminal Justice 2016  

Closed on: April 28, 2016  

   

Assessment 

Indicator Number 

Assessment Indicator Title Mean Percent 

Correct 

1 Theories of Criminal Behavior 37 

2 The Law 45 

3 Law Enforcement 41 

4 Corrections 51 

5 The Court System 49 

6 Critical Thinking 50 

7 Research Methodology and Statistics 41 

 

 Students responding to less than 50% of the questions: 0  

Students in frequency distribution: 15  

Students tested: 15    
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Course CRJ 110 Intro to Criminal Justice  

Program Objectives PO1 PO2 PO3 PO4 PO5 PO6 PO7 PO8 PO9 

CRJ 180 Criminology   I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A 

Notes 01/20/16 17 student enrolled in S16, 1st time course is offered. 

Objective PO1 - Historical Context 

Methods The final examination contains an essay question requiring the student to 

demonstrate proper historical perspective. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Objective specific rubric of essay question entered into appropriate software 

Results/Outcome Spring 2016- Average score was 85.8 with a high of 100 and low of 70. 

4 of 17 students fell below the benchmark. 

Proposed changes None- 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO2 – Legal Implications 

Methods Mid-term contains an essay question requiring the students to demonstrate 

proper legal perspective. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Objective specific rubric of essay question entered into appropriate software 

Results/Outcome Spring 2016- Average score was 91 with a high of 100 and a low of 80. 

0 of 17 students fell below the benchmark 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO3 – Research Skills 

Methods A paper is assigned which evaluates student’s basic research skills. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Rubric results are entered into appropriate software program. 

Results/Outcome Spring 2016- Average score was 86.7 with a low of 59 and a high of 96. 

3 of 17 students fell below the benchmark. 

Proposed Changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO4 – Critical Thinking and Evaluation Skills 

Methods(2) (1) A graphic organizer requiring formal submission and presentation is graded 

against a specific rubric. 

(2) In this course a research paper (no accompanying presentation) is assigned 
which requires the students to research an assigned topic and present their 

finding to the instructor for grading. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 
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Data Collected (1) Data is collected twice (at mid-term and before the final).  Averaged results 
are applied to a specific rubric and entered into appropriate software program. 

(2) Rubric results are entered into appropriate software program. 

Results/Outcome Spring 2016- (graphic organizer) 
Mid-Term presentation -Average score was 84 

Final –Average score was 86.4 with a high of 90 and a low of 84. 

No students fell below the benchmark. 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO5 – Professionalism and Ethics 

Methods Final examination contains an essay question requiring the students to 

demonstrate proper ethical perspective. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Objective specific rubric of essay question entered into appropriate software. 

Results/Outcome Spring 2016- Average was 87.6 with a high of 100 and low of 70. 

3 of 17 students fell below the benchmark 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO6 – Appreciate Diversity 

Methods Mid-term examination contains an essay question requiring the students to 

demonstrate proper diverse perspective. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Objective specific rubric of essay question entered into appropriate software. 

Results/Outcome Spring 2016- Average score was 88 with a high of 100 and a low of 80. 

0 of 17 students fell below the benchmark. 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO7- Improve Writing Skills 

Methods In this course a research paper (no accompanying presentation) is assigned 

which requires the students to research an assigned topic and present their 

finding to the instructor for grading. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Objective specific rubric is paper is completed and with results entered into the 
appropriate software program. 

Results/Outcome Spring 2016- Average score was 86.7 with a low of 59 and a high of 96. 

3 of 17 students fell below the benchmark. 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 
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Objective PO8 – Develop Presentation Skills 

Methods A graphic organizer requiring formal submission and presentation is graded 

against a specific rubric. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Data is collected twice (at mid-term and before the final).  Averaged results are 

applied to a specific rubric and entered into appropriate software program. 

Results/Outcome Spring 2016 

Mid-term presentation- average score was 84 

0 of 13 students fell below the benchmark 
Final –Average score was 86.4 with a high of 90 and a low of 84. 

No students fell below the benchmark. 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO9- Subject Matter Mastery 

Methods Both Mid-term and Final examinations dedicate 50% of the assessment to 

testing subject matter mastery through a combination of fill in and multiple 

choice questions. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Exams content is graded and doubled to form an average based upon 100% 

Results/Outcome Spring 2016- 
 Mid-term average score is 81.6 with a high of 99 and a low of 68. 

 6 out of 17 students fell below the 80% mark. 

 Final Exam average score is 77.1 with a high of 91 and low of 60. 

  9 out of 17 students fell below the 80% mark.  

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 
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Course CRJ 120 Intro to Corrections. Probation and Parole  

Program Objectives PO1 PO2 PO3 PO4 PO5 PO6 PO7 PO8 PO9 

CRJ 180 Criminology   I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A 

Notes 01/20/16 13 students enrolled in S16, 1st time offered 

Objective PO1 - Historical Context 

Methods Final examination contains an essay question requiring the students to 

demonstrate proper perspective. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Objective specific rubric of essay question entered into appropriate software 

Results/Outcome Spring 2016- Average score was 94.6 with a high of 100 and low of 90 . 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO2 – Legal Implications 

Methods Mid-term examination contains an essay question requiring the students to 

demonstrate proper perspective. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Objective specific rubric of essay question entered into appropriate software 

Results/Outcome Spring 2016- Average score was 95.3 with a high of 100 and a low of 80. 

0 of 13 students fell below the benchmark. 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO3 – Research Skills 

Methods A paper is assigned which evaluates student’s basic research skills. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Rubric results are entered into appropriate software program. 

Results/Outcome Spring 2016- Average score was 85.6 with a low of 59 and a high of 96. 

2 out of 13  students fell below the 80% mark 

Proposed Changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO4 – Critical Thinking and Evaluation Skills 

Methods(2) (1) A graphic organizer requiring formal submission and presentation is graded 

against a specific rubric. 

(2) In this course a research paper (no accompanying presentation) is assigned 
which requires the students to research an assigned topic and present their 

finding to the instructor for grading. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 
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Data Collected (1) Data is collected twice (at mid-term and before the final).  Averaged results 
are applied to a specific rubric and entered into appropriate software program. 

(2) Rubric results are entered into appropriate software program. 

Results/Outcome Spring 2016 
Mid Term -Average score was 88 with a high of 92 and low of 84 

Final- Average score was 88.9 with a high of 92 and a low of 80 

No students fell below the benchmark 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO5 – Professionalism and Ethics 

Methods Final examination contains an essay question requiring the students to 

demonstrate proper perspective. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Objective specific rubric of essay question entered into appropriate software. 

Results/Outcome Spring 2016- Average was 87.6 with a high of 100 and low of 70. 

1 of 13 students fell below the benchmark. 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO6 – Appreciate Diversity 

Methods Mid-term examination contains an essay question requiring the students to 

demonstrate proper perspective. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Objective specific rubric of essay question entered into appropriate software. 

Results/Outcome Spring 2016- Average score was 93 with a high of 100 and a low of 80  

0 of 13 students fell below the benchmark. 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO7- Improve Writing Skills 

Methods In this course a research paper (no accompanying presentation) is assigned 

which requires the students to research an assigned topic and present their 

finding to the instructor for grading. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Objective specific rubric is paper is completed and with results entered into the 
appropriate software program. 

Results/Outcome Spring 2016- Average score was 85.6 with a low of 59 and a high of 96. 

2 out of 13  students fell below the 80% mark 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 
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Objective PO8 – Develop Presentation Skills 

Methods A graphic organizer requiring formal submission and presentation is graded 

against a specific rubric. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Data is collected twice (at mid-term and before the final).  Averaged results are 

applied to a specific rubric and entered into appropriate software program. 

Results/Outcome Spring 2016 

Mid Term Presentation- Average score was 88  

0 out of 13 students fell below the 80% mark 

Final- Average score was 88.9 with a high of 92 and a low of 80 

No students fell below the benchmark 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO9- Subject Matter Mastery 

Methods Both Mid-term and Final examinations dedicate 50% of the assessment to 

testing subject matter mastery through a combination of fill in and multiple 

choice questions. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Exams content is graded and doubled to form an average based upon 100% 

Results/Outcome Spring 2016- 
 Mid-term average score is 79.4 with a high of 100 and a low of 65. 

 7 out of 13 students fell below the 80% mark. 

 Final Exam average score is 84.9 with a high of 95 and low of 70. 

 2 out of 13 students fell below the 80% mark.  

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 
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Course CRJ 180 Criminology  

Program Objectives PO1 PO2 PO3 PO4 PO5 PO6 PO7 PO8 PO9 

CRJ 180 Criminology   I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A 

Notes 12/11/15 13 students enrolled, first time course was offered. 

Objective PO1 - Historical Context 

Methods Mid-term or final examination contains an essay question requiring the 
students to demonstrate proper perspective. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Objective specific rubric of essay question entered into appropriate software 

Results/Outcome Fall 2015- Average score was 98.4 with a high of 100 and low of 80. 

Proposed changes None- 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO2 – Legal Implications 

Methods Mid-term or final examination contains an essay question requiring the 

students to demonstrate proper perspective. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Objective specific rubric of essay question entered into appropriate software 

Results/Outcome Fall 2015- Average score was 87.2 with a high of 92 and a low of 76. 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO3 – Research Skills 

Methods In this course, one book chapter introduces the concept of social science 

research and the appropriate terms used to form a hypothesis and conclusion.  

In addition, a paper is assigned which evaluates student’s basic research skills.  

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Rubric results are entered into appropriate software program. 

Results/Outcome Fall 2015- Average score was 90.1 on papers.  With a low of 80 and a high of 96. 

 

Proposed Changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO4 – Critical Thinking and Evaluation Skills 

Methods(2) (1) A graphic organizer requiring formal submission and presentation is graded 

against a specific rubric. 
(2) In this course a research paper (no accompanying presentation) is assigned 

which requires the students to research an assigned topic and present their 

finding to the instructor for grading. 
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Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected (1) Data is collected twice (at mid-term and before the final).  Averaged results 

are applied to a specific rubric and entered into appropriate software program. 

(2) Rubric results are entered into appropriate software program. 

Results/Outcome Fall 2015- Average score was 91.8 on final presentation, some work needed on 

Ah’s and uhm’s during presentations. 
Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO5 – Professionalism and Ethics 

Methods Mid-term or final examination contains an essay question requiring the 

students to demonstrate proper perspective. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Objective specific rubric of essay question entered into appropriate software. 

Results/Outcome Fall 2015- Average was 88.5 with a high of 100 and low of 80. 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO6 – Appreciate Diversity 

Methods Mid-term or final examination contains an essay question requiring the 

students to demonstrate proper perspective. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Objective specific rubric of essay question entered into appropriate software. 

Results/Outcome Fall 2015- Average score was 86.9 with a high of 92 and a low of 72. 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO7- Improve Writing Skills 

Methods In this course a research paper (no accompanying presentation) is assigned 

which requires the students to research an assigned topic and present their 

finding to the instructor for grading. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Objective specific rubric is paper is completed and with results entered into the 

appropriate software program. 

Results/Outcome Fall 2015- Average score was 90.1 on papers.  With a low of 80 and a high of 96. 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO8 – Develop Presentation Skills 

Methods A graphic organizer requiring formal submission and presentation is graded 

against a specific rubric. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 
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Data Collected Data is collected twice (at mid-term and before the final).  Averaged results are 
applied to a specific rubric and entered into appropriate software program. 

Results/Outcome Fall 2015- Average score was 91.8 on final presentation, some work needed on 

Ah’s and uhm’s during presentations. 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO9- Subject Matter Mastery 

Methods Both Mid-term and Final examinations dedicate 50% of the assessment to 

testing subject matter mastery through a combination of fill in and multiple 
choice questions. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Exams content is graded and doubled to form an average based upon 100% 

Results/Outcome Fall 2015- 
 Mid-term average score is 82.2 with a high of 99 and a low of 65. 

 4 out of 13 students fell below the 80% mark. 

 Final Exam average score is 89.4 with a high of 100 and low of 54. 

 5 out of 13 students fell below the 80% mark.  

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 
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Course CRJ 260 Emergency Management  

Program Objectives PO1 PO2 PO3 PO4 PO5 PO6 PO7 PO8 PO9 

CRJ 260 Emergency Management   I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A 

Notes 12/11/15 5 students enrolled, first time course was offered. 

Objective PO1 - Historical Context 

Methods Mid-term or final examination contains an essay question requiring the 

students to demonstrate proper perspective. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Objective specific rubric of essay question entered into appropriate software 

Results/Outcome Fall 2015- Average was 78.5 with a high of 90 and a low of 70. 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO2 – Legal Implications 

Methods Mid-term or final examination contains an essay question requiring the 

students to demonstrate proper perspective. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Objective specific rubric of essay question entered into appropriate software 

Results/Outcome Fall 2015- Average score was 81.1 with a high of 88 and a low of 76. 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO3 – Research Skills 

Methods In this course a research paper (no accompanying presentation) is assigned 

which requires the students to research an assigned topic and present their 

finding to the instructor for grading. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Rubric results are entered into appropriate software program. 

Results/Outcome Fall 2015-  

Proposed Changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO4 – Critical Thinking and Evaluation Skills 

Methods(3) (1) Case studies are assigned in this course which require students to evaluate a 

particular topic or event and demonstrate critical thinking skills. 

(2) A table top exercise is conducted where students must utilize presentation 

and critical thinking skills. 
(3)In this course a research paper (no accompanying presentation) is assigned 

which requires the students to research an assigned topic and present their 

finding to the instructor for grading. 
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Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected (1) Several case studies are assigned, submitted, graded against a rubric, 

appropriately averaged and the results entered into the appropriate software 

program. 
(2) A grading rubric is set up to evaluate student performance in this exercise. 

(3) Rubric results are entered into appropriate software program. 

Results/Outcome Fall 2015- Average was 89.07 with a high of 91 and a low of 84.5 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO5 – Professionalism and Ethics 

Methods Mid-term or final examination contains an essay question requiring the 

students to demonstrate proper perspective. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Objective specific rubric of essay question entered into appropriate software. 

Results/Outcome Fall 2015- Average was 77.1 with a high of 90 and a low of 70. 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO6 – Appreciate Diversity 

Methods Mid-term or final examination contains an essay question requiring the 

students to demonstrate proper perspective. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Objective specific rubric of essay question entered into appropriate software. 

Results/Outcome Fall 2015- Average score was 83.4 with a high of 88 and a low of 76. 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO7- Improve Writing Skills 

Methods (2) (1) In this course a research paper (no accompanying presentation) is assigned 

which requires the students to research an assigned topic and present their 

finding to the instructor for grading. 

(2) Case studies are assigned in this course which require students to evaluate a 
particular topic or event and demonstrate critical thinking skills. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected (1) Objective specific rubric is paper is completed and with results entered into 

the appropriate software program. 

(2) Several case studies are assigned, submitted, graded against a rubric, 

appropriately averaged and the results entered into the appropriate software 
program. 

Results/Outcome Fall 2015-  

Paper average was-  
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Case study averages were 89.07 with a high of 91 and a low of 84.5. 
 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO8 – Develop Presentation Skills 

Methods A table top exercise is conducted where students must utilize presentation and 
critical thinking skills. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected A grading rubric is set up to evaluate student performance in this exercise. 

Results/Outcome Fall 2015- Table top exercise was not assessed in this semester. 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO9- Subject Matter Mastery 

Methods Both Mid-term and Final examinations dedicate 50% of the assessment to 

testing subject matter mastery through a combination of fill in and multiple 
choice questions. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Exams content is graded and doubled to form an average based upon 100% 

Results/Outcome Fall 2015- 
 At mid-term the average score is 79.2 with a high of 98 and a low of 70.  

 4 out of 7 students fell just below the benchmark. 

 Final Exam average was 77.8 with a high of 97 and a low of 50.  

 2 out of 7 students fell below the benchmark. 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 
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Course CRJ 270 Criminal Law  

Program Objectives PO1 PO2 PO3 PO4 PO5 PO6 PO7 PO8 PO9 

CRJ 270 Criminal Law   I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A  I/A 

Notes 12/11/15 6 students enrolled, first time course was offered. 

Objective PO1 - Historical Context 

Methods Mid-term or final examination contains an essay question requiring the 

students to demonstrate proper perspective. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Objective specific rubric of essay question entered into appropriate software 

Results/Outcome Fall 2015-Average was 90 with a high of 100 and a low of 80. 

Proposed changes None- 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO2 – Legal Implications 

Methods Mid-term or final examination contains an essay question requiring the 

students to demonstrate proper perspective. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Objective specific rubric of essay question entered into appropriate software 

Results/Outcome Fall 2015- Average grade on mid-term exam essay question was 82% 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO3 – Research Skills 

Methods In this course a research paper (no accompanying presentation) is assigned 

which requires the students to research an assigned topic and present their 

finding to the instructor for grading. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Rubric results are entered into appropriate software program. 

Results/Outcome Fall 2015- Average on research paper was 88.8 with a high of 98 and a low of 80 

Proposed Changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO4 – Critical Thinking and Evaluation Skills 

Methods (2) (1) Case studies are assigned in this course which require students to evaluate a 

particular topic or event and demonstrate critical thinking skills. 

(2) In this course a research paper (no accompanying presentation) is assigned 

which requires the students to research an assigned topic and present their 
finding to the instructor for grading. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Rubric results are entered into appropriate software program. 
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Results/Outcome Fall 2015- 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO5 – Professionalism and Ethics 

Methods Mid-term or final examination contains an essay question requiring the 

students to demonstrate proper perspective. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Objective specific rubric of essay question entered into appropriate software. 

Results/Outcome Fall 2015- Average was 90 with a high of 100 and a low of 80. 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO6 – Appreciate Diversity 

Methods Mid-term or final examination contains an essay question requiring the 

students to demonstrate proper perspective. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Objective specific rubric of essay question entered into appropriate software. 

Results/Outcome Fall 2015- Average grade on mid-term exam essay question was 82% 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO7- Improve Writing Skills 

Methods In this course a research paper (no accompanying presentation) is assigned 

which requires the students to research an assigned topic and present their 

finding to the instructor for grading. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Objective specific rubric is completed with results entered into the appropriate 
software program. 

Results/Outcome Fall 2015- Average on research paper was 88.8 with a high of 98 and a low of 80. 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO9- Subject Matter Mastery 

Methods Both Mid-term and Final examinations dedicate 50% of the assessment to 

testing subject matter mastery through a combination of fill in and multiple 

choice questions. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Exams content is graded and doubled to form an average based upon 100% 

Results/Outcome Fall 2015- 
 At mid-term the average score was 72.6 with a high of 89 and a low of 69.  

 4 out of 5 student fell below the benchmark 
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 Final Exam average was 82.8 with a high of 98 and a low of 68. 

 1 out of 5 fell below the benchmark. 

Proposed changes Need to allocate more review time with students to improve final grade. 

Budget needed No 
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Course CRJ 320 Terrorism  

Program Objectives PO1 PO2 PO3 PO4 PO5 PO6 PO7 PO8 PO9 

CRJ 180 Criminology   I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A 

Notes 01/20/16 Spring 2016 - 9 students enrolled, first time course was offered. 

Objective PO1 - Historical Context 

Methods Final examination contains an essay question requiring the students to 

demonstrate proper perspective. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Objective specific rubric of essay question entered into appropriate software 

Results/Outcome Spring 2016- Average score was 81.1 with a high of 90 and low of 70 . 

 2  Of 9 students fell below the benchmark. 

Proposed changes None- 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO2 – Legal Implications 

Methods Mid-term examination contains an essay question requiring the students to 

demonstrate proper perspective. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Objective specific rubric of essay question entered into appropriate software 

Results/Outcome Spring 2016- Average score was 88.8 with a high of 100 and a low of 70. 

2 of 9 students fell below the benchmark 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO3 – Research Skills 

Methods In this course, one book chapter introduces the concept of social science 

research and the appropriate terms used to form a hypothesis and conclusion.  
In addition, a paper is assigned which evaluates student’s basic research skills.  

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Rubric results are entered into appropriate software program. 

Results/Outcome Spring 2016- Average score was 89.1 with a low of 80 and a high of 92. 

0 Of 9 students fell below the benchmark. 
 

Proposed Changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO4 – Critical Thinking and Evaluation Skills 

Methods(2) (1) A graphic organizer requiring formal submission and presentation is graded 

against a specific rubric. 
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(2) In this course a research paper (no accompanying presentation) is assigned 
which requires the students to research an assigned topic and present their 

finding to the instructor for grading. See PO3 for averages. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected (1) Data is collected twice (at mid-term and before the final).  Averaged results 

are applied to a specific rubric and entered into appropriate software program. 

(2) Rubric results are entered into appropriate software program. 

Results/Outcome GO Spring 2016-  

Mid Term- Average score was 86 with a high of 92 and a low of 80. 

0 of 9 students fell below the benchmark. 

Final- Average score was 88.3 with a high of 95 and a low of 80 
0 Of 9 students fell below the benchmark. 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO5 – Professionalism and Ethics 

Methods Final examination contains an essay question requiring the students to 

demonstrate proper perspective. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Objective specific rubric of essay question entered into appropriate software. 

Results/Outcome Spring 2016- Average was 87.7 with a high of 100 and low of 60. 
2 of 9 students fell below the benchmark. 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO6 – Appreciate Diversity 

Methods Mid-term examination contains an essay question requiring the students to 

demonstrate proper perspective. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Objective specific rubric of essay question entered into appropriate software. 

Results/Outcome Spring 2016- Average score was 92.2 with a high of 100 and a low of 70. 
1 of 9 students fell below the benchmark. 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO7- Improve Writing Skills 

Methods In this course a research paper (no accompanying presentation) is assigned 

which requires the students to research an assigned topic and present their 

finding to the instructor for grading. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Objective specific rubric is paper is completed and with results entered into the 

appropriate software program. 
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Results/Outcome Spring 2016- Average score was 89.1 with a low of 80 and a high of 92. 
0 Of 9 students fell below the benchmark. 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO8 – Develop Presentation Skills 

Methods A graphic organizer requiring formal submission and presentation is graded 
against a specific rubric. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Data is collected twice (at mid-term and before the final).  Averaged results are 

applied to a specific rubric and entered into appropriate software program. 

Results/Outcome GO Spring 2016-  

Mid Term- Average score was 86 with a high of 92 and a low of 80. 

0 of 9 students fell below the benchmark. 

Final- Average score was 88.3 with a high of 95 and a low of 80 

0 Of 9 students fell below the benchmark. 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO9- Subject Matter Mastery 

Methods Both Mid-term and Final examinations dedicate 50% of the assessment to 
testing subject matter mastery through a combination of fill in and multiple 

choice questions. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Exams content is graded and doubled to form an average based upon 100% 

Results/Outcome Spring 2016- 
 Mid-term average score is 86 with a high of 100 and a low of 68. 

 2 out of 9 students fell below the 80% mark. 

 Final Exam average score is 80.3 with a high of 97 and low of 60 . 

 3 of 9 students fell below the benchmark.  

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 
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Course CRJ 355 Criminal Investigations and Crime Scenes  

Program Objectives PO1 PO2 PO3 PO4 PO5 PO6 PO7 PO8 PO9 

CRJ 355 Criminal Investigations…   I/A I/A  I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A 

Notes 12/11/15 13 students enrolled, first time course was offered. 

Objective PO1 - Historical Context 

Methods Mid-term or final examination contains an essay question requiring the 

students to demonstrate proper perspective. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Objective specific rubric of essay question entered into appropriate software 

Results/Outcome Fall 2015- Average was 84.5 with a high of 90 and a low of 70. 

Proposed changes None- 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO2 – Legal Implications 

Methods Mid-term or final examination contains an essay question requiring the 

students to demonstrate proper perspective. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Objective specific rubric of essay question entered into appropriate software 

Results/Outcome Fall 2015-Average score was 84 with a high of 88 low of 80. 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO4 – Critical Thinking and Evaluation Skills 

Methods(3) (1) A graphic organizer requiring formal submission and presentation is graded 

against a specific rubric. 

(2) Case studies are assigned in this course which require students to evaluate a 

particular topic or event and demonstrate critical thinking skills. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected (1) Data is collected twice (at mid-term and before the final).  Averaged results 
are applied to a specific rubric and entered into appropriate software program. 

(2) Rubric results are entered into appropriate software program. 

(3) Several case studies are assigned, submitted, graded against a rubric, 

appropriately averaged and the results entered into the appropriate software 
program. 

Results/Outcome Fall 2015- 
 Mid-term GO average score was 85, with a high of 96 and a low of zero. 

 1 out of 12 students fell below the benchmark. 

 Final GO average score was 83.8 with a high of 96 and a low of zero. 

 1 out of 12 students fell below the benchmark. 

 Average for case studies is 82.7 with a high of 96 and a low of zero. 

Proposed changes None 
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Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO5 – Professionalism and Ethics 

Methods Mid-term or final examination contains an essay question requiring the 

students to demonstrate proper perspective. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Objective specific rubric of essay question entered into appropriate software. 

Results/Outcome Fall 2015- Average was 81.8 with a high of 90 and a low of 70. 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO6 – Appreciate Diversity 

Methods Mid-term or final examination contains an essay question requiring the 

students to demonstrate proper perspective. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Objective specific rubric of essay question entered into appropriate software. 

Results/Outcome Fall 2015- Average score was 80, with a high of 92 and a low of 80. 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO7- Improve Writing Skills 

Methods (2)  (2) Case studies are assigned in this course which require students to evaluate a 

particular topic or event and demonstrate critical thinking skills. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected (1) Objective specific rubric is paper is completed and with results entered into 

the appropriate software program. 

(2) Several case studies are assigned, submitted, graded against a rubric, 
appropriately averaged and the results entered into the appropriate software 

program. 

Results/Outcome Fall 2015- Average for case studies is 82.7 with a high of 96 and a low of zero. 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO8 – Develop Presentation Skills 

Methods A graphic organizer requiring formal submission and presentation is graded 
against a specific rubric. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Data is collected twice (at mid-term and before the final).  Averaged results are 

applied to a specific rubric and entered into appropriate software program. 

Results/Outcome Fall 2015- 
 Mid-term GO average score was 85, with a high of 96 and a low of zero.  

 1 out of 12 students fell below the benchmark. 
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 Final GO average score was 83.8 with a high of 96 and a low of zero.  

 1 out of 12 students fell below the benchmark. 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO9- Subject Matter Mastery 

Methods Both Mid-term and Final examinations dedicate 50% of the assessment to 

testing subject matter mastery through a combination of fill in and multiple 
choice questions. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Exams content is graded and doubled to form an average based upon 100% 

Results/Outcome Fall 2015- 
 Mid-term average score was 72.8 with a high of 96 and a low of zero. 

 5 out of 12 students fell below the benchmark. 

 Final Exam average was 76.8 with a high of 98 and a low of zero. 

 4 out of 12 student fell below the benchmark. 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 
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Course CRJ 370 Drugs and Crime  

Program Objectives PO1 PO2 PO3 PO4 PO5 PO6 PO7 PO8 PO9 

CRJ 180 Criminology   I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A I/A 

Notes 01/20/16 Spring 2016- 10 students enrolled, first time course was offered. 

Objective PO1 - Historical Context 

Methods Final examination contains an essay question requiring the students to 

demonstrate proper historical perspective. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Objective specific rubric of essay question entered into appropriate software 

Results/Outcome Spring 2016- Average score was 95 with a high of 100 and low of 80. 

Out of 10 students 0 fell below the benchmark. 

Proposed changes None- 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO2 – Legal Implications 

Methods Mid-term examination contains an essay question requiring the students to 

demonstrate proper legal perspective. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Objective specific rubric of essay question entered into appropriate software 

Results/Outcome Spring 2016- Average score was 95 with a high of 100 and a low of 90. 

0 out of 10 students fell below the benchmark. 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO3 – Research Skills 

Methods In this course, one book chapter introduces the concept of social science 

research and the appropriate terms used to form a hypothesis and conclusion.  
In addition, a paper is assigned which evaluates student’s basic research skills.  

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Rubric results are entered into appropriate software program. 

Results/Outcome Spring 2016- Average score was 91.2 with a low of 88 and a high of 92. 

Out of 10 students 0 fell below the benchmark. 
 

Proposed Changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO4 – Critical Thinking and Evaluation Skills 

Methods(2) (1) A graphic organizer requiring formal submission and presentation is graded 

against a specific rubric. 
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(2) In this course a research paper (no accompanying presentation) is assigned 
which requires the students to research an assigned topic and present their 

finding to the instructor for grading. See PO3 for average. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected (1) Data is collected twice (at mid-term and before the final).  Averaged results 

are applied to a specific rubric and entered into appropriate software program. 

(2) Rubric results are entered into appropriate software program. 

Results/Outcome GO Spring 2016-  

Mid Term- Average score was 86.6 with a high of 92 and a low of 84 

0 out of 10 students fell below the benchmark. 

Final Grade – Average score was 85.3 with a high of 89 and a low of 80 
Of 10 students 0 fell below the benchmark. 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO5 – Professionalism and Ethics 

Methods Final examination contains an essay question requiring the students to 

demonstrate proper perspective. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Objective specific rubric of essay question entered into appropriate software. 

Results/Outcome Spring 2016- Average was 94 with a high of 100 and low of 80. 
Of 10 students 0 fell below the benchmark.  

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO6 – Appreciate Diversity 

Methods Mid-term examination contains an essay question requiring the students to 

demonstrate proper perspective. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Objective specific rubric of essay question entered into appropriate software. 

Results/Outcome Spring 2016- Average score was 95 with a high of 100 and a low of 80. 
0 out of 10 student fell below the benchmark. 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO7- Improve Writing Skills 

Methods In this course a research paper (no accompanying presentation) is assigned 

which requires the students to research an assigned topic and present their 

finding to the instructor for grading. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Objective specific rubric is paper is completed and with results entered into the 

appropriate software program. 
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Results/Outcome Spring 2016- Average score was 91.2 with a low of 88 and a high of 92. 
Out of 10 students 0 fell below the benchmark. 

 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO8 – Develop Presentation Skills 

Methods A graphic organizer requiring formal submission and presentation is graded 

against a specific rubric. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Data is collected twice (at mid-term and before the final).  Averaged results are 

applied to a specific rubric and entered into appropriate software program. 

Results/Outcome Mid Term- Average score was 86.6 with a high of 92 and a low of 84 

0 out of 10 students fell below the benchmark. 

Final Grade – Average score was 85.3 with a high of 89 and a low of 80 

Of 10 students 0 fell below the benchmark. 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 

  

Objective PO9- Subject Matter Mastery 

Methods Both Mid-term and Final examinations dedicate 50% of the assessment to 
testing subject matter mastery through a combination of fill in and multiple 

choice questions. 

Benchmark 80% of students will obtain an 80% or higher. 

Data Collected Exams content is graded and doubled to form an average based upon 100% 

Results/Outcome Spring 2016- 
 Mid-term average score is 83 with a high of 94 and a low of 70. 

 3 out of 10 students fell below the 80% mark. 

 Final Exam average score is 86.7 with a high of 100 and a low of 80. 

 0 of 10 students fell below the benchmark. 

Proposed changes None 

Budget needed No 
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Attach Rubrics and or other explanatory documents pertaining to program assessment discussed in the 

chart to the report (portfolio guidelines, assignment sheet) 

Analysis of Assessment: 
What concerns do you have about the data provided? In the results of the assessment, what worked and what 

did not work? Does the data represent an identifiable trend in the level of activity/ achievement/ 

accomplishment? Does the data represent an acceptable level of activity/accomplishment/achievement given 

our mission and values? (HLC 4B1). 

. 

Analysis of the Assessment Process (Empirical & Non-Empirical) (HLC4B3) 
Describe your assessment process; clearly articulate how the program is using course work and or assessment day 

activities for program assessment. Note any changes that occurred to that process since the previous year. Discuss 

what activities were successful at assessment and which ones were not as helpful and why. Please include who 

met to discuss the changes (unless you are a program of one person) and when you met. – Include a discussion on 

the process for collection and analysis of program data. 

As noted in previous charts, all program objectives, when possible, are incorporated into existing 

courses.  Those objectives are then assessed through the use of grading rubrics specially created for 

each assessment instrument.  The results obtained from those rubrics are then entered into a computer 

software program which analyzes and tracks progress over time and is used departmentally and 
institutionally to gauge adequate progress.  The results are then reviewed by the director of the 

program who considers changes to the methods, instruments and even curriculum if necessary. 

 

Program Changes Based on Assessment: 
This section requires that you review the previous year’s annual assessment and determine whether the actions 

suggested were implemented and to what affect those actions had on student learning from data you collected.  

Changes can be: course rotation, assessment activities, and assignment changes… Also indicate changes you 

made to the program outside of data collection and why. How did those changes impact the student results?  

Since new courses have been added and the curriculum has undergone a substantial change from prior 

content, a more comprehensive analysis can be done after all courses have been offered and more data 

is accumulated.  I anticipate the most comprehensive assessment to be part of the 5 year plan.  

General Education Assessment:  
How do the General Education criteria align with the Program Objectives? What courses within your 

program build upon skills learned in general education courses (please list the program course and the 

general education criteria). The General Education areas are:  

We have three courses within the program which have been approved as general education courses.  They 

are: 
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1. CRJ 110 Intro to Criminal Justice- approved as a “social science” general education course. 

2. CRJ 180 Criminology- approved as a “critical thinking” General education course. 

3. CRJ 290 Criminal Justice Ethics- as an “ethical reasoning” general education course. 

 

The following general education areas represent a change from previous listing and are current as of fall of 

2015. 

In addition to the three approved courses, our program objectives share many of the same goals and are 

assessed accordingly. 

1. Critical Analysis: Students apply logical and analytical reasoning skills to diverse source materials in 

the interest of discerning and debating aesthetic, thematic, and ethical content.  The three subject 

areas are: 

(a) Critical Thinking (b) Ethical Reasoning and (c) Meaning.  

 

 Critical thinking and ethical reasoning skills are addressed in most if not all classes in the 

criminal justice program through specifically designed questions, case studies papers and other 
assignment which are graded against a rubric.  That data is then collected, entered and later 
evaluated to demonstrate effective progress. 

 

2.   Creative Expression: Students develop the ability to express ideas and concepts, both logically and 

creatively, through written, oral, reflective, and aesthetic practices utilizing various media forms.   

The two subject areas are: 

(a) Communication and (b) Fine & Performing Arts. 

 

 It is important to the long term success of our students that they develop “right brain” abilities 
regarding creativity to allow for problem solving outside the box.  Most of our classes challenge 
students to see a case or problem from a variety of perspectives and to look for creative 
solutions or ways to achieve a specific results.  Communication skills are addressed through 
presentations and written material as assigned and graded.  These skills are also tracked by 
rubrics. 

 

3.   Quantitative Inquiry:  Students will develop and practice quantitative problem-solving skills in 

order to analyze and critically evaluate information in a larger context.   The two subject areas are: 

(a) Natural Sciences and (b) Mathematics. 

 

 Basic research skills which require the application of quantitative skills are introduced in CRJ 180 
Criminology.  These skills are later refined in CRJ 380 Research Methods which is by nature a 
course specifically designed to improve research and quantitative ability.  In addition, all majors 
must take MAT 114 Elementary Statistics before they can graduate. 
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4.   Society & the Individual: Students integrate knowledge to articulate an understanding of diverse 

cultures, historical contexts, and human behavioral paradigms.  The three subject areas are: 

(a) Social Science (b) Diversity and (3) Historical Perspective. 

 

 Diversity and historical perspective are addressed in almost all classes through examination 
questions specifically tailored to the appropriate issue.  The results are compiled and entered into 
rubrics which are used to track progress. 

Program Activities: 
Student Performance Day Activities (Assessment Day): 
Describe the department assessment day activities. Please articulate the nature of the assessments are conducted, 

explain the process for assessment that happens on these two days.  Include the schedule of assessment day for 

your program. What does the data and outcomes tell you? What changes will you make as a result of the data? 

What areas are successful for the program?   

**Senior achievement day has not been planned as of the date this report was completed.   

In the past we have shown a video and discussion on proper professional attire and behavior in the 

workplace as well as for law-related interviews.  We also do a case study (see attached).  We have also 

given the students the CLA (Certified Legal Assistant exam) in regard to general legal knowledge and 

legal reasoning although we are not currently using it for assessment purposes. 

The data has generally informed us that we are meeting a reasonable level of proficiency. 

Senior Achievement Day Presentations: 
Describe program Senior Achievement Day activities? What benefit does the program gain from the activities? 

What if any assessment of students happens on this day? What changes if any will occur due to what is learned 

by faculty on Senior Achievement Day’s?  

**Senior achievement day has not been planned as of the date this report was completed.   

Service Learning Activities: 

How is service learning infused in the coursework within your department?  Is service or community engagement 

in the program mission? Describe the Service Learning Activities that your students and department engaged in 

this past year. How did the activities improve student learning? How did the activities benefit the community?  

None 

Program Sponsored LEAD Events: 
Highlight lead events sponsored by program faculty that are connected to program or general education objectives 

for the past academic year.   Include a total number of lead events program faculty sponsored.  
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This year several events were held in the interest of students. 

(1)  On October 7th Special Agent Matthew Brummund from the St Louis FBI office lectured 

students on local terrorism cases as well as counter terrorism initiatives and obtaining jobs in 

the federal government. 

(2)   On October 27th, Detective Clay Chisim from the Callaway County Sheriff’s Office came into 

CRJ 355 Criminal Investigations and displayed some of the latest tools used by criminal 

investigators in the field to solve crimes. 

(3)  On November 19th  Professor Saravara took students to an event called “Women in Security” 

where students met Women in the field of industrial security employed by local corporations 

who were able to talk about their own career paths. 

(4) On November 20th in conjunction with the Department of Student Services the Criminal Justice 

Department assisted in hosting a career seminar where local and state law enforcement agency 

recruiters came in and met with students. 

(5) On December 4th the Criminal Justice Club planned a “Manage your Stress” event on campus to 

assist students in methods to deal with on the job stress as well as stress before final exams. 

In the prior years, we sponsored numerous LEAD events during the year.  This year we sponsored 

several law school admissions representatives to talk about law school and law school admissions.  We 

also invited a former CIA Analyst to discuss the Constitutional questions surrounding the NSA 

domestic surveillance program.  We also sponsored a Constitutional forum on Supreme Court 

decisions from last term, as well as a voter registration presentation. 

Student Accomplishments: 
Highlight special examples of student successes in the field (academic: mentor-mentee, conference presentations, 

competitive internship, journal acceptance; extra-curricular: horse show championship, art exhibit). This is for 

any accomplishments that a student achieved outside of course work or the normal expectations of  student 

success. 

Not yet assessed.   

Faculty Accomplishments: 

Highlight any faculty accomplishments that supersede the normal expectations of program faculty. (Examples: 

journal acceptance, presentation at a national conference, off campus art show exhibit or other 

community/professional honor) 
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None assessed at this time. 

Alumni (Recent Graduates) Accomplishments (past year graduating class): 

 

Results of Alumni survey and how well the program prepared them for their profession, this data is collected 

ourselves from contact with students. We can ask the alumni office to share what information they have on your 

graduates and then provide your own input to the data. Discuss special honors or positions earned by recent 

graduates of the program. This can be done on survey software, facebook, or an alternative platform that allows 

the information to be collected. 

Although some alumni voluntarily keep in touch with the university, the field of criminal justice has a 

very important but distinctive component which obstructs access to students after graduation.  It is 

imperative that law enforcement officers keep their personal information out of the public eye.  Police 

officers traditionally list PO boxes, or provide the police station’s address on all official documents. 

Some also have confidential license plates and even alternate identities.  This is meant to protect their 

identity and the safety of their families.  As a result, it is nearly impossible to track down the job status 

of police officers or others in law enforcement form traditional sources such as Facebook, Linkedin and 

other groups. 

We have however been able to ascertain that some of our graduates have been employed in the 

following agencies: 

Missouri Division of Youth Services 

Missouri Department of Health & Human Services, Children's Division 

Cole County Sheriff's Department 

Springfield PD 

Chesterfield (Missouri) PD 

US Army 

Navy Intelligence, US Navy 

Baltimore PD 

New Hampshire Highway Patrol 

American Board for Certification in Homeland Security. 
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Annual Assessment Evaluation 

Assessment 

Component 

Assessment Reflects Best 

Practices 

Assessment Meets the 

Expectations of the 

University 

Assessment Needs 

Development 

Assessment is 

Inadequate 

Learning 

Objectives 

 Detailed, measurable 

program learning 

objectives  

 Objectives are shared with 

students and faculty 

 Measurable program 

learning objectives.  

 Learning objectives are 

available  to students.  

 Program learning 

objectives are identified 

and are generally 

measurable 

 

 Program learning 

objectives  are not clear 

or measurable  

Assessment 

Measures 

 Multiple  measures are 

used to assess a student-

learning objectives.  

 Rubrics or guides are used 

for the measures.  

 All measurements are 

clearly described. 

 External evaluation of 

student learning included. 

 Assessment measures relate 

to program learning 

objectives.  

 Various measures are used 

to assess student learning. 

 Measures chosen provide 

useful information about 

student learning.  

 

 Assessment focuses on 

class content only.  

 Minimal description of 

how the  assessment 

relates to the objective.  

 Minimal assessment 

measures established. 

 Assessment measures 

not connected to 

objectives.  

 Assessment measures 

are not clear. 

 No assessment 

measures are 

established. 

Assessment 

Results 

 All objectives are assessed 

annually, or a rotation 

schedule is provided. 

 Data are collected and 

analyzed to show learning 

over time.  

 Standards for performance 

and gaps in student 

learning are clearly 

identified. 

 Most objectives assessed 

annually. 

 Data collected and analyzed 

showing an annual snapshot 

of student learning. 

 Data are used to highlight 

gaps in student learning.  

 Some data from non-course 

based content. 

 Data collected for at 

least one program 

objective. 

 Data collection is 

incomplete. 

 Gaps in student 

learning not identified.  

 Lacking external data to 

support course data. 

 Learning objectives are 

not routinely assessed. 

 Routine data is not 

collected. 

 No discussion on gaps 

in student learning. 

 No use of external data 

to support student 

learning. 

 Assessment data not 

yet collected. 

Faculty 

Analysis and 

Conclusions 

 Data is shared that 

incorporates multiple  

faculty from the program.  

 Discussions on data results 

incorporate multiple  

faculty.  

 Opportunities for adjunct 

faculty to participate.  

 Includes input from 

external sources when 

possible . 

 Multiple  program faculty 

receive assessment results. 

 Assessment results are 

discussed  

 Specific conclusions about 

student learning are made 

based on the available  

assessment results. 

 Minimal faculty input 

about results is sought 

 Data not used to 

determine success or 

not to the objective. 

 Minimal conclusions 

made. 

 Faculty input is not 

sought. 

 Conclusions about 

student learning are not 

identified. 

 N/A Program recently 

started or too few 

graduates to suggest 

any changes. 

Actions to 

Improve 

Learning and 

Assessment 

 All assessment methods, 

timetable for assessing, and 

evaluating the 

effectiveness modifications 

are included. 

 Changes to assessment are 

inclusive of multiple  

faculty. 

 Description of changes is 

detailed and and linked to 

assessment results. 

 More than one change to 

assessment is proposed, 

timetable for assessment, 

and evaluating the change is 

provided.  

 Changes to assessment 

measures is highlighted. 

 Changes are realistic, with a 

good probability of 

improving learning or 

assessment. 

 At least one change to 

improve learning or 

assessment is 

identified. 

 The proposed action(s) 

relates to faculty 

conclusions about areas 

for improvement. 

 Adjustments to the 

assessment are 

proposed but not 

 Lacking actions to 

improve student 

learning. 

 Actions discussed lack 

supportive data. 

 Lacking discussion of 

the effectiveness of the 

assessment plan 
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Program:   Criminal Justice 

 

Additional Comments:  

I think it is important to do the MFT assessment for several years to get a clear picture of what the 

students are able to produce and it is important for the curriculum to settle in and see what students 

are picking up and what they are not.  

When using testing as an assessment measure make sure you are specifically using the question(s) 

specific to the objective. Some data state the number of students who met the benchmark as well as 

what the average score was on the assignment. Make sure to continue to point out the benchmark, if it 

is 80% at 80% then we need to make sure that is discussed.  It is totally up to you, and I don’t want to 

discourage anyone from doing assessment, but you could do this amount of assessment for 3 or 4 

courses and gather a solid base of data. You don’t have to have an assessment on each objective for 

each class.  It is understood that you will be covering the objectives, but the snapshot you take does not 

have to be for every class.  The first few years it makes sense to asses this much while you determine 

what is working in the curriculum.  

 

 I did not see any changes to the assessment or to the curriculum due to the newness of the program. I 

left this blank as there were none noted. 

 

 clearly connected to 

data 

 


