CRIMINAL JUSTICE ANNUAL REPORT 2017-2018
I. The Annual Assessment Meeting
Professors Renfrow and Karbhari met periodically throughout the 2017-2018 to conduct
the business of the Criminal Justice Program. The report that follows assesses the four
Measurable Learning Outcomes associated with Student Learning Objectives 2C (i.e.,
"Students should be able to formulate research questions and effectively use the research
tools to analyze data in response to these questions") in Program Goal 2 (i.e., "Approach
Criminal Justice as a critical social science"). We also briefly analyze data from senior exit
surveys that provide a more holistic approach to program assessment and student learning.
II. Closing the Loop
Continuing the work started last year, CRIM faculty revised additional course syllabi to
incorporate material from the Program Goals and Learning Objectives identified in the
Assessment Plan. Nevertheless, additional work is needed to ensure that each course
syllabus includes separate sections for Program Goals, Learning Objectives and Student
Learning Outcomes. We understand the importance in providing this information to our
students so that they understand what each course contributes to the CRIM major.
We spent the year conducting a search for a full-time tenure track Assistant Professor of
Criminal Justice. Once again, this search failed to produce a new faculty member to take on
this program. However, the search process was useful in that it identified three key
challenges for CRIM as it evolves into a more rigorous, self-sustaining program: revising
major requirements to better align with local community colleges (e.g., change in course
sequence and levels, creation of new courses, etc.), developing a transfer process for
students completing two-year degrees at these schools, and building relationships with
community agencies to increase internship opportunities for our current and future
students. We should note that the issue regarding course sequence reiterates a need raised
by a senior student in last year's assessment.
III. Examination of Assessment Data
We determined that the schedule for assessment identified in our Assessment Plan is far
too ambitious. Rather than assess all of Program Goal 2 this year, we decided to limit our
focus to the four Measurable Learning Outcomes associated with Student Learning
Objective 2C (i.e., "Students should be able to formulate research questions and effectively
use the research tools to analyze data in response to these questions"). We will assess the
other aspects of Program Goal 2 next year.
The data in this report come from the five members of the graduating class of 2018
regardless of when they enrolled in SS 294: Research Methods for the Social Sciences
(previously known

as SOC 294) which is a major requirement and the primary site for the assessment of these
Measurable Leaming Outcomes. The senior exit survey, detailed later in this report, was
completed by four of the five members of the graduating class during senior week.
As stated in the SS 294 course description on the syllabus (see appendix), the primary focus
of this course is to help students "learn how social scientists study to world around them
and to gain practice applying these principles in an empirical research project of our own."
Students spend the semester designing a study, collecting and analyzing data, and writing a
research report. Course assignments are designed to help students "learn the logic of social
inquiry," "apply abstract principles in a specific study," "formulate researchable questions,"
"understand the costs and benefits of specific methodological choices," and "write research
reports and/or reports."

Measurable Learning Outcome 2cl: Students will know the assumptions ofpositivist
epistemology.
This Learning Outcome is assessed in Short Assignment 1, which asks students to write a
first draft of the "Introduction" section of their research report (see appendix) and to make
a brief oral presentation to the class. Based on Short Assignment 1 scores for seniors
graduating this year (i.e., 84, 79, 75, 79 , and 75 out of 100 points), students appear to
understand the three purposes of empirical research in the social sciences and mastered
the ability to formulate research questions guided by a positivist epistemology. All students
meet our stated assessment goal of earning 75% or better on this assignment. Based on
observations during the oral portion of the assignment, it appears that students generally
understand the key assumptions of positivism and are able to address questions from the
instructor during their presentations.

Measurable Learning Outcome 2c2: Students will be able to develop theoretical and
operational definitions for criminal iustice variables.
This Learning Outcome is assessed through Short Assignment 4, which asks students to
write a first draft of the "Sample and Methods" section of their research report (see
appendix). Based on Short Assignment 4 scores for seniors graduating this year (i.e., 0, 92,
80, 86, and 75 out of
100 points), students who submitted a paper appear to understand how to develop
theoretical and operational definitions for their measures. Students generally develop
instrumentation that
reflects the concepts they intend to measure in their studies. Closer examination of the
feedback on these assignments reveals, however, that students appear to confuse
independent and
dependent variables in their writing. This pattern indicates a need to spend more time
discussing these concepts and helping students in discussion to identify each for their
study.·

Measurable Learning Outcome 2c3: Students will know the strengths and weaknesses of
experiments, social surveys. content analysis. and qualitative interviewing.
This Learning Outcome is assessed through Short Assignment 4, which asks students to
write a first draft of the "Sample and Methods" section of their paper, and the Final
Research Report. Based on Short Assignment 4 scores for seniors graduating this year (i.e.,
0, 92, 80, 86, and 75 out of 100 points), students who submitted a paper appear to
understand the strengths and weaknesses of the method they are using in their particular
study. However, students are not assessed on their ability to evaluate every method.
Closer examination of the feedback on these assignments reveals a weakness in students'
ability to explain these strengths and weaknesses in the case of their specific study. Their
discussions tend to be general critiques of the method rather than evaluations of the
method in their specific case. We need to determine which
· interpretation of the Learning Outcome we hope to achieve and revise instruction as
needed.
Measurable Learning Outcome 2c4: Students will write research reports appropriate for the
social sciences.
This Learning Outcomes is assessed through Final Research Report, which asks students to
compile and revise their Short Assignments into a complete research paper (see appendix).
Based on the Final Research Report scores for seniors graduating this year (i.e., 87, 92, 77,
85, and 65), student appear to know how to write research report appropriate for the social
sciences. Most students incorporated feedback from the instructor and peers in this final
version of the paper. Closer examination of feedback reveals that students struggle to justify
the choices they are making in research design. While they can explain their approach, they
do not adequately (as whole cohort) justify their choices and then discuss how the resulting
data are appropriate and sufficient for their study goals. Moreover, their "Findings" sections
are particularly weak. We may want to consider whether this assignment is too ambitious
for one semester. Writing proposals may be more appropriate for this amount of time given
so much content must be covered in this course. Another option would be to separate
methods into a design course and an analysis course. Senior Exit Survey
We asked graduating seniors to complete an exit survey covering questions related to our
Program Goals as a way to help us understand how students view the program as a whole.
Four of the five seniors provided data. A full table of these findings are provided in the
appendix.
Three of four students suggest the program meets each goal (i.e., agrees or strongly
agrees). One student, however, is undecided, disagrees or strongly disagrees that the
program meets our goals (i.e., takes an interdisciplinary approach to CRIM, helps students
see how social science research can actually hinder social justice, etc.). We would like to

have a deeper understanding of why this is the case. In the future, we may utilize a focus
group during senior week to seek this type of data with future cohorts.
Summary
Taken together, these data suggest that students have generally met our Learning Goals.
As we continue to refine our work regarding Student Learning Objective 2C, we will
consider the points identified here:
• Devote more class time to discussing independent and dependent variables
• Help students learn to justify methodological choices
• Devote more attention to instruction in data analysis
• Continue to explore methods of collecting senior exit data
IV. Program Changes
CRIM faculty do not propose any substantive changes to the program requirements at this
time. It is clear that CRIM faculty need to ensure that all of their courses collect the necessary
data in order to assess the program. We will be sure to check in with each other at the
beginning of each semester to make certain that syllabi include Program Goals, Student Leaning
Objectives, and Outcomes, and that assignments will enable us to assess these learning
outcomes.
V. Action Plan for the Coming Year
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During the 2018-2019 academic year, CRIM faculty will continue to collect longitudinal and
meaningful data that will yield stronger and robust data; and revise the curriculum and
pedagogy to meet with the needs of our students. These changes will enable us to finish our
assessment of Program Goal 2. We will continue to make sure that all course syllabi include
Program Goals and Student Leaming Objectives. There is a need to restructure the program and
evaluate the criminal justice major. We will work on the specific action items (listed above)
within the research methods course and criminal justice courses. We will experiment with ways
of gathering holistic assessment data from seniors.
VI. The Updated Assessment Plan
We do not see a need to revise our assessment plan at this point. We will continue to use it in
the next academic year and will consider revisions based on that year's assessment. However,
we believe our assessment schedule needs revision in order to be manageable for faculty. We
will modify our schedule for assessment to the following:
•
•
•
•

2018-2019 Continue assessing Program Goal 2
2019-2020 Begin assessing Program Goal 3
2020-2021 Continue assessing Program Goal 3
2021-2022 Begin assessing Program Goal 4

