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Student Learning Outcomes, Legal Studies Major Curriculum

The Political Science department is in the process of revising the Legal Studies major
curriculum. These revisions have been approved by the department faculty, and we are now in
the process of reviewing the old student learning outcomes to revise these. We hope to have this
done by January 2011.

Political Science Department Meeting
September 24, 2012
Agenda
• Announcements
• Assessment of Student Learning Outcomes for AY 2011-12
Attendance
Present: Buchanan, Butwin, Chambers, Fernandez, Myers, Rashid, Van Sickel
Absent: Bergbower, Klarner, Schmitt
Minutes
I) Announcements
A) Chambers updated faculty on status of the search request. We are in the top tier of the Dean’s
list sent to the Provost.
B) Van Sickel asked about willingness to sponsor a post-election roundtable discussion as part of
the Community Semester in the spring. Suggestion that we do it in January around the time of
the inauguration. Topics to be included could be presidential election, state & local elections,
foreign policy under new administration, and possibly the economy (invite an economist for this
part). Van Sickel will send out an email seeking specific contributions from the faculty.
II) Assessment Discussions
A) MPA Program
Buchanan introduced the assessment information for the MPA students. He noted a correction to
the mode for Outcome 5, which should have been 2 instead of 3. He explained that Outcomes 1,
4, and 5 were based on student capstone presentations, while Outcomes 2 and 3 came from
discussions in PA 601 and PA 606 (Outcome 2) and PA 609 (Outcome 3). Outcome 1 is
required by NASPAA, even though it is not fully clear how to operationalize this outcome.
Buchanan noted that the correction to the mode for Outcome 5 indicates possible need for
improving the abilities of students in terms of critical thinking and analytical skills – although
the lower score here could also be based on the specific data collected (related to quantitative
analytical skills that students still struggle with). He noted that the scores in 2A and 2B, and in
2C and 2D, indicate improvement in communications effectiveness over the course of the two
classes.

Buchanan asked the faculty whether they see a need to tweak the assessment document, or
should there be some changes to what is being assessed? And should more than one person be
reviewing the material as part of the assessment process? There was some sense expressed by
some faculty that more than one person should be reviewing as much of the material as possible.
B) Legal Studies Program
Van Sickel introduced the latest version of the Legal Studies assessment document/plan, and
noted that the seven outcomes draw from the requirements of the ABA and American Bar
Foundation. Outcome 7 is one that he added, since there needs to be substantive knowledge
demonstrated by students. This assessment plan is still being fine-tuned.
Assessment in Legal Studies is based on the following documents: a diagnostic exam, student
assessment of the program, and an information sheet on student plans post-graduation.
Van Sickel introduced his analysis of the results of the 2010 assessment cycle, which is the latest
for which he has data. He noted that students did not do well on the diagnostic exam despite
having good GPAs and expecting to do well in PSCI 419 (the culminating course for Legal
Studies). He discussed some ideas for revising the Legal Studies curriculum based on this data,
but also noted that we have already instituted some curricular changes to the program, including
better sequencing of courses and moving to use prerequisites for some courses.
There was some discussion about the fact that the Legal Studies major is not designed to prepare
students to take the LSATs, which are the main obstacle for our students to gain admission to
law school. However, the major prepares students to do well in law school because they will
already have a solid understanding of the legal and judicial systems and will know how to brief
cases. The suggestion was made that perhaps we need to do a better job getting information to
students (both via the web and via handouts) on what the Legal Studies major will do for them
and what it will not do for them, and how they should prepare to take the LSATs if they want to
go to law school.
Van Sickel noted that he will be collecting data for assessment again in PSCI 419 this fall.
C) Poli Sci Major
Chambers introduced the various documents that he had either emailed to the faculty over the
last few days or had provided at the meeting. These included student exit interviews and a selfassessment, both of which ask students to provide feedback on the program and department. The
documents also included results from the ETS Major Field Test and the actual assessment of
student learning based on our assessment document.
Chambers then provided an overview of the assessment report, noting the need to develop more
clear and specific rubrics for assessing student work in terms of our outcomes. In particular, he
expressed some concern about whether we were assessing student writing and critical thinking &

analysis adequately (having rubrics would help with this). Van Sickel asked about the existence
of rubrics that we can use, or whether there is a “rubric guru” we can turn to. Chambers
responded that we had some rubrics from AAC&U that we could use, and we could also look at
the rubrics used by History, English, or other departments to develop our own without
completely inventing the wheel again.
Fernandez suggested we think about using a portfolio of student papers (3-4 of their best papers,
chosen from courses at different levels) rather than use the thought papers in PSCI 499 as a way
to assess the development of student critical thinking skills. Chambers said this could be done,
but would have to be done by a committee over the summer. Rashid asked about ways to better
link the senior seminar writing to writing assignments in other classes; to some extent this could
be achieved through the portfolios, but it might also include more conversation between the
instructor for PSCI 499 and instructors for other courses.

Mission Statement for Poli Sci, Nov. 3, 2008
The Department of Political Science is committed to providing a high-quality academic
experience both in and out of the classroom for its undergraduate and graduate students. Our
curriculum integrates exposure to theory, method, and practice – particularly through
experiential learning – with critical thinking, effective communication, and a global perspective.
In this way, we prepare our students for productive careers in public service or in the private
sector, and for lives of active citizenship.
Approved 12/1/08, 9-0-1

3/30/2011
Department of Political Science: Legal Studies
Program: Goals, Assessment, and Curriculum Mapping
Learning Outcome Goals:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Critical Thinking, Reading, and Writing;
Public Speaking
Professional Development
Media Literacy
Civic Engagement
Substantive Knowledge of the Law

Assessment Plan / Tools (To implement above goals):
1. Substantive Knowledge Test (x2)
2. Mastery of Reading Legal Cases and Writing
Case Briefs
3. Developmental Writing
4. Fieldwork / Co-Curricular Activities
5. Group and Oral Projects
6. Self and Peer Assessment
7. Culminating Senior Project
Curriculum Mapping for Assessment:
PSCI 107:

PSCI 201:

PSCI 211:

Civic Engagement
Co-Curricular Campus Activities
Group Work and Presentations
Developmental Writing
Exposure to Substantive Concepts and
Issues
Co-Curricular Campus Activities
Professional Development
Developmental Writing
Substantive Knowledge Test (#1)
Practice LSAT
Self and Peer Assessment
Intro to Case Briefing
1

PSCI 308:
PSCI 317:
PSCI 319:
PSCI 418:
PSCI 419:

Professional Development
Developmental Writing Assignment
Group Project / Presentation
Civic Engagement: Fieldwork or DC Trip
Developmental Writing Assignment
Group Project / Presentation
Civic Engagement: Fieldwork or DC Trip
Deeper Exposure to Substantive
Concepts and Issues
Critical Analysis of Classic Texts
Advanced Case Briefing and Analysis
Oral Presentation or Debate
Substantive Knowledge Test (#2)
Senior Project (Using ALL Skills)
Student LS Program Assessment
Self and Peer Assessment
Professional Development
Alumni Contact Information Collected

Assessment Instruments/Tools: Specific Descriptions
(Under Construction):
1. Substantive Knowledge Test (x2)
2. Mastery of Reading Legal Cases and Writing
Case Briefs
3. Developmental Writing
4. Fieldwork / Co-Curricular Activities
5. Group and Oral Projects
6. Self and Peer Assessment
7. Culminating Senior Project Description:
Students are required to complete an approximately
20-page research paper on an issue involving law,
society, economics, politics, history, culture, the
arts, etc. This will involve consulting at least
ten scholarly printed sources, as well as other
journalistic and / or popular printed materials.
Fieldwork, if appropriate to the research topic,
will be supervised by the professor. Further,
students must identify, with the professor’s
2

assistance, at least five Internet sites that will
be used to track coverage of the research issue
throughout the semester. An appropriate coding
form will be developed, with the professor’s input,
in order to track this coverage of the chosen
issue. Students will be required to submit an
abstract, a bibliography and website list, a
detailed outline, and a first draft of their
papers, at various points during the semester.
Finally, student will present a 20-minute oral
presentation of their research to the entire class.
This may include power-point slides, video and / or
audio, and other forms of media, as appropriate.
In sum, this culminating experience will include
the student’s engagement with traditional printed
materials, Internet resources, multi-media
materials, fieldwork (where relevant), and oral
presentation.
Sample Four-Year Course Plan:
Year One:
Fall:

PSCI 201
PSCI 107

Year Two:
Fall:

PSCI 211
PSCI 308 or 317
LS Directed Elective

Spring: PSCI 319
TWO LS Directed Electives
Year Three:
Fall:

PSCI 308 or 317
LS Directed Elective

3

Spring: PSCI 418 (Take PSCI 317 first!)
LS Directed Elective
Year Four:
Fall:

PSCI 419
LS Directed Elective

Spring: LS Directed Elective

4

9/21/2012
Legal Studies Program: Assessment Plan
(The following plan is based on the guidelines of
the American Bar Association and the American Bar
Foundation).
Core Skills and Values:
1. Analytic / Problem Solving Skills
2. Critical Reading
3. Writing and Research Skills
4. Oral Communication / Listening Skills
5. Task Organization / Management Skills
6. Public Service / Promotion of Justice
7. Substantive Knowledge of the Law
Objective 1: Students will develop and demonstrate
analytic and problem solving skills.
Courses: PSCI 211; 319; 419.
Assessment Method: Briefing-rubric (211),
Practice LSAT (211), analysis of classic texts/
research essay-rubric (PSCI 319); senior
project-rubric (419).
Time of Data Collection: Bi-annually.
Person Responsible: Instructors; LS Director.
Objective 2: Critical Reading.
Courses: PSCI 317; 319; 418.
Assessment Method: Case briefs-rubric (319;
418); Literature review (419).
Time of Data Collection: Bi-annually.
Person Responsible: Instructors.
Objective 3:

Writing and Research Skills.

Courses: PSCI 308; 319; 419.
Assessment Method: Research papers-rubric
1

(308; 319; 419).
Time of Data Collection: Bi-annually.
Person Responsible: Instructors.
Objective 4:

Oral Communication/Listening Skills.

Courses: PSCI 308; 419.
Assessment Method: Oral presentations (308);
Research presentations (419).
Time of Data Collection: Bi-annually.
Person Responsible: Instructors; LS Director.
Objective 5: Task Organization/Management Skills.
Courses: PSCI 419.
Assessment Method: Senior Project-rubric.
Time of Data Collection: Annually.
Person Responsible: LS Director.
Objective 6:

Public Service/Promotion of Justice.

Courses: All.
Assessment Method: Co-Curricular ActivitiesWorksheets/reports.
Time of Data Collection: Annually.
Person Responsible: Instructors.
Objective 7:

Substantive Knowledge of the Law.

Courses: PSCI 211; 419.
Assessment Method: Objective Diagnostic Test.
Time of Data Collection: Annually.
Person Responsible: Instructors; LS Director.
Senior Project Description: Students are required
to complete an approximately 20-page research paper
on an issue involving law, society, economics,
politics, history, culture, the arts, etc. This
will involve consulting at least ten scholarly
printed sources, as well as other journalistic and
/ or popular printed materials. Fieldwork, if
2

appropriate to the research topic, will be
supervised by the professor. Further, students
must identify, with the professor’s assistance, at
least five Internet sites that will be used to
track coverage of the research issue throughout the
semester. An appropriate coding form will be
developed, with the professor’s input, in order to
track this coverage of the chosen issue. Students
will be required to submit an abstract, a
bibliography and website list, a detailed outline,
and a first draft of their papers, at various
points during the semester. Finally, student will
present a 20-minute oral presentation of their
research to the entire class. This may include
power-point slides, video and / or audio, and other
forms of media, as appropriate. In sum, this
culminating experience will include the student’s
engagement with traditional printed materials,
Internet resources, multi-media materials,
fieldwork (where relevant), and oral presentation.
Sample Four-Year Course Plan:
Year One:
Fall:

PSCI 201
PSCI 107
PSCI 211

Year Two:
Fall:

PSCI 308 or 317
LS Directed Elective

Spring: PSCI 319
TWO LS Directed Electives
Year Three:
Fall:

PSCI 308 or 317
3

LS Directed Elective
Spring: PSCI 418 (Take PSCI 317 first!)
LS Directed Elective
Year Four:
Fall:

PSCI 419 (Culminating Experience)
LS Directed Elective

Spring: LS Directed Elective

4

Curriculum Map, Legal Studies Major Curriculum

The Political Science department is in the process of revising the Legal Studies major
curriculum. The curriculum revisions have been approved by the department faculty, but we are
still in the process of revising the student learning outcomes. Once those are revised, we will
map the outcomes onto the new curriculum. We hope that this process is completed by May
2011.

Communication of Outcomes Statement

Currently, the Political Science Department only communicates our student learning
outcomes to university offices that specifically request this information from us. It is our hope to
have this information posted onto our website in the near future.

Assessment Plan for Legal Studies Major Curriculum, 2010-2011

The Political Science department is in the process of revising the Legal Studies major
curriculum. The department has approved the curriculum revisions, but is still in the process of
developing a new assessment plan based on revised student learning outcomes and the mapping
of these outcomes onto the new curriculum. We hope to have this task completed by May 2011.

Assessment Summary
My vocabulary and use of language has been enhanced through my study of Pol Sci.
2004
2005
2006
2007
strongly agree: 14
strongly agree: 15
agree: 10
agree: 9
slightly agree: 2

2008
strongly agree: 7
agree: 9
slightly agree: 3

I experienced diverse subject matter and wide array of thoughts about important political/ social issues.
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
strongly agree: 17
strongly agree: 16
strongly agree: 8
agree: 7
agree: 8
agree: 9
slightly agree: 2
slightly agree: 1
disagree: 1
I can easily read arguments in Political Science based on empirical findings.
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
strongly agree: 7
strongly agree: 8
strongly agree: 6
agree: 12
agree: 12
agree: 11
slightly agree: 7
slightly agree: 4
slightly agree: 2

I can easily read legal arguments based upon my understanding of judicial opinions.
2004
2005
2006
2007
strongly agree: 5
agree: 11
slightly agree: 7
slightly disagree: 1
Professors sometimes used class to debate important normative topics.
Those debates made me think more deeply about good policy and good government.
2004
2005
2006
2007
strongly agree: 17
strongly agree: 15
agree: 8
agree: 7
slightly agree: 1
slightly agree: 2

2009
strongly agree: 3
agree: 2

2009
strongly agree: 3
agree: 1
slightly agree:1

2009
strongly agree: 5

2008
strongly agree: 5
agree: 10
slightly agree: 2
n/a: 2

2009
strongly agree: 1
agree: 2
slightly agree: 1
n/a: 1

2008
strongly agree: 5
agree: 8
slightly agree: 4
disagree: 1

2009
strongly agree: 4
slightly agree: 1

strongly disagree: 1
My knowledge of political process is much better than before I began my studies.
2004
2005
2006
2007
strongly agree: 16
strongly agree: 18
agree: 9
agree: 5
slightly agree: 1
slightly agree: 1

2008
strongly agree: 9
agree: 4
slightly agree: 4
slightly disagree: 1
no response: 1

My knowledge of American Legal System/Judicial Process is much better than before I began my studies.
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
strongly agree: 18
strongly agree: 6
agree: 5
agree: 7
slightly agree: 1
slightly agree: 2
n/a: 3
no response: 1
My knowledge of international relations is much better than before I began my studies.
2004
2005
2006
2007
strongly agree: 14
agree: 4
slightly agree:5
disagree: 1

2008
strongly agree: 4
agree: 7
slightly agree: 5
strongly disagree: 2
no response: 1

My knowledge of politics in countries other than the US is much better than before I began my studies.
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
strongly agree: 14
strongly agree: 7
agree: 6
agree: 7
slightly agree: 4
slightly agree: 4
no response: 1
I have become more adept/proficient as a writer because of my training in Pol Science/Legal Studies.
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
strongly agree: 14
strongly agree: 10
strongly agree: 7

2009
strongly agree: 5

2009
strongly agree: 3
agree: 2

2009
strongly agree: 4
agree: 1

2009
strongly agree: 4
agree: 1

2009
strongly agree: 5

agree: 9
slightly agree: 3

agree: 10
slightly agree: 3
slightly disagree: 1

agree: 7
slightly agree: 2
slightly disagree: 1
strongly disagree: 1
no response: 1

I have become more proficient at writing essays on political/ policy issues because of training in Pol Sci.
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
strongly agree: 12
strongly agree: 10
agree: 8
agree: 7
slightly agree 3
slightly agree: 1
slightly disagree: 1
no response: 1
I have become more proficient at constructing a research proposal/design because of my training in Pol Sci.
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
strongly agree: 13
strongly agree: 7
agree: 6
agree: 8
slightly agree: 3
slightly agree: 2
slightly disagree: 1
n/a: 1
n/a: 1
no response: 1
I have become more proficient in briefing judicial opinions/cases because of my training in Legal Studies.
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
strongly agree: 11
strongly agree: 8
agree: 6
agree: 6
slightly agree: 2
slightly agree: 3
slightly disagree: 2
n/a: 1
disagree: 1
no response: 1
n/a: 3
I have become more proficient at writing a judicial opinion/appellate brief because of training in Legal Studies.
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
strongly agree: 10
strongly agree: 4
agree: 2
agree: 7
slightly agree: 6
slightly agree: 3

2009
strongly agree: 4
agree: 1

2009
strongly agree: 2
agree: 1
slightly agree: 2

2009
strongly agree: 2
agree: 1
slightly agree: 2

2009
strongly agree: 1
slightly agree: 2
n/a: 2

disagree: 1
n/a: 5

strongly disagree: 1
n/a: 3
no response: 1

I am capable of recognizing various kinds of political arguments and analysis.
2004
2005
2006
2007
strongly agree: 10
strongly agree: 11
agree: 12
agree: 10
slightly agree: 4
slightly agree: 3

I am capable of recognizing various kinds of legal arguments and analysis.
2004
2005
2006
strongly agree : 11
agree: 8
slightly agree: 1
slightly disagree: 1
n/a: 3

2007

I did not experience hostile learning environments caused by my Political Science professors.
2004
2005
2006
2007
strongly agree: 15
strongly agree: 15
agree: 8
agree: 6
slightly disagree: 2
slightly agree: 2
disagree: 1
disagree: 1

2008
strongly agree: 7
agree: 5
slightly agree: 1
slightly disagree: 1
strongly disagree: 1
n/a: 3
no response: 1

2009
strongly agree: 4
agree: 1

2008
strongly agree: 5
agree: 6
slightly disagree: 1
strongly disagree: 2
n/a: 4
no response: 1

2009
strongly agree: 2
agree: 1
slightly agree: 1
n/a: 1

2008
strongly agree: 9
agree: 6
slightly agree: 1
slightly disagree: 1
strongly disagree: 1
no response: 1

2009
strongly agree: 5

I did not experience hostile learning environment caused by other students in my Political Science classes.
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
strongly agree: 12
strongly agree: 15
strongly agree: 7

2009
strongly agree: 1

agree: 12
slightly agree: 2

agree: 7
slightly agree: 2

agree: 9
slightly disagree: 1
strongly disagree: 1
no response: 1

My PS professors worked to establish and preserve learning environments suitable to course objectives
and conducive to learning, participation, and achievement.
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
strongly agree: 17
strongly agree: 15
strongly agree: 3
Agree: 6
agree: 9
agree: 13
slightly agree: 2
slightly agree: 2
slightly disagree: 1
no response: 1
In which area did you concentrate your study?
2004
2005
general: 5
IR/CP: 4
Public Ad: 0
Amer/Pub Pol: 1
Legal Studies: 16

Did you double major?
2004

Did you enroll in a minor?
2004

2005

2005

2006
general: 5
IR/CP: 6
Public Ad: 0
American: Pub Pol: 2
Legal Studies: 11
(one person chose 3)

2007

2006
yes: 11
no: 13

2007

2006
yes: 10
no: 14

2007

How many years did you study Political Science/Legal Studies at ISU?

2008
general: 5
IR/CP: 2
Public Ad: 1
American/Pub Pol: 2
Legal Studies: 8
no response: 1

agree: 2
slightly agree: 2

2009
strongly agree: 2
agree: 3

2009
general: 3
IR/CP: 2

2008
yes: 6
no: 12
no response: 1

2008
yes: 12
no: 6
no response: 1

2009
yes: 1
no: 4

2009
yes: 3
no: 2

2004
1 yr: 1
2 yr: 4
3 yr: 8
4 yr: 9
5 yr: 2
6 yr: 1

2005

Did you have an internship while at ISU?
2004
2005
yes: 6
no: 20

2006
1 yr: 0
2 yr: 2
3 yr: 14
4 yr: 5
5 yr: 3
more than 5: 0

2007

2008
1 yr: 0
2 yr: 3
3 yr: 5
4 yr: 8
5 yr: 2
more than 5: 0
no response: 1

2006
yes: 6
no: 18

2007

2008
yes: 2
no: 16

Did you participate in the Study Abroad program while at ISU?
2004
2005
2006
yes: 0
no: 24
Were you involved in a service learning project while at ISU?
2004
2005
2006
yes: 4
yes: 4
no: 21
no: 20
no response: 1
Did you participate in faculty directed research while at ISU?
2004
2005
2006
yes: 6
yes: 4
no: 19
no: 20
no response: 1

2007

2007

2007

Did you present a research paper at local, regional, or national conference while at ISU?
2004
2005
2006
2007
yes: 3
yes: 2
no: 22
no: 22

2009
1 yr: 0
2 yr: 2
3 yr: 1
4 yr: 1
5 yr: 0
more than 5: 1

2009
yes: 0
no: 5

2008

2009

yes: 2
no: 16

yes: 1
no: 4

2008
yes: 5
no: 13
no response: 1

yes: 4
no: 1

2009

2008
yes: 2
no: 16
no response: 1

2009
yes: 0
no: 5

2008
yes: 1
no: 17

2009
yes: 0
no: 5

no response: 1

no response: 1

Did you participate in a experiential learning exercise or curricular experience while at ISU?
2004
2005
2006
2007
yes: 6
yes: 5
no: 19
no: 19
no response: 1

yes: 5
no: 13
no response: 1

yes: 1
no: 4

What will be your GPA at graduation?
2004
2005
3.5 -4.0: 8
3.0 -3.49: 6
2.5-2.99: 9
2.00-2.49: 2
less than 2.0: 0
no response: 1

What is your current cumulative GPA?
2006
2007
3.5-4.0: 6
3.0-3.49: 10
2.5-2.99: 6
2.00-2.49: 1
less than 2.0: 0
no response: 1

2008
3.5-4.0: 3
3.0-3.49: 7
2.5-2.99: 5
2.00-2.49: 3
less than 2.0: 0
no response: 1

2009
3.5-4.0: 2
3.0-3.49: 0
2.5-2.99: 2
2.0-2.49: 0
Less than 2.0: 1

2006
3.5-4.0: 9
3.00-3.49: 9
2.50-2.99: 5
2.00-2.49: 0
less than 2.0: 0
no response: 1

2008
3.5-4.0: 4
3.00-3.49: 8
2.50-2.99: 3
2.00-2.49: 3
less than 2.0: 0
no response: 1

2009
3.5-4.0: 2
3.0-3.49: 1
2.5-2.99: 1
2.0-2.49: 0
Less than 2.0: 0

What is your GPA in Political Science?
2004
2005

20007

2008

What degree of effort did you put toward matriculating through the Political Science/Legal Studies program?
high degree of effort: 12
high degree of effort: 7
high degree of effort: 6
above average: 11
above average: 11
above average: 8
average: 3
average: 5
average: 3
below average: 0
below average: 0
below average: 1
no effort: 0
no effort: 0
no effort: 0
no response: 1
On average, how many hours per week did you work at a job during your experience at ISU?

2009

2009
high degree of effort: 0
above average: 1
average: 3
below average: 1
no effort: 0

2004
didn't work: 1
0-19 hrs: 8
20-29 hrs: 9
30-39 hrs: 7
40+ hrs: 0
40 or more hrs: 0
no response: 1

2005

Did you take at least one Practice LSAT?
2004
2005

2006
didn't work: 3
1-10 hrs: 5
11-20 hrs: 8
30-39 hrs: 5
40+ hrs: 2
no response: 1

2007

2008
didn't work: 1
1-10 hrs: 2
11-20 hrs: 7
30-39 hrs: 6
40+ hrs: 2
no response: 1

2006
yes: 14
no: 8

2008
yes: 11
no: 7

2009
didn't work: 0
1-10 hrs: 0
11-20 hrs: 3
30-29 hrs: 1
40+hrs: 1

2009
yes: 1
no: 2
n/a: 2

Did you take the LSAT?
2004

2005

2006
yes: 2:
no, I'm a junior: 10
n/a: 12

2008
yes: 1
no, I'm a junior: 8
n/a: 9

2009
yes: 0
no, I'm a junior: 0
n/a: 5

Did you take the GRE?
2004

2005

2006
yes: 1
no, I'm a junior: 10
n/a: 13

2008
yes: 0
no, I'm a junior: 6
n/a: 12

2009
yes: 1
no, I'm a junior: 1
n/a: 3

2008

2009

Have you been accepted into a Law School or Graduate Program?
2004
2005
2006
yes: 2
applied, not accepted yet: 1
no, I'm a junior: 9
n/a: 12
Have you secured future employment?

yes: 0
applied, not accepted yet: 3
no, I'm a junior: 6
n/a: 9

yes: 1
applied, not accepted yet: 0
no, I'm a junior: 0
n/a: 4

2004

2005

2006
yes: 7
applying, but not yet hired: 4
no, I'm a junior: 6
n/a: 7

2008
yes: 2
applying, but not yet hired: 5
no, I'm a junior, 3
n/a: 8

2009
yes: 0
applying, but not yet hired: 2
no, I'm a junior: 0
n/a: 3

How would you shape the department's culture, curriculum, and commitment to the well being of its students?
2006
*better advising
*more elective classes
*make other areas required of political science; Asian is weak and Slavic is nonexistent
*cover classes that deal with the Cold War era
*revise the advising program
*have more interaction/cross courses with political science and legal studies
*provide more of a variety of classes
*more classes geared towards domestic policy and political philosophy
*academic advising needs improvement
*encourage grad students to teach lower level poli sci classes to free up room for professors to teach more upper level courses
*do mock trials
*more classes need to be available every semester
*focus more on court procedure/laws/mock trials
*more courses in the legal studies program/more classes are needed for students to fully grasp information
*professors needs to enjoy teaching and be more helpful to students rather than so wrapped up in their research
2008
*more array of classes/more variety
*more legal writings/research
*add diversity to stuff
*more discussion
*reasonable paper assignments taking into consideration many senior have multiple 400 level courses as well as full time jobs in addition to a capstone
*add more hands on course and more classes offered during both semesters instead of every other spring or fall
*add more hands on activities
*change how students register for classes
*more emphasis put on local/state issues

2009
*offering concentrations will provide a great way for students to focus/think about the future
*offer more ways for Honors students, or simply accelerated students, to do additional work such as readings, projects, research, etc
2010
*knowledge of current events
*bring in guest lecturers
*more specific courses
* less lectures, more experiential learning
*more postitive professors
*more hands on learning
*wider variety of classes
*job shadowing opportunities
*more preperation for law school

2010
strongly agree: 13
agree: 8
slightly agree: 1

2010
strongly agree: 16
agree: 5
slightly agree: 1

2010
strongly agree: 7
agree: 13
slightly agree: 1
disagree: 1
2010
strongly agree: 11
agree: 6
slightly agree: 2
slightly disagree: 1
n/a: 2

2010
strongly agree: 15
agree: 3
slightly agree: 4

2010
strongly agree: 16
agree: 4
slightly agree: 1
slightly disagree: 1

2010
strongly agree: 16
agree: 2
slightly disagree: 1
n/a: 3

2010
strongly agree: 8
agree: 6
slightly agree: 4
slightly disagree: 3
disagree: 1

2010
strongly agree: 7
agree: 7
slightly agree: 6
slightly disagree: 2

2010
strongly agree: 12

sagree: 8
slightly agree: 1
slightly disagree: 1

2010
strongly agree: 16
agree: 2
slightly agree: 4

2010
strongly agree: 9
agree: 8
slightly agree: 3
slightly disagree: 1
disagree: 1

2010
strongly agree: 13
agree: 4
slightly agree: 1
slightly disagree: 1
disagree: 1
n/a: 2

2010
strongly agree: 10
agree: 6
slightly agree: 1

slightly disagree: 2
n/a: 3

2010
strongly agree: 10
agree: 11
slightly agree: 1

2010
strongly agree: 12
agree: 8
n/a: 2

2010
strongly agree: 14
agree: 5
slightly agree: 1
slightly disagree: 1
disagree: 1

2010
strongly agree: 11

agree: 8
slightly agree: 1
disagree: 2

2010
strongly agree: 16
agree: 5
slightly diagree: 1

2010
general: 5
IR/CP: 1
Public Ad: 1
Amer/Pub Pol: 3
Legal Studies: 12

2010
yes: 7
no: 15

2010
yes: 15
no: 6
no response: 1

2010
1 yr: 1
2 yr: 2
3 yr: 7
4 yr: 10
5 yr: 1
more than 5: 1

2010
yes: 10
no: 12

2010
yes: 3
no: 19

2010
yes: 15
no: 6
no response: 1

2010
yes: 3
no: 19

2010
yes: 4
no: 18

ort: 0

2010
yes: 6
no: 16

2010
3.5-4.0: 11
3.00-3.49: 9
2.50-2.99: 1
2.00-2.49: 1
less than 2.0: 0

2010
3.5-4.0: 12
3.0-3.49: 8
2.50-2.99: 1
2.0-2.49: 1
less than 2.0: 0

2010
high degree: 12
above average: 8
average: 2

ted yet: 0

2010
didn't work: 5
1-10 hrs: 2
11-20 hrs: 8
30-39 hrs: 5
40+ hrs: 2

2010
yes: 9
no: 12
n/a: 1

2010
yes: 2
no, I'm a junior: 11
n/a: 9

2010
yes: 3
no, I'm a junior: 6
n/a: 13

2010
yes: 2
no, not yet accepted: 2
no, I'm a junior: 8
n/a: 10

et hired: 2

2010
yes: 4
applying, not yet hired: 5
no, I'm a junior: 4
n/a: 8
no response: 1

