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Program Name: Criminal Justice [MS] [CJSO]

Reporting Cycle: Jun 1, 2018 to May 31, 2019

1 Is this program offered via Distance Learning?

100% Distance only

2 Is this program offered at an off-site location?

No

2.1 If yes to previous, provide addresses for each location where 50% or more of program 
credits may be earned.

3 Example of Program Improvement

2016-2017:
Although the M.S. in CJUS program at McNeese is relatively new (established in the fall 2013 
semester), we now have in excess of 30 graduate students in our program. In particular, during 
the spring 2017 semester, our Department of Social Sciences had nine students graduating with 
their M.S. in CJUS. It is anticipated that our M.S. in CJUS program at McNeese State University 
will continue to prosper and flourish in the years to come.
 
2017-2018:
Since the establishment of our M.S. in CJUS program in the fall 2013 semester, there has been a 
significant increase in the number of students enrolled in our program. An examination of the 
historical data reveal the following enrollment numbers for our CJUS M.S. program:
Spring 2014 - 9 students
Spring 2015 - 18 students
Spring 2016 - 26 students
Spring 2017 - 41 students
Spring 2018 - 51 students
Fall 2018 - 61 students
 
Dr. Clark and Dr. Thompson have recognized the intellectual growth of their students, both in 
terms of their critical thinking skills and in their ability to follow the appropriate APA guidelines in 
referencing sources within their given assignment. Indeed, an examination of objective scoring 
data from assessments reported in this document indicate the ability of the students to integrate 
knowledge in a wise, fruitful, and productive way. Furthermore, those students who have struggled 
in those aforementioned areas are encouraged to seek assistance from the Writing Center, or 
from the professor teaching the particular class.  
 
In addition, students are enjoying their journey through our program. Some of the end-of-course 
sentiments include:

"Outstanding instructor. Really enjoyed this class overall. He is very detailed when giving 
feedback on the work that was presented to him. He is highly recommended to be taken 
over again"
"Is a great instructor. His courses are always very challenging and I learned a lot"
"The professor & class were absolutely wonderful! I learned way more than I could have 
imagined!!!"

 
As the program continues to develop and grow, we anticipate that improvements will be made 
which will continue to keep our program on the cutting edge of developing sound, intellectually-
gifted, and productive graduates who have the ability to provide professional services to our 
criminal justice system in large. 
 
2018-2019:
A new professor was hired, Dr. Verrill. Dr. Verrill has an extensive history in research and 
publications. He is expected to add to the quality of the program and diversity in additional 
expertise. He is actively seeking roles with the local community. Dr. Thompson is making more 
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community partnerships including international efforts to fight human trafficking. The students are 
making an impact in the community including promotions in local law enforcement agencies. We 
will continue to recruit and graduate students in the program to increase the effectiveness and 
efficiency in the MSCJ program.

4 Program Highlights from the Reporting Year

2016-2017:
According to the exit survey, students are happy with their experiences in the program and feel 
confident in their ability to apply what they learned in a future career.
 
2017-2018:
One significant highlight from this reporting year is that we hired Ms. April Ben, a fall 2017 M.S. in 
CJUS graduate, as an adjunct professor to teach CJUS 241 (U.S. Corrections). In addition, our 
program enrollment numbers continue to rise, moving from 50 enrolled students during the fall 
2017 semester to 61 enrolled students during the fall 2018 semester. Furthermore, in terms of 
graduate online program enrollment at McNeese State University, the CJUS M.S. program is the 
second largest (61 students) next to the MSN program in Nursing (147 students). From examining 
the historical data associated with our M.S. in CJUS program, the future student enrollment 
numbers for our program should continue to rise.  We eagerly look forward to expanding our 
resources to meet the need of this growing student interest in pursuing the M.S. in CJUS degree 
from McNeese State University.
 
2018-2019:
We continue to graduate more students. They are serving in leadership positions in Calcasieu 
Parish Sheriff's Office, Office of Juvenile Justice Services, and Lake Charles Police Department, 
etc. Some of our graduates have been awarded teaching positions at other institutions of higher 
learning.

5 Program Mission

The mission of the Master of Science in Criminal Justice online program is to provide advanced 
study in a range of fields associated with criminal justice including but not limited to corrections; 
terrorism, preparedness, and security; and justice administration (policy and legal aspects). 
Students engage in research and theory appropriate to their area of concentration.

6 Institutional Mission Reference

The Master of Science in Criminal Justice provides a foundation for practitioners. The program 
provides students with the ability to analyze the literature and make sound evidence-based 
decisions.  

7   CJUS 601 Evidence-based Research Methodology AssignmentAssessment and Benchmark

Assessment: CJUS 601 Evidence-based Research Methodology Assignment.
 
Benchmark: 90% of students will meet or exceed a minimum score of 80% on the evidence-
based research methodology assignment.
Files:  See list of attachments to view. (Requires Adobe Reader or compatible viewer).

cjus 601 EVIDENCE BASED ASSIGNMENT  

Scoring Rubric for the Evidence-Based Assessment CJUS 601  

Course Links

CJUS601  [Police Justice Administration (Lec. 3, Cr. 3)]

Outcome Links

 Research [Program]
Students will learn methodology to conduct research in the field of criminal justice.

7.1 Data

Academic Year

Students that met
or exceeded 80%
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# %

2017-2018 31/39 80%

2018-2019 26/27 96%

Course Links

CJUS601  [Police Justice Administration (Lec. 3, Cr. 3)]

7.1.1 Analysis of Data and Plan for Continuous Improvement

2016-2017:
Based upon the analysis of the data collected, we will begin to provide an analysis in future 
reports on the students’ strengths and weaknesses on this assignment. A rubric will be 
developed to help us assess where improvements can be made in this student learning 
outcome.
 
2017-2018:
After utilizing the grading rubric for the assessment of this evidence-based research 
methodology assignment, a new benchmark was established. In this particular vein, the 
benchmark will be the following: 90% of students will meet or exceed a minimum score of 80% 
on the evidence-based research methodology assignment.
 
An analysis of the grades for this assignment reveals that 92% of students scored at least 
87% or better on this evidence-based assignment. Based upon a more detailed examination 
of the grading rubric, those students who did poorly on this assignment had issues with 
following APA guidelines in referencing sources. Likewise, a few students needed to expand 
the depth and breadth of their policy analysis of capital punishment. A decision has been 
made to keep the present assignment in its present form, and to monitor the strengths and 
weaknesses of the students as it relates to making sound evidence-based decisions.
 
2018-2019:
The objectives were met. The rubric is to be evaluated and updated. The CJ program has 
added a new faculty member to teach the courses with greater diversity.

Course Links

CJUS601  [Police Justice Administration (Lec. 3, Cr. 3)]

8   CJUS 602 Late Term Writing AssignmentAssessment and Benchmark

Assessment: CJUS 602 Late Term Writing Assignment.
 
Based upon a scoring rubric, the benchmark for this new assessment (CJUS 602 Late Term 
Writing Assignment) will be established.
Files:  See list of attachments to view. (Requires Adobe Reader or compatible viewer).

WA Rubric for CJUS 602  

Course Links

CJUS602  [Court Justice Administration (Lec. 3, Cr. 3)]

Outcome Links

 Justice Administration [Program]
Students will demonstrate a thorough understanding and application of justice administration.

8.1 Data

Academic Year
Students that
received an A

Students that
received a B

# % # %

2017-2018 6/12 50% 6/12 50%
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2018-2019 11/38 29% 24/38 63%

Files:  See list of attachments to view. (Requires Adobe Reader or compatible viewer).

602 assessment data without student names  

Course Links

CJUS602  [Court Justice Administration (Lec. 3, Cr. 3)]

8.1.1   [Approved]Analysis of Data and Plan for Continuous Improvement

2016-2017:
This is a new assessment that will be implemented in the future to evaluate students' ability to 
write.
 
2017-2018:
During the spring 2018 semester, one section of CJUS 602 was taught by Dr. Jenny Creel. 
Based upon an examination of the data associated with the late term writing assignment, it 
appears that 50% of the students (six individuals) received a grade of A on this 
aforementioned assignment, while 50% of the students (six students) received a grade of B on 
the same required assignment. Given Dr. Creel's commentary in the attached assessment file, 
it appears that the most problematic aspect for the students on this writing assignment 
was the mechanical (i.e., grammar and usage) part. In this particular vein, several students 
had issues with misspelled words and sentence structure. After considering the results of this 
assignment, a concerted effort will be made to educate future students as to the importance of 
the mechanical aspects of the written word. In this particular vein, the present grading rubric 
will be used again to analyze if there is an improvement in students' grades with respect to 
grammar, usage, and sentence structure.
 
2018-2019:
Utilizing the grading rubric from the previous year 2017-2018 for data year 2018-2019, 
students demonstrated improvement relative to their writing mechanics with respect to 
grammar, usage, and sentence structure. However, another weakness was identified relative 
to proper APA usage. In this particular vein, a number of students lack the basic 
understanding of APA formatting and referencing relative to formal writing assignments. The 
plan for continuous improvement in writing assignments will include the reinforcement of 
proper APA usage and understanding of peer-reviewed documents by providing students with 
a sample paper. A decision to provide students with access to a current APA Manual will 
reinforce the proper use APA format and references. Future assessment of writing 
assignments will include the basic understanding and usage of APA format and references.  

Course Links

CJUS602  [Court Justice Administration (Lec. 3, Cr. 3)]

9   CJUS 603 Correctional Justice Administration AssignmentAssessment and Benchmark

Assessment: CJUS 603 Correctional Justice Administration Assignment.
 
Benchmark:  90% of students will meet or exceed a minimum score of 80% on the correctional 
justice administration assignment.
Files:  See list of attachments to view. (Requires Adobe Reader or compatible viewer).

GRADING RUBRIC FOR CJUS 603 Correctional Assignment  

Course Links

CJUS603  [Correctional Justice Administration (Lec. 3, Cr. 3)]

Outcome Links

 Justice Administration [Program]
Students will demonstrate a thorough understanding and application of justice administration.

9.1 Data
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2016-2017:
New assessment data will be reported in future reports.
 
2017-2018:
CJUS 603 is a correctional administration course, not a criminological theory class. Therefore, a 
new assessment will be developed which deals in particular with the concerns related to 
correctional administrative matters. Likewise, the assessment of the criminological theory 
assignment will be placed within the confines of the CJUS 605 course, not the CJUS 603 class.
 

Academic Year

Students that
met or exceeded 

80%

# %

2018-2019 22/25 88%

Course Links

CJUS603  [Correctional Justice Administration (Lec. 3, Cr. 3)]

9.1.1 Analysis of Data and Plan for Continuous Improvement

2016-2017:
Based upon the analysis of the data collected for the last three years, we will begin to provide 
an analysis in future reports on the students’ strengths and weaknesses on this assignment. A 
rubric will be developed to help us assess where improvements can be made in this student 
learning outcome.
 
2017-2018:
Dr. Latricia Kyle taught two sections of CJUS 603 during the fall 2017 semester. 
Unfortunately, Dr. Kyle is no longer employed by McNeese State University. Given the 
departure of Dr. Kyle from McNeese State University, it is unknown if she utilized any rubric 
for the assessment of the criminolgical theory assignment. On a side note, this assessment 
should have been associated with assessing the knowledge of students as it relates to 
correctional matters, not criminological theory. With that being said, an effort will be made to 
incorporate an assessment on future M.S. in CJUS academic plans which deal specifically 
with assessing the critical thinking skills of students as it relates to criminological theory. This 
assessment should have been incorporated within the CJUS 605 Criminological Theory class, 
not the CJUS 603 Correctional Administration course. Finally, on future academic plans, a 
new correctional administration assessment item will be developed for the CJUS 603 class.
 
2018-2019:
During the reporting period of 2018-2019, Dr. Clark taught two sections of CJUS 603 (Fall 
2018). Based upon the reported data, the benchmark for CJUS 603 was not met. As we 
reflect upon the results of the correctional administration assignment, it appears that some 
students need to do a better job of specifically defining the key components within their given 
responses.  Likewise, some students fell short of considering the implications and 
assumptions associated with the questions on the research project. As this course is taught in 
the future, our plan for continuous improvement should include a process to reach out to the 
enrolled students and inform them of the importance of following the assigned rubric for this 
assignment. In short, the aforementioned step should move us beyond the benchmark figure 
(90%) established for CJUS 603.

Course Links

CJUS603  [Correctional Justice Administration (Lec. 3, Cr. 3)]

10   CJUS 604 Research ProjectAssessment and Benchmark

Assessment: CJUS 604 Research Project.
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Benchmark: 90% of students will score an 80% or higher on the research project assigned in 
CJUS 604 Research Methods.
Files:  See list of attachments to view. (Requires Adobe Reader or compatible viewer).

final 604 Final Project  

GRADING RUBRIC FOR CJUS 604 RESEARCH PROJECT  

Course Links

CJUS604  [Research Methods (Lec. 3, Cr. 3)]

Outcome Links

 Research [Program]
Students will learn methodology to conduct research in the field of criminal justice.

10.1 Data

Academic Year
Students that met
or exceeded 80%

# %

2014-2015 — 100%

2015-2016 — 100%

2016-2017 — 100%

2017-2018 — —

2018-2019 12/14 86%
 

Course Links

CJUS604  [Research Methods (Lec. 3, Cr. 3)]

10.1.1 Analysis of Data and Plan for Continuous Improvement

2016-2017:
Based upon the analysis of the data collected from the last three years, we will begin to 
provide an analysis in future reports on the students’ strengths and weaknesses on this 
assignment. A rubric will be developed to help us assess where improvements can be made 
in this student learning outcome. Began tracking data in 2014-2015. Monitor for one more 
year. Discuss if the assessment tool needs to be adjusted to increase the difficulty.
 
2017-2018:
During 2017-2018, Dr. Latricia Kyle taught three sections of CJUS 604 (one class in the fall 
2017 semester; two classes in the spring 2018 term). Unfortunately, Dr. Kyle is no longer 
employed by McNeese State University. With that being said, Dr. Kyle's departure has left a 
void in the 2017-2018 reporting of assessment data for the Research Project in these three 
sections of CJUS 604. For the fall 2018 semester, the department head, Gregory Clark, is 
teaching a section of CJUS 604. Within this particular class, the attached rubric will be used 
to assess students' strengths and weaknesses on this assignment. The data results will be 
reported in the next Academic Plan Report for the M.S. in CJUS program.
 
2018-2019:
One section of CJUS 604 was taught during the 2018-2019 reporting period (Fall 2018). 
Based upon the reported data, the benchmark for CJUS 604 was not met.  As we reflect 
upon the results of the research project, it appears that some students need to do a better 
job of specifically defining the key components within their given responses. Likewise, some 
students fell short of considering the implications and assumptions associated with the 
questions on the research project. As this course is taught in the future, our plan for 
continuous improvement should include a process to reach out to the enrolled students and 
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inform them of the importance of following the assigned rubric for this assignment. In short, 
the aforementioned step should move us beyond the benchmark figure (90%) established for 
CJUS 604.

Course Links

CJUS604  [Research Methods (Lec. 3, Cr. 3)]

11   CJUS 605 Final ProjectAssessment and Benchmark

Assessment: CJUS 605 Final Project.
 
Benchmark: 90% of students will meet or exceed minimum score of 80% on the final project for 
CJUS 605 Criminological Theory.
 
Prior to 2017-2018, the benchmark was 90% of students will meet or exceed a minimum score 
of 70%.
Files:  See list of attachments to view. (Requires Adobe Reader or compatible viewer).

final project for CJUS 605 Spring 18  

GRADING RUBRIC FOR CJUS 605 FINAL PROJECT  

Course Links

CJUS605  [Criminological Theory (Lec. 3, Cr. 3)]

Outcome Links

 Criminological Theory [Program]
Students demonstrate a comprehensive knowledge of criminological theory and research methods.

11.1 Data

Academic Year
Students that met
or exceeded 80%

# %

2013-2014 — 100%

2014-2015 — 100%

2015-2016 — 100%

2016-2017 — 100%

2017-2018 21/26 80.77%

2018-2019 24/29 82.76%

Course Links

CJUS605  [Criminological Theory (Lec. 3, Cr. 3)]

11.1.1 Analysis of Data and Plan for Continuous Improvement

2016-2017:
Monitor for one more year. Discuss if the assessment tool needs to be adjusted to increase 
the difficulty. Students who receive two grades of C in their graduate CJUS courses are 
dropped from the program. 
 
Based upon the analysis of the data collected for the last three years, we will begin to 
provide an analysis in future reports on the students’ strengths and weaknesses on this 
assignment. A rubric will be developed to help us assess where improvements can be made 
in this student learning outcome.
 
2017-2018:
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During 2017-2018, two sections of CJUS 605 were taught (spring 2018 semester). An 
analysis of the final project in both sections of CJUS 605 reveals the following grade 
distribution:
 
CJUS 605 7W2:

97% (three students)
94% (two students)
93%
90% (three students)
88%
87% (two students)
84%

 
CJUS 605 7WB:

98% (two students)
95%
93%
91%
84% (two students)
74%
63%
45%
72%
70%
80%

 
For both sections of CJUS 605, a grading rubric was used to assess the knowledge of each 
student. The mean average of the final project for the CJUS 605 7W2 section was 91%, 
while the mean average of the same assignment for the CJUS 605 7WB section was 81%. In 
analyzing the scores based upon the grading rubric used, it appears that the majority of the 
students who scored low on the final project did not provide the necessary research and 
support for their responses. Furthermore, many students could have elevated their scores by 
being more specific in their response to the question asked on the final project. After 
assessing the outcome of the grades on this assignment, there will be a special focus on 
directing students to seek out assistance, either professor or Writing Center directed, that will 
elevate their ability to properly integrate the material in a professional manner.
 
2018-2019:
During the 2018-2019 reporting period, two sections of CJUS 605 were taught (spring 2019 
semester). An analysis of the final project in both sections of CJUS 605 reveals the following 
grade distribution:
 
CJUS 605 7WA:

97%
94%
93% (three students)
92%
89%
88%
87%
86%
82%
80% (three students)
77%
72%

 
CJUS 605 7WB:

96%
95%
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93%
91%
90%
84% (two students)
83%
81%
80%
73%
70% (two students)

 
For both sections of CJUS 605 in the Spring 2019 semester, a grading rubric was used to 
assess the knowledge of each student. The mean average of the final project for the CJUS 
605 7W2 section was 86%, while the mean average for the same assignment for the CJUS 
605 7WB section was 84%. In analyzing the scores based upon the grading rubric used, it is 
apparent that many students do not grasp the importance of being specific in answering the 
questions on the final project. In a similar vein, a number of students need to take the time to 
logically dissect their responses to enhance the logic/clarity score on their grading rubric. 
After assessing the outcome of the grades on this assignment, there appears to be a slight 
increase over the performance of the scores from the 2017-2018 reporting period. In sum, 
there will be a continued focus to direct students to seek out assistance, either through 
contacting their professor or the MSU writing center, in an concerted effort to elevate the 
performance of students on this CJUS 605 final project.

Course Links

CJUS605  [Criminological Theory (Lec. 3, Cr. 3)]
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End of report
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Final Project CJUS 604

Instructions:  Please answer the following question..  This final project is worth 100 points.  Your responses need to be submitted by 12:00, October 5.  Good luck to you.

1. Walter Isaacs is somewhat of a maverick among his colleagues in the College of Business Administration.  He could spend his time conducting research on legitimate business enterprises.  However, Walter is more interested in illegal business.   

His research suggests that the process by which individuals conduct business is the same regardless of legality of the business.  Business leaders focus their attention on efficiency, reducing risks, and of course, on increasing profit.  According to Professor Isaacs, “The owners of a dry cleaning business and the owner of a marijuana distribution cartel do essentially the same things”.

To test his theory Walter took a year-long sabbatical.  With the assistance of a narcotics sergeant from the local police department he decided to infuse himself in the illegal drug trade.  Walter spent weeks creating an alternative identity.  He let his gray hair grow long, stopped shaving, bought some ‘flashy’ clothes and even got a few tattoos.  Hanging out on a street corner one day Walter was confronted by a local drug distributor and offered a ‘job’.  “You are an old guy.  Nobody will suspect you of dealing in drugs.  I want you to help me deliver drugs from my warehouse to the main pushers in the city” the drug distributor proposed.  Walter jumped at the chance.

For the next few months Professor Isaacs was, for all practical purposes, a drug distributor.  He dutifully picked up small cases of illegal drugs at a warehouse, delivered them to the sellers and returned with the proceeds.  He became a trusted member of the team.  So much so that Walter was invited to accompany the boss to the production facility – a cocaine producing farm in South America.  Just as Walter suspected, the discussions between the distributor and his production workers was not much different than that of a legitimate shoe shop owner talking to the factory manager at a shoe assembly plant.  On the way home Walter used his well developed quality control skills to recommend some changes to the boss for reducing risk and a more efficient delivery of the product.

At the end of the year, with is sabbatical nearing an end, Walter feigned a fatal illness.  He told his boss that he needed to move to another town to be near his daughter so she could take care of him in his waning months.  Walter had been so convincing that the boss believe him and even suggested that Walter set up a new distribution center in the town where he was moving to.

After six weeks of near seclusion at his cabin by the lake Walter organized the notes from his research experience.  Eventually, this research would result in the publication of dozens of articles in scholarly journals, two books, a cover story in Time magazine (all with Walter’s concealed identity) and a distinguished professorship.  Walter’s detailed descriptions of the inner workings of a large drug distribution cartel proved his point.  It does not matter whether the business is legitimate or illegal – business is the same.  Importantly, Walter’s work provided the most detailed insight into the ‘corporate culture’ of the illegal drug business.

Please answer the following questions: 

a.  Would it be appropriate to consider Professor Isaacs’ research as qualitative?  Explain your reasoning.



b.  What type of qualitative research method would you consider Professor Isaacs’ research?  Explain



c.  How do you suppose Professor Isaacs took notes on a routine basis?  Explain.



d.  Although not discussed in the research vignette, how important was developing a contingency plan to the safety of the researcher?  Explain.



e.  Did you notice any potential ethical issues in this research?  Explain.
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Final Project  CJUS 605

[bookmark: _GoBack]In completing this final project, you must answer two questions.  Each of these questions is worth 50 pts.  With that being said, the total point value for this assignment is 100 pts.  I enjoyed teaching all of you this semester.  Good luck.

1.  On his way home from school, a fourteen-year-old boy stops at a convenience store.  When he thinks the clerk is not looking, he puts a bottle of orange juice under his coat and heads for the door.  The clerk catches him and calls the police.  According to each of the following theories about the causes of crime, how might one explain the boy's criminal action?



· Biological explanations

· Psychological explanations

· Social structure explanations

· Social process explanations



2. How does contemporary criminology influence social policy?  Do you think that policy makers should address crime as a matter of individual responsibility and accountability or do you think that crime is truly a symptom of a dysfunctional society?


[bookmark: _GoBack]Scoring Rubric for the Evidence-Based Assignment for CJUS 601





		Complies with all components of the instructions in the initial post.

		30 percent



		Effective application of critical thinking skills to display understanding of the material.

		40 Percent



		Substantial and appropriate integration of scholarly sources.  

		20 percent



		Effective use of headings, grammar, organization, and APA formatting of references.

		10 percent
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Evidence based assignment.



Public opinion is a major source of influence on public policy in a democracy with a voting public. The will of the public is not always fair to all members of society and can even be a violation of human rights. An example is slavery. This was an obvious violation of human rights but continued for centuries. There are policies that are popular with the public but may not be effective. A debatable area where there is wide public support is the death penalty. The costs have become so overwhelming some states are attempting to abolish putting people to death simply to save money. This was recently voted on and defeated in California. California spends approximately $307,000,000 on average per execution to maintain the death penalty.

Choose a criminal justice policy that is popular with the public but is ineffective. Evaluate the effectiveness of the policy with at least two supporting scholarly references. Discuss the consequences of abandoning the policy and means to mitigate negative public opinions from the changing or elimination of the policy.
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		2 Weak

		4 Marginal

		6 Adequate

		8 Strong

		10 Superior



		Coverage/Response to topic



6pts. this section for Response to classmates

		Indicates confusion about the topic or neglects important aspects of the task.

		Distorts or neglects aspects of the task.

		Addresses the topic, but may slight some aspects of the task.

		Addresses the topic clearly, but may respond to some aspects of the task more effectively than others.

		Addresses the topic clearly and responds effective to all aspects of the task.



		Understanding and Use of Text

(includes transitions & commentary)

		Demonstrates poor understanding of the main points of the text, does not use the text appropriately in developing a response, or may not use the text at all.

		Demonstrates some understanding of the text but may misconstrue parts of it or make limited use of it in developing a weak response.

		Demonstrates a generally accurate understanding of the text in developing a sensible response.

		Demonstrates a sound critical understanding of the text in developing a well-reasoned response.

		Demonstrates a thorough critical understanding of the text in developing an insightful response.



		Quality and Clarity of Thought

		Lacks focus and coherence, and often fails to communicate its ideas.



		Lack focus or demonstrates confused or simplistic thinking.

		May treat the topic simplistically or repetitively.

		Shows some depth and complexity of thought.

		Explores the issues thoughtfully and in-depth.



		Grammar, Usage, Mechanics

		Is marred by numerous errors in grammar, usage, and mechanics that frequently interfere with meaning.

		Has an accumulation of errors in grammar, usage, and mechanics that sometimes interfere with meaning.

		May have some errors but generally demonstrates control of grammar, usage, and mechanics.

		May have a few errors in grammar, usage, and mechanics.

		Is generally free from errors in grammar, usage, and mechanics.



		Proper APA reference and citation of material within the document

		Demonstrates a poor understanding of APA format in writing.

		Demonstrates some understanding of APA format in writing.

		Demonstrates a general understanding of APA format in writing.

		Demonstrates a sound understanding of APA format in writing.

		Demonstrates a thorough understanding of APA format in writing.



		Total:  50 point 

50-45 Superior writing, may have minor flaws; 40-44 Competent writing, some errors; 35-39 Adequate writing, some errors, distract reader; 30-34 Developing competence, flawed in some significant ways; 29 or less Seriously flawed, deficiencies in fundamental writing skills.
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		Name

		Grade

		Content/Organization

Adequate coverage of topic

Understanding & use of the text 

Quality information & outside sources

		Mechanics

Grammar & word usage

Sentence complete & proper structure

Title & reference pages



		Document Structure

Proper APA usage for references, cites, and quotes 



		Student 1

		44/50

		30/30 

            

		6/10   Gram & Punct

		10/10 



		Student 2

		43/50

		30/30  

		5/10 Gram & Punct

        Sentence Struct & Misspelled words

		8/10 Improper cite format for quote



		Student 3

		46/50

		30/30

		6/10 Gram& Punct

& Misspelled words

		10/10



		Student 4

		44/50

		28/30 More clarity of your thoughts

		6/10    Grammar & Punctuation

		10/10



		Student 5

		49/50

		30/30

		9/10 Gram & Punct

        

		10/10



		Student 6

		45/50

		30/30    

		7/10   Gram & Punct

        Sentence Struct 

		8/10 Cite indicated quote, but no quote marks



		Student 7

		40/50

		30/30

		5/10   Gram & Punct

        Sentence Struct

		5/10 Improper cite & References format



		Student 8

		44/50

		30/30

		6/10 Gram& Punct

         Sentence Struct & Misspelled words

		8/10 Improper cite



		Student 9

		45/50

		28/30 More clarity of your thoughts 

		8/10 Gram& Punct

         Sentence Struct

		9/10 Improper  reference format



		Student 10

		42/50

		 30/30 

		7/10 Gram& Punct

 & Misspelled words

		5/10 Improper cites- & reference 



		Student 11

		47/50

		30/30

		7/10 Gram& Punct

Misspelled words

		 10/10 



		Student 12

		45/50

		30/30 

		7/10 Grammar & Punctuation

		8/10 Improper reference format
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		Advanced



23-25



All key components of the topic are thoroughly discussed in the paper

		Proficient



21-22.5



All key components of the topic are largely answered in the paper with few exceptions

		Developing



1-20.5



Key portions of assigned questions are left unanswered

		Not Present

0-0



Not present.

		



		Answer Specificity



		







		

		

		

		



		

		Advanced



23-25



Clear, logical  flow to paper; major points are stated clearly

		Proficient



21-22.5



Clear, logical flow to paper; major points are stated clearly for the most part

		Developing



1-20.5


Lack of clarity and failure to logically explain and communicate answers is the norm

		Not present

0-0



Not present.

		



		Logic & Clarity

		







		

		

		

		



		

		Advanced



18.5-20



Major points are thoroughly supported by good examples, thoughtful analysis (considering assumptions, analysis implications, comparing/contrasting concept), and quality of research.

		Proficient



16.5-18



Major points are largely supported by good examples, thoughtful analysis (considering assumptions, analysis implications, comparing/contrasting concept), and quality of research.

		Developing



1-16



Major points are lacking substantial support by the following: good examples, thoughtful analysis (considering assumptions, analysis implications, comparing/contrasting concept), and quality of research.

		Not Present

0-0



Not present.

		



		Research & Support

		











		

		

		

		



		

		Advanced



18.5-20



Little to no errors in spelling, grammar, and APA formatting.

		Proficient



16.5-20



Some errors in spelling, grammar, and APA formatting.

		Developing



1-16



Numerous errors in spelling, grammar, and APA formatting.

		Not present

0-0



Not present.







		



		Spelling, Grammar, and APA formatting

		

		

		

		









		



		

		Advanced



9.25-10



3 pages minimum content and reference page.



		Proficient



8.5-9



Paper runs a bit long or a bit short of the page requirement.

		Developing



1-8.25



Paper is more than five pages or less than three pages.

		Not Present

0-0



Not present.

		



		Sufficient Length

		





		

		

		

		



		

		

		

		

		

		







