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CRIM 781: JUSTICE PROGRAM EVALUATION 
SPRING 2018 SYLLABUS 

 
Class Time:  Tuesdays, 4:30-7:10 pm 
Class Location:  Innovation Hall, Room 209 (Fairfax campus) 
 
Professor:  Dr. Christopher Koper 
Email:  ckoper2@gmu.edu 
Office Phone:  703-993-4982 
Office Location: 316 Research Hall (Fairfax campus) 
Office hours:  I will be available to meet immediately after class or by appointment at my office 
in Fairfax. Students may also contact me by phone or email as needed. 
 
COURSE SUMMARY  
 
The goal of the course is to educate students about the principles and methods of program 
evaluation.  We will examine the conceptual framework for program evaluation and probe the 
issues and methods involved in developing evaluation questions and assessing various aspects 
of program theory, operation, and impacts.  The course will place a heavy emphasis on applying 
these principles and methods to a number of contemporary policy issues in criminology.  
Students will learn how to develop and design evaluation research and to synthesize and assess 
existing research using a program evaluation framework.  The course is not a statistics or 
research methods class, but it will illustrate the application of these tools to the evaluation of 
policies and programs. 
  
COURSE WEBSITE 
 
There is a Blackboard site for the course which has general information about the class, 
announcements about assignments and other matters, and links to readings that are not 
available through the university library system.  Additionally, you can access this syllabus at the 
Blackboard site.  
 
COURSE FORMAT AND GUIDELINES FOR CLASS DISCUSSION 
 
Classes will primarily involve lecture and discussion.  Students are expected to complete 
assigned readings prior to class and be prepared to discuss them during class.  Students who 
miss class should make arrangements to obtain notes from a classmate; the professor will not 
provide class notes.   
 
To ensure that everyone has a good experience with in-class participation, please observe the 
following guidelines:  prepare for class discussion by keeping current with the readings; respect 
others by actively listening and putting away/turning off all cell phones and the internet; feel 
free to ask questions of your peers and me; and give others a chance to speak.   
 
EMAIL CONTACT INFORMATION 
 
Mason uses only Mason e-mail accounts to communicate with enrolled students. Students must 
activate their Mason e-mail account, use it to communicate with their department and other 
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administrative units, and check it regularly for important university information including 
messages related to this class.  See http://masonlive.gmu.edu for more information.   
 
REQUIRED READING 
 
There is one book that students are required to purchase for this course: 
 

 Peter H. Rossi, Mark W. Lipsey, and Howard E. Freeman. (2004). Evaluation: A 
Systematic Approach. 7th Edition. Sage Publications. 

 
Another reading that will be central to the course is a national evaluation of the federal 
Community Oriented Policing Services (COPS) program conducted by Jeffrey A. Roth and 
colleagues:   
 

 Jeffrey A. Roth, Joseph F. Ryan, Stephen J. Gaffigan, Christopher S. Koper, Mark H. 
Moore, Janice A. Roehl et al. (2000). National Evaluation of the COPS Program—Title I of 
the 1994 Crime Act. Washington, DC: National Institute of Justice, U.S. Department of 
Justice. 

 
This report is available electronically from the National Criminal Justice Reference Services 
(NCJRS) at:  https://www.ncjrs.gov/pdffiles1/nij/183643.pdf. There is also a copy on the course 
Blackboard site. 
 
All other required course readings are available as documented below through the University’s 
online library system (e-journals), the course Blackboard site, or the internet.  The library’s e-
journal system can be accessed at http://library.gmu.edu/.   
 
COURSE OUTLINE:  DATES, TOPICS, READINGS, AND ASSIGNMENTS 
 
(Please note carefully the assigned pages for each reading and the location where the reading 
can be obtained.) 
 
Section 1 (basic concepts and illustrations):  Weeks 1 through 7  
 
In section 1 of the course, we will examine the basic framework and concepts of program 
evaluation as described by Rossi and colleagues.  We will also use the national COPS evaluation 
conducted by Roth and colleagues to illustrate the concepts of program evaluation.  Students 
will be given weekly written assignments (briefs) that require them to assess how selected 
aspects of program evaluation apply to the COPS study.  These assignments will be posted on 
the course Blackboard site. The weekly assignments will be due at the beginning of each class 
and should be submitted to the instructor electronically via email.  Briefs should be 2-3 pages 
(single-spaced). A take-home mid-term examination will also be administered at the end of 
Section 1 (see schedule below).  
 
January 23:   Course introduction. What is program evaluation and why do it? 
 

 Rossi et al. chapter 1 (Overview of Program Evaluation, pp. 1-30) 

http://masonlive.gmu.edu/
https://www.ncjrs.gov/pdffiles1/nij/183643.pdf
http://library.gmu.edu/


 3 

 Daniel P. Mears. (2007). Towards rational and evidence-based crime policy. Journal of 

Criminal Justice, Vol. 35, pages 667-682. Available through the library’s e-journals. 

January 30:  Developing evaluation questions and methods 
 

 Rossi et al. chapter 2 (Tailoring Evaluations, pp. 31-65) 

 Rossi et al. chapter 3 (Identifying Issues and Formulating Questions, pp. 67-99) 

 Roth et al. chapter 1 (Overview, pp. 1-23). See especially pages 1-5. 

February 6:  Assessing program needs and theory 
 

 Rossi et al. chapter 4 (Assessing the Need for a Program, pp. 101-132) 

 Rossi et al. chapter 5 (Expressing and Assessing Program Theory, p. 133-168)  

 Roth et al. chapter 2 (Origins and Objectives of the COPS Program, pp. 25-61) 
 
February 13:  Assessing program implementation 
 

 Rossi et al. chapter 6 (Assessing and Monitoring Program Process, pp. 169-201) 

 Roth et al. chapter 3 (Flow of COPS Funds, pp. 63-100) 

 Roth et al. chapter 4 (Using COPS Resources, pp. 101-142) 

February 20:  Assessing program outcomes and impacts 
 

 Rossi et al. chapter 7 (Measuring and Monitoring Program Outcomes, pp. 203-232) 

 Rossi et al. chapter 8 (Assessing Program Impact: Randomized Experiments, pp. 233-
264) 

 Rossi et al. chapter 9 (Assessing Program Impacts: Alternative Designs, pp. 265-300) 
 
February 27:  Assessing program outcomes and impacts (continued) 
(Note page numbers of reading assignments) 
 

 Roth et al. chapter 5 (Putting 100,000 Officers on the Street: Progress as of 1998 and 
Preliminary Projections Through 2003).  See pp. 152-158 and pp. 163-168.  

 Roth et al. chapter 6 (COPS and the Nature of Policing). See pp. 179-184, 188-199, 203-
206, 215-218, 227-230, and 235-237. 

 General Accountability Office. (2005). Community Policing Grants: COPS Grants Were a 
Modest Contributor to Declines in Crime in the 1990s. Washington, DC: Author. See pp. 
1-5, 44-49, and 72-93 (Appendix VI). Available through Blackboard or through the 
internet at: http://www.gao.gov/assets/250/248152.pdf.  

 
March 6:  Assessing cost efficiency  
Take-home mid-term exam distributed 
 

 Rossi et al. chapter 11 (Measuring Efficiency, pp. 331-368) 

 Paul Heaton. (2010). Hidden in Plain Sight: What Cost-of-Crime Research Can Tell Us 

About Investing in Police.  Available through Blackboard or through the internet at: 

http://www.gao.gov/assets/250/248152.pdf
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https://www.rand.org/content/dam/rand/pubs/occasional_papers/2010/RAND_OP279.

pdf. 

March 13:  Class does not meet (spring break) 
 
March 20:  Class does not meet. Mid-term exam due to instructor by email by 5:00 pm. 
 
Section 2 (applying program evaluation concepts):  Weeks 9 through 15  
 
In Section 2 of the course, we will apply the concepts of program evaluation to several policy 
issues.  As shown below, each class session will feature a different issue.  Note that each topic 
has required readings, which are denoted by an asterisk in the reading lists, as well as 
supplemental readings. Each week (with the exception discussed below), students will be 
required to submit a brief that outlines the required readings. Students (particularly those in the 
Ph.D. program) are strongly encouraged to also read the supplemental readings, which will be 
discussed in class as time permits. (Students will be responsible for the supplemental readings 
on the final exam insofar as they are discussed in class.) Any changes to the readings below will 
be announced by the instructor at the beginning of Section 2. 
 
In addition, students must select one topic from Section 2 for a paper assignment. For their 
selected topic, students will write a paper in lieu of a weekly brief that discusses how each of 
the assigned readings fits into a program evaluation framework.  In so doing, students should 
assess how the available evidence from the readings addresses program needs, theory, 
implementation, impacts, and cost efficiency.  As appropriate, students should also identify 
shortcomings or problems in the existing research and make recommendations for filling these 
gaps in the evaluation evidence.  Students are expected to use both the required and 
supplemental readings for their selected paper topic. Students may choose any Section 2 topic 
for this paper other than hot spots policing (the topic for March 27).  
 
Student should submit all briefs and papers to the instructor electronically via email by the 
beginning of class on the dates they are due. This means that students must turn in their paper 
assignment before the class that covers their selected topic. Further instructions about the 
briefs and papers will be given later in the course.  
 
There will also be a take-home final exam at the end of the course that will require students to 
demonstrate an understanding of how the materials for each topic in Section 2 illustrate the 
concepts of program evaluation.  
 
March 27:  Evaluating police strategies—hot spots and place-based policing  
 

 *Lawrence W. Sherman, Patrick R. Gartin, and Michael E. Buerger. (1989). Hot spots of 
predatory crime: Routine activities and the criminology of place. Criminology, Vol. 271, 
pages 27-56. Available through the library’s e-journals.  

 

 *Cody W. Telep, Renee J. Mitchell, and David Weisburd. (2014). How much time should 

the police spend at crime hot spots? Answers from a police agency directed randomized 

field trial in Sacramento, California. Justice Quarterly, Vol. 31 (number 5), pages 905-

https://www.rand.org/content/dam/rand/pubs/occasional_papers/2010/RAND_OP279.pdf
https://www.rand.org/content/dam/rand/pubs/occasional_papers/2010/RAND_OP279.pdf
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933. Available through the library’s e-journals or directly from the journal (open access) 

at: http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/07418825.2012.710645.  

 

 *Bruce Taylor, Christopher S. Koper, and Daniel J. Woods. (2011). A randomized control 

trial of different policing strategies at hot spots of violent crime.” Journal of 

Experimental Criminology, Vol. 7, pages 149-181.  Available through the library’s e-

journals.  

 

 David Weisburd, Joshua C. Hinkle, Christine Famega, and Justin Ready. (2011). The 

possible “backfire” effects of hot spots policing: An experimental assessment of impacts 

on legitimacy, fear, and collective efficacy. Journal of Experimental Criminology, Vol. 7, 

pages 297-320. Available through the library’s e-journals. 

 

 *Nancy G. LaVigne, Samantha S. Lowry, Joshua A. Markman, and Allison M. Dwyer. 

(2011). Evaluating the Use of Public Surveillance Cameras for Crime Control and 

Prevention. Washington, DC: The Urban Institute. Note: we will focus on the Chicago 

case study. Read the background materials on pages 1-22 (particularly as they pertain to 

the Chicago study) and 53-72 (the Chicago case study).  Available through Blackboard or 

through the internet at:  http://www.urban.org/research/publication/evaluating-use-

public-surveillance-cameras-crime-control-and-prevention/view/full_report    

April 3:  Managing and reforming probationers 
 

 *Joan Petersilia and Susan Turner. (1993). Evaluating Intensive Supervision Probation /  
Parole: Results of a Nationwide Experiment. Washington, DC: National Institute of 
Justice, U.S. Department of Justice.  Available through Blackboard or through the 
internet at: https://www.ncjrs.gov/pdffiles1/Digitization/141637NCJRS.pdf.  
 

 *Angela Hawkins and Mark Kleiman. (2009). Managing Drug-Involved Probationers with 
Swift and Certain Sanctions: Evaluating Hawaii’s HOPE. Report to the National Institute 
of Justice (U.S. Department of Justice). School of Public Policy, Pepperdine University 
and School of Public Affairs, University of California, Los Angeles. Pages 1-50. Available 
through Blackboard or through the internet at: 
https://www.ncjrs.gov/pdffiles1/nij/grants/229023.pdf.  
 

 John P. O’Connell, Richard Harris, James Kane, and Arthur Garrison. (1998). The Impact 
of Operation Safe Streets on Shootings in Wilmington. Delaware Statistical Analysis 
Center, Delaware Criminal Justice Council. Available through Blackboard or through the 
internet at: http://www.jrsa.org/ws-eval/studies_local/wilmington1.pdf.  
 

 *Geoffrey C. Barnes, Jordan M. Hyatt, Lindsay C. Ahlman, and Daniel T.L. Kent. (2012). 
The effects of low-intensity supervision for lower-risk probationers: Updated results 
from a randomized controlled trial. Journal of Crime and Justice, Vol. 35, pages 200-220. 
Available through the library’s e-journals.  
 

http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/07418825.2012.710645
http://www.urban.org/research/publication/evaluating-use-public-surveillance-cameras-crime-control-and-prevention/view/full_report
http://www.urban.org/research/publication/evaluating-use-public-surveillance-cameras-crime-control-and-prevention/view/full_report
https://www.ncjrs.gov/pdffiles1/Digitization/141637NCJRS.pdf
https://www.ncjrs.gov/pdffiles1/nij/grants/229023.pdf
http://www.jrsa.org/ws-eval/studies_local/wilmington1.pdf
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 *Charles R. Robinson, Christopher T. Lowenkamp, Alexander M. Holsinger, Scott 
VanBenschoten, Melissa Alexander, and J.C. Oleson. (2012). A random study of Staff 
Training Aimed at Reducing Re-Arrest (STARR): Using core correctional practices in 
probation interactions. Journal of Crime and Justice, Vol. 35, pages 167-188. Available 
through the library’s e-journals.  
 

April 10:  Gun policy—the federal assault weapons ban  
 

 *Christopher S. Koper. 2004. An Updated Assessment of the Federal Assault Weapons 
Ban: Impacts on Gun Markets and Gun Violence, 1994-2003.  Report to the National 
Institute of Justice. Philadelphia: Jerry Lee Center of Criminology, University of 
Pennsylvania.  Available through Blackboard or through the internet at: 
www.ncjrs.gov/pdffiles1/nij/grants/204431.pdf.  
 

 Darin C. Reedy and Christopher S. Koper. (2003). Impact of handgun types on gun 
assault outcomes: A comparison of gun assaults involving semiautomatic pistols and 
revolvers. Injury Prevention, Vol. 9, pages 151-155.  Available through the library’s e-
journals. 
 

 Garen J. Wintemute, Mona A. Wright, Carrie A. Parham, Christiana M. Drake, and James 
J. Beaumont. (1998). Criminal activity and assault-type handguns: A study of young 
adults. Annals of Emergency Medicine, Vol. 32, pages 44-50. Available through the 
library’s e-journals. 
 

 *Mark Gius. 2013. An examination of the effects of concealed weapons laws and assault 
weapons bans on state-level murder rates. Applied Economics Letters, Vol. 21, pages 
265-267. Available through the library’s e-journals. 
 

 *Mark Gius. 2015. The impact of state and federal assault weapons bans on public mass 
shootings. Applied Economics Letters, Vol. 22, pages 281-284. Available through the 
library’s e-journals. 
 

April 17:  Gun policy—regulating the carrying of concealed weapons 
 

 *Franklin Zimring and Gordon Hawkins. (1997). Concealed handguns: The counterfeit 

deterrent. The Responsive Community, Spring 1997, pages 46-60.  Available through the 

library’s e-journals.  

 

 *General Accountability Office. (2012). States’ Laws and Requirements for Concealed 

Carry Permits Vary Across the Nation. Washington, DC: Author. See esp. pages 1-32 and 

accompanying data tables. Available through Blackboard or through the internet at: 

http://www.gao.gov/assets/600/592552.pdf.    

 

 *Tom W. Smith. (2001). 2001 National Gun Policy Survey of the National Opinion 

Research Center: Research Findings. University of Chicago: NORC. (Selected pages on 

gun carrying and gun carrying laws:  pp. 3-5, 7-9, 14-16, and associated tables).  

http://www.ncjrs.gov/pdffiles1/nij/grants/204431.pdf
http://www.gao.gov/assets/600/592552.pdf
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Available through Blackboard or through the internet at: 

http://www.norc.org/PDFs/publications/SmithT_Nat_Gun_Policy_2001.pdf   

 

 M.V. Hood III and Grant W. Neeley. (2000). Packin’ in the hood? Examining assumptions 

of concealed handgun research. Social Science Quarterly, Vol. 81, pages 523-537. 

Available through the library’s e-journals. 

 

 M. Romero, G. Wintemute, M. Wright, and C. Parham. (2003). Shall-issue policy and 

criminal activity among applicants for permits to carry concealed firearms. Injury 

Prevention, Vol. 9, pages 367-369. Available through the library’s e-journals. 

 

 *Charles D. Phillips, Obioma Nwaiwu, Darcy K. McMaughan Moudouni, Rachel Edwards, 

and Szu-hsuan Lin. 2013. When concealed handgun licensees break bad: criminal 

convictions of concealed handgun licensees in Texas, 2001-2009. American Journal of 

Public Health, Vol. 103, pages 86-91. 

 

 *N. Prabha Unnithan, Mark Pogrebin, Paul B. Stretesky, and Gerry Venor. (2008). Gun 

felons and gun regulation: Offenders’ views about and reactions to “shall issue” policies 

for carrying concealed weapons. Criminal Justice Policy Review, Vol. 19, pages 196-214. 

Available through the library’s e-journals.  

 

 *Dan A. Black and Daniel S. Nagin. 1998. Do right-to-carry laws deter violent crime? 

Journal of Legal Studies, Vol. 27, pages 209-219. Available through the library’s e-

journals.  

 
April 24:  Evaluating the use of police technology—license plate readers  
 

 *Cynthia Lum, Christopher S. Koper, James J. Willis, Stephen Happeny, Heather Vovak, 
and Jordan Nichols. 2016. The Rapid Diffusion of License Plate Readers in U.S. Law 
Enforcement Agencies: A National Survey. Report to the National Institute of Justice. 
Fairfax, VA: Center for Evidence-Based Crime Policy, George Mason University. Available 
through Blackboard or through the internet at: http://cebcp.org/wp-content/lpr/LPR-
National-Survey-Report-2016.pdf  
 

 *Cynthia Lum, Linda Merola, Julie Willis, and Breanne Cave. (2010). License Plate 

Recognition Technology (LPR): Impact Evaluation and Community Assessment. Report to 

the Space and Naval Warfare Systems Center (SPAWAR) Atlantic and the National 

Institute of Justice. Fairfax, VA: Center for Evidence-Based Crime Policy, George Mason 

University. Read the executive summary and the community survey study on pages 78-

99. Available through Blackboard or through the internet at: http://cebcp.org/wp-

content/evidence-based-policing/LPR_FINAL.pdf 

 

http://www.norc.org/PDFs/publications/SmithT_Nat_Gun_Policy_2001.pdf
http://cebcp.org/wp-content/lpr/LPR-National-Survey-Report-2016.pdf
http://cebcp.org/wp-content/lpr/LPR-National-Survey-Report-2016.pdf
http://cebcp.org/wp-content/evidence-based-policing/LPR_FINAL.pdf
http://cebcp.org/wp-content/evidence-based-policing/LPR_FINAL.pdf
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 *Ohio State Highway Patrol. (2005). Automatic Plate Reader Technology. Planning 

Services Section, Research and Development. Available through Blackboard or through 

the Center for Evidence-Based Crime Policy’s LPR web portal at:  http://cebcp.org/wp-

content/lpr/OSHP_eval.pdf.  

 

 *Irwin M. Cohen, Darryl Plecas, and Amanda V. McCormick. (2007). A Report on the 

Utility of the Automated License Plate Recognition System in British Columbia. School of 

Criminology and Criminal Justice, University College of the Fraser Valley.  Available 

through Blackboard. 

 

 *Bruce Taylor, Christopher Koper, and Daniel Woods. (2012). Combating auto theft in 

Arizona: A randomized experiment with license plate recognition technology. Criminal 

Justice Review, Vol. 37, pages 24-50.  Available through the library’s e-journals.  

 

 Christopher S. Koper, Bruce G. Taylor, and Daniel J. Woods. (2013). A randomized test of 

initial and residual deterrence from directed patrol and use of license plate readers at 

crime hot spots.  Journal of Experimental Criminology, Vol. 9, pages 213-244. Available 

through the library’s e-journals.  

 
May 1: Juvenile justice—transferring juveniles to adult court 
Take-home final exam distributed 

 

 *Lonn Lanza-Kaduce, Jodi Lane, Donna M. Bishop, and Charles E. Frazier. 2005. Juvenile 

offenders and adult felony recidivism: The impact of transfer. Journal of Crime and 

Justice, Vol. 28, pages 59-77. Available through the library’s e-journals.  

 

 *Thomas A. Loughran, Edward P. Mulvey, Carol A. Schubert, Laurie A. Chassin, Laurence 

Steinberg, Alex R. Piquero, Jeffrey Fagan, Sonia Cota-Robles, Elizabeth Cauffman, and 

Sandy Losoya. 2010. Differential effects of adult court transfer on juvenile offender 

recidivism. Law and Human Behavior, Volume 34, pages 476-488. Available through the 

library’s e-journals.  

 

 *Richard E. Redding and Elizabeth J. Fuller. 2004. What do juvenile offenders know 

about being tried as adults? Implications for deterrence. Juvenile and Family Court 

Journal, Summer 2004, pages 35-44. Available through the library’s e-journals.  

 

 *Jodi Lane, Lonn Lanza-Kaduce, Charles E. Frazier, and Donna M. Bishop. 2005. Adult 

versus juvenile sanctions: Voices of incarcerated youths. Crime and Delinquency, Vol. 48, 

pages 431-455. Available through the library’s e-journals.  

 

http://cebcp.org/wp-content/lpr/OSHP_eval.pdf
http://cebcp.org/wp-content/lpr/OSHP_eval.pdf
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 *Benjamin Steiner, Craig Hemmens, and Valerie Bell. 2006. Legislative waiver 

reconsidered: General deterrent effects of statutory exclusion laws enacted post-1979. 

Justice Quarterly, Vol. 23, pages 34-59. Available through the library’s e-journals.  

 

 Benjamin Steiner and Emily Wright. 2006. Assessing the relative effects of state direct 

file waiver laws on violent juvenile crime: Deterrence or irrelevance? The Journal of 

Criminal Law and Criminology, Vol. 96, pages 1451-1477. Available through the library’s 

e-journals.  

Optional recommended readings on the social context and utilization of research 
 

 Rossi et al. chapter 12 (social context of evaluation, pp. 369-421).  

 

 Sandra M. Nutley, Isabel Walter, and Huw T.O. Davies. Improving the use of research: 

What’s been tried and what might work? Pp. 125-153 in Using Evidence: How Research 

Can Inform Public Services. Bristol, United Kingdom: The Policy Press. Available through 

Blackboard. 

May 10:  Final exam due to instructor by email by 5:00 pm.  
 
COURSE GRADING 
 
Students’ grades will be based on:  1) the weekly briefs (each student’s lowest scored brief will 
be dropped from this calculation); 2) the mid-term exam; 3) the assigned paper for Section 2; 
and 4) the final exam.  
 
There will be no make-up exams or exam extensions for this class.  Only under exceptional 
circumstances (e.g., extended hospitalization or a death in the immediate family during 
examination times) will an exam extension be given.   
 
The briefs, exams, and paper will be weighted as follows: 
 
Weekly briefs:         20% 

Class participation      5% 

Midterm exam:       25% 

Paper on selected class topic from Section 2:     25% 

Final exam:         25% 

The grading scale for the course will be: 
 
Points  Grade 
93-100% A 
90-92%  A- 
87-89%  B+ 
83-86%  B 
80-82%  B- 
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70-79%  C 
60-69%  D 
Below 60 F 
 
Note that satisfactory progress in the graduate programs in criminology, law and society is 
defined as maintaining a minimum GPA of 3.00 with a minimum grade of B- in all courses.  
Students who receive a grade below B- will receive an academic warning the first time and a 
letter of dismissal the second time.  
 
ACADEMIC INTEGRITY 
 
George Mason University has an Honor Code that requires all student members of the George 
Mason University community to pledge not to cheat, plagiarize, steal, or lie in matters related to 
academic work.  All violations of the Honor Code will be reported to the Honor Committee and 
result in failing the course.  Further information about these matters is available at:  
https://oai.gmu.edu/mason-honor-code/.  
 
STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES 
 
If you are a student with a disability and you need academic accommodations, please see me 
and contact the Office of Disability Services (ODS) at 993-2474 (https://ds.gmu.edu).  All 
academic accommodations must be arranged through the ODS. Students with disabilities are 
responsible for registering with ODS and obtaining proper documentation to provide to the 
course instructor.  Accommodations will only be provided to students who are registered with 
ODS. 
 
ENROLLMENT INFORMATION  
 
Students are responsible for verifying their enrollment in this class. Schedule adjustments 
should be made by the deadlines published in the Schedule of Classes. (Deadlines each semester 
are published in the Schedule of Classes available from the Registrar's Website at 
registrar.gmu.edu.)  
 
The last day to add this course is January 29, 2018.  
 
The last day to drop this course without tuition penalty is January 29, 2018.  The final drop 
deadline is February 23, 2018.  After the last day to drop a class, withdrawing from this class 
requires the approval of the Dean and is only allowed for nonacademic reasons.  

https://oai.gmu.edu/mason-honor-code/
https://ds.gmu.edu/

