Assessment: Course Four Column
Fall 2017

El Camino: Course SLOs (BSS) - Political Science
ECC: POLI 5:Ethnicity in the American Political Process
Course SLOs
SLO #3 Public Policy - In a written
assignment students will demonstrate
knowledge of and compare and
contrast the different government
public policies that have influenced
race and ethnic relations in America.

Assessment Method
Description
Essay/Written Assignment - In a
written essay students were asked
to answer the following questions:

How does the global labor market
function and impact immigration?
How does increasing diversity affect
immigration and the U.S. labor
Course SLO Status: Active
market?
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 2017- What is controversial about the
18 (Fall 2017)
birthright citizenship clause of the
Input Date: 11/08/2013
Fourteenth Amendment to the
Inactive Date:
Constitution? Why do some want to
Comments::
eliminate it?
Why do some Americans think
immigration is good, whereas others
think it is not good for America?
Standard and Target for Success:
Students are expected to
perform/score 70% or better.
Additional Information:

01/22/2019

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2017-18 (Fall
2017)
Standard Met? : Standard Not Met
There was a total of 26 students in the class . 18 students
(69.2%) out of the 26 scored 70% or better in the written
assessment. Which indicates that the SLO fell short of
meeting it's 70% target, by 0.08 percent.
There are a couple of factors that impacted the
performance scores; first, based on the responses to the
questions it appears that the students had trouble
understanding the economic context related to
immigration, as an example of the GDP in relation to the
poverty gap, and secondly, some had trouble with
arguments pro and con that the 14th Amendment
automatically gives citizenship to children of illegal
immigrants. All of this being discussed in the context of the
political climate and DACA policy by the government.
(03/02/2018)
% of Success for this SLO: 69
Faculty Assessment Leader: Van Chaney
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Van Chaney
Related Documents:
Pol Sci 5 SLO Chaney Immigration Policy.pdf

Action: More time will be spent
covering the content of this SLO
during the semester. Immigration,
being a critical policy in this day
and age, especially with the
challenges of successfully
developing a successful policy, will
be discussed more extensively and
put in the theoretical context and
application of race relations in the
United States. (03/02/2018)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
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ECC: POLI 7:Political Philosophy (Same course as PHIL 117)
Course SLOs
SLO #3 Social Justice - In a written
essay students will describe and
analyze the different theories of the
“just state”, and compare and
contrast their ideas on political power
and social justice.

Assessment Method
Description
Exam/Test/Quiz - Students were
assigned two short-answer and one
essay question related to the topic
of justice in their Midterm Exam.
These questions were the following:

Short Answer Questions from the
Course SLO Status: Active
Midterm Exam Concerning Social
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 2017- Justice (requiring a paragraph-long
18 (Fall 2017)
response, worth 5 points):
Input Date: 11/08/2013
Inactive Date:
1. What are principles of social
Comments::
justice? Name and describe the two
principles of social justice advanced
by John Rawls’s book, "A Theory of
Justice."
2. What is the capability approach
and why is it critical of theories of
distributive justice? Name at least
three capabilities emphasized by this
theory.
Essay Question from the Midterm
Exam Concerning Social Justice
(requiring a three-paragraph
response, worth 25 points):
What is Jean-Jacques Rousseau’s
political philosophy of inequality? In
three paragraphs, explain the
meaning of inequality and why it is
unjust according to Rousseau
(paragraph 1), what he thought the
origins of inequality to be (paragraph
2), and provide your opinion of
Rousseau’s arguments (paragraph
3): is Rousseau right?
01/22/2019

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2017-18 (Fall
2017)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
34 students took the Midterm Exam.

Action: I believe that no urgent
actions are needed on this SLO.
However, in the future, it may be
worth considering changes or
additions to the SLO itself, perhaps
to take into account the fact that
political theory is increasingly
interested in justice beyond the
state, e.g., in concepts such as
"human rights" and "global
justice." As such, the SLO could be
changed to take this trend into
account. (03/02/2018)
Action Category: SLO/PLO
Assessment Process

With respect to the 35 points out of 100 points on the
Midterm Exam concerning the Social Justice SLO, the results
were:
35/35 - 3 students (9% of students)
34/35 - 3 students (9%) of students)
33/35 - 2 students (6% of students)
32/35 - 3 students (9% of students)
31/35 - 1 student (3% of students)
30/35 - 1 student (3% of students)
29/35 - 3 students (9% of students)
28/35 - 4 students (12% of students)
27/35 - 2 students (6% of students)
26/35 - 2 students (6% of students)
25/35 - 5 students (15% of students)
24/35 - NA
23/35 - NA
22/35 - 1 student (3% of students)
21/35 - 1 student (3% of students)
20/35 - NA
19/35 - 1 student (3% of students)
...
10/35 - 1 student (3% of students)
...
7/35 - 1 student (3% of students)
Percentage of students who scored 25/35 or above: 29/34
students or 85%.
Percentage of students who scored lower than 25/35: 5/34
students, or 15%.
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Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

Results

In total, 35 points out of 100 points
of the Midterm Exam concerned
social justice.
Standard and Target for Success: For
individual students, I considered the
SLO "met" if the student scored at
least 25/35 points on the Midterm
Exam with respect to the two short
answer questions and one essay
question concerning social justice.
For the course, I consider the SLO
"met" if at least 70% of the students
in the course scored 25/35 or above.
Additional Information:

Actions

In conclusion, 85% of students met the SLO, while 15% of
students did not. As such, given that "success" for the
course was if at least 70% of students met the SLO, the
course SLO standard was "met."
The following grading rubric was used to score the two
score answer questions and one essay question concerning
the Social Justice SLO:
Short Answer Questions from the Midterm Exam
Concerning Social Justice:
1. What are principles of social justice? Name and describe
the two principles of social justice advanced by John Rawls’s
book, "A Theory of Justice."
Answer:
Principles of social justice refer to norms that provide moral
standards for resolving individuals’ competing claims on the
design of social and political institutions. Rawls’s "Theory of
Justice" argues for two principles of social justice, the (1)
Basic Liberty Principle, or First Principle, and the Second
Principle, which consists of the (2a) Principle of Fair Equality
of Opportunity, and the (2b) Difference Principle. According
to the First Principle, each person is to have an equal right
to the most extensive basic liberty compatible with a similar
liberty for all. According to the Second Principle, social and
economic inequalities are to be arranged so that they are
both (a) attached to offices and positions open to all under
conditions of fair equality of opportunity, and (b) to the
greatest benefit of the least advantaged.
Students with an answer resembling the above were given a
5/5 score; partial credit was given for a partial answer, e.g.,
4/5, 3/5, 2/5, or 1/5.
2. What is the capability approach and why is it critical of
theories of distributive justice? Name at least three
capabilities emphasized by this theory.

01/22/2019
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Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

Results

Actions

Answer:
The capability approach is a theory of social and economic
justice according to which an individual’s level of advantage
depends on his or her capability to function or to act in
certain ways. Advocates of this approach argue that
theories of distributional justice ignore issues of social
oppression. What matters is not what resources an
individual has but what resources and opportunities allow
the individual to do and achieve: their “capability to
function.” Examples of capabilities emphasized include (1)
life: being able to live to the end of a human life of normal
length; (2) bodily health: being able to have good health,
being adequately nourished, and having adequate shelter;
(3) bodily integrity: being able to move freely, secure
against assault; (4) sense, imagination, and thought: being
able to think, reason, worship and express oneself without
interference as well as having adequate access to
information and education; (5) emotions: being able to have
attachments to things and people; (6) practical reason:
being able to engage in critical reflection about the planning
of one’s life; (7) affiliation: being able to live with others and
engage in forms of social interaction without interference;
(8) other species: being able to live with concern for and in
relation to animals, plants, and the natural world; (9) play:
being able to laugh, play, and have free-time from work;
(10) control over one’s environment: being able to
participate effectively in political choices that govern one’s
life.
Students with an answer resembling the above were given a
5/5 score; partial credit was given for a partial answer, e.g.,
4/5, 3/5, 2/5, or 1/5.
Essay Question from the Midterm Exam Concerning Social
Justice:
What is Jean-Jacques Rousseau’s political philosophy of
inequality? In three paragraphs, explain the meaning of
01/22/2019
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Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

Results

Actions

inequality and why it is unjust according to Rousseau
(paragraph 1), what he thought the origins of inequality to
be (paragraph 2), and provide your opinion of Rousseau’s
arguments (paragraph 3): is Rousseau right?
Answer:
Paragraph 1:
Rousseau’s "Discourse on the Origin of Inequality" or
"Second Discourse" was written as a submission to an essay
contest which asked: What is the origin of inequality among
people, and is it authorized by natural law? Rousseau
distinguishes between two types of inequality: (1) natural or
physical inequality, and (2) ethical or political inequality.
Natural inequalities consist of differences in physical
strength and perhaps mental quickness, and are, for
Rousseau, unimportant. Rousseau agrees with Hobbes in
thinking that human beings are basically equal in natural
endowments: as Hobbes grimly noted, even the weakest
person can kill the strongest with cunning or luck. Moral
inequalities consist of differences in social rank or status,
wealth, and power. Rousseau argues that such inequalities
exist only in political or civil society; they are not natural
inequalities and as such are not just. Rousseau argues that
modern political or civil society is an unjust imposition by
the powerful on the weak, its true purpose being to
maintain their wealth and status.
Paragraph 2:
How did modern civil or political societies and their unjust
inequalities emerge? Like Hobbes, Rousseau begins by
imagining human beings in a “state of nature.” Yet unlike
Hobbes, Rousseau argues that the state of nature was not
one of perpetual war which in time prompted rational
human beings into contracting an absolute state. Instead,
Rousseau claims that the state of nature was one of peace,
happiness, and equality. Hobbes was mistaken in thinking
that human beings in the state of nature would be selfish
01/22/2019
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Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

Results

Actions

and motivated by desire for power into constant war. These
qualities, Rousseau claims, are the products of society, not
its causes: our modern and unequal societies make us
selfish but we are not naturally so. Instead, Rousseau
argues that human beings are naturally compassionate and
motivated by regard for self-preservation (amour de soi)
and not a selfish desire for status (amour proper). Yet
human beings in the state of nature had one additional
quality, Rousseau claims, that is, perfectibility: the ability to
learn and improve. This last quality, in addition to accidents
of nature, eventually pushed human beings to live together
and form societies. Rousseau argues that these primate
societies were at first happy, yet living together, human
beings began to compare themselves and their healthy selfregard was corrupted into a selfish desire for esteem from
others; this lead to (1) competition; (2) hatred; and (3) an
urge for power, all of which are unnatural, and all which,
Rousseau concludes, resulted in the unequal and unjust
societies of today.
Paragraph 3:
Students must state their opinion and provide at least two
reasons.
Students with essays resembling the above were given a
25/25 score; partial credit was given for a partial answer,
e.g., 24/25, 23/25, 22/25, etc. (03/02/2018)
% of Success for this SLO: 85
Faculty Assessment Leader: Karl Striepe
Faculty Contributing to Assessment:
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