2015-2016 Annual Program Assessment Report

Please submit report to your department chair or program coordinator, the Associate Dean of your College, and to james.solomon@csun.edu, Director of the Office of Academic Assessment and Program Review, by September 30, 2016. You may, but are not required to, submit a separate report for each program, including graduate degree programs, which conducted assessment activities, or you may combine programs in a single report.  Please identify your department/program in the file name for your report.

College:  Social and Behavioral Sciences
Department: Anthropology
Program: 

Assessment liaison:  Christina Campbell
1. Please check off whichever is applicable:

A.  ___X_____  Measured student work.

B.  ___X____  Analyzed results of measurement.

C.  ________  Applied  results of analysis to program review/curriculum/review/revision.

2. Overview of Annual Assessment Project(s).  On a separate sheet, provide a brief overview of this year’s assessment activities, including:
· an explanation for why your department chose the assessment activities (measurement, analysis, and/or application) that it enacted
· if your department implemented assessment option A, identify which program SLOs were assessed (please identify the SLOs in full), in which classes and/or contexts, what assessment instruments were used and the methodology employed, the resulting scores, and the relation between this year’s measure of student work and that of past years: (include as an appendix any and all relevant materials that you wish to include)
· if your department implemented assessment option B, identify what conclusions were drawn from the analysis of measured results, what changes to the program were planned in response, and the relation between this year’s analyses and past and future assessment activities
· if your department implemented option C, identify the program modifications that were adopted, and the relation between program modifications and past and future assessment activities 
· in what way(s) your assessment activities may reflect the university’s commitment to diversity in all its dimensions but especially with respect to underrepresented groups
· any other assessment-related information you wish to include, including SLO revision (especially to ensure continuing alignment between program course offerings and both program and university student learning outcomes), and/or the creation and modification of new assessment instruments
3.     Preview of planned assessment activities for next year.  Include a brief description and explanation of how next year’s assessment will contribute to a continuous program of ongoing assessment.

The goals of the 2015-2016 assessment were as follows:

A. 
Directly assess 1 PLO related to evolutionary theory at the undergraduate level (this goal is specific to 2015-16)
B. 
Continue assessing PLOs relating to effective communication at the undergraduate and graduate levels (this goal is addressed every year as a secondary goal)
Measured student work


A.
Program SLOs

1. Undergraduate SLOs assessed:

SLO 2: “Explain the evolutionary process, particularly as it relates to primate and specifically hominin evolution"
SLO 10: "Develop effective communication using anthropological standards"
Graduate SLOs assessed:  
SLO 11: "Communicate effectively using anthropological standards"

B.
Classes/contexts

1. UG PLO 2 was assessed in three courses taught in 15-16:




a. Anth  151
Introduction to Physical Anthropology [Fall 15]



b. Anth 453
Human Paleontology [Fall 15]


2. 
UG PLO 10/G PLO 11 was assessed in one course taught in 15-16:



a. Anth 474 
Quantitative Methods in Anthropology

2. UG PLO 10/G PLO 11 was assessed in one course taught in 15-16:

a. Anth 474 
Quantitative Methods in Anthropology


C.
Instruments/methodology

Direct assessment of the SLO in the two courses was conducted 

(see below)


D.
Analysis and results


(see below)

Anthropology Assessment 2015-16: Summary
Anthropology assessment activities in the 2015-16 year followed the protocols outlined in the revision of SLOS of 2011-12, the departmental program review conducted in 2012-14, and the resultant MOU.  Through this process the Anthropology Program Assessment Plan 2011-2016 was established, defining targets for assessment and associated instruments.  In general, the plan laid out goals for assessment as follows:

AY 2015-16
Direct Assessment (using signature assignments) of the 3 PLOs* for the undergraduate program and 1 PLO for the graduate program decided upon early in the Fall of 2015.   *at the time we created the plan the acronym was SLO but this has since changed to PLO to reflect the emphasis on programmatic learning outcimes -- thus, we are now referring to learning outcomes as PLOs.
In the Fall of 2015 the department identified the following undergraduate (UG) PLOs for assessment:

PLO 2: “Explain the evolutionary process, particularly as it relates to primate and specifically hominin evolution"
PLO 10: "Develop effective communication using anthropological standards"
Per the protocol, the following graduate (G) PLO was assessed as part of a multi-year effort:

G PLO 10: "Communicate effectively using anthropological standards"
The rationale for selection of these SLOs was as follows:

a) Anthropology undergraduate PLOs 1-5 pertain to specific areas of knowledge in disciplinary subfields.  There had not been testing of any of the biological based PLOs for a while, and as evolutionary theory is central to Anthropology, it was determined that assessing the PLO related to this would help us determine whether our students are gaining sufficient knowledge in this area at the lower and upper division levels.
b)  Experimental assessment of G PLO 11 has taken place in earlier years.  Traditionally this has occurred in Anth 698B, which is in effect the graduate capstone course for students in Year 2.  This has allowed us to evaluate the status of our “departing” students but provides limited data as to programmatic effectiveness.  In the Spring of 2016, a new course – ANTH 474 – was taught for the first time, allowing us to assess  UG PLO 10/G PLO 11* in a slight different manner with both undergraduate and graduate students.     *PLO 10 UG and PLO 11 G are the same.
Two different instruments were employed in direct assessment.

a) UG PLO 2: Signature assignment [Appendix A]

At the beginning of the Fall semester, students in Anth 151 and 453 were asked to describe the major tenets of Charles Darwin’s Natural Selection theory. In Anth 151, the students were asked the same question at the end of the semester.  Their answers were graded by the same person (Campbell) and given a score out of 5.  Pre- and post- answers were compared directly.  In the upper division of Anth 453, students were asked a slightly different question at the end of the semester as their knowledge of evolutionary theory was expected to be at a higher level.  They were asked to apply the theory of Natural Selection to explain the evolution of brain size over the course of the evolutionary history of hominins (the taxonomic group to which humans belong).   Their answers to this question were again graded by Campbell, and given a score out of 5. Their scores were compared to the more general question given at the beginning of the semester.
b) UG PLO 10 and G PLO 11:
In Anth 474 students submitted weekly reading summaries through Turnitin.com.  Due to the ongoing concern of plagiarism, their turnitin originality scores were compared over the course of the year.  Students were informed at the beginning of the semester that the goal would be for them to reduce their originality score – indicating that they were increasingly using their own words in their written assignments.
Results
PLO 2 (see Figure 1).

Pre- and post-test results in Anth 151 did not differ significantly (t =  -0.70, P> 0.05).  There is a possibility that this is because the pre-test question was not given early enough in the semester and the students may have already received information on evolutionary theory.   Pre-test questions in the upper division, Anth 453, were significantly higher (t = -1.72, P < 0.05) than those at the lower division level suggesting that by the time they reach the upper division students have achieved the desired level of knowledge.  The post-test answers in Anth 453 were significantly higher than the pre-test (t = -2.41, P < 0.05), suggesting that this class does meet this PLO successfully.
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UG PLO 10/ G PLO 11 (see figure 2)

The analysis of originality scores in Anth 474 are somewhat hampered by the small number of students in each category (4 undergraduates and 7 graduates).  However, there was a clear indication that graduate students had lower originality scores as would be expected.
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Figure 2: Assessment of UG PLO 10/G PLO 11
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3.     Preview of planned assessment activities for next year.  Include a brief description and explanation of how next year’s assessment will contribute to a continuous program of ongoing assessment.

The following assessment activities are scheduled for this year as outlined in the Anthropology Program Assessment Plan 2011-2016:

AY 2016-17
Direct Assessment (using signature assignments) of the X PLOs for the undergraduate program and X PLOs for the graduate program decided upon in Fall 16.

Reassessment of PLO 2, based on the fact that there was no difference between pre and post results.

Spring 2016
Review the current PLOs to realign them so that each can be evaluated in all of the three subfields of Anthropology, thus reducing the overall number of PLOs.
In line with the revised university assessment protocols, the following procedures will also be taking place:
A.   Measure student work.

B.   Analysis of results of measurement.

Step “B” in 2015-16 will consist of 
1. Comparison of statistical results of SLO2 with data from 2015-16
2. Determination based on these results if changes to our curriculum is needed to ensure that students achieve desired foundational knowledge of basic evolutionary theory.
3. Preparation for application of analysis for our upcoming program review.
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