
Annual Assessment 2019-2020 
 

The purpose of SAC-level assessment at PCC is to identify the levels of student achievement of 

course- or program-level outcomes in the name of improving those levels of achievement.  The 

second part of that process is the reassessment of an outcome that has been assessed in a 

previous year. 

In an initial assessment of an outcome, a SAC should identify any areas of student achievement 

of an outcome that could be improved.  The SAC should then target those areas with a teaching 

strategy appropriate to its discipline during the reassessment year.  The reassessment of the 

outcome then determines if the strategy was effective by measuring any changes to student 

achievement.   

This process, of assessing, analyzing, creating a teaching strategy, and reassessing, is called 

"closing the loop."  It is how assessment can be useful for instructors and, by extension, for 

students. 

On completing the form, please e-mail it to learningassessment@pcc.edu. 

Note that questions marked with an asterisk* indicate that the accompanying help document 

includes information relevant to that question. 

The planning section that follows is to be completed and submitted Fall Term.  If your SAC is 

unable to complete it in fall, please fill out the planning section when completing the final report 

in spring.* 

Planning Section: To be completed and submitted in Fall Term 

SAC Assessment Contact: 

Name  e-mail  

Mary Courtis mcourtis@pcc.edu 

 

1. What SAC do you represent? 
Anthropology 
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2. What outcome(s) do you plan to assess? 
The SAC plans to assess the following course outcome for ATH 101 Introduction to 

Biological Anthropology classes. 

 

1. Discuss basic concepts and methods in biological anthropology 

 

3. What course(s) will your assessment focus on? 

Two or three sections of ATH 101 Introduction to Biological Anthropology in winter term 

 

4a. How will you sample student work?* 
Student work will be a term paper assignment submitted to the instructor online. 

 

4b. Will the student work be part of the regular graded assignments for the  

course(s)?* 
yes 

 

5. How will you redact student work (i.e. make it anonymous)?* 
Features such as the student’s name will be crossed out or removed from the term paper 



 

6. Will your project be a direct or indirect assessment of student work?  (Include an 

explanation if relevant.)* 
Direct assessment 

 

7. In what term(s) will you collect student work? 

Winter 2020 

 

8. Briefly describe the purpose or goal of this project.  In other words, what are you 

hoping to learn? 
The anthropology SAC intends to collect data on whether or not students can accurately 

discuss basic concepts (such as evolution) and methods (such as fossil analysis) in biological 

anthropology in their term paper.   

 

9. In general terms, describe the assessment project for the year.  What steps will you 

take in carrying out the project?* 

1. A new online tutorial and “ask a librarian” discussion forum will be added to one ATH 

101 online course winter term to assist students to write their term paper. 

2. Other online ATH 101 courses offered winter term will not have this tutorial and 

discussion forum added to the class. 

3. The same term paper and signature assignment will be completed by students in 2-3 

online ATH 101 classes winter term 

4. Copies of the completed term papers will have identifying markers removed or crossed 

out before any distribution of the term papers are made.   

5. The term papers will be divided into 2 groups: one group will be the papers from 

students who were in the class with the tutorial and the discussion forum embedded in 

the class, and the other group will be term papers from students who did not have 

access to an online tutorial or librarian discussion forum embedded in the class. 



6. The anthropology SAC will assess the term papers during the spring 2020 SAC 

meeting to see how well they met the ATH 101 course outcomes.  The SAC will 

engage in a norming session and compare the term papers of both groups to see if the 

embedded tutorial and the librarian discussion forum results in more students writing 

term papers which met the targeted course outcome. 

7. The results of this assessment will help inform the SAC’s decision about whether 

tutorials and a library discussion forum embedded in online classes improves the 

number of students who meet the course outcome. 

 

 

10a. What are the benchmarks (minimum acceptable level of student outcome 

achievement)?* 

Level 2 of the assignment scoring rubric.  This indicates a satisfactory paper where the student 

identifies and discusses basic concepts in biological anthropology in their term paper. 

 

10b. What percentage or frequency of students do you hope to see achieve the 

benchmarks?* 

70% of students or higher will score 2 or higher on the assignment scoring rubric. 

 

11. Describe the tools (e.g. rubrics, checklists, standardized exams) you will use in the 

project to evaluate student work. 

The term paper is a signature assignment and has a scoring rubric associated with it.  Faculty 

will use this rubric to score and assess student work for the norming session in the spring SAC. 

 

Scoring Criteria: 

 exceptional-- 5 points 

good—4 points 

 satisfactory--3 points 

 developing-2 points 

 not satisfactory--1 point 

 absent--0 points 



1. The student accurately discusses the concept of evolution from an anthropological 

perspective (5 possible points). 

2. The student accurately discusses the social context of the discovery, excavation 

and study of an important prehistoric skeleton (5 possible points), 

3. The student accurately discusses different legal, political or ethical considerations 

related to the discovery, excavation and study of a prehistoric skeleton and their 

impact on individuals, groups or communities (5 possible points). 

4. The student accurately uses and cites information from scholarly and relevant 

sources (5 possible points). 

5. The student accurately applies anthropological concepts, theories and methods to 

describe the discovery and excavation of a prehistoric skeleton (5 possible points). 

6. The student provides appropriate and concrete examples to support their view (5 

possible points). 

7. The student accurately conducts a comparative analysis of the cultural meaning 

and significance of different grave goods associated with the prehistoric skeleton 

(5 possible points). 

8. The student accurately describes the impact of power structures or legal systems 

on the discovery, excavation and continuing study of a prehistoric skeleton (5 

possible points) 

9. The student writes in full sentences, spells accurately and uses correct grammar 

and formatting (5 possible points). 

10. The student critically reflects on ethical issues related to the study of prehistoric 

skeletons or examines ways indigenous cultures and scientists could work together 

more cooperatively in the future (5 possible points). 

 

 

12. Describe how the SAC will ensure that the evaluation of student work is consistent 

(e.g. norming rubrics, verifying inter-rater reliability.)* 
A norming rubric will be provided to the SAC members as part of the norming session at the 

spring SAC.    This rubric is as follows: 

 

1.  Student minimally identifies basic concepts and methods in biological anthropology in 

their paper.  This is indicated by a score of 34 or less on the assignment scoring rubric. 

2. Student satisfactorily identifies and discusses basic concepts and methods in biological 

anthropology in their paper. This level is indicated by a score of 35-44 on the 

assignment scoring rubric. 

3. Student identifies, discusses and applies basic concepts in biological anthropology in a 

good or excellent manner their paper. This level is indicated by a score of 45-50 on the 

assignment scoring rubric. 

 

 

 
 



13. If the results of the project indicate a need for additional instruction on the 

outcome in the future (i.e. during the reassessment year), what are possible steps 

the SAC might take to help students improve outcome achievement?* 
The SAC might include an online tutorial or a “ask a librarian” discussion forum for additional 

classes or spend more time covering important concepts and methods in biological 

anthropology if the results of the assessment suggest that more than 70% of students did not 

meet the benchmark. 

 

14. Different SACs and individuals have different training in assessment.  Your LAC 

coach is available to help with any step.  What might you need help with moving 

forward? 

Feedback from my coach on this draft. 

 

*STOP*  This concludes the planning portion of the form. 

 

Please save this document and submit it to learningassessment@pcc.edu by December 2, 2019. 

 

In the spring, complete the reporting section that continues on the next page. 
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Annual Assessment Report 2019-2020 
 

The purpose of SAC-level assessment at PCC is to identify the levels of student achievement of 

course- or program-level outcomes in the name of improving those levels of achievement.  The 

first part of that process is the initial assessment of an outcome. 

If this is a reassessment of an outcome that your SAC assessed previously, please use the Annual 

Reassessment Report instead. 

On completing the form, please e-mail it to learningassessment@pcc.edu. 

Note that questions marked with an asterisk* indicate that the accompanying help document 

includes information relevant to that question. 

If your SAC was unable to complete the planning section, above, during Fall Term, please fill 

that section out before completing the following end-of-year report. 

15. Were any changes made to the assessment plan submitted in Fall Term?  If so, 

please briefly describe them. 
SAC meeting and norming session in the spring was done remotely. 

 

16. Please provide an executive summary of your results; include only key data points 

and your overall findings regarding student learning. 

All faculty who reviewed the ATH 101 papers from winter term agreed that the library tutorial 

improved student learning of basic concepts about evolution and biological anthropology.  

Students who completed the library tutorial and had access to the discussion forum to contact 

the librarian, scored higher on the grading scale and met the minimum benchmark more 

consistently than students who did not have access to these resources. 

 

17a. What were the benchmarks levels (minimum acceptable level of student 

achievement of the outcome) for the project?* 

 The minimum acceptable level was 35-44 score on the term paper. 
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17b. What percentage or frequency of students achieved the benchmark levels?* 

  100% of the students who completed the tutorial and had access to the librarian online met 

the benchmark level.  In contrast, 70% of the students who did not complete the tutorial or 

have access to a librarian online did not meet the benchmark level. 

 

18. Please accompany your report with the actual results of your project as an 

appendix (i.e. along with this report, send the project results themselves as a 

spreadsheet or document) if possible.  If that is not possible, please explain.* 

 

 All faculty who participated in the norming session agreed that the papers that 

were submitted by students with access to the tutorial and the discussion forums 

were superior to the ones submitted by students who did not have access to these 

resources. The conclusion was that the additional resources benefited students. 

Below is a comparison of the scores received by students in both categories. 

 

Papers with tutorial/forum                                      Papers without tutorial/forum 

 

scoring range: 40-46 points                                   scoring range:  19-39 points 

 

mean score:  43 points                                          mean score: 29 points 

 

   

 

19. How was student work redacted (i.e. made anonymous)?* 
This work was part of the college assessment project for winter term.  Names and identifying 

markers were stripped out as part of this process. 



 

20. In general terms, describe the level of SAC involvement in the project (e.g. were 

both PT and FT faculty involved in contributing and/or scoring student work?  Did 

all instructors or a representative sample of instructors contribute student work to 

be evaluated?)  Identify any barriers to participation within the SAC. 

4 part time faculty and 1 full time faculty member were involved in the project.  Besides 

having to do the work remotely, there were no other barriers to participation. 

 

21. Were potential benefits to student learning identified as a result of the assessment 

project?  How will the SAC use the information during the reassessment of the 

outcome in the future (i.e. “closing the loop.”)* 

The presence of an online tutorial improved student learning and comprehension of evolution 

and biological anthropology concepts.  Since other classes at PCC also require students to 

demonstrate a knowledge of evolution or engage in library research to write papers, the skills 

students learned in ATH 101 will benefit them in other courses. 

 

During the winter of 2021,  the same assessment project will be repeated to gather more data 

about the effectiveness of the tutorial and discussion forum for online classes.   

 

 

 

22. Please explain how results have been shared, or will be shared, with members of 

your SAC. 
Results were shared by email with other members of the SAC. 

 



23. Please comment briefly on any changes to the assessment process that would lead 

to more meaningful results. 

The process seemed to work well. 

 

24. Based on your experience with assessment this year, are there any areas that you 

might want help with from your LAC coach? 
I will contact Nora Stevens with questions that might come up in the next phase. 

 

25. Is there anything else you want to share with reviewers about your assessment 

project that has not been captured in the form? 
no 

 

 
Please submit your report to learningassessment@pcc.edu by June 30, 2020. 
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