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Dear members of the ASCC SBS Panel,

Attached you will find the revised proposal for the revision to the graduate program in Anthropology. The revised proposal takes into account all your suggestions, and once again we are thankful for the support and feedback we received from the panel. Below, you will find a summary of the changes made, to facilitate the revision process.
Please let me know if there is any other information we can provide about the proposal.
Mark Hubbe

PROPOSAL FEEDBACK AND ASSOCIATED REVISIONS
[bookmark: _Hlk63776407]Panel suggestion: Include more narrative discussion of the program learning outcomes.
Revisions to the proposal:  Narratives for the curricular goals have been added to the proposal on pages 6 and 7 of the proposal. These narratives now articulate better the important benchmarks of success that the Faculty identified for graduated PhDs of our program. 
Panel Suggestion: Some of the intended goals of the revision will not be thoroughly assessed with the current plan. For example, one of the goals of the revision was to prepare students for a wider range of careers. The assessment plan could include exit and alumni surveys to evaluate the success of this goal. 
Revisions to the proposal:  The assessment section (pages 8 and 9) has been entirely revised. Following the suggestion from the panel and the example from the WGSS Curriculum & Assessment, the assessment plan will follow a strategic approach, evaluating the different learning outcomes throughout the coursework and non-coursework activities. This is detailed on page 7 as well as on the revised curricular map (pages 19-22). Also following the suggestion from the panel, the revised proposal defines the tools that will be used in the assessment at different levels of the program (including where rubrics will be created and exit interviews) and identifies the direct and indirect measurements of success that will be used by the program. 
Panel Suggestion: The Panel suggests using rubric-based assessment for candidacy or oral exams. 
Revisions to the proposal: See answer to previous suggestion. Rubrics will be created for the benchmark evaluations in the program. 

Feedback to course syllabi:
Anthropology 7001, 7002, 7003
Panel contingency: The course goals provided are nearly identical to the program goals. It does not seem possible that one course accomplishes nearly all the learning goals of the entire program. The connection of the course content to program goals may be helpful for assessment, but the course goals should be tailored to the course and articulated in terms of the course content.
Revisions to the syllabi: The goals for each of the theory classes have been revised to fit the topic and content of the courses. Moreover, all syllabi have been revised to focus on those learning objectives that will be assessed in each of the courses.
All other recommendations have been incorporated as suggested by the panel.

Anthropology 7720
Panel contingency: Clarify the variability of the credit hours. In what situations would the course be 3 or 4 credit hours? How are these credit hours determined? Is it variable by semester or by student?
Revisions to the syllabi: this was a mistake made when we uploaded the new syllabus. The course will always be offered for 4 credits (3 credits of coursework + 1 credit of class observations).

Anthropology 5005 and 5050
Panel comment:  It is unclear what the rationale is to change the course from the 8000-level to the 5000-level. It does not appear that there is a significant change in course content, readings, or evaluation. 
Panel comment: Since this course is new for undergraduates, the Panel suggests requesting concurrence from Statistics or making the course more easily distinguishable in content (e.g., by including disciplinary specification in the course title). 
Panel comment: The Panel recommends including prerequisites for this course. As it stands, any student would be eligible to enroll in this course. 
Reply: After consultation with the Faculty, we decided not to offer these courses as part of the graduate program. Instead, we transformed them into method electives (see pages 10 and 11 of proposal for details), which will offer to the students more flexibility in the choice of courses to take. In that way, students can fit the curriculum better to their research goals and take full advantage of the vast number of analytical and methods courses offered on campus. 

