California Community College Anthropology Annual Teachers Conference

Friday, January 16, 2004 - Saturday, January 17, 2005

San Luis Obispo, CA

Friday, January 16, 2004

The issue of the on-line anthropology issue at UC Berkeley was addressed by Jo Rainie Rodgers. There is much support for our colleagues who teach on-line anthropology. Don and Roberta Lenkeit are preparing a letter from the group that will express this support. 

Saturday, January 17, 2004

A.
IMPAC Issues: Scott Lukas presented on the goals of the IMPAC project. A number of questions were answered. One of the issues that came up was the CANing of regional courses or special topics that might be popular. It was explained that such courses would typically not be CANned. Discussion also included the types of courses that should be taught at the lower division level in anthropology as well as which courses are generally upper division in the CSU and UC systems. Another topic raised was whether IMPAC dealt with only transfer courses or others as well.  

B.
CAN Courses: A review of last year’s CAN efforts was presented. The group then shifted focus to the possibilities of CANing additional courses this year. These include:

1. Medical Anthropology—Though there was some support for this class, the group suggested that only UC Riverside offers it at the lower division level.

2. Myth, Magic and Religion—There is much support for this course. One question included the concern that it could overlap with World Religions, typically taught in religion, philosophy and theology programs. The group confirmed that this course is much different in content, application of methods and approaches than World Religions. Phil Stein will be completing a sample course description for this class. There was much support for CANing the class. 

3. Native Americans—A review of the current anthropology CCC chart revealed that this class is taught at many of the CCCs. Scott Lukas noted that he would update the chart to include courses from LA Pierce College—Anthro 145 (Sophomore Seminar), Anthro 125 (Folklore), Anthro 109 (Gender), and Introduction to Archaeology (Anthro 103 replaced by Anthro 106—3 hours lecture and 2 hours lab). The group is supportive of CANing this particularly class, especially as it relates to a regional focus. George Rodgers will lead the work on the sample descriptor.

4. Peoples of the World—Discussion of this class included the suggestion that it is mostly offered at the upper division level, though some exceptions are present. UC Santa Barbara offers it with 35 culture areas. Because of interest in the topic, an exploratory group will consider this class. One individual said that the class would probably involve both contemporary and historic cultures of the world. 

5. Applied Anthropology—Some individuals have interest in looking at applied anthropology. Unfortunately, even a number of the four-year institutions to not have staffing to offer this class. 

6. Diversity—Discussion of a diversity class was had. The class would focus on contemporary diversity issues. One concern was that the class could overlap with the Race and Ethnicity course taught in sociology.

C.
A.A. In Anthropology: The members considered the offering of A.A. degrees in Anthropology. There was support for developing A.A.s in the CCCs. Apparently Ohlone College’s new A.A. in Anthropology was initiated at the administrative level. The idea that anthropology fulfills general curricular requirements was addressed. By majoring in anthropology a student can enter any number of fields.

D.
Certificates in Anthropology: Some suggested that offering certificates in anthropology is a good strategy for developing the curriculum on campus. It was noted that a certificate less than 18 units allows local approval without state review.

E.
Marketing and Outreach: A very interesting consideration of strategies of increasing the visibility of anthropology in the CCCs was initiated by Phil Stein and Rob Edwards. At LA Pierce one of these is to develop more visual presence of anthropology in the college catalog and schedule of classes. The problem of large course offerings in the discipline was spoken to especially as one-person departments are affected. Finally, some of the members suggested involving SACC—the section of the AAA dealing with community colleges—in this issue.

F.
SLOs in Anthropology: A presentation offered the consideration of how anthropologists might adapt to the focus on SLOs—student learning outcomes—that is present in the new accreditation standards. There was some support for developing this focus, however a number of concerns were raised, including, the possibility that SLOs could be used to impact tenure decisions, the idea that many anthropological concepts—like “culture”—cannot be quantified in the SLO framework, and that the use of the new standards will impose curricular changes on anthropologists. Scott Lukas will check to see if other disciplines in IMPAC are developing SLOs for their curriculum. 

G.
Teaching Strategies: Don and Roberta Lenkeit led a lively and informative consideration of pedagogical strategies in anthropology. They offered a hands-on demonstration of their string figures activity that is used to stress the concept of anthropological rapport. A number of the anthropologists stressed the work of SACC as it relates to teaching strategies. Scott Lukas mentioned the resource Strategies in Teaching Anthropology (Prentice-Hall, three volumes). Finally, participants shared a good teaching strategy with the rest of the group.

H.
Next Year: The group will coordinate next year’s seminar. It was agreed that the central location of San Luis Obispo is ideal and that the timing of the event is also convenient. Members also thanked Julie Adams and IMPAC for helping to fund this year’s conference. 

