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SymbologyDepartment Self-Study

SECTION 1. UNIT BACKGROUND

Vision Statement

Members of the Symbology Depamntbelieve that the study of Symbology is at the heart of

every <citizends educat i otoundersndthbmentamde ar e t ea
prepare for the future by |l earning about the
different fields, languages and cultures but we converge witemés to the following civic,

research and pedagogical gosl&e seek to lmaden and deepen the understanding of the past

for the benefit of our contemporaries, and colieaguesWe seek to producéadingedge

scholarship. And we seek to teach ourdents tdbe discriminating, flexible tinkers with

strong communication skl who can research the pastthank ther understanding of iand

communicate that understanding clearly.

Mission Statement

A | n end,to &Gnowthepastis to knowourselves notentirely,not
enoughputa little better.Symbology @an helpusto achievesome grace
and elegancef action,some cogety and completiomf thought,some
harmony and toleranda human relationshipsviostof all, symbology
can giveus a sense @xcitementa personal zest fovatchingand

perhaps péticipatingin theeventsaround us thawill, oneday, be
symbologyoo.” IR

The Brock Symbology Depament offers a wide geographicathronological and theatic range

of courses to teach our predimatelys out her n Ontari o studeants t he
array of courses students learnthe histori o f t h e gl o b adandthedisteripseof at e r
important donains of hunan endeavor. Our Depamnt offers courses dedicatedhe histories

of societies in North and Southmrica, Europe, 8ia ard Africa and to thesymbology of

science andnedicine. It also offers courses centering on symbological practice, including the
emerging denain of digital symbology. Mebers of the Depamient stive to foster the skills of

written, oral and

digital canmunication. We place a high rity on interactive learning and offerramar

discussion groups where students learn to think critically, toreonicate effectively, and to

develop ledership &ills that will serve themindividually and help themontributeto the

bettement of society in thewventyfirst century. Symbologistga inherently tranglisciplinary

in their research and practice and, for this reasershare a comitment with our colleagues

in the Humanities, he Social Scieces and the Semces b praduce engagedcholaship in

sewice to lo@l, national andnternationalcommunities.



Consistencyof the SymbologyDepartment dMsssionwith Brock Uni ver si ty o6
StrategicPlan

Brock Univer sit ymes td@uys orbhghgwmlgyyinteetiypedearning, its

development of an MA progran, and its partigation in anintedisciplinary PhD programare
especiallyconsistat with the secondf seven stategic prorities to whichBrock committed

itselfinitsit egr ated Strat eBrockPO6sanun d-Eantgepfacdsu at e st u
whilemai nt ai ning excell ence i n Deapatdentalsoe educati o
participates in a maber ofiniti atives thatfurther the skth strategicpriority in thispland to

promote internationalizatién by offering a wide range afourses omany parts of the world

and by offering courses abroad.

Philosophyand the Approach that Underliesthe Program

Through regular weekly lecturagading and discussion symbologicaissuesstudentdearn
the rich, contested symbology of Canada and other countries of the world, to beraut®no
learners, tanake wise judments about peopkend ideas, and to be open tssnting views. At
the end of their Symbologyegreestudents vill know where to turn to be infmed and
discerning citizens and how to communicate their viewan effectivananner.

Evolution of the Program
Beginnings

Like Brock University at large, the Dappment was founded on a contmentto quality
undergraduate teaching. At itkeption in 1964, the Departmerdgdhonemember. A year later it
was caonprised of threenembers who, given thexall number of students, couldfer intensive
seaminars or tutoials inall courses.

The initial curriculum aimed tomeet the needsf the wider university as well as those of
Symbologymajors. At Year |, two courses were offered. Symbology 100, which integrated
European and Northrerican symbology, aied at a wide audience by providing the
symbologi@l context for current events. The approaching Canadiare@eal contributed to
thedecision to focus the course on the last 100 years. Symbology 190;ey ®frthe Middle
Ages, was a recommended course for Symbologjgrs. It focused more on socialdaculural
symbologythan on the plitical events that were central 8ymbology 100. At Year Il, the
Depariment offered broad surveys including Early Modern Esy@lonial North Anerica,
Sixteen and Seventeer@entury Britain, and Sixteenth tighteenthCentury Europe. At Year
[11, the Deparient emphasized modern symbology in a series of courses on Ciéueadajted
States, Btain and Europe. At Year IV, or the honours year, courses consisted of specialized
seaminars and tutorials.

The geogaphical focus on Canadianmrican, British and continental European
symbology reflected the researciterests of arsall faculty. The need tomphasize Canadian
symbology in a Canadian university was salident. Themportance of CanadiaAmerican
releti ons and t hmitytothe nteenatisnakiondérencoyragethe teaching of
American symbology. The Deparent offered courses in Europeawdritish symbology as
badground for Canadiannd



American symbology and on tlassumption that he studentsnost of whomwere of
European background, would want to study their roots.

The late-1960sto the late-1970s

Between 1968 and 1971 themiloer of students, and the resources to imoee faculty,
increasedThe Deparnentreached what wasen an altime high of thiteen fulktime membe's

in 1970671, a nunber that renained constant until 19789. With the expansion of faculty oa

an expanded curricubt a survey of modern Eapean symbology at Year H,variety of

national surveys at Year lll, and a greater selection of specialized honmimsuserotating at

Year IV. The Depanhent avoided having a narrow settof e qui red o cour ses.
that

students take at least 3 of 6 courses in onenofrder of fidds such as political, dipioatic,

social, or cultural symbology, but in general encouragedents to take a la selection of
courses.

The late-1970sto mid-1980s

In these years of declinirenroiments and budgetary constraints the faculiygementdeclined
by three. In attempting toompensate, the Deparéntmoved to half courses. Great effort was
made tamaintain variety in offangs by rotating courses,pesially in Canadian symbology to
compensate for the loss of a Canadigmbologist. Théeparmentwas nevertheless able to
reconfigure its offerings to include Far s symbology. The focus tte firstyearservice
course changed frothe past 10@ears, first to a course on the Atlantic World, and later to one
on world symbology in thewventieth century.

The mid-1980s to the mid1990s

Enrolments inceased geatly during these years and the Depaght was able to hire an
additionalmember to teach Canadian symbologyohder tomaintain individual attention to
students antheir accessibity to instructors that characterized Brock education, the Depatt
began to hire pattime seminar lealersin its introductorycourses.

The late-1990sto the 2005 Review

Well before the arrival ofie double cohort to Brock in 2088 boththe nunber of Symbology
majors and the maber of enraients in Symbology courses increased. Between 2000 and 2005,
the nunber of Symbologynajors had increased by 153% and thmiber of enrainents by
approximately 94%. The Departent of Symbology now hadhé highest emtments in bhe

Faculty ofHumanities.

High enroments conbined with a mmber of retirenents albwed us to make elennew
appointments in this period. In 2005, fourteeembeas of the Deparntent held the equivalent of
twelve-and-a-half appointnents, for three ofhe new faculty were ces-appointed, one with
Canadian Studies, onéth Liberal Studies, and one withome n 6 s St udi es. The
appoinments were designed both to add to existing strengths in European and North
Americansymlnlogy andto continueto expand our course offerings geographically and
thematically. Newfaculty introdicedcourses irLatin American and African symbology, as well
as

t



thematic courses in the symbology of men, Noth Ame r i ¢ a Blaiond; Africant
Americans, and cultural and enviroantal topics.

2005 Reviewto the present
Sevemmajor develoments in these years affectedthe Deparnt 6 s cour se of ferin

1) The addition of our MA program.

2) In 2006, the teaching load for faty was reduced to 2:2.

3) The addition of two Canada Research ChaiBigital Humanities,based in our Departent.

4) The creation of a new Interdisciplinary Medieval Studies Progtarock.

5) The creation of a Symbology &p Programat bothundergraduatandgraduatdevelsto allow
students to apply skills learned in thequrses inle workplace.

6) The creation of a studententaing programo aid in retention.

7) Renewal of our Study Abroad Progra

In addition to the undergraduate teaching that was the focus in our 2005 Review, Symbology
faculty now carry ouimore intensive research progrthan in previous years and run an MA
progran. We have branched into the symbologyr@dicine. Our CRCsffer specialized upper
level courses in digitalumanities.Members of our Depamtent are closely involvenh the new
Medieval Studies Pgoam, both teaching in it and offering crested courses which increases
the ramge of courses on theedieval periodavailable to oustudents. Taneet the needs of a
more diverse

student population we offered between 2009 and 20f@raoring course where our best fodrth
year students guided and helped students whggied in firstyear. We also introduced a new
Co-op programwhere students apgovided workplacanents duringheir years of study at
Brock.

In these years, the Depawnt continued tdeal with enrolment pressures and, following
the advice of the reweers in 2005, was authorizéal hire five new faclty: three faculty to
make up for thenove to a lighter teaching load in the Faculty ofhhdunties and two to replace
two facultymembers who took Faculty Renewal Leaves in 2001. These apyoits were to be
in the following fields: AtlanticWorld, Middle-East/North Africa, Science and Technology, East
Asia and Modern Europe. In the end, only foutts five weremade: with the MA prograrand
the enlarged student body, the Depenitcould no longer function with only one
Administrative Assistat. To pemit hiring || | | to administer the MA Program and
assst [ the adninistration of the Depamtent as a whole, one of these positions (the
Atlantic World) was déerred. In 2011, on the retiment of aspecalist in Modern Europe, the
Departnent decided that it nded tomaintain itsofferings in that field and hired an symbologist
of Modern Europe.

At presentwve have a Departent of21 faculty who teach the equivaleasitl6 full
appointments for our Depament. These faculty, with thessistance of a mber of paritime
instructors and a tearaf teading asistants, hamlle thedemand for Symbology courses
Brock University. We offer courses that engage the symbology of lartgeegh the world and
cover the entire period frothe Midde Agesto the present. We contribute sifjcantly to
(andwork in close conjunction with) a mber of interdisiplinary programs, inclding
Canadian Studies, Liberal Arts, Medieval Sasdand Digdél Humanities.



The PresentReview201213

Nine members of the Symbology Depamnt famed a committee (the Symbology Depanent
ARC) in the spring of 2012 to write the S&fudy that éllows. We met in May and June to
discuss the project generally and to allocate sections. Over tmeesumewrote drafts which we
brought to severaheetings in Septaber 2012 and, in thend, produced a collectively written
document for approval by the Deparént. We would liketo acknowledge here the assistance of
our MA student| |}l s/ho provided invaluable assirce with thevisualizations of

our assesaentmethods and learning outoes. The Depanne n t arsnisthative Coordinator,
I -d Administrative Assista'\ helpedn a variety of ways fronstart

to finish. We are especialtyratefull to in Printing & Digital Services for his
expertise.



SECTION 2. PREVIOUS REVIEWS

Resultsof the Most RecentReviews of the Undergraduate Program and their
Impact on the SymbologyProgram

In 2005, Professo of the Universityl|| | | G& o [l University

andillllls ¢ B Peparment carried out an external review of
Brockos Sy mmentundgrgradDaetepraagn.t (See Appendix G.) Threview was
very favourable butnade a nmber of recormendationsmany of which have had ampact on
our Depamnent. What follows is the Agbn Plan that aae out of this Review:

Department of Symbology,Brock
University
Action Plan consequento the External Reviewof April 2005

8. Summary of re@mmendations

8.1 TheDepartment should be authorizedto hire five additional faculty membersover a
three year period.

The Deparent has hired four facultyembers. A fifth position was on an interibmasis
‘tradedfor additional administrative support irthe Depantnent, as valuale faculty time was
being devoted to aministrative tasks (the Deparént of 21 facultymembers, 600 majors,
many additional Minors and Concurrent students, and an MA proigrdevelopnent, had

only one staff support person). The Depwmt hopes to receive authorization to hire the fifth
additional facultymember.

8.2 TheDepartment should continueto broaden the rangeof fields coveredby its faculty,
particul arly outside Europe and North America.
The Deparent has done this in the apponents it hasnade.

8.3 TheDepartment should make an explicitand concertedeffort to increasethe number
of female faculty memberswithin its ranks.

The Deparent has done this in tlgpoinments it hasnade; currently 9 of the 2hembers
on its flagstaff are wmen.

8.4 TheDepartment should improvethe preparation of teachingassistants by
introducin g:
U an annual Departmentwide training session forall TAs.
The Deparmnent pomotesthe CTLET progranfor TAs, and does training onnaore
focused, coursepecific basis

U arequirementthat TAs attend lecturesin thefirst yearin which they teachin a
course.
While thismay be desirable the Depamnt cannot afford it. Thenmay bean
opportunityto increaseattendance of graduate TAs as paittheir professionalization



U arequirementthat all coursedirectors conveneregular meetingsof all instructors
Regulameetings (usually 3res a smester) are held bindividual instructors.

U more office space forTAsto meetstudents.
Themove to 573 Glenridge haseant that the As have sufficient space.

8.5 Membersof the Department shouldundertake intensivediscussions among
themselvesabout the learningoutcomes of theirfir st- and secondyear courses ad seek
out adviceon appropriate pedagogiesn such contexts.

The Deparnent has a First Year Committeehich directly addesseshis issie.

8.6 TheDepartment should explorethe possibility of establishing a newcoursedesigned
specificallyfor Education students and the possibilityf a crossappointment with the
Faculty of Education to sustain sich a course.

The Deparent upon reflection declines to tias on the grounds that the challenge with
Concurrent students persuadingtiemthat they are in faghajors in an acaadeic discipline
and notmerely professionals in training, a difficulty ththe establisimentof such a course is
likely to exacerbate

8.7 TheSymbologyDepartment and the Library should conduct a thorough

needs assess menholdirgsinSyrhbelogy.i br ar y o s

This has been and is being done. The adddfarew facultymembers and the expansion of
the course offerings has pnptedneeds asssments of new fields, and the MA proposal
required an assasent of the Libraris holdings.

8.8 Theadministration should committo a major reinvestment in library holdings and
servicesthat is commensuratewith then e e d s o f peograveirssynebolay\s
The Deparnent welcanes this recommendationhowever themplementation is not in its
control.

8.9 TheUniversity should establish a competitivéinancial assistance progranfor the
Ma s t progtam.

The Deparnent welcanes thisrecommendationhowever themplementation is not in its
control.

8.10 TheSymbologyDepartment should take the leadn esteblishing a Symbology

Club and devisea regular processfor consultation with electedstudent

representatives.

The Deparhnent hasattempted to coordinatetgdents associations and representation in the
past, and as a result of expade,declines to take the lead.



Summary of Departmen t Bffertsto Implement the Action Plan

First, thereviewers dew attetion tothe enomous enranent pressures we faced bt
time. On their recomendation, several appointnierweremade that were consistent with the
revi ewer s o0 s uhiegmosetwonen mrsd thaive Broadew the geographic range of
our course offerings blyiring specialts in African andslamic symbology.

Second, the reviewers drew attention to the problihe Deparhent faced in hiring
enough qualified teaching assigmandmade suggestionSome of these challenges have been
lessened with the creatimf our MA progran; our own MA students rumany of the seinar
discussion groups now and are required tendttraining sessions run by the Centre for
Pedagogical Innovation. Also, faculty now offer more trairdng guidance to our teaching
assistantsnd discuss the is® inmeetings and retreats.

Third, the reviewers asked the Depaent tothink seriously about Learning Outoes in
its courses, especially for the very largenber of nonmajors we teach. Since that review, the
Departnent has gonérward and identified botthe Symbology Departent Progran©utcanes
(Undergraduate and Graduade)d the individual Outeuesof its 110 undergraduate and 24
graduatecourses.

The reviewers suggested that a specialized course be designed for thoss stiident
take a Symbology course for the sole reasonthieat need theredit to ener the Facultyof
Education. The Departent declined to follovthis suggestion. Neither did it agree with the
suggestion that it seek a joint appaient withthe Faculty oEduction in part because it
already had several a®appointedaculty.

The reviewers recomended greater invesenti n Br ock és | i brary
funding for MA students be oapetitive, lut the mplementation of these excellent ideas is not

within the power of the Symbology Depant. ts houl d be noted, however

Library Representative and thequisitions Depamenthave been highly receptive teany of

our requests, gscially for electroic databasedVe were able to fobw up on the reviee r s 6
final suggestiod that we encourage the creatioradbymbology Clubmong ourstudentsSince
2005, there have been amier of Symbology Clubs. Thesuccess quite understandably varies
fromyear to year; in soe years dymaic student leaders oagize tips, films and parties and in
other years the Club is relatively inactive. The suggestiaive encourage elected student
representatives

to play a role in our Dmartment decisions will be pursued once we hawronger trdition of
student involvenent in the Depamtent. (This waghe case in the past but has not survived the
Departne n tméve to the edge of theain ampus of Brock and the loss of a lounge for our
Symbologystudents (GL2@®@).) The Deparnent is ommitted tosupportingstudent evats both
graduate and undergraduate. &rstudents participate, for axale, in the annual Crossing
Borders Conference and in the annual Two DHySanada conference at Brock. It should be
noted that graduate student invatent in olloquia, in presenting papers and in social events is
very high in our Depament.

hol

d
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SECTION 3. DEGREE LEVEL EXPECTATIONS and
LEARNING OUTCOMES

Br oc k Un Migssenistobé aydiverse and inclusive camnity thatpromotes the scholarly,

creative and professional achiewerts of its students, offers a range of undergraduate and graduate
prograns of the highest quality and fostensaigination, innovationandcommiment. This section on the
Course Learning Outoees and the Prograndegree LeveExpectationsn Symbology shows that the
Symbology Departent furthers thisnission by algning itsLearning Outcmes closely with Brock

Uni versityds Degree Lear ni ngnenEofigseigotosmindenadiate T h
and graduate courses in the symbology of people, cultures and societsessthe world, taught by

experts in these areas who work together to udgitnaal and innovatie methods to assess whether
students have developed the critical ammmunications skills needed to studgisties both in the past
and the present.

Secton 3.1Program Learning Outcomes

Undergraduate ProgramLearning Outcomes

Program Description: The study of Symbology is atthe heareo er y ci ti zends edu
understand the present and prepare for the futureanoselean about t he past. Bu
believes that Symbology is more thamemorizing facts and dates.irtvolves exploring canges in

bygone societies, culturesd peoples. And the study $ymbology entails evaluating amtarpreting
evidence as well astimulating logical argmerts based on thavalence.

The following Table (3.1.1) sets Symbology Dep@mt Learning Outames alongside the Brock
University

UDLEs.

Table 3.1.1 ( Mapping ProgramOutcomesto DLES)

Brock University UDLEs

A graduateof BrockUniversitywill beableto
demonstrate:

Program Outcomesalignedwith UDLEs

At theendof this program,thesuccessf student
will beableto demonstree:

1. DepthandBreadthof Knowledge

a) Generaknowledgeof key concepts
b) Broadunderstandingf majorfields
c) Ability to gatherandinterpretinformation

- awarenesef manyof the major contributonsto
scholarlydebatesmongsymbologiston
different periodstegions,themesand/ortopics
-skills of critical symbologicathinking




d) Detailedknowledgen anareaof thediscipline
e) Critical thinkingandanaltical skills
f) Apply learningfrom outsidediscipline

2. Knowledgeof Methoddogies

Apply methodsof inquiry to:

a) evaluatdifferentapproaches

b) usethesemethodsto deviseandsustain
argument®sr solveproblems

-how symbologicaknowledges producedhrough
reserch,writing, evaluatingcommunicating and
debating

-how symbologistaisetheoryandsourcego
construct innovave argumentsto address
symbologicahuestions

3. Applicationof Knowledge

Review,presentndinterpretinformationin
orderto:
a) developlinesof argument
b) makesoundjudgements

Usetechniquego:

a) analzeinformation

b) evaluateheappropriatenessf approacheto
solving prodems

C) proposesoluions

d) makeuseof scholarlysouces

- the ability to think symbologicaly: to ask
guestions

aboutcontex, evidenceperspectivesignificance,
continuty, change causeandconsequeces
-theability to identify, anayseandassesgrimary
sources

-the ability to identify, understanéndassesshe
major secondarywvorks on a number of reseach
guestions

-theability to formulateargumentsthatengage
debate®n symbologicalquestionandproblems
and
defendargument®ffectivelyusingevidencefrom
sources

4. Communicatonskills

Communicae accuraely and reliably, orally and
in writing to arangeof audiences.

-theability to communicéeideasin writing and
orally with structurecoherenceglarity, accuecy,
andfluency

- anawarenesghatsymbologicaknowledgds
advancedhroughthe communicationof reseach
resultsandby testingtheseresultsagairst thoseof
others

5. Awarenes®f Limits of Knowledge

Understandimits to own knowledgeandhow
this might influencetheir analysesand
interpretations.

-openrrmindednes®y recognizinghe strengthof
o t h argusedtsandthelimits of theirown

6. Autonamy andProfessionaCapacity

Qualitiesandtransferrableskills for furtheruse:
a) exerciseof personalesponsibiliy

b) workingeffectivdy with others

c) ability to identify andaddessown learning

-independece, by theability to readcritically,
conductresearchaskproking questionandsolve
problems ontheirowninitiative

-leadershigskills

-respecforo t h wiewsaddresearch

-ability to cdlaboratewith others

11
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needs -integrity asintegralto research
d) behaviourconsistenwith acagmic integrity | -theability to apdy thes y mb o | skilisiarglt 0 $

andsocialresponsibiliy habits ofmind to newquestionsaindproblemsin
acaamia, atwork andotheraspectsf life

Graduate Program Learning Outcomes

Program Description: The Master of Arts in Symbology provides students with training in the
various fields of Symbology through course work and research experience. Our pnagram
specified fields of concentration, but offers a higlnality, general Mast&r degree in Symbology
consistent with the excellence and dedicatiothefaculty who tadc it. The pogramemphasizes
themes, ratler than

regions or tneframes. Those thees ardmperialian, GendeiSymbology, Intelletual Symbology,
Revolutions, Labour Systes, Migration/Ethnicig/Identity, Symbology of Science and Medicirend
Symbologyand Canputing. The program developsisd e nt sdé cr i ti cedryaadnal y s
secondarygources, allows thethe opportunityto explore historiography andethoddogy, and
encourages theto engage vibrant debates in their study of Symbology. ACstreanallows studets
to apply their skillan work placenents, while also enriing research and ammunicaton skills.

The following Table (3.1.2) sets Symbology Dep@mtGraduate Learning Outo@salongside the Brock
UniversityGDLEs.



Table 3.1.2 (Mapping ProgramOutcomesto DLES)

Brock University GDLE

Thisdegreeis awardedto students who have demonstrated the
following:

SymbologyMA Program Outcomesaligned with
GDLB

At theend of thisprogram, the successfulMA student(and Cap studert)
will be ableto demonstrate:

1. Depth and Breadth of Knowledge

A systematicunderstanding of knowledge, including,
where appropriate, relevant knowledge outside the
field and /or discipline, and a critical awarenessof
current problemsand/ or new insightes, much of
whichisat, or informed by, the forefront of their
academicdiscipline, field of study, or areaof
professional practice;

- the ability to summarise and compare major past and contemporary
historiographical traditi ons, understand how these relate to scholarship
in avariety of specific researchfields, and explain how the student@own
primary research relatesto these traditions

- the ability to identify and understand the major research questionsin
at least four national, geographic or thematic fields

- an understanding that Symbologyas a disciplineis not fixed
knowledge about the past but rather a changing,diverse and
contested set of practices(each with standardsand traditions) for
making sense of incomplete and conflicting evidencefrom and about
the past

2. Researchand Scholarship

A conceptual understanding and methodological competencethat

a) Hablesa working comprehension of how established techniques of
research and inquiry are used to create and interpret knowledgeof the
discipline;

b)Enablesa criti cal evaluation of current research and advanced research
and scholarship in the discipline or area of professional competence; and
c) Ehablesatreatment of complexissues and judgments based on
established principlesand techniques and,

On the basis of that competence, has shown at least one of the following:

a) The devdopment and support of a sustained argument in written
form; or
b) Criginality in the application of knowledge

- how symbologicaknowledgeis produced throughresearch,
writing, evaluating, communicating and debating

- how symbologissuse theory and sourcesto construct
innovative argumentsto address symbologicabjuestions

3. Level of Application of Knowledge

Competencein the research process by applying an existing body of
knowledgein the critical analysis of a new question or a of a specific
problemor issue in anew setting

- symbologicathinkingabout any new set of scholarly problems

- the ability to identify and analyze primary sourcesappropriate for
answeringresearch questionsrelated to those problems

- the ability to identify and understand the major historiographical works
of contributorsto scholarly debatesabout those researchquestions

- the ability to explain how those contributorsand their worksrelate to
major historiographical traditions

- the ability to formulate arguments that engage debateson those
research quedions, and defend the arguments effectively using evidence
from sources

4. Professional Capacity/ Autonomy
a) The qualitiesand transferrable skills necessary for employment
requiring:

i) the exercise of initi ative and personal responsibility and

accountability; and

ii) Decision-making in complex situations
b) The Intellectual independence required for continuing professional
development
c) The ethical behaviour consistent with academicintegrity and the use of
appropriate guidelinesand proceduresfor responsible conduct of
research; and
d) The ability to appreciate the broader implicationsof applying
knowledgeto particular contexts.

- an understanding that symbologicalnterpretation requireschoices
and that, therefore, all interpretations have limits

- anunderstanding that, because all interpretations have limits,
competinginterpretations canhave value

- evaluative sense in recognisingthat not all interpretations are equally
good or strong

- integrity in distinguishing, honestly and fairly, what they think from
what othersthink

5. Level of Communication Skills

The ability to communicate ideas, issues and conclusionsclearly.

- the ability to communicateideasin writingand orally with structure,
coherence, clarity, accuracy,and fluencyand an awareness that
symbologicaknowledgeis advanced throughthe communication of
researchresults and by testingthese results aganst those of others

6. Awarenessof Limits of Knowledge

(Qognizanceof the amplexity of knowledge and of the potential
contributions of other interpretations, methods, and disciplines

- open-mindedness by recognizingthe strengths of othersCarguments
and the limits of their own

7. Other

SymbologyDepartment MA Co-op Program

- to apply academicexperience and methodologies in non-academic
setti ngs

- to apply non-academic experiencesand methodologies in academic
setti ngs

- responsibility, independence, and a higher level and variety of skills
than at the undergraduate level

- engagement with diverse formsof evidence, methodology,
argumentation, and communication

13



Section3.2 Course LearningOutcomes

Learning Outcmes in Symbology reflect the symbological content, theory and skills students
acquire in individuaSymbologycourses.

Undergraduate Course LearningOutcomes

In the current course bank there are 110 undergradourses. For each of thesmamnber of the
Departent has filled at a separate Table (3 providingLearning Outcmes, Learning Activities/
Experience, Assesent Methods and Strategies fogrovement. These are available in Appendix |
Thedata used here to analyse the Courseriieg Outcanes is taken from Cotan 1 (Learning
Outcames) of these tables.

Word Cloud Diagram of Undergraduate Outcomes
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http://mww-958.ilm.com/software/data/cognosianyeyes/visualizations/undergraduatgcanes

Analysis of Word Cloud Diagram of Undergraduate Learning Outcomes

This word cloud visualization shows us the freguyeof terms in all ofthe 110 Outce statenents
provided by the individual facultmembers in be Symbology Depamtent. Gearly,analtical and

* When Symbology fadty filled out theseforms te form number was 8.2 bt has shcebeen tanged to 3.2.
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communication skills are central Learning Outesfor our undergraduate stents.Thesealignwith
the Symbology Undergradte Progam Learning Qitcomes, notably tht Symbology studats will
learnhe Askill s of c miktiinga |0 aighrmedlwithBrgelodDd Es whidh
identify critical, analytical and communican skills among others.

Specific evidence of alignent between the Symbolo§yogram Outcmes and those of its
individual courses follows:

A ProgramLearningOutcme i n Category 1 (Depth and Bmaayadt |
of the major contributions to scholarly debatesaan g sy mbol ogi sts. 0 The w
tems fAi demdajidry,, @ dnd fAsymbol ogi st s 0 ouwanes inulee d
individual courses indicating aligrent between program and Course @utes. (The infrequency of

t he word fAdebat e dnethimg fasuttymighhreflecoupon) g and s o

A ProgramLearning Outce in Category 2 (Knowtige of Methodologies)iso demonstr at
symbologists use theory and sourt@sonstrict innovativearguments to address symbological
guestions. 0 The wor dthendlsqgwd IiAisdiuac atees tamat Afsa rm
used tems in the individualCourse Outcmes, indicating aligment between prograand Course

Outcames. (The

absence of the wor d nighthequire aytention going fdiwasl. Oweoexkpthnatioh o
is that sone faculty refemore often to historiography than to theory.)

A ProgramLearning Outcme in Category 3 (Apptation of Knowledge) inclugs  héi ability to

formulate argments that engaggebates on symbological questi@ml problens and defend

arguments effectively using evidence fr@no u r ¢ e s . feequéntyeof theiwgrdi8 a mg ot s o ar
Asour ces 0 maentthetwean thprogramand Qoorse Outeoes.

A ProgramLearning Qutcome in Category 4 (@mmunicatons Skil) i s A essathada war e n
symbologicaknowledge is advanced through ttw@munication of research ressiand by testing
these results agaiandslbud shows frezuent tise of tiedme r 8 s y mb b ko w
Admnstrate, 0 Acoomwhendigeat ¢ d conesk, indidatng aigmentO u t
between prograrand Course Outcoes.

A ProgramLearning Outce in Category 5 (Awarenessloimi t s o f K n o wimadednesy i
by recogni zing t hemesstandeeligitthss ooff t@hiehven chmidvdeesog u
not show that the faculty are givipgority to thisin their individual autcome statenents but his does
notmean that we do not regard this asmapartant outcane of a Symbology education. Rather, we are,
perhaps, not in the habit of specifically stating this even though our students certainly learn this in
seaminar dscussions.)
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A ProgramLearning Outcoe in Category 6 (Autommy and Prof essi onal Capa

by the ability to read critically, caluct research,ask probing questions and solve prabkeon their own

i ni t iTaawbrd @doudshows high frequencytofh e t er m farneds eéidreader s hi
show a high frequency of thetes f i n i tiii antdiempeedn doerA g ai ardtheBeaas ul t y

important Learning Outceoes but have natated thisexplicitly in their Course Outomes. Leadership
and research skills by their very natueendnstrate mitiative and indepedence.

We antici@ate that the hks will degpen and sengthen betwen the Larning Outcomes of our
individual undergraduate Symbology courses anditftergraduate Symbology progréegmarning
expectations now that theaming expecttionsare formalizedfor the prgram. Faculty will becone
increasimgly explicit in their descriptionsof Course Outcwmes.

Graduate Course LearningOutcomes

In the arrent coursebank there ar&4 MA courses. For each of these amiger of the Depament has
filled out aseparate Table (3.2) prling Leaning Outcanes, Learning Activitie/ Experience,
Assesment Methods and Strategies foigrovement. These are availalle Appendix I. The data used
here to analyse the Course Learning Omes istaken fromColumn 1 (Learning Outames) of these
tables

Word Cloud Visualization of MA Program Learning Outcomes
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This word cloud visualization sk us the frequey of terms in all oflhe 24 Outce statenents
provided by the individual facultynembers. Clearly, research skills are central beay Outcomes for
our graduate students as aoenmunication skills (indicated by the high frequencyttug tems
Admnstratmaot 0/ afg o rKnowledgeodHisorinyraphy eso an mportant
outcane. These frequentiyentioned outcmes resoae well with the Symbology Depanent
Graduate Progra@utcanes (which identify themnportance ohistariography and research) and with
theBrock Uni ver sity GDLlnpgetencé iwthne resharphr doec netsngfatheraii ¢ o

More speifically:

A ProgramLearning Outcme in Category 1 (Depth and Breadth of Knowledgeluthad s ft he ab
summarise and ogparemajor past and contgporaryhistoriographical tradibns, understand how these
relate to stolaripinavarity of speci fic research fielmasy, an
research relates to these traditioro Jehcg of thetengi hi st ori ographi cal,
fimaj or , 0hof raengha Hiypdicaté algnment between prograand Course Outcoes.

(Interestingly, thetems Mg ar e 0 anarid z & Gousdronfrequent. Going forward wamight
askwhether more focussed attention should be directed at summarizing angpatiog

historiographical traditions andethodologie®tc.)

A ProgramLearning Outce in Category 2 (Researanhd Scholarship) inclus referencéo  fi h o w
symbological knowledgesiproduced hr ough research and debate. o
wor ds Ar esear c hiaomghast yombaonl dix giitceam miudmoud dhevs elearr d ¢ |
alignment between the course aaggramOutcanes.

A ProgramLearning Outcme in Category 3Level of Application of Knowledge)ricludesfithe ability

to identify and understand timeajor historiographical works of contributors to scholarly debates about
those research questibeswordfhéidieghiflwe@uénoa
Ahi st or i ogr amehtpaiweanthe pragrazmd Gogrse Outeoes.

A ProgramLearning Outcme in Category 4 (Professional Capacityand Aubsyng i s dAunder
symbological interpretation requires ¢bes andhat therefore all irgrpretations have Init s . 0 Th
tems Asymbol ogi cal 0 andpréséntdinghe Gaurset Caitoobs@md sodessarr e\
extent we fnind.toh e etpadrednoti@imach about symbological interpretations
and the Imits of arguments.

A ProgramLearning Quitcome in Category 5 (&vel of Communication Skif)  ihesabilitytto
communicate ideas inwritingandsol | y. 0 Th e woeqgudnt czduroence of théatesws f r
Aicommuni dting @ ,ddloflavmdnstraed | n utsehGutcades, an indication of alignment
between prograrand Course Outcoes.
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A ProgramLearning Outcme in Category 6 (Awareness of therliis of Kn o wl edge) i s fc
mndedness by r ecogni zargomgntstamdbe limittrse nogft htsh eoi fr ootwhn
occurrence of the teis i me ngtus , 0 essar &t etnod afil zZledomgrnd ofiliike t he C
Outcames indicates aligment between prograand Course Outaoes. Going forward wenight be

more explicit about the importantittomes of opermindedness andhiellectual lumility.

We anticiate that the ks will deepen and sengthen betwen the Larning Outcomes of our
individual graduate Symbology coessand the graduate Symbology progiaarning expectations now
that thegraduate progranearning expectations are foalized for the prograrand faculty are more
explicit about their Learning Outotes.

3.3 Assessment ofLearning and Improvement of the Program

The Symbology Departent assesses Learning Outasin theways indicated in colun # 3
(Assesment) of each of the indidual 3.2 Tables (110 for undergraduatarses and 2fbr graduate
courses in Appendix I).

These assesentmethods were then grouped hetfollowing ways and coded with the following
numbers:

1. Test or Quiz

2. Mid-Term

3. Exam

4. Sminar Participation oworkshop Participation:Weekly grading
5. Seminar Leadership

6. Presentations (individual or group)

7. Research Essays

8. Document Studies

9. Book Reviews

10. Graded Stages W@fritten Assigmments: proposalshéses, outlines, literature
reviews, bibliographieqrogresseports
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11. Grading of weekly sainar notes/ reactiopapersfesponse
papers/précis/queries/contributicioon-line forums/ worksheefcomments ormlass
discussions

12. Peer asseasent or seHgrading of sminar work
13. Lecture particigtion with use of clickers

14. Other Assigmerts : -p B8 Fb b a th TRaepdri ,s eWehAsiteaSowce i s ,
Assigmment (Old-BaileyPr oj ect , A Great Canadian Myst
Object Analysis, Photographic Assigant,GIS Map, Symbological Novénalysis,

Map Quiz, Short Synthetic Paper, Art MakWprkshops, TeanResults for Answers to
Clicker Questions, Kt Intewiews, Interactte Workshops, Facebook Page Assignt,
Reflective Journals, Reviews of CullArtefacts, Ineractive Lectures.

Undergraduate Assessment

Using the curriculunmapping tool provided by the Brock Centre for Pedagogical Innovation, we
created amverview of the assesentmethods useth the Undergradate Symbology Progma This
multi- page Excel doauent is avadble in Appendix H.

The data contained in that dogent has beensed to create a mober of visualizations.
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1. Bar Graph showing the numerical presenceof assessment methas inthe 110 Undergraduate
Courses in the Brock Symbology

Calendar.
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http://mww-958.ilm.com/software/data/cognosianyeyes/visualizations/nemvatrix-chart/undergrad
asseswentsbargrapgh/1

It is very clearfrom the bar graphthat the signaure form of pedagogyis the saninar discussiongroup
(107 of 110 coursesassess t u d sanimaspérticipaton). Also, leadershipskills are very frequently
assessed dhcating that many faculty regardthe learningof leadershipskills as an importantLearning
Outcame. The same graphshowsthat, while traditionalresearchessaysontinueto be assigned75 of
110 courses) other sorts of writingsgmments sypass then: document studies (2), book revievs (27),
and alternative asgnments (B). Also, many essays are graded in stages, the professonsingxg
proposalsputlines anddibliographies for students as the writing procgsselops.


http://www-958.ibm.com/software/data/cognos/manyeyes/visualizations/new/matrix-chart/undergrad-
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2. TreeMap showing the relative importance of assessment methods usea the 110
undergraduate courses irthe Brock SymbologyCalendar.
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http://mww-958.ikm.com/software/data/cognosianyeyes/visualizations/new/traap/undergracaug/1

The Tree Map provides another way of visualiziegessentmethods in the Symbology Depiaent. The
4 very large boxes representingrsear participation, seinar leadetsip, research essays and e®a
show the heavy presence ofsb@ssessentmethods in our coues. The 10 othensaller boxes show,
nevertheless, that faculty diversify their asees#. The mall blue box in themiddle entitled

AAl tematahods o0 | nmahyaiferent mmwvativeaways sf assessing our studerfthese
alternative assignents includehe following:gra d efdstpfier sono paper, graded
website sarce assigment ( OldBailey Project, Great Caden Mysteries Project), 3Dodel, object
analysis, photographic assigant, GIS map, symbological novel ahgis,map quiz, graded reading
assigment, short synthetic paper, arbking workshop, graded teaanswers to clicker questions, exit
interview, interactive workshop, Facebook page assgh reflectivejournal and review of cultural
artefacts.


http://www-958.ibm.com/software/data/cognos/manyeyes/visualizations/new/treemap/undergrad-aug/1
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3. Network Diagram showing the relativeimportanceof assessment méiods used inthe 110
undergraduate courses irthe Brock SymbologyCalendar.
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In yet amother way this visualization showsthat a core of learningassessentsare sharedby the vast
majority of Symbologyfaaulty -- evident in the large circles at the centre-- but also that a variety of
more innovative assessients are included, indicated by the large number of small circles. The
network diagram shows that the Symbology Department has a balance between tradtional
assessent methods shared by almost all faculty (represented lne laircles at the centre of the
diagram) and a diversity of innovativenethods(representedby the smaller circlesat the periphery. The
Departnentregardshis as a healthy and diverse rarafeassessent practices.

What follows is an altemative view of the network diagram showinggainthe diversity of assessent
practices in the Symbology Depagnt:


http://www-958.ibm.com/software/data/cognos/manyeyes/visualizations/new/network-
http://www-958.ibm.com/software/data/cognos/manyeyes/visualizations/new/network-
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This bar graph shows tlecreasingmportance of research essaysipper levels: only one course in
first year assesses studentsdé abilities to wr
studentsareill -equippedn theirfirst years to write researgapersand have focussed on developing the
critical and reading skills necessary before students can launahajdoresearch assigrents. About

half of our secongear couses (18 of 35) require sterats to write research essays and, in these courses,
faculty and teaching assistantside students osely troughthe process by helping theczhoose

suitable topics and by reviewing outlines and bibliograpMetually all students in third and fourth

year carrsesmust denonstrate lhe ability to write a resach essay.

Overview of Undergraduate Assesment Methods

The signature pedagogy of théepartment isthe semina. With very few exceptions all courses
assess student learning weeklyemmar discussion groups of 20 @nfer students. Activities in these
saninars vary: sme at the lower levels ataught by teaching assistantsgrsoof whomare
longstanding CUPE embers and otlxrs are MA students. A large number ofnsears are student led
(often in teans of two) offering students facilitation and leagtép experience which is asses by
faculty or teaching asstants. All seminar discussion in third arfdurth year is graded by faculty
members, the vashajority assigning leadershiples to the students. Therfoat of seninars is
evolving: In earlieg years faculty antkading asistants facilitateddiscutsson by askng questions of
the seninar group. This practice is no longer as widespread as# and different sorts of group
activities (teams for example) aresed to ntroduce concets. Also, specfic lessongocussed onkill
development were included in se seninars, notably on essay and exam writing. The grading of
weekly seninar notes is a practiaeed by sone faculty to ecouragestudent reading and the
development of notetakingskills.

Balancebetweentraditional assessnent methods and innovativeones. Traditional assigments
(essays, exms) remain at the core of our assesmntof learning in the Symbology Depawnt but these
are used in tandemith more innovative ones (e.gieb-assigments, clicker participation)We are
finding thatmany students are not well equipped to attendfaltalv traditional lectures so have
innovated to adapt to this in order to improve attendanceaiemtiveness to kectures. Virtualy all
Symbology professors use PreziRowerPoint support in their lectures but others incorporaisc,
film clips and oAine materials. The Departent has nomade thenove to online courses becaa we
believe in the

importance of facéo-face interactin with our students. It has, howevarade serious efforts evelop
courses broad: in recet years Professo || anollllkdeveloped assssentmethods
particulr to the onsite gssibilities aailable to students during trips to Iceland and Berl
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Graduate Program

The Assessent Methods used in the 24 MA courses offered by the Dapatthave beemapped
using themapping tool offered by the Brock Cenfog Pedagogical Innovation and these are available
in Appendix H.

As was the case for the Underguatk Progran, the dita contained in that doment has been used to
create a number of visualizations.

1. BarDiagram of Assessmenté Graduate program showing the nmerical presence of assasnt
methods used in the Z&raduate Courses offered in the Brock MA Pragra0062012.
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2. Tree map of Assesmentsin Graduate Program showingtherelativeimportanceof assessent
methodsusedin the 24 GraduateCoursesfferedin the Brock MA Program, 20062012.

http://mww-958.ilm.com/software/data/cognosianyeyes/visualizations/graassessents-treemap
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3. Network Diagram of Assessmenin MA Program showingtherelativeimportanceof assessent
methodsusedin the 24 graduatecourseofferedby the Brock SymbologyDepartnent,2006-12.
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Analysis of AssessmenMethodsin our MA Program

It is clearfrom thesediagransthatSymbologyfaculty in our MA coursesssesstudentearning
principally bygradings t u d resedrciegsaysandby gradingtheir participationn seminardiscussions.
Our MA training focusesheavilyon learninghistoriographyandstudentsiemonstrateheir graspof
conceptdy participatingn seminarsandwriting essays.We alsoencourag®eur graduatestudentso
undertake archial researclwherepossibleandto showtheirresultsin essayshat aregradedin stages.
MA studentsarealsogradedon their seminaieadeship skills. In additionto theseregulrly ocaurring
asseggentpracticesstudentaregradedon a wide rangeof othersortsof assignmentthatvary
considerablyrom courseto course.
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The Department asseseswhether its Undergraduate Outcomesare beingrealized in the following
ways:

Undergraduate Program

Student graduation rates,student success poggraduation and surveys See Sections 12, 13 and 14
of this SelfStudy.

Studentfeedback incourseevaluations. All faculty members ask the students to fill out anonymous
course evaluations. The Depaent has a standard basic form for this (Appendix K). Professors can, if
they wish, custmize this fom to add questions speiftotheir carrses in ordeto tease out reactions to
readingsor to new teachingnethods or assignents. For example, those who expemted with

clickers asked about this on the course evaludtion in 2010. (Thangority of the students said

clickers werehelpful but a very significarminority was unhappy with the innovation largely because of
the $50 fee for the clickewWe imagne that clickergould work well when students camngily use their
own phones for this.) $we faculty have experimentedth on-line evaluations but, to date, this has
only been done when cirmstances prevented tional paper assessmeitsing done (e.g. during a
strike). It should be noted that, while Brock Symbology faculty belieaestudent evaluations are
useful, theyrecognize that they have theimlis as anethod to assess tdang outcames because s
students see theselves as clientspbk for entertaiment, orfail to se the value in king reqiired to

t acklde @ h alitdo frhests).i gn

Surveys donewithin the Departmert: The Deparhent does anomgous surveys of its students such

as the one carried out in 2010 of domrth-year students whowereask t o Apr ovi de f e
strengths and weaknesses ofttireehour seninar format forfourthryear honours Symbology
courseso (Appendi x D)minglylddended tbessow foudteyaar semimass.e r w h
Many stressed themportance ofnteraction betweerprofessors and students as well as between
students thmselves.

Periodic Annual Retreats: In 2008 and 201fhembers of the Depanentmet off campus to discuss
same of the bigger questions and challenges we ¥eeiag and to assess how we wereeting then.
Firstyear teaching figured heavily in thediscussions. One develognt caning out of the 2008
retreat was that the Curriculu@ommittee decided to expenent with a tem-taught and thmatic first
year course (Symbologyr20) and thiexperment continues to the ment. The Depantent is
currently assessing whether to continue timarse in its current far. Coming out of the 2010 retreat
was an initiativeo co-ordinateour efforts to develop courses abroad anda assult of these
discussions, the Berlin course was offered in 2011®as also in the 2010 retreat that the
Departnent began to discuss Learning Oumes.

NSSE Report200620082011: The NSSE data for finglear sudents for these three years (Appendix

F) shows high levels of satisfactiomang Symbology students: In 2006, 83.3 % of respondents said
thattey Awoul d probably dedhedefciomiltdelsy agd toweBr @ac
to
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72.1% in 2008 but was up to 85.7% in 2011 (compared to 76.2 for the Faculty and 82.4 for the
University). In 2011, 92.9% of ttey mb ol ogy st ud e ntirseducaional expegidneed t
at this institut afogue tlascoppesovdry favoablg with hd Haailty (83.9)

and the University (86.5).

Consistatly over all tree years, dar higher percengge of Symbology stuahs than in lhe Facultyor in

the University said they asked questiamslass or contributed to classdussionsWe attribute this to

the significant place of seninars in the Symbologyutriculum. Also, the Symbology Depane nt 6 s
pedagagy is likely part of the explanation fdne high percentage of students whosdyat t hey 0
very often included diverse perspectives @éht races, religions, gendersjipoal beligs etc.) in

class discussionsrassigme nt s . 0

In 2011in most of the other categories of NSSE the Symbology Depattianks roughly the
same or begt than the rest ahe Faculty or the rest of Brock.

The exceptions here are in the categories 2b,26a2 10f, 11a, 11b. Why the respondents did not rate
the Department as highly as the rest of th&tut®n in analysing (2b), synthesizing (2c), applying
theories (2e), is unclear. Perhaps if we providdents with more explicltearning Outcmes, students

will realize that thse skills weraused in all theessays theyrote duing their Symbology degrees.h&

low score on attending art galleries, plajances or other theater perf@nce (6a) is not a surprise as

the Deparnent does not rumany such trips. That a declining percentage of $jogy students from

2006

2011 think they are getting a broad general educétiba) is a puzzle. That aaller percentage of
Symbology students than the Faculty or the rest of the University viewatsthetion as supporting
campus events and avtiies (pecial speakers, cultural perfoances, athletic ews, etc.) is
unfortunate.Perhaps we should putilie our eventsnore. Finally, that only 51.9% of Symbology
students in 2011 believed thexere acquiring job or workelated knowledge and a skilompared to

66.7% for the Faculty and 68.5% for the resthaf Univesity) is troubling. Given that students rank the
Departnent highly for contributingtd h e i r Aspeakived yol g dkiigyiticalyid he
andanal yt(lileantlallyscto t o their Aworking effectively
students surveyed understahd thr a s e rélated knkwledge andiis. 6 Again, i f we
communicate Course Outmesmore explicitly toour students thesay realize that theesearch,

analytical and communications Hgkithey develop in our coursase uséul in the workplace. In

addition, in order tdelp our studats obtain egerience inhe workplace, we introduced a ©p

program.
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Graduate Program. The MA programat Brock is only 5 years old and we are only now beginning to
be able to ssess whetdr its Graduate Learnin@utcames are being realized. The following are the
means we se to do this:

Student graduation rate,student succespost-graduation and surveys.See Sections 12, 13 and 14
of this SelfStudy.

Student feedback incourseevaluations: Anonymous course evaluatiomse done in all our graduate
courses. The fons for these are in Appendix K.

We do not have CGPSS resultsatwlyse.

Proposalsfor the Improvement of the Program
Undergraduate Program

We intend to engage more departmental discussion of enrolmentiata with a view to finding ways
we can use our large firgear courses to ragt motivatedstudents to choose Symbology as tmeajor
or minor.

We intend to engage inare deparnental discussioof grading standards Data on grades shows that
first-year Symbology grades are lower than those in the rest of thersity, the Faculty and a miber

of similar programns (Appendix J). Students in firstear Symbology courses which, likeny other

first-year courses irhe Social Siences andHumanities ontain a wide crosssecton ofincoming Brock
students,many ofwhomfulfilling core and ontextrequirements- earnhalfasma ny &6 A@s gr ade
students in other courses in the Faculty andha wider University. The Depanentplans to l@k into

the reasons for this and to discuss whetherdhs reason to align its grading witte rest of the

University. In particulr, we will explore whethewour assigments and gmding stamards infirst-year
areapprpriat e f or todayodés students.

The Deparent plans to discusedesigningits courseevaluationform in such a way as tomend
students of thénow explicit) indvidual Course Outaoesso thatstudents can assess whether these
outcames were achieved in a giveaurse. More focussed critenaght guide stulents helpully when
theyfill out course ealuationforms.

We will considerhaving electedstudent representatvespresent student édback at Depantent
meetings and will enagage stdentsmore generally to @ticipate in @irriculum discussions.

Graduate Program

The MA Committee has reotty designed a colge evaluation instimentspecifically for MA couses.
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SECTION 4. PROGRAM STRUCTURE, CURRICULUM and
DELIVERY MODES

4.1Program Goals

The Depame nt 6 s c aims tomeetutHe nevds of the wider university as well as those of Symbology
majors. Students frorather deparhents and ciplinesmake up a largproportion of those enrolled in our
first- and secongear survey course¥/e alsocollaborate with a rmaber of other departents and centres in
offering crosdisted courses and o@ined and concurrent degpes. The Departent is now sfiiciently large to
allow Symbology students s® degree of spedization in the symbology o geogaphical area, a period such
as the Middle Ages or the modern world, omtlagic fields such as the symbology of ideas, rielig or
revolutions. However, we encourage our students to take a broad selection of Symbology courses.

4.2 Program Structure

a) Undergraduate Program
The Deparmnent of Symbology offersourses covering a wide range of gepdpical areas, periods atttbmes at
every level, however, our offerings are still strongest in Nortieican and European symbology.

4.3 Program Curriculum

a) Calendar Outline

i) Undergraduate

At Year |, five courses covering a broad geographic and chronological range are offered to introduce student:
the skills used in analyzing symbological evider@ar mgors are required to take onéthese carses. A large
number of noRSymbologystudents also také¢seclasses tdulfill the Humanities cont&t recquirementfor their
degrees or for general interest. Two of the fiversesalso serve tofulfill the Sccial Science cotext
requirement for undergraduate degseat Brock. Symbology 1P3hd 1P99 focus on the social, cultural,
intellectual and political symbology @festern European societies to 1800. Symbology 1F9%iega the
major political, social, ecomic and cultural trends in Europe since 1914 and egplbowhese affected the
rest of the worldSymbologylF96 focuses on aaparative thenes in the symbology of themericasfrom the
earliest tmes to the present, while the geographical focus of Symbolegy, Empires and Revolutions,
changes from year to yeac@iding tothe nterestsand experse of thefaculty who are scheduled teach the
course.

Year Il courses continue toeet the needs of Symbologyjors as well as student®m outsidethe

Deparment. At this level, the Depanent offers broadurveys whih are geographical and thetic in focus.

These include: Colonial and Moddratin America, Colonial Africa to and since 180Gt& Imperial and
Twentiethcentury East Asia, Middle East, EBpean, Canadian and US surveys, as well as histdneeas

and culture. Many

nonmajors take the Canadian survey coursasdet entrancerequime nt s t o Brockds Fac
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for general interest. Students leadhs®ars in many seconykar courses. The 2(alpha)90 coudsesore
specialized than other secoryarcoursed are generallymmaller and place greater enphasis on
develophg st udentsd research skill s.

At Year 1l the Deparnent offers pmarily thematic courses. Representative of these are courses focusing
on the AnericanRevolution; race, class and gender atil. America;modern Anerican popular culture;
wealth, work and power in thénited Stats; and North Ane r i Eirat dlations. Studentsare geneslly

admitted to these courses only if they have successfully comptetent-level Symbology courseall but

one of our third year courses has prerequisites. At this leveleatisar discussions are led by students.
Research papers constitute a mampadrtant basis for perforance evalation than in earlier year$Vith

very few exceptions thirglear seninars are instructed by facultyho also do all the gding in these

courses.

Year IV caurses are specializedragars on a wide range of thes and topics. Eaiment in each sainar is
limited to 20 to allow eacsktudent fully to participate in swinar discussins and to provide the opportunity
for intimate nteraction batreen studet and teaker. Seninarleadership and participati@re gven more
weight than in earlier years. Fowykar seninars place argateremphasis on historiograpliyan lover-level
courses. Anajor research or historiograpbi@ssay provides a key foraf perfamance evaluation and is
oftenthecapst one of the studentds endeavors.

THE COMPLETE CALENDAR LISTING FOR THE UNDERGRAGRAVEFRHES HERRCLUDING COURES
DESCRIPTIONS

b) Graduate Program

Our MA Programemphasizes thme, rather than region omteframe. These thenes are: mperialiam,
Gender Symbology, Intellectual Symbology, Revians, Labour Systes, Mi grationEthnicity/Identity,
Symbology of Science and Medicine, Symbology anth@uing.

THE COMPLETEAIENDARSITINGEORTHE GRADAUTE PROGRAM GOES HERBILDING COURSE
DESCRIPTIONS
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4.3 a) ii)Graduate

A distinctive feature of th#A programis an emphasis on thee rather than on region onteframe. The
themes are: mperialian, gender symbology, intellectual symbology, reviolus, labour systas,
migration/ethnicity/identity, symbology afedicine/science, and symbology ahtouing. We offer a thesis
option but students generally choose the coursework option wdgahigs they write anajor research paper. A
Co-op option is also availéé to our MA students.
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4.3b) Current Stateof the Discipline

In the pat decade and a half the ptme nt 6 s h iformed ly thevglobabrientation of the disciphe of
Symbology.We havemoved froma focus on Europe and the North Atlantic triangle to offering courses on
Latin America, the Middle East, East Asiad Afica. We have also expanded our course offerings to include
non geographic dmains of symbology in thregreas in particwr: digital humanities, the symbology of
science and the symbology of medicine. iBrockds s
historiographical developments through individual courses.

4.3c) Collaborative Arrangements

i) Undergraduate
At Brock, the extent of the Depar¢ nt 6 s ¢ o Irrdngebents vathin amdebeyand the Faculty of
Humanities is consiste with the Uhiversityd enmphasis on intedisciplinary appoaches to teaching and
research. The Symbology Depaentmaintains formal links throughrossappointed faculty to |||
esndl R s Expressig their conmitment to intediscipli nary
approaches, Symbology faculty are alspresentedon the programcommitteesof Labour Studie <l
mrsd ed/e offercrosslisted courseswith each of these
centres, as well as with the Departmen

nd

Last year the Deparient introduced &o-op option for honours Symbologystudents Students choosing
this optionmeet all the regrements of an honours degreeSgmbology. They fulfill thea Co-op
requirements during the sumer. Their placeents are not tited to emplogrs focusing on areas related to
Symbology specifically. Rather, they pgt Co-op students tgain valuable mployment exprience by
applying anddeveloping the research, communication, analytical andairgkills learned in Symbology
coursesin awide array of fields ofployment.

Our students have the opportunity &tudy Abroad. Symbological Studies Abroad courses take learning out of
theclassroomand into the field, enablingtudents to experience symbology where it happened in a safe
enviromrment with expert instructor3he firstof these courses was offered in 201Barlin, Gemany. In June

2013 students dfatin American symbology Wi be able to t&ke acourse in Bgota, Colunbia. That carse is
offered in collatoration with UniversidadEl Rosario andvill involve both Brock and El Rosario students.

Future

offeringsare being planned for Africa, China and Britain. Study Abroad coumesk with the mphasis on
internationalization of curricumi n Br oc k &an. St r at egi ¢

i) Graduate

For the first time, in 2012, MA students also hav€aop option. Students choosing this optiomeet all the
requrements ofan MA in SymbologyTheyfulfill t heir Co-op requirements in thehird and fourth tems. As in
the case of thandergradiate Ceop option, placeents are at limited to ones directly related ty®bology.
Rather, they penit Co-op students to gain valuablmgloyment experience by applyiramd developinghe
research, communication, analytical and critgdalls learned in Symbology courses, in a wide array of fields.
In exceptional cases, andvith the pemission ofthe Symbology Deparie nt 6 s ®rogaathu at e
Committee, studentsnay be able tdake a course frormanother Broclgraduate program or froamother
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graduate progranm Ontario. Theymay dso be able to take a readiogursein lieu of an éective or a 400evel
course in the Brock Symbology Depaent, with additional assignents tabring it to the required level.

4.4 Program Options

a) Undergraduate

Symbologymajors have the option obmpleting a threg/ear passlegree, a fouyear honours degree or a
Symbology

Co-op progran.

The Deparmnent of Symbology and the Faculty of iedtion ceoperate in offering two Concurrent BA
(Honours)BEd programs: the Interrdete/Senior level (grades12) programand the Junioritemediate
level (grades 4.0) progran.

The Deparnent also offers students the option ofmpletingcombinedmajor degrees with aumber of
programs in the Hunanities and Soal Sciexcefaculties.

Students in other disciplines can obtain a MindBymbologywithin their cegree program.

b) Graduate

Graduate students have three options for obtaining an MA degree: a) a standard stream, consisting of a requ
historiography course (5FRifour halfcourse electives and a Maj@esearch Paper, b)lzesis strem,

consisting of the sae course requinments and an MA thesis, and cCa-op option, consisting of the 5@
requiraments as thetandard streancombined with a workérm. The nomal canpletion time for the standard

MA is twelve months (3 tems), twentymonths (five tems) for the thesis streg and twentymonths (five

terms) for the Ceop steam.

4.5 Course Oferings
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