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HUMBER





Media Studies 
Fall 2009/Winter 2010
MDST 4021/MDST 4022 Senior Research Project (1 credit)

Wednesday 11:45 – 12:35 
Thursday 11:45 – 12:35 
Mark Lipton 
<liptonm@uoguelph.ca>

skype: 

<m.lipton>

Wednesdays and/or Thursdays 12:40 – 2:30, or by appointment



Twyla Gibson <gibsont@uoguelph.ca>

Wednesdays 12:45 to 5:45, by appointment only

Greg Kelley <gkelley@uoguelph.ca>

Mondays, 3:30-6:00, by appointment only

This is the capstone course in the Media Studies program providing students with the opportunity to explore an area of the field in an independent project. This course synthesizes both theoretical and practical learning acquired throughout the program and provides an opportunity for students to develop their portfolio (i.e., writing sample) in preparation for further studies and professional work. All students must write a Review of Literature, which informs a larger academic treatise or creative project.
Honour’s-level theses
The course commences in semester 7 [0.25 credits] with weekly meetings in which students identify a project, draft a review of literature, and establish a research methodology. By the end of semester 7 students will finalize a proposed project and begin work on the final project. During the 8th semester [0.75 credits] students will participate in regular discussions with faculty and peers until the completion of their research project.

This is a two-semester course: a grade will be assigned to the proposal. This grade is provisional. You are expected to continue to refine and polish your Introduction, Review of the Literature, and Methodology. A final grade will not be assigned to MDST 4021 until the completion of MDST 4022.

The purpose of this course is to have you demonstrate an understanding of the conceptual and operational methods used to study media and communication phenomena. During the course you are expected to work independently; to read and interpret research literature, to write a detailed review of literature, and write a research proposal for your larger project, thesis or prospectus. 

This research proposal, the final product of the fall term, is the major focal point of the course. It is hoped that by the end of the semester you will have an understanding of the importance of knowledge development, in the philosophical as well as practical sense, and the strengths and weaknesses of the various approaches to this goal. This research proposal functions as a contract between you and this institution ensuring that you will complete your research agenda in the Winter semester in order to fulfill  the requirements for this credit.

Due Dates: No proposals will be accepted after October 16th at 4:30 p.m., though the earlier you submit it, the better -- as that means you can get started on the project more quickly. Drafts of your work for detailed feedback may be submitted before February 19th, 2010. No detailed feedback can be provided for work handed in after February 19th. Your final thesis/project is due March 29th, 2010. No exceptions.

Feedback is usually given during office hours on the condition that you have something for your advisor to read so that s/he is prepared for your meeting. Given the independent nature of this course, students set their own due dates in communication with faculty. Keep in mind that your final project (MDST 4022) is due March 29th 2010. For these reasons, it is advised to submit your proposal as soon as possible– within the first few weeks of classes. 

Course work checklist

By the end of the fall semester, students are responsible for the following: 

· Construct, revise, and research a topic.
· Identify a problem in the literature, a controversy, or a gap in existing research.
· Write and revise an introduction/rationale for your project (4-5 pp). 

· Write and revise a Review of Literature (10-12 pp). 

· Identify a research methodology and write (1-2 pp) about your application of this method to the subject of your study. 

· Provide a comprehensive bibliography (4-5 pp).

· Participate actively in a self-directed study-group.

· Rigorous, thoughtful, and constructive peer review of your colleagues' work.

· Informed, thoughtful, and constructive participation in discussion with faculty advisor.

· 
· If necessary, submit proposal, application, and necessary forms to the University’s Office of Research regarding the University's Policy regarding Human Participants (pps as determined by project).

By the end of the winter semester (i.e., in April), you are responsible for the following: 

For those doing a project – besides the submission of the project, a written piece describing and analyzing the project is to be completed in the winter semester. We suggest approximately 15-20 pages for the written analysis. Please note that this is just a suggestion. We are more concerned about the quality of your written discussion than its length. When you hand in this written piece and project at the draft and final due dates, you will need to include your literature review – a radically refined and rewritten version of the review you submitted in the fall semester. Revisions should be based on feedback and further research. The literature review follows the introduction to your study and precedes the methodology section. A draft of your work may be submitted on or before February 19th, 2010. Drafts for extensive feedback will not be accepted after February 19th. The final due date is March 29th, 2010. 

For those doing an academic paper – a written piece, featuring your own discussion and analysis of the issue you’ve chosen, is to be completed in the winter semester. We suggest that this written piece be in the 25-35 page range. Please note that this is just a suggestion. We are more concerned about quality than quantity. When you hand in this written piece and project at the draft and final due dates, you will need to include your extended literature review. You are best advised to insert it between the introduction and the written piece you completed during the winter. You are required to revise the literature review. A draft of your work may be submitted on or before February 19th, 2010. Drafts for extensive feedback will not be accepted after February 19th. The final due date is March 29th, 2010.
Assignments and Grading 
Proposal



30%
Participation & Professionalism
10%

Thesis/Final Project


60%

Evaluation of the Thesis/Creative Project
The criteria for evaluating the thesis and/or project―in addition to originality and creativity―include:

the identification of a problem in the literature; the formulation of one or more research questions; presentation of an early thesis, point or governing idea; an hypothesis that presents the thesis in testable form; clear statements of significance, scope, and limitations; a thorough account of the literature and a careful evaluation of this information; a solid argument; a well-organized structure of support in the body of your study, including logical, persuasive and coherent use of evidence; integral paragraphs with clear topic sentences; smooth transitions between sentences and paragraphs; correct spelling, usage of grammar, punctuation, and other mechanics; and consistent use of an appropriate citation format American Psychological Association (APA); Chicago Style, or Modern Languages Association (MLA). You are encouraged to produce a final product that represents the best work of which you are capable. 

Recommended Resources
Joseph Gibaldi, MLA Handbook for Writers of Research Paers, (7th edition) MLA, 2009.


Diane Hacker, A Canadian Writer’s Reference, 3rd edn. NY: Bedford/St. Martin’s, 2004.
Eric Henderson, Writing by Choice, Oxford University Press, 2006.
William Zinsser, On Writing Well, 6th Rev & updated edn. NY: Harper, 1998. 

Wayne Booth, Gregory Colomb, and Joseph Williams, The Craft of Research. U Chicago P, 1995. 

James Harner, Literary Research Guide, 3d edn. NY: MLA, 1998. 
Highly Recommended Resource
S. Joseph Levine, Writing and Presenting your Thesis or Dissertation
(Updated on a regular basis) Downloadable document

<http://www.learnerassociates.net/dissthes/>





Course schedule

Since this is a seminar where students produce independent research, the course schedule is flexible. Thus, during the first few weeks, students are invited to come to class to learn the overall format for a thesis,  the various structured strategies for writing a literature review, how to construct a methodology, and how the body of the study, results, and conclusions relate to these other sections. The scientific, humanistic, interpretive, and critical paradigms are discussed as well as quantitative and qualitative methodologies. The seminar covers all aspects of the research process including general purposes and logic, philosophical perspectives, conceptualization and theory, operationalization and research design, data collection procedures, statistical applications, and interpretation of findings. In subsequent weeks, students come to class to address individual concerns, to relay feedback and to discuss individual work. In this way, the curriculum is negotiated. In the subsequent weeks, students will mostly meet individually with the various instructors until an official advisor is assigned. This assignment occurs after the proposal is submitted in October. What is at stake in the fall semester is the need to complete a research proposal and the schedule of course content topics reflects this concern. Students are expected to form study and editing groups that meet regularly outside of class for more regular support. 


A. Getting Started
· Library Instruction 

· Craft of Research 

· Making a Plan

B. Research

· Sources: Using the literature

· Associations and journals: Articles, proposals, abstracts. 

· Identifying problems

· Defining and justifying a problem and the problem/purpose statement

· Narrowing a topic and formulating a research question or questions
· Objectives and Uses of Theory
· 
C. Writing

· How is a thesis different from an essay?

· Writing the Introduction  
· Finding a title for your project
· What is a thesis statement? 

· What is a statement of significance?
· What is an hypothesis?
· Bibliographies

· Creating a Proposal

· Literature Reviews 

· What is at stake? 

· What is evidence? 

· Writing as Process 

· Revising 

· Completing the proposal 

C. Revising the Proposal and Completing the Thesis

· Rewriting the Introduction  

· Refining the title of your project

· Honing the thesis statement 

· Annotated bibliographies

· Creating a Proposal

· Literature Reviews 

· What is at stake? 

· What is evidence? 

· Writing as Process 

· Revising 

· Completing the proposal 

D. University Policy: The Ethical Dimensions—The University's and the Tri-Council Policy Statement (TCPS) policy guidelines for research involving humans
· In August 1998, three government agencies--Canadian Institutes of Health Research (CIHR), Natural Sciences and Engineering Research Council (NSERC), and Social Sciences and Humanities Research Council (SSHRC)--wrote and adopted the Tri-Council Policy Statement (TCPS) to promote the ethical conduct of research involving humans. In November 2001, the Interagency Advisory Panel on Research Ethics <http://pre.ethics.gc.ca/english/index.cfm> was formed to express the continuing commitment of the three Agencies to the people of Canada.  

· On-line tutorial on the Tri-Council Policy Statement is available at: <http://www.pre.ethics.gc.ca/english/tutorial/>

· Full details about the University's Policy regarding Human Participants is available at: < http://www.uoguelph.ca/research/policies/index.shtml>; Scroll down to the heading "Ethics."

· To find the specific form Application to Involve Human Participants in Research, see page <http://www.uoguelph.ca/research/humanParticipants/ApplicationProcess.shtml>; Scroll down to the heading "Human Participants."

· Information about the University of Guelph's Research Ethics Guidelines can be found at its Human Participants Page: <http://www.uoguelph.ca/research/humanParticipants/GuidelinesIndex.shtml>

E. Media Research

· Paradigms and Assumptions 

· Positivist (quantitative), Interpretive, and Critical (qualitative) paradigms

· Philosophical assumptions: ontological, epistemological, axiological, rhetorical and methodological

· Hypotheses/Research Questions 

· Explication and Measurement 

· Conceptual and operational definitions, variables, level of measurement, scaling, reliability, validity, description, explanation, prediction, propositions, hypotheses, grounded theory, deductive theory, verification, falsification, rationale

· Control vs. generalization, internal and external validity, causality

· Survey design, Probability and sampling

· Generalizations

· Qualitative Designs 

· Historical/Critical research, case studies, ethnographic and participatory research, assumptions, role of researcher, data collection and analysis, reliability and validity

F. Results, Data Analysis 

· Qualitative and quantitative approaches to results

· Semiological, Marxist, Psychoanalytic, and Sociological techniques

· Uses of statistics

· Interpretation of results 
































Standard Format for an Honour’s Thesis
A thesis entails a particular formula. The format is rather like a “science experiment,” which should be familiar to most of you.  Though there are no hard and fast rules, a thesis typically contains the following six (6) parts:

(1) Introduction 

• Begins with a Problem or controversy.
• Asks a well-formulated Research Question.
• Sets forth a Thesis Statement (the claim or argument you will be making).
• Describes the Significance of the Issue (Why should we care?).
• Hypothesis (a guess as to what you will find after your research and why; explains how you will go about testing the claims in your thesis statement).
• Mentions the Aims, Goals, or Purpose of your study.
• Statement of Scope and Limitations (What will be covered?  What is beyond the compass of your study?).
• Like an “executive summary,” describes in a few sentences the sequence of Steps in the Overall Argument.
(2) Review of the Literature

• Typically has 2 to 4 sections that bring together different bodies of literature.
• Opens with a description of the different areas of research you will be using as evidence to answer your question or support the claims you are making in your argument; also explains why you have chosen to rely on that literature and approach.
• Assesses the research literature in light of your Research Question and the claims you are making in your Thesis Statement.
• A good Review almost NEVER moves from author to author or book to book. Sometimes, the review follows a chronological or historical sequence. More often, it abstracts main issues and ideas and groups authors around various positions, views, or approaches – then assesses or weighs the evidence those authors present in light of the claims in the thesis statement.

• The aim of the Review is to set forth the “state of the art” concerning information about your question, to uncover gaps in the literature, to identify problems or controversies, or to highlight different methods of approaching the issues etc. in order to situate your study in an ongoing dialogue. A related aim is to find a niche for your work that shows you are building on existing knowledge and making an original contribution by finding something new or approaching information in a new way.
• Each section ends with a brief summary of the main points that emerged from your analysis of the literature in that section and explains how the literature ties in with your argument. It also offers a few sentences explaining why and how this section connects with the section that follows.

• Ends with a BRIEF overall summary of the salient points of the Literature Review leading to the methodology section. This summary highlights the main themes, issues, ideas, questions, or approaches that will govern the Analysis portion of your thesis. In this way, the Review creates the major “instruments” for your own inquiry and interpretation.
(3) Methodology

• One paragraph to one or two pages describing the research method/s you will be using.
• Justifies the approach you will be taking in your study in light of the methods or issues discussed in the Review of Lit.

(4) Analysis

• Uses the evidence from the Literature Review as the “tools” for your analysis of new material.

• This section is the “body” of the study and a major opportunity to show your critical thinking abilities. 

(5 Findings/Results/Discussion

• Discusses the findings in light of the research question, the thesis, the hypothesis, and the overall goals of the study.
(6) Conclusion

• Final summing up, mentions any insights the study has uncovered, and suggests directions for future research.

How to Get Started
The most difficult part of writing a Senior Research Project is often where to begin. 
Think of a topic in your course that you have found particularly interesting. This may be a chapter or an issue in a book associated with your course. Or it could be the whole or part of an assignment that you wished to explore in more detail. On the other hand, there may be an issue in the news that excites your attention. Talk to people.  Write in a journal—keep in mind, when the writer writes, s/he figures out what s/he has to say.

Choose a topic that interests and challenges you. Your attitude towards the topic may well determine the amount of effort and enthusiasm you put into your research. Obtain approval for your topic before embarking on a full-scale research. 

Select a subject you can manage. Avoid subjects that are too technical, learned, or specialized. Avoid topics that have only a very narrow range of source materials. In other words, make sure that the issue is researchable. This means that there must be a literature base either in textbooks or periodicals. The literature base needs to be academic and not journalistic to add to the credibility of your thesis.

Be prepared to spend several hours in an academic library to help you search out good sources on your intended topic. Remember the Internet is good for some things but there is no quality control so some of the articles you get might be too ephemeral or journalistic for an academic piece of work. An excellent way to approach finding a topic and a working title for your thesis is to look at the websites and publications for associations such as the International Communication Association, the National Communication Association, etc. See how professionals divide the field into various sub-fields of research, and the kinds of titles of presentations and publications in each area. If you don’t find anything that resembles your proposed idea, then it is probably not a good topic for your thesis in media and communication—and you will have difficulty finding books and articles to support your argument.
Think of the whole of your final year project as essentially answering a question rather than researching a field. Make a structural plan for the proposal. Think of reading around the subject and writing your initial plan as a process in which each activity reinforces the other in a circular process. Do some initial research, then make a tentative plan, then do more reading to flesh out the plan, then revise the plan and so on. Your plan only needs to be tentative at this stage – in all probability it will actually get revised as you make progress through your project. You should provide your reader/advisor with a copy of your plan on your first substantive meeting.

Do not think you have to do all of the reading around the topic before you start to write. Read or research sufficiently to write the literature review and then start writing a first draft.  Acknowledge that writing is a recursive practice. When you start writing, set yourself a target – say 500—1000 words per day and then you will feel that you are making progress. 

Finally, keep your rationale in mind at all times.  Consider the question, “What’s at stake in this research?” A good literature review presents a clear case and context for the project, which makes up the rest of the thesis. Since you are writing your review before you start your data collection, it is important to make clear the relationship of previous research to your thesis project.  This relationship between past work and your rationale is the most important influence on the structure and length of your literature review. Keep in mind that your purpose is important, because it will help to focus and direct your reading. 

Literature Reviews
A literature review is basically a summary of ‘what the academic literature reveals’ about the subject of your investigation. The literature review is an exploration of this area, which at best will provide definition and a framework for your research. Most students are not experts in their chosen field before they start their reading. The idea of the literature review is to develop a good working knowledge of the research in general. Besides enlarging your knowledge about the topic, writing a literature review lets you gain and demonstrate skills in two areas: (1) information seeking: the ability to scan the literature efficiently, using both manual and computerized methods, to identify a set of useful articles and books; (2) critical appraisal: the ability to apply principles of analysis to identify unbiased and valid studies.

A literature review is a piece of discursive prose, not a list describing or summarizing one piece of literature after another. It's usually a bad sign to see every paragraph beginning with the name of a researcher. Instead, organize the literature review into sections that present themes or identify trends, including relevant theory. You are not trying to list all the material published, but to synthesize and evaluate it according to the guiding concept of your thesis or research question. 

The aim of a literature review is to show that the writer has studied existing work in the field with insight. It is not enough to show what others in your field have discovered. You need to view the work of others with insight and review critically. An effective review analyzes and synthesizes material. So for example, a lit-review will often:  Compare and contrast different authors' views on a subject; Group authors who draw similar conclusions; Criticize aspects of a methodology; Identify areas where authors are in disagreement; Highlight exemplary studies, gaps in research, key critical terms; Show how your study relates to previous studies; Show how your study relates to the literature in general; Conclude by summarizing what the literature says. 

A literature review enables you to define and limit the problem you are working on.  The review should place your study in an historical perspective and evaluate promising research methods.  Your final research goal is to relate your study’s findings to previous knowledge and to suggest further research.

The first step towards a good literature review is a comprehensive literature search. You need to make sure you are getting a good range of the available literature in your area of study. Keep in mind as you are searching that the age of the material is relevant. The best method is to start from the most recent sources and work backwards. This also puts you in a better position to let good studies guide your reading. You can always go back and check that seminal reference everyone else quotes. Don't forget to search the bibliographies and reference lists of the materials you read. These will direct you to more articles and can also serve as a guideline about how much you have read on your topic. 
Steps in conducting a literature search: A quick checklist
Based on your research problem/thesis statement, write out a list of questions you need to ask.

(1) Identify the types of resources best used to answer the question.

(2) Identify the specific titles of resources that can answer the question.

(3) Identify specific databases. 
(4) Search for appropriate books, articles, and sample dissertations/theses 

(5) Follow the bibliographies of works that are relevant, i.e., look at what the authors are citing. 

(6) Evaluate what you have found: 

(a) Are you finding too much research? Then narrow down the topic.

(b) Are you not finding enough research? Are looking in the right areas; broaden your topic if necessary. 

(c) Find ways to organize or group the literature: e.g., by keywords, key authors, and/or debates. 

Because the nature of a literature review is dependent on what other authors have said, it is vital that you develop good referencing skills. These skills should be put into use the moment you first pick up a piece of written material. As soon as you pick up an article, put the publication details into your selected referencing system, i.e., your bibliography. You may find it useful to list the material by content area. There are many computer programs (such as Endnote or Editor) that help students stay organized with this difficulty task. Make sure your bibliographic record also takes note of the call number of the book or journal and the library it came from. If you photocopied the material, make a note of what you copied and where you filed it. 

The first step towards critical reading is to keep your purpose in mind when you read. Don't let the arguments in the book distract you from your reading agenda. Before beginning to read, take a few moments to think about what it is you are expecting from the article or chapter. 

Below we include a series of analytic questions that may help you form the basis of your written review. Asking such questions as you read will slow your reading process down, because you will be thinking as you go. However, doing your critical work early will make the process of writing a review much easier. If you take comprehensive notes in your own words as you read and think you will have done the really hard work before you start to write. Your note taking should reflect your reading questions. Summaries have their uses, but they aren't the building blocks of a good literature review. Taking notes and making critical comments is more useful. Keep in mind that although taking notes is time consuming, much of it will be directly useable later.  

How to Read Analytically
1.      Look for important concepts and ideas and how they are explained and used.  For example, is the concept "materialism" used?  If so, how is it defined and employed by the writer?

2.      Look for factual material, data, and statistics that are used to support arguments.

3.      Look for arguments made by the author.  Why does the author believe or not believe something?   What methodologies are employed?

4.      Look for contrasts and comparisons.  Frequently authors embed these in their texts.  When you can, make a chart that shows these contrasts and comparisons.

5.      Look at the examples used.  Are they relevant?  Do they support assertions?  Or are they too selective, neglecting other examples they might not support these assertions?  

6.     Look for threads, topics that keep coming up repeatedly.  What significance do these threads have?

7.     Look for insights--this can be understood as seeing relationship between or among phenomena they you never saw before.  Are these insights valuable?  Where do they lead you?

8.      Don't expect to agree with everything an author writes.  If you disagree, make sure you have valid reasons.  Even if authors are wrong about some things, they may be right about other things.

9.     Consider adaptations you can make.  For example, essays on the nature of heroes and heroines in Greek mythology can sometimes be applied to characters in the mass media in interesting ways.  You may not be able to find an article on a particular situation comedy, but you may find material on situation comedies in general or on humor that you can apply.

10.   What about the author's style?  How important is style in convincing you to believe something?  What is distinctive about the author's style?

11.   What sources does the author quote from?  Do these sources give you any ideas about the author's point of view, politics, values, seriousness?


Ask yourself questions about everything your read
1.
Has the author formulated a problem/issue?

2.
Is it clearly defined? Is its significance (scope, severity, relevance) clearly established?

3.
Could the problem have been approached more effectively from another perspective?

4.
What is the author's research orientation (e.g., interpretive, critical science, combination)?

5.
What is the author's theoretical framework (e.g., psychological, developmental, feminist)?

6.
What is the relationship between the theoretical and research perspectives?

7.
Has the author evaluated the literature relevant to the problem/issue? Does the author include literature-taking positions she or he does not agree with?

8.
In a research study, how good are the basic components of the study design (e.g., population, intervention, outcome)? How accurate and valid are the measurements? Is the analysis of the data accurate and relevant to the research question? Are the conclusions validly based upon the data and analysis?

9.
In material written for a popular readership, does the author use appeals to emotion, one-sided examples, or rhetorically charged language and tone? Is there an objective basis to the reasoning, or is the author merely "proving" what he or she already believes?

10.
How does the author structure the argument? Can you "deconstruct" the flow of the argument to see whether or where it breaks down logically (e.g., in establishing cause-effect relationships)?

11.
In what ways does this book or article contribute to our understanding of the problem under study, and in what ways is it useful for practice? What are the strengths and limitations?

12.
How does this book or article relate to the specific thesis or question I am developing?

Remember: Research is not a linear process.  Rather, it is a cyclical, recursive process that reflects your thinking processes, whereby new information results in new knowledge and understanding. The iterative nature of research causes ideas to be revisited as they have been influenced by new information.  Necessarily, then, literature searches must be conducted not just once, but rather multiple times throughout the process for different purposes.  It is common for researchers to execute the same search in the same database at a later date for the purpose of re-examining the same results from a more informed perspective. Thus staying organized and keeping careful notes is all the more important.
Questions to consider when writing your lit-review
1.
What is the specific thesis, problem or research question that my review helps to define?

2.
What type of literature review am I conducting? Am I looking at issues of theory? methodology? policy? quantitative research? qualitative research?

3.
What is the scope of my literature review? What types of publications am I using (e.g., journals, books, government documents, popular media)? What discipline am I working in (e.g., advertising psychology, medical sociology, fundraising)?

4.
How good was my information seeking? Has my search been wide enough to ensure I've found all the relevant material? Has it been narrow enough to exclude irrelevant material? Is the number of sources I've used appropriate for the length of my paper?

5.
Have I critically analyzed the literature I use? Do I follow through a set of concepts and questions, comparing items to each other in the ways they deal with them? Instead of just listing and summarizing items, do I assess them, discussing strengths and weaknesses?

6.
Have I cited and discussed studies contrary to my perspective?

7.
Will the reader find my literature review relevant, appropriate, and useful?

8.
Will the reader find my review compelling, interesting, and well-written?

Finally, be Very Very Very Careful About Plagiarism. If your thinking and writing is based even remotely on any source, you must cite that source in your writing at its point of use. If you use any source word for word, you must use quotation marks and include the page numbers of the source. If you paraphrase a source, cite the source and refer to the page on which you are basing the paraphrase. If in doubt, always cite.  


COURSE LEARNING OBJECTIVES

Course content objectives

On completion of this course the student will be able to:

- Plan, execute and defend a major research project

- Develop a methodological framework for a research undertaking

- Analyze current issues in media studies and contemporary society and identify several critical trends

- Draw conclusions on the implications of those trends and recommend topics for further study

- Incorporate media theory and practice to produce in-depth analytical work

- Write a proposal for a major research undertaking

- Arrange and fulfill appropriate protocols for conducting research, such as ethics forms, permissions, copyright, human subjects

- Write an extended project/essay that displays knowledge of related research and uses a variety of media applications

- Present findings of project to peers and faculty members

- Demonstrate an ability to accept criticism and learn from others

- Defend an argument and make revisions based on others’ advice

- Demonstrate an ability to meet deadlines

General skill objectives

On completion of this course the student will demonstrate competencies in:

- Personal organization, time management, and resource management by undertaking a large research project over two semesters, with its accompanying deadlines and need for planning

- Responsibility through selecting and managing an independent research project

- Adaptability & learning through managing the process of developing an extended project that may change over time and in response to advisor’s comments

- Problem-solving, critical thinking, decision-making, and conflict management through managing an extended project requiring independent work and consultation with a supervisor

- Reading, writing, speaking, and listening through the research gathering, writing, and presenting required in this course

- Teamwork and interpersonal skills in participating in discussions and in final presentations

- Research through one of the major activities of this course

- Creative thinking and visioning by making their project an original piece of research and writing and by using a variety of media applications

Learning Values/objectives

- Students will continue to develop toward holistic maturity through:

- The demonstration of independence of thought in researching and writing a major independent project 

- Depth and breadth of understanding by relating their own study to the projects of others 

- Understanding of forms of inquiry through comparing their own methodology with those of others in the course

- Love of learning through the opportunity to work intensively and extensively on their own project over two semesters
University of Guelph Humber Policy Requirements

http://www.uoguelph.ca/registrar/calendars/guelphhumber/current/index.shtml

E-mail Communication

As per university regulations, all students are required to check their <uoguelph.ca> e-mail account regularly: e-mail is the official route of communication between the university and its students.

When You Cannot Meet a Course Requirement...

When you find yourself unable to meet an in-course requirement because of illness or for compassionate reasons, please advise the course instructor [or designated person] in writing, with your name, id#, and e-mail contact.  Where possible, this should be done in advance of the missed work or event, but otherwise, just as soon as possible after the due date, and certainly no longer than one week later.  Note: if appropriate documentation of your inability to meet that in-course requirement is necessary, the course instructor, or delegate, will request it of you.  Such documentation will rarely be required for course components representing less than 10% of the course grade.  Such documentation will be required, however, for Academic Consideration for missed end-of-term work and/or missed final examinations.  See the undergraduate calendar for information on regulations and procedures for Academic Consideration. 
Drop Date

The last date to drop Fall 2009 courses is November 3rd. For regulations and procedures for Dropping Courses, see the Undergraduate Calendar. 

Copies of out-of-class assignments

Keep paper and/or other reliable back-up copies of all out-of-class assignments: you may be asked to resubmit work at any time.

Academic Misconduct

The University of Guelph is committed to upholding the highest standards of academic integrity and enjoins all members of the University community – faculty, staff, and students – to be aware of what constitutes academic misconduct and to do as much as possible to prevent academic offences from occurring.  The University of Guelph takes a serious view of academic misconduct, and it is your responsibility as a student to be aware of and to abide by the University’s policy.  Included in the definition of academic misconduct are such activities as cheating on examinations, plagiarism, misrepresentation, and submitting the same material in two different courses without written permission from the relevant instructors.  

To better understand your responsibilities, read the Undergraduate Calendar <http://www.uoguelph.ca/registrar/calendars/guelphhumber/current/c01/index.shtml> for a statement of Students’ Academic Responsibilities; also read the full Academic Misconduct Policy <http://www.uoguelph.ca/registrar/calendars/guelphhumber/current/c07/c07-amisconduct.shtml>.  

You are also advised to make use of the resources available through the Learning Commons <http://lib.guelphhumber.ca/index.cfm> and to discuss any questions you may have with your course instructor, TA, or academic counselor.

Instructors have the right to use software to aid in the detection of plagiarism or copying and to examine students orally on submitted work.  For students found guilty of academic misconduct, serious penalties, up to and including suspension or expulsion can be imposed.  Hurried or careless submission of work does not exonerate students of responsibility for ensuring the academic integrity of their work.  Similarly, students who find themselves unable to meet course requirements by the deadlines or criteria expected because of medical, psychological or compassionate circumstances should review the university’s regulations and procedures for Academic Consideration in the calendar <http://www.uoguelph.ca/registrar/calendars/guelphhumber/current/c07/c07-ac.shtml> and discuss their situation with the instructor and/or the program counselor or other academic counselor as appropriate.



Grading System at the University of Guelph

University of Guelph Undergraduate Calendar, Degree Regulations and Procedures <http://www.uoguelph.ca/registrar/calendars/guelphhumber/current/c07/c07-grds.shtml>

A+ = 90-100%

A   = 85-89


A-  = 80-84

B+ = 77-79

B   = 73-76 

B-  = 70-72

C+ = 67-69

C   = 63-66

C-  = 60-62


D+ = 57-59

D   = 53-56

D-  = 50-52

F  = 0-49

University of Guelph, Undergraduate Degree Regulations and Procedures (Section VIII. Resolution 1.) <http://www.uoguelph.ca/registrar/calendars/guelphhumber/current/c07/c07-grds-proc.shtml>

The assignment of grades at the University of Guelph must be based on clearly defined standards, which are published in the Undergraduate Calendar for the benefit of faculty and students.The definitions for each numerical grade range (letter grades) is as follows:
80 - 100 (A) Excellent. An outstanding performance in which the student demonstrates a superior grasp of the subject matter, and an ability to go beyond the given material in a critical and constructive manner. The student demonstrates a high degree of creative and/or logical thinking, a superior ability to organize, to analyze, and to integrate ideas, and a thorough familiarity with the appropriate literature and techniques.

70 - 79 (B) Good. A more than adequate performance in which the student demonstrates a thorough grasp of the subject matter, and an ability to organize and examine the material in a critical and constructive manner. The student demonstrates a good understanding of the relevant issues and a familiarity with the appropriate literature and techniques.

60 - 69 (C) Acceptable. An adequate performance in which the student demonstrates a generally adequate grasp of the subject matter and a moderate ability to examine the material in a critical and constructive manner. The student displays an adequate understanding of the relevant issues, and a general familiarity with the appropriate literature and techniques.

50 - 59 (D) Minimally Acceptable. A barely adequate performance in which the student demonstrates a familiarity with the subject matter, but whose attempts to examine the material in a critical and constructive manner are only partially successful. The student displays some understanding of the relevant issues, and some familiarity with the appropriate literature and techniques.

0 - 49 (F) Fail. An inadequate performance.

* Note: these topics may be covered on various dates, depending on the course advisor/instructor
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