The Engineering Undergraduate Society of U.B.C.
February 8th, 2010 

Macmillan, Room 166


Page 1 of 10

EUS GRAND COUNCIL AGENDA

                                ********
A) Call to order and adoption of the agenda: 

1.
MOVED       
Nick

 , SECONDED 

Jon


“That the agenda be adopted as presented, and the meeting be called to order at   
6:11
.”

B) Membership: Introductions, new members, declaration of vacancies:  
Sean, Applied Science Senator, Stand in Speaker

Elina, Secretary, 3rd Year Rep CHBE

Lin, President

Madeleine, VP External

Tagg, VP Finance

Emma, VP Academic

Dan, CHBE 4th year rep

Julian, Member at Large
Amanda, Speaker

Shane, VP Events

Catherine, 4th year rep, Enviro

Kathleen, Enve President

Nicole, Enve 3rd Year Representative

Tom, VP Academic

Darren, 4th Year Rep IGEN

Jon, IGEN SOCO

Peter, IGEn President

Blair, Second year rep IGEN

Will, VP ComAd

Chris, IGEN Treasurer

Britney, IGEN VP External

Lara, 2nd year rep for FIZZ

Nick, FIZZ President

Graham, 4th Year Rep FIZZ

Steve, FIZZ Grad Rep

Christina, EWB Representative

Melody, ECE

Celestine, 3rd Year REP ECE

Kevin, ECE President

Shirley, 2nd year Rep ECE

Catherine, ECE Secretary

Brad, 3rd year rep Mining

Erika, GEO President

Kevin, Member at large

Brian, ECE 2nd year rep

Levi, Geo 2nd, 3rd, 4th year proxy rep

Mark, EUS Publicity Manager

Ole, CHBE President

Tudor, 3rd year rep for materials

Tony, Materials President

Bobo

Naoki, Frat President

Sarah, AOE President

Jon, PP President

Andrew, Member at large

Alex

Jessica, Civil President

Shahrzad, EUS Conferences Coordinator

C)
Executive Updates:


President:

· AMS Update: Meeting ended in under three hours – not very many updates

· Elections have finished and Sean is our new board of governor’s representative. Joel was elected Senator

· Tent City: should be cleared out ASAP

· EUS has lost liquor license for next three months – cannot file until April 8th.

· RCMP have said that any external events held by the CHEEZE that are not run by the EUS should be approved

· Note for Ole: please notify Lin about whether or not you are accepted as soon as you receive notification

· RCMP would not like to talk to EUS about negotiation

· Dean is displeased

· TNA night will be held on April 9th
· Theft, vandalism issues have been blamed on the EUS. 
· Elections: EUS elections are being held in March, but nominations close this Friday due to the reading break

· Senator, AMS Eng. Rep, etc... please get a nomination form, get it signed, and submit it by Friday.

· Note: you may drop out later, but you may not apply later

· SFU has invited the EUS on Thursday night for Genius Bowl

· Please let Emma, Tom, or Lin know if you know any trivia whizzes 

VP Academic:

· Wednesday at 5 – Engineering coop student advisory meeting.
· Meeting with curriculum rep on Thursday at 4
· March 25th or March 27th - Trivia


VP ComAd:

· Departmental pages for slipstick are due on Friday

· Any concerns, please talk to William

· Otherwise, submit to vpcomad@ubcengineers.ca and slipstick@ubcengineers.ca
VP External:

· APEG seminar and mixer in CHBE 101 this Thursday at 4 – 5:30

· Please make classroom announcements via reps

VP Events:

· If anybody has feedback on E-week, please email Shane at vpevents@ubcengineers.ca

VP Finance:

· The EUS and the faculty are combining to create a giant booth for the run of the torch

· Get involved by talking to Tagg, VPfinance@ubcengineers.ca
· EWeek was under budget

· New Shell fund – giving the university money for things related to the energy industry, especially oil and gas

· Only some of the faculties are eligible to apply

· Front page of the APSC website

E) 
Department Club Updates:


CHBE

· Getting ready for break

CIVL

· Nothing

EECE

· New t-shirts

ENVE

· Nothing

FIZZ

· New patches

· Post EWeek party in the penthouse

· BYOB
· Chilled beer and chilled beverages
GEO
· Nothing

IGEN
· Annual party on march 5th
· DJ lined up

· Same venue as last year

MECH
· Nothing

MINE

· Thank you to the organizers of EWeek

MTRL
· Nothing

PP
· Nothing

F) 
Ex-Officio Club Updates:


A.O.E.
· Nothing

ESTC
· Is writing a thesis

EWB
· Not doing anything this week but the week after the break they are having their weeklong EWB week

· Tons of events – pancake breakfasts across engineering and across campus

· Talking to faculty in forums to get more socially minded stuff into the curriculum

SPD

· Might be going to Ohio over the reading break – dependent on presidential circumstances

· Might be having a politically incorrect movie night after the break

· Two different movies than last year
Senate*
· No updates from last week

G)
Administrative Motions:


Adopting Minutes of Council and Committees of Council:

2.
MOVED 
Jon
 , SECONDED 
Jessica



“That the following minutes be accepted as presented:”
Motion passes
1. Council Meeting, Jan. 25, 2010
2.
MOVED 

Kathleen 
, SECONDED 


EWB




WHEREAS:  The annual $2 engineering student fee to fund Engineers Without Borders: UBC expires this year.


BE IT RESOLVED THAT: A referendum is called on dates coinciding with the

March elections with the following text:
Question: Do you support the 5 year continuation of the $2 Engineering Undergraduate Society (EUS) fee that goes to support the UBC Engineers Without Borders (EWB) chapter?  

Background and Clarification: This fee has been in place for the past four years and expires at the end of 2009/2010. Passing of the referendum would mean that the Engineering Undergraduate Society fees will be $72 instead of $70 in the 2010/11 academic year and the $2 EWB levy will stay in place for five years. Individuals can be reimbursed by contacting EWB.
Discussion:

None.

Vote results:

All in favor: 

Unanimous in favor

Note: EECE abstained from vote

I)
Discussions:


APSC 201

1.       How students perceive ENG 112 vs APSC176

· President: Eng112 is a first year English course that has to deal with the technical aspects of writing. APSC 176 is a precursor to APSC 201 (technical writing).

· No one at the meeting had ever taken APSC 176

· The differences that people have heard of:

· From English 112 to APSC 201, it`s completely different style. Mike (apsc 201 teacher) is very passionate about student learning and the program and not about who gets the money.

· A lot of students have said that 176 was more helpful in comparison to 112 in preparing for 201.

· Tagg: Those who took APSC 176 had a stronger comprehension and understanding in APSC 201 than those who took 112. Students from 112 are often asking questions.

· Totally different teaching styles

2.       How students perceive the value of ECCT

· Explanation: ECCT is the engineering communications competency test. People must be able to pass before being enrolled in 201 to make sure that people can communicate at a certain base level before entering 201. In the past 201 has had a very high fail rate due to a high rate of grammatical problems encountered within the engineering population, resulting in the need for screening via the ECCT. Supposedly, it is not a bad exam if you are an average communicator

· Graham: Why isn’t 176 or 112 the precursor?

· People coming out of 112 weren’t able to get by with a high enough level of communication.

· A lot of people come in with first year English credit so they do not have to take the courses. Now, everyone has to take the ECCT regardless of backgrounds, and it is therefore a standardized test across the board for all students

· Tagg: concern with international students – people have had to have 5 different tests that have had to be submitted for admittance, which is an unacceptable level of redundancy

· Sharzad: For those who able to get through all the other “systems” such as the LPI, etc, then is the redundancy necessary?

· Tom: Mike was concerned about the multiple different exams out there, all of which may have different standards for testing English

· Levi: Is the ECCT just one more hoop to jump through? Does Tom have any information about whether it has helped to decrease the failure rate?

· It had helped

· Lin: Worth sticking it out to see if students can gain from this

· Levi: What actions must be taken for those who fail the ECCT?

· APSC 098 writing course through learning center must be taken. It is a zero credit course

· Tagg: Majority of problems came from people from feeder schools, which lets people get in with low English scores. Look at these grades differently for acceptance?

· Ole: Can they challenge the exam in first year English instead?

· Bob: One thing with English – do it in first and second year, and then we never see it again. By the time we get to 5th or 6th year, we are good at fundamentals such as Calculus, but our lab reports are not graded for our writing skills. Maybe we should have technical grading to ensure that these skills are well developed.

· For electrical, this is already done. Maybe we should standardize across departments

· For group reports, it won’t help anyone because there’s always one person who is doing all the final editing.

· Levi – PHYS 259 report can be used for APSC 201 report. Standardize across departments so that everyone has this option.

· Tom: people are looking to integrate this into all the programs

· APSC 176 was more beneficial than 112 – can this be announced more so that people are aware of these differences?

· Melody: ECCT – it’s kind of pointless because it does not teach anyone anything. It does filter people out, but it does not endorse learning. Waste of time, resources, etc.

· Lin: ECCT does not cost any money, it only take time. Purpose is to identify those who would be repeat failures. The point is to make sure that people don’t have to pay for the course over and over again and allow for them to take a remedial course that will allow for them to learn the proper skills

· Julian: cannot keep up with all feeder schools. ECCT helps to standardize skill standards.
3.       How those who failed ECCT managed to pass it

· Shirley: Perhaps the results of the ECCT depend on the marker – someone failed the first time and then passed the second time. The first exam was taken in November; the second was taken in March. He might have taken some efforts to improve, but it is unknown.

· Kathleen: Is it only for people who are taking APSC 201?

· Yes

4.       How students perceive APSC 201 vs the Mech equivalent

· MECH has a program that is similar to 201 that can be taken instead

· Naoki: failed the MECH one, passed the APSC one. They are not too different. You were able to use your project from MECH2 for the APSC report. Otherwise, they are the same in content

· Tagg: APSC instructor said that integration will make people more interested in the course in general due to the concentration on the project in addition to the development of memo writing

· Tom: They ran into problems with non-integrated programs due to the fact that often people have to look into things they are either not interested in or are foreign to them.

· Poll: Many people (9/10) experienced having to research topics that were not of interest to them

· Erika: Group projects in APSC 201 should not be group projects because it does not help the development of individual technical writing skills

· Steve: 3 people, failed group project, teacher took them aside, 2 passed out of 3

· Amanda: Discrepancy between different professors – same paper to different professors will receive largely different grades.

· In MECH2, there are only two profs who switch every once in a while

· In APSC 201, they mark in groups – “Round Robin”

· Julian; with the measures they are taking with the ECCT, you will not get groups bogged down with incompetent writers

· Being around incompetence is something we must be trained in as engineers
Engineering Student Services

· The dean is performing an external review of what everyone thinks of ESS to figure out how ESS works, what’s good and what’s wrong, and then tell the dean what to fix. One student, one person outside of faculty, one person within faculty on the panel. Any topics you want to talk about? They are in KAISER across Starbucks – deal with most of first year issues.
· For the EUS, who will write a report for the dean.
· Jon: They should keep more sheets out so that people can get them right away instead of waiting in line for a sheet.
· Action: Sean: Cut the line if you are looking for a sheet.
· Amanda:  They take names
· Nick: Waiting half an hour to 45 minutes to wait to change a course is frustrating – an online system would be efficient
· Kevin: ESS sent a certain student everywhere in regard to taking a course outside of the faculty. There is no one who is directly responsible for stamping or accepting these issues.
· Brad: Transferred from Waterloo in first year. They are extremely unhelpful in trying to transfer credits for courses. No individual wants to deal with it for the most part. Better way to streamline process?
· Tagg: Extensive phone conversations with ESS people one summer. Apparently, this person has never worked there. Lin has encountered the same “mysterious worker”. 
· Kevin: There is no proper chain of command. Between Dr. Dunwoody and the secretaries, no one takes responsibility for these issues
· Kathleen: Enviro specifically – a lot of issues with courses switching back and forth. Despite the fact that it is a joint program, there are problems with students who did not start at UBC
· Katherine: Every 6 or 7 courses, must go to teachers and get sheets signed
· Katherine: More communication between all engineering programs. Half civil, half chemical for enviro – it would make it easier for students if ESS knew what was happening
· Kathleen: Specifically, would like if environmental students had an active UBC number that stays with them from the first year to the end. They cannot apply for scholarships because of these issues.
· Lara: Only got English transfer credits, and a few days before the CHEM154 final, the credits for those as well. She started with 40 transfer credits.
· Emma: They only have knowledge of first year courses
· Steve: People just redirect you to other student services
· Dan: similar problems resulting from the form being stuck in Brock Hall
· Tagg: The office hours are very troublesome. They conflict with other course times.
· Bob: Should open up for comments more often

Club Discussions and Discussions from the Floor:

· Emma: Prompt: Anything for co-op?

· Tagg: IGEN co-op coordinator does not know what the IGEN course schedule look like, resulting in unnecessary schedule problems and other student problems.

· Kathleen: Having to have a “Winter, Summer, Fall” work term is ridiculous – it is an accreditation issue.

· Brad: found a job outside of co-op – had to wait until rankings to accept the job – coordinator is Musaki

· Tudor – the agreements that they force people to accept require argument and discussion

· Terms and Agreements have been rewritten

· Emma: Head coordinator is pressing students to actually read the agreements

· Tagg: Student space, study and social:

· Frame: Losing the Processed cheeze as first year student space. There will be the new engineering student center, so the Cheeze will be lost as well. We had to fight hard to get the first year study space. Barn will be turned into a daycare, so that will not be able to be changed to an engineering building for social/study space

· This is open for feedback – an angry letter-writing event.

· ACTION ITEM: Will, please ask Andrew who to talk to

· Kathleen: Does anyone know who the daycare is for?

· Andrew: The daycare is for anyone. There are no other daycares anywhere around campus. 

· Tagg: There are only 24 places open for children. Isn’t there a bigger venue where they can have a daycare?

· Lin: AMS has been pushing for more daycare, just like students have been pushing for more housing

· Erika: Why would they put it somewhere without parking / vehicle access, and why take away one of the few food outlets left near the engineering buildings (excluding Starbucks)

· They are making 2 new venues

· Bob: They are creating a food delivery option. They should have a vegetarian option

· Steve: Agora is in the basement of Macmillan

· Tagg: Like some general student study space (unlike the individual department study space currently available)

· Kevin: ECE people would like engineering students to find their own spaces to study

· Lin: ECE does have a lot of space. The Dean has explicitly said that all department space is her space, and she will reallocate space and she sees fit if that space is being underutilized by the department due to the current space crunch that is occurring.

· Tudor: Mining and materials were angry that their new course room is lent out to other faculties such as English, etc… they would like to keep their classrooms. Who books these rooms?

· Classroom services

· Kevin: Suggest looking into departmental meeting rooms to make them into a student space instead.

· Steve: If there is such a space crunch for student events, how come so much space is being allocated to non-student housing 

· Budget-crunch

· Bob: When we got Process Cheeze, it was supposed to be a temporary space to replace the Cheeze originally. People have gotten used to the Process Cheeze. It would be nice for them to tell us why they have such big empty rooms that are not being utilized for studying, like they could be.

· Erika: EOS east is being torn down in the next month, resulting in a large space crunch. They have one of the biggest club rooms, but they need more study space so that the social space and study space are separated.

· Kathleen: Enviro got access to a study space in CHBE after talking to the Dean and Lori (CHBE Secretary). There are help resources and there is space.

· Amanda/Will/Shane: The process cheese trailers were bought and are being transported. Can we buy some more to replace these?

· Julian: Where is the vending machine / pool table going to go after the cheese is torn down?

· Nick: Cases where students don’t know their grades prior to them having to enroll.

· Tagg: there are a successful discussion and the situation has been looked at. Talk to SAC to find out what has happened exactly.

· Bob: APSC 262 and other mandatory classes

· Does not think that mandatory classes should exist because some people feel that they cannot learn in courses due to the lack of problem solving.

· Textbooks: textbooks required when they shouldn’t be

· APSC 150 – book written by course organizers

· Bob: Would like to see professors in general to focus more on learning how to teach.

· Rather than focusing their efforts completely on research

· Steve: Some teachers are focused too much on teaching and not enough on actually teaching the material in the class

· Erika: It must depend on the course – hands on vs. problem solving.

· Katherine: For chemical courses, they have open book everything exams. If this happens, then perhaps they should have more creative exams so that some people do not pass solely due to the fact that they have the question in front of them from a prior exam

· Nick: English barrier with professors.

· Erika: make them take the ECCT

· Midterm policy (SAC): only have midterms in class rather than having everyone write the midterm at 7 outside of class.

· Nick: engineering only? UBC wide?

· Engineering as a trial case.

· Bob: Conflicts with other events/commitments often occur when midterms are booked outside of class

· Tagg: Evening midterms are difficult for people who have long commutes. One person has a 2 hour commute.

· Emma: Dr. Han said, after the midterm policy failed, that if someone is not able to make the midterm during outside hours, they should be able to talk to professors and that they will address any issues.
J) 
Discussionary Motions:

K) 
Other Business:

L) 
Next Meeting:


The next EUS Council meeting is scheduled for March 1, 2010 at 6 pm in SUB Council Chambers.

M) 
Adjournment:

6.
MOVED 
Lin

, SECONDED 

Will



“There being no further business the meeting was adjourned at 
7:54
.”

N) 
Social Event
* not an ex-officio club; inserted into agenda





