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	Track: Feminist Scholarship (Panel)

	Session # 665
	The Bifurcated Social Work Professorate: Exploring the Landscape from a Feminist Perspective
Eugenia L. Weiss, University of Southern California
Catherine Simmons, University of Colorado Colorado Springs
Denise McLane-Davison, Morgan State University
Sara L Schwartz, University of Southern California



	Date: 
Saturday, November 10, 2018
	Time: 
4:15 PM
	Room: 
Oceanic 5, Lobby/Third Floor (Dolphin, Walt Disney World Resort)



	Part 1: Learning Objectives
Please evaluate whether objectives were met. After this session, participants will be able to:

	***Rating Scale: 1 poor/strongly disagree -- 4 excellent/strongly agree***
	1
	2
	3
	4
	N/A

	Develop an understanding about the process and outcome of considering TTF and NTTF career choices, professional accomplishments, and integrating into the academic community through the dominant lens verses a feminist lens.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Discuss practical ways to implement a holistic approach to academic policy and professional development with the recognition of how policies and processes impact identity formation for individuals, small groups and organizations.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Apply a feminist congruent model of co-mentoring to TTF and NTTF as a mechanism for career decision-making, encouragement, and reality checks to the experiences of audience participants.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Part 2: Session Content

	***Rating Scale: 1 poor/strongly disagree -- 4 excellent/strongly agree***
	1
	2
	3
	4
	N/A

	1. The session content was appropriate to my education, experience and/or licensure level.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	2. The session content was relevant to my practice.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	3. The session content was current.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	4. The session content was presented effectively.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5. Handouts and/or teaching aids (if they were available) enhanced the session content.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Part 3: Presenters

	***Rating Scale: 1 poor/strongly disagree -- 4 excellent/strongly agree***
	1
	2
	3
	4
	N/A

	1. The presenter/s were knowledgeable about the session content.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	2. The presenter/s' presentation was clear and effective.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	3. The presenter/s were responsive to participants.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	4. The presenter/s used technology effectively (if applicable).
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Part 4: CE Administration

	***Rating Scale: 1 poor/strongly disagree -- 4 excellent/strongly agree***
	1
	2
	3
	4
	N/A

	1. Questions or concerns were addressed effectively and in a timely manner.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	2. The location was suitable to the presentation.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	3. The facilities were conducive to learning.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	4. The instructions for requesting accommodations for a disability were clear.
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