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Voting Members 
Quorum 7 members 
Jen Adams 
Nick Bransford 
Gregory Harris 
Nadia Henwood 
Anton Kietaibl 
 

Parthiphan Krishnan  
Ron Murray 
Diane Purvey 
Sherilyn Sweeney 
Elizabeth Worobec 

 

Non-voting 

David Burns - Chair 
Zena Mitchell 
David Florkowski  
Rajiv Jhangiani 
Leeann Waddington  

Regrets  Senate Office Guests  

Alan Davis 
Lindsay Norris 
Melissa Krahn 
Harman Singh 
 

Meredith Laird Carley Hodgkinson 
Andhra Goundrey 
Laura McDonald 
Tanya Boboricken 
Sandy Vanderburgh 

 
1. Call to Order 

The Chair opened the meeting with a Territorial Acknowledgement and called the meeting to 
order at 4:15 p.m. 

2. Approval of Agenda 

Diane Purvey moved the agenda be confirmed as presented. 

The motion carried. 

3. Approval of Minutes, January 13, 2021 

Amendment: note that the committee requested a change to the Bachelor of Arts Framework to 
note that the Bachelor of Arts Major in General Studies is exempt from the Framework. 

Sherilyn Sweeney moved the minutes be accepted as amended. 

The motion carried. 
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4. Chair’s Report 

David Burns informed the committee that the Traditional Chinese Medicine program revisions 
related to immunizations and record checks which came to this committee in September, 2020 
have been withdrawn following the department’s request for an opinion from Institutional Risk. 

The review of Writing-Intensive Course Criteria by this committee is postponed until the 
conclusion of labour negotiations.  Proponents are encouraged to submit course and program 
revisions as usual. 

5. Consent Agenda 

Parthi Krishnan moved THAT that the wording for the prerequisites of JRNL 4270 be changed to 
read: All of (a) JRNL 2120, and (b) 9 credits from courses in JRNL at the 2000 level or higher, 
including 3 credits from courses in JRNL at the 3000 level or higher. 

The motion carried. 

 

Nick Bransford moved that the Senate Standing Committee on Curriculum recommend that 
Senate approve the list of new, revised, and discontinued courses as amended. 

The motion carried. 

6. Program Changes 

6.1. Bachelor of Design in Graphic Design for Marketing 

Carley Hodgkinson described the proposed program revisions and answered questions of the 
committee. She highlighted that the revisions included a QUAN course request and the program 
was prepared to wait for the approval of WI criteria to submit a course for WI status. 

Elizabeth Worobec moved that the following changes be made on the Program Revision (D7) 
form prior to submission to Senate: 

 GDMA 3110 and 3220 will have UI and UX written in full in the calendar description. 

 Reference to Liberal Education will be replaced with Electives. 

 Update proposed title changes on page 19 (one of the courses implies the number changed when it did not) 

 Add in missing language at the end and beginning of the calendar language.  

 Revise the left hand column to include the new text present in the right column. 

 The new rubrics have been approved by the Registar’s office and should say when in the course outlines. 

 The field “has the revised program been approved by Senate” should be updated. 
 4222 should offer “permission of instructor” as the alternative to the GDMA preq.s (without the general credit 

requirement) 

 Given the proponent’s intent, ARTH should be one of the codes not eligible for use as an elective. 

The motion carried. 

Diane Purvey moved THAT the Senate Standing Committee on Curriculum recommend that 
Senate approve the changes to the Bachelor of Design in Graphic Design for Marketing, effective 
September 1, 2021 as amended.  

The motion carried. 
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6.2. Certificate in Millwright/Industrial Mechanic 

Laura McDonald and Tanya Boboricken described the proposed program revisions and 
answered questions of the committee. 

 

Ron Murray moved THAT the following changes be made to the program revision:   

 the GPA requirement should read “2.67 for all required courses” 

 Corrections to the cover sheet, refer to replacing the course and not changing the content of the class. 

 Do we mean “advanced” or “advance” planning in the accommodations language? 
 The final sentence of the accommodation section should be struck. 

 

The motion carried. 

 

Gregory Harris moved THAT the Senate Standing Committee on Curriculum recommend that 
Senate approve the program changes to the Certificate in Millwright/Industrial Mechanic, 
effective September 1, 2021 as amended.  

The motion carried. 

7. Items for Discussion 

7.1. Definitions for Core Teaching and Learning Concepts 

David Burns informed the committee that Arts Faculty Council and the Wilson School of Design 
had requested that Senate provide definitions of a number of teaching and learning terms. A 
motion was passed at Arts Faculty Council to refer this to Senate through SSCC.   

The committee discussed how to best manage these conversations, the necessity of broad 
consultation throughout the University in defining these terms, and the possibility of including 
groups other than faculty members in the creation of these definitions. The committee 
discussed that definitions can be linked to systems for communicating to students, such as the 
creation of course attributes that would be searchable, and that a list of definitions should be 
broad enough that faculty are not required to try to fit their course offerings into a small 
number of categories. 

7.2. AC 15 Micro-Credentials 

Sandy Vanderburgh provided the committee with background to the development of the 
current draft Policy and Procedure. He shared that he felt the draft was sensitive to the 
University Act and contained safeguards such as dispute mechanisms and thorough, if 
accelerated, quality assurance mechanisms.  

Rajiv Jhangiani highlighted the difference between completion-based and competency-based 
badges and described the creation of a subcommittee of SSCC that would be created to review 
submissions. 

The committee discussed how questions, feedback, and suggestions on the draft policy and 
procedure would be captured and recorded, the desire for transparency and also future 
reference, as well as the need for clarification of the definitions of the types of badges, the utility 
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of diagrams or other visual aids, and the concern about the ability to provide thorough reviews 
within the suggested 5-day turnaround.  The committee also discussed the requirement for the 
subcommittee chair to serve as a gate-keeper between academic and non-academic offerings 
and the volume of work that would be required by the completion of annual reviews.  

The committee expressed concern that consultation with Faculty Councils was not done prior to 
the beginning of the public posting period. 

Rajiv Jhangiani answered questions of the committee related to how crediting of these offerings 
was currently conceptualized, and how these might be stackable, how they might relate to 
current credentials, the requirement for registration in programs, and where these would be 
housed, who would manage and who would have access to the database of these offerings. 

Sandy Vanderburgh raised a point of order that discussion of faculty workload was outside the 
mandate of this committee and were therefore out of order.   

The chair ruled that the point of order was well taken. 

The Chair provided information to the committee about making and appealing Points of Order 
and how these are processed within Robert’s Rules of Order. 

 

8. Adjournment 

The meeting adjourned at 6:45 p.m. 


