
 

Degree Proposal Assessment Committee (DPAC) 

Wednesday, Oct. 29, 03,  4:15 pm 

Surrey Boardroom, G 2110 

N O T E S  

Present: 
Gene Brush  

David Davidson (Chair) 

Roger Elmes  

Jack Finnbogason 

Robert Fleming  

Dana Goedbloed  

 

Colin Haigh  

Casey McConill  

Karen Metzger (Recorder) 

Ihor Pona 

Linda Rogers 

Robyn Rushford 

 

Regrets: Jody Gordon 

Bevin Heath-Ansley  

Carol Hansen  

 

Jessie Horner  

Judith McGillivray 

LeRoi Smith  

 

Guests:   

 

The Chair called the meeting to order at 4:20 pm and thanked the members who attended 

this informal meeting to discuss changes coming from the Ministry and to consider a new 

developers’ package according to the new Degree Quality Assessment Board (DQAB) 

guidelines. 

There was general discussion about the Ministry of advanced Education’s Draft Degree 

Program Review Criteria and Guidelines, dated August 28, 2003. The new guidelines 

allow the province to authorize public and private institutions to grant degrees, and also 

change the approval process we have been using. We will need to provide a new template 

for degree developers, and a new developer’s package; the processes for non-degree 

program development do not change. 

Under the new guidelines, institutions will be exempt from the DQAB approval when they 

have granted degrees for a period of ten years, and meets criteria on: mission, policies, 

governance, faculty, services, facilities, accountability, and program articulation similar to 

those required for AUCC accreditation. Kwantlen will likely not fall under exempt status 

for another five years, unless we qualify by enrolling students in the Interior Design 

program in 1994.  

The new guidelines will seriously slow down the approval of our general B.A. degree 

under development, as it will require both Ministry and Order in Council approval. Any 

minors or majors will also require that approval, rather than falling under the general B.A. 

degree, which was expected under the previous guidelines. There are also concerns about 

how it will affect programs in the approval process right now. Both Nursing and 

Criminology had hoped to implement their new degrees in Sept. 2004, but may be slowed 

down by the new Ministry process. 

The committee expressed a desire to have clarification from the Ministry about the reasons 

behind this document, and to determine how it will affect our 10-year Education Plan. 



The Ministry document was created using Ontario guidelines. There was speculation about 

how that may have impacted the final document in terms of language that may not be the 

same in both provinces.  

 

Moved by Casey MacConill, seconded by Gene Brush, that the committee set up a 

task force to prepare a new template to conform with the new requirements for 

degree proposals. 

Motion Carried.  

The following people volunteered for the task force:  

David Davidson, Jack Finnbogason, Rob Fleming (for comment only), Dana Goedbloed, 

Colin Haigh, Linda Rogers, and Robyn Rushford. The first meeting will be Wednesday 

Nov. 5, 4:00 pm, in room D 132, Surrey Campus.  

ACTION: Task force members to do preliminary work in preparation for the meeting. 

ACTION: Dana Goedbloed to find out how many of our sister institutions have passed the 

10-year mark, and to let the committee know. 

ACTION: Dana and Dave to write to SLT re the Draft Degree Program Review Criteria 

and Guidelines interfering with our 10-year Education Plan. David to draft letter. (Why 

does the Ministry ask about financial plans for degrees when we have block funding?) 

ACTION: Dave to inform deans and attend meetings as required to explain the new 

guidelines for degree approval. 

Next meeting: Wednesday Nov. 26, 4:15 pm, Room G 2110. 


