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Voting Members Quorum 4 Non-voting Ex Officio 

Aimee Begalka 
Carlos Calao 
Bob Davis 
Harleen Deol 
 

Laurie Detwiler 
Jennifer Reddington 
Waheed Taiwo 
 

David Burns 
Zena Mitchell 
Josephine Chan 
Jennifer Jordan 

Voting Ex Officio 

 

Regrets:  Senate Office Guests:  

Harshdeep Singh 
Sandy Vanderburgh 
Alan Davis 

Meredith Laird Diane Purvey 

 
1. Call to Order 

The Chair called the meeting to order at 2:00 p.m. 

2. Approval of Agenda 

Addition of Item for Discussion 7.1 Policy Consults and 7.2 Continued discussion of ST1. 

Carlos Calao moved the agenda be confirmed as amended. 

The motion carried. 

3. Approval of Minutes, September 4, 2019 

Waheed Taiwo moved the minutes be accepted as circulated. 

The motion carried. 

4. Chair’s Report 

No report. 

4.1. Notice of Election of Chair 

David Burns, Vice-Chair of Senate notified the Committee that an election of a Chair will take place 
at the next meeting.  

Action: Strike key message 2 from the notice of election. 

5. New Business 

5.1. ST1 Attendance and Performance in Individualized Continuous Intake Programs  

Aimee Begalka informed the committee that this policy has been under review for revision for 
several years. 
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This policy is being considered for removal because KPU no longer has continuous intake programs. 
Some continuous intake courses are offered at the offsite Phoenix Kwantlen Learning Centre, which 
was included in the consultation process. The revised policy ST11 is capable of managing attendance 
and participation issues and applies to all students, meaning a separate policy for continuous intake 
is not required. 

5.2. AC6 Recognition of Prior Learning  

Zena Mitchell provided background and context about the changes to this policy.  She informed 
the committee that AC6 is a very old policy and has not been updated in 16 years.  Feedback 
provided by faculty, assessors, and students has informed the changes in this draft. The new policy 
seeks to address the recognition of prior learning both for transfer credit and PLAR. A larger number 
of assessment methods are described, which it is hoped will better serve mature learners.  These 
methods are divided into examination-based and competency- based methods.  

The issue of how micro-credentials will be handled received the largest amount of feedback on the 
blog. KPU micro-credentials could be assessed under this same policy if the language is generic 
enough but specific wording on micro-credentials won’t be included in future drafts. A further 
change in competency-based assessments relates to industry-based assessments (like Red Seal 
certifications), evaluations of CP- and CS -type programming. 

This draft policy includes provisions for the evaluation of courses completed more than 10 years ago 
and addresses the discrepancy in fees for domestic and international students. If approved, this 
policy change will necessitate a change to policy AC4, so GPA-neutral grades (such as CR, credit-
granted) may be awarded for PLSR credits. 

The Committee discussed assessing portfolios either as granting course to course credit (which may 
include a grade as assessed by the assessor) or only for credit value for a generic credit, as well as 
recognition of PLAR that was granted by other institutions. 

The Consistency of micro-credentials can be difficult to assess. Assessments must be consistent. The 
feedback on the blog demonstrated a desire to remove this from the draft policy.  

Diane Purvey informed the committee that other universities are already are recognizing Red Seal 
certification as well as part of their program and the committee discussed the need for consistency 
between institutions in the province. 

The committee discussed what constitutes a substantive change and who makes that determination 
and how a second blog posting to show the revisions made and the actions taken chart can help the 
University community feel engaged. 

The committee suggested rewriting the statement to clarify when rationales will be provided and 
when they are precedent-setting. 

5.3. Committee Mandate and Membership Review 

The Committee reviewed the committee mandate and membership and had no suggested changes. 

The committee discussed the distinction between discussion, endorsement, and recommendation to 
Senate and considered the non-voting membership of this as well as other committees. 

Action: Chair to follow up with the Senate Governance and Nominating Committee about an overall 
review of non-voting positions. 
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6. Report of Special Assistant to Provost on Policy and Academic Affairs 

Josephine Chan informed the committee that a review of GV2 is currently underway, led by the 
University Secretary with staff in the Senate Office and Board of Governors Office. A schedule for 
consultations with Faculty Councils will be communicated soon. 

Two policies are scheduled for blog posting prior to the blackout period in July and August, 2020.  
Both are led by Deepak Gupta: RS5 Research Involving Human Participants and RS6 Research 
involving Animals. The University does not currently have a policy on animal research, which limits 
the research activities that may be undertaken as well as the funding applications that may be 
submitted. The new policy will be created to comply with the Canadian Council on Animal Care and 
will include the establishment of an Animal Care Committee made up of faculty members from 
Biology, Psychology, and Farrier departments. 

Two IT policies are under development and may be ready to post on the blog prior to the summer 
blackout or early in the fall: IM 8 Privacy and IM 9 Security. 

Josephine Chan informed the committee that the Policy Blog displays commenters’ network user 
name rather than full name due to limits of the software. IT is creating a new blog environment 
which is scheduled to be ready for testing in May. If the test is successful, the Policy blog will 
migrate to the new platform during the summer blackout and the contents of the old blog site will 
be archived. 

7. Items for discussion 

7.1. Policy consultations 

The committee discussed whether this committee or another group consisting of faculty might 
review policies before they are placed on the blog so that some initial feedback might be obtained 
by the policy developer before posting to the larger community. The review of academic policies 
should begin and end with the Academy. All committee members share in the responsibility of the 
decision that is made by a committee. 

7.2. Continuation of discussion of ST1 Attendance and Performance in Individualized Continuous 
Intake Programs  

The committee discussed whether this policy might be retained if any Continuous Intake courses or 
programs continue to exist or might be created in the future. 

Aimee Begalka shared with committee that this policy is old and contains provisions that no longer 
represent the current approach to students as agents in their education and was becoming 
impossible to enforce. Policy ST11 applies to all students and therefore eliminates the need for a 
specific policy for continuous intake. 

8. Adjournment 

The meeting adjourned at 3:08 p.m. 


