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Present: Quorum 8 members  Non-voting Members 

Marti Alger 

Aimee Begalka 

Steve Cardwell 

Charvi Gulati 

Jack Hayes 

Lori McElroy 

Allison Richardson 

Chris Traynor 

Laura Vail 

Michael Whitmore 

 

Ex officio Voting Members 

 

Ex officio Non-Voting Members 

David Burns 
Melike Kinik-Dicleli 

Regrets:  Senate Office Guests:  

Stephen Yezerinac  
Sal Ferreras  

Alan Davis 

Jendy Wu 
Brian Moukperian 

Donna Cato 

Michael Cober 

Emma Baggott 

Meredith Laird Sarah Hickinbottom Brawn 
Gabriela Ionita 
Ann-Marie McLellan 
Mazen Guirguis  
Melinda Hogan 
Faith Auton-Cuff 
Greg Millard 
Marcelo Machado 
Stephanie Howes  

 
1. Call to Order 

The Chair called the meeting to order at 3:03 p.m.  

2. Approval of Agenda 

Laura Vail moved the agenda be confirmed as circulated.  

The motion carried. 

3. Approval of Minutes, March 20, 2019 

Jack Hayes moved the minutes be accepted as circulated.  

The motion carried. 

4. Pending Business 

The Chair thanked the committee for feedback on the Accounting Program report. An addendum 
has been sent to the Accounting Program which will hold a meeting to review this feedback shortly. 
The external review for Health Sciences will take place on May 22 and the committee is seeking an 
external reviewer. Philosophy and Health Unit Coordinator reviews are ongoing. 

5. Educational Studies Self-Study Report 

Gabriela Ionita, Sarah Hickinbottom, Ann-Marie McLellan, and Faith Auton-Cuff were available to 
answer questions of the committee.  
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Faith Auton-Cuff suggested that the Faculty would prefer a graduate certificate over a post-
baccalaureate diploma and noted that approval timelines would not differ substantially, as in 
neither case would it need to be referred to the Ministry. 

The committee discussed ways to include Indigeneity, decolonization, and different cultural ways of 
knowing, including infusing such perspectives into current courses and by potentially initiating 
separate courses. 

Marti Alger moved that the Senate Standing Committee on Program Review accept the 
Educational Studies Self Study Report as revised. 

The motion carried.  

6. Philosophy Self-Study Report 

Melinda Hogan, Mazen Guirgis, and Faith Auton-Cuff were available to answer questions of the 
committee.  

The committee discussed the emphasis between service courses and the major component and the 
different groups of students that each serves.  

The committee considered the idea of introducing a Theory of Knowledge (TOK) or epistemology 
course specifically targeted to future teachers. The committee considered how to highlight the 
minor in philosophy to a broader group of students. 

Jack Hayes moved that the Senate Standing Committee on Program Review accept the Philosophy 
Self-Study Report as revised  

The motion carried. 

7. Asian Studies One-Year Follow-Up 

Jack Hayes and Greg Millard were available to speak to the committee about the program. The 
progress of this report has been affected by a transition in the Chairship of the department. A new 
Chair will commence in their role in September, 2019. 

Laura Vail moved that the Senate Standing Committee on Program Review accept the Asian 
Studies One Year Follow-Up as presented.  

The motion carried. 

8. Entrepreneurial Leadership Quality Assurance Plan 

Marcelo Machado and Stephanie Howes were available to answer questions of the committee. 
Marcelo Machado highlighted the need to better explain what the program does and what it offers. 
He noted that the practicum may need to be reconsidered with the possibility of separating the 
business launch aspect from the business strategy aspect. A higher level of engagement of students 
within the community and within the university will improve the quality of the program. A private 
college in Vancouver has expressed interest in exploring streaming their students into KPU’s 
program. 

Marcelo Machado confirmed that student grades and fundraising success will never again be linked 
in assessments.  

The committee requested that there be a better enumeration of the changes that are being 
undertaken to address the repeat rate and attrition rate in upper level courses, including a review of 
the foundation courses in the first two years of the program. 
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Stephanie Howes noted for the committee that the department is currently reviewing first and 
second year courses in Business as there seems to be a large change in curriculum between second 
and third year. 

Steve Cardwell moved that the Senate Standing Committee on Program Review accept the 
Entrepreneurial Leadership Quality Assurance Plan with agreed amendments. 

The motion carried. 

9. Fashion Marketing External Review Report 

The Chair noted that the feedback about Sketch-Up from the committee should be helpful to the 
program. He commented on the variability in length of reports from external reviewers using the 
template and adding notes. The committee noted the absence of comments about faculty in the 
report notes section. 

Jack Hayes moved that the Senate Standing Committee on Program Review accept the 
Entrepreneurial Leadership Quality Assurance Plan as presented.  

The motion carried. 

10. Chair’s Report  

The Chair noted that Charvi Gulati has graduated from KPU and she received the congratulations of 
the committee. 

11. Manager’s Report for IAP 

There are 30 programs currently under review, of which 9 began in the current academic year. The 
review of the Foundations and Design certificate, which started in October 2017, is on pause until 
September 2019.  

The committee discussed the difficulties caused by lengthy gaps between conducting the surveys 
and producing the final report.  

12. Items for discussion 

David Burns thanked the committee for their valuable feedback and willingness to engage in a 
robust peer review process. 

13. Adjournment 

The meeting adjourned at 4:43 p.m. 


