
SENATE STANDING COMMITTEE ON PROGRAM REVIEW 
MINUTES OF REGULAR MEETING 

Wednesday, April 21, 2021 
3:00 p.m. – 5:00 p.m. 

MS Teams Online 
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Voting Member Quorum 9 members  

Marti Alger 
Aimee Begalka 
Shelley Boyd 
Fergal Callaghan 
Michael Cober 
Heather Cyr 
Julia Denker 

David Florkowski 
Lori McElroy 
Allison Richardson 
Melissa Swanink 
Leeann Waddington 
Michael Whitmore 
Jendy Wu  
 

 

Non-voting 

David Burns - Chair 
Melike Kinik-Dicleli 
Sandy Vanderburgh 
Steve Cardwell 

Regrets  Senate Office Guests  

Donna Danielson  
Akshat Garg  
Stephen Yezerinac 
 
 

Meredith Laird Ellen Pond 
Liam Dempsey 
Ken Stark 
Cameron Lait 
Elizabeth Worobec 
Jessica Bayntun 
Andhra Goundrey 

1. Territorial Acknowledgement and Call to Order 

The Chair opened the meeting with a Territorial Acknowledgement and called the meeting to 
order at 3:02 p.m. 

2. Approval of Agenda 

Add: Item for Discussion on External Site Visits 

Fergal Callaghan moved the agenda be confirmed as amended. 

The motion carried. 

3. Approval of Minutes, February 24, 2021 

Julia Denker moved the minutes be accepted as circulated. 

The motion carried. 

 

4. Chair’s Report 

No report. 
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5. New Business 

5.1. Policy Studies Second Annual Follow-Up Report 

The committee discussed the degree of completion of the items noted in the Follow-Up report.  
Ellen Pond answered questions from the committee, noting that the program has developed 
new means of promotion since the follow-up plan was originally written, the program name 
change is still under consideration, and outstanding action items will be completed as resources 
are available to action the items. 

The committee discussed the continuous improvement nature of program review annual 
follow-ups and the iterative nature of the process, as compared to the expectation that 
programs will have completed all items in the action plan. 

Action: Proponent will update items related to decolonization on page 6 of the report to capture 
that these changes are underway and iterative 

Shelley Boyd moved that the Policy Studies Annual Follow-Up Report be accepted as amended. 

The motion carried. 

5.2. Philosophy Quality Assurance Report 

Liam Dempsey described the program’s plans to expand connections with secondary schools, 
its consideration of the development of joint majors, its planned advertising efforts, and 
answered questions from the committee. 

The committee discussed the proposed changes to learning outcomes in 2000-level courses and 
how that might affect students in the 3000-level courses, as well as how to revise the language 
pertaining to this goal in the report.  The committee suggested that the proponent update the 
document to include a statement about addressing the quality of second- and third-year 
courses, connect with the Future Students Office and Steve Cardwell to make connections with 
secondary school districts, consider reaching out to local colleges to attract upper-year 
students, and to consult with Len Pierre in discussions of the development of the Indigenous 
Philosophy course. 

Marti Alger moved that the following changes be made to the report:  

1. Add in Runner advertisements, Future Students’ Office and Steve Cardwell connection to 
secondary schools, detail the 2000-level requirement investigation 

2. Under institutional support the decanal and space administration connections are 
mentioned 

3. Runner ads and FSP/Cardwell connection 

The motion carried. 

 

Melissa Swanink moved that the Philosophy Quality Assurance Report be accepted as amended. 

The motion carried.  
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5.3. Anthropology Self-Study Report 

Ken Stark described the revisions made to the document to address the reviewers’ concerns 
and answered questions from the committee. 

Shelley Boyd moved THAT claims about gender distribution be removed from the document 
entirely. 

The motion carried. 

 

Fergal Callaghan moved that the Anthropology Self-Study Report be accepted as amended. 

The motion carried. 

5.4. Bachelor of Horticulture Science Quality Assurance Plan 

Cameron Lait described the changes to the Plan and thanked the committee for its efforts. 

Allison Richardson moved that the Bachelor of Horticulture Science Quality Assurance Plan be 
accepted as attached. 

The motion carried. 

5.5. Foundations in Design Self-Study Report 

Jessica Bayntun thanked the reviewers for their feedback and informed the committee that she 
has updated the document to respond to each of the comments received. She informed the 
committee that the program is actively discussing how to propose suggested electives, how to 
make course credits more easily transferable, or whether the creation of a Minor might assist 
students who wish to continue their studies after receiving the FIND credential.   

The committee discussed how the nature of open intake and program length affects the DFW 
rate, as students may simply determine that they wish to pursue studies outside of Design, and  
how the program might engage the Teaching & Learning Commons in creating program 
competencies. 

The committee asked the proponent to simply identify these issues in this document and that 
solutions could be developed over time through the development of the Quality Assurance Plan. 

Action: The Chair will review the proponent’s changes against the requests of the reviewers.  

Julia Denker moved that the Foundations in Design Self-Study Report be accepted as amended. 

The motion carried. 

 

5.6. Computer Science and Information Technology External Review Report 

David Burns presented the report and asked if the committee wished to address any of the 
suggested actions. 

Jendy Wu confirmed that CSIT students do in fact use cloud services, including Azure and AWS 
and was unaware of what prompted that comment in the external reviewer’s report. 

The committee discussed that the external reviewers likely meant “course feedback surveys” in 
places where they discussed “faculty evaluations” in their comments. 
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Action: The document will be annotated to ensure this information is captured in the document. 

 

Fergal Callaghan moved that the SSCPR accept the CSIT External Review Report as attached. 

The motion carried. 

 

6. Items for Discussion 

6.1. External site visits 

David Burns reminded the committee that site visits had been conducted entirely onsite prior 
to the pandemic, but asked for feedback about changes required by the need to work remotely 
that the group may wish to continue even when on-campus work resumes.  

Lori McElroy described several advantages of online site visits, including the reduction in travel 
costs, the ability for reviewers to be selected from a larger geographical area and based on their 
competency rather than prioritizing their location.  Other advantages include the increased 
ability for members of Program Advisory Committees, students, and alumni to participate, as 
well as faculty from other departments who may be located at other campuses. 

The committee discussed reaching out to external reviewers for their feedback, how to provide 
reviewers with the experience of touring the facilities remotely, and that some programs really 
may not be amendable to online external reviews. 

One member related their positive experience on the External Review Team and encouraged 
other members to participate. 

 

7. Manager’s Report for OPA 

The committee received the written report.  Melike Kinik-Dicleli highlighted that almost all 
reports are now adhering to their schedule, another remote program review is currently 
scheduled to take place in June.  David Burns confirmed that the annual report to Senate from 
Program Review will be provided at June’s Senate meeting. 

 

8. Adjournment 

The meeting adjourned at 4:52 p.m. 


