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Date: Thursday, September 9, 2010 
Time:  1:00pm-3:00pm 
 
Committee Members: Dr. E. Ahmed, Mr. A. Abou Gharam, Dr. R. Balachandar, Prof. J. Berryman (chair) , Dr. P. 
Dutton, Ms. G. Ebbett. Mr. M. Elahi, Dr. J. Frank, Dr. L. Groarke, Dr. K. Hildebrandt, Mr. T. Sasso, Dr. M. Taks, Ms. 
A. Young, Dr. A. Wright, Dr. G. Zhou. 
 
Absent: Dr. J. Higginson (regrets), Ms. Z. Nasseredine. 
 
Attendance: Dr. K. Engle, Ms. R. Wintermute and Ms. A. Zilli (University Secretariat). 
 

 
 
Formal Business 
 
1 Approval of Agenda (Unstarring Agenda items) 

Items 6.2, 6.4 and 6.7 were unstarred.  
 
Members were informed that ‘starred’ agenda items (marked with an asterisk) will not be discussed during a 
scheduled meeting unless a member requests that a starred agenda item be ‘unstarred’ and therefore restored 
for discussion/debate. This can be done any time before, or during the meeting. Agenda items which remain 
‘starred’ (*), at the end of the meeting, will be deemed approved or received. 

 
 MOTION: That the agenda be approved, as amended. 
 

Taks/Dutton 
CARRIED 

2 Approval of Minutes  
 

MOTION: That the minutes of the meetings of June 3, 2010 and June 23, 2010 be approved. 
 

Sasso/Balachandar 
CARRIED 

 
3 Business arising from the minutes 

Nothing to report. 
 
4 Outstanding business 
 Nothing to report. 
 
5 Chair’s Report 

5.1 Mandate of the Program Development Committee  
(See document PDC100909-5.1 for more details.) 

 
It was NOTED that: 
 As publicly funded institutions, Ontario Universities are mandated by the Government to undergo a 

cycle of periodic undergraduate program reviews for the purpose of quality assurance and 
accountability. Through the PDC, the University monitors the implementation of the 
recommendations contained in the Undergraduate Program Review reports. 

 The Undergraduate Program Review Process operates on a seven year cycle and is part of a larger 
process of quality assurance mandated by the government and supervised by the Council of Ontario 
Universities through the Undergraduate Program Review Advisory Committee of the Ontario Council 
of Academic Vice-Presidents. 

 The PDC also approves new programs, major program changes; minor changes which affect 
program regulations or requirements, and new course proposals. Course calendar changes which 
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do not require new resources or change program requirements are approved at the Faculty level and 
forwarded to PDC for information. 

 The Undergraduate Program Review process is being phased out and will be replaced by a new 
Quality Assurance Framework which will be guided by an Institutional Quality Assurance Process 
(IQAP) in line with the University’s mission and Undergraduate Degree Level Expectations.  

 Once implemented, the Ontario Universities’ Quality Council will be responsible for reviewing, 
auditing and approving all new undergraduate and graduate programs by 2011-2012.  

 In response to a question raised regarding the role of PDC in the new Quality Assurance Process, it 
was noted that as part of the process, the proposals will still be vetted by PDC, prior to going forward 
to Senate, then to the Quality Council for approval.  

 In response to a question raised regarding the ‘flow’ of the current graduate program approval 
process, it was noted that new programs that have received departmental, faculty and graduate 
studies council approval are brought to PDC prior to being forwarded to OCGS. However, once they 
have been approved by OCGS, they are then brought back to PDC for review, en route to Senate for 
final approval.  

 The document was received for information. 
 

5.2 Management of PDC Business – PDC Subcommittee 
(See document PDC100909-5.2 for more details.) 
 
It was NOTED that: 
 The Subcommittee will be responsible for reviewing the Undergraduate Program Review report 

submissions and submitting draft reports and recommendations to the full Committee for final review 
approval.  

 
MOTION: That the proposed membership be approved: 

Ms. Gwen Ebbett (Chair)  
Dr. Philip Dutton  
Dr. Alan Wright 
Dr. George Zhou 
Mr. Thomas Sasso 

Groarke/Ahmed 
CARRIED  

 
Items for Approval 
6 Reports/New Business 

*6.1 Human Kinetics – Program/Course Changes (Form 2) 
(See document PDC100909-6.1 for more details.) 
 
MOTION: That the Human Kinetics – Program/Course Changes (Form 2), be approved.* 
 
*Subject to approval of the expenditures required. 

*CARRIED 
 

6.2 Science – Program/Course Changes (Forms 2 and 3) 
(See document PDC100909-6.2 for more details.) 
 
It was NOTED that: 
 In response to a question raised regarding whether the new prerequisites for the course 59-410 will 

unnecessarily limit research-based opportunities for undergraduate students, members were 
informed that students will still have the opportunity to take the course without the lab component 
as part of the regular program.  It was also noted that due to resource constraints, there are only a 
limited number of research positions available to students.  

 In response to a question raised as to why the area did not want to increase the major average 
over 8.0, it was stressed that this is a minimum requirement and that students in the program 
usually have averages that exceed the minimum major average requirements. 

 The caliber of students who are drawn to the program and participate in the research component 
need to be able to work at an advanced level particularly given that they are producing high quality 
research projects and are encouraged to make contributions to top peer-reviewed journals.  
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MOTION: That the Science Program/Course Changes be approved.* 
*Subject to approval of the expenditures required. 

Dutton/Ahmad 
CARRIED 

 
6.3 Graduate – Program/Course Changes (Forms 2 and 3)  

(See document PDC100909-6.3 for more details.) 
 
MOTION: That the Graduate Program/Course Changes (Sociology) be approved.* 
*Subject to approval of the expenditures required. 

Ahmad/Taks 
 

It was AGREED that: 
 Concern was expressed about using course numbers to track milestones, when the milestones in 

question are not actually courses. It was argued that this runs counter to the definition and use of a 
course and may cause a blurring of this definition. It was noted that learning outcomes were not 
submitted with the comprehensive exam courses, nor was there sufficient rationale provided. While 
the idea of tracking completion of milestones received support, the use of course numbers to do so 
did not. Members felt strongly that course numbers should not be used for "non-courses" and 
requested that an alternate mechanism for tracking be considered. 

 Other programs (e.g.,  materials engineering) use seminars to track student progress through the 
PhD. Students are required to report at regular intervals, through seminar presentations, on their 
progress. 

 There was also strong concern expressed regarding the issue that OCGS has requested that the 
Department reduce the number of comprehensive examinations to one. In response, members were 
informed that this would impact the competitiveness of the program and that, rather than reducing 
the number of comprehensive exams, the Department has attempted to respond to OCGS's request 
by reducing the number of units required for each comprehensive exam by half. If this is the case, 
members suggested that the department merge the two comprehensive exams into one and clearly 
state that there are two parts to it (1- theory/methods; and 2- the specific area of study). 

 With regard to the proposed new "Dissertation Proposal" course, it was noted that in most disciplines 
it is common for dissertation proposals to be sent back for changes. ("Approved with no change; 
Approved with minor changes; or, Approved with major changes and required to present again to 
committee"). A course for this purpose does not seem appropriate and is uncommon. It was argued 
that the development and presentation of a dissertation proposal is part of the continuing dialogue 
between advisor, student and the candidate's committee. PDC felt that this process should not be 
constrained within a course. 
 

It was AGREED that: 
 In the light of the concerns raised, it was agreed that the proposal be sent back to the Department of 

Sociology, Anthropology and Criminology for further review and revisions.   
FAILED 

 
Items for Information 
 
6.4 Biology - Summary of Minor Course and Calendar Changes (Form 4) 

(See document PDC100909-6.4 for more details.) 
 
It was NOTED that:  
 Concern was raised regarding Biology's proposal to remove the 3 laboratory hours associated 

with 55-430. It was noted that the change from 3 lecture and 3 lab hours per week to only 3 
lecture hours/week seems to be a significant one with implications for how students will achieve 
the learning outcomes given the removal of the lab component.  

 In response to a question raised regarding the difference between a “minor” change and a “major” 
calendar change, it was noted that major changes are substantive and encompass the creation of 
a new program, a new course proposal or changes which affect program/degree requirements. 
“Minor” changes include deleting courses (which are not part of degree requirements), course 
calendar description changes, pre/anti/co-requisite changes, contact hour/laboratory requirements 
changes, course title changes and renumbering of courses.   
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It was AGREED that:  
 The Department of Biology should report more fully on the rationale for the proposed change to 

55-430 and submit new learning outcomes for the course.  
 The document was received for information. 

 
6.5 Chemistry and Biochemistry - Summary of Minor Course and Calendar Changes (Form 4) 

(See document PDC100909-6.5 for more details.) 
 

It was NOTED that:  
 Concern was raised regarding the issue that requiring “students to participate in 12 departmental 

seminars” for the Research course 49-410, is in contravention with Senate Bylaw 51 which does not 
permit awarding of marks for attendance.  

 A lengthy discussion ensued regarding the implications and interpretation of Senate Bylaw 51 as it 
pertains to attendance. On one hand, it was expressed that an instructor should be able to 
“academically” require students to attend a certain number of classes as part of their overall 
evaluation. On the other hand, members were informed that the rationale for not permitting marking 
for attendance, as discussed at Senate, is that mere attendance cannot be argued to be an effective 
evaluative procedure or fall within the learning outcomes of the course. Students will be indirectly 
penalized for non-attendance by not doing as well in the course. 
 

It was AGREED that:  
 Research course 59-410 be referred back to the Department of Chemistry and Biochemistry with the 

suggestion that the wording be changed to read: “[…] Students are to demonstrate engagement in 
the research life of the department by participating in a minimum of 12 departmental seminars”.  

 In light of the discussion regarding attendance/participation, it was agreed that sections 1.4 and 
1.5.2 of Senate Bylaw 51 be forwarded to the SSC Bylaw Review Committee for review.  

 The document was received for information.  
 
*6.6 Nursing - Summary of Minor Course and Calendar Changes (Form 4) 

(See document PDC100909-6.6 for more details.) 
 

The document was received for information.* 
 
6.7 Suspension of the Concurrent Bachelor of Science (General Science) Degree / Medical 

Laboratory Science Diploma Agreement (See document PDC100909-6.7 for more details.) 
 

It was NOTED that:  
 In response to a question raised regarding the rationale for the suspension of the program and how 

this will effect student enrolment at Windsor, it was noted that the program was suspended at the 
request of St. Clair College in 2009.  

 Students will still be able to enter the University through the Medical Laboratory Science articulation 
agreement where they can receive transfer credit towards the General Science or Bachelor of 
Science Degree in Biological sciences, or Biochemistry.  

 The document was received for information. 
 

*6.8 Transition from Interdisciplinary Studies Program to Liberal and Professional Studies program in 
Sarnia (See document PDC100909-6.8 for more details.) 

 
The document was received for information.* 

 
Additional Business 
 
7  Question period/Other business 

Nothing to report. 
 
8 Adjournment 
 

MOTION: That the meeting be adjourned. 
Ebbett/Groarke 

CARRIED 


