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During a site visit by the Quality Assessment Panel struck by the Postsecondary Quality Assessment Board to review our proposed program in Mechanical Engineering, the assessors recommended two changes in our calendar recommendations. The background is detailed in the attached email from Marc Rosen, Dean, School of Manufacturing Engineering. These changes were discussed and endorsed by the Deans. 
I therefore recommend to Academic Council the following changes:
1. That a “C” grade be defined as “Adequate. Student is profiting from his/her university experience; an acceptable understanding of the subject matter; ability to develop solutions to representative problems in the material; some ability to organize and analyze ideas; an ability to communicate adequately.”

2. That the following be inserted as section 4.3 of the University Calendar (Students transferring from other universities): “Credits from other universities within and outside Ontario will be evaluated on an individual basis.  Credit is subject to the University’s residence requirement (See Section 5.16).  The same practice will apply to other Canadian degree-granting universities and accredited American institutions. Credits from universities in other countries will be evaluated individually.”

From: Marc Rosen 

Sent: July 24, 2003 3:55 PM

To: Richard Levin; William Smith; Bernadette Schell; Bill Hunter; Carolyn Byrne; Donald Wallace; George Bereznai; John Perz; Michael Finlayson; Ron Hinch

Cc: Trevor Rodgers; Michelle Whyte

Subject: Two calendar issues

Dear All,

The PEQAB site visit for Mechanical Engineering went quite well. Two concerns, which were university wide, were noted by the Panel and were considered serious by the Panel.

Specifically, concerns were expressed by the PEQAB Assessment Panel for Mechanical Engineering regarding (a) the description of the C grade in section 5.8 of the calendar, and (b) a need to clarify the calendar description of the process for the evaluation of transfer student credits (so that it is clear that individual transcripts will be evaluated regardless of location of the University from which the transfer is occurring). 

I agree with the Panel, since UOIT's intent is as the PEQAB Panel desires. In discussions, there was general agreement that our calendar wording simply needs a minor change to better reflect that intent. Michael was present during the discussions.

I indicated on the day of the site visit to our Registrar that I felt these two items needed to be revised, and that I would make appropriate recommendations to Academic Council at its next meeting. Beforehand, however, I would like the items to be discussed at a Dean's meeting. So, I ask Donald to include this issue on the agenda of the next deans’ meeting (which I will try to participate in via phone).

What I think would be appropriate follows:

- On the C grade description, I intend to propose that the phrase "ability to develop solutions to simple problems" be changed to "ability to develop solutions to representative (or typical) problems", so as to reflect the notion that the grade implies sufficient knowledge for the discipline. The Panel felt the word "simple" seems more appropriate to a "D" grade.

- I intend to propose that Section 4.3 of the calendar be modified so that it no longer implies that credits from Ontario and other Canadian Universities are accepted automatically, but that all transfers from other Universities will be individually evaluated. At present, it sounds like the only credits that are evaluated individually are those from universities in other countries.

As always, any thoughts would be appreciated.

Regards,

Marc
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