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OBSERVERS 
Ms. Catharyn Andersen 
Ms. Margot Brown  
Dr. Jennifer Browne 
Ms. Lisa Browne  
Ms. Angie Clarke 
Ms. Paula Dyke 
 

Dr. Virginia Fugarino 
Ms. Melissa MacLean 
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Dr. Raymond Gosine   

 
RECORDING 
Ms. K. Donovan Mr. B. Hammond  

 

 
J. Morrison delivered the land acknowledgement, called the meeting to order, and welcomed 
Senators to the final Senate meeting of the year. 
 
She then called on the Speaker of Senate to get the meeting underway. 
 
1.0 Approval of the Agenda 

 
1.1 Meeting of December 9, 2025 

 
A draft agenda was circulated on December 2, 2025. K. Simonsen asked if there were 
any additions or proposed changes to the agenda. None were identified.  
 
MOTION M. Woods / D. Peters 
 
RESOLVED that the agenda for the December 9, 2025 meeting of Senate be adopted 

as presented.  
 
 No discussion.   

 
 CARRIED 
 
2.0 Approval of the Minutes 

 
2.1 Special Senate Meeting of November 18, 2025 

 
A draft of the minutes for the Special Senate meeting was circulated on December 2, 
2025.  
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K. Simonsen advised that no substantial amendments had been received by the 
Senate office. She then asked senators if they wished to note amendments to the 
minutes. None were identified.  
 
MOTION M. Woods / C. Walsh 
 
RESOLVED that the minutes of the Special Senate meeting of November 18, 2025 be 

approved as presented.  
 

• A senator enquired about the plan to circulate information pertaining to the 
second agenda question from the Special meeting agenda, as it had been 
skipped to leave time for consideration of the third question. 

o Dr. M. Woods, who in his capacity as chair of the University Planning 
and Budget Committee had mediated the Special meeting discussion, 
informed senators that he was awaiting information from the V-P 
finance, which he will have the Senate office forward once it arrives.  

 
2.2 Regular Senate Meeting of November 18, 2025 

 
A draft of the minutes for the Regular Senate meeting was circulated on December 
2, 2025.  
 
K. Simonsen advised that no amendments had been received by the Senate office 
and asked if there were any other amendments to the minutes. None were 
identified.  
 
MOTION N. Hurley / A. Dorward 
 
RESOLVED that the minutes of the Regular Senate meeting of November 18, 2025 be 

approved as presented.  
 

• A senator questioned some of the factual information shared at the 
November meeting about the Harlow Campus. 

o It was noted that the Minutes of the meeting are a record of events 
that took place at the meeting, and the November minutes were 
recorded accurately. It was agreed that the financial and institutional 
data will be checked again to ensure its correctness, and if necessary, 
an addendum to the November minutes will be created and 
considered by Senate at a future meeting.  

CARRIED 
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3.0 Consent Agenda 
 

3.1 Report of the Senate Committee on Undergraduate Studies 
 
A report (dated November 6, 2025) was received from the Senate Committee on 
Undergraduate Studies. The report outlined proposed changes to the university 
calendar as follows:  

• proposed amendments to the Computer Science courses required for the 
Computer Science and Economics Joint Major program; and 

• proposed amendments to the Biomedical streams of the Computer and 
Electrical Engineering major programs. 

 
3.2 Report of the Academic Council of the School of Graduate Studies 

 
A report was received from the Academic Council of the School of Graduate Studies 
which outlined proposed:  

• amendments to the M.Sc. and Graduate Diploma in Medicine, Master of 
Health Ethics and Master of Public Health; and  

• new courses in Medicine: MED 6287, 6291, and 6731. 
 

3.3 Recommendations for appointment to Senate and its Standing Committees 
 
A report was received from the Senate Committee on Elections, Committees and 
Bylaws which outlined:  

• the appointment of student union representatives and an HSS faculty 
member to Senate Standing Committees;  

• the appointment of one faculty member from the School of Science and the 
Environment to the Senate; and 

• the approval of changes to the Terms of Reference of two standing 
committees: the Senate Committee on Course Experience and the University 
Planning and Budget Committee.   

 
MOTION G. George / A. Warren 
 
RESOLVED that the recommendations within the Consent Agenda be adopted as 

presented. 
  
 No discussion. 
  
 CARRIED  
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4.0 New Business 
 

4.1 Report of the Senate Committee on Undergraduate Studies 
 
A report (dated November 6, 2025) was received from the Senate Committee on 
Undergraduate Studies. The report outlined proposed changes to the university 
calendar as follows:  

• proposed changes to the entrance requirements of the Bachelor of 
Technology program; and  

• a proposal for a new course (and its attendant regulatory changes) in the 
Faculty of Engineering and Applied Science: ENGI 1000.  

 
Bachelor of Technology 
K. Simonsen called on S. Sullivan, Chair of the Undergraduate Studies Committee, to 
present the Bachelor of Technology proposal. 
  
S. Sullivan presented an overview of the proposal,  

• The proposal adds a pathway for a student with a two-year technician 
diploma to enter the BTech program. 

o A senator asked how this impacts students with one of the Marine 
Institute’s 3-year diploma programs. 

▪ It was noted that those students can already move into the 
BTech program. This is an opportunity to create a new 
pathway for students of 2-year diploma programs.  

   
MOTION P. Brett / C. Walsh 
 
RESOLVED that the Senate approve the recommendation of the Senate Committee 

on Undergraduate Studies. 
 

No further discussion. No abstentions.   
 
CARRIED 
 
ENGI 1000 
The proposal for ENGI 1000 has been considered, and the new course approved 

through the delegated authority that rests with the Senate Committee on 

Undergraduate Studies at a meeting held on November 6, 2025.  

 

It was forwarded to Senate as part of the Regular Agenda for discussion as well as 

for approval of the program changes associated with the addition of this new course 

into Engineering’s curriculum.  
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As Dr. Ray Gosine, who had been involved in the development of the course, had 
come to answer questions related to ENGI 1000, K. Simonsen noted that a motion to 
allow speaking rights to a non-senator was required.  
 
MOTION J. Anderson / S. Bugden 
 
RESOLVED that Dr. Ray Gosine be granted the right to speak and answer questions 
upon recognition by the Speaker of Senate for the duration of the Senate’s 
consideration of this item.  
 
CARRIED 
 
K. Simonsen then called on S. Sullivan to present the proposal regarding ENGI 1000. 
 
S. Sullivan presented an overview of the proposal,  

• The proposal addresses the need for stronger reading, writing, and oral 
communication skills tailored specifically to engineering students. Currently, 
students are required to take one 3 credit hour course in English at the 1000 
level or one 3 credit hour CRW course.  

• The proposal recommends removing the current requirement and replacing 
it with ENGI 1000, an engineering-specific course that better integrates 
communication skills within the discipline. ENGL or other CRW courses would 
remain available as electives but would no longer be required.  

 
K. Simonsen thanked S. Sullivan and opened the floor for questions and discussion. 
The following points were raised:   
 
Senators expressed concern that the proposal represents a replacement of HSS 
requirements and noted worries that this could lead to other departments creating 
“in-house” solutions.  
 
A Senator suggested the creation of an ad-hoc committee to consider the first-year 
experience, focusing on broadly needed skills, student retention, and potential 
improvements to the current CRW model.   
 
In light of holding a broad conversation about first-year experience, it was suggested 
that this proposal and others like it be paused for now. 
 
A Senator emphasized that CRWs provide essential foundational skills and expose 
students to diverse texts, while also fostering community and social development 
across campus. HSS, with both expertise and an ongoing study of how these courses 
are delivered, is best positioned to continue offering them.  
 
A Senator implied that this course proposal could be in relation to the new budget 
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model.  However, it was pointed out that this proposal has been in the works for 
years and is not a result of the new budget model.  
 
Senators acknowledged the incoming budget model and noted that reallocating 
courses under this model could unintentionally disadvantage some units. It’s 
essential to manage changes thoughtfully, taking into account all affected units and 
recognizing how adjustments in one area can ripple across others, which calls for 
heightened due diligence. 

 
Dr. Ray Gosine, a member of the accreditation board noted the following,  

• The accreditation system is shifting toward an outcomes-based evaluation. 
Students must be able to communicate complex engineering concepts 
through reading, writing, speaking, listening, and by producing complex 
reports.   

 

• The accreditation team focuses on specific outcomes and learning activities 
rather than individual courses. HSS content remains as a requirement within 
the engineering curriculum, separate from the communications component, 
so there is still opportunity for an HSS course in engineering, and CRW 
courses may fulfill this HSS requirement.  

 

• With accreditation next year, the board will closely scrutinize 
communications, and any outstanding recommendations from the previous 
visit could lead to more frequent accreditation reviews.  

 
A Senator noted challenges facing the Grenfell Campus. With only one faculty 
member dedicated to first-year engineering, adding a new course would likely 
require additional staff. While remote participation with St. John’s students is 
possible, it conflicts with the personalized, in-house experience Grenfell aims to 
provide.  
 
A Senator noted that this isn’t a new issue, engineering students are struggling with 
communications, requiring additional staff to provide training for work terms. Across 
the country, the debate isn’t about preventing students from taking CRW courses, in 
fact they are encouraged to take a CRW course to gain exposure to topics and peers 
from other units. Adding the new ENGI 1000 course would address specific needs for 
engineering students while still promoting participation in CRW courses.  
 
Several Senators recommended that the course and associated program changes be 
put on hold until a further review can be conducted.  
 
Senators suggested a collaborative approach between HSS and Engineering. It was 
noted that this was discussed during the proposal’s consultation phase, but 
ultimately, no agreement was reached.  
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K. Simonson thanked Senators for the fulsome and collegial discussion and called the 
vote.  
 
MOTION J. Anderson / J. Bruneau 
 
RESOLVED that the Senate approve the recommendation from the Senate 

Committee on Undergraduate Studies regarding changes to the faculty 
regulations associated with the implementation of ENGI 1000.  

 
No further discussion.  
 
CARRIED 
 

4.2 Report of the Senate Committee on Course Experience – Revised Policies and 
Procedures 
 
A report was received from the Senate Committee on Course Experience (SCCE), 
which aimed to provide updates to the Senate Policies and Procedures for Student 
Feedback on Course Experience.  

 
MOTION C. Walsh / A. Dorward 
 
RESOLVED that the Senate approve the recommendations outlined in Appendix M 

from the Senate Committee on Course Experience.  
 
A Senator questioned whether these revisions would increase the workload of the 
Centre for Institutional Analysis and Planning (CIAP).  
 
The Chair of SCCE, Charlene Walsh, noted that CIAP is already heavily involved in the 
questions and assured Senators that there would be no additional workload in terms 
of administration.  
 
A Senator expressed concerns with the Course Evaluation Questionnaires (CEQ) 
experience, noting in particular a desire for open-ended questions so students have 
an opportunity to provide additional comments, as opposed to only multiple-choice 
questions. The Senator stated that as it currently is, the CEQ does not provide 
sufficient information.  
 
C. Walsh alerted Senators to concerns expressed by instructors about receiving 
negative or harassing comments. While gathering feedback is important, it’s equally 
imperative to ensure instructors are protected from inappropriate responses. 
Striking this balance is challenging, but the committee remains committed to 
continuous improvement and welcomes suggestions.  
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No further discussion. No abstentions.  
 
CARRIED   
 
At 5:58pm K. Simonsen called for a motion to extend.  
 
MOTION A. Sullivan / M. Woods  
 
RESOLVED that the Senate approve a meeting extension of twenty minutes.  
 
No discussion.  
 
CARRIED  

 
5.0 Reports of Officers 

 
5.1 Remarks from the Chair 

 
As the meeting extended beyond the allotted time, the Chair elected to forgo the 
delivery of the Chair’s and Deputy Chair’s remarks during the session, and instead 
distribute them following the meeting.  
 
A Senator questioned whether Senators would have the opportunity to discuss the 
Chairs and Deputy Chairs remarks.  
 
J. Morrison advised that Senators can choose to respond in forum or informally. Her 
door is always open.   

 
 
6.0 Other Business 

 
No items were identified.  

 
As there was no further business, invited guests and observers were asked to leave and the 
remaining Senators move into the closed session.  
 
 
 
 
 
 

7.0 Closed Session 
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7.1 Report of the Senate Committee on Honorary Degrees and Ceremonial 
 

The Senate Committee on Honorary Degrees and Ceremonial presented one (1) recommendation for 
the awarding of the title Professor Emerita/us. A motion was made and voted on. Senate approved one 
(1) candidate for the award of the title Professor Emerita/us.  
 
To access the confidential supplement to these minutes, please contact senate@mun.ca. 

 

As there was no further business to discuss, the meeting adjourned at 6:10pm. 
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