
• 

• 

• 

I co N Fl DENTIAL I 
UNIVDSI'l'Y OF tolm'f0 

REPORT NUMBER 38 OF,tBE ACADEMIC APPEALS BOARD 

To the Academic Affairs Coad.ttee, 
University of Toronto. 

Your Board reports that it held a ... ting cm Monday, 
March 20th, 1978 at 4;00 P••• ill t:h• Couneil ChaJl!ber, 'Fae.uley of Pharmaey. 
at which the following were prueut: 

Profuaor J.B. Dim.lop (In the Qiair) 
ProfeHor J.J>. Duffy 
Profeaaor A.H. Hunt 
Profuaor Geora• A. bid 

In A!: t:endance: 

MillaM. 
and Counael Ma. Joan Moody 

Hra. :z., 
repruenting Mi. Z •• 

tBE MEETING WAS HELD IN CLOSED SESSION 

l . Mias fl", • 

Profuaor Peter H. Salua 
Mr. Michael E. Treacy 
Mr. J>avid Tenntmhouae 
MiH M. Salter, Secretary 

Mr. W.D. Neelanda 
llegiatrar 
Trinity College 

Profuaor w.n. London. 
Aaaociate Dean 
Faculty of Education 

· ProfeHor D.J. Long 
l'aculty of Education 

At ita me~ing on March 20th, 1978 th• Academic Appeals Board 
heard the appeal of IYt1;;:tS el, from a decision of the Sub-Coad.ttu on 
Ae.adam:ie. Appaal■ rafwiing her request that a one year auapenaion from atudiu 
in the Faculty of Arts and Science be lifted. In eHence, the baaia of the 
appeal wu that there were extenuating cirCU'llllltancea that should be considered. 
Evidence waa alao directed to circumatancea under which the appellant wu 
evaluated in one particular courH, Sociology 2031'. The Board'• deciaion ia 
that the appellant's failing mark in Sociology should be remved from her 
transcript. Whether or not this should lead to the ramval of the appellant'• 
auapenaion ia not clear to the Board since it may haw been baHd on he,: gae,:al 
record which, in the Board'• view, could not be oveTlooked, even though the 
circumatancea in which aha puraued her atud1ea were 1101: ideal.. If thll 'Pac.ul.ty 
auape.nded the appellant solely becauae of her mark in Soc 2031, then pruumably 
it would remve the auapenaion u a result of the Board'• decision. If, 
however, the Faculty would have auape.nded her in any event, that deciaion would 
be bound to stand. 

The Boa,:d.' a decision that Sociology 203? should be removed fTOm 
the appdlant'a transcript wu bued on uncont,:edicted evidence that the in­
atruc.tur'• eval.uation was b-•d &Dt:1:ral.y on a aill.gl.e ••••1• CO'llt::'l'&'CY to depart:-
1111mtal policy. Thia wu contrary, u well, to the guidelinea on grading prac­
ticaa approved by the Governing Council on June 17th, 1976 and while division• 
weTe entitled under these guidelines to develop theiT own policiu thia, 
avi.cle11.tl.y, vae 11.ot auc:h a ca••• li'urtharmora, the prof•••or. having informed 
the appellant that the outline of the eHay which ■he propoaed to write wu h­
adequate, provided the appellant with no further guidance • 
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• • At ita meeting on Monday, March 20th, 1978 the Academic Appeals 

2. Mr. Z..-

Board considered the appeal of Mr. :Z... againat a decision of the 
DV1.81onal. Appul.a COllllll1ttee of the Faculty of Education denying hie appeal for 
standing on the Technical Proficiency Examination■ (Theory and Practical) in 
Fine Art. Failure to obtain etanding prevente him from being rec0111111ended for 
an Interim Vocational Certificate Type "B". 

Mr. :z., did not appear at the hearing but wu 
represented by Mrs. z. Notwithstanding he?' extremely able and arti-
culate presentation, however, the decision of the Board is that the appeal 
•hould be d~•mi.•••d. 

The appellant failed the examinations. The appeal wu baaed 
eeeentially on two points; that there wu ove:nrhelming alternative evidence 
of technical proficiency that, in effect, made the examination superfluous and 
that the failure of the examination wu due to emotional preeeure. The 
appellant ie an eatabliahed artist. Be bu taught. He hu received praiae 
from various aourcu for his work and his teaching. No doubt it is difficult 
for a person who bu been away from the mmination system for a subst:.llftt:.i.al 
number of years be become once again acclimatized to ita difficulties and 
pressures. However, it is not open to the Academic Appeals Board to dispense 
with the requirement of an examination in technical proficiency which 1s 
imposed by the Ministry of Education and the course of action recommended in 
the c1rcU111Stances by the Faculty of Education aeeu eminently fair. A memo­
randum dated August 8th, 1977 from the Chairman of Technical/Industrial Arts 
to the Associate Dean of the Faculty says that the appellant wu informed 
that supplementary examinations "would be arranged in such a way u to reduce 
the attendant stress aa much as possible e.g., we would schedule the 2, 3-hour 
theory examinations on separate days. I also told him that he would be given 
credit for the sculpting that he carried out succeaafully on his firet attempt 
with the hope that this too would reduce the stress". 

The Board assumes that the Faculty would still be prepared to 
follow this plan in allowing the appellant to attempt the examinations again. 
This disposition of the problem aeeu appropriate. 

Secretary Chait'lll&n 
May 23rd, 1978 
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