
• 

• 

• 

J -CO N F i D E f' J f I A L I 
TD GOVDNIRG COUNCIL 

REPORT RUMBER 39 OF ·mE ACADEMIC APPEALS BOilD 

to the Acadad.c. Affairs Comittu, 
UnivenUy of Toronto. 

Your Board report• that it held a -•ting on Wednuday, 
March 29th, 1978 at 4:00 p.m. in the Council Qiamer, Faculty of Pharmacy, 
at which the following were pruent: 

Profeaaor J.B. Dunlop (In the Chair) 
Profeaaor J.D. Duffy 
Profeaaor A.M. Hunt 
Profuaor M.J. ICelner 

In Attendance: 

Mr. /s.,, 
and Counael Mr. O.H.T. Rudzik 

Mr. Pat:ar Whit:• 
Aaaietant Secretary 
School of Graduate Studie• 

Profuaor Peter H. Salus 
Mr. Michael E. Treacy 
Mias M. Salter, Secretary 

l'rof .. aox s.:a. Cb1111dl.•x 
Cbainum. 
Department of Italian Studiu 

l'HE FOLLmnNG ITEM IS llECOMMENDED FOR APPROVAL 

TD MEETING WAS HELD IN CLOSED SESSION 

l. Time Lim:1.t for Launching Appeal& 

YOUR BOilD RECOMMENDS 

'!'BAT an appeal to the Academic Appeal• Board 
shall, except in exceptional circumatancea, 
be CO'llllllellced by filing a notice of appeal 
with the Secretary of the Board no later than 
six months aft:ar t:ha deciaion from vhich the 
appeal 1a being taken baa been cOllll'IUllicated 
1n writing to the appellant. 

l'HE FOLLOYING ITEM IS REPORTED FOR INFORMATION 

2.. Mr. R 

At it• -•ting on March 29th, 1978, the Academic Appeals Board 
conaidered the appeal of MR,.,R,_., againat a decision of the Application& 
and Memorials Committee of the School of Graduate Studies diamiaaing hie appeal 
against the termination of bis doctoral candidacy by the Department of Italian 
Studi••· Th• dee:Laion of the Boaxd la that the appeal ahOUld be diamieaed. 

the appellant bad failed to obtain the neceaaary etandinR 
on two occuiona 1n paper II: lomau.ce Philology. the firat occ.aaion vu 1n 
April of 1975 and the appall.mu: pr•aented ev:Ldcnce to the :Board concerm.ng 
difficulties of various aorta that be wu experiencing at the time: family, 
medical and academic. However, the only relief that the Board could grant 
baaed on theae factors would be an opportunity to write the paper again and 
this opportunity baa already baan given t:o t:h• appel.1-c: 'by th& Depar-t. 

On the aecond occasion of writing the appellant had difficul­
ties again. the Board'• view, however, is that the examination vaa a normal 
one and the difficultiea, which were partly a ruult of bis OWD miajud,-nt, 
were ones which be ought to have been able to avoid or owrcome. 
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2. (~t'd) 

In short, the Department made a negati've profeHion.al judg­
-t of t;be i;aodJ.dat;e'• capab:111.d.aa. 'Ihe ev:ldenc:e dUc:J.oaed ne:1.'Cber eztenwa­
ting c:irc:uatac:u nor any departure from rulea or procedural requireanta 
which would justify a refuaal to ac:c:ept thia judgment aa final. 

Secretary Chail'lll&D 
May 23rd, 1978 
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