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lJRIVEISI'l'Y a, TOlflffl> 

'1D GOVEINING COUBCIL 

CONFIDENTIAL 

UPOJtT NUMBD 40 ar'mE ACAD!MIC AP1'EALS IOilI> 

'lo the Acadad.c Affairs Colaitue, 
Univenii:,, of 'lorcmto. 

'tour Board report• that it bald a -•ting OD '1'hur•day. 
May 18t:h. 1978 at: 2:00 p.m. in t:ha Cmm.d.l Chamber. Paeuley of Pharmae.y. 
at which the foll.owing were preaent: 

Profuaor J.B. Dual.op (In the Chair) 
Profuaor Duni8 Duffy 
Profuaor W.E. Gruba 
Profuaor A.H. Bmt 
Mn. Pracu Jonu 

'1D FOLLOWDtG I'l'EK IS BEPOB.TED FOB. INFOIIMATION 

THE MEETING WAS HELD IN CLOSED SESSION 

1. Mr.I'/), 

ProfeHor Peter Salua 
Hr. Hichaal 'tru.cy ' 
Mia• H. Salter, Secretary 

Profeasor c.s. Cburcber 
Aa•ociate Dea 
Fm:v.lty or Aru -d Se;l.aue• 

At: :f..t:a -•ting cm Thuraday • May 18th. 1978 • t:he A.cadem:f..c 
Appeals Board beard the appeal of b'Jli~ m. a Wood■worth College 
•tudent, again■t a deciaion of the Sub-Committee on Academic Appeal■ of 
the Paculty of Arts and Science denying hi■ requHt that bia aupenaiOD 
from study for one year be remved. The deciaion of the Board ia that the 
appeal •hould be allowed and that the •upenaion •hould be raiowd. 

'?be appellant had appeared before the Board OD a pnviou 
( :SE:7:: _.,.occasion in December, 1977 in connection with the a■- 1111tter. Bi• 
'.1-..:.t._,,,.... .:± ::u·) aupena:Lon hacl come as a re•ult of hia failure in two courH• in the 1976-77 

/'<.- ru,,., ~':......, winter aeHion: PBL 260F and PBL 283F. The appellat had petitioned the 
Committee on Standing to be granted late withdrawal without ec•dem e penalty 
from the two cour•H• The petition and an appeal to the Sub-CommittM having 
been denied, the appellat appealad to the Board. '?be appellant'• en.dance 
on that occasion waa that be had found it neceHary to take part ti• 
emplo,-nt and therefore had fallen babind in hi• cour■e worlr.. Be had 

\ 

\ 

Hlr.ed for a a:tenaion of time to peniit him to complete the work but 
1:tacauaa ha v- c:onc:aniad about jaopai:dui.ug bu OS.Al' award, a concern vb:Lcb 
in fact wu not wall fomded, be did not a:plain the -real reuon for 
needing the a:tenaion. 'lhe extension was refuaed and the appallat failed 
in both cour•••• 

At it• ••ting on December 2nd, 1977 the Board COllcluded 
that the particular re•dy being •ougbt wH not appropriate to the fact• 
of the cue. '1'be Board did, however, •ugge•t that the appallant con•id•r 
8ub111itting a 1econd pet::f..t::f..on requeat:ing removal fr- eU11paae:L- OD tba 
basis of a:tenuating circumstance•. Dean c.s. Churcber, repreaenting the 
Faculty of Arta and Science at the hearing, indicated that thi• wu the 
procedure the appallat •hould have follovad in the fir•t place and 
•ugge•ted that had be done •o bia petition llliabt: ha- baan ■uee.a■-ful. Ila 
al•o •aid, in reply to a queation from the Board, that it wu ■till open 
to the appellant to launch •uch a petition. In light of tbia the Board 
felt the appellant should be requirad to inlltitute new proceedinp rather 
than be allowed to tnnafoni the current proceeding• into an application 
for rem,val of •uapen•ion. Dean Cburchar'• recollection of the exchange 
on tbia aubject, u he made clear at the hearing on May 18th, doea not 
accord with the recollection of the Mmben of the Board. Navertbale••• 
the Board wu left with the atrong imp-reHion that the appellat would 
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h•- a ra .. onabl• ehanett ef eueeeedins c,n M• ••eond appli.eati.c,n. The 
Board alao felt that tbu vu ci appropriate diapoaition of th& cue. 
Tbe Board vu aurpriaad, therefore, to learn from Dec Oiurcbar when he 
appeared at the aeccm.d haariZl.g on May 18th, that he had not aupported 
the appellant' a pad.tioll cul that the Committee on Stculing had turned 
it down. 

While the Board ia reluctant to differ from the Sub
Committee on Academic Appeal.a in ita uaeaaant of th• avidenc• of exten
uating circumata:a.cu cul compuaionata grounda, in vi., of the impruaiona 
the Board formed on the firat appeal cul the Board'• azpactationa in the 
matter it bu come to the concluioll that it mmt do ao. '1'ba Board vu 
convinced that the appallant had ample rauon for bu difficultiaa. It 
alao Hamad to the Board that the appellant had already made the kind of 
reaaaeaament of bu poaition that a aupeuion 1a auppoaad to bring about 
and had ahown that he vu capable of proceeding with hia work in a 
aucceaaful manner. In view of the difficultiu that the app.Ucit bu 
had t:o o,,.rc- t:hrougb-t: 1da &Gadem:ic career and t:hc ba&aTii that a 
auapenaion craatu for the future, the Board concluded that the auapenaion 
ahould be removed. 

Th.a Board dnee not. h--r. feel that tMa ehGUld have 
retrospective effect ao u to give the appellant credit for courau which 
he attended, cul vu allowad to attend, contra:ry to Faculty regulation• 
while the auapenaion vu in affect. 

Secretary Olairun 
July 24th, 1978 
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