
TUE GOVERNING COUNCIL 

REPORT NmIDl!R 13 OF TTTE SUBCOt!HITTF:E ON ACADl-::MIC APPEALS 

To the Governing Council, 
University of Toronto. 

Your SubcollDllittee reports that·it held a meeting on March 25th, 
1975, at /1:00 p.m. in the Council Chamber. Facultv of Pharmacv. JI) Russell 
Street, wh1ch was adjourned co tl..,rch Jlsc, ct 5:00 p.111. in the Office of t:he 
Governing Council, at which the following were present: 

Professor J.B. Dunlop (In the Chair) Prr~essor J.A. Sawyer 
:Hr. J.E. Creelman Mr. C. Ian P. Tate 
Mrs. A. Dick Professor A.M. Wall 
Professor V.E. Graham Miss M. Salter (Secretary) 
Professor M. Grapko 

In Atccndance; 

Deann. Etkin 
Faculty of Appli'!tl Science 
and Engineering 

Professor n. Forrin 
Department of Psychology, 
Scarborough College 

Mr. J.A. Gow, 
Assistant Dean nnd Faculty 
Secretary, Faculty of Applied 
Science and En&ineering 

Mr. /-f. 
and Counsel, Mr. Geor~e Veselv, 
Campus Legal Assist~nc~ Centre 

Profpssor J.D. King, 
Associate Dean, Scarborough College 

Mr. S. 

THE FOLLOWING ITEMS ARE REPORTED FOR INFORMATION 

Mr. 1-1. 

Mr. H-, a student in the second year at Scarborough College, 
appealed concerning a mark of 49 which he had received in nn Introductory 
Psychology course in 1973-74. The mark was the result of a ser1es of 
three multiple choice examinations which had been m.nrked by computer. 
He submitted that in the case of borderline marks such as this, there 
should be .some inte,:-pretation of the mark by the professor responsible 
for the course. 

The Committee t/3S informed th.it althour,h the scorinr. had been 
by computer, th!:' final m.nrk had resulted from a careful assc!,::~ent of 
the ocores by the course instructors. It wns their ju<lsmcnL t.h:1.t 
Mr. n. had clearly foiled, but not by a r,re:1t deal. They folt that 
the mark of li9 was a realJstic estimate of his performance and that it 
would have done him n disservice to have given him a m:i.rk of t,5. 

After consideration of the documentary and oral evidence, the 
Subcol:'.r.iittee concluded that the mark of 49 which Hr. H.; h.nd received 
represented n clear judgment that he had not performed satisfactorily 
in the, course. Hnwever, the, Subcommittc,c, noted that a mark of 49 is open 
to misinterpretation by the recipient. 

YOUR SUBCOMMITTEE AGREED 

Tl!AT tht• appeal of l-lr. H. .~oncerninr, a marl~ of 
49 which lw had rccrJv~d in an :1.ntroduct:ory P!'lydl{Jlngy 
cournc, l'SYAOlY be denied. 



Mr. s, a student in the fourth yenr of the Eni;ineering 
Science programme in the Faculty of Applied Science and Engineerinb 
appe:i.led nr,ainst a decision of the Committee on Exal!linations of the 
Faculty refusing his petition to be allowed to complete the current 
academic year without penalty and to taken summer course in lieu of 
the elective which he had failed in the fall term. 

Mr. 5,_ had been on probntion durfnr. the fall term becnuse 
he had not achieved an average of 60% in the work of the previous spring 
term. In his fall term elective, be received a mark of 25 which 
resulted in an averar,c of less than 60%. According to the regulntions 
of the Faculty, this meant that he had failed to remove himself from 
probation, must withdraw, apply for re-admission, and repeat the work 
of the fourth year. He had appealed this decision unsuccessfully to 
the Committee on Examinations, then to the Ombudsman Committee. On the 
advice of the latter committee, however, the t::xnm1nat1on comm1ccee 
decided that Mr. s. : should be pen:ti.tted to continue in his laborntory 
course because he was engaged in a project with two other students .ind 
it was felt that his withdrawal would be a hardship for these students. 

After henrinc the documentary and oral evidence, the Subcommittee 
concluded that there were no extemmtiug circumstances which would permit 
it to relieve against the applicntion of the regulations of the Faculty 
o! Applied Science and 'Cngineerini;, The Subcommittee endorsed the 
decision of the Committee on Examinations that Hr. s.,. _ be permitted to 
continue in his laboratory course and felt that if he continued he 
should receive some consideration since his participation would be of 
benefit to nthor students. It therefore ncr<><!d th:it upon suc:c:ess(ul 
completion of the course he should be allowed to re-enroll with a 
reduction in his course load frow the normal 48 units per term to 40 
units per term, the minimum allowed under Faculty regulations. 

Secret:iry 
April 22, 1975 

YOUR SUBCOMMITTEE AGREED 

l) THAT the appeal of Mr . .S. be denied and 
that the decision of the Comn:ittee on Examinations 
of the Faculty of Applied Science and Engineering that 
he be permitted to continue in course AERl109S be endorsed. 

2) TllhT if Hr. S. success folly complctc-s coun;c AF.IV109S, 
he be permitted to re-enroll in the fall with :i course 
load of 40 units per term. 

The mectinr.r. .uljourned :it 6:15 p.m •• md 6:00 p.111. rci:pcctivcly. 

Chairman 


