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• . CONFIDENTIAL 

TB! GOVEllNIHG CO'OHCIL 

UPOJtT NUMBER 51 OP' TB! ACAD!MIC Jl'PI.A.tS B(Wll) 

Jme 14th. 1979 

'ro the -'c•dn:I~ Affd.n Coalitt .. , 
lJniveraity of 'rO'COUto. 

Your Bo•rd repon:• that it held• meeting on 'lhuraday, 
June 141:b, 1979, at 10:00 a.111. • in t:be Dun 1 

• Conference loom, Medical 
Soj.ence• Buildit1g, at which the following were preHnt: 

Profu•or J.B. Dunlop (In the Chair) 
Ha. lkmtrley A. Batten 

Prof•••or Peter B. Salus 
Profuaor Victor G. Smith 
MiH Marie Salter, Secretary Profu•or A.H. Bunt 

Dean John c. licker 

In Attendance: 

Hn. $. 
rapruented by Mr. :s. Anderaon 

Profeeeor S.D. Berk.nvitz 
Department of Sociolo11 

Mr. W.D. :Foulda Profeaaor J.R. Webater 
Aaaae.iate Dean Allai.81:aut D.au ancl SocroUTY 

Faculty of Art:• and Science Faculty of Art• and Science 

Mi•• V, . 
rapruented by Mr~ David Gamble 

Profuaor A.J. Boua• 
Faculty of Nur•ing 

?D MEE'rING WAS HELD IN CLOSID SESSION 

l, Mra • .$" 

On 'lhursday, June 141:b, 1979, th• Academic Appeals Board 
beard the appeal of /'nl'l~- $. againet a deciaion of the Acadad.c Appeal.a 
Board of t:be Faculty of Art:• u.d Science diamiHing an appeal in which the 

. appellant aought perm:l.a■ion to aubmit further work. or to be re-enm1ned in 
SOC 314Y. 'Iha decision of tba Board 1• chat; 1:he appoa1 ahov.ld 'be all.owed 
and that the appellu.t •bould be entitled to be re-examined in auch reuonable 
lllllmler u the Department of Sociolo11 -Y determine. 

Initially the appellu.t had petitioned to have her work in 
t:be courH re-read and re-marked or, alternatively, to be re-examined. 'the 
DepartMnt recomcded her re-examination but th• Committee on Standing 
authorized the Department to re-reed the work. already done. 'lhia re-readiDg 
awk p1ai::c vi.th DO dlamge h tu -•••--nt. 

On the appeal to the Appeal.a Board of the Faculty, in t:ha 
worda of that Board'• letter to the appellant, 

'.t'he main focua of your caae, •• contained 
in your written 1tat:ement of 20 Novabu 1978 
and u pruented by Mr. Vine in hi• opening 
ramarka to the Ai>'Peall :Soa1:d, vu that "my 
te1:111 pape1: wu not handed back to me prio1: 
to the final e:amination, and neither the 
final examination paper nor the te1:111 uaay 
were ret:UTD&d to me before t:be end of te1:111." 
ru.a in your opinion conatituted "1Dadequate 
guidance" on the part of the inetruct:or, 
ProfeHor S.D. :Berkowitz, and u a coneequence 
your performance in th• cour•e vu edver■ely 
affected. 
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1. Mrs. S. (Cont'd) 

'l'be Appeala Board of the F,culty conaidered the evidence and the argument • 
and came to the concluaion tbet, bee&uH of the time at which her paper 
wu haded in, it would not have been poaaible for it to be banded back 
before the tut 1D the coarea and that conatructive criticism of the paper 
could not, therefor&, have baa of any value to the appellant on the final 
tut. ID any event the Faculty'• Board found that the final tut wu 
comiderably differ1111t in nature from the term paper and that criticiam of 
the paper would not have benefited the appellant -terially 1D her prepara-
tion for the tut. 

follmr.tns t:e'rlllll: 

'l'be Faculty Board did criticise Profuaor Barkawitz in tbe 

'l'bere rama.hul the question of whether 
Profeaaor Barkowitz, in not requiring any 
written work, which woild be graded, in 
the firat term or indeed prior to very 
near the end of the courae, failed thereby 
to g1ve you - and preaumably everyone 
alae in the courae - adequate guidance. 
'l'be majority of the member• of the Appeal 
Board are of the opinion that Profeaaor 
Barkowitz wu seriously remiaa 1D thia 
aapect of bia conduct of the cour••• 

'l'be Faculty'• Appeal& Board did not feel, however, that this had contributed 
aignificantly to the appellant'• poor performance. 

ID uance, what ia involved in this complaint ia a failur 
by Profeasor Berkowitz to comply vi.th the Grading Practice• Policy and 
Professor Berkowitz appeared before this Board to complain that the critid 
of his courae of conduct augguted that bis behaviour wu unusual whereaa, • 
he •tated, thi• part:icular pattaxu of grad.f.ug practi.ce waa CCJIIIIIIDn 1D 'Che 
Department. Be felt that he should not have been singled out in this way 
for criticism, or that he should at leaat have had a chance to addr••• tbe 
iasue. 

'l'hia Board ia sympathetic vi.th Professor Berkowitz'• point 
although, juat as it Hamed he bad no opportunity to reapond to the point 
before the Faculty'• Board, neither had the Department an opportunity to 
respond to hia position before~• Board. However, the i.mportaAt po:int 
insofar as the diapoaition of this appeal 1• concerned is ~hat the Grading 
Practices Policy wu not followed and no justification wu offered. 'l'be 
Faculty Board's point that even if it had been it would not have changed 
the result of the appellant'• final teat, u this Board hu recently held, 
ahould not be decisive because it can still be aaid that justice ia not 
Hen to be done. Some weight ahould alao be given to the Department'• 
initial recommendation which ••ems to have been loat aigbt of in a011e of 
the proceeding•. 'l'be Faculty argued that it would be unfair to other 
acUdent:a to allow the appal.lat alone to be re-examined at such a late date. 
'l'be Faculty alao argued that it would be unfair to other atudenta who had 
not petitioned. 'l'be Board, however, can only grant relief to atudenta who 
,appeal and the fact that otbara might have appealad but did not cannot be 
allow■d cc, 111.!luence the outcome of this appeal. 

Appeal allowed. 

2. MisaJ 

At a meeting on 'l'buraday, June 14th, 1979, the Academic 
Appeal& Board heard the appeal of ./r.tS .;:r; asain•t a decid- of 
the Appeal& Committee of the Faculty of Nuraing di■miaaing an appeal again•" 
a negative evaluation in N'IJll 202Y in the epring term of 1979. As the 
appellant had obtained atanding in the fall term in N'IJll 202Y, the reault • 
of the negative aaaeaaant, according to Faculty regulations, wa• that th• 
appellant waa required to take a aupplemental examination. Beceuae 
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2, m •• J {Cont'd) 

mm 202Y ia a clinicll courH inwlving application of theory to practice 
ad ia u•••••d on a global buia the •uppl&J111Dtal involve• two vuka of 
vork on the •tudact'• part ratbar tblln a vn.ttan 11Tem1n• ... 1em. 'lba rwdy 
aought by the appallant wu a pu•ing grade or, in th• alternative, the 
right to be UHH&d on written uaipment• not involving tba need for 
clinical vork, 'l'ba daciaion of the Board ie that th• appeal •hould be 
diemia•ad. 

'l'bera were u■en.tially two ground• of appeal, !'int, tba 
appallant argued that the •thod of u•ee•men.t in the courn did not comply 
ritb t:be requir-&a of tba 'Old.veraity 1 a Cradil!.g Practice• Policy. 'rhe 
complete anaver to thi• argument ia that approval of the departure bad bun 
obtaiD&d from the Academic Affain Committee on the buie that the Policy 
vu not appropriate for the u•ee•ment of clinical vork. '1'b8 HCODd ground 
vu that the appellant bad not bun apt adaquataly informd of bar progreH 
•o u to be in a poaition to correct bar miatake• during the tara, In 
light of evidence that •om critical coaant bad bun forthcoming, ad that 
the appallant bad not banded in ••aipment:a in ti.a lor r••d1•l CoaNDt 
upon them to be made before the end of the cour•e, the Board vu not 
per•uaded of the validity of thi• ground of appeal. In any event, the 
Board would have bad no buie for determilling that the appellant ought to 
be granted a pu• grade. 'l'ba best that the Board can offer by vay of ruady 
where it cann.ot HY that an appellant •hould have pa•Hd ie that th• 
appellan'C •bould be gran'Cad anotbar opportUD1ty to be uH•••d and tll1• u 
the vary raady that the Paculty itaelf ie offering, 

It ie unfortunate that the appellant'• •Ullllll8r employment 
will be affected by thia deciaion, However, thie CIIDDOt interfere vith the 
appellant'• nud to damu1trate her ability to mut the requireaanta of 
th11 clinical cour••· 

Appeal cliniiaaed. 

Secretary Chairman 
July 17th, 1979 
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