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UNIVllSrrY OF TOlUlN'.t'O 

'!HE GOVDHING COUNCIL 

CONFIDENTIAL 

REPORT NUMBER 60 OF THE ACADEMIC APPEALS llOAltD 

January 20th, 1981 

To th• Acadnd.c Affairs eo-itt ... 
Univaraity of 'toronto. 

Your Board reports that it bald a meeting on Tuaaday, 
January 20th, l.981. at 2:00 p.m. 1n 'Cbe Council Cb&mbex 9 Faculty of Pharmacy, 
at which th• following were present: 

Professor J.B. Dunlop (In the Chair) 
Mr. Paul w. :aume 

Professor R.M.B. Shepherd 
Mr. Thom.as H. Simpson 
Profaaaor Victor G. Smith 
Mias M. Salter. Secretary 

Professor W.E. Graaham. 
Mrs. 'Fra:o.cu Jones 

l:n Attendance: 

.,.-
Mr • .;;:,. Dr. B.D. lf.1.tchell 

Assistant Dean and Secretary 
Faculty of Dentistry 

THE MEETING WAS HELD IN CLOSED SESSION 

ntE lOLLOW'ING ITEM IS UPORTEI? FOR INFOBMATION 

l, Mr, $"., 

At its maating on January 20th, 1981, th• Academic Appeals 
Board heard 'Che appeal. of niA' • ..S, _ llga;Luat the dec:1a1on of the Appeal.a 
Collllllittee of the Faculty of Dentistry refusing to waive the Faculty's reir;ula­
tiona and allow him a further opportunity to write examinations in two subjects 
which he had failed at the annual examinations of the first year in 1980 and 
again on the supplementals, As a result of these failures the appellant had 
been required to withdraw from the Faculty, The decision of the Board is that 
the appeal should be dismissed, 

The appellant'• grounda of appeal to this Board were •om.­
what different from those that had been argued unsuccessfully before the 
Faculty's Committee, On the earlier appeal the appellant emphasized the stress 
that had been on him as a result of financial problem.a and business collllllitmenta 
he made in the course of attempting to earn sufficient money to maintain himself. 
The result of the stress was an attack of hives which the appellant experienced 
just before his spring examinations and for which ha sought medical attention, 
The appellsnt 1 s argument that the Committee should grant him ralief was baaed 
primarily on compassionate grounds, Before this Board the appellant presantad 
documentary evidence that the hives were the result of an allergic raaction and 
that the medication he took to control the itching had the side effect of 
causing drowsiness and decreased ability to concentrate. The appellant 
emphasized that this aide affect would have coincided with his last tarm teat 
1n one of his falling subjects and the final exam.1nat1ona 1n both ot them. Ha 
argued that when a student has medical grounds for failing the Faculty often 
allows him or bar to write supplaentala and treats those supplementals as 
though they were the first occasion on which the student is being examinad. 
Hence, if 'Che a'Cuden'C fail.a on 'Chose exam.1na'C1ons he or she :1B given ano'Cher 
opportunity the following year. Th• Faculty representative agreed that this 
occurs in appropriate cases. However the Faculty's regulations state: 

Petition• for conaideration with re~ard to 
the annual or supplemental examinations on 
account of sickness, or other cau••~ beyond 
control 'IIIWlt be filed with the Secretary of 
the Faculty on or before the last date of 
the examinationa, to~ethar with a doctor's 
certificata stating that the candidate was 
examined at the time of the illness or in 
the ease of other eauaaa, any relevant 
documentary evidence. 
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Th• appel.lat. of couraa, macle no ncb petitiou, b'ri1lgtng the ill.nu■ to the 
Faculty'• attentiou for the f1ret t:1.me :bl bi.a app•eJ. co the Appeal■ Comittee 
and rd.dng the conaeqwm.ca• of the aclication only after that appeal had been 
dillllWIHd. Be could offer no valid rauon for failing to lodge a petition u 
required saying only that he thought ha m:.Lght have puHd and vha he found 
out that tbi.a vu not the cue be dacicled to wri.te the aupplaiental■• 'l'be 
Faculty'• ragulatiou camu,t aimply ba ignored and the Board cannot grant the 
appellant the reluf he suka in reapact of the final examination■• 

I 
M ~o ~he euppl._t:al.a. tha al'lpellant indicated that he 

had failed to allow enough time to prepare himself becauH of hi■ ■'Ullllll8r 
work commit111eta. Failure adequately to prepare for exem1nationa i■ parhap■ 
the 1110at COIIIIIOll rauon for failure but it hu never bun a juatification for 
being given another oppo-rtmu.ty, 

'1'bwl the appallant 1■ aubject to the following regulation: 

Any atudent who, after aupplementala, fail■ 
to achieve standing in h1• f1rat y-i: of 
attendance will be judged to have failed 
the yur and Will retain no credit in the 
Faculty of Denti■ try for any courH of the 
year. Be W1ll be requii:ed t;o wi.i:bdrav 
from the Faculty. 

'rhe result 1■ harsh and there can never be any pleuura, 
•• the Appeal• Committee indicated, in enforcing it. NevertheleH the appeal 
mu•t be diamiHad. 

Appeal di■miaaed. 

Secretary Chairman 
January 27th, 1981 

• 

• 

• 


