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UNIVERSITY OF TOI.ORTO 

THE GOV!IRIRG COUNCIL 

UPORT IIUMBD. 107 OF THE ACADEMIC APPULS BOAllD 

June 11th. 1987 

To the Acad•ic Affaira C:C-ittee, 
Univeraity of Toronto. 

Itui 9 

Your Board reporta that it held a hearie& on Tueaday • 
.June 11th, 1987 ar; 1:00 P•••• in Room 201, School of Graduate Studiea, 65 
St. George Street at which the following were preaent: 

Profeaaor J. B, Dunlop ( In the Chair) 
Profeaaor r. nabiff 

Mra. J. R.. Band all 

Profeaaor K. S. Pang Ma. Irene Birrell, Secretary 
Mr. D. Power 

In Attendantee! 

Mr • .s: 
Ma • L. Harmer, Downtown Legal Servicea 
Dean J. J, B, Smith. Pateulty of A.rt:• and Scienc 
Profeaaor R. Maaon, Hegiatrar, Nev College 

THE FOLLOWING ITEM IS UPOR.TED FOR INFORMATION 

At a meeting on June 11th, 1987 the Acad-ic Appeala 
Board heard the appeal of /nl'f. & frm a deciaion of the Academic 
Appeala Board of the Faculty of Art• and Science diamiaaing hia appeal to 
be permitted to write the final examinationa in CHM 240Y and STA 222Y 
either at the end of the 1986-87 winter aeaaion or in the 1987 aumer 
aeaaion. The reault vu that the appellant failed both couraea and-• 
auapended. The deciaion of the Board ia that the appeal ahould be allowed 
and the appellant ahould be permitted to write the t110 examinationa in the 
1987 auaaer aeaaion. 

The appellant had taken the couraea during the acad-ic 
••••ion 1985-86 but had been unable to complete thm due to illne•• and h.-1 
been given peraiaaion to write the examination• in the aumer aeaaion of 
1986, Re had been informed that the date of the atatiatica ex-ination 
would be Auguat 6th, a date pt'ior to the regular examination period. It 
vu not clear why the examination ahould have been held outaide the normal 
period, a courae the .Board underatood to be permiaaible only in apecial 
circumatancea, but the Board vaa told that thi• vaa a c01111110n occurrence in 
the particular courae. ln any event the appellant did not write the 
atatiatica examination and admitted that he had forgotten about having been 
given this date. He had -•umed thar; the examination• in both aubjecta 
would be held during the regular Clater) examination period. When he 
looked at the regular examination timetable it-• brought home to him that 
he had miaaed the atatiatica examination. In the event he did not write 
the chemistry ez-inat:ion either, Nor did he file his petition to be 
allowed to have •till another opportunity to write the two examination• 
until after the end of the examination Pf!";"" 

The regulations of the Faculty ot Arts and Science 
require that all petitions be filed by the end of the examination period 
but, of courae, in extenuating circumstance• thia rule may be relaxed. 
Extenuating circumatancea may alao juatify granting a candidate another 
opportunity to write miaaed ex-inationa. lt - the appellant'• 
contention before thia Board that illneaa hat affected hia ability to write 
the examinations and explained, as well, his failure to file hi• petition 
on time • 
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The medical evidence before tbia Board vu that the 
appellant had been under treatment for •vere migraine headache• from 1984 
until 1986 and that he hm experienced an epi1ode that incapacitated him 
from August 3rd, 1986 to Augu1t 12th, 1986 •. 'l'bua be claimed, be would have 
been unable i;o vriu: tlm at;at;iat;iG• --inacioe ..,_ had he r--berad the 
date. He testified that be had recovered aufficieatly to write a third 
ex-ination, PSY lOOY, on the evening of Auguat 12th but that be then left 
the city on the morning of August 13th to have a holiday in Georgian Bay 
without having done anything about filing a petition. Bia firat attempt to 
deal with the matter-• made on hi• return to the city on Auguat 26th 
although the ex-ination period hm ended on Auguat 15th. 

Claarly there i• justification in teme of 
administrative convenience for time limits on filing petitions, but where 
they are aa brief u the one in queation and u har1h in their 
couequencea, this Board believe• that a lenient view ahould be taken of 
what conatitutea extenuation, at leaat where the delay i• abort aa the one 
in this case • 

There was no argument about the validity of the 
appellant'• medical circumataacea. The evidence coaaiated of letter• from 
a medical doctor who had treated the appellani; for i;wo ::,ear• •ad a doctor 
of chiropractic to whom the appellant hm turne4 when madical treatment had 
seemed ineffective and who certified the epiaode of August• 1986. There 
was alao, of courae, the oral evidence of the appellant himaelf. The Board 
is unaware What precise evidence-• before the F&Gulcy'• Board, but: it i• 
in the nature of the University appeal• procea1 that, becau1e no tranacript 
of evidence is -intained by diviaioaal appeal• bodiea, the evidence beard 
by this Board must be _!!! .!!.2!.2.., and -y -11 differ from that heard by the 
previous appeal body. Thus no criticism of that body's decision is implied 
by a different conclusion. 

lt ia the Board's view that the appellant'• illne•• 
juatificd hia being given another opportunity to write the ,n-inations in 
CHM 240Y and STA 222Y even though be aigbt not have remembered the date of 
the latter if he had been well, and while hi• illae•• did not prevent him 
from taking the PSY lOOY ex-ination, it could have impaired hi• judgment 
and made him sufficiently anxioua to get away for a rut that be did not 
take the sensible step of indicating to hi1 College regiatrar, at leaat by 
means of a telephone call, that he intended to launch a petition. No 
prejudice bu been auffered by the Faculty u a ruult of the relatively 
ahort delay. Tha appellant did take action promptly once be had reaained 
hia health. Thus the Board'• view ia that be ahould have another 
opportunity to write the two ex-ination• in.the aumer naaion -of 1987. 
Whether this is the wiaeat courae for him to puraue in light of the time 
lapse •ince he took the couraea ia not for the Board to aay. 

The appeal ia allowed and the appellant ia granted 
perm.iasion to write CHM 240Y and STA 222Y in the 1987 aumer 1e11ion. 

Appeal allowed. 

,. . .._ . 

Secrecary Chairman 
July 29th, 1987 
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