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tlRIVEISIT'l OF ffltotn'O 

THE COVEIRIHG COURCIL 

R!POltT tnJMB!ll 102 OF THE ACADEMIC APPEALS BOARD 

Sept-ber 19th, 1986 

To the Acad-ic Affair• Coaaittee, 
Univer•ity of Toroneo. 

Your Board reports that it held • hearing on Friday, 
September 19th, 1986 at 2:00 P•••• io the Board looa, Simcoe Hall at which 
the following -re preaeat: 

Profe■■or J. I, Dualop (In the Chair) 
/1'/A • .Ji, lilaaiuk 

Profe••or r.. S. Pang· 
Mr•. .J, a.. Baudall 

In Atteadece: 

Hr. L, 
Mr. Tony C&rella 

Profea■or A, Sherk 

M■, Irene Birrell, Secretary 

Dean A, B.. Ten Cate, Faculty of Denti■i:ry 

THE FOLLOWIHG ITEK IS UPOtlflt!) l'C>a J.lfFOIIKA.TI.011 

At a meeting on September 19th, 1986 the Acad-ic Appeal, Board 
heard the appeal of /'n~ .;,/.._; against the deci■ion of the Appeala 
Coaaittee of the Faculty of Denti■ try diamiaaing hi• appeal to be allowed 
to repe.ac fir•t year denti■try. The appellant, who had failed aix out of 
ten cour■H, appealed on compaaaionate grouad•. The decision of the Board 
i• that the appeal •hould be &llo-d, 

Fur&~ 
The appellet had immigrated to Canada from ,'\ about two years 

before he entered the Faculty. He lived with hil aother, a widow, in • 
tri-plex, which the mother owned. She experienced Nriou• difficulty with 
her tenants which •he w .. unable to cope with, partly becau•• of • l..:k of 
facility in the Ensli•h lan1-1•• the curate of their pariah, in • letter 
preaented to the Board, ••id that he feared that the atreH experienced by 
the appellant 1 

• mother waa puahing her toward• a breakdown. He had 
therefore aaked the appellant to undertake full reaponaibility for dealing 
with the tenant• whoae behaviour apparently-• offenaive, who were 
militant about what they de-eel to be their righta and who frequently 
withheld rental peyaenta. The appellant stated that there wa• "a very real 
poaaibility during the courN of the academic year that my mother aight 
face bankruptcy''. According to the appellant ie -• l•H a que•tion of the 
tm con•-• by dealing with these problem• than the diatraction and 
atre•• which they created that affected hi• ability to work. Ultimately 
the mother •old the tri-pla: aad now lives in a aingle-f-ily houH, But 
the problems, which began in August of 1985, troubled the appellant 
throughout the year. In addition, the termination of their engageaent by 
the appellant'• fiancee occurred just prior to the final examinations . 
Thia cau•ed him diatr•••• 

The appellant aoughc no •••iatance from any member of the faculty 
with hi• difficultiea although •uch uaiatance would have been available. 
Indeed, two letter• fram hi• profe••or of Oral Anatomy and Oc:cluaion 
pointed out that he waa having proble•• and invited hi• to aeek 
•••i•tance. The appellant1 ,wtw, h~---~lf"ied maGicine for a abort time in 

..fum4~.:. ■a1d tie w•• used r.on;.:.,[;.;.,i..~S-Yatem where the students do not 
app'roach profeHora with their probhi.a. It ahould bfo very cle.ai tc the 
appellant now, )iowevar, t.bai:. he ahould nek .. aiatance 'llhen he need• 
a•aiatance, 

. Mo doubt many •tudenta have di•tracting probl-• during an 
academic year. The Board felt the appellant' a were grave enough to warrant 
relief on compaaaionate ground• • 
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The appeal is allowed. 1he appellant ahould be IM!l"mitted to 
repeat firat year. 

Secretary Chairman 
September 25th, 1986 
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