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S.240

To: ALL MEMBERS QF SENATE From: H. M. Evans
' Secretary of Senate
and Registrar

Subject: THE ELLLS REPORT Date: June 4, 1969

‘, ( °

In view of the changes in membership on Senate, and the importance of the
Ellis Report, a brief summary of the present situation may prove helpful.

_Attention is drawn to the procedures which were followed earlier under

Paper S.217, a copy of which is provided herewith.
1. Senate has held two meetings on the Ellis Report - May 6 and May 9.

2. At these meetings Senate, following the procedures of Paper S.217,
approved the following recommendations of the Ellis Report, summarized
on Pages 3 and 4 of that document 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 7, 8, 10, 11, 14, 15,
16, 17, 18, 19, 21, 22.

(Copies of the Ellis Report and of other pertihentvpapefs héye beeh
provided earlier to all members of Senate, including new members).

3. Senate did not approve motions relating to Recommendations 6, 9, 12, 13,
20 of the Ellis Report (Discussion of Recommendation 23, in accordance
with Paper S.217, will not be undertaken until disposition of all other
‘recormendations is completed) .

4. Following the last nieeting of Senate on the Ellis Report, a small Working
Group was convened to consider the recommendations not yet approved
(excluding #23), namely 6, 9, 12, 13, 20

5. Provided herewith are Papers arlsing from the meetings of the WOrklng
Group, as follows:

S.240-1 - Letter from the Chairman of the Working Group to the
Chairman of Senate.

$.240-2 - Report of the Chairmian of the Working Group.

S.240-3 through S.240-12 inclusive - ~?apers arising‘frem the
activities of the Working Group.

6. Attention is drawn to the Agenda for the Spec1al Meeting to be held Monday,
June 9, 1969. Please note also Paper S.240-1, Page 2, Item 7 - Aside from
small edltorlal changes, written amendments to a section or a subsection
which are complete in themselves and consistent with recommendations already
adopted would be required and may be submitted in advance to the Secretary
of Senate or may be submitted on the floor. These would pertain only to
sections coming under discussion.
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3 June, 1969.

Acting President K. Strand,
Chairman of Senate.

' Dear Dr. Strand,

‘ " At the last Special Meeting of Senate on the Ellis Report

a small working group was charged with identifying areas of disagreemoent

in- and flndlng possible alternatives for those parts of the Ellis Report
which the Senate had been unable to accept till then. Speciflcally these
parts dealt with Recommendations 6, 9, 12, 13 and 20-on P.3, 4. It was
understood that new versions that may result from deliberations of the working
group would be complete in themselves and would not be in.conflict with

those Recommendations of the E]lls Report which had already been accepted.

The working group consisted of:

Senator K. Burstein
Senator L. Boland
Senator D. Sullivan
Senator S. Wong
Dr. J.F. Ellis
Mr. H. Evans
Dr. D. Meakin and
L. Strivastdva,; Chairman.

1. This group met three times, on May 16, 21 and 26. The meeting
of May 21 was cancelled since only one senator be31des the Chairman was
present.

2. At the Chairman's request, Dr. J.F, Ellis had subdivided
Recommendation 12 which deals with Admissions and Transfer (Part E)
into several subtopics. These appear as Supplementary Papers A-G.
Recommendation 13 dealt with Part F which has now been reworded in.
Supplementary Paper H. Recommendations 6 and 9 dealing with functions of
the Admissions Board.are comblned and presented as a new Recommendatlon in
Supplementary Paper I. For. lack 'of time Recommendation 20 was not debated
but a Notice of Motion covering that Recommendation dppears in Paper J.

/...

\v—2 -/



(@

-2 -

3. All Supplementary Papers are accompanied by a Motion; some have
Alternate and/or Additional Motions attached to them.

4, It will be clear from my Report that the working group achieved
little unanimity on the Supplementary Papers. However, it must be
emphasized that a lot of thought and debate has gone into these matters and
that the papers as put forward are reasoned documents consistent with the spirit
of the Ellis Report. They should not be taken as matters to be tabled or
referred back to the working group

5. I am indicating the p0351b1e order in which the Supplementary
Papers and Motions should be dealt with by the Senate. This order is
recommended because certain consequences follow from adoption of one paper
which are germane to the next: ‘

Paper H, B, C, G, .A, D, E; F, I, J.

6. I would suggest that copies of the Ellis Report, Minutes of Lhc
last two meetings and all papers appended here be passed to the Senators
well in advance of the next meecting so that Senators are prepared to discuss
these important matters with full knowledge of what has gone before and
what is at hand.

7. - I would further suggest that, aside from small editorial changes,
written amendments to a section or subsection which are completc in themsclves
and consistent with Recommendations already adopted be requited. These may
be submitted to the Secretary of the Senate ahead of time or on the floor.

Yours sincerely,

’
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L.M. Srivastava
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REPORT O)F THE CHAIRMAN OF TIHE WORKING GROUP OF THE SENATE ON RECOMMENDATIONS

12, 13, 6, 9, 20 OF THE ELLIS REPORT

Supplementary Paper A (Recommendatibn 12)
(Re. Special Admissions, Sec. 1.3, P. 29-31)

A revised version of Sec. 1.3 is presented in Supplementary
Paper A (Revised). An amendment to it is presented in Supplementary Paper
A-1. Supplementary Paper A-2 departs from A and A-1 in several ways. It
would be better to vote on A-2, A-1 and A (aménded by substitution of A-1
or not) in that order.

Supplementary Paper B (Recommendation 12)

(Re. Maximum Transferable Credit)

The wérking'group agrees with Supplementary Paper B.

Supplementary Paper C (Recbﬁmendatioh 12)

(Re. Credit Transfer for D. Grade)

Two clear-cut altcrnalnves are prcscrlbed in Motions C and
C-1. Other alternatives which allow all D's or limit the number of
transferable D's are possible, but the working group is not presenting
them.

Dependlng on how Senate votes on this motion, changc% may
or may not be made in Supplementary Paper G.

Supplementary Paper D (Recommendation 12)

(Re. Senior Matriculation and 'A’ Levels)

The working group accepted paper D as written, but requested
that thc amendments offered by the Scnate Committee on Undergraduate
Admissions and Standings (SCUAS) be included when submitted to Senate

Relevant parts of the SCUAS report, which have not already
been included elsewhere in revised versions by Dr. J. F. Ellis, are
attached as paper D-1.

, Senate should vote on each item of D-1 and then on Motion D.
Senate should be awarc that amendiments proposed in D-1; if passcd, will
alter the basic philosophy behind the Ellis Report as outlined in Supple-
mentary Paper D and partly E.

V=% -/
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Supplementary Paper E (Recommendation 12)

(Re. P. 24-34, Admissions and Transfer)

The working group accepted the paper as written:

Supplementary Paper F (Recommendation 12)

(Re. G.P.A.s nceded for Admission)

The working group agreed in principle with the relative
weighting (percentages or G.P.A.s) presented in paper F which favours B.C.
students over others. :

It disagreed, however, on the actual percentages or G.P.A.s.
Two motions arc presented. Dr. Ellis’ proposal (Motion F) advocates-a more
lenient admissions requirement than Professor Sullivan's proposal '(Motion F-1).

N.B. Whatever the'pcrcentages or G.P.A.s adopted by the Senate, they will be

substituted at appropriate places in the Admissions and Transfer section
(Part E P.23-34) of Ellis Report.

Supplenientary Paper G (Recommcndatioﬁ 12)

(Re. Statement on Admissions and Trah;fer P. 24-34)

’ Depending on how Senate has voted on Supplementary Motion C,
the last sentence in paragraph 1 of the Note on Supplementary Paper G will
either stand or be deleted.

The Senate should vote on the Addendum to Supplementary
Paper G (Motion G-1 by Professor D. Sullivan and Motion G-2 by Frofessor
K. Burstein) and then on the Supplementary Paper G (Motion by Dr. J. F.
Ellis) as amended or not.

Supplementary Paper H (Recommendation 13)

(Re. Statement on Continuance, Withdrawal and Recadmission, P.36)

Two statements (Supplementary Papef H and H-1) are presented
as revised versions of P.36 in the Ellis Report.

Paper li-1 has the support of most members in the woiking

group. : :
If the Senate prefers the wording in paper H-1, they should
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vote against the Motion H and put forward a new motion upholding paper H-1.

Senators should note that #6-9 in Supplementary Paper H are
identical to #4-7 in Supplementary Paper H-1 except for small changes in #4
(ADDITION: and may not repeat courses in which he has received a grade of
C minus or better) and #5 (line 1 - Delete: may; substitute: will).

Supplementary Paper I (Recommendations 6 and 9)

(Re. Role of Admissions Board in transfer credit and advanced standing,
Part C)

The working group came to no precise agreement on this matter.
Three alternate motions (Papers I, I-1, and I-2) are presented to the
Senate.

§gppjementary Paper J (Reconmendation 20)

(Re. Implementation of Ellis Report)

For lack of tiime the working group could not debate this
motion. It is presented to the Senate as an alternate to Recommendation
20 in the Ellis Report. Other motions may be possible.

Y3
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MOTION A. Proposed by Dr. J. F. Ellis

That Senate approve the rewording of 1.3, pages 29-31,

under Recommendation 12, Part E as given in the paper

entitled "Supplementary Paper A"(Revised)

(Re. Special Admissions, Sec¢. 1.3, P. 29-31)

Iv=-5—-/
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Supplementary Paper A (Revised)

Admissions and Standings - A Suggested Policy

Rewording of Pages 29-31, Section 1.3 Special Admissions (Recommendation 12)

1.3 Special Admissions
The university is interested in extending university level learning
opportunities to citizens of this province who may not qdalify under
the normal categories of admission providing always that the number
of such persons admitted is subject to limitation in accordance with
the avaiiability of university resources. At present the'ﬁniversity
offers thrqe types of special entfy - Early Adﬁission, Early Entry
and Mafure Entry. | |
1.31 Early Admission:is designed for studenfs'on the Acadenic-
Tecﬁnicai Program who are recommended by their schools
following theif Grade 12 Easter examinatioﬁs.
1.SIi An applicant must have demonstrated his ability by
exceptional academic records (average of 80% or better)
and have shown mature intellectual development to such
an extent that He‘would brofit from admission to the
university without first securing Grade 12 sténdiﬁg.
1.312 Admission under tﬁis category is at the discretion of
the Admissions Board. Inquiries fegarding admission
under this category should be directed fo the Registrar.
1.32 Early Entry is designed for students who have completed
Grade 11 on the Academic-Technical Prograh. Sections |

1.311 and 1.312 also apply to this category of admission.

lv-$s -2



J. F. Ellis

1.33 Mature Student Entry

1.331

1.332

(@

A person who is twentyffive years of'agé or more oOr
would reach that age during his first semester in
attendance if he were admitted to tﬁe university, and
Qho is not eligible for admission under énothér cat?gory

may apply for admission.

Admission under this capegory is at the discretion of
fhe Admissions Board. The Admissiqns Board must be
satisfied that the appliqaﬁt has sufficieﬁtly clear
objectives in mind that hejis likely to profit from
hﬁiversify-ﬁtudies,' Thé-Admisgioﬁs Board may, at its
diécretion require‘appiicants to take appropriafé tests.
Iﬁquiries regarding admission under.this category should

be directed to the Registrar.
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ALTERNATE MOTION Proposed by Professor D. Sullivan

Amendment to Supplementary Paper A (Revised)
Rewording of Pages 29-31, Section 1.3, Special Admissions (Recommendation 12)

1.332  Replace the second sentence which reads: "The Admissions
Board must be satisfied that the applicant has sufficiently
clear objectives in mind that he is likely to profit from

" university studies."

with:_ “The Admissions Boérd_must be satisfied that the
applicant has adequate preparation for study toward a

specified major or honors program or well-defined area."

This section would now read:

1.332 Admission under fhis categofy is at the discretion of
the Admissions Board.. The Admissions Board must be
satisfied that the applicant has adequate preparation for
study fbward a specified major or honors prbgram or
Well—defined area. The Admissions Bbard‘may; at its
discretion rgQuire applicants to take éppropriate tests.
Inquiries regardiné admission under this category shéuld

be directed to the Registrar.
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ALTERNATE MOTION Proposcd by Professor K. Burstein

Amendment to Supplementary Paper A (Revised)

Rewording of Pages 29-31, Section 1.3 Special Admissions (Recommendation 12)

1.3 'Special Admissions
The University is intecrested in extending university level
educational opportunities to thosc who may not qualify under normal
categories of admission, pfoviding always that the number of such
persons admitted ié subject to limitation in accordance with the
availability of uhiversity resources.
1.31 Unchangcd
1.311 Add: "Applicants are required £ tidke SACU tests."
| (‘ This section would now rcad:
An applicant must have dcmoﬂstrute& his ubility
by exécptional academic records (average of 80% or
better) and have sﬁown maturc intellectual dcvcloﬁmcnt
to such an extent that hec would profit from admission
to fhe‘uniyéfsity without first sccufing Grade 12
standing. Applicants are required to take SACU tests.
1.312 Adﬁission to this category is at tlie discrction of the
Admissions Board. Limitation of the number admitted to
this category is at the discretion of the Schutc and the

Board of Governors.

1.32 Unchanged

®
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K. Burstein -2-

1.33 Mature Student Entry

1.331 A candidate of mature age (25 years or older on September 1st)

1.332

who has been a resident of B.C. for one year may apply for
admission as a mature student, if five years or more have elapsed
since a previous attempt at post-secondary education. Such
applicahﬁs will be'requirgd to take SACU tests or pfesent

pasSing grades, in the year prior to admission,. in two subiects
of the'Department of Education Tests, one of.whibﬁ isvrequired

to be,inthglish. Possessioh of minimum requiiements dbes

not ensure selection. Eaﬁh application will be éonsidered

on its merits and no transfer credit will be awarded. Students
with a failed'year at a post-secondary institution will be

admitted on probation.

The Universify reserves the right to liﬁit general enroiment

in accordance with availablé resources and staff, and it may

from time to time specifically limit the enrolment of certain
groups of stﬁdents,»namely‘students who do nof meet the require-
ments for regulaf entry, and to students who are not residents of

the Province of British Coluibia.
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{‘ 4 MOTION B. Proposed by Dr. J. F. Ellis

That Senate agree that the maximum credit allowable

to a student on transfer is 60 semester hours.

(Re. Maximum Transferrable Credit)

@
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Supplementary Paper B

Admissions and Standings - A Suggested Policy

Concern has been expressed over two portions of the suggested policy
that make reference to the maximum number of transferrable hours. These are

(a) P. 25, sentences 2 and 3 and (b) P.34, item 3.4.

.The intention of the entire report'was thét a maximum of 60 transfer
hours should contihqe to be the norm; -This can be seen in Recommendation 5.2,
P. 16 which has already been approved by Senate. The intention of the two
sentences-on P.éS'was to accommodéte exceptional cases of stﬁdehfs who had
done work elsewhere which was identicai in content and quality to specific
courses requried on one. of our major or honoﬁrs programs. Of particular
interest to the author of the report was the encouragcmcnt of fetiprocal
arrangemcnts'between departments in B. C. universities similar to thoSé foﬁnd

in some of our»graduafe programs.

The author is prepared to Wifhdréw the two sentences for the following
réasohs. |

a) A portion of the in£ent caﬁ alreédy be achieved in fhat students
can seck and obtain permission to undertake some part of their upper division
work at another institution if they have good reasons for making the request.

b) Tﬁe introduction of the "up td,90 hour" possibility would create
additional procedural and judgemental problems for the Admissions Board at a time
when they will have more than enough to do.

c) Very few students would be affect¢d.

The concerns expressed over 3.4 P. 34 éan be looked after by placing an
additional clause following the colon on linc 4. ”Maxiﬁum trahsfer credit

allowed will be 60 hours."

/V—£-1—
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(' MOTION C. Proposed by Dr. J. F. Ellis

That Senate agree that students whose averages or

cumulative grade points are sufficiently high to gain

them admission to the university should receive transfer

credit for all transferable courses that they have

. passed with the understanding that a department may

require a student to repeat without credit a course in

which a student obtained a D and which is prerequisite

to another course in the same discipline which the

student wishes to undertake.

(@

(Re. Credit Transfer for D Grade)
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Supplementary Paper C (Revised)

Admissions and Standings - A Suggested Policy

Should students receive transfer credit for all passed courses or
only for those in which.they‘achieved C or better? (re. Recommendation 12)

The point of view takeﬁ in the report is a§ follows: If a student's
overall record ié of sufficient quality to gain him admission, he should
obtain transfer cfedit for ;]1 transferrable courses he:has passed.

This approach has been criticized in a number of ﬁapers that haVe

been circulated which urge a continuation of the current practice of

" disallowing transfer credit for D's. However, the criticisms do not offer

substantial arguments for nof allowiﬁg credit for the D _gfaae}

Tﬁe following pbints a?e offered fé support fﬁ proposal to give

credit for gll passed courses.

1. The cumulative grade point or average is a beftgr basis for
predigting future success than an individﬁal grade aﬁd has
already been depressed by é D. (A boor grade must be counter-
balanced by a good one.) If the denial of credit fdr_D's is in-
tended to safeguérd standards a more effective means wédld'be
to increase the G.P.A. requifement for admission.

2. S.F.U. permits its own students to credit D's.

3. Disallowing D's creates anomalies. Consider the félloWing cases:

A.A.A.D.D. = 2.8 G.P.A. = 9 sem. hours transfer credit
B.B.B.B.D, = 2.6 G.P.A. = 12 sem hours trénsfer credit.
C.C.C.C.C. = 2.0 G.P.A. = 15 sem. hours transfer cfeditv

4. University of Victoria credits D's given adequate entering average.
S. U.B.C. credits D's, given adequate entering average and’

validdation in subsequent course.

lr-9)-2



J. F. Ellis S o

6. Students tend to follow their strengths and,-hence, are
more likely to pursuc studies in which they have succeeded
than to continue in areas where they are experiencing
minimal success.
However, there should be one exception to the general acééptance“df
' D's for transfer credit. The exception centers about thg questioh5 - Does
v ~abD gradehobtaincd in a prerequisite constitute adequate prépardtion
for the subsequent course? : |
At present certain departnients require an S.F.U. student to bbtéin‘a
grade higher than D before prbceeding to fhe next cburse in a giveﬁ sequence..
Thus, transfer students shouid be subjecf to the same regulation.
(‘ . The intent of the fofegoing could be achieved by adding the follo’\.vilng

sentence to Page 25, 1.2 NOTE.

"Certain departments may require -students to fepeat
prerequisite courses in whcih they have received transfer
credit for a D. The repeated course will show on the

student's record but will not carry credit."

/ Vf‘l"J '



{ ‘ ALTERNATE MOTION Proposed by Professor D. Sullivan

C. b Thaf Senate 'agl"e'e that stucient's whose a\}exjages or
cumulétive. grade points are Sufficiently high to gain
them admission to the university should receive .transfer
credit for all transferablev coufses that. they have

passed with a grade point of C minus or better.

Ivy=7-%
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MOTION D. Proposed by Dr. J. F. Ellis

That Senate agree that transfer credit be awarded for

transferrable courses taken in Grade 13 ot equivalent.

"Grade 13 or equivalent" will be taken to mean Grade 13

in B.C., Regional and Community Colleges in B.C., Grade

13 in Ontario, New Brunswick and Prince Edward Iéland,

first year of Junior Colleges in the United States,

Advanced levels or equivalent.

(®

(Ref. Sections 2 and 3 in PART E)
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Supplementary Paper D

Admissions and Standing - A Suggested Policy

Should students receive transfer credit for Senior Matriculation
(Grade 13) or equivalent studies?

A number of objections have been raised about certain parts of
Recommendation 12 that deal Qith the awarding of transfer credit for
Senior Matriculation Studies (or equivalent) offered outside B.C.
However, in the opinion of the author of the report, an acceﬁfance of
the criticisms offered would perpetuate the present. unevennesses in
our procedures which the suggested bolicy_so@ght to remove. To
illustrate, the Admissions Committee suggests that we givevno credit
for Grade .13 Ontario but apparently agrees that First Year Junior
Coilege (Grade 13) in the United States should receive credit. Also,
the Admissions Committee disagrees with the report‘s suggestion that
Advanced (A) levels should receive credit despite‘the fact that
(a) & British degree can be obtained in 3 years beyond A levels and
(b) there seems to be rather widespread agreement that A level work
is at least the equivalent of first year uhiVer$ity work.

| The issﬁe‘is complicated by the fact that educational systems
throughout the world operate quite differently from our own in B.C.
which we tend to think of as the norm. For example, in the Prairie
Provinces Grade iZ is frequently referred to as Senior Matriculation
and a degree can be obtained in three additional years. However, a
B.A. in Alberta does not requirc the depth of specialization that is
required within a B.A. in B.C. Furthefmore, the Alberta B.A. may soon
require 4 years from Crade 12. Over the pést four years, our treatment
of Alberta Grade 12 credits has been highly variable ranging from
full credit to no credit.

The situation in Ontario is also rather complicated. In the
past, Grade 13 was a requirement for admission to an Ontario university.
Depending on the type of degree he chose, a student would'spend from
3 to 4 years in study at the university. Now,.some universiti?é require

Grade 13 and others (usually the newer ones) require Grade 12.

J- F -2
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J. F. Ellis 2

The report seeks to deal with the kinds of prdblems just
mentioned by establishing principles rather than resorting to a
series of ad hoc individual judgements about educational systems.

The principles may not always apply perfectly to practice but they
have the virtue of providing a consistent framework or pattern into
which individual cases can be fitted.

The first of these is that 12 years of education in B.C. is
seen as the equivalent of 12 years taken elsewhere. Thus, Grade 12
Alberta (no matter what it may be called) is the equivalent of
Grade 12 B.C. Since we give no transfer credit to B.C. Grade 12
students, we should not give transfer credit to Alberta Grade 12
students. (see 2.11, page 31)

The second principle is related to the first. The 13th year
of schooling taken outside B.C. is the equivalent of the 13th year
taken in B.C. Since we give transfer credit to B.C. students we
should given transfer credit to non B.C. students. (see 2.12, p.31
and 3.2, p. 33) '

' Third, the consideration of out of province students, wherever
they may come from, should be parallel. Thus, since the norm for
entry to Canadiah universities is still Senior Métriculation and

since the norm for completing a degree after admission is still 3 years,
we should continue to require Senior'Matricuiafion or the 13th yeaf

of schooling (whichever is the lesser) for admission.

The fhfee principles above do not épply peffectly to studeﬁts
seeking admission from schodls outside North America. Nevertheless,
they provi&e the Admissions Board with a framework for making decisions.
Furthermore, when these are coupled with the Operating Guidelines
(Part A - 1, 2, 3, 4) and with common sense - the'Admissions Board has
a rational and consistent basis for deciding which applicants should

be admitted.

[ -3
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From: UNSOLICITED REPORT OF THE SENATE COMMITTEE ON UNDERGRADUATE
ADMISSIONS AND STANDINGS

Amendment to Page 31 - section 2

2.1 The Committee recommended that paragraph 2.1 be amended to
include
""No advance credit for work done at the Senior
Matriculation level will be awarded", and

paragraphs 2.11 and 2.12 be deleted.

Amendment to.Page 33

3.1 The Committee recommended that the last sentence in the
paragraph be altered to read:
"Transfer credits will not be granted for 'A' Levels

or equivalents."

Amendment to Page 34 |

3.3 The Committee recommended that section 3.3 be amended to
read as follows:
"An applicant from a -country other than those mentibhed in
3.1 and 3.2 must submit satisfactbry evidence of the

equivalent of Senior Matriculation standing at acceptable

levels of achievement. Transfer credit will not be granfed

for work done at the Senior Matriculation level, for 'A'

Levels or equivalent."

(Amended: added - section underlined; deleted - The awarding
of transfer credit is at the discretion of the Admissions
Board but will normaily be on thq same basis as if he wcfe

seeking admission to a leading university in his home area.)

/V?S"ﬁ‘



MOTION E. Proposed by Dr. J. F. Ellis

:@*.

(®

(Rea

That Senate agree with the intent of points 1 - 5

inclusive in Supplementary Paper E, bearing in mind

the intent of the last sentence of Operating Guide-

line 4, page 8.

. 24-34, Admissions and Transfer)

SRR e me e TR Wy
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Supplementary Paper E

Admissions and Standings - A Suggested Policy

The Statement on Admissions and Transfer (P24-34) attempts to
treat similar categories of applicants in similar ways. _Remarks made
during Senate proceedings and in at least one circulated paper suggest
that the attempts to create a parallel structure were not fully
appreciated. One minor source of confusion results from attempts to equate

grade point averages and percehtages (2.0 = C = 60%;. 2.4 = 65%; 3.2 = 75%).

If Senate can agree that certain groups of appllcants should be
treated in similar ways, the precise grades for admission and levels for
admission can be determined later. The follow1ng statements express the

parallels embodied in the report‘(relevant cross references are prov;ded).

1. B.C. students from Senior Matriculatién should 1.211, 1.212
be admitted and awarded transfer credit on a 1.221, 1.222
similar basis to students from B.C. Regional 1.23
and Comiunity Colleges. ‘ . 1.241, 1.242

2. B.C. students from Senior Matriculation and

Colleges who met ﬁniversity réquirements for 1.211, 1.221, 1.241
admission after Grade 12 should be treated should be different from
differently from S.M. and College students who 1.212. 1 222 1.242

did not meet university admission requirements

after completing Grade 12.

- 3. Minimum educational level and entering average 2.1, 3.2

for non B.C. applicants should be similar.

4. Requifements for non B.C. applicants who do.not ~2.4, 3.5
meet the minimum educational level should be

similar.
5. Requirements for applicants from other universities 1.25, 2.3, 3.4

should be similar. | | | V- ?«2
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MOTION F. Proposed by Dr. J. F. Ellis

‘@

That Senate adopt the suggested grade points or

averages needed for admission as set forth in

Admissions and Standings - A Suggested Policy

and as summarized in Supplementary Paper F.

(Re. G.P.A.s needed for Admission)

(@

(@
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Supplementary Paper F

Admissions and Standings - A Suggested Policy

Grade Points or Averages Needed for Admission

In retrospect it might have been pfeferable to prepare Part E of

the report leaving blanks where averages or grade points were to be specified.

Supplementary Paper E indicates the various kinds of parallelism that have

been built into the Statement on Admissions and Transfer and these, 1 feel,

should be retained. The precise figures given in the Statement can be

viewed as relative rather than absolute.

Members of Senate are aware, of course, of the many problems

associated with setting admissions standards. Among other things, these

the best "mix" of B.C. and non-B.C. students.

. Applicants from B.C. high schools.

Applicants from B.C. Senior Matriculation

and B.C. Regional and Community Colleges.

. Applicants from other Canadian provinces with

Senior Matriculation standing.

. Applicants from the United States with the

equivalent of Senior Matriculation

. Applicénts from other Canadian provinces with

less than Senior Matriculation standing.

. Applicants from the United States with less

than Senior Matriculation standing.

. Applicants from other universities

60%

60%

65%

2.4

3.2

"reflect a philosophy of education, the availability of resburces, the

availability of space, the academic aspirations of the institution and

The.Report Suggests

or 2.0

(65%)

(75%)

2.0

Iv=jo-2
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ALTERNATE MOTION Proposed by Professor D. Sullivan

Amendment to Supplementary Paper F

Admission Standards

1. Applicants from B.C. High Schools

(Note: ‘The University may admit applicants whose
standing ranges from 60 to 65%, if staff and

facilities permit.)
2. Applicants from B.C. Senior Matriculation and B.C.

Regional and Community Coileges

3. Applicants from other Canadian provinces with

Senior Matriculation standing

4. Applicants from the United States with the

equivalent of Senior Matriculation

5. Applicants from other Canadian provinces with

less than Senior Matriculation standing

6. Applicants from the United States with less

than Senior Matriculation standing

7 Applicants from other universities

F-1

65% or 2.4 GPA
70%  (2.8)
(70%) 2.8‘GPA
80%

3.5 GPA

65% or 2.4 GPA

| v-/0-3



MOTION G. Proposed by Dr. J. F. Ellis

‘®

That Senate approve the revised wording of

Section 1.2, P, 25, Admission with Transfer Credit

Note as set forth in Supplementary Paper G.

(Re. Note on Admission with Transfer Credit)

|v=4—/



Supplementary Paper G

Admissions and Standings - A Suggested Policy

Rewording of page 25 - 1.2 Admission .with Transfer Credit Note

1.2 Admission with Transfer Credit
Note: The maximum transfer credit that will be allowed is 60 semester

hours. An applicant seeking admission with transfer credit is
advised that the courses he transfers, together with those he

. subsequently takes at the university, must meet the general and
specific requirements §fA§he faculty and the depaftment in which
he chooses to major or honour. The.applicant.should not assume
that he wi;lvcomplet¢ his degreé with a number of semester hours
equal to tﬁe differenqe_betWeén total hours fequired for the
degree and transferred hours. .Although usﬁally this calculation
will be correct for a student who reﬁains Qithih-his field of
study, it will probably not be true for a student who éhaﬁges his
field. Ihdividuai departments may require students to repéat
prerequisite courses in which they have received transfer creéit
for a D. The repeated course will show in the student's record
but will not carry credit. |
Details of faéulty and departheﬁtai requirements. can be found in
the calendar and further information can be obtaine& from the

academic department in question.

(v—=/— 2%
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{‘ ADDITIONAL MOTION Proposed by Professor D. Sullivan

Addendum to Supplementary Paper G

That at appropriate places in the Ellis Report and specifically
¢ on the top of page 24 and in section 1.3, Special Admissions, on page 29,

the following statement appears:

"The University reserves the right to lli‘mit. géﬂeral
enrolment in accordance with available resources and
b staff, and it may from time to time specificaliy
limit the enrolment of certain groups of st'ﬁdents,
namely stucients who do ﬁof meet the reéuirerheﬁts for
regular entry, and to students who are riof residents

of the Province of British Columbia."

@

|v-1/-3
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ADDITIONAL MOTION Proposed by Professor K. Burstein

{

To be inserted on top of P. 24, immediately following STATEMENT ON
ADMISSIONS AND TRANSFER.

All candidates for admission are required to present transcripts

of all previous course work and to take the SACU fests administered
each year in every Province and at Overseas Test Stations. Students
from outside of Canada are required to ﬁreseﬁt aﬁprépriate certi--
ficates, e.g., C.G.E., Hong Kong Matriculation Ceftificate,

High School Graduation, etc. (A detailed listing of appropriate

listings is available in either the UBC or McGill Caiendars.)

JV-lr—4
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M. MOTION H. Proposed by Dr. J. F. Ellis

That Senate approve the rewording of "Statement

on Continuance, Withdrawal and Readmission', as

set forth in Supplementary Paper H.

(Re. Part F, P. 36)

(@
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| Supplementary Paper H

Admissions and Standings - A Suggested Policy

Rewording of Page 36 - "Statement on Continuance, Withdrawal and Readmission

Minor Changes in 1 - 8, new #9

1.

A student whose semester grade point average falls between 1.00 and

2.00 will be placed on academic warning.

A student whose semester grade point average falls between 0;00 and

0.99 will be placed on academic probation.

A student on academic warning whose semester grade point average

falls between 1.00 and 2.00 will be placed on academic probation.

A student on academic warning whose semester grade point average

falls between'0.000 and 0.99 will be required to withdraw from the

university.

A student on academic probatioh.whose semester grade point average

falls between 0.00 and 2.00 will be required to withdraw from the

university.

A.student on either academic waraing or academic probation must

carry a minimum semester course load of 12 semester hours.

A student who is required to withdraw may be readmitted on academic

probation after twelve months have elapsed. Transfer credit for work
undertaken during the twelve month period will be allowed only if the
student has received the express prior approval of the Admissions

Board for work he intends to dndertake.‘.

A student who is required to withdraw for a second time will be

required to withdraw permanently. No case of permanent withdrawal

will be reconsidered for a period of five years.

Under exceptional circumstances, the Admissions Board may waive

these conditions for individual cases.

VK Atk =
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ALTERNATE MOTION Proposed by Professor D. Sullivan and Dr, K. Burstein
and the Senate Committee on Undergraduate Admissions and

Standings.

Amendment to Supplementary Paper H

Rewording of page 36 - "Statement on Contlnuance, Withdrawal and Readmission"

All students who enter the University are expected to maintain
acceptable standards of scholarship.‘ Specifically, they are expeétéd to
maintain a 2.0 cumulative grade point average. A student who does not
maintain the 2.0 cumulative ayerage will be considered to be performing
less than satisfactorily in his studies and will be asked to withdraw
from the University, if after a probationary-period he is unable to raise
his cumulative grade point average to or above the minimal requirément

in accordance with the following:

1. A student whosé cumulative grade pqiht.average'(bn‘cqurses taken
at Simon Fraser University) falls below 2.00 will be placed on.

academic probation for the next semester. If, at the end of the

probation semester, the student has not raised his cumilative grade

point average to,the_minimUm 2.00, he will be required to withdraw.

However, if a student on academic'probatidn obtains a semester grade
point average of 2.50 or higher, he shall be permitted to continue
on academic probation even if his cumulative grade point average has
not reached 2.00.

2. A student who enters the University in the first or second year of
studies (or who has less than 45 hours of transfer credit) toward a
degree and who does not in his first term of study at this University

receive a 2.00 averége or better will be placed on academic warning.

In his second or subsequent semesters at this University, he will be

treated as in paragraph 1.

3. A student with a cumulative grade point ayeiage of 1.00 or less for

two consecutive semesters will be required to withdraw permanently.

4, A student on either academic warning or academic probation must carry

a minimum semester course load of 12 semester hours and may not repeat

courses in which he has received a grade of C minus or better.

| V=113
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5. A student who is required to withdraw will be readmitted on academic

probation after twelve months have elapsed. Transfer credit for work
undertaken during the twelve month period will be allowed only if the
student has received the express prior approval of the Admissions

Board for work he intends to undertake.

6. A student who is required to withdraw for a second time will be

" required to withdraw permanently. No case of permanent withdrawal

will be reconsidered. for a period of five years.

7. Under except10na1 circumstances, the Admlsblons Board may waive

these condltlons for individual cases. ~

\ =/~



(.. MOTION I. Proposed by Dr. J. F. Ellis

That Senate approve the rewording of Re-

commendation 6 and 9 under new Recommendation

6 as set forth in Supplementary Paper I.

(Re. Role of Admissions Board in transfer credit and advanced

(‘ standing, Part C)
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Supplementary Paper 1

Admissions and Standings - A Suggested Policy

Delete Recommendations 6 and 9 and replace with new item 6.

6. Empower the Undergraduate Admissions Board to do

the following:

6.1

6.3

To seek from each academic departmeﬁt a

list of all courses taﬁght in regional and
community colleges that the department
considers equivalent, though not necessarily

identical to courses taught by the department.

v

Based upon the advice received undet 6.1 and
upon advice received from the Academic Board;
to‘provide thebRegistrar witﬁ a listing of'ali
courses taught by each regional and-community
college, the listing to be designated under the
following four headings: S.F.U. course eqﬁiva—
lent, unassigned credit in a subjéct area, un-

assigned credit, no credit.

To issue guidelines to departments in an‘éffort
to ensure that a transfer sfudent's program will
not become unnecessarily attenuated and that, so
far as possible, the spirit of Recbmmendafion 5

be maintained.

Jv=/3-2
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ALTERNATE MOTION Proposed by Professor D. Sullivan

Amendment to Supplementary Paper I

Addendum to 6.1 as follows:
"and from each Faculty, courses or patterns of
courses they will consider for unassigned credit

towards the Bachelor's degree."

6.1 would now read as follows:

To Seek from each academic department a

list of all courses taﬁght_in regioﬁal and
comﬁunity colleges that the departmnet
considers equivaient, though not necessarily
identical to courses taught by the department,
and from each Faculty, courses or patterns of
“courses they will consider for uhassigned

credit towards the Bachelor's degree.

) y—73 -3
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ALTERNATE MOTION Proposed by Professor K. Burstein

Delete recommendations in Supplementary Paper I

The following seem cogent reasons for deleting these recommendations:

6.1 a.

6.2 a.

this is an administrative function which can more ecornomically
be handled by a secretary or other person in the Registrar's
Office.

this administrative function is within the terms. of reference
given to the Registrar on page 21 of the Ellis Report

this administrative function is not within the terms of reference
of the Admissions Board (see Ellis Report, page 20).

Recommendation 8, already passed by Senate, a551gns the
respon51b111ty for de51gnat1ng transferrable courses under the
headings specified, i.e., equivalent, unassigned in course area,
unassigned credit, to the Registrar. This recommendation;
therefore, either removes or delegates this responsibility from
the Reglstrar

Even if this delegation were admissible, it is not feasible.
Rather than place the responsibility with a more or less permanent
administrative position, this recommendation places the respdnsi-
bility with a committee whose membership is highly unstable in
that this committee seldom has the same constitution for two
consecutive meetings due to replacements, substltutlons, absences
and resignations.

Section 6, page 17 of the Ellis Report implies that the Departments
will determine course equivalencies. Section 6.2 implies, however,
that the Admissions Board will actually make the decision, acting
only upon the advice of the Department and the Academic Board.

The recommendation contradicts the last paragraph of page 13 of
the Ellis Report in that the Report says that advanced standlng should
be determlned by the Department

The Ellis Report states that the Academic Board will determine which
courses are transferable. It has been repeatedly stated that depart-
ments can maintain their own integrity by determining their own course
equivalencies. This recommendation 1) has the Academic Board entering
into the procedure for determining equivalencies, and 2) asks that
departments accept a decision of the Admissions Board (now the
undergraduate admissions and standings committee) even it is in
disagreement with the Departmental recommendation.

1V=73—4
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6.3

.

"It is ‘doubtful that a group with as mixed backgrounds, in terms

of disciplines, as this committee--or any mixed committee for that
matter--can generate as meaningful a decision with respect to

" course equivalencies as a group consisting entirely of persons in

the discipline of the course being evaluated. This sort of
evaluation requires knowledge of texts used, content of the
particular area, etc. The persons most likely to have the
information necessary for proper evaluation are the members of
the Department concerned.

Senate has already passed recommendation 10 which asked the
Admissions Board to report to Senate Departments which seem to

have difficulty in honoring recommendation 5. If Senate feels some
action is necessary, it can issue '"guidelines' to departments.

This recommendation seems to authorize the Admissions Board (now
the undergraduate admissions and standings committee) to issue
guidelines to Departments without obtaining Senate's--or anhone
else's permission. '

‘This issuance of guidelines to Departments is outside of the terms

of reference of the Admissions Board, as approved by Senate and as
stated on page 20 of the Ellis Report.

In sum, there would seem to be nothing gained by inserting the

Admissions Board into an administrative procedure except to make the procedure
more complex. Moreover, all the duties assigned to this‘Board-fwhich is now
the Senate Cohmittee on Admissions and Staﬁdiﬁgs——have previously been assigned
éther bodies or offices. In addition, the main responsibilities'assigned to
this Board ére outside of the tefﬁs of referéhce aﬁthorized by Senate. It
would seem then that not only is there no need for the passage of these
recommendations, but more important, the passage of these recommendations,
aside from trehendously complicating what should be a simple procedUre, would
be out of order, since the Admissions Board does not have the power to perform

the duties assigned it in the recommendations.

[V-13—5"
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NOTICE OF MOTION Proposéd by Professor K. Burstein

That there be no attempt to implement the Ellis

recommendations by Fall of 1969 and that the

Registrar be instructed to process applications

for admission according to the present regulations.

(Re. Recommendation 20 on Implementation of Ellis Report)

|V =7~/



‘Paper J-1

NOTICE OF MOTION
(Re Recommendation 20) ' i
'

>

i
- That Senate charge the Academic Vice- President or a
Committee(s) nominated by him with implementation of the Ellis Report -
as speedily as possible. In so doing, the Academic Vice-President or
the Committee(s) be asked:

1. that until such time as the Academic Board performs its
function (as delineated in Part B and covered in
Recommendations 2,3,4), to prepare a list of courses
offered by Junior and Regional Colleges in B.C. and to
decide which of them are.University level courses;

’ 2, to seek from academic departments and' faculties an
indication of those University level courses which they
consider S.F.U. course equxvalent ‘unassigned credxt in

‘a subject area, and unassigned credit;

3. to ensure that all necessary fine print is written for
each section or subscction in Part E (Admissions and
Transfer),

4, to implement the Report in stages 1f necessary, as each
part becomes complete under #3 and adequate personnel is
available in Reglstrar s Office to ensure its 1mp1ementation.

" Until such time as a partlcular section is ready for melementatlon,
Senate instruct the Registrar to process applications for admission under the
present regulations, provided in so doing there is no obvious conflict with
the intent and principles of the Ellis Report.
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To: ALL MEMBERS OF SENATE . From: H. M. Evans
Secretary of Senate
and Registrar

Subject: SPECIAL MEETING - THE ELLIS Date: June 12; 1969

REPORT

[&]

A special meeting of Senate has been called for Monday, June 16, 1969, to be
held in Cafeteria #1 (Faculty Lounge), commencing at 7:30 p.m. - to consider
further the Ellis Report in accordance with the Agenda below.

7

A G E N D A

1) Consideration of the Ellis Report - Recommendations
‘not yet approved - Paper S.240-12 J, J-1.

NOTE: Discussion will be undertaken in the following
order:-~

Paper S$.240-12 J, J-1 - Implementation of

the Ellis Report.

Recommendation 23 - only if all other
recommendations are resolved.

H. M. Evans
Secretary of Senate.

NOTE

C%pies of the Ellis Report and all pertinent papers have been distributed
earlier with the exception that Paper J-1 was distributed at the Senate Meeting
on Monday, June 9, 1969.

Additional copies of Paper S.240-12 J and J-1 are provided herewith.

Written motions or amendments on the above two topics may be submitted in
advance to the Secretary or may be submitted on the floor.
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NOTICE OF MOTION Proposed by Professor K. Burstein

That there be no attempt to implement the Ellis

recommendations by Fall of 1969 and that the.

Registrar be instructed to process applications

for admission according to the present regulations.

(Re. Recommendation 20 on Implementation of Ellis Report)
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-Paper J-1

-

’ NOTICE OF MOTION
(Re Recommendation 20) i
i
That Senate charge the’ Academlc Vice-President or a
Committee(s) nominated by him with implementation of the Ellis Report
as speedily as possible, In so doing, the Academic Vice-President or
i the Committee(s) be asked:

-~

1. that until such time as the Academic Board performs its
* function (as delineated in Part B and covered in
Recommendations 2,3,4), to prepare a list of courses
! offered by Junior and Regional Colleges in B.C. and to
[ : ; "~ decide which of them are University level courses;

2. to seek from academic departments and faculties an

indication of those University level courses which they
§ consider S.F.U. course equivalent” unassigned credit in
; a subject area, and unassigned credit;

N 3. to ensure that all necessary fine print is written for
5 ' ' each section or subscction in Part E (Adnissions and
’ Transfer);

4, to implement the Report in stages if necessary, as each
‘ . part becomes complete under #3 and adequate personnel is
available in Registrar's Office to ensure its implementation.

Until such time as a particular section is ready for implementation,
o Senate instruct the Registrar to process applications for admission under the
E present regulations, provided in so doing there is no obvious conflict with
the intent and principles of the Ellis Report,
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vitally affect Departments has a good chance

Senahe has approved a recommendation allowing the Academic Board to
determine the transferability of cecurse credit Eany of us voted on
that issue with the assurance that ﬂ=paruﬁ~n 3, wbich, I think, we
all asrecd were m c 0 ge these mstters, would be re-
O“ebentec int i Thus, we were assured that sub-

committees OF tne Acedemic Board, in each discipline, woulc make these
decisions, or at least recommend them to the Academic Board, Thus,

as rresented to Sensate, the Academic Board was a clearing house for
recommiendaltions made by people in the discipline of the courses involved.

The motion presented in Senate paper J-1 would seem to represent a
departure from the spirit and intent oF the motion passed by Senate
It asks that one person make these decisions or that a commmittee
nominated by him do this., No formal provision is made for obtaining
expertise from the disciplines involved. Moreover, although this is
presented as an "interim' mechanism, we have no assurance that the
Acadenic Board will ever asswmne the dutiss Senate has requested 1t
assume. The Board has said it will look into the feasibility of it.
I believe IJean Sullivan notua st the last meseting that the Doard has
not indicated that it will assume these resvonsibilities, Thus, this
"interim® procedure which involves one person mallnﬁ decisions which
' beconing a permanent
he recommendation ap-

n
L
41
[%)

mechanism; one which is not in the spirit of
roved by Senate. ’

ition, it would seem eppropriste that the “eve%*we1t° ailfect

by and iruerLoch in transfer credit have some voice in delerminin
1 assign this credit. If the nmajority feel thet ons man i

© mustering the information and energy necessary to make

these hundreds of ﬂnportaﬂu de CLSWOnO, than, at least, they should
el

have a voice in neming this men., However, if interim procedures
are necessary, it would seem a much better strategy to get a fairly
large comqitLee, such as the Academic Board sub-comnittees mentioned

before. Such committees allow a difference of opinion to be heard,
vhey allow the views of those outside of the University to be heard,
they allow an opportunity for feedbeck on various provosals, and they
minimize the probavlll by of arbitrary decisions., It deoes not seem
reasonaule te ask Senate to set up a particular procedure, such as
naming one man or allowing one person to name a commlttee simply be-

cause this is the easiest and fastest way to gel something done. There

are few things t a0 can best be accomplisned in the easiest and fastest
way. In any event, the dutles assigned are the responsibility of S3enate
and Senate should, @E least, approve the nominees mentloned in peragraph
1 of paper J-2. It would certainly not seem inappropriate for 3enate to
lmow whom it is assigned this tremendous responsibility before it approves
this procedure.

of motion J-1 cals for writing in "fine print.®

t, this man or comnittee proposed in the motion ls intended as
rim substitute for the Academic Board. It supposedly. per-—
forns those functions recommended by Senabe Tor the Academic Board.

",.

Tre writing in offine print" is not within the terms of relerence
assizned to the Academic Board by Senate.
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ccendly, the writing in of "fine print” if it is necessary, should
be done by persons intimately acquainted with the processing of ad-
missions applications.

(')

Thirdly, whatever, fine print changes are, and regardless of who
makes them, these changes should be aypvovod by Senate. They are
part of admissions policies, if they are added to the policies
recommended by Senate, and require Senauc s approval, It would
seen unnecessary to oay thav the adcition of fine print to a
policy can change compieteLy soth the meaning and the intent of

a policy. In any event, it *s the responsibility of Senate to
approve admissions policies whether they are in bold orint or
fine print.

3

many of these recommendations passed ofly after we were

many of the points related to implementation weould be de-
er. %Ye have had some lencthy and intensive arguments about
ers IPJDulnP to the implementation of these recommendations, and
e passed some of these rolicies only after having been told that
decisions on the debabed matters could be reached when implementation
Tas dilscussed, Now it would seem that implementation is not going
o be discussed, if motion J-1 is passed.
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t to understand what is meant by *ine print.”
licies and those of other Canadia an universities

a few pages of their caleandars. The Ellis
recomrmendations seem to parallel the wnregentations in these calendars.
that sorts of omis SiOLS are there that have to be filled in with fine
print? Theerisis™ about admissions policles was generated by students
who complained about the absence of specifically stated policies, i.e.,
abouuv the absence of fine print. Are we saying now that, after 2il

our attempts to remedy this deficiency, akter setting up a committee,
after meeting time after time, aiter passing 21l these recommendat 1ons,
that we still have not D”CLISDlV specified our admissions policies and
that we are tired now and would like someone else to f£ill them in?

If there is a need to fill in "fine print!" after all our attempts, then
it would seem thal either we do it or admit that we have failed.
ythly, the closing par

3 agrarh of motion J-1 is difficult to understand.
It states that present nolicies will continue if e

v are not replaced

by these recomnendations, ywrovided thaL there is no conflict belween the

present policy and the 1ntent or princivles of the Lilis recommendations.

hat haprpens tncn if there is an Tllis recomuendation which cannot be implenented

at the r»resent time and the present policy conflicts with it? 1Indeed, is there

not necessarily a conflict between all of the present poticies and the Hllis

recommendations (unless they are identical as present policy)? Are we saying that
S 7 A

1
wnen there 1
have a confli
be implemented?

a conflict we will have no policy? Are we saying that vhen we
>t theEllis recommendation will be in effect even if it cannot

.
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Aside from the above reasons for serio ously questiouing the proposals
in rarer J-1 for 3 .mplementlng the I1lis recommendations =t the Tresent
ul\b, there seem to be good rea SONS for not étbemiting 5o implenent
the majority of these recommendations for the fall of 1989 st a1,

S
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Tirst, we anproved the delegation of the res ci
th t?aas erability of credit to an external ‘o?y with thc unde;
e woulu receive, when implenentation was dis at

and how the Academic Hoara would make these decisions. re anve
i te

this information. To implement this would be to impilement the uwnlmorm.
Some of us mave asked that, if the Acadenic Board azrees tc make these
decisions, and if the sub-comnitiees consisiing of members of all P05t -
secondary representatives in the discipline ezree to decide on transfer
credit for specific courses, then it would seem reasonable to ask that
the other cclleges and universities sending representatives: to these
sub- Cﬂ:mafuees and making decisions about %he tramsferubl Lity of courses
also be asked to bind thenselves to the ese decisions. Why should SFU
Sind itsel; to a decision made by a commitbtee in which it has one of many
votes, if no other college or univer rsity represented on the committee
iver

i e
is bound by the dscision? thy would any of the colleges and universities
2 be bound bv the decisions which we are w111 ng te bind ourselves
told that we would have & chance %o know and to
discuss the exact vroceuure by which the policy we were rpassing was going
to Le implemented. What we are being asked to do know is ‘to implement
without lmowing what we a re 1mnloneNu7no

Secondly, It has been repeatedly stated that one of the main reasons for

some of the recommendations presented o Senate is that some Departments

sesm to continually change their minds a about the transfer credit associated

with sone thelr courses. e have also heen told that this indécisiveness

is compounded because new cheirmen and heads sometimes come in and azein chanze
these recommendetions. Purther we have been told that, because of these
frequently chenged decisions with re 2spect to trensfer credit, students attempting
“o transifer are given what tarng out to be misinformaticn aboubt the transferability
cf the courses +?er haac teken, Indeed, the headlines in the newspvapers said
that, es a result of the recom "“”'aul7”3 we passed students would know precisely
vhal courses thew ﬂorlq take and ~et trasfer credit “or

It seems paradoxical then that rotion J-1 sugsests immediate implementation,

The students currently avplyinz here have beon counseled to enrol in courses

anC have enrolled and completed courses based upon rvresent transfer resuiations.
“het this promosal suzgests 1s that we ignore <the fact that they have heen
counseled end have enrolled in mood faith and thet we say to tnc" "forget what

we told you; we are going to change all that even thou agh you have now completedy
all your course work, even Jlouﬂk you have already apvlied to us on the basis of vhat
vie told you and even though registration is only a matter of weeks avay.,

In addition it tells studenvs, you cannot even reaily have any fajt in what

your counselor is telling you now, or in what tno rulings we now put oub say
-bccaase they are sinply an interinm procedure and tae academic Board will soon come

out with some more rulings which will pronably he different.

It seeas obvieus that, when a mechanism is evolved for determining the transier-
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ability of courses, the Junior t

of +tre final decisions on this 3 7 &

that students may be counseled to enrol in courses walch are tmauﬁ-eraule. To
sinp 1y ’“r7enert wi*“vut such lead time for counselors at other institutions
vould renalize all students counseled on the hasis of vrevious transier credit
ralznws. Some arrangement should also be made for having those studnets who
earolled in courses on the basis of rrevicus transfer rulings get credit for
these coursss if it is to their benefit.

In any event,

==d

imply involing new transler policles withoul warning vyould
szem to breed 1 i

o
ne very sane sort of cnacs that both tne ¢eglscrar nd e,
11ls would be worse,

Z1lis seen to. lMoreover, ti
vould be set which we are specilically saying
be rewlaced then the demic Board asswaes its function.

Sirdly, and perhaps rost immorhant, how could we possibly implemnent t
or any other motion by September? It would be impossible to implenent
unTGss e said that every course was vransferable., I don't lmow of any

niversity in Canada or the United 8States which accents, uncritically,
everyr coursce taken ai a junior or a regzional college as a transfer course.

It therefore seems obvious that we cannot accept all courses for transfer
credit. It seems equally obvious thalt the task of judging individual coursss
is a time-consuming one. If one checks with persons who, in their work

in a Iegistrarts office, do this kind of work, one finds that this scrt of
decision involves comparing calendars, checking with Departments aboul texts,
tests, labs, etc., checking on what oule universities in the area do, etc.
Fow could anyone do en intelligent and comnetent job with the hundreds and hundreds
of courses which would be olfered for transfer in years or months, let alone
days?

in s it would seenr imrossible for any one men or any commitiee, regardless
ci the He”lbaleﬂ or enthusiasm or competence of the persons involved, to
cerefully zo thru all the courses which have to be asssssed with respsct Lo
vransler of credit.in time to start processing applications for fall admission.

At the very least, if vrove an attempt to assess the
transierability of hur ol days, it should have
full knowledze of the used, anZ it should a prove
the decisions reached,
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To: ALL MEMBERS OF SENATE From: H. M. Evans
Secretary of Senate
and Registrar

Sub ject: NOTICE OF MEETING Date: July 9, 1969.

. A Special Meeting of Senate has been called for
Monday, July 14, 1969, at 7:30 p.m. in Cafeteria #1
(Faculty Lounge) to consider items listed in the

attached Agenda.

HME/IBK

v~/



SENATE OF SIMON FRASER UNIVERSITY
. AGENDA
‘ : ' Monday, july 14, 1969

at 7:30 p.m. in Cafeteria # 1 (Faculty Lounge)

AGENDA FOR THE OPEN SESSION

1, Approval of Agenda.
K 2. Selected Unfinished Business from the Meeting of July 7, 1969.

Note: At the Senate meeting of July 7, 1969, it was moved by
D. Sullivan, seconded by J. Walkley: '"that the meeting
adjourn and that Senate meet again in one week, at which
b e time the strictly academic matters listed in the July 7,
1969, Senate Agenda be considered." The Senate Agenda
Committee met at the close of the meeting and recommended
the following items be considered in the order listed.

§? . A. Senate Committee on Graduate Studies =~ Reorganization of
¢ o Graduate Studies - Paper S.245 and S.245(a). - For action.
¢

B. Department of Modern Languages - Calendar changes - Paper S.247.
{ ‘ ‘ g C. Graduate Courses in Chemistry - Paper S.249.
‘D. Unassigned Credit - Paper S,.,250, J. Sayre.

E. Paper S.215. : : ‘
Note: At the meeting of April 8, 1969, Paper S.215, Academic
Planning (K. Strand) was dealt with as follows:~ "that
| _ . Paper S.215 be referred to the three faculties for
1 . comment and then sent to Senate with comments for the
; : - June 2 meeting of Senate."

i) Reports on Paper S.215 - a) Arts, b) Education, c) Science -
Paper S.215 (a).

: , F. PFaculty of Science - Program Priorities, Paper S.229; Computing
. . Science - Paper S.229(a), Biochemistry - Paper S.229(b).

’ G. Gradings for Withdrawing Students - Paper S5.230, S.230(a)
' . Burstein. : .

H. Starting Time of Senate Meetings - Paper S.230, S.230(b),
j " K. Burstein.

H. M. Evans
Secretary.

st July 9, 1969



	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6
	Page 7
	Page 8
	Page 9
	Page 10
	Page 11
	Page 12
	Page 13
	Page 14
	Page 15
	Page 16
	Page 17
	Page 18
	Page 19
	Page 20
	Page 21
	Page 22
	Page 23
	Page 24
	Page 25
	Page 26
	Page 27
	Page 28
	Page 29
	Page 30
	Page 31
	Page 32
	Page 33
	Page 34
	Page 35
	Page 36
	Page 37
	Page 38
	Page 39
	Page 40
	Page 41
	Page 42
	Page 43
	Page 44
	Page 45
	Page 46
	Page 47
	Page 48
	Page 49
	Page 50
	Page 51
	Page 52
	Page 53
	Page 54
	Page 55
	Page 56
	Page 57
	Page 58
	Page 59

