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Introduction

L

The Sena;e Commlttee to Study Student Represertation
and the Qpenass of Benate Meetindy was establishied at tie Senace
Meeting of November 7, 1966. The members were named by the
President a few days later. o

"At the request of the Secretary of Scnate the President of the
Student Society named three students to meet with the Committee,
The Committee met on a number of occasions, always with the students
present, and wishes to go on record expressing deep gratitude to
the students: John Mynott, Rob Watts, and Bill Egleson, for their
candor, charm, and c7oodmll throughout the d15cussxons.
The Commlccee decided to present, as well as its teconmendatzons
and arguments, the minutes of its meetings. In spite of two different
/prdlng secretaries, cursory .editing, and the resultant disjointedness
these minutes, the Committee feels they do give the flavour of
th» discussion which might be mlssed if only the bare bones were
presen;ed

Respectfully. submitted

- A.E. Branca
T.H. Brose
K. Reickhoff
D.P. Robertson - Chairman



1. Openess
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L]

"that Senate open its mectings to obscrvcrs subJect
to. the following conditions- :

a)’

b)

)

.4y

e)

£)

_that observers be limited to SimoP Fraser University

students, faculty and staff only ° .

", that the number of observers be controlled

that observers be: made aware of the necessxty

3 .

- for proper demeanor

that one student reporter for The Peak be named by
the Editor as the official 'Senate?¥ reporter

that motions to conduct any Senate meeting or part
of a meeting "in camera' be carried.on a simple
majority vote -

- that the University community be made aware that

Senate may revoke the privilege of attending Senate
meetings as an observer to any or all individuals."”

2, Student Representation

(*Note:

"that Senate establish seats for members elected by and -
from the studenr body as folloWS'

a).

b)

c)f:

one member to be elected immediately*

One additional membér to be elected one year from
now

" One further member to be elected a year after the

second : ——

subject to the following conditions:

a)

b)

to be eligible for nomination a student must be
19 years of age or more

to be eligibie for nomination and to retain-his seac
the member must be a student in good standrﬂg as
defined by the Senate

the Committee draws Senate's attention to the fact that the
three students who met with it were unanimously opposed to

the staggered introduction- of the three student representatives,
preferring to elect three immediately. )



OPENESS

'ESB-

a)

. o
.g)

AGAINST

a)

b)

c).

d)

ARGUMENTS .

Commitnity

Communication

Ideas

Inhibition

Exhibition

Confidentiality =

el
%,naﬁ?

\Szzc&ﬁaau444<i;9 a%
Sm t;/,/

remove thp faoling of sacrcey,

even stealth, and thereby bring

closer tbe various elements of the
- academic: comnunity, .

allow t??se who are interested in
such thfflgs freedom to observe gnd
thereby gain firsthand kncwledge
rather than rumours.

allow all elements of the University

to participate to some extent and

thereby widen the net to catch ideas

and opinions before decisions are
“made.

Senate meetings at Canadian
Universities have always bveen closad.

the presence of a gallery would
inhibit the present frankmess in
debate due to the fear of misinter-
pretation of words and a;tlubiﬁ by
the casual observer. .

- there might be a tendency to 'play
to the gallery' and espouse short-
term popular causes at the expenge
of long-term benefits to the 4
University.

items such as some discipline cages
should not be decided in public.

I

/
REPRESENTATIVE)

DIRECT STUDENT REPRESENTATION (COMPARED TO A NON-STUDENT

FOR

a)

Effectiveness

.

more likely to vesul: in a
representative wizo knows aand under-
‘stands today's Uaiversity studeats.
A student representative would
usually be on campus and more
accessible to other students.



b)

AGAINST

a)

b)

c)

L4

Respect . -

Ine\ne*lcnce -
Time -

4

Confidentiality -

Dsveslly o Gost
%Mﬁ’“/ 7 (o

remove the saspzcxon thau student
‘voice' is merely a device to keep
the mob quiet rather than a way of
enriching Senate by respecting
legltlmate student concern.

a chance students may elect a:
green yoyth who would be COWDICLLI/
ineffective

Senate activities take up a lot of

“time - a student should not be

expected to devote this much time to
non- studles.

tudents should not be preseat when
other students' affairs are
discussed.
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If tho Faculiy are %o bo Tepresenved, I sugmest that the

student body chould alse bo ropr ocont ed. I would arrango thi:

l]

S

through the creation of a new offico-that of Rector-one which is

-y

sreditional in aany univergities in tho United Xingdom and ai

8 »

Queen’s in Caneda. The Rcctof would bo clocted by the current
udent oop#; ation for»a‘period of fivs or six years. He would

LTI qisti*vuished citizen resident in Britisha Columbia, His

office and title w'ulé to lérgoly honoféry and his‘duties would

‘include the giving of & Rectorial sadress al least once esch year

and voling memberstip on the Bosrd of Governors. - Fe would not be

-k L LT A < an e P aSal L o P (PN LgF N
0= ®ac gundenic in who affairs of the University.

Thoe President’s Report (1941 - 42, 7,

The Univorsiiy of Bris tis 1 Coluzdis,
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HISTORY OF DISCUSSION IN SENATE

RECARDING

Q?ENESS AND STUDENT REPRESENTATION
prepared by The Registrar

NOVEMBER 29, 1965 - Senate Minutes

- AUGUST

" Dv. Ellis advised that there were several members of
faculty waiting OutSldu wanting to know if.the Scnate would
permit spectators. A brief discussion followed in which,
the members generally expressed their reluctance to perait
the admission of spectators at this time.

was moved by Mr. Frederickson and seconded by Dr.

C
RieckL ££; e
That visitors be exciuded from Senate at this
time and that the matter be reconsidered after

Senate has been in existence for some time.

‘Dr. Maud had been Qbucd by his colleagugs to support their
visiting the meeting and was thercfore opposed to the motion.
¥r. Bawtree then requested that a specific date be set for re-
opening the issue. Dr. Shrum recommended that the matter should
be postponed until Senate is more fully constituted.

An amendment was moved by Dr. Bursill-Hall and seconded
by ¥r. 3awtree: ‘ .

That the matzer be reviewed whe} Senate is
more fully constituted. - . CARRIED

The amcnded motion then carried,

29, 1966 - Senate Minutes

3D.

Observers at Senate Meetings

Moved by D.H. Sullivan, seconded by T.H. Brose

"that meeting of Senate be open to any m;mber of the
University community who provides sufficient reason:
the President to decide upon waich such requeb»s should
be granted"

MOTION LOST
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.- AUGUST 29, 1966 - Senace Minutes (cont'd)

AUGUST

3D

Observers at Senate Meetings (cont'd)

Moved by R. J. Baker, seconded by W. M. Hamilton

"that the Information Officer be invited to attend Senate
meetings at the descretion of the Chairman"

CARRIED -
. During -the discussion it was pointed out that copies of Senate
minutes were available for perusal by faculty in the Library and in -
the office of the Registrar. '

Moved by T. H. Brose, seconded by R. J. Baker

"that copies of Senate minutes be made available in
faculty department offices.” ‘

CARRIED

29, 1965 - Senate Minutes

AUGUST

Papers presented by ﬁ. Baker and T. Brose (attached)

29, 1966 - Senate Minutes

3B

Student Representation on Scnate

" R. J. Baker commented on his paper, stating that ultimately he
would agree with the suggestion presented in the paper submitted by
T. H. Brose, but felt this should evolve slowly: and that student
representation should commence by having the students elect a non-
student. ' '

G. Bursill-Hall stated that he was in favor of the proposal
outlined in the paper by R. J. Baker, but would not at this time
Support any motion that resulted in a studeat becoming a member of
Senate. '

Moved by R. J. Baker, seconded by C. D. Nelson

"that the proposal by R. J. Baker on Student Representation
on Senate be adopted as the first step towards student
representation”

T. H. Brose stated that he felt the idea of a student representative
was good, but did not share the hesitancy of other members to allow the
students to participate in their university. He then proposed an amend-
ment to the motion made by R. J. Baker,
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‘ AUGUST 29, 1966 - Senate Minutes (cont'd)

33 Student Represcntation on Scnnte (cont'd)

"that Senate authorize the seat and designate it as the
seat of the representative of the students and permit
the students to elect someone in October as their
representative oa Senate"

The Chairman ruled that this would be an alternative to the first
motion, since the motion included not only the position of a Rector now,
but .moved to broaden the concept later.

R. J. Baker then amended his motion to state

“"that Senate acd a member elected by the students"
1
This would leave the title for the decision of the students. He
stated he would not agree to a student representative.

T H. Bottomore stated that the proposal that Senate should elect
a non-student seemed difficult. He pointed out that the appointment '
would be for three years and that this was a long time to delay student
representation by the students.. He recommended that the matter be de-
ferred until there was a more complete student body and the representa-
'tlon could be open.

‘ ' o G. Bursill-Hall requested clarification on the motion: whether it
was on the position of a Rector who was a non-student or a Rector who
might be a student representative.

The Chairman stated that the motion was in three parts:
1. The proposal as set out in the paper.presented by R.J. Baker,

2. zmended to read instead of '"Rector", 'the rbpresentatxve
member of Senate elected oy the students', and

3. in due course when a full spectrum of students is in
attendance at the University, the whole question of
limitations will be examined.

D. H. Sullivan stated that by the terms of the Act the term of
appointment was three years. This would mean that a freshman or sophomore
would Be the only student eligible. ' Therefore he was against the motion.
He also objected to the fact that members of faculty were excluded, stating
that what the students would want would probably be a representative
from the faculty. :

‘ : E. S. Lett asked why it was urgent to consider this question at
this time and asked if there would be any loss in deferring the dis-
Cussxon until there was a full complement of students.

. B ¥ P Tel 1P




AUGUST 29, 1966 - Sénate Minutes (cont'd) . Py
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27

3B

Student Representation on Scnate (cont'd)

R. J. Baker stated that he considered this would be a desirable
step now as there is a great deal of concern about various groups being
represented. '

C. D. Nelson stated that he did not consider three years too lon"

.to deny rcprcscnuatxon by students on Senate. He reported that one of

the members of the student government intends to take only a small number
of courses, so that he can devote himself to student government. He
stated that this was a criticism on the number of things that have to
be done and considered it would take three years to sort them out and:
come to some sort of pattern for the trimester system. He considered
that a representative elected by students to Senate was a good way to
start and that such representation would give the students a great deal
of help.

T. H. Brose stated that there appeared to be some feeling that
a non-student should be the representative the students choose and stated
that they should be trusted to elect a non-student.

Moved by D. H. Sullivan, seconded by T. H. Brose

"to delete the words "or a member of faculty" from the
motion proposed by R. J. Baker"

AMENDMENT LOST
The Chairman then asked. for a vote on the motion by R. J. Baker,

"that Senate add a member elected by the students, and that
such a member be called a Student Representative. Tnis Student
Representative would not be a student or a member of faculty.

He would be elected by bona fide students renlsteked in courses
at the time of the election, and for a term of three years; he
* should be a resident of British Columbia"

CARRIED

G. L. Bursill-Hall abstained from voting and requested that this
be recorded in the minutes.

The questions of which students would be eligible to vote aﬂd
the best time for holding the election of the student representative
to Senate were discussed and it was agreed that students registered for
twelve semester hours or more were eligible to vote and that the election
be held in the spring semester (1967): The elected representative to
take his seat at the February Senate meeting



OCTOBER 3, 1966 - Senate Minutes

SM%;/(Q

Letter from J. Mynott, President, Student Society (attached) <2L¢l ,

Student Representative on Secnate

1) Eligibility to vote

- The members considered the -request of the President of the
Student Society that Senate reconsider its decision that students
with 12 semester hours or more would be the only eligible voters
on the election of a Student Representative on Senate

Moved by K. E. Rieckhoff, seconded by C. J. Frederickson
"that the decision of Senate to require a student to be

enroled twelve semester hours or more to be eligible to

vote be reaffirmed”

- - , CARRIED

2) ' Distribution of Senate minutes to Student Socicty

Senate considered the request from the President of the
Student Society for Senate minutes for each of the Fall meetings.

After considerable discussion the Chairman recommended that
the Registrar write a report ou each meeting of Senate and send
the summary report to the President of the Student Society, the
Peak, and any other party who was interested. This report could
be written so that supporting papers would not be necessary.

It was pointed out that it could be assumed that the Student
Representative, who will receive all documentation for, Senate,
will communicate matters of importance to the students.

A. R. MacKinnon recommended that there should be a place
where the minutes with the papers are available.

J. Mills amended his motion to state

"that the request of the Student Society to have Senate minutes
provided be met by making the Library copy of the minutes
available to students" '

The Chairman then called for a vote in two parts for the motion
by J. Mills, seconded by A. R. MacKinnon

"that the Registrar be requested to prepare a summary
to be distributed freely in the community'

CARRIED

""that the agenda, supporting papers and minutes be kept
" in the Library and made available upon request to any

member of the University community: the papers for this

copy to be subject to the discretion of the Registrar"
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OCTOBER 3, 1986 - Senate Minutes (cont'd) g 5& !f<149

A

Student Represcentative on Senate (cont'd) _Ca4aé;wﬁyﬁg»m

2) Distribution of Scnate minutes to Student Socicty (cont'd)

T. B. Bottomore stated that he felt this was getting away from
the idea of minutes: that they were for the information of those
who discuss the business of the mectings and the busincss of the
meetings would be deteriorated by such action. He prefers that
the minutes of a meeting of any body be confined to the membership
of that body: to go beyond this is to restrict open discussion.

‘He stated he was opposed to circulating the minutes.

T. H. Brose stated that he did not believe candor would restrict
the body: that since Scnate did not have Proccedings, as did the
House of Commons, minutes and papers were the record of Senate
and he believed people on campus should have that record available.

The Chairman then called for a vote on the second part of the
motion.

" CARRIED

.

Procedures for Election of Student Representative

The Registrar requested a ruling on his suggestion that nomination
forms for nomination of a student representative required twenty
signatures. ‘

Moved by R. J. Baker, seconded by J. F. Ellis

"that nomination forms for the student representative should
require twenty signatures"

CARRIED

NOVEMBER 7, 1966 - Senate Minutes

4A

Letter from J. Mynott, President, Student Sbciety (attached)

Letter from Student Sociéty Re jecting Proposal of Representative

" of Students on Senate

The Registrar reported that because he felt that the letter from
‘the Student Society, which had been distributed to all members,
required some clarification, he consulted with Dean Bottomore,
acting President at the time, about the advisability of meeting
with the students before the letter was discussed in Senate. With
the concurrence of Dean Bottomore a meeting was held on Friday,
November 4th. Present.were the Registrar, Professors Baker, Brose,
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LA

“Letter from Student Socicty Rejecting Proposal of Representative

- of Students on Scnate (cont'd)

Ellis, Rieckhoff and students John Mynott, Dave York, Mike Campbell
and Greg Stacey. As a result of this meeting Mr. Mynott was asked
if he and some of his colleagues wished to present the Student
Society's case in person at a Senate meeting. He agreed this would
-be desirable. At the meeting the sctudent newspaper editor, Mr.
Mike Campbell, was asked to consider that he was not present at the
meeting as a reporter and he agreed, but has since asked to accome-
pany the student delegation to Senate as a reporter,.

Moved by A, E. Branca, seconded by K. E. Rickhoff

"that the student delegation be admitted"

-

CARRIED
Moved by A. M. Unrau, seconded by J. L. Dampier

* "that the request of the reporter to attend the meeting
for the interview be denied" '

CARRIED

John Mynott, the President of the Student Council, was then
introduced to the meeting. )

In his presentation, Mr. Mynott stated that the question of open
and public meetings, as stated in item 1. of the letter distributed
to Senate, was the most important facet of the whole question. He
was asked to what extent this was a Student Council decision and to
what extent it was a publically discussed issue. He stated that the
decision was a decision of the Executive Council in consultation
with a number of students on campus and some of the executive and
other members of the Canadizn Union of Students.

Mr. Mynott left the meeting at 3:10 PM.

Moved by A. E. Branca, seconded by J. Mills

that a Senate committce be established to meet with
a8 committee of students to discuss the question of
student participation in Senate' : .

The Chairman stated that from the discussion he would take the
terns of reference for the committee to be to investigate the whole

question of student participation in Senate and the openess of Senate
meetings.

BM ‘i_(}_"@‘?’o
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NOVEMBER 7. 1966 - Senate Minutes (cont'd) o (&fu,bgqh‘ﬂhn
4A Leotter from Student Socicty Rejecting Proposal of Representative
of Students on Senate (cont'd)

The Chairman then called for a vote on the motion by A. E.
Branca, seconded by J. Mills.,

- CARRIED .

It was further agreed that the committee be composed of. four
membders, the membership of the committee to be left to the discretion
-of the President, with the recommendation that one member be a noa-
foculty membax of Senate and that one member be the Registrar.
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MINUTES OF SENATE CCOMMITTEE TO STUDY STUDENT REPRESENTATION .
-ON SENATE AND OPENESS OF SENATE MEETINGS
THURSDAY DICEMBER 1.1.965

i

PRESENT:.

Scnate CGommittee

3

D.P. Robertson - Chairman
"A.E. Branca
' T,H. Brose
K.E, Rieckhoff

Student Committee

look at ihe matter of ‘onening’ Serat
Faculty Meetings, Curricuium Cemmitt
lzry committees? Is there any need for cleosead
pt on thoszoccasions that we have tzlked ztout
e agreement. Committees at some time or o
endation to the Scnate and therefore most of
1 University does come before the Senate. .It
have cvery kind of meeting open and desirzdble by some
emain closed. It would seam chat if you at leas:
pened ' the final decision would be open to view by
dents. ' '
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£ British Columbia students are asking for election for a
number of students to have enough students to put on eac
enis on tae Senate as there are committees operating.

&)
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that there are matcters which would require closed m
unds the 'onmeness' would be rejected. In matters of
ic would be asked to leave and the meeting would procedd i
amera meetings would apply to all members of the Senate. If the

nc

[

o

cives would not abide by the commitments implied by an in camera
hey would be asked to leave. ‘



A lot of r;~crcrcc is being made to Scnate’s sinil arity to Parlicment. o
reference has been made to Cabinect ncetings wthu are not 'epen' aad never '
reported to the public. Concern was expressed uuout"opcnin"‘ mecetings.

You cannot xeﬂo out the press. The préss is not knotm 2g a responsivle

body. In 2 situatioa where the press zeports out of contaxt it can do the
Univcrsity a lot of damage - we have suffered from ,the Press before e, and.

have w0 wugon to tyrust its judgment.

A view was eipressed that there are scme ¢ifforences in what Scnate is, in

terms of analoglcs, if one looks at the Act and at the traditional rules

of Sénates in Uaiversities. The Senate does come out to be wmore or less

a representative body. Some people from th public, some from the Governm ent,
some from the Faculties, atzar on the S..: e and ic 1is c:joineé to be the
governing body .of the University., To call Scaate 2 Cabine: of sorts scems
to be an elevation of the types of things that Scnzte conside~s arnd an
elevation of the things that go onat a university to a political level that
is warramiad.

With regard to the Press, a watch is rossible. All members of the
University Committce nave Library Cards and it is possible to limit

the attendance to the commun ity of the University. We heve an Informat ion
Cificer and if there are misrepresent itions made this can be courteored.
There is 2 necd for Scﬁc consideration by this group of the concera of the
public as to university affairs which has recently developed in Cznzda.
Previcusly university education was for the select few of the cormiunity

and tocay educztion in university, as in high school, is considered part of
the rignt of the public. ’

. ~

Tails faces the university with a very different situation. It has a sublic
which is more diversified in in Lerests. Representation on Senztes of this
nature was much different in the 20's and 30's. Even now though, there is
mugh more cross-representation in most organizations in Cancde today than

on our Senate and our Board of Governors. This new ak t1~ude to higher
education changes the rules for bodies of this kind and some adjustmant

for these clianges has to be made.

Zizcept for the consideration of press and pu011c1L/ and the ability

cf Senate mbers to eupress themselves without concern of tilsrepresentation,
there are definite advantages to having open Senate me etings. Some co not
agree with the argument of tradition. This matsr of inkibiting candor is the
practical thing that is to dYe considered and the me eting must consider wheat
things might be done to overcome this disadvantage and if it canno:f be overccme
what can b5e dome as an alternative, .

There is a limited number of spectator seats available and for any meeting
people can make application. If this privilege is given it is on the

g¢upress understanding that the mattdrs discussed are University business and
no discussion should be held outside the University and certainly than nothing
1s to be reported to the newspaners or news media.

rt
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It could be a very good idea to have an understandin g @
gallery dces not have freedom to come and'go as it pleases. Press
could be held dovm because of the space available. Student newsnaner
coverage of a Senate meeiins should not be de"“;mcntal in any way but
course this could not be guaranteed,
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How is the student newspaper organized and how is it controlled by the §
overning bodies of the University?

o~

1

With the Stucent Socicety bein ncovporaced within a ecounle of wecke

the final vesponsibilitcy for the newspaner will lie with the Student
Society and therefore the University should nct have to step in at ary time
to protect its legal liability. Rather than restricting the ncwsnaper, '
we should instead endeavour to get the best resorters available or better
sLi11 we could have the Lditer appoint a permanunL Scnate Reporter.,

onship'to the Univcr:;ty

The Student Soc10ty stands in the same relati
it into line you could cut jtg

el
e
s the C.B.C. to ghe Government. To bring

Avre Studenz Council meetings open to the Senate? Yes, in fact the
President has a;;»rded a numver.
t

Leart

The Senate could invite one sarticular reporter to cover the meetings.
If anyone Wished to question the reporter the Senate would know whom to
Gquestion-about the reporting. If one nerson could be obtained to cover

e meetings this would help. Also aﬂy reporting of direct quotes by this
Senate Reporter should be checked with the member mzaking the quote,
Tnis could be dome but a quote out of contEédxt of a statement.....

[lould we assuma that responsible reportinz is -possible?
: I3 P 3 J¢

If there are to be orivileges, there are to be restrictions. If there
were & gallery, it would ha /& o be a responsible gailery.

‘Wnat would be involved in the mechanics of opening Scnate meatings? Does
it require eltering in the Constitution? Under Section 54 (&) Senate has
the power to regulate the condict of its meetings and proceedings.

So far the meeting hes discussed a lot of pros znd cons. There does not
L very definite weight on one side or the other.

seem to be a
Weat arguments would there be against having the meeting temporcrily openad.
The Senate would retain the rlght to call for 'in camera' mectings.

saying ”1et's try

One of the strongest points against oneness is that in an open meeting
candidness would be jeopardized and mischief would be caused by Lis-reporiin

Sznate does have the Dower to accept t
basis and one caiot say what will hepnen, it has sgver been tried.

It has been suggested that the kind of openess would be 2 limited ¢ e
if cnly controlled by the physical limitation of a gallery. At the most
30 people could sit in seats around the walls of the chamber.



he Student Council room is much more useable for this purnosec.
. [y

4

A view was' expressed that the studcents had mede out a very strong cace |

The specker was inclined strongly towards the studenis ' point of vicw,

cxcept to screcning the public in mater the Senate thinks best znd observers
cdopting a proper demeancur and subject to respomsible re porting. I all |
these things, are noted down to govera these matters then “hc committee ¢
should be in,favour of open mectings Teadition ca he brokten axpcrimc.tally
and il these privileges have been uzern Senate can'revoke the privileges,

servers drav tickets from, say tha

i ed in attending a particular mecting.

be bett S ponsibility of the Student Council
an& the Facul:y ssociation There would be some control on thec numbars,
which would be left to a lacor date.

.
It was asked if the Senzie mcetings are opened what zbout student
representation?
Firstly, assume the acte y n the rec0ﬂmeuc“tion andé will net heve
open = ’ still want represcatation?
If th closed, it would'be us :o the st LCCﬁ_s
to de Tais committee should discuss
renre Schhue has accepted its recommendaticn
for o; .

tnal representation of the students would the Comz ttee recomx

a resolution that whoever is elected is a member of the

on the same responsibilities as other Senators.

this . is to the S
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tke Committee recommend to Senate?
anybody.

It is agreed thai Senate should havg direct student represencation. The
students should have the right to cheose who will Tepresent them.

Reviewing the history of this issue in Senate it was revealed thot if was

felt that the students ¢ not at tils point in sufficient number in meturity,
as far as first or second year students are concerned. AL some lafer date
tne representation should be students themsalves, it was thus proposed that
the representation should be other than = student and also othar than 2
Faculty member as the faculty were already well representcad,



5
that it wculd perhaps be better o try it withceut

The suggestion was made

¢ student fivst and sce how it develops.,

The Commitice discussed the tYpe of student, age, ete., that should b

salected as representative, £ was agreced tha this snould be left up to

che student body to sclect cither by camsaigning or selection by the Student

Council. Ca the whole it was felt thar matters of restriction should be a

netier discussed at a. Gencral Studend Meeting and not restricted to discusgsien
i t v " . . .
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TUDY STUDEHT REPQESEXNTATION
T SIENATE MELTINGS
o

TZE TO S
ON SINATE AND, K OPZNESS 0
FRIDAY DECEM 1

Senate Committeo

.P. Rovertson - Chairman
.2, Branca

. Brose

E. Rieckhoff

"o

Student Cdmmittée

. J. Mynott
R. Watt
W, Eangleson

it was suggested that tche Couimictee discuss the form of stucdent
Tepresentation which is whera it left off last week. Just fere the
lest meeting ended it was cecided to scate tha anybody is izidl

I s . o

= I a

3

I 2z 1

commmic S dis

O& Voling &gze, assuming tha: if & ]y sre co ting
they will be resnonsible resresentatives.

his would euclude most of the first znd second yeal students. |

Scme deubt was expressed about getting a definite age. Some preference was
ernressed for euperionce Gained at Simon Fraser say, in atteadance For two
years., If an age was set, Scnate could get someone who was here for the
first time and still be a good Senate member.

Hould this not come out in the election?

Another point is, scme of the Senate members and F-culty members have rot
been here that long and yet seem to have made responsible Senate menbers.
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By talking about restrictions there is an underlying assumption of an
irresponsible electorate. If you are going to take a chance on an

irresponsible electorate you must make realistic limitations., The age
limit is a realistic limitation, !

There could be an irresponsible electorate and theréfore restrictions. - ¢
are required. Residence could possibly be interprgted to mean 30 '
semester hours accumulated Simon Fraser credit. The person who has been
in attendance at a university for one year. ;

A lot of graduate students who come here may have a tremendous amount of
expericonce in university affairs and an active interest in university
business. A graduate student only needs five or ten semester hours.
Perhaps the stipulation we require is that they have been in attendance
‘at some university. ' ' '

[y

It was suggested that stipulation should be made for nineteen yéars of
age and over. Agreed, ‘

-Now what about the question of university experience. ‘

If students want to elect someonc without university experience they should
be allowed to do so. Senate should not stipulate this. Senate should

have only one concern - that he is a student when elected and continues

to follow his studies. This is assuming that he is a student and would
contirue to be a student for the three year term. If this committee
decides to stipulate that it is a student.

Why has 'Rector' been rejected?

On the basis that it might be a person who was not aware of the problems
of students today and might not have been in contact with university

life for a good number of years. .

Would there be violent objections if representation was limited to
students at Simon Fraser University completely? This would be the most
.acceptable representation for students to have on Senate. You have to
have someone from inside the community.

General discussion followed on the effect of student representation in
respect to the increase in numbers on the Senate. Section 1 of the Act
was cited (for each student representative on the Senate, Faculty would
have a representative., Three student representatives would mean three
Faculty representatives, increase to Senate would be six).

The Committee should talk about the numbers of representatives? A very
useful suggestion. It will be very difficult to get Senate to go beyond
one representative at this time. However, pending its expericnce for ome
year, Senate might add another member and possibly after another year,
another one, and the one representative could grow to three.

Will three students cause more trouble than one? If you try for' one you.
might get it, for three you might have three times the difficulty in
getting it. . o
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It would be nicer to have more than one student member. If a student

is elected to Senate could he stand up for himself and the students without
support? Faculty do not nced other Faculty members to prop them up. Way |
three to hold the argument up? The discussion started with a representative
one, and now all of a sudden it has to be three because one cannot be loud
enough. ; ) . '
Three would hardly be a voting block, becausec Scnage will elect an equal
number of Faculty. It is realistic to have one peyson confidently voice the
opinions of the whole student body. / "
Two or three students can give you a more unbiassed voice of student
representation on Senate. ' :

Wiy not wait one year for the second and two years for the third?
The students may, at certain times, present a voting block but never

" a power block. It is a sensible experiment to have three people but just

one is asking a lot:of newly elected student.

What benefit would it be to Senate to have one, two or three? Would it
be beneffcial to have more than one? '

Could it not be put this way? The students are strongly, universally of
the opinion that the student representation should be three. o
Should -it be left up to Senate to decide? Certainly. Senate will decide
ultimately anyway. '

"One student representative for the time being would be sufficient, it is a

renovation of the constitution of Senate and if put on that basis it would
probably be more likely to succeed. Three would give the students more
security, because of having three there, but some members have cthe
suspicion that Senate would not go for three students immediacely.

1~

s the disagreement based on what it is thought Senate will go along with

or what would be more beneficial to Senate. -
It is.experimental for the time being so it cannot be said with certainty
that three would be better than one. - .

There is nothing lost with letting a thing like this evolve gradually.

In Senate the student representative will not be there primarily as a
spokesman for studentg,but as a member of Senate.

Senate should be urged to try it with one, then two, then three,

IZ the students get two or three, Faculty will get -the same and Senate will
end up with 30 to 35 members. Senate meetings run quite long enough ncw.
Tae first recommendation regarding openess should not be forgotten. If the
Committee recommends a gallery and three students, some members may think
things are getting too cluttered. _

It is not known if one, two or three will work better. Why should we star
with three? We do not have to rush. Senate has run along closed for ma
and now we are saying that Senate will need to be open and have three studen
to be effective!

b

Could it not be agreed to only having one student representative? The only
point is that some feel that three students would be more effective than
one and the argument against three is a gislike ofincreasing the size of

the Senate. . . . ' o

Maybe at this stage the Senate would be wise to admit students to.committecs
who were not Senators. ‘ '

.

2
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What about the in-between ground? What does the committee think of two?
The Committee will accept the suggestion that it leave the number to
Senate, but recommend that one would be better than nonec.

Leave the number up to Scnate, and go to what kind of student it should be.
Would it be a student in good standing who to maintain his place on the
Senate must remain a student in good standing. ,

Yes, a student of the age of 19 in good standing at the time of aelection,
Is a student in good standing any student registered at the University?
Students may elect a student who is not on the campus at-that time. He may
be a student on a semester off. ‘ ‘ )

Does that mean with the one person, if he took a semester off would the

LN

‘students. be without representation?

If a Faculty member takes research time off he notifies Senate and they
appoint a substitute,

If a student was working in the area he could maintain his representation to
Ling P

Senate,
Tne Committee has done the task it has been charged with. The next
rmeeting of Senate is January 9 and the Senate then goes through the

raduate and Undergraduate Calendars. This item will be on the agenda

but it is doubtful if Senate will have time to get to it, because the
calendars must get out. This item deserves a special mating with nothing
else being discussed. Senate will probably call a special meeting to discuss
these recommendations sometime later in January. _

Could the students be present at ‘the meeting when the recommendations are

3

It could be arranged.

The Chairman will attempt to write the history; the arguments pro and con,
re-write the minutes and recommendations and send the whole report to Senate,
As soon as the Chairman has rewritten this he should get the Committee

‘together again.

Next meeting to he notified.

M. Don Murray :
Recording Secretary APPROVED.
.D.P, Rovertson Chairman

DATE:
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MINUTES OF SENATE COMMITTEE TO STUDY .STUDENT REPRESENTATION
ON SENATE AND OPENESS OF SENATE MEETINGS

MONDAY NOVEMBER 28, 1966 B : (% '
. ' , ~§ﬁ£tdﬂﬂ;¢ 742 N \Joaals
. PRESENT: ‘ : (Db K/,ﬁ/ o n e
Senate Committee '*&~“&4ﬁﬂ?° 6’

/]

D.P. Robevbaen = Chairman

A E, Branca

T.H. Brose

K.E. Rieckhoff .

- Student Committee

J. Mynott
R. Watt
.W. Engleson

The Chairman briefly outlinedthe events leading to the formation of the
Committee. '

It was stated that Senate would be interested in knowing why students
want representation: that pernaps the best approach would be to find out
1) how students felt they should be represented, 2) what do they £feel
they could contribute, 3) what would justify opening the Senate meetings.

t was stated that the Student Society wa$§ most concerned with the openess
of Senate meetings and suggested this question be discussed first. It was
further stated that the students were not interested in representation by
& '"Rector™, :

It was pointed out that the use of the term "Rector" was wrong and that
Senate did not use it. ' '

it was stated that the issue for all students on the committee was

opencss
of meetings and that although the Executive Council of the Student Society
may not represent the students it does have open meetings. To the present
time students had not heard any arguments why Senate meetings could not be
open. o : ‘
It was stated that there were various reasons why opening the meetings might

be desirable: one reason ‘ was a matter of attitude so that it was c¢lecar
.that nothing was being put over on anyone, and to alleviate suspicion.

If another reason was communication, the speaker questioned whether open
Senate meetings were the best means of accomplishing this, as there are maanvy
other awrues open. He was not clear on the purpose of having anyone liste

-
Laals

3.
It was stated that openess of this sort was part of the recent Angzlo Saxon
political tradition. The move has been to open public bodies to make as much
information as possible available to the people and make people at ease with
these bodies. The University is a public body and in terms of the University

. comaunity it involves.all of us. We should expect decisions to be mzde openly.
Suspicion comes from the unknown. Listening and se2ing how government
performs is not so strange. :What is strange is that universities never
before have tried open meetings. ; ' :
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- It was conceded that the Parliamentary argument may be good from a
psychological point of view but in fact although the parliament of Canzda
is open ic real work is done in parllameﬁtary cormmittees and in the corridors.
It was meﬂtloned that right now Senate was closed even to Laculty, e/cep#
-, those who' were members, that if there were open Scnate mectings and greater
awareness of just who Senators are there would be/more non Senaee peopl?.in
the conmunltj who could participate in the corridor discussions. )

i
It was stated that the person  who wanted to inform hlmselF could do sp. It
was then sfated that many members of Senate are only names on a papee. Theres
are quite a'number of faculty members who are bitter over the exclusion of
their presence to watch Senate. At the first Senate meeting some of thenm
came to the door requesting entrance, .

It was stated that from the.students' point of view there are not many avenues '
open to students. . :
ad .
It was asked if anyone was prepared to give reasons for having closed
meetings - 'in practice and principle. ~

It was stated that it was tradition and while we could break tradition t
should be a good reason. Students likened Senate to a legislature, which
not a truz analogy. The actions of Senate are completely circumscrived
by the Act. In governmert members are elected by the public. Openess is
there in Senate in the sense that minutes are avazilable for study by zall
and the speaker could not understand why the matter of how the dehate
progresses sihould be a metter of interest. There are some matters of
privacy and members may not want the reasons for their arzuments made
public. He saw two things of importance to students - the curriculum and
discipline - and asked what else was of interest to students. He then
sugges;ed that the committee go through the Act section b/ section.

It was asked why Senate honored student representation in the first place.
Presumably it was to report back to students. The speaker asked what the
distinctibn was between having a representative of the sort Senate agreaed
upon and having students present at meetings. The reply was that students
want direct representation not third party representation.. The speaker

thought Senate would be ' disposed to give students direct representatica

so that one or more students could be free to present the student point
of view.

It was stated that some of the reasons for keeping the me etings closed
were that the presence of spectators might affect Senators' candidness
that other University Senate meetings were closed, and that there were
personal matters discussed which should not be discussed in public.

. The discussions which took place in Senate on the establishment of a gr ad‘ﬁ‘
system were mentioned. It was stated that the speaker personally might
use strong language to another Senator to support his point of view.
This could indicate to an observer a deep rift between the two of them a
cculd create a damaging impression of the University community, which was
completely false. If the meetings were open it would be necessary for ¢
Senators to restrain themselves and the debate would be less usaful.

_.,




It was further stated that the man who argues strongly desires that k
argument have some privacy - that
not desired by the speaker if reporied publicly out of conte:t.

: i
It was said that to students Senate scemed a rubbcrjstamp body; that
all students know is the final decision and none of the debate and this
gives the jmpression of rubber stamping. Students and other members of

University have the right to know the issue and to do some 'politicing’
)

i

t was stated that if was just this that Senate wighed to avoid. Sernatcs
t

3

-
. : . e - o S, .. - .
wanted to make a decision for the benefit of the University and not fo

ephemeral popularity of the motion. o~

it . . :
The likenessﬁof Senate to the executive of a company wus felt to be
unfortunate,” but it was felt that this would not ciange until the gover
of the University changed. The product of a university is vitally
interested in what ds going on. : '

‘Section 34 of the Act was referred to, artcle by article. Section 54 r

“It is the duty of othe Serate and it has power

S54(a) to regulate the conduct of its meetings and proceedings,
including the determining of the quorum necessary for the
transaction ¢i business and the eclection of 1ts membpers &

*<c
such an argument could give an impression

Syl

o
S bata
-

FRalietd

eads

O

the Board of Governors

The opinion was expressed that aside from the question of
appointment this (representation on the Board) could no:
anything a student could be interested in. Tae speaker
see no reason why any student should be on the Soard, t
stated that a lot of the proceedings of the Board would n
be of interest to students just as they mey not be to ma
members of Senate but that some would be interested in kn
what items were orn the agenda.

nd carrvine-cut
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was
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curriculunm, instruction, and education oilerad by the

versity

The students expressed interest in this and it was stated
_surely the Question of curriculum was the responsibility
faculty - that students do not dictate on questions of
curriculum. It was stated that faculty are charged with
responsibility because they are specialists. The questi
“asked: ‘What can a student tell a Dean about what shoul
-studies?" In reply it was stated that students would no
cuss
t

dictate but could contribute considerably to the discus
Perhaps the student point of view could be educational
Senate members because many of them had been away from
education for Mmany years and did not appreciate new ideas
It was pointed out that the curriculum is not created at
Senate and that it was at the point of creation that stud
opinion might be most useful. The feed-back from the scu
regarding curriculum is straight to faculty, faculty puts
-together, and it goes to Senate for approval and co-ordinr
with other faculties. Student interest comes in vitaliy
commencemant stage. It was agreed that this was where th
unication with students did take place but that there was
point in the Senate where suggestions from the students s
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be considered. Such thinzs as how maw) ‘hours in a coursc
or how many courses in a semester could, be questions of wviteal
concern to students.

It was suggested that this matter of interest was something f

to clarify. It was necessary to decide whether students shguld

not only ba gnbcrested in decisicas but should ba pormitted,

to influence deecisions. 1There was no doubt about the Interkst,
: l

! 1
It was stated that if meetings were open there would gencerally
aslk Z

only be a few students present. The students were asked i
thos watching would wish to go and see Secnztors and whether

students should 'nava the power to influence a decision. Thae
reply was that if a student did so it would be unlikely tkat

he would be 1nflucnc1n° the Senator without a very good zrgzument.
The idea of influencing by pressure lobbying was righly
unlikely. The only way students could influcnce decicicns wasz
by bringing up a point of view that had not occurred to faculty.
“For instance, the question of work load of the individual '
student - it would be easy for a memder of Senate to evaluate
what any student said about his own work load. On the question
- of work load it was asked how openess of meetings and direct
representation solved this. The reply was that the cu b
goes before Senate and if this zppeared on the agenda end if
the meetings were open, students would go around to zs many
Senators as possible and present their own point of view.

tion was so good a:t the lower level
higher level and this was discgrecd
at there were clear-cut channels ncw
y well known and very nuch

lty. t was not possible to do
2s at Senate as it was at the

It was stated that communica
that it was not necded at a

with., It was then stated t

existing, that they were ve
considered by Senate and facu

nearly as much to change thin
arly stages.

It was stated that one of te possibilities was that some of ¢
distance between Senate and students would disanpear, but that
basically the previous statement was correct. It was possidbl
to talk to most faculty members end it was Ln’lkely th

openess of Senate would create any 1a°ical change in decision
making. It was one more avenue of communication.

It was stated that the two benefits derived would bSe the
constructive suggestions from students and the cuestica of the
in attitudes, which is not very ta agiida., It was stated

change

that Senate should have the power to revoke the onenass oif
mectings at any time, but that the question of et

in principle would be a tremendous step to = in

attitude. -

It waz stated that each department makes u» 1Is own

curriculum but that there were sometimes changes to make

to work one faculty in with another. & was pointed out that
the Senate, in 54 b) acts as a pemmissive body: it doas nect
dictate a course, it approves a course requested by a desariment
through a2 faculty. lost of the curriculum is decided in faculty

and students are free to talk to facu1ty

.
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aning of "instruction’™ in 54 L) was cueried. Th 12 wes
f o the way in which the curriculum was carr
the way in which it wes imnarted to the -studecnts:
lectures, labs, or tutorials.

¢d on and
or ianstance

54(c) to dotermine all aqucstions relaiting to the acadenic and other
qualiclcctiors recuired of avplicanils {or admissicn as studenmts
to tho Unjvorsity ow o any Fueuliy, and Lo Geberning 4o wasloh
.Faculty the student: pursuing each course of study 3hall
recister '

On the question of admissions it was asked if students comine
from ' other Universities and Colleges wmight have somethinz
‘to offer on the question of credit. It was pointed out that
Serate decided the calendar requirements and the Senate
Committee cn Admissions tells the Registrar what to accest,
It was asked whether students couid ba of any value to ths
Senate Committee on these decisions. It was pointed out that

students can a

.. 2as been an inju

83 £) outlinad ¢ 2ns vy which students could submit
»°r1evances to tne faculties. It was asked how oseness of
reetings would 1 c). The reply was that students should
have 2 voice even in the Senate Admissicns Committee.

iwvays 30 ; to the Registrar if they feel there
tic2. It was further nointed out that secti

e e el . . .
degrees, including honorary dezrees
— -
[
c 1

ificates of wproficiency, excent ia

t was agreed chatstudents could offer no assistance on this

r Giscontinuance by tha Foard of
course of iastruction, chair

ar C
olarship, exhibition, bursarv or nrize

It was stat
of study and
this could

sugges:;ogs
would contr
would exist
sucnh as thi
and argumen
Senate, but
should be o

a
cause what Zarm will it do" whie
¢ argument with which to combat
must present what gooo it would do.
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ons, bhursarics,

54(g) to award followships, scho]arthna, erhihiti

and prizes

‘ It was. stated that the criteria on bursa
-, students could contribute to,

rics lS SOﬁctHLn”

54(h) from t) e to time to determine which members of the teaching ané
. ! administrative staffs shall be members - scon Faculty )

-~ .

It was stated students felt that if e

were consideraed nemboers of the facuka
‘change in the University climate. { wa
‘discussion of this could be vital td’stu
suggested that the agzenda be made availa

ac
i

aing assistants ' .
t wvould make a gre eng

s stated that a 7

dents. It was theg

ble sometime before”

the meet ting so that uCuCh ng assistants who saw their status

would be discussed could attend and if ¢
to . present their opinion they would want
the meeting to see that their opinion ha

It was stated that il you feel you have

and then watch the debate, and hear the

did not even think it could deno“st
Yy

of
your arguments and gi
"be convinced under th

hey asked somcone
t to be present at
d been put forward.

You could
he decision being the

.right one, wiere you might not be if you had not bezen present.
It was stated that wiile this might be true, students might
not be eiperienced encugh to weight the other side of the
argument. It was pointed out that people tend to aveid
controversy in an open meeting and the blgger the Iorum the
greater this effact may be. The criteriz for choosing Senators
was queried and it was stated that if the students chose
representatives they would choose the most outs»oken. It was
pointed out thct it should be semembered that this wes 2
scholarly comuwunity not a forum for professional orators.

The question of press was mentioned and
talking about openess the meeting was al
admitting reporters.

54(1) to make rules and regulations for the manacem

it was stated t
so talking abou

ent and conduct of

the librar

It was stated that this was of vital int

of the community, that it was one of the most im
students being present. Stu
It was stated that there we

positive redson for
definite suggestions.
to deal with this: that there was a Sen
Library which would: bb wﬂlmfr to talk ¢t

It was stated chat the major arguments

Senate meetings open apeared to be that
and that students can go to committees,
is a subber stamp:

for not having the

erest to every memper
porfant &nd a
dents have

acte Commi
o any stud

)

'] 1 )

it is too high a body
This means Senate

it does not indicate that Senate may or

1

may not accept recommendations, If this is the case there

is no real reason for Senate at all.

+

Because there

are decision
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making bodies below Scnate does not eliminate the ﬂood ;o be

derived from oncness of Senate meetings., It is still Senat
that makes the ultinate occlslon..

The Chairman pointed out that there were Scnate ‘committees becauz
Senate could not Handlb the mass of detail. The question

of why there was z ference in student representation on
Senate committee and student representation on Scnate itself

was asked. It was then stated that tradition was a very

powerful factor. It was agreed that there would be somc

pOSlthg valu gaincd Crom student participation in the = .
ffairs, under 54 1i).

54(j) to provide. for the vreO““stlon and publication of a calendar

ine examnle of where
students are 1 a ifficult to see Low
grade XII studc could be expected to understand the
t S

It was-stated t
i
s
calendar and the rules and regulations: the speaker had
n
i

[0]

worked with the University of British Columbia calendar aand
had found it difficult to understand the Simon Fraser calendar.

[0 I ol

4 .

ca could

ot

It was state? that this cuestion of a calenda ai
readily understood by all levels of int ligcnce an
sophistication was constantly baing worked on .znd was
stated that there could be constructive suggestions from
students, although it was queried that this should be done
at Senate level. '

n o,

bz

The students did not know what Senate does on the calendar
amd it was scated that Senate gave general direction and
it was suggesced that for the topics just mentioned the Registrar
was the most useful nerson to see.
56(k) to mzke such recommendations to the Toard as ey be deemed
proper for promoting the interests of the University or for
rying out the objects and nrovisions of this Act

It was stated that students could be very interaested in items
arising here

56(1) to deal with all matters renortod by the Ta
_their resnective Faculties, and to conss
2ll such maziers zs shall be renorted t

It was agreed that there was no asparent need for studeats to
be involved in this question, although the article was too
vague to allew definitive discussion.
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54&(m) to exercise lisciplinary ijurisdiction v1tn reszect to stude;ts
. in attendaonce at the University by waviof anncal from any
decision of the Faculty Councs : -
- |
It was pointed out that Senzte had to/approve recommendttions
of any discipline committee and of Faculty Council and
that since Scnate sometimes upsets tﬁe ruling of Faculty
Couneil,student attendance on this item mizhE ba uveeiul,
It was then stated that rules are laid down by Senate and
.have the force of law.

It was asked if the students desired a court and the aaswer
WaS no. It was stated that if Senate has the ults mate nower
f decision on regulations then in matters of decisiona on
re*ulhtlons the students should be sermitted to sec “he
regulation which will govera their behavior being made.

aiter any University rule or reg
@ or rezulatiecn so made or aWLL:cc
cns of this Act znd with the luws of

54(re to mzke or
the rul
provisi

m

ation, providing
is consistent with thz

the Province

o) .

It was noted that m) and n) were close together.

54(c)
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54(p) to fix the terms of. affiliztiocn with other u
or ocher imstitutions of lezrni ing and to mod
sucn affiliation

t was stated that students who are conceraned with the uuﬁve“s;:y

5

might well have something to say about this. Therz was
a2nother statement to the effect that it could be lef:t to

Senate itself, that the speaker could see no way that student
observers at Senate could contribute to this topic,

3



eifedtive participation would be openess. It was pointed out thot if
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The Chairman in summation stated that what nhd been decided was that the

one argument that Is most important is that there would be z better clim

of opinion if 'Senatce did not conduct mectings in sccr et - we would have
wmore open seociety. ;
: /

It was tﬁted that Lne GlSCLSbLon had centred more on direct renresen
than on opengss. It was then scated that the most effective way to ge
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commitiee were set up a student uld k now wihy and ‘could a0 to commit
members and cqntrlou e, As for s an Library Committece is cencerne
fact that students knew who mowbers were and when it was going to =

(’\
0 o
t r.\. (o3

could-be ‘SLLUl so that tne Comnittce could receive briefs frem any memd
of "the community, and suggestioms could go on to Sémate. This would br

the whole process in a very helpful way.

It was agreed tc call another meeting of theé committee the following

Thursday, December ist, from 8.30 to 10.30. Trhe Chairman suggested that

anyone was wanted to prepare a paper submit it for discussion at the next

meeting.
'l
The meeting adjournad at 12.35 p.m.-
Miss Ruth  Broderick
Recording Secretar APPROVED
D.P. Robertson - Crairman
DATE:



