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To: All Senators _ From: Registrar
All Members of Faculty Council '
11 July, 1967.

| .
S%bject: Faculty Council Minutes

I Following discussions in Faculty Council, July 6, and
Senate, July 10, I have searched the Minutes of both bodies for
a ruling on the availability of Faculty Council Minutes to Senators.
_ The following appears in the Minutes of Senate, November 29, 1965,
page 6, 1tem 7:

"Mr. Bawtree requested that members of Senate
receive Minutes of the meetings of the Faculty
Council and was advised that they would be available
in the office of the Registrar."

I have interpreted this Minute to mean that the Faculty
Council Minutes and papers are open for inspection in my office,

but for Senators only.

In view of the ambiguity of the Minute it would perhaps
be as well to clarify the matter at the next Senate meeting.

/j}7 v/ foo st

X L7
D.P. Robertson
Registrar
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MOTION: '"That Scnate invite Faculty Council to inform Senate
of its proccdurcs."”

~Origin of Motion

The motion originated out of an announced appeal by
students against a Faculty Council decision which was arrived
at by procedures held by both the Executive Council of the
Student Society and the Graduate Student Association to be
incompatible with student interests. In addition, it is a
response to the enclosed memorandum by T. B. Bottomore addressed ,
to Dean Matthews, attention Arts Members of Senate. ' el

Intent of Motion

The motion was intended to cnable Senate, with the
cooperation of Faculty Council, to review Faculty Council
procedures in order (1) to ensure that they do not allow Faculty
Council to exceed its jurisdiction (as has been claimed) and

“(2) to enable Senate to fulfill the requirements of the

Universities Act, Section 61 (b) and Section 64, which state
respectively that the Faculty Council's power to make rules and
regulations with respect to student discipline is subject to
the approval of Senate and that a general rule or regulation
made by Faculty Council is not effective or enforceable until a
copy thereof has been sent to Senate’ and the Senate has given
approval thereto. -

WOrding of the Motion

The motion was intentionally worded in such a way as not
to invoke powers of the Senate and not to conflict with possible
interpretations of the Universities Act. An invitation to
Faculty Council to report to Senate cannot constitute an ‘abridgement
of the powers of Faculty Council. The suggested interpretation

-of the Universities Act submitted by a legal firm does not, then,

bear directly upon this motion, and should not have been listed
as a supporting document; it is rather an item of information
sought by the President. ~ :
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The enclosed documents were originally intended as
support for the appeal against a Faculty Council decision
announced at the July, 1967, meeting of Senate by Mrs. Sharon
Yandle[ this appeal for sone reason was not listed on the
agenda/for the August, 1967, meeting, although it had been
submltted for inclusion by the Student Representatives on
Senate, in accord with Section 54(m), Section 61(b), (2), and
Sectlon 62.

Since my motion originated out of this appeal and the
documents of the appeal are essential for an understanding of
the need for Senate to review Faculty Council procedures, T
have chosen to enclose those documents as supporting material
for my motion. All the documents were intended for Senate
with the exception of the President's memorandum, which is
available to Senate members in Faculty Council minutes
(according to the Registrar's recent memorandum on the
availability of Faculty Council minutes to Senate members).

Supporting documents

Legal Interpretafion of the Universities Act

Whereas we have the considered opinion of only one law
firm, and variant interpretations must be deccmed possible, it
is perhaps worthwhile to demonstrate that the suggested
interpretation does provide grounds for the support of my
motion.

(1) Page 2 of Shrum, Liddle § Hebenton: "The Act gives the
Senate the power to approve or disapprove the regulations
prepared by the Faculty Council;..."

COMMENT: The Senate should determine whether it has in fact
had opportunity to approve or disapprove the regulations
prepared by the Faculty Council, and to this purpose must be
- provided with a statement of those regulations.

(2) Continuing the sentence cited from Page 2 of the lawyers'
statement: '"...it does not give the Scnate a continuing
supervisory power over the way in which the Faculty Council
administers those regulations once they are approved.'

COMMENT: Be this as it may, Section 64 of the Universities
Act states "A general rule or regulation made by a Faculty or
by Faculty Council is not effective or enforceable until a
copy thereof has been sent to the Senate and the Senate has
given approval thereto." This clearly requires Faculty Council
to provide Senate, and to keep Senate provided with a copy of
its rules and regulations for Senate's consideration.

(3) Also on Page 2 of the lawyers' statement, the next sentence
reads: "The Senate is brought into the administration of the
regulations only when some person appeals a decision of the
Faculty Council to Senate." (My italics)
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COMMENT: Such an appeal was announced at the last meeting of
Senate, as has been mentioned, and thus there 1s occasion and
cause for Senate to concern itself with the administration of
whatever regulations Faculty Council wishes to bring into
force, whether or not Faculty Council has met the requirements
of thelUn1ver51tles Act concerning rules and regulations:
referred to above in this memorandum (preceding paragraph).

t

A footnote should be added here to correct (that is,
to dlffer with) the President's statement as recorded in the
draft minutes for the July, 1967, mcecting of Senate: he is
rccorded as pointing out "that Fnculty Council had in fact
decided to takc no action and thercfore the matter scemed to
be one of appealing a procedure rather than appealing a
decision", _

The Faculty Council voted to "take no further action".
This is surely a decision just as '"not guilty" is a verdict.
If we are to pursue the analogy more strictly, the students'
c¢laim would seem to be that a decision to take no further
action is like a suspended sentence - there is a presumption
of guilt. The students fecel, and they are not alone in this
(see T. B. Bottomore's memorandum), that Faculty Council
excecded its jurisdiction and should have stated that the
matter brought before them was outside their jurisdiction.
It is c¢lear that relative to this, a decision to take no
further action is a decision. Furthermore, Section 62 of the
Universities Act talks of a person aggrleved by any decision
of the Faculty Council, and does not further specify what the
nature of that decision is to be before an appeal can be
heard.

Lastly, a very important point is contained in Section
61(d) of the Universities Act: it provides, subject to the
approval of Senate, for Faculty Council to set up a student
committee to be recognized as the official medium of communica--
tion with Faculty Council, and Senate, with the right to make
communications through the President to such bodies upon any
subject affecting the students. A committee of students and
Faculty Council members (which I believe has never been approved
by Senate) was cited at the July meeting as a reason for not
supporting my motion, allegedly rendering Senate's concern with
Faculty Council on behalf of the students unnecessary. Section
62 of the Universities Act, however, states: '"Any person
aggrieved by a decision of the Faculty Council has a right of
appeal therefrom to the Senate, in accordance with any rules or
regulations made by the Senate, and the decision of the Senate
thereon 'is final." Thus the existence of this committee,
whether or not it has begun to function effectively (and there
are members of Senate who could testify that it has not), does
not preclude the need for a motion such as the one I am offering,
~nor can it constitute grounds for not allowing an appeal against

e e ./
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Faculty Council to be brought before Senate, which is the proper
governing body for such appeals, as set out in the Act.

Further Reason for Approving Motion

Enclosed is a memorandum from T. B. Bottomore to Dean
Matthews asking the Dean to bring before Senate some of the
very matters about which the students feel most aggrieved. The
Dean has indicated that he will speak to the memorandum in the
context of the motion I offer. The matter, however, arising
from the Faculty and addressed to the Dean of the Faculty, is
certainly fit business for Senate under Section 54(1) of the
Universities Act. - '

The President's Memorandum

This document which certain members of Senate find
offensive in that, among other things, it exceeds the jurisdiction
of Faculty Council over disciplinary matters and ventures opinions
and recommendations concerning the academic competence and futures
of the students mentioned therein, is included because it
constitutes an example of gross disregard for the limitations of

‘Faculty Council. Since the President's memorandum was a report

given to Faculty Council and included in its minutes, it may

be viewed as a proper submission as evidence that Faculty

Council needs guidance from, if not supervision by, Senate.

If it is maintained that the President did not write the report
in his capacity as Chairman of the Faculty Council, but as
President of the University, then the same clause that empowers
him to do.this renders his action subject to an appeal to Senate,
Section 58 (2), Universities Act. :

I would like to apologize for the unavoidable delay in
circulating this memorandum and supporting documents. It was
not until T' received the agenda for the August meeting that I
realized that the student appeal was not scheduled for that
meeting, and I had intended to refer to their documentation in
support of my motion. Nor had I realized the President had
intended the lawyers' interpretation of the Universities Act
to bear upon my motion; I felt that some clarification was
called for. : ‘ :
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At our last meeting you asked me to interview the five graduate students

" who had appeared before us to assess their potential as graduate students in
- the light of the difficulties that had arisen in order that Council might be

~assured of a reasonable possibility of success.

I have interviewed the students in company with their depa'rtment Head
and where possible with the Registrar also in attendance, and I have the
following observations to make.

I refer, in several of the following paragraphs, to the lack of adequate
and proper records on graduate students in the Registrar's Office. This is

~ not a criticism of the Registrar but a factual reinforcement of what he has

already reported to the Committee of Heads, the Senate Committee on Graduate
Studies and the Senate Committee on Graduate Admissions, that the information
was not forthcoming from some departments, A position is being filled on the
Registrar's staff to deal with these matters and all Heads are being requested
to bring the Registrar's files on their graduate students up to date as quickly

as possible. In future, full documentation will be necessary and it will be the
responsibility of the department Head to provide it to the Registrar,

1. John Edmond: He has a very spotty undergraduate record filled
with failures particularly in the science subjects, where he seemed to be
trying to prove competence in maths, physics and chemistry, which obviously
was not there. He finally ended up with a B. A, class 2 in'honors psychology
at UBC, He then took, in consecutive summer sessions 1964 and 1965, three
English courses and a philosophy course getting two firsts and two seconds.
This is some evidence that he was finding his field and I understand that
Prof. Baker thinks that he has real ability in the area of English and linguis-
tics and certainly there is evidence of this in the courses he took after getting

“his B, A.

Mr. Edmond's file in the Registrar's Office carried very little in it

~ other than the curriculum vitae to support the foregoing and I think it is im-

portant that opinions such as Prof. Baker's should be recorded and placed

on file; Mr. Edmond's graduate transcript showed that he had taken, since
the fall of 1965, four courses in linguistics, but no marks had been submitted
to the Registrar and he had taken three courses in English, only one of which
had been given a mark of which the Registrar had been notified.

cen 2
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From the interview with Edmond I was satisfied that he had the various
' aspects of the problem in focus and that there was cvery possinility of hirm
completing his Master's degree, as far as his mental attitude was concerned.
With the abscence of marks on his graduate transcript I was unable to form any
opinion with regard to his academic standing except that he had reccived an
'A' in the one English course for which there were marks on records and he
had received a first in a course in philosophy that he had been permitted to
take at UBC as part of his graduate program.
,
| .
2. Geofirey Mercer: Mr. Mercer was admitted to study for an
M. A, in P. S. A, commencing in the fall semester 1965, He has a low second-
class B. A. from Durham and therefore does not meet our minimum entrance
requirements, but as he was admitted in our first semester when things were
a little chaotic it is understandable. '

Mr. Mercer completed his Master's degree program and his thesis a
short time ago and Senate has awarded him an M. A. There is an incomplete
record in the Registrar's Office of the marks and courses he completed for
this degree, and in discussion with Mr. Mercer he did not know the standing
he had obtained in the courses and actually advised me he was not concerned
about course standings. S ’

. " He has in mind continuing on a doctoral prograni and is searching for a
thesis topic. Apparently he was considerably impressed with McKenzie, who
was visitng here from the London School of Economics and participated in his
oral examinations for his Master's degree and is therefore considering doing
. some work in comparzive studies of political parties or various aspects of -
local politics.. He was participating in a research project concerned with
certain aspects of the Community Chest operation and yet when I questioned
him. on it he seemed to have a very vague idea about the nature, purpose or
goals of this research. '

I would like to stréss that in a half hour interview with a student studying
'in a field in which I have no expert knowledge, any opinions or conclusions that
I state or draw must be considered as very tentative, but with this provision
I must in all sincerity say that.I was very unhappy with what I saw in Geoffrey
Mercer. Prof. Bottomore had said in our earlier Council meeting that he
thought that his four students did indeed have the proble'rnAs of the past several
‘weeks in focus and that if we saw them in the privaicy of my office this would
be clear, even though we had some doubts when we saw them in the larger
group of Faculty Council. As you will see in other parts of this report, I did
- feel quite reassured with regard to Edmond, Huxley and Stanworth, but my
‘ interview with Mr. Mercer deepened such doubts as I had. I saw really no
- quality of intellect. He perhaps realized that there was a problem, but was
refusing to recognize it and was building up defence blockades which would
effectively keep out both wisdom and judgment. '

v..3
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It may well be that Mr. Mercer has an intcllect capable of achicving
doctoral level discipline, but if he has I did not sce it and I would suggest
that this question should be studied by competent judges very soon hecause
in Mr. Mercer's best interests a transfer to another umvers;.ty to pursue
hzs doctoral program may be necessary.

3. hristooher Huxley: M, A, . student in political science,
socm‘orry and anthropology, ‘who .commenced his graduate work in the fall

) semester of 1965,

Mr. hu\l«.y received a low second-class B, A. degree from the Univer sity
of. Yorx\, England, and therefore did not meet the admission requirernents
of the Faculty of Arts, which states "an applicant should have a bachelor's
degree with high second-class standing or its equivalent'. Mr, Huxley was
given provisional entry into the graduate program at S, F. U. in a letter dated
April 29, but the only requirement stated was that he complete his degree.
There was no mention in the letter of the need for him getting high second-
class standing. His professors did, however, in their letter of reference
say that they expected him to get a high second-class, but I think the Graduate
Admissions Committee will have to review its procedures to make sure that
the regulations contained in the calendar are properly conveyed to students
seeking admission. | ' ' '

Mr, Huxley enrolled in three P. S, A. courses in the fall semester -
801, 832 and 891, but no marks have been submitted to the Registrar and the
departmental report of his supervisors is not encouraging. This raises
another point regarding applications for the $1, 000 research semester grant,
where the department is required to certify that the student is making satis-

. factory progress in his degree program. . It may be that we will have to set

some minimum standards
While I realize one short interview really provides quite insufficient
grounds for assessing academic competence, I do suggest a careiul re-

assessment should be made.

While in all sincerity I have to express these doubts regarding Mr.

- Huxley's academic attainments, I was left in no doubt at all but that he had

a healthy and rational view of the proceedings of the past several weeks and
that these would present no hurdle in accomplishing his degree program,
and that subject to those directly concerned being satisfied that he was able

to make progress towards his Master's degree he should experience no

other problems, but I suggest that any further tutoring he may be asked to do
should be very closely monitored, to see if he indeed does have the in-

tellectual stamina to cope with the really bright undergraduate students.
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4. Martin Lonev: Martin Loncy was admitted to a Master's pro-
gram in P. S, A, in the fall semester of 1966 having received a low second-
class standing in his bachclor degree from Durham. Mr. Loney did not
meect the entrance requircments laid down by the Faculty of Arts and I do
not. kuow why he was admitted in the first place. The letters of refcrence
that the University received gave warning of this, one stating 'he is unlikely
: to do better than a good 22, " and further "I am doubtful whether Lioney is a
person of ‘'high intellellectual promise’, but I do think he could benefit from
higher education and that he would put it to very good use.'" There are other
more co*nphmen.ary remarks in the letters, but generally Mr. Loney is
painted as a marginal graduate student. The question of his admission to
graduate work here was apparently scttled by the Admissions Committee
prior to the exam results at Durham, and as far as I can see no condition
was placed on his admission to meeting our high second-class entrance require-
ments. I believe therefore the Graduates Admissions Committee sheculd
seriously consider its admissions procedures in this respect and consider
making admissions tentative until the fmal exam results are known and the
requisite standing assured.

Mr. Loney sees himself as the injured party being harassed by the police
and the news media and that he has done nothing that would not be readily
accepted in England, and that it is just the imperfections of the B. C. popula-
tion that has caused the problem. He sees himself as in opposition to the
people and the law of British Columbia and to the University, and as the
champion of the liberality in these matters practised in England.

With regard to his course work, he enrolled in two courses in the fall
semester of 1966; on one he has been given an 'A'; on the other no mark
has been submitted. He advised that he was to do his thesis on Agrarian re-
form in Mexico, Guatemala and Cuba, but notwithstanding that he had achieved
an 'A! in a course in Latin American politics he seemed to have a very elemen-
tary knowledge of the problems in these countries or the history of the develop-
ment. He had plans of visiting these countries this summer to talk with the
professors at the universities, but he did not know the people to contact, nor
had he made any enquiries to them. He seemed to be a bit uncertain as to
just where the universities were, but that he felt that he would be able to make
all the necessary enquiries and contacts after he arrived in the countries.

I asked about his course work; Mr. Loney said he had taken one course
in the fall semester, while the Registrar's records show him taking two. Mr.
Loney said he was taking Spanish and three seminar courses in P. S. A, in the
spring semester, but the Registrar's records show him as only errolled in
"P.S.A. 893. The three courses he is taking in P, S, A. are seminar courses
and he said that he was required to write one paper in each and that he had
written one of the three papers expected of him, that he might be able to write
~one more, but the third and perhaps the second might be set over for a later
semes.er.
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I was very disappointed with Mr., Louncy's attitude; he did not live up to
the expectations or assurances given to Faculty Council by Prof., PBottornore
in that he was very defensive and scemed to be building up stockades to keep
out wisdom and logic in order that he might maintain his antagonistic position,

I must therefore say that I am doubtful that there is any real chance of
success in educating him at Simon Fraser University, but I would stress that
this is on/the basis of roughly a half-hour talk and I think it is urgent that Mr,
Loney's position be reviewed by a competent committee. It is clear that he
has not adjusted to his new environment in British Columbia, and I believe
that it is unlikely that he would do so in view of the past events and his
attitude to them,

5. Philip Stanworth: Mr., Stanworth was admitted to the fall
semester of 1965 to pursue a Ph. D. degree in P. S. A, He achieved an
"upper second-class in his B, A. in June of 1964 from the University of
Leicester and was enrolled in M, A, studies at that University. There is
vothing on the Registrar's file to indicate that he completed his Master's
degree and therefore his direct admission to a Ph. D. degree may be open
.to some question, but as it happened at the beginning of our first semester
when things were a ht tle hectic, I do not intend r "ny preceding remarks to be
finding fault, '

In general the documentation on Mr. Stanworth in the Registrar's file is
imperfect; there are no letters of reference, etc., etc,

There is no record of course enrollment for the fall semester of 1965 and
no marks submitted; there were marks submitted in the spring semester of
. 1966, but none in the fall semester of 1966 even though the record shows that .
-.he was enrolled in P. S, A, 832. :

There is therefore really no way of forming a judgment from the graduate
student records in the Registrar's office and on the basis of the meeting I had
- with him, I would class Mr. Stanworth as a margihal student, but that wit
. hard work and some direction he has every chance of succeeding.

As far as his mental attitude to the series of unhappy events with which
he had been associated I have no doubt. Mr. Stanworth had rationalized the
situation, had it well in focus and can be counted on to apply himself diligently
to his degree program. There is therefore no question in my mind that he
should be encouraged to continue as a graduate student at S, F. U, * He has a
lot of hard work ahead of him; he knows it and I think he will' make the grade,

A

=
P, D. McTaggart-Cowan
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. July 24, 1967

TO: Members of Senate
FROM: Senate Student Representatives Simon Foulds, Stanley Wong and Sharon Yandle

Three graduate students recently brought before Faculty Council on disciplinary
charges have requested the Senate student representatives to take before Senate
an appeal of the nature of Faculty Council proceedings,

The request arose following the clrculation of a report allegedly made by President
P.D. McTaggart-«Cowan at the alleged request of Faculty Council, The document con-
talned academic evaluations of five graduate students whose off-campus activities
were under consideration by the disciplinary body,

Faculty Council subsequently ruled to take no action against the students. However,
because the students consider the report to be both derogatory (if not defamatory)
and in"violation of the Statement on Academic Freedom of the American Asgoclation of
University Professors and the Universities Act, as well as potentially injurious to
their present and future education and employment, they are anxious that the matter
of Faculty Council proceedings be brought before Senate,

Further on this matter, the Senate student representatives have recelived

(1) requests from the Student Society Executive Council and the Student Actlon Com-
mittee for Academic Freedom and University Democracy that this matter be brought
to the attention of Senate members, and

(2) a motion put forward by the Graduate Students Association Executive, to be
adopted by Senate, ' '

The Senate student representatives therefore request Senate to discuss the matter of
Faculty Councll proceedings on the following grounds: :

1. That Faculty Council is concerned exclusively with non-academic matters of student
disclpline and that the Universities Act does not ascribe to it the right to make
or request academic evaluations of students,

2, That academlic evaluations of the students concerned are both unhecessary and un-
desirable, being irrelevant to the discipline procedure of Faculty Council,

3. That the confidential nature of the academic evaluation rendered impossible the
students' right to recourse and defense, thus contravening the AAUP Statemen: on

Academic Freedom,

4. That the existence of such a document may jeopardize the students' future educa-
tion and employment more than would an unfavourable decision by Faculty Council.

sesssssessscscpage 2
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Members of Senate from Student Representatives - July 24, 1967

5, That If he did In fact lssue such academic evaluations to Faculty Council, the
President assumed the authority of the Senate Graduate Studies Committee, which
could not be legitimately done so except through delegation of that authority
by Senate or by the Board of Governors,

6. That If the President did issue at Faculty Council's request the abovementioned
report, both the President and Faculty Council have in this instance extended
their areas of concern beyond that ascribed by the Universities Act and that
such extension constitutes a. violation of the Act,

Enclosed for your personal perusal please find the following documents:

Document

Document

Document
Document
Document
Document

Document

Document

Document

"A" « Memo, President P.D. NcTaggart-Cowan.to Faculty Council, April 17, 1967

"B"

"C"
"p
"E"
” F"

"G"

"H"

"I "

Memo, Professor T.B. Bottomore, Head, PSA Department, to Dean of Arts,
copies to Faculty of Arts and members of Senate

Létter, Chris Huxley to Senate student representatives
Letter, Martin Loney to Senate student representatives
Letter, Philip Stanworth to Senate student repregentatives
Letter, Student Society Executive éouncil to Senate student representatives

Motion of Graduate Students Assoclation Executive, copies to Senate
student representatives ‘

AAUP Statement on Academic Freedom of students (see especially under-
lined sections, pp. 2 and 3, .

Letter, Student Action Committee for Academic Freedom and Universlty
Democracy to Senate student reptesentatives
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' ' in PSA Department’

‘ ‘At my request you have allowed me to consult the
papers of Faculty Council, including the report by the Vresident
dated April 17, 1967. 1 do not know what kind of discussion

took place in Faculty Council, but I imagine that they will make
a report to Senate, and I think I have a right, as head of the
Department concerned, to submit my own observations on the matter.
I would ask you particularly to place my comments formally before
Senate.

The President's report, in my opinion, presents a

biassed evaluation of the acadewmic standing of these students.

In the first place, it is not true to say that some of the students

did not meet our minimum entrance requirements, because they had

only lower second class honours in their B.A. degree, Nor is it
" true to say that they were admitted through some oversight resulting
) . : from administrative chaos during our early semesters, All four

students were admitted on the basis of carefully considered

recommendations from this department which I personally approved,.

In order to evaluate a student's application for

admission to graduate studies it is necessary to take into account
a number of factors besides the final grade which he obtains in the
Bachelor's degree: the university from which he comes, the nature
of his degree programme and his tutor's reports. Two of the students
concerned came from Durham, which happens to be one of the better
English universitites, and I imagine that lower second class honours
there are equal to upper second class, or even first class, in some
universities from which we accept graduate students. All four

! students were well recommended by their tutors, and three of them had
already been offerred places in graduate schools in Englend

The cadse of Mr, Mercer illustrates very well that our
admissions policy was entirely justified. Mercer completed his
M.A. thesis in just over twelve months while acting as a teaching
assistant (and a very good one). The thesis is a good and original
plece of work, and my jJudgement of it is confirmed by that of the
external examiner, Professor R.T. McKenzie,Awho‘is an acknowledged
- . authority in this field of political science. Moreover, Mercer

. ©° .having decided that he does not wish to continue his studies in a
Canadian university after the experiences he has had, has been accepted
as a Ph.D, student at the University of Strathclyde, by the Professor

Cout/ - - -



A &?&Q‘Q&&f 'éﬁ:»b\,f‘ et
- . . Y @"&‘&{/?‘ A |
§M ‘7 ,g IG‘? 56/‘(&(?(‘,‘)/({1*0(‘(‘,4 {(‘ff'
IO

Dean of Arts 21st June, 1967 - o

of Politics, Richard Rose, who is also a well-known scholar in
this field. In the light of these facts I am simply amazed that
the report suggests that,Mercer is in some way an inadequate

 graduate student. Any such suggestion is entircly false.

There are many other evaluations in the report which I
would challenge, but it would perhaps be tedious to go through

‘them in detail. I would rather refer to a general problem in the -

evaluation of graduate applicants and graduate students in this
university. It is that such judgements are being made in too
many cases by people who have no experience of graduate teaching
and no knowledge of good graduate schools. Unless this situation
is changed our graduate programme 1s likely to deteriorate along
with our reputation in the academic world.

There is one other aspect of the report on which I
should like to comment briefly. The account of the behaviour of
the four students when they were interviewed by the President
rests heavily upon an 'official’ view of the incidents on and off
the campus in March this year. At various times I was also
disappointed in the behaviour of the students, but I still consider
that this report paints too black a picture and does not bring out
any of the more favourable aspects. I think it is well known in
the university that I do not subscribe to the 'official' version of
the troubles in March, and that I consider the larger share of the
blame to rest with the Board of Governors. I wish my view of this
matter to be formally placed on record by the Senate.

Cvrvouiam

Q000000

c.c. President
Faculty of Arts members of Senate

‘IBB/vs
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To....Student Representatives On Senate . . from....... . Chris. BUBLEY ol s

............................................................................

Subject, Faculty Council Discussmn on Five, oasoJ“lle”“
Graduate Students. .

SEI0QS—4q

I have not seen the agenda for the meeting of Scnate on Monday July 10, but
understand from the Pcak of July 5 that matters concernlng myself and the four
other graduate students whq appeared before the President in March will be raised.
I feel it might,be helpful if 1 ﬁresent sohe observations on the matter with
particular reference to my own position.

I have no knowledge of the kind of discussion thet took place iniFaculty
00uncil on May 11 but presume 00unei1 wi}l eubmit some sort‘of report to Senate.
,Perm;t me therefore to make some obeervations.

‘SOmwhat more’ than three months heve now passed since my.appearance before
Faculty Council and subsequent interview with the President, At that time I was
informed that I was being interviewed at the reqeest of Faculty Council with the
view to ascertaining my intention of attaining my academic goals. The President
subsequently wrote up a confidentiét report which was circulated to members of
Council in which he made certain observations on each of the fiye students. Aé rs

“well known howerer, the report for some reason did not remain confidential, For
this reason and since the report itself draws on such further confidential materxal
as letters of rec0mmendation and reports by graduate students supervisors. I feel

‘_1t is not indiscreet for me to make comment.

Rather than speculating on what I interpret to be the intent of the above
mentioned document I should prefer to cqnsider the President's own explanation;

namely, 'to assess their (the fiVe) potential as‘graduate students in the light of

' the difficultles that had arisen in order that Council might be assured of a rea-

sonable poasibxlity of success!"

(1) I see no reason whatsoever why the difficulties I had to undergo in March
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©of a half-hour interview by

over my employment as ga teaching assistant

" a teaching assistant in March and have subsequent

this has not so far been a problem. 1In fact

regard the matter .of further employment as

ing semesters of my programme.

academic’ standing, Faculty Council does,

recommend disciplinary action teo Senate ‘as it think

has yet to make any such recommendation,

public notice is the President's task of

earlier.

decision or recommendation, I wish to question the
in asking for such an investigation when to my knowl

pressed no dissatisfaction with my academic progiress,

have the right to authorize investigations,

are not divulged to me, My academic standing

relationship'co my own,

[ % , ' / )
| CARA 10 {1 gt ‘
.(f s 2, ‘ | <M 7;,6’;&97? | ¢ XA {/ﬂ\ 7tie

AN N ﬂarl(’;, P ‘
(f{/f‘ devh Lyt e "‘ PR

should have, or will in the futurc,

purguits, 1In other words I am

end; but since I wag reinstated as

ly received a research stipend
have :

» I/ had no indication that 1 should

Progenting @ problem for the remain-

I understand, have a perfect right to

s fit. To my knowledge, it

The only step taken that has received

procedure of Faculty Council
edge, my- department has ex-

Faculty Council may indeed
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(4) I do not know if my status as a graduate.student is in question. In
'Mareh the President told a Press conference the five would be allowed

to remain at the university,and continue on as graduate students providing
each gave en assurance he 1ntended to achieve hls academic goals. The

press subsequently asserted that our status as graduate students was never

in question. However dellberatlons have presumably taken place in Council

“resulting in dec1510ns or recommendations with respect to our status as

students. The three graduate students currently on campus, namely John Edmond,
Phil Stanworth, and myself, have therefore written to the President as Chairman
of Faculty Council. The letter, dated July 5th, concludes; 'Since any such
decisions or recommendationg have not yet been made known to us,. and since the

outcome of those deliberations is crucial to our continuance as students at this

"university, we would respectfully request to be informed of whether in fact

Faculty Council has concluded its inquiry respecting ourselves and, if so, that

the results of their del1berat10ns be known to us, '

At the preeent all I know is that the regretable document has found itg

way into circulation in the academic eommunity and I feel my status is jeopardized

"as a result,

(5) If I may now refer to a specific reference to myself in the document I
have been discussing. Earlier I quoted the President with reference to Council's
concern over our intention of fulfilling our academic goals. By thls and fol-

lowing on from Faculty Counc11 s function I understand him to mean our standing

as graduate students. Yet desplte this he expllcitly refers to my competence

as a teachlng assistant, I quote, "o but I suggest that any further tutoring



]

. o A e 7
» 4: , | | 5 M ‘7, ? /é 7 ey 4‘/£‘¢;)f/:;%;¢;4 Jn; :.‘.
he may be asked to do should'be very closely monitored, to see if he indeed -
'.does have the intellectual stamina to cope with the really bright under-
graduate students."
| By way of réply I can do no better than quote the President when in
the previous paragraph he states; "i.. I realize one short interview really
provides quite iﬁsufficient grounds for assessing academic competence", If my
teaching competence is also to be called into questiog I surely have thé right to
request at<1eés£ some consideration of the views of those concerned witﬁ the
courses I have taught_during two semesters, Criticiem whether from students,
colleagues or my professors I would welcome, Suspicion of my 'intellectual
stamina' from someone unacquainted wiﬁh my work frankly provokes resentment t
and finds no respect, |

In conclusion I would request that student representatives on Senate
_raise some of the points I have presented above. The President's memorandum
' - . . ' , fina, Fsiclo”
has not remained confidential - a fact that may equally distress both and
snd others. I cannot pretend it was not written, I do consider it unfortunate in

so far as his personal evaluation of the five students may be too readily accepted

as in some way both legitimate and objective, neither of which I consider to

be the case., I should like to make formal request that student representatives
on Senate propose a motion censuring the procedure adopted in investigating the
academic standing of five students and to include a demand that the President's

memorandum is never. included with transcripts of academic records,

.

c.c. President, Student Council, ' ‘

’
-
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(DOCUMENT "D")

TO: Academle Senate

Dear Sirs:

I recently recelved from unofficial sources, a copy of the
President's remarks to Faculty Council on the subject of five
graduate students. Though the document 1s marked confidential
it has, I am told, received falrly extensive publicity, It is
not my wish, at this time, and from a distance of 3,500 miles
to stir up eny problems and I am writing to you to clear up a
few of the more blatant distortions In the document and to
request your asslstance,

The Presldent reports on my case 'I do not know why he was

-admltted in the first place' a question which I cannot answer
except to say, for the same reasons, I presume, that I was
accepted at Manitoba and Dalhousie and also given a tentative
acceptance at Essex Universlty, the lattexr, after I had grltten

withdrawing my application in the light of recelving a 2

recelved a subsequent letter from Essex saylng that it might
still be possible to offer a place. I had, however, more or less
declded by this time to come to Simon Fraser University because
of reports I had heard about -the P.S.A, Department, a decision -
which I never had cause to regret. :

The President describes me as a marginal graduate student, a
quallty which we all seem to share in for some reason, even
Geoff Mercer recently awarded an M,A, after an extensive examina-
tion by an internationally acknowledged scholar. Apart from the
- selection of quotes used from reference letters the President
might have mentioned that I honoured jointly. in polltics and
 economics and that in the letter I, at no time, made any claims
to success. Niether do I 'point' myself as brilliant though
I never understood this to be a prerequisite for admission to a
graduate program.

The Presldent then moves on ‘in the same important vein to
describe my views on the world in general and B, C. in particular,
Suffice it to say that I made no remarks on the B, C. population,
that as somebody who 1s Interested in promoting change I do not
see the key to success as being 'in opposition to the people---
of B.C,, nor do I wish to export what the President terms British

Continued,se
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'liberality' since I for one, do not know what he means. The:
remarks I made on the subject were that in the provincial

"~ environment of B, C., an lssue unimportant in amny other places

had been blown out of proportion. I use the term provincial
descriptively and not prejoratively. '

Finally, I cannot see what my views on B. C. or my alleged
'martyr complex' have to do with my capabilities as a graduate
student and am even more at a loss to know in what way the
President's view of what he interprets to be my opinion, should
effect the issue, It seems the sole criteria of whether we
were rational and potential graduate students hinged on how
closely our political views and perspective colncided with
those of the President which hardly seems a healthy criteria,

I will say nothing of the President's comments on the courses I

was or was not enrolled in excepting that to infer that I was
either misleading him or unclear myself 1s in line with the

general tenor of his remarks but bears little relation to the case,
The case is as I stated it, Three papers were not 'expected! of

me since one of the semlinars the 'department &I seminar' is
continuous and papers are presented in any semester while the other
two papers were completed. As for Spanish, I was audlting the 100
coursejsuffice 1t to say that through this (WhiQH,Eqﬂid not complete)
and studylng on my own, I acquired a sufficient,to be admitted to
the second level Spanish course at the North America Cultural
Institute in Maxico City, The first level course conslsts of 3
hours contact a day for three weeks plus preparation plus conversa-
tion with Spanish speaking people,

; Finally, the discussion I was, to my. surprise, obliged to have

with the President regarding Agrarian reform in Latin America.
My research does not merely consist in coliecting the addresses
of universities in Latin America and visiting them, nor would I
have thought it necessary to obtain the addresses in Canada even
if this were the case, Secondly, as I remember my plans at the
time of our meeting were not fixed nor my area of speclalication

- mapped out though they were considerably less vague than the Presldent

suggests and since not final are hardly crucial,

As it is working out, I hope to be in Cuba for six months, four of
those at my own expense and my non-existent contacts which the
President seems doubtful I could find, include a member of the
central committee of the Cuban Communist Party and chalrman of

"AWN.AP., one of the principle agricultural agencles in Cuba, a

member of the Organization Latin America de Sol idaridad, a member
of the central committee of the Cuban Young Communists, a Univ-
ersity Professor, the Director of the National Anthropology
Museum and numerous members of the Cuban Federation of University
gtudents, : : .

Continuedese -
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I leave for Havanna within a week but while not glve to paroxysms
of nerves I find my continued insecurity at Simon Fraser University
doesn't provlide the best basls for embarking on serious research.

_ I hardly relish the thought of spending six months in the Cuban
countryside gathering data only to find I am no longer a graduate
student. Though certainly I have no intention of stopping until
forced to do so.

The!President finally expresses hls doubt as to the possibility

of successfuly 'educating' me at Simon Fraser. The sentence lends

itself to wide interpretation;however, education sgtill means
abllity to prove competence in a given academic fleld, I would
hope that my case will be judged on academid grounds by competent
authorities and not the acceptability of my views or thelr inter-
pretation by administrative bodies. .

I would ask you to protest strongly the distortion expressed in the
"President's letter and would be interested to know iIf the Senate
. Assoclation can give me any help.

- I must apologize fdr writing at such great length (and probably
with great illegibility) however, I felt that some of the points
warranted reﬁutation.

Martin Lloney
Graduate Student, PSA Dept,
Simon Fraser University
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Excerpts from a personal letter to: ,
Sharon Yandle
Student Representative
Senate

essin case my responsibility come; under attack, in Britain I was
a member of the joint negotiating committee between the students'
. council and the university government; Vice Chairman of the

" National Assoclation of Labour Student Organizatlons - student
wing of the governing lLabour Party; member of the Universitles
Working Party of the National Union of Students - a body designed
to draw up documentation of problems and policles as requested by
- the NUS.-o :

essFinally, I have never appeared before Faculty Council, and I
am being tried in absentia and on the basis solely of the opinion
" of the Board of Governors and President McTaggart-Cowan ..,
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Academic Senate

Dear Sir,

I have been shown a document which seems to havé emanated from
the office of the President and 1s marked "confidential". The text
contains several statements I take strong exbeption to since they
have no foundation in fact, and involve tﬂe good name of close col=

leagues,

I would 1ike to know If the document 1s genulne, If it is, I
wish to protest the circulation in secrecy of such a base and mali=
gnant text, contalning as it does numerous judgements which the

Presldent does not have the professional competence to make.

Furthermore, it is apparent that this infamous document has
‘placed not only the good name of the people concerned in jeopardy,

“but also that of the university.

I can only register my own disappointment and disagréement with
the President, if indeed hé dld authorize the aforementioned mem-
orandum., ‘Should this be the cése then the least that can be done
13 to extend the right of reply to those concerned should they wanﬁ

to use it,

Yours sincerely,

Philip H, Stanworth

cc -~ Student Counclil
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SIMCON FRASER STUDENT SOCIETY
simon f{raser universlty/burnaby 2, b.c./telephone 291-3181
| July 10, 1967

Student Representatives
‘Simon Fraser Universlty Senate

. Dear Representatives:

The Executive Council of the Simon Fraser Student Society has recelved letters
from Chris Huxley, Martin Loney and Philip Stanworth protesting the nature of
Faculty Counclil proceedings in its discusslion of disciplinary action agalnst them,

It is thelr feeling that the material presented to Faculty Council constlituted an
in absentla derogatory evaluation of them to which they had no recourse, and was
in clear violation of the AAUP statement on academlc freedom which affirms the
right of students to defend themselves against unjust and/or secret evaluations of
this nature,

It is the Student Society Executlive Council's opinion that the polnt of in camera
Faculty Councll meetings is to protect the students in questlion from a public
discusslon of their cases, However, proceedings kept secret from the students
involved serve only to violate the questlon of student protection for which the
original notion of secrecy was designed,

In view of these proceedings and the students' protests of them, we now write to
request that you; as student representatives, bring thls matter before Senate in
accordance with the provisions of the Universities Act. "

Yours truly,
Nelson H. Rudelier

President, Executive Council
-Simon Freser Student Soclety
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TO: Student Senate Representatives

FROM: Graduate Student Assoclation Executive

" 4th July, 1967

 MOTION: ‘That Senate assure that acceptance of a graduate student to the university

} by the relevant department and the Senate Graduate Admission Committee
shall be final; with the proviso that a graduate student always has the
right of appeal to Senate, his éubsequent academic standing, that is, the
assessment of satlsfactory progress, shall be made by his Supervlsing
Committee only,

REF: pp. 29- 30, SFU Graduate Studies Calendar, 1967- 8

(nb: the section referred to reads: "To remain in the graduate program a student's
C progress must be considered satisfactory by
his Supervisln? COmmlttee "

»

-
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Statement

The Academic Freedom of Students

Upon the recommendation of GCommiltee A on Academic Freedom and Tenure in October, 1960, the Council autharited
appointment of a new standing commiltee, designated as Commillee § on Faculty Responsibility for the Academic Free-
_dom of Students. Dr. Phillip Monypenny, Professor of Political Science at the University of Illinois, was appointed to
serve a3 Chairman of the new commiltce. Once established, Commiltee S gave primary attention to the lask of [ormu-

lating a statement on the acadrmic [reedom of students. Sever.
the consent of the Council in the Autumn, 1964, issue of the A
and comments from members, chapters, conferences, and other

al drafts were prepared, one of which was published with
AUP Dulictin for the express purpose of inviting reaction

interested fprersons and organizations,

The prc!inlivinry Committee § stalement stimulated considerable interest and respanse. Commiltee § therefore di-
rected most of its attention during [965 to refining the tentative statement published in 1964 The statement which

fullows has been approved by the Council in principle but r
ston policy. The Council has also authorited Commitlce S to

emaing a (entalive, rather than a fixed, stalement of Associa-
initiate discussions with rcprcunlnliuu of other interested

national organiwtions in the hope that these efforts might result in the formulation of a joint statement on student
rights and responsibilities. These discussions will commence this winter. ,

The Members of Committee § who prepared the following statement are:
Philip Monypenny (Political Science) University of Illinois, (Chairman)
Philip Appleman (English) Indiana University
Frederick H. Hartmann (Political Science) University of Florida
Beatrice G. Konheim (Physiology) Hunter College
John J. Reed (History) Muhlenberg College
Tom J. Truss Jr, (English) University of Mississippi
William Van Alstyne (Law) Duke Universily

Preambie

Free inquiry and free expression are esscatial attributes
of the community of scholars. As cmbers of that com-
munity, students should be encouraged to develop the
capacice for critical judgment and to engage in a sus-
taincd .adl independent scarch for truth. The freedom to
learn depends upon appropriate opportunitics-and con-
ditions in the clissroom, on the campus, and in the larger
community. The responsibility to secure and to respect
general conditions conductive to the freedom to learn is
shire.e o all menders of the academic community. Stu-
der ..i.d endcavor to excrcise their freedom with
ma.wiaty and responsibility. i

WINTSR YQ65 - - - v o

Robert Van Waes (History) Washinglon Office’

I. In the Classroom

“The professor in the classroom and in conference
should encourage free discussion, inquiry, and expression.
Students should he evaluated solely on the basis of their

_academic perfriaance, not on their opinions or conduct

in matters unrelated to acadamic standards.

A. Protection of Freedom of Expression. Students are
tesponsible for learning thorougnly the content of any
coursc of study, but they should be frce to take reasoned
exception to the data or vicws offered, and to rescrve
judgment about matters of opinion.

B. Protection Against Improper Academic Evaluation.

- Students are responsible for maintaining standards of

447
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academic perlormance established by their professors, hut ‘3. Stwdent orpanizations may bc required to submi sucible
they shouid have protection through orderly procedures a current list of officers, but they should noat be TCquired Popacui o
against prejudiced or capricious academic evaluation, to submit a membership list as a condition of mstitution,] | swre (1t
C. I"mlrui(r"a,.ﬁ:ainsl l-n;n-oﬁcr I_)icrln'yurc. Information - - recognition, ' o l hitnt soch
! ahout student views, beliels, and  political -assnciations 4. Campus organizations  should  be open 1o alf y dentroot
. which professors acquire in the course of their work as students without respect to racc, religion, creed, or p,. | and theis
‘ insructors, advisers, and counsclors should be considered tional orgin, except for religious qualifications wiy), A
confidential. Protection against improper disclosure is a may he required by scctarian organizations. ' ; of sanlder
scrinus professional obligation, Judgments of ability and 5. Students and student organizations should he {ree joInwe i
/ character may be provided umder appropriate circum- to examine and 0 discuss all questions ol interey to ' dents o
stancces. ’ : them, aund to express opininny publicly or privatcly. They | Suedenny
; e . R “should also be [yce to support causcs hy any orderly mean, scmibed L
llt. Slu(lcnv( Records o . ’ " which do not disrupt the regular and essential opcration should m
Institntions should have a careflully comidered policy of the institution., : ' L general |
s 1o the information which should be part of a student’s o S"“"‘""" "'"."l" be ”“"wcfl to ":""‘c and o hear academic
pevmanent educational record and as o the conditions any . penon of ‘l'_"f"_ awn ‘-",'““"'ﬁf “'"k the orded cral com
of itv disddosne, 'l:'u minimize the risk of improper dis. “"'_’"}"".“'K of facilities may require the “!’-“7‘“‘-'""“ of Muutien
clovure, seademic and disciplinary records should be scp- foutine procedures h‘d("_c A gucst speaker s invied 1 ‘ bates o
atate, and the conditions of access o cach should be seq appear on campus, institutional C"""f’l of campus fa. § campon
forth in an cxplicit policy statement. Transcripts of aca. '“'"'m should hever be used s a dc‘f'" of censarship, should b
demic records should contain only information about ; 1t sbould be miade clc.ar to the academic and larger com. mally be
academic status. Data from disciplinary and counscling .y MUYy that sponsorship of guest speakers does not neces- pendent
hics should not he available to unauthorized persons on + ¢ $3fily imply approval or. endorsement of the views ex. V. Froc
campus o to any person’off campus except for the most ' pressed, cither by thc sponsoring group or the institution, l ',
compcelling reasons. No records should be kept which re. ;. . C. Slm'{au Participation in l"f"“‘“"""‘ 'GOV"""“'"‘- 'Ihc ¢
ficce the political activitics or beliefs of studens. PrOVision",:'.'_ As constituents .of '(!lt academic community, stidenn il'lh('rr'n
should alo he made for periodic routine destruction of, i 'sho_ul(l'bc frcc,. mdn'ulu'all)v‘ an.(l collccn‘vcly, o expren umrla.iv{
noncurrent disciplinary records. Administrative staff and’ - [N€IT views on issucs of institutional policy and on mat. facilivirs

student personnel officers should respect confidential jn. ;€7 of general interest 1o the student body. The ’."',d""
formation ahout students which they acquire in'the course **-*; bedy should have clcarly defined means to participate
of their work o “in the formulation and application of regulations affect.

duct an
I dese
pl’m(tt"i

. — —

. , - ing student affairs. Student governments should be pro- ing. fu
o I1L. Student Affairs : B tected from arbitrary intcrvention, ) ' tional <
. ) . - bt D Student Publications, Studemt publications and the rcsalve
Instudent affairs, certain standards must be main. - student press are a valuable aid in establishing and main. safegua
tained if the academic (reedom of students is to be PT® wining an atmosphere of free and responsibie discusvion the uni
served. : o » - - and of intellectual exploration on the campus. They are are ree
A, l"m-dmn from Arlnhqry Discrimination. Colleges i A means of bringing student concerns to the atiention of ings.!
and universities should be open 1o all students who e the facuity and’ the institutional authorities and of for. | AN
academically qualificd. While scctarian institutions ™Ay " mulating student opinion on various issucs on the campus dents.
give admission preference to students of their own per- and in the world at large. . . {or vic
suasion, such a preference should be cicarly and pubiiciy - l. The student press should he free of censorship aud
stated. Colicge facilities and services should be Open 10 -, Lo advance approval of copy,-and its editors and man. oOF a3
all students, and institutions shoukd use their influence agers should be (ice o develop their own editorial poli- Oile e
to sccure cqual aceess for all students to public facilities cies and news coverage. . . - vague
in the ocal community. - ' 2. The integrity and responsibility of student pub- jutiou
B. Freedom of Association. Students bring to the cam. lications should he encouraged by arrangements which " avoide
pus a varicty of interests previously acquired and develop permit financial autonomy or, ideally, complete financial instite
many new inllcrc.sts as members of the academic com- independence. ' . \B. .
munity. They should be free to organize and join as., 3. Editors and managers should subscribe 10 canons 1.
sociations 1o bromote their common interests. + of responsible journalism. At the same time, they should ) ocLup
L. Adisliation with an extramural organization should be protected from arbitrary suspension and removal be. l et
not of iwselfl afiect recognition of a student organization. , cause of student, faéully. administrative, or public dis iratio
2. Each prgnnization should be frce to choose its _ approval of editorinl policy or content. Only for proper o1
own campus -adviser, and institutional recognition should . . and sated causcs should cditors and managers be subject respo
not be withheld or withdrawn solely hecause of the in- *to removal and then by orderly and prescribed pro- pli:'n'
_ability of a student organization to secure an adviser. ., cedures. : ' . : 'l'hé
Members of the faculty serve the colicge community when |, - : - : S .
‘hcy accept the responsibility to advise and consult with’ o Iv. Oft-Campus Freedom of Students 1 ";“,A
. udent otganizations: they should not have the authority . .. _A. Exercise of- Rights of Citizenship. As citizens, stu- | acce,
--to control the policy of such organizations, tlents should enjoy the same (reedom of speech, peacelul ! in th
' i

M8 ' _ S o AAUP BULLETIN . wi
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; wrmbly, and pight of peritien that other Gitizens cnjoy. and the objeas or information wought. The student ' b
o fanly members and administratise officials should in- should be present, af possibie, during the scarch. For
ke that institutinnal powers are not employed to in- = premises not controlicd by the institution, the ordinary

abt ch intelectual and pcnsonal development of stu. . requirements for lawful scarch should be foliowed.

(;‘ is often plﬂlll"lcd by their off-campus activities . 2. Students detected ot arresicd in the course. of

SRir cxeruise of the rights of citirenship. ' serious violations of institutional  regulations, ot in-
| B. Inststutional Authority and Cirtd Penalties. Activitics fractions of ordinary law, should be informed of their
- of students may upon occasion result in violation of law, rights. No form of harassment should be used by in-

In such cases, institutional officials should apprise stu-’ 1. stitutional representatives to cocrce admissions of gwilt
dents of thoir Jegal rights and may offer other assistance. or information about conduct of other suspected persans.
students who vielate the law may incur penalties pre- 2t C. Status of Student Fending Final Action. Pending
scribcd by civil authorities, but institutional authority’ action on the charges, the status of a student should not
should neves be wed merely to duplicate the function of i % be altered, or his right to be present on the campus and

general laws. Only where the institution’s intercsts as an * (0 attend classes suspended, except for rcasons relating :
) _u:u!cniic community are distinct from those of the gcn-' < to his physical or emotional safety and well-being, or for ]
eral conunumiiy should the speeial authority of the in- i reasons relating to the safety of students, faculty, or
. stitutinn be auerted. The student who incidentally vio- ! university property. . i
Jates institutional regulations in the course of his off- D. Hearing Commillee Procedures. The formaiity of - )
campus activity, such as those relating to class attendance, ! the proccdure to which a student is entitled” in disci- !
should be suhject to no greater penaity than would nor- plinary cases should be proportionate to the gravity of '
mally be imposed. Jnstitutional action should be inde- the offense and the sanctions which may be imposcd. !
pemlent of community pressure. Minor pecnaltics may be asscssed informally under pre- t
. V. Procedural Standards in Disciplinary Proccedings - ucri'hcd proce('lurcs. When misconduct .ma'y rc‘.“h in
serious penaltics, the student should have the right to :
The disciplinary powers of educational institutions are . a hearing before a regularly constituted hearing com-
inherent in their responsibility to protect their cduca- © . mittee. o ;
tional purpose through the regulation of the use of their 1. The hearing commitice should ‘include faculty !
facilitics and through the setting of standards of con- members or, if regularly included or tequested by the '
duct and scholanship for the studcnts who attend them. accused. both faculty and student mecmbers. No member |
o In developing responsible student conduct, disciplinary of the hearing committee who is othcrwise intercsted in ;
{  cedings play a role substantially secondary to counsel- ~ the particular casc should sit in judgment during the i
. guidance, admonition, and example. In the excep- proceeding. . N ‘
1al circumstances when these prclcrred means fail to © 9, The student should be informed. in writing, of ?
resolve problcms of student conduct, proper pmccdural the rcasons for the P[opqscd disciplinary action with }
safeguards should be observed to protect the student from . sufficicnt particularity, and in sufficient time, to ensure ’
the unfair imposition of serious penaltics. The following : opporlunily to prepare for the hearing. .
are rccommeided as proper safeguards in such proceed- ' 3. The student appearing before the hearing com- '
. ings! , mitice should have ihe right to be assisted in his defense. ;
A. Notice of Standards of Conduct Expected of Stu- by an adviser of his choice. ‘ : :
dents. Disciplinary proceedings should be instituted only "~ 4. The burden of proof should rest upon the officials (
for violal‘inn of standards of conduct defined in advance pripging the charge. :
and published lhrm.x;;l\ such means as a sm.dcn} handl‘)ook co 5. The scudent should he given an opportunity to
or a generally available body of umiversity regulations.” "¢ testify and 10" Present evidence and witnesses. He should :
L _Offenscs should he as clearly defined as possible, and such have an "q"l’;(;m“ﬁ‘hy 10 hear and qucslidn ‘adverse wit- )
* vague phrases as “undesirable conduct” or “conduct in- nesses. In no case should the committee consider state- »
i‘"if’“’ to the best interests of the institution™ should be ments 1;,1|ml him unless he has been advised of their
avoided. Conceptions of misconduct _particular to the - content and of the name of those who mndc‘lheni. and
institution need clear and explicit definition. . " anless he Taas been Agi"cch an oi:pdnmﬁly to rcbut un-
B. Investigation of Student Conduct. : ) favorabic inferentes which might “otherwise be drawn.
l', Execpt under emergency circumstances, premises - "6. All matters upon which the decision may be based
. occupicd by students and the personal posscss'mns of stu- must be introduced into evidence at the proceeding helfore
,t.lenfs should not be searched unless ;fppropnatc author * |he hearing committee. The decision should be based
i7ation has been obtained. For premiscs such as dormi- L . . . ,

. Y . - solcly upon such matier. Improperly acquired evidence !
torics controlled by the institutton, an appropriate and . should not be admitted. : :
responsible authority should be designated to whom ap-- PR T he absence of . h hould b !
plication should be made. before a scarch is conducted. - - In the, anscnce O A transcript, ¢ cre should B¢ :

th a digeét and a verbatim record, such as a tape ve- ‘
'

The application should specify the reasons for the search cording, of the hearing.

' ‘——_— o 8. The decision of the hearing committee should be

' s jionor codes offering comparahlc guarantres may be an ) R A
wcceptable substitute for the procedural standards ect forth final, subject to the student’s right of appeal to the
: . ' ; governing board of the institution.

in this section. o ..
: ’ . . S . . ' .
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July 6, 1967

i

|

_Mrs. Sharon Yandle and Mr. Simon Foulds
Student Senators

-Simon Fraser University

Burnaby 2, B. C.

- Dear Mrs, Yandle and Mr, Foulds:

The Faculty Council decision to request confidential
"evaluations about five graduate students (Chris Huxley,
Geoff Mercer, Martin Loney, Phil Stanwrrth, John Edmonds)
constitutes a breach of the rights of the concerned students,

The "confidential memorandum" allegedly issued by
President McTaggart-Cowan was widely and publicly circulated, e
The damaging accusations could detrementally affect the
future careers of these students.,

The Faculty Council has unilaterally:
(1) damaged the reputations of the five graduates
named, ' :
~ (2) inltiated arbitrary proceedings in which there

were no provisions for the right of defense.

This action undoubtedly sets a retrogressive Pprecedent
for university government at Simon Fraser.

I am requesting a ruling from the Senate on whether or
not Faculty Council can make or accept evaluation of students
without allowing the students any right to recourse or defense.

. o .., I | -~ Yours truly,

llglw;«\//kglgkéika

Donn Korbin
Chairman
Student Action Committee for
~ Academic Freedom and University
Democracy

DK/mw .-



