
Minutes of a Meeting of the Carleton University Senate 
Held on Friday, 5 May 2000 at 9:30 a.m. 

in the Senate Room, Robertson Hall  

R.J. Van Loon presiding  

Attendance  

G.S. Adam, K.S. Andonian, P. Attallah, R. Bird, R.C. Blockley, J.A. Brook, B. Burns, M. Caspi, 
C.H. Chan (Clerk), J. DeBardeleben, M. Dorland, B.S. Elliott, M. Foss, A. Freedman, B. Gianni, 
B. Gillingham, M. Glass, S. Godfrey, R.A. Goubran, A.S. Haydon, R. Jeffreys, G. Larose, L. 
Librande, C. Lundy, M. Mac Neil, S. Maguire, S.A. Mahmoud, A.M. Maslove, L.T.R. 
McDonald, S. McFee, S.E. Mills, B.C. Mortimer, G. Mutton, J. Oommen, S. Phillips, J. Pratt, J. 
Ramisch, D. Rosse, P.N. Rowe, H.M. Schwartz, J. Shepherd, C.L. Tan, P.J.S. Watson, D.R. 
Watt, B. Wozniak.  

Regrets  

F. Abele, C. Anders, J.W. ApSimon, J.C. Armitage, J. Blenkinsop, B. Ford, D. Foreman, P. 
Goodfellow, D. Gorham, E. Kranakis, A. Kroeger, V. Kumar, M. Langer, D. Long, K. Matheson.  

Absent  

S. Al-Haddad, N. Hanna, S. Jetha, F. Khan, S. Lipsett-Rivera, M. Makin, M. Nakhla, T.M. Smy.  

For Action  

1. New President of CUSA  

The President welcomed Mr. James Pratt, the new President of CUSA, to Senate.  

He also took the opportunity to thank the out-going President, Mr. J. Belfontaine for all of his 
work during his two year term as President.  

2. Question Period  

There were none.  

3. Minutes  

The following sets of Senate minutes were approved, as circulated (Rowe, Watson): 17 February 
and 1-8 March 2000.  

The following sets of Executive minutes were approved (Maslove, Blockley): 29 February, 23 
March and 25 April 2000.  



In connection with the Executive minutes of 23 March 2000, the Clerk noted two errors, viz., p. 
2501 #5, the correct title should read "Degree Specializations on Graduate Transcripts", and p. 
2502 #11, the correct title should read "Change in Date and Time for the May Executive 
Meeting".  

4. Business Arising from the Minutes  

There was none.  

5. Report of the Senate Electoral Officer  

The Clerk, as Electoral Officer, drew Senate's attention to the documentation on this matter 
(Appendix A) (see also Executive minutes 2499-500 #2 and 2503-4 #1).  

6. Motion re Institute of Criminology and Criminal Justice  

Senate considered documentation on this matter (Appendix B).  

It was MOVED (Mac Neil, Maslove)  

that Senate request the Board of Governors to formalize the creation of the Institute of 
Criminology and Criminal Justice within the Faculty of Public Affairs and Management as the 
administrative home to the B.A. and B.A. Honours Programs of Criminology and Criminal 
Justice.  

CARRIED.  

7. NUG Proposal  

Senate considered a memorandum on this matter, dated 28 January 2000 (Appendix C).  

It was MOVED (Maguire, Pratt)  

that elected student Senators be provided with a parking pass or a bus pass for the academic year 
in which they serve on Senate, subject to review at the end of the Fall term, and that the pass be 
revoked if the majority of meetings were not attended. This process will be reviewed after four 
years to determine whether there is an increase in student representation on Senate.  

CARRIED.  

8. Report of the Senate Committee on Admission and Studies Policy re Academic 
Regulations of the University  

Senate considered this Report, dated 20 April 2000 (Appendix D).  



The President suggested, and Senate agreed, that any matter not approved by Senate today would 
be referred back to the Committee for fine-tuning, and considered by Senate at its meeting in 
June.  

It was MOVED (Mortimer, Brook)  

that Senate approve Motion #1, as outlined in the Report (Appendix D, p. 2).  

CARRIED.  

It was MOVED (Mortimer, Dorland)  

that Senate approve Motion #2, as outlined in the Report (Appendix D, p. 2).  

Following discussion, the following matters were referred back to the Committee for further 
consideration, and subsequently will be re-considered by Senate at its June meeting: Debarment 
(p. 8 of the Regulations)--the length of time before possible readmission; the grade of ABS (p. 6 
of the Regulations)--as it pertains to an instructor's permission for a student to skip the final 
examination; new Major CGPA graduation requirement (pp. 11-13 of the Regulations)--its 
implications for in-course students; and the appropriateness of the increase of the minimum 
CGPA to 5.00 in the Major for graduation with a General degree.  

As the above-noted matters would be brought back to Senate for consideration in June, approval 
of MOTION (Motion #2) is still PENDING.  

It was MOVED (Mortimer, Maslove)  

that Senate approve Motion #3, as outlined in the Report (Appendix D, p. 3).  

CARRIED.  

It was MOVED (Mortimer, Freedman)  

that Senate approve Motion #4, as outlined in the Report (Appendix D, p. 3).  

Several members of Senate raised concern about the phase-in period for the new graduation 
requirements. Prof. B. Mortimer explained that this will be announced to all students when they 
are admitted to the University. He added that it would be a small number of students, adding that 
they are aware that there will be appeals, but students will receive a fair settlement.  

It was MOVED (Rowe, Maguire) as a MATTER OF PROCEDURE  

that this motion be referred back to the Senate Committee on Admission and Studies Policy for 
further consideration.  

THE PROCEDURAL MOTION WAS NOT CARRIED.  



THE MOTION WAS CARRIED.  

The President thanked Prof. Mortimer and the members of the Senate Committee on Admission 
and Studies Policy for their work on the new regulations.  

9. Annual Reports  

Senate received, for information and comment, the following annual reports:  

9.1 Senate Financial Review Committee  

Senate considered this Report, dated April 2000 (Appendix E).  

The President then responded, on behalf of the Administration, to the Recommendations 
contained in the Report:  

Recommendation #1: agreed; this would require a motion, at the beginning of the next academic 
year, to establish such a sub-committee.  

Recommendation #2: the Committee (SFRC) could undertake this task, or suggest the 
establishment of an ad hoc committee.  

Recommendation #3: there was no objection to this recommendation.  

Recommendation #4: this is done annually by the Board; as it's approved at an open meeting, 
members of Senate can have access to the Board minutes.  

Recommendation #5: we have very few, but this should be part of the discussion of these 
programs.  

Recommendation #6: this is a matter for the Senate Committee on Disabilities.  

Recommendation #7: these were Senate and Board decisions; Senate has regular program 
reviews and the University has regular reviews as well; reviews of graduate programs is through 
OCGS.  

Recommendation #8: ask Prof. K. Graham to speak to Senate once the Committee has come to 
some conclusion.  

Recommendation #9: we do this on an on-going basis.  

Recommendation #10: this kind of review is appropriate and they will be looking for a way to do 
it effectively.  

Recommendation #11: the Chair of the Academic and Research Committee can comment on this 
at the September Senate meeting.  



Recommendation #12: everything is fine with our ATOP programs, with the possible exception 
of Computer Science; however, the results can be pooled.  

Recommendation #13: this is a real issue; granting councils provide the grants to one university 
and then it goes out to other universities; we need to discuss this, not just with Ontario 
universities but with Canadian universities.  

Recommendation #14: this is the remit of the Senate Computer Policy Committee.  

Recommendation #15: this is appropriate for the Senate Financial Review Committee to consider 
for next year.  

Recommendation #16: there will be a report to Senate in the Fall.  

Recommendation #17: Senate can raise questions at any time on this matter; it would be helpful 
to have a clear definition of the word "major" means in terms of academic implications.  

Recommendation #18: this is on-going.  

Recommendation #19: referred to the annual Report of the Senate Library Committee; we do try 
to pay special attention to the Library through contingency funds.  

Recommendation #20: this is a problem; for the contingency, it is difficult to set clear guidelines 
for the allocation of funds; they can report on how they were allocated.  

Recommendation #21: they agreed with this and they proposed to do it again next year.  

Recommendation #22: agreed.  

Recommendation #23: this poses no problem.  

Recommendation #24: the budget framework is presented in November at the same time that it is 
presented to the Board; it could, at that time, be discussed by the Senate Financial Review 
Committee.  

Recommendation #25: they try to do this; the provincial grants are the biggest sensitivity.  

Recommendation #26: this is the intention; if there is something missing, the Committee can 
state this.  

Recommendation #27: we are not very aggressive on this matter; maybe we should be; if there 
are such issues then they should be discussed, but mostly by the Board.  

Recommendation #28: the Board receives these recommendations.  

Recommendation #29: agreed; this is a request to other Senate Committees.  



Recommendation #30: this meeting should happen once a year. The Clerk commented that the 
timing of this meeting was such that it didn't occur.  

Prof. A.J. Brook spoke about the high tuition fees for international students, noting that we are 
loosing a lot of very good students to the United States. He suggested that the crucial element is 
the tuition waiver. Dean R.C. Blockley stated that OCGS has collected information from Ontario 
universities on this matter.  

Prof. Rowe commented that if all of the suggested reviews were carried out by Senate or Senate 
Committees it would be a very great workload. He also suggested that the Committee itself 
should consider undertaking a detailed review of one or two of these subjects.  

Prof. L.T.R. McDonald inquired if there was a Committee struck to review Summer School. The 
President concurred that such a Committee was created, and it was to report to ARC, but it did 
not.  

9.2 Report of the Senate Committee on Disabilities  

Senate considered this Report (Appendix F).  

The President noted that the Human Rights Implementation Committee Report is due in 
September. It has already been discussed by ARC and it is expected to have the final report and 
then release it to the University for general discussion in September, and then the issues will be 
dealt with by Senate next year. This report might include a new set of terms of reference for the 
Senate Committee on Disabilities.  

9.3 Senate Library Committee  

Senate considered this Report, dated April 2000 (Appendix G).  

Mr. M. Foss, University Librarian, commented that the expected inflation rate is now down to 
8.8%, instead of the 10% cited in the Report.  

Prof. M. Dorland asked about any emergency allocation of funds. The President stated that they 
are not sure yet, adding that there is an allocation for the Library, but they will be looking at all 
allocations at their up-coming retreat.  

Mr. Foss thanked the library staff for a marvellous job.  

9.4 Student Awards Committee  

Senate considered this Report (Appendix H).  

There were no comments.  

9.5 Tenure Appeal Committee  



Senate considered this Report (Appendix I).  

There were no comments.  

9.6 University Government Committee  

Senate considered this Report (Appendix J).  

Mr. S. Maguire commented that the NUG document is very outdated. The President stated that 
previous efforts to change this document have been very frustrating. He suggested that if GSA 
and CUSA want to pursue this matter, they should formulate a recommendation to the 
Committee.  

The annual Committee reports were received, as circulated (Chan, Brook).  

10. Reports on the Activities of the Board of Governors  

Senate received documentation on this matter, as an item for information and comment 
(Appendix K).  

There were no comments.  

11. Reports of the Academic Colleague on the COU Meetings of 17-18 February and 30 
April 2000  

Senate received, for information and comment (Appendices L and M, respectively).  

In response to a request for further information on the 30 April meeting from Prof. M. Dorland, 
the President stated that the Executive Head were highly disappointed with the government 
announcements but felt that there was still a reasonable possibility of working with the 
government on the performance indicators; there will be performance and continuance 
indicators; the overall level of funding was disappointing; the Executive Heads discovered that 
the Ontario government thinks that it has not done badly by the post-secondary sector. On the 
budget itself, the President stated that there is a considerable increase to the SuperBuild Fund; 
there is probably provision for the program for the Bachelor of Applied Science with new 
facilities; a modernization fund which is based on full-time enrolment, means $2M for Carleton 
and will help us develop more electronic classrooms; research overhead is approximately 
$800,000; funding for deferred maintenance goes back to 1.4%; for Ontario graduate 
scholarships, the universities will have to provide five of the fifteen thousand dollars.  

Prof. R. Bird, the Academic Colleague, commented on the announcement for private, for-profit 
universities. This is a way for the government to generate more graduates without spending 
anything. This would create a two-tier system, and COU felt that the Minister and her staff were 
not communicating properly with them.  



Prof. S. Godfrey questioned the absence of any mention of faculty renewal and the double cohort 
during the budget talks. The President explained that we, at Carleton, do not underestimate it, but 
the government does.  

12. Report on Executive Action re Late Minor Program Changes for 2000-01, Faculty of 
Graduate Studies and Research  

The Clerk reported on Executive action taken in this regard (see Executive minutes 2504 #3 and 
Appendix A to those minutes).  

13. Schedule of Senate and Executive Meetings for 2000-01  

Senate received, for information and comment, these Schedules (see Executive minutes 2505 #7 
and Appendix B to those minutes).  

14. Degree Specializations on Graduate Transcripts  

The Clerk reported on Executive action taken in this regard (see Executive minutes 2501 #5 and 
Appendix D to those minutes).  

15. New Graduate Awards  

The Clerk reported on Executive action taken in this regard (Appendix N) (see also Executive 
minutes 2500-1 #5 and Appendix B to those minutes, and 2505 #8 and Appendix C to those 
minutes).  

16. New Undergraduate Awards  

The Clerk reported on Executive action taken in this regard (see Executive minutes 2501 #4 and 
Appendix C to those minutes, and 2505 #9).  

17. Other Business  

17.1 York University Resolution re Liberal Arts in Ontario  

Senate considered documentation on this matter (Appendix O).  

It was agreed that Senate would entertain a motion on this matter.  

At this point in the meeting, Senate went into Closed Session to consider the following matters:  

18. Confidential Senate Minutes  

The Confidential Senate minutes of 17 February 2000 were approved, as circulated (Maslove, 
Freedman).  



19. Business Arising from the Confidential Senate Minutes  

There was none.  

20. Report on Executive Action re Candidate Presented Late for Winter Graduation  

The Clerk reported on Executive action taken in this regard (see Executive minutes 2502 #9 and 
Confidential Appendix A to those minutes).  

21. Report on Executive Action re Post-Graduation Change to a Student's Academic 
Record  

The Clerk reported on Executive action taken in this regard (see Executive minutes 2502 #10 and 
Confidential Appendix A to those minutes).  

22. Disbanding of a Senate Tribunal  

See Executive minutes 2498 #1 and Appendix A to those minutes, Senate minutes 4507 #1, and 
Executive minutes 2502 #8.  

23. Other Confidential Business  

There was none.  

The meeting was adjourned at 12 noon.  

 


