
Minutes of a Meeting of the Carleton University Senate  

Held on Thursday, 27 May 2004 at 2:00 p.m. 

in the Senate Room, Robertson Hall 

(Subject to Confirmation) 

A. Harrison presiding. 

Attendance 

F. Afagh, P. Attallah, L. Bertossi, R.C. Blockley, D. Borutskie, J. Breakspear, C.H. Chan (Clerk), Z. Chen, 
R. Donaldson, C. Dornan, S. Fai, L. Frankel, T. Garvey, B. Gianni, B. Gillingham, J.-G. Godin, C.C. 
Gordon, K. Graham, R. Jeffreys, E. Keillor, V. Kumar, L. Librande, R. Lifeso, D. Long, G. MacIsaac, S.A. 
Mahmoud, F. Michel, B. Mortimer, L. Pal, S. Pal, D. Petriu, Z. Pick, A. Ritter, P. Robinson, S. Robinson, 
G. Santyr, M. Smith, D.R. Watt, C. Wienand, B. Wright. 
 
Regrets 

C. Arcand, C. Arkell, R. Barber, L. Cohen, D. Cray, S. Dalby, M. Foss, M. Fox, M. Garneau, G. Haider, F. 
Hamdullahpur, A. Jacobs, P. Kalyniak P. Keen, J. Kovalio, G. Larose, T. Law, G.McKnight, C. Neumann, 
M. Shams, S. Solowski, R.J. Van Loon, Y. Zhao. 
 
Absent 

M. Atanya, R. Hafez, D. Howe, E. Lai, K. March, C. Saab, L. Syed, R. Thomas. 

1. Question Period 

There were none. 

2. Minutes 

The following sets of minutes were approved (Chan, Kumar) 

Senate Minutes, 26 March 2004; 
Email Poll Executive Minutes, 13-16 April 2004; 
Email Poll Executive Minutes, 21-27 April 2004; 
Executive Minutes, 18 May 2004. 

CARRIED. 

3. Business Arising from the Minutes 

3.1 Student Senator Attendance Record 

In response to a question on the above-noted matter (see Executive, 18 May 2004, p. 2629, #8), Dr. 
Harrison stated that further data is required, and that if there is then some action to be taken, it will be 
brought to Senate for consideration. 

4. Report of the Senate Electoral Officer 



The Clerk, as Electoral Officer, reported on several electoral matters (see Executive minutes 2628, #2). 
He also noted that two vacancies still exist on Senate for two elective faculty seats, one from the Faculty 
of Arts and Social Sciences, and one from the School of Information Technology. 

5. Committee Membership List for 2004-05 

Senate considered the Committee Membership List for 2004-05, dated 26 May 2004 (Appendix A). 

It was MOVED (Chan, Breakspear) 

that Senate ratify the Committee Membership List for 2004-05 (Appendix A). 

CARRIED. 

6. Report of the Senate Committee on Admission and Studies Policy re 
Subsequent Degrees and Minors 

Senate considered the above-noted Report, dated 3 May 2004 (Appendix B). 

It was MOVED (Mortimer, Graham) 

that Senate approve the Report of the Senate Committee on Admission and Studies Policy re 
Subsequent Degrees and Minors (Appendix B). 

Prof. B. Mortimer, Chair of the Senate Committee on Admission and Studies Policy, introduced the 
Report. 

Prof. F. Afagh agreed about new landed immigrant engineering students who come with a Bachelor of 
Engineering, and want to obtain a canadian equivalent. Prof. Mortimer stated that they should be 
considered on a case by case basis. Ms S. Gotthiel, Associate Vice-President (Enrolment Management) 
added that these students are required to meet the accreditation requirements. 

Prof. S. Pal commented that in Europe they allow “double dipping”, and asked what is the rationale and 
how do we enforce it. Prof. Mortimer stated that this rule has existed for decades, adding that we do not 
actively enforce it. 

Prof. Pal then questioned Letters of Permission. Prof. Mortimer stated that there are circumstances where 
they give permission to students to do this, adding that LOP’s are covered by different regulations. 

Prof. L. Frankel noted that there is a small number of students who do two degrees, viz., Industrial Design 
and Engineering Aerospace. Prof. Mortimer stated that they can only be registered in one degree at a 
time, adding that they would have to go back to Admissions for the other degree. 

In response to a comment from Dean R.C. Blockley noting that these rules only apply to undergraduate 
degrees, the Clerk of Senate, Prof. C.H. Chan, added that this includes concurrent certificates and 
degrees. 

THE MOTION WAS CARRIED. 

7. International English Language Testing System (IELTS) 

Senate considered documentation on the above-noted matter, dated April 2004 (Appendix C). 



The Chair noted that this matter had been discussed by the Faculty Deans and supported. 

The Clerk noted that this document was also circulated to the Senate Committee on Admission and 
Studies Policy, Graduate Faculty Board, and the Undergraduate Registrar, and all agreed to the proposal. 

It was MOVED (Chong, Attallah) 

that Senate approve the International English Language Testing System (IELTS) as a recognized test of 
English proficiency in addition to CAEL and TOEFL for undergraduate and graduate admissions, as 
outlined in the document (Appendix C). 

CARRIED. 

8. Graduate Faculty Board Motion re Number of Teaching Assistantships 

Senate considered documentation on the above-noted matter, dated 13 April 2004 (Appendix D). 

Dean Blockley introduced this item stating that this motion was passed unanimously. He noted that the 
University has responded to a request for more support for scholarship money. He noted that he is the 
Chair of a Committee on Strategic Enrolment Management at the graduate level. 

Prof. A. Ritter stated that he supports this motion very strongly, adding that there are severe inadequacies 
of teaching assistantships in a number of departments, noted that the double cohort for next year will only 
increase this demand. 

It was MOVED (Ritter, Gordon) 

that Senate approve the recommendation of the Graduate Faculty Board to the University Administration 
that, as a minimum, funding of Teaching Assistantships be increased to keep pace with increases in 
enrolment. 

In response to a question about the current ratio of teaching assistanships and full-time graduate 
students, Prof. Ritter stated that the numbers indicate a decline in the last few years, at approximately 
.523 TA’s to total full time graduates—a 6.637 decline. The question is what the appropriate ratio should 
be. 

Dean Blockley stated that there is a limit on the number of TA’s which is dependent on departments. He 
commented that the number of TA’s should remain consistent regardless of what happens with 
undergraduate enrolment. 

Prof. S. Pick, in supporting the motion, stated that teaching is part of the development of graduate 
students, and she does not want this proposal tied to undergraduate numbers. 

Dr. Harrison questioned the meaning of the motion, viz., does it pertain to graduate or undergraduate 
students. Prof. Ritter explained that it speaks to keeping pace with increases in enrolment at the graduate 
and undergraduate levels. 

Prof. C. Gordon commented that this would have an effect on our retention rates as students would get 
the support they need. 

Prof. S. Pal noted that this would force examinations to be multiple choice. 



Dean Blockley commented that if the number of TA’s were to increase at the graduate level, they would 
also be increased at the undergraduate level. He added that it is a fairly complicated problem to address 
and we do things differently. 

Prof. P. Attallah asked how much money would be involved. Prof. Ritter stated that it is intended to keep 
pace with enrolment. Prof. Attallah suggested that we should have this information before Senate before 
acting on this matter. 

Dean Blockley stated that the Sub-Committee of the Strategic Enrolment Task Force, of which his is a 
member, are looking at TA’s in terms of undergraduate training. 

THE MOTION WAS CARRIED, with six abstentions. 

9. Preliminary Report of the Joint Board/Senate Consultative Committee on the Selection of a President 

Senate considered the above-noted Report, dated 25 May 2004 (Appendix E). 

Mr. A. Lumsden, Past Chair of the Board of Governors and member of the Selection Committee, 
introduced the Report. 

Prof. S. Robinson commented that for previous searches, part of the criteria was that applicants needed 
to be Canadian citizens. Mr. Lumsden stated that this was discussed, but it was decided not to make this 
mandatory, but teaching and research experience in Ontario is vital. 

Prof. G. MacIsaac made the following comments/questions: Senate’s representation on this Committee is 
from two Faculties that are applied and not theoretical and this is reflected in this document; there is a 
difference between a business and a university and therefore does not need to be entrepreneurial; why 
an outside consultant—why should an outsider make the first cut; the document should be amended to 
reflect that there is a Faculty of Arts and Social Sciences; and that all future Committees of Senate should 
have representation of all five faculties, and this Committee should be expanded to include this.  

It was noted that the selection of Senate’s representation on the Committee was by election. It was also 
noted that with regard to the advertisement, it was not intended to exclude Arts and Social Sciences. 

Mr. Lumsden noted that wide consultation has taken place, and that this document is not just the view of 
the six members of the Committee. 

Dean Blockley spoke to a comment about the potential partiality of Profs. L. Frankel and L. Heslop. He 
stated that he has worked with them and they are not making recommendations on behalf of parts of the 
University, but the University as a whole. 

Prof. MacIsaac stated that it would be a better process with more representation, and commented that he 
reads this document as “if you have a background in arts or social sciences, you need not apply”. 

Prof. L. Frankel, one of Senate’s representatives on the Committee commented that on the elements that 
fine tuned this Report, specifically the Criteria, viz., #3 c), they were advised to include this by the current 
President as it is felt that the person needs to understand the fianancial workings of the University, and #3 
e), the President will have to be very creative to find money to run this University in light of the possibility 
of less funding from the Province. 

It was noted that any additional comments should be forwarded to the Secretary of the Committee, Mr. D. 
Van Dine, by 15 June 2004. 



Prof. R. Jeffreys questioned the omission of Science and Arts and Social Sciences from the 
advertisement. Mr. Van Dine noted that the advertisement is very general, and it states that “a detailed 
position profile is being developed . . . “. He stated that this will be included in the full range of the 
programs at the University. 

Mr. Lumsden noted that the ad had appeared in yesterday’s Globe and Mail newspaper. Prof. Gordon 
commented that Arts and Social Sciences are always at the core of this University. Dr. Harrison stated 
that attempts would be made to address the issue in subsequent ads. 

10. Annual Reports 

10.1 Computer Policy Committee 

Senate received the above-noted Report, dated 12 April 2004 (Appendix F). 

Prof. L. Bertossi, Chair of the Committee, introduced this Report. 

Dr. Harrison commented that as a member of the Academic Computing Committee, the Chair of one 
should be a member of the other. Prof. Mortimer suggested disbanding one or the other Committee. 

Prof. V. Kumar asked if there was a mechanism for all users to voice their concerns, to which Dr. Harrison 
stated that there is no formal mechanism, but it is intended for the future. 

10.2 Senate Financial Review Committee 

Senate received the above-noted Report, dated 14 May 2004 (Appendix G). 

Prof. A. Ritter, Chair of the Committee, introduced this Report. 

Prof. Kumar commented that the School of Business gets 10 graduate TA scholarships from Political 
Economy. 

10.3 Library Committee 

Senate received the above-noted Report, dated 19 April 2004 (Appendix H). 

Prof. L. Pal, Chair of the Committee, introduced this Report. 

Dr. Harrison noted that there is an intention to create additional space for the Library. 

10.4 Student Awards 

Senate received this Report (Appendix I). 

There were no comments. 

10.5 Undergraduate Studies Committee 

Senate received this Report, dated April 2004 (Appendix J). 

Prof. K. Kelly, Chair of the Committee, introduced this Report. 



Prof. Pick questioned the definition of “full-time”. Prof. Mortimer stated that there is a definition in the 
Calendar, however, others, for example OC Transpo and Banks, have a different definition. He noted that 
the error in the Glossary has been corrected. 

10.6 University Government Committee 

Senate received this Report, dated 20 April 2004 (Appendix K). 

There were no comments. 

11. Empowering Motion 

Senate considered documentation on the above-noted matter (Appendix L). 

It was MOVED (Chan, Kumar) 

that Senate approved the Empowering Motion, as outlined in the document. 

CARRIED. 

The Clerk noted that the Senate meeting scheduled for 25 June 2004 will be cancelled. 

12. Report on the Activities of the Board of Governors 

Senate received, for information and comment, the above-noted Report (Appendix M). 

There were no comments. 

13. Report of the Academic Colleague on the COU Meeting of 23-23 April 2004  

Senate received, for information and comment, the above-noted Report, dated 10 May 2004 (Appendix 
N). 

There were no comments. 

14. Report of Executive Action re Late Curricular Changes for 2004-05, Faculty 
of Arts and Social Sciences 

The Clerk reported on Executive action taken in this regard (see Executive Minutes 2626 #1, and 
Appendix A to those minutes). 

There were no comments. 

15. Appointment Made Contrary to the Advertising Policy 

The Clerk reported on an appointment made in this regard (Appendix O). 

16. OCGS Appraisal Result: Ph.D. Program in Cognitive Science 

The Clerk reported being in receipt of the OCGS Appraisal Result for the Ph.D. Program in Cognitive 
Science (Appendix P), noting that the program has been appraised as “Good Quality”. 



There were no comments. 

 
17. Schedule of Senate and Executive Meetings for 2004-05 

Senate received the above-noted Schedule, dated 4 May 2004 (Appendix Q). 

There were no comments. 

 
The meeting was adjourned at 12:05 p.m. 

 


