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MINUTES
Wednesday, November 16, 2011
12:30pm, Room 2009
Absent with regrets: Zak Mashadi, Sandra Alsaffawi-David, Eric Marques
1. Call to Order @ 12:36
2. Chair’s Remarks (Marcel Malfitano)
Marcel Malfitano: Penny Spence has asked for two students to sit on the bursary committee. 

*Tom Wilson and Jon O’Kane volunteer to sit on the committee*

Jon O’Kane: I sat on this committee last year. The student role on to committee is to provide an overseeing student eye on the bursary process. The committee does not review actual files.
Marcel: Regarding the pressing and confidential matter at Faculty Council, we have been instructed by Jinyan Li not to hold a townhall with students until a decision has been made. Students on Faculty Committees are now able to access relevant documents, however. Tom will help me put together an email to Faculty Committee student members so they can help us make an informed decision.

Jess Diab: Let's be mindful when we receive feedback from other students. We may not get responses, but we may get great responses. There is an overwhelming amount of information.
Fahad Siddiqui: Just to clarify, we are not consulting the student body as a whole. Does it make sense to have the opinions of Student Caucus members put on the record again before the final Faculty Council vote?

Tom Wilson: I believe the meeting of Faculty Council will provide sufficient opportunity to put student opinions on the record. I think an extra meeting is unnecessary.
Jeff Mitchell: I think we should make written submissions that will go on the record. I'm not certain if we can get our voices on the Faculty Council record.

Joey Hoffman: I think we should start an email thread on the topic that can be put on the record. I don't think we have enough time for a meeting (especially first years).

James Stevenson: I think there's value in having independence of thought and that we should make our comments independent of others.
Jon O’Kane: I like the idea of drafting our independent thoughts and then putting them on the record.

Motion (brought: Marcel Malfitano)
Be it resolved that Student Caucus should again put its thoughts on the record regarding the matter at Faculty Council, but without a meeting.  
In favour: unanimous

*motion carried*
Jess: Can I reference comments from our last meeting on the topic?

Marcel: Yes.
Marcel: Send your individual submissions to Tom. He will send all opinions to everyone and you will have a chance to amend your opinions.

Jeff: Should we have a dropbox?

Tom: I that would defeat the value of having independent submissions on this matter.
Joey: I agree with Jeff. There is nothing wrong with hearing opinions of others.

Vote (brought: Marcel Malfitano)

Should Student Caucus put its comments regarding the matter at Faculty Council on record via a) sending independent emails to the Communications Officer (Tom Wilson), or, b) through a shared dropbox?

In favour of option A: 8

In favour of option B: 3

Abstaining: 2
Tom: Please send me your submissions by next Monday at noon.
Marcel: I was approached by Chairs of student government from other law schools. These organizations want to weigh in on the articling requirement debate that is ongoing in Ontario. We will address this issue when the Law Society of Upper Canada releases its report on the articling requirement.
3. Committees Report (Jessica Diab) 
Jess: I have received no committee reports. We should consider suggesting to faculty that there should be no Faculty Council sub-committee meetings scheduled in the last two weeks before exams.

4. Matters from the Academic Policy & Planning Committee (Joey Hoffman)
Joey: I sit on a sub-committee of APPC on deferred exams. I took a minority view on an issue and I would like guidance from Student Caucus. The issue before the sub-committee regards Osgoode’s policy when a student starts an exam, gets sick partway through and cannot complete. There were two options being debated:
1. The student cannot write a deferred exam. The student must write a petition to the Grade Appeals Committee at the end of May.

2. The Assistant Dean, JD, assessing the circumstances, may determine whether a student can write a deferred exam. If a remedy is not awarded, the student would then have to write a petition to the Grade Appeals Committee at the end of May. 
Personally, I prefer the second option. Faculty preferred the first option. They thought the second option would open the floodgates and would encourage people to fake illness. I have faith in the student body and the Assistant Dean’s discretion. There is already immense pressure on students and I think it is not in the interests of students to have a policy that delays a decision on this important matter until the end of May. That said, I'm comfortable adopting the view of Student Caucus on this matter.
Burton Taylor: Under the second option, are students expected to leave the exam, get a Doctor’s note, and then return the exam?

Joey: No. The student would go to the Assistant Dean where she would determine the proper procedure. The student would still have the option of going through the formal petition process in May. 

Jon O’Kane: I think the first option goes too far to the extreme. I don't know if the second option is perfect, but it's getting closer. My question is what kind of recourse is available to a professor if they think the student is faking illness?
Joey: It is my understanding that a professor is not aware if a student is ill during an exam. It is a confidential matter. I think that we could also recommend that a new exam be given in cases where a deferred exam is granted. 

James: I sit on the Petitions Committee. One of the issues we've faced is that students were not able to petition against a non-failing grade on the basis of illness. Faculty always took the position that students should try to pass their exams. This policy effectively punishes those who are good enough in the subject to receive a passing grade even if they write only part of the exam.

I like the idea of a secondary mechanism to alleviate administrative workload on the already over-burdened Petitions Committee. That said, I'm concerned about placing all discretion in the hands of one person. 

Joey: If you got sick during an exam and the Assistant Dean did not grant a deferred exam, then you could go to the Grade Review Committee and then, from there, to the Academic Standing Committee. The second option would give immediate recourse and save students from waiting until May for remedy. I think at the heart of the administration's position is the belief that there are no clear cases
Fahad: Were there any third alternatives discussed? The second option gives significant power to the Assistant Dean.

Joey: The only other option on the table was that students who did not have a medical note would have to make a formal appeal.
Harjot Atwal (sponsor: Jeff Mitchell): As someone who's needed to have a deferred exam, waiting until May adds extreme anxiety. I did not receive any advantage in seeing the exam. I think the professors already make their exams dissimilar enough so as not to create unfair advantages. If I could advocate for something, I like the idea of there being the possibility for immediate recourse. If you're trying to get better, waiting until May will not help.

Jess: What happens if Assistant Dean says there can be a deferred exam but the student cannot get a doctor's note?

Joey: I think the doctor's note would only provide evidence to support Assistant Dean Besner's decision. 

Jess: Although there is a definite grey area, there are also clear cases. If the Assistant Dean’s discretion is exercised in these clear cases (e.g. someone vomiting up during their exam), then I don’t think there is a problem.
Joey: The sub-committee implied that students might go to great lengths to fake illness. I have more faith in the student body and don’t think this is a realistic concern.

Jeff: I think generally it would be good to educate students on the correct procedures. 
Marcel: Students are typically sent an email by the administration on exam procedures at the beginning of the exam period.
Preston MacNeil: Can you defer an exam before writing?

Joey: Yes. It's much easier to get a deferred exam if you are sick ahead of time.

Preston: What is the deferred exam policy for take-home-exams? Would they fall under the same procedures?

Joey: I believe the procedure for take-home exams is simpler. If you get sick, extensions are typically granted.

Preston: I agree with your position, Joey. I just ask that the administration considers any policy’s impact on take-home exams. Also, even if I think that the puking during exams issue would not repeat itself.
Marcel: To summarize our discussion, it appears that we prefer the second option, but we have some reservations. 

Tom: I propose we put the matter to a vote so Joey has something tangible to take to his next meeting.
Jess: I'm concerned about a simple vote between the two proposal as several members of Student Caucus have expressed reservations with the second option.
Joey: Sonja Lawrence is drafting a revised policy.
Motion (brought: Marcel Malfitano, second: Tom Wilson)
Be it resolved that a vote on Student Caucus’ preferred exam deferral procedure be deferred until Sonja Lawrence drafts a revised policy.

In favour: 14

Opposed: 1

Abstaining: 0
*motion carried*
Motion (brought: Joey Hoffman)

Be it resolved that Student Caucus opposes an exam deferral policy that has as its only remedy for students who become ill part-way through an exam a formal appeal to the Petitions Committee in May. 

In favour: unanimous 
*motion carried*
Dave Shellnutt: What confidentiality would a student have in their dealings with Assistant Dean Bessner? I'm under the impression that she might ask what the illness is. This would be problematic given the personal nature of health issues.
Joey: I don't know the answer is but I will inquire. The sub-committee is hoping to have a new policy in place before the spring exams.
5. Communications Update (Thomas Wilson)

Tom: An article on Upper Year Mentors has been published in the Obiter. As of yet, there have been no responses. I emailed Peter Lee regarding limited student awareness of Student Government offices and he replied saying that signage is scheduled to be installed. This still does not prevent us from hosting events that would bring students to the basement. I think this is something we should look into.
Dave: L&L is planning to approach the Dean regarding student government space at Osgoode. It is our belief that the current space is not appropriate and that we should be on the main floor. 

Jess: Is there space on the main floor?

Dave: I think some offices could be moved to make space. The space downstairs is wholly inappropriate for interaction with students. Space should be allocated on the main floor if not for all student offices, at least for student government so that it is accessible to students.

Motion: (brought: Jeff Mitchell, second: Tom Wilson)

Be it resolved that Student Caucus support the Legal and Literary Society approaching the Dean with the message that the basement space is inappropriate for student government at Osgoode and that both Student Caucus and the Legal and Literary Society should be located on the main floor.
In favour: 6

Opposed: 1

Abstaining: 5

*motion carries*
6. Legal & Lit Report (Dave Shellnutt) 
Dave: I’d like to apologize for L&L’s lack of representation on Student Caucus. This will not happen again next semester. The JCR is moving along slowly. The school didn't zone the room but we should be ready by January. All lockers and rooms are now allocated to clubs. Another pub night is being planned for North of College Street. We spoke to the Athletics Association after the Halloween pub and they did issue an apology to students. L&L will never hold an event at C Lounge after the Athletics Association’s experiences running the Halloween pub.
Burton: Will the JCR be locked? I'm concerned with the security of the locks in the lower rooms. Will the school change the locks every year? I don't know why the school didn't opt for electronic lock. Additionally, there is very little space after hours for studying. Who should we address this concern to?

Dave: We don't have a sign yet for the JCR. The lock is a question for the doormaker. We initially asked for a keypad entrance. I will send Peter Lee an email and follow up on it. Regarding the locks in the basement, passcards were more expensive. It's our duty to be vigilant with respect to key use. Perhaps there can be a deposit from keyholders in the future. In terms of the other offices, I've requested that only one key be given per office. Finally, on study space, I think there should be access to the JCR 24 hours a day during exam time. A keypad should help make this happen. 

Fahad: Students have complaining to me about the driveway on the way to the library.

Tom: I echo Fahad. There is no sidewalk and students are forced to walk on the road. It is only a matter of time until someone gets injured.
Fahad: Will you write an email to the administration on this issue?
Dave: Yes.
7. Other business
Policy and Procedures Subcommittee
Marcel: The Policy and Procedures Subcommittee has met. Our recommendations will likely be forwarded at the first meeting of next semester. As a start, I no longer have a vote on Student Caucus. My vote is only in the instance of a tie. I believe this is a requirement in our Constitution. 

Jess: I think the procedures we have started today have been very effective. My only concern is that our discussions are being cut short because of votes. Perhaps we can limit the number of items on the agenda to resolve this concern. I think the sub-committee should be aware of this issue.

Preston: Perhaps a new procedure can be that only persons opposed to a motion can speak after a vote has been called?
Fahad: Perhaps we can limit speaking times?
Joanne: Even if we're not on the subcommittee, can we attend meetings?

Marcel: Yes.

Library Hours

Marcel: Any proposal we make on hours will be for next semester.

Tom: I’d like to express my disappointment that a substantive discussion regarding library hours took place outside of meeting hours over email. There was no reason why this discussion could not be brought up in today’s meeting. These email communications between all of Student Caucus make minute-keeping particularly challenging. 
Marcel: Weekend hours are great (until 11pm). My own personal view is that weekday hours should be extended until midnight.

Jon Ungaro: My section is behind midnight hours.

Dave: I support midnight hours during the week. UofT has midnight hours, why can't we?

Burton: I'd be more interested in preserving study space than having access to the stacks. If they have to close the basement, that's fine. I think most students are interested in a safe quiet study space.

Marcel: I propose that we approach Louis Mirando to see if he is willing to stay open until midnight.

James: I think midnight hours are reasonable. One of the arguments I have heard against extending the hours is that we are commuter school. I don't think this is a legitimate concern from my experience. 

Marcel: When I worked at a library, the hours were extended for students during exam period but the librarians were gone. Only security guards were present. This was a reasonable compromise. I think that midnight hours would be a great idea for weekdays.

Dave: When was it decided that the library would shut down to only Osgoode students during exams? I disagree with this policy fully. Our current policy regarding library access should stand.

Jess: How exactly should I respond to Louis Mirando?
Marcel: In summary, we support weekday hours being extended during exams until 12am. Weekend hours are fine. We also want to push Louis on his previous commitment that study spaces during exam study period would be restricted to Osgoode students only.

Burton: Do we want Monday-Thursday midnight hours instead of Monday-Friday?

Marcel: Let's ask for as many hours as possible. Monday-Friday.

Burton: I think Sunday is more important than Friday in terms of late-night hours. If we are going to push, I want us to push for Mon-Thurs and Sunday. 

James: With respect to Dave's opinion, I think it's prudent to have a vote on whether we should be excluding non-Osgoode students from study spaces during exam periods.
Motion

Be it resolved that Student Caucus recommend to Louis Mirando the following library hours during exam study period: Monday-Thursday (8am-12am); Friday (8am-11pm); Saturday (10am-11pm); Sunday (10am-12pm).
In favour: unanimous

*motion carries*
Marcel: Jess, please seek clarification on Louis’ proposed policy for restricting access to study space during exam study period. We will have a Skype meeting regarding the exclusion of non-Osgoode students once we have clarification on the issue.
Audio recording policy
Jon O’Kane: A student approached me about how the 3 day rule regarding access to recordings applies to students with dependants (children).

Marcel: My personal view is that we scored a significant win regarding recordings during OCIs. I understand the concerns, but it is always open for a student with dependants to get notes from a friend. I don't think that person has any relief as it stands.

Jon O’Kane: The student approached me saying that there have already been exceptions carved out. The student thinks issues related to dependant children who become ill is sufficiently distinct to warrant separate consideration. 

Preston: If we are making exceptions on religious grounds, I think we should make exceptions for students with children. I think the standard arguments don't apply because mature students are less likely to miss class owing to late-night partying.

Jon Ungaro: Jeff and I will bring this on the agenda for the next Academic Policy & Planning Committee meeting. 

8. Adjournment @ 2:22
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