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Paper S-113

REPORT OF SENATE COMMITTEE

TO STUDY THE QUESTION OF OPENING SENATE MFEETINGS

The Senate Committee to study the Question of Opening.
Senate Meetings was established at the Senate meeting of February 5,1968,
This Committee was asked to report back to the Senate meeting of
March 4, 1968.

That the question of opening Senate meetings is to be
discussed at the March 1968 meeting follows a previous discussion
of Senate upon this question (February 6, 1967) when it was agreed
"that Senate not be opened for a minimum period of one ycar at which
time Senate reconsider the matter of openness of Scnate''.

A report from a Senate Committee established at the Senate
meeting of November 7, 1966 '"to study Student Representation and
Openness of Senate Meetings' was received at the Senate meeting of
_ February 6, 1967. From this time the need for the opening of Senate
meetings has been discussed at many levels both inside and outside
the University community. Some of this forms an Appendix to this Report.
It is with due regard to the previous deliberations of Senate, the
Senate Committee Report of January 1967, the Reports of various bodies
upon University Government, and to the tenor of feeling of the whole
University community of Simon Fraser that this Committee reports its
recommendations upon looking into the question of opéning Senate meetings.
'As these recommendations are only in part agreement with the Report
of January, 1967, we include in this Report some of the deliberations
. upon which this Committee has made its recommendations.

Respectfully submitted,.

J. L. Dampier

M.A. Lebowitz

A.R. MacKinnon

John Walkley - Convenor
Stan Wong.

February, 1968
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Recommendations

That Senate proceed no later than the next meeting of Senate
to implement the openness of Senate mectings, subject to the following:

(a) that there is no condition placed upon the word 'open'
other than is required by the rules governing visitors
or might be imposed by purely physical limitations;

(b) that a set of conditions covering the general behaviour
of these visitors to Senate meetings be drawn up;

(c) that in the event of a disruption Senate may revoke the
privilege of attending Senate meetings as an observer
of any or all individuals at any time;

-(d) that Senate when it considers it so necessary, or by prior
agreement, can consider items of Agenda in 'private session';

(e) that Senate consult the University Solicitors so as to be
advised upon the rights of its members speaking at open
session and the applicability of Parliamentary immunity.
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Deliberations of the Committee - an attempt at definition and
interpretation,

BN

1. The Universities Act. Under Section 54(a) of the Universities Act,
Senate has power "to regulate the conduct of its meetings and
proceedings....". No other Section of the Act appears to infringe
this right so the willingness for Senate to declare itself 'open'
is a matter only for Senate itself to decide.

2, Senate Responsibility. The question of "openness' relates directly
to the question of the responsibility of Senate. Though the main
substance of the deliberations of Senate place its responsibility
mainly to the whole University community, we are noncthecless a
public institution and have a total public responsibility as well.
For Senate to conduct its affairs in public session must lead to a
better understanding between Senate and the community. It is
obviously important that persons outside Senate should be able to
hear how a particular decision made by Senate came to be made.

3. Senate. Whether a Senator regards himself as an individual
representing one segment of the University, or as part of an entity
called 'Senate' but having knowledge particular to those electing
him, he should be publicly accountable. The opening of Senate
would allow those electing a Senator to observe him representing
their point of view (when requested) and to see that he does, in
fact, help Senate to perform its duties and obligations to the
community.

4, Openness. That Senate should, if it so wishes, be truly 'open'
and that apart from the limitations of its physical location,
Senate meetings should be open to all responsible persons. The
openness is thus extended to all persons of the University, of
the surrournding community and to all others who may wish to attend.
It is necessary, however, that certain business of Senate must be
carried out in private (closed) sessions.

5. Openness as an "experiment". The move to carry out the duties and
obligations of Senate in open session has wide significance. The
success of the earlier move by this Senate to have Student Representative
Senators is without question. The subsequent adoption of Student
Senate Representation by other Senates right across Canada placed
Simon Fraser University once again as a prime innovator in the
University community. Whilst the desire "to be first'" must be of little
real motivation for the adoption of "open Scnate'" we must acknowledge
the eventual rccognition by all University Senates that their
obligation to the comnmunity at large requires such openness. Whilst
Scnate must retain the right to revoke its possible decision to
opcen its mectings, the actual decision to.do this must not be taken
in the nature of trying an "experiment'. If it wishes to become
'open', Senate must do so with total commitment to this idealad do
so boldly and with complete strength in its decision.

/o...
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Executive (Private or Closed) Sessions. It is obvious that certain
things to be discussed by Senate, particularly those relating to a
private individual, must be discussed in closed session. Such items
could be placed in closed scssion by a successful motion to have
them so placed, the motion requiring only a simple majority. Such

a motion discussed in public session could be ncedlessly time-
consuming and it is suggested that the motion should be spoken to
only by the mover. Consideration of the powers and duties of Senate
in the Universities Act suggests that only 54(e) 'to provide

for and to grant degrees....' and 54(m) '"to exercise disciplinary
jurisdiction with respect to students...." would normally be items
discussed in private session. Often a motion defining the
justification to have these placed in closed session might be
equally damaging to the reputation of the individual concerned as
would the discussion of the item itself. Senate might consider it
sensible that all items coming under Section 54(e) and 54(m) should
automatically first be discussed in closed session unless these are
of a general nature in which case they can be immediately considered the
~ business of an open scssion. A successful motion could have an item
placed back into public session at any point in its discussion. In
any case the final decision on all items discussed in private session
should later be declared in open session.

The Presence of Obscervers. It is doubtful if the presence of
non-participating observers will interfere with the conduct of a
responsible Senator. That other people can become aware of the
"doings" of Senate may, in fact, enable a Senator to become aware
of factors pertinent to a particular issue. It is also possible
that '"open Senate" may make Senate a more cohesive body.

Regulations Concerning Vistors. It is necessary that such regulations
must be made. We presume that at an open meeting of Senate we

might expcct the Press and its attendant technological devices
necessary for recording Senate "in action". (tape-recording, video-
recording). It would be necessary that the use of such devices

should not impede the duties and conduct of the Senate mecting.

It is possible that such recording devices could be allowed into
Senate meetings only with the prior permission of the Chairman of
Senate. The granting of such permission should be communicated to

all Senators prior to a Senate meeting. The presence of photographers
at open meetings should be strictly forbidden.

General regulations concerning visitors must adlso be made:
"they must remain quiet at all times....', "they must be requested

to leave if inteérfering with the business of Senate....", etc.

We might require visitors to be in the "public gallery"
some time (5 minutes) prior to the beginning of -the open session,

lo...
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(continued). Should they be required to stay throughout the entire
“open session'? Should the Chairman of Senate, with cognizance

of the Agenda, be allowed to "request Scnate that visitors might °
leave" or "request Senate that visitors may enter' at any time during
the open session? Should all Scnators have this right (perhaps as

a motion carried on a simple majority)?  Are the general legislative
rules for persons observing from the public galleries applicable

to Senate?

Legal Implication. Opening Senate meetings will undoubtedly

create certain forms of personality clash which though quite
harmless in closed session could easily be misinterpreted by
non-involved visitors. The general misinterpretation and verbal

or written misreporting of things spoken by Senators must be
accepted as part of doing a public duty - is it necessary that

we should all be aware of the legal implications of such
misrepresentation? Are we to be protected by "parliamentary
immunity" and if so, do we assume this or do we have to invoke this
ourselves? A legal interpretation of the implications of "openness"
should be sought. It is possibly necessary that all of each

meeting of Senate should be adequately tape-recorded. Such a
recording could be kept for a minimum period (6 months? 2 years?).
It could be a valuable safeguard particularly as a complete transcript
of each mecting is an impossibility and the present "minutes" are
quite adequate for the conduct of our meetings.

Practicality of "open'" meetings. It is felt that the Board Room

is quite inadequate for open mectings of Senate. The Faculty

Formal Dining Room is probably large enough, enabling the scating

for visitors to be placed at one end of the room. For meetings at
which Agenda items are likely to draw a large number of visitors,

a small lecture theatre could be used for the location of the meeting.

For the convenience of our visitors it is sensible that
the agenda for a mceting be divided into items '"for open meeting"
and items '"for closed meeting!, and that the business of -Senate should
start with the discussion of the former.

The adequate running of open Senate will require the Agenda
for each meeting to be publicly displayed some time before each meeting.
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Appendix - Previous Discussions_and Reports on the '"Openness of Senate"

NOVEMBER 29, 1965 - Senate Minutes

Dr. Ellis advised that there were several members of
faculty waiting outside wanting to know if the Senate would permit
spectators. A brief discussion followed in which the members generally
expressed their reluctance to permit the admission of spectators at
this time.

It was moved by Mr. Frederickson and seconded by Dr.Rieckhoff:

That visitors be excluded from Senate at this time
and that the matter be reconsidered after Senate
has been in existence for some time.

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

" An amendment was moved by Dr. Bursill-Hall and seconded by
Mr. Bawtree:

That the matter be reviewed when Senate is X
more fully constituted. - CARRIED

The amended motion then carried,.

AUGUST 29, 1966 - Senate Minutes

'3D. Observers at Senate Meetings:

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

"that meetings of Senate be open to any member of the
University community who provides sufficient reason:
the President to decide upon which such requests should be

granted"
MOTION LOST

[oon.
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AUGUST 29, 1966 - Senate Minutes (continued)

3D.

Observers at Senate Meetings (continued)

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

"that the Information Officer be invited to attend Senate

meetings at the discretion of the Chairman"
CARRIED

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

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

"that copies of Senate minutes be made ava11ab1e in
faculty department offices"

- CARRIED

OCTOBER 3, 1966 - Senate Minutes

3A

2. Distribution of Senate minutes to Student Society.

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

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

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

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

Ed

J. Mills amended his motion to state

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

The Chairman then called for a vote in two parts for the
motion by J. Mills, seconded by A.R. MacKinnon
"that the Registrar be requested to prepare a summary
to be distributed freely in the community"
CARRIED
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OCTOBER 3, 1966 - Senate Minutes (continued)

3A

NOVEMBER 7, 1966 - Senate Minutes

2 Distribution of Senate Minutes to Student Society (continued)

"that the agenda, supporting papers and minutes be kept
in the Library and made available upon request to any
member of the University community: the papers for this
copy to be subject to the discretion of the Registrar"

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

He stated he was opposed to circulating the minutes.

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

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

motion. :
CARRIED

«

Letter from Student Society rejecting proposal of Representati

of Students on Senate

The Registrar reported that because he felt that the letter from
the Student Society, which had been distributed to all members,
required some clarification, he consulted with Dean Bottomore, acting
President at the time, about the advisability of meeting with the
students before the letter was discussed in Senate. With the concurrence
of Dean Bottomore a meeting was held on Friday November 4th. Present
were the Registrar, Professors Baker, Brose, Ellis, Rieckhoff and
‘'students John Mynott, Dave -York, Mike Campbell and Greg Stacey. As a
result of this meeting Mr.Mynott was asked if he and some of his colleagues
wished to present the Student Society's case in person at a Senate meeting.
He agreed this would be desirable. At the meeting the student newspaper
editor, Mr. Mike Campbell, was asked to consider that he was not present
at the meeting as a reporter and he agreed, but has since asked to
accompany the student delegation to Senate as a reporter,

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

"that the student delegation be admitted"
CARRIED

VA
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NOVEMBER 7, 1966 - Senate Minutes (continued)

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

"that the request of the reporter to attend the
. ) . : '
meet}ng for the interview be dzn%fl

CARRIED

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

In his presentation, Mr. Mynott stated that the question of open
and public meetings as stated in item 1 of the letter distributed
to Senate, was the most important facet of the whole question. He
was asked to what extent this was a Student Council decision and to

" what extent it was publicly discussed issue. He stated that the

decision was a decision of the Executive Council in consultation with
a number of students on campus and some of the executive and other
members of the Canadian Union of Students.

Mr. Mynott left the meeting at 3.10 p.m.
‘ : Moved by A.E. Branca, seconded by J. Mills

"that a Senate committee be established to meet with
a committee of students to discuss. the question of
student participation in Senate"

The Chairman stated that from the discussion he would take
the terms of reference for the committee to be to investigate the
- whole question of student participation in Senate and the
openness of Senate meetings.

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

It was further agreed that the committee be composed of four members,
the membership of the committee to be left to the discretion of
the President, with the recommendation that one member be a non-
faculty member of Senate and that one member be the Registrar.

RECOMMENDATIONS FROM THE SENATE COMMITTEE REPORT OF JANUARY 1967 ON THE
MATTER OF THE''OPENNESS OF SENATE" :

"That Senate open its meetings to observers subject to the
‘ ' following conditions:

a) that observers be limited to Simon Fraéer University
students, faculty and staff only



5. M H/3168 Gotrms /gl

/4;’1"'& /7/g’llfyt47( -,

- : -5—
[

Recommendations of the Senate Committee Report (continued)

b) that the number of observers be controlled

c) that observers be made aware of the necessity for .
proper demeanour '

d) that one student reporter for the Peak be named by the
Editor as the official Senate reporter

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

£) that the University community be made aware that
Senate may revoke the privilege of attending Senate
mectings as an observer to any or all individuals."

Arguments
1. Openess -
For
‘ a) Community . - remove the fee.ling of secrecy;

even stealth, and thereby bring
closer the various elements of the
academic community.

b) Communication - . allow those who are interested in
‘ such things freedom to observe and’
thereby gain firsthand knowledge
rathex than rumours.

c) Ideas - allow all elements of the University
; to participate to some extent and
thereby widen the net to catch ideas
and opinions before decisions are made,

Against

a) Tradition - Senate meétings at Canadian Universities
have always been closed.

b) Inhibition - 'the presence of a gallery would inhibit
the present frankness in debate due
to the fear of misinterpretation of words
and attitude by the casual observer.

‘ c) Exhibition - there might be a tendency to 'play to

the gallefy' and espouse short-term
ponular causes at the expense of long-
term benefits to the University.
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Recommendations of the Senate Committee Report (continued)

d) Confidentiality - jtems such as some discipline casés
should not be decided in public’

vt
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Introduction

The Senate Committce to Study Student Represertation.
and the Openess of Senate Meetings was cstablished at the Scnate
Meeting of November 7, 1966, The members were named by the

"President a few days later. -

At the request of the Secretary of Scnate the President of the

. Student Society named three students to meet with the Committee.

The Committee met on a number of occasions, always with the students
present, and wishes to go on record expressing deep gratitude to

the students: John Mynott, Rob Watts, and DBill Egleson, for their
candor, charm, and goodwill throughout the discussions,

The Committee decided to preseant, as well as its recommendations
and arguments, the minutes of its meectings. In spite of two different
racording sccretaries, cursory editing, and the resultant disjointedness
of these minutes, the Committee feels they do give the flavour of
the discussion which might be missed if only the bare bones were
presented,

Respectfully submitted

A .E. Branca

T.H. Brose

K. Reickhoff

D.P., Robertson - Chairman

AN
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" RECOMMENDATIONS

1, Qgenesé

" "that Senate open its mectings to observers subject
to the following conditions:

o a) that observers be limited to Simon Fraser University
/ i students, faculty and staff only

4

5 b) that the number of observers be controlled

i c) that obscrvers be made aware of the ncc0551ty

for proper demcanor

d) that one student reporter for The Pecak be named by
" the Editor as the official "Senatei reporter

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

£)  that the University community be made aware that
Senate may revoke the privilege of attending Senate-

meetings as an observer to any or all individuals."

2. Student Representation

“that Scnate establish seats for members elected by and-
from the student body as follows:

a) one member to be elected immediately™

b) One additional member to be elected one year from
now

¢) . One further member to be elected a year after the
second

subject to the following conditions:

a) . tobe eligible for nomination a student must be
19 years of age or more

b) to be eligible for nomination and to retain his seat
the member must be a student in good standing as
defined by the Senate.

(*Note: the Committee draws Senate's attention to the fact that the

o three students who met with it were unanimously opposed to
the staggered introduction of the three studcnc rcprusencanxwyb,
preferring to clect three 1mmcoxacaly )
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1.  OPENESS T
FOR
a) Comnunity + = remove the feeling of secrecy,

: even stealth, and thereby bring
closer the various elements of the
academic community,

: . b) Communication =~ allow those who are interested in
such things frecdom to observe and
thereby gain firsthand knowledge
rather than rumours. .

c¢) Ideas ‘ = allow all elements of the University
' to participate to some extent and
thereby widen the net to catch ideas
and opinions before decisions are
made.

A AGAINST

a) . Tradition - Senate meetings at Canadian
Universities have always veen closed.

b) Inhibition - the presence of a gallery would
inhibit the present frankness in
debate due to the fear of misinter-
pretation of words and attitude by
the casual observer,

¢) Exhibition - there might be a tendency to 'play
to the gallery' and espouse short--
term popular causes at the expense
of long-term benefits to the
University. -

. d) Confidentiality - items such as some discipline cases

should not be decided in public.

.

2.  DIRECT STUDENT REPRESENTATION (COMPARED TO A NON-STUDENT REPRESENTATEIVE)
" FOR

a) Effectiveness =~ more likely to result in a
o : representative wiho knows and under-
stands today's University students.
A student representative would
usually be on campus and more
accessible to other students.




b)

ACAINST

a)

b)

c)

S.Mm.
. Respect -
Inexperience -
Time -

Confidentiality -
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remove the suspicion that student
‘voice" is merely a device to keep
the mob quiet rather than a way of
enriching Senate by respecting
legitimate student concern.

a chance students may elect a
green youth who would be completely
ineifective

Senate activities take up a lot of
time - a student should not be
expected to devote this much time to
non-studies,

Students should not be present when
other students' affairs are
discussed,
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MINUTES OF SLNATE COMMITTEE TO STUDY STUDENT REPRESENTATION
ON SENATE AND.OPENESS OF SENATE MELTINGS
FRIDAY DECEMBER 9 1986 .

P%ESENT

‘Senate Commitleco

. . D.P, Rovertson = Chairman =~ = . )
' ‘ AE, Dranca . :
T.H, Brose ‘ .
K.E, Ricckholf

Student Cormittee

"J. Mydott‘_ ) , ' , ‘ ~\
R. Watt :
W. Engleson

- Minutes of previous mecting and history of this topiec in Senate Meetings -

to date were distributed to the members.

It was suggested that the Committee discuss the form of student
representation which is where it left off last week, Just before the

" last meeting ended it was decided to state that anyvbody is elizible to

be elected by the students. Is it wished to put more details in the
recommendations, or leave it -at that? Does the Committee think there
should be any limitations?

S

It is expected that Senatc will want certain guarantees or considerctions.
It is doubted very much if the Senate would accent a sixteen=year-old kid
just out of school for three months as a fit member. Just what form ohe
restrictions could take and still leave it. free is a difficult questlon

"In a short discussion after our last meeting witlr other members of this
committee the possibility was discussed of saying that the candidates should
be voting age, assuming that if they are con51de ed old enough for voting
~they will be responsible representatives. ' N ‘

What is the voting age? Nineteen years old.
This would exclude most of the first and sec0ﬁd year students,

Some doubt was expressed about setbing a definite a age. Some pr;rereﬂce was
expressed for experience gained at Simon Fraser say, in attendance for two
years, If an age was set, Senate could get someone who was here for ;hc
first time and still be a good Senate member.

-

Would this not come out in the clection?

Another point is, some of the Scnate members and F- culty members have not
_been here that long and yet scem to have made responsible chate memoers.,
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You could nave sixtecn-ycar-olds clected., Collective wisdom is not a good
guarantee.  To trust to tie clectorate is no: aiways best. There are

domocratic restrictions about neople who can and canmnot oc clected.

Tae person who has been eipos cd has had a better ouportunity €o develop
3 . p ", - [ Ty - - A 3 . g > 3
a mature jucgment., If the students want to clect a non-student this is fine.
¢ o

If cthey want a studeat this is fine. Tihe lowest possidle cze ic the
voting age. Scaate should have a person that is an adult.

. The standard of debate and thinking in Lhc Senate is a hipgh one. A studeat

who is not ninctcen would unlikely qualily in that respect. Even the
students would want a limitation of this nature so that they may have the

- views of the student body presented to the Senate. This would not come from

2’ student who has been, here for the first semcster, from high school.,

Although not in disagreement with nincteen ycars of age the view was

cexpressed that this persoa should be in atteadance for a certain amount

of time. You have to gain a certain knowledge of the university to get
involved in the Scnate. A two semesier limit is quite reasonable.

At least one of the Faculty ﬂCﬁo;rs celcected in the fall has only been here
for onc semester :

There is quite a cdifference. Athouo“ Faculty member may only have been

here for one semester, at least he has been around universitics for a consider-

able time and Rwas the expericnce, even though he is a new memoer of Faculty,
He has six or scvean years unc;r nis belt. '

It was sugzesited that for the candidate's nomlnatlon to be valid he should
have been here. for at least one semester. g

Is it decided that the representative must be a student.
Opposition was expressed to a non-member of the University community,

If he is a student he should have been in attendance for one semester., If
he is a Taculty member no restrictions could be placed. Surely the majority

.weuld not want to see anyone from outside the University representing the

students.

If the students wanted to elect someone from outside the University, why
should anyone step in their way. It secoms that there arae beople already

. who have been here for more than two semesters who do not know what is
"going on. People who take interest can learn very quickly and learn as they

go along. .Waat guarantee is it giving gnyoody by plac1n~ a rc51dence

. restriction on the candidate?

There are two points of view here. If you do want to insist on some sort
of residence *cqulrgment you run into a lot of additional troubles. Is a
resident 10, 12 or 15 semester hours? Must he have passed all his courses?
Is an age limit required? Some second year students do not know what is
going on at the University. What is going to happen when these people
start voting for candidates? B
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By talking about restrictions therc is an underlying assumption of an
irresponsible electorate. If you are going to take a chance on an
irresponsible clectorate you must make realistic limitations. Tne age
limit is a realistic limitation.

There could be an irresponsible electorate and therefore restrictions
are required, Residence could possibly be interpreted to mean 30
semester hours accumulated Simon Fraser credit, The person who has been
in attendance at a university for one year, .

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

It was suggesced that stipulation should be made for nxneteen years of

.. age and over. Agreed.

Now what about the question of university.expericence.

If students want to elect somecone without university experience they should
be allowed to do so. - Senate should not stipulate this. Scnate should
have. only one concern - that he is a student when elected and continues

to follow his studies. This is assuming that he is a student and would"
continue to be a student for the three year term, ‘If this committee

-decides to stipulate that it is a student,

"Why has ‘Rector' been rejected?

On the basis that it might be a person who was not aware of the problems
of students today and might not have been in contact with university
life for a good number of years.,

Would there be violent objections if representation was.limited to
students at Simon Fraser University completely? This would be the most

,acceptable representation for students to have on Senate. You have to

. have someone from inside the community.

General discussion followed on the effect of student representation in
respect to the increase in numbers on the Senate. Section 1 of the Act

- was cited (for each student representative on the Senate, Faculty would

have a representative, Three student representatives would mean three
Faculty representatives, increase to Senate would be six).

The Committee should talk about the numbers of representat1ves? A very

. useful suggestion. It will be very difficult to.get Senate to go beyond

one representative at this time. However, pending its experience for .one
year, Senate might add another member and possibly after another year,
another one, and the one representatxve could grow to three.

'Will three .students cause more trouble than one? If you try for one you

- might get ic for three you might have three C1mes the difficulty in

geccing ic,

-
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1t would be nicer to have more than one student member.  If a -student

is clected to Scnate could he stand up for himself and the students without
support? Taculty do not necd other Faculty members to prop-them up. Way
three to hold the argument up? The discussion started with a representative,
one, and now all of a sudden it has to be three because one cannot be loud
enough, ' , : o _

Three would hardly be a voting block, because Senate will elect an cqual i
number of Faculty. It is rcalistic to have one person confidently voice the
opinions of the whole student body. o '

T&o or three students can give you a more unbiassed voice of student
representation on Senate. . - }

Why not wait one year for the second and two years for the third?

The students may, at certain times, present a voting block but never

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

" one is asking a lot of newly clected student,

What benefit would it be to Scnate to have one, two or three? Would it
be beneficial to have more than one? ' -

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

"One student representative for the time being would be sufficient, it isa
renovation of the constitution of Senate and if put on that basis it would
- probably be more likely to succeed. Three would give the students more

~ security, because of having three there, but some members have the

suspicion that Senate would not go for three students immediately.

. & the disagrecment based on what it is thought Senate will go along with

or what would be more beneficial to Senate,

It is experimental for the time being so it cannot be said with certainty
~ that three would be better than one. : '

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

.. In Senate the student representative will not be there primarily as a

spokesman for students but as a member of Senate,

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

If the students get two or three, Faculty will get the same and Senate will "
end up with 30 to 35 members. Senate meetings run quite long enough now,
The first recommendation regarding openess should not be forgotten. If the
Committee recommends a gallery and three students, someAmembers-may think

' - things are getting too cluttered., . L . .
. . It is not known if one, two or three will work belter. Why should we start

with three? We do not have to rush. Senate has run along closed for many years
and now we are saying that Senate will need to be open and have three students
to be effective! . : o - : .

Could it not be agreéd'to_only having one student representative? The only.
point is that some feel that three students would ba more effectiva than

1 ﬂonc and the argument against throeo is a gilslika ofincrecaring the svize of
.- the Senate. ' o

"~ Maybe at this stage the Schate would be wise to admit students to committees
" who were not Senators. ' : . .



SN 4/3/68

)
€

¢

What about the in-between ground? What does the committee think of two?
The Committec will accept the suggestion that it leave the number to
Scnate, but rccommend that onc would be better than nonc.

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

ch, a student of the age of 19 in good standing at the time of clecection.
Is a student in good standing any student registered at the University?
Students may elect a student who is not on the campus at that timo. He may
be a student on a semester off. ‘ . -
Docs that mean with the one person, if he took a scmester off would tho
students be without representation?

If a Faculty member takes rescarch time off he notifies Senate and chey
appoint a substitute, :

If a student was working in the area he could maintain his representaCLon to
Senate.

The Commitcee has done the task it has been charged with., The next
meeting of Senate is January 9 and the Senate then goes through the
Graduate and Undergraduate Calendars. This item will be on the agenda
but it is doubtful if Senate will have time to get to it, because the
calendars must get out. This item deserves a spécial mating with nothing
else being discussed. Senate will probably call a special meeting to discuss.
these recommendations sometime later in January.

Could the students be present at ‘the meeting when the recommendatlons .are
~ discussed? : »
- It could be arranged.

The Chairman will attempt to write the history, the arguments pro and con,

- re-write the minutes and recommendations and send the whole report to Senate.
-As soon as the Chairman has rewrzccen thxs he should get the Comm1CCee '
together agazn. ‘ :

Next meeting to be notified.” - . S

)

. M, an.Mﬁrray o . : .
* Recording Secretary - = = . APPROVED ' T
' ' S S R o DR, Robertson .Chairman

DATE'
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HISTORY OF DISCUSSTON IN SENATE -
REGARDING

OPENESS AND STUDENT REPRESENTATION
: prepared by The Registrar

NOVEMBER 29, 1965 - Scnate Minutes

" Dr. Ellis advised that there werc scveral members of
faculty waiting outside wanting to know if the Senate would
permit spectators. A brief discussion followed in which
the members gencrally expressed their reluctance to permit
the admission of spectators at this time.

It was moved by Mr. Frcdermckson and seconded by Dr. ‘
Rxeckho ff: :

That visitors be excluded from Senate at this
time and that the matter be reconsidered after

Senate has been in existence for some time.

Dr. Maud had been asked by hxs colleagues to support their

"~ visiting the meeting and was therefore opposed to the motion.

Mr. Bawtree then requested that a specific date be set for re=-
opening the issue. Dr. Shrum recommended that the matter should

. be postponed until Senate is more fully consciCuted

AUGUST

An amendment was moved by Dr. Bursill- Hall and seconded
by Mr. Bawtree: - o A .

That the matter be reviewed when Senate is

more fully constituted. . o _ CARRIED

The amended motion. then carried.

29, 1966 - Senate Minutes

3D.

Observers at Senate Meetings: _ ' o ‘{,
Moved by D.H. Sullivan, seconded by T.H.'B:ose

“"that meeting of Senate be open to any member of the
University community who provides sufficient reason:

" the President to decide upon which such requests should

be granted" _ .

MOTION LOST
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AUGUST 29, 1966 - Senate Minutes (cont'd) ‘ : g
3D Qbservers at Senate Meetings (cont' d) A _
Moved by R. J. Baker, seconded by W. M. Hamilton
"that the Information Officer be invited to attend Senate
meetings at the descretion of the Chairman'
CARRIED
i During the discussion it was pointed out that copies of Senate
minutes were available for perusal by faculty in the Library and in
the office of the Registrar.
Moved by T. H. Brose, seconded by R. J. Baker
"that copies of Senate minutes be made available in
faculty department offices."” :
CARRIED
AUGUST 29, 1966 - Senate Minutes
Papers presented by R. Baker and T. Brose (attached)
AUGUST 29, 1966 - Senate Minutes
3B. Student Representation on Senate

" R. J. Baker commented on his paper, stating that ultimately he

would agree with the suggestion presented in the paper submitted by
T. H. Brose, but felt this should evolve slowly: and that student
representation should commence by having the students elect a non-
student. :

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

. Senate.

Moved by R. J. Baker, seconded by C. D. Nelson
“that the proposal by R. J. Baker on Student Representation
on Senate be adopted as the first step towards student

representation”

" T. H. Brose stated that he felt the idea of a student representative

-was good, but did not share the hesitancy of other members to allow the

students to participate in their university. He then proposed an amend-
ment to the motion made by R. J. Baker, '

.~
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o

Representation on Sennte (con”'o)
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"that Senate authorize the seat and designate it as the
seat of the representative of the students and permit
the students. to”elcct someonc in October as their

repregsentative on Scnate"

TR
.

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

R. J. Baker then amended his motion to state
"that Scnate add a member elected by the students"

This would leave the title for the decision of the students. He
stated he would not agree to a student representative.

T. H. Bottomore statecd that the proposal that Scnate should elect
a non-student scemed difficult. He pointed out that the appointment
would be for three ycars and that this was a long time to delay student
represcntation by the students.. He recommended that the matter be de-
ferred until there was a more complete stuaent body and the representa-
tion could be open.

G. Bursill-Hall requ;sted clarification on the motion: whether it
was on the position of a Rector who was a non- -student or a Rector who
might be a student representative.

~

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

2. amended to read instead of "Rector'", "the representative
" member of Senate elected by the students", and

3. 1in due course when a full spectrum of students is in
attendance at the University, the whole question of
limitations will be examined.

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

E. §. Lett asked why it was urgent to consider this question at
this time and asked if there would be any loss in dbferrln" the dis-
cussion until there was a full complement of students.
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AUGUST 29, 1966 - Scnate Minutes (cont'd) i

. 3B . Student Representation on Scnate (cont'd)

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

| C. D. Nelson stated that he did not consider three years too long
to deny rcpresentation by students on Senate. He reported that one of
the members of the student government intends to take only a small number
of courses, so that he can devote himself to student government. He
stated that this was a criticism on the number of things that have to
be done and considered it would take three years to sort them out -and
come to some sort of pattern for the trimester system. He considered
that a represcntative elected by students to Senate was a good way to
start and that such representation would give the students a great deal
of help.

T. H. Brose stated that therc appcared to be some fecling that
a non-student should be the representative the students choose and stated
that they should be trusted to elect a non~student.

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

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

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

“that Senate add a member elected by the students, and that
such a member be called a Student Representative. This Student
Representative would not be a student or a member of faculty.
He would be elected by bona fide students registered in courses
at the time of the election, and for a term of three years; he
should be a resident of British Columbia" :

CARRIED

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

. The questions of which students would be eligible to vote and

the best time for holding the election of the student representative

. to Senate were discussed and it was agreed that students registered for
twelve semester hours or more were eligible to vote and that the election
be held in the spring semester (1967): The elected representative to
take his seat at the February Senate meeting.
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.+ OCTOBER 3, 1966 - Senate Minutcs o . ¢
'. Letter from J. Mynott, President, Student Society (attached)

3A . Student Representative on Senate
i) ©  Eligibility to vote

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

. . ~ Moved by K. E. Rieckhoff, seconded by C. J. Frederickson

"that the decision of Senate to require a student to be
enroled twelve semester hours or more to be eligible to
.vote be reaffirmed”

C ‘ . CARRIED

2) - Distribution of Senate minutes to Student Society

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

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

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

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

J. Mills amended his motion to state

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

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

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

[ | _ | | . ~ CARRIED

“that the agenda, supporting papers and minutes be kept
in the Library and made available upon request to any
member of the University community: the papers for this’
copy to be subject to the discretion of the Registrar"
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. OCTOBER 3, 1966 - Scnate Minutes (cont'd) !
‘ 3A Student Representative on Scnate (cont'd)
2) Distribution of Senate minutes to Student Society (cont'd)

~

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

He stated he was opposed to circulating the minutes.

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

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

CARRIED

Procedures for Election of Student Representative

. The Registrar requested a ruling on his suggestion that nomination
. forms for nomination of a student rc_pr.,sentatlve required twenty
signatures.
Moved by R. J. Baker, seconded by J. F. Ellis

“that nomination forms for the student representatlve should
require twenty signatures"’

CARRIED

NOVEMBER 7, 1966 - Senate Minutes

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

4A Letter from Student Society Rejecting Proposal of Representative
of Students on Senate

_The Registrar reported that because he felt that the letter from
the Student Society, which had been distributed to all members,
required some clarification, he consulted with Dean Bottomore,
acting President at the time, about the advisability of meeting
with the students before the letter was discussed in Senate. With
. the concurrence of Dean Bottomore a meeting was held on Friday,
-~ November 4th. Present were the Registrar, Professors Baker, Brose,
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- VOVEM ER 7. 1966 - Senate Minutes (cont'd) o d

‘ - 4A  Letter from Student Socicty Rejecting Proposal of Representative
' of Students on Senate (cont'd) '

Ellis, Rieckhoff and students John Mynott, Dave York, Mike Campbell
and Greg Stacey. As a result of this meeting Mr. Mynott was asked
if he and some of his colleagucs wished to present the Sctudent
Society's case in person at a Senate meeting. He agreed this would
be desirable. At the mecting the student newspaper editor, My,
Mike Campbell, was asked to consider that he was not present at the
meet1ng as a reporter and he agrced, but has since asked to accom-
pany. the student delegation to Senatc as a reporter.

Moved by A. E. Branca, seconded by K. E. Rickhoff
" “that the student delegation Se admitted"
IR ' | . CARRIED
Moved by A. M. Unrau, scconded by J. L. Dampier

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

CARRIED

' John Mynott, the President of the Student Council, was then
introduced to the meceting.

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

Mr. Mynott left the mgeéing at 3:10 PM.
Moved by A. E. Branca, seconded by J. Mills
“"that a Senate committee be established to meet with
a committee of students to discuss the questlon of
student participation in Senate"
The Chairman stated that from the discussion he would take the

terms of reference for the committee to be to investigate the whole
question of student participation in Senate and the openess of Senate

‘ meetings.
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NOVEMBER 7, 1966 - Scnate Minutes (cont'd)

4A Lotter from Student Socioty Rejecting Proposal of Representative
of Students on Scnate (cont'd)

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

CARRIED

It was further agreed that the committee be composed of four
members, the membership of the committee to be left to the discretion
of the Proaidant, with tho rocommendation that one wmember be a non-
faculty member of Senate and that one member be the Registrar.
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To: President . . From: R.J. Baker,
Head, Department of English

Subject: Rector ) July 12, 1966

{

/

Student Representation on Senate

. I would like to put on the agenda for the next Senate
meeting the motion that I gave notice of at the last meeting.

I propose that Senate add a member elected by the students, and
that such a wmember be called a Rector.

The Rector would not be a student or a member of faculty.
He would be elected by bona fide students for a period of three
years; he should be a resident of British Columbia.

The Rector would not be directly responsible.to the student
body but he would address them once a year. His particular
responsibility in Senate would be the welfare of students.

The position is well established in Scottish Universities,
and our name, and links with Lord Lovat, would make it appropriate
for us to use the same term. I attach the statement made by
President Mackenzie on his retirément; it will be noted that -he
recommended that the Rector be a member of the Board of Governors.
"It is not, however, within the power of Senate to make such a proposal.

R.J. Baker.
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I1f the Faculty are to be represented, I suggest that the
student body should also be represented. I would arrange this
through the creation of a new office - that of Rector - one which
is traditional in many universities in the United Kingdom and at
Queen's in Canada. The Rector would be elected by the current student
population for a period of five or six years. He would be a
distinguished citizen resident in British Columbia. His office and
‘title would be largely honorary and his duties would include the
giving of a Rectorial address at least once each year and votiné
membership on the Board of Govemors. He would not be responsible
to or report back to the student body save in the most general way,!
but he would in a sense be the friend'and advocate of the students

in the affairs of the University.

'The President's Report (1961-62)

The University of British Columbia.
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‘ Td: Members of the Senate From: Thomas H. Brose

Date: August 1lst 1966

STUDENT REPRESENTATION ON SENATE

That the Act establishing Simon Fraser University government
did not include representation for students is one of the serious
omissions in the document.

I think students should be represented on Senate, and I thus
support this aspect of Professor Baker's fine suggestlon that Senate
proceed to create a seat for the students.
However, I think the person chosen should be the students'.choice
- with no prior restrictions imposed by us. Only the students can best
- judge who can best represent them. Further, since Simon Fraser University
- has proclaimed itself in favour of educational innovation, we should '
encourage this innovation. Rather than reaching across the seas or the border
for a precedent, we have the opportunlty to JOln those very few universities
who have recognized this generation's students' desire to be -invelved
in their university. The students do not want the paternallsm of which
much of past university-student relationships consisted. There is no
N master-servant relationship in a healthy democratic community. Those who
. . wish to continue such a system were born in the wrong age. The university
in my opinion, should be a workshop, a microcosm. of the kind of society
Canada is stiving for - not a haven for tradition at the expense of the
realities of the time in which we live.

Therefore I wish to offer the following amendment to the proposal
of Professor Baker:

That the Senate authorize a seat under its power in
Section 23(i), and that it designate that seat as the seat of the student
representatlve.

Further, that we request the students to nominate a person
residing in British Columbia and to elect their representative sometime
in October so as to have a representative at the new session of -Senate.

Finally, the title of the representative - if we need a title -
should be the choice of the students. Let us create our own traditions.
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Simon Fraser UniVérsity‘Student Society
Burnaby 2, British Columbia

September 14 1966

The Senate. ‘
¢/o Mr. D.P. Robertson

" Pegistrar

Simon Fraser University.
Burnaby 2 B.C.

Dear MMr. Robertson,

I was gratified to receive the formal notice of the Senate's
decision to include a student representative on the Senate. At this
time I would like to-request that the Senate give consideration to
providing a set of Senate minutes for each of the Fall meetings for the
Student Society's information so that we may be more fully prepared to
choose our Senate representative.

With regards to the election procedure and those eligible
I would request that the Senate reconsider its decision that students
with 12 semester hours or more are the only eligible voters. The basis
for my request lies in the fact that all students taking four or more
semester hours pay Student Society fees and are thus considered members
of the University community. I would also like to point out that in many
cases students taking less than 12 hours are those who 1like myself are
involved in considerable non-academic activities and in order to do justice
to both course load and co-curricular activities have decided to reduce
their load to less than 12 hours. ‘I would appreciate the Senate's careful
consideration of this point. :

Yours sincerely.

John A. Mynott
President
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Simon Fraser Student Society
Simon Fraser University
Burnaby 2, B.C.

Office of the President
October 31,1966.

The Senate

c/o Mr. D.P. Robertson
Secretary to the Senate
Simon Fraser University
Burnaby 2, B.C.

Dear Mr. Robertson,

I have been instructed by the Executive Council to inform you
that after considerable discussion and careful consideration the Executive
Council must regretfully decline acceptance of the Senate offer to place
a student elected Rector on the Senate. The Council's decision is
contained in a three point resolution as follows:

" Whereas, the Senate resolution as communicated to the Executive
Council of the Simon Fraser  Student. Society in a letter dated
September 14, 1966, involves studeénts in the responsibility for
decision making without allowing sufficient student votes,
it resolved that: '

1. The Executive Council o the Simon Fraser Student Society
rejects any and all forms of student representation on
Senate that are not accompanied. by a proposal to carry on
the business of Senate in open and public meetings.

2. The Executive Council of the Simon Fraser Student Society
rejects the specific Senate proposal for a student elected
Rector on Senate as being guilt by association without
sufficient representation.

3. The Executive Council of the Simon Fraser Student Society
proposes as an initial step towards adequate student
representation on the Senate that at least two student
representatives be elected by the student body to the Senate.

leoo.
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The Senate October 31, 1966
: Page 2

In reaching its decision the Executive Council took into consideration
the possible problem arising from a student serving a three year term as
a member of Senate. The consensus reached was that since the main
purpose of student representation on the Senate is to present the
students' point of view and to present problems encountered by students
from time to time, direct student representation is the most efficient
means of reaching these goals. Election of an upper class man for a

.three year Senate temwould accomplish two things. First, the student

elected would have at least two years experience as a student at the
University. Second, even if this student representative were to graduate
before the end of his term of office, he would be temporarily close
enough to his student experience to give adequate representation to the
student body. Such a plan would lend itself to some multiple of three

as the number of representatives for the student body. Thus, one-third
of the representatives could be elected each year.

The above plan is only one of several possibilities for incorporating
diréct student representation in the academic Senate of the University.
The Executive Council would welcome and appreciate the opportunity to
review or discuss other possibilities. We appreciate the Senate's sincere
efforts to increase the democratization of university government,

Yours sincerely,

John A, Mynott
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The Senate ' October 31, 1966
: : bPage 2

In reaching its decision the Executive Council took into consideration
the possible problem arising from a student serving a three year term as
a member of Senate. The consensus reached was that since the main
purposc of student representation on the Senate is to present the
students' point of view and to present problems encountered by students
from time to time, direct student representation is the most efficient
means of reaching these goals. Election of an upper class man for a
.three year Senate temmwould accomplish two things. First, the student
elected would have at least two years experience as a student at the
University. Second, even if this student representative were to graduate
before the end of his term of office, he would be temporarily close
enough to his student experience to give adequate representation to the
student body. ‘Such a plan would lend itself to some multiple of three
as the number of representatives for the student body. Thus, one-third
of the representatives could be elected ecach year.

The above plan is only one of several possibilities for incorporating
direct student representation in the academic Senate of the University.
The Executive Council would welcome and appreciate the opportunity to
review or discuss other possibilities. We appreciate the Senate's sincere
efforts to increase the democratization of university government.

Yours sincerely,

John A. Mynott
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In reaching its decision the Executive Council took into consideration
‘the possible problem arising from a student serving a three year term as
a member of Senate. The consensus reached was that since the main
purpose of student representation on the Senate is to present the
students' point of view and to present problems encountered by students
from time to time, direct student representation is the most efficient
means of reaching these goals. Election of an upper class man for a
.three year Senate temnwould accomplish two things. First, the student
elected would have at least two years experience as a student- at the
University. Second, even if this student representative were to graduate
before the end of his term of office, he would be temporarily close
enough to his student experience to give adequate representation to the
student body. Such a plan would lend itself to some multiple of three
as the number of representatives for the student body. Thus, one-third
of the representatives could be elected each year. :

The above plan is only one of several possibilities for incorporating
diréct student representation in the academic Senate of the University.
The Executive Council would welcome and appreciate the opportunity to
review or discuss other possibilities. We appreciate the Senate's sincere
efforts to increase the democratization of university government.

Yours sincerely,

John A, Mynott
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In reaching its decision the Executive Council took into consideration
the possible problem arising from a student serving a three year term as
a membexr of Senate. The consensus reached was that since the main
purpose of student representation on the Senate is to present the
students' point of view and to present problems encountered by students
from time to time, direct student representation is the most efficient
means of reaching these goals. Election of an upper class man for a
.three year Senate temmwould accomplish two things. First, the student
elected would have at least two years experience as a student at the
University. Second, even if this student representative were to graduate
before the end of his term of office, he would be temporarily close
enough to his student experience to give adequate representation to the
student body. Such a plan would lend itself to some multiple of three
as the number of representatives for the student body. Thus, one-third
of the representatives could be elected ecach year. :

The above plan is only one of several possibilities for incorporating
diréct student representation in the academic Senate of the University.
The Executive Council would welcome and appreciate the opportunity to
review or discuss other possibilities. We appreciate the Senate's sincere
efforts to increase the democratization of university government.

Yours sincerely,

John A. Mynott
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Simon Fraser Student Society
Simon Frasexr University
Burnaby 2, B.C.

Office of the President
October 31,1966,

The Scnate

c/o Mr. D.P. Robertson
Secretary to the Senate
Simon Fraser University

Burnaby 2, B.C.

Dear Mr. Robertson,

I have been instructed by the Executive Council to inform you

_that after considerable discussion and careful consideration the Executive

Council must regretfully decline acceptance of the Senate offer to place
a student elected Rector on the Senate. The Council's decision is
contained in a three point resolution as follows:

"Whereas, the Senate resolution as communicated to the Executive
Council of the Simon Fraser Student. Society in a letter dated
September 14, 1966, involves students in the responsibility for
decision making without allowing sufficient student votes,
it resolved that: ‘

1,

2.

The Executive Council € the Simon Fraser Student Society
rejects any and all forms of student representation on
Senate that are not accompanied by a proposal to carry on
the business of Senate in open and public meetings.

The Executive Council of the Simon Fraser Student Society
rejects the specific Senate proposal for a student elected
Rector on Senate as being guilt by association without

- sufficient representation,

The Executive Council of the Simon Fraser Student Society
proposes as an initial step towards adequate student

"representation on the Senate that at least two student

representatives be elected by the student body to the Senate,

leo..
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Simon Fraser Student Society
Simon Fraser-University
Burnaby 2, B.C.

Office of the President
October 31,1966,

The Senate : \ o
c/o Mr. D. P, Robertson '

Secretary to the Senate

Simon Fraser University

Dear Mr.

Burnaby 2, B.C.

Robertson,

I have been instructed by the Executive Council to inform you

that after considerable discussion and careful consideration the Executive
Council must regretfully decline acceptance of the Senate offer to place

a student elected Rector on the Senate. The Council's decision is
contained in a three point resolution as follows:

"Whereas, the Senate resolution as communicated to the Executive
Council of the Simon Fraser Student. Society in a letter dated
September 14, 1966, involves studénts in the responsibility for
decision making without allowing sufficient student votes,
it resolved that :

1.

The Executive Council f the Simon Fraser Student Society
rejects any and all forms of student representation on
Senate that are not accompanied by a proposal to carry on
the business of Senate in open and public meetings.

The Executive Council of the Simon Fraser Student Society’
rejects the specific Senate proposal for a student elected

.Rector on Senate as being guilt by assoc1at10n without

sufficient representation.

The Executive Council of the Simon Fraser Student Society

. proposes as an initial step towards adequate student

representation on the Senate that at least two student
representatives be elected by the student body to the Senate.

loo..
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Simon Fraser Student Society
Simon Fraser University
Burnaby 2, B.C.

Office of the President
October 31,1966,

The Senate

¢/o Mr., D.P. Robertson
Secretary to the Senate
Simon Fraser University
Burnaby 2, B.C.

Dear Mr. Robertson,

I have been instructed by the Executive Council to inform you
that after considerable discussion and careful consideration the Executive
Council must regretfully decline acceptance of the Senate offer to place
‘a student elected Rector on the Senate. The Council's decision is
contained in a three point resolution as follows:

"Whereas, the Senate resolution as conmunicated to the Executive
Council of the Simon Fraser Student. Society in a letter dated
September 14, 1966, involves students in the responsibility for
decision making without allowing sufficient student votes,
it resolved that: ' .

1. The Executive Council o the Simon Fraser Student Society
rejects any and all forms of student representation on
Senate that are not accompanied by a proposal to carry on
the business of Senate in open and public meetings.

2. The Executive Council of the Simon Fraser Student Society
rejects the specific Senate proposal for a student elected
Rector on Senate as being guilt by association without
sufficient representation.

3. The Executive Council of the Simon Fraser Student Society
proposes as an initial step towards adequate student
representation on the Senate that at least two student

' representatives be elected by the student body to the Senate.

e
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Simon Fraser Univérsity‘Student Society
Burnaby 2, British Columbia

September 14 1966

The Senate. ‘
~ c¢/o Mr. D P. Robertson
" Pegistrar
Simon Fraser University.
Burnaby 2 B.C.

Dear 'r. Robertson,

I was gratified to receive the formal notice of the Senate's
decision to include a student representative on the Senate. At this
time I would like to request that the Senate give consideration to
providing a set of Senate minutes for each of the Fall meetings for the
Student Society's information so that we may be more fully prepared to
choose our Senate representative.

With regards to the election procedure and those eligible
I would request that the Senate reconsider its decision that students
with 12 semester hours or more are the only eligible voters. The basis
for my request lies in the fact that all students taking four or more
semester hours pay Student Society fees and are thus considered members
of the University community. I.would also like to point out that in many
cases students taking less than 12 hours are those who 1like myself are
jnvolved in considerable non-academic activities and in order to do justice
to both course load and co-curricular activities have decided to reduce
their load to less than 12 hours. ‘I would appreciate the Senate's careful
consideration of this point. o ~

Yours sincerely.

-.John A, Mynott
President
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Simon Fraser Univérsity'Student Society
Burnaby 2, British Columbia

September 14 1966

The Senate. _

c¢/o Mr. D P. Robertson
" Pegistrar

- Simon Fraser University.
Burnaby 2 B.C.

Dear Mr. Robertson,

I was gratified to receive the formal notice of the Senate's
decision to include a student representative on the Senate. At this
time I would like to request that the Senate give consideration to
providing a set of Senate minutes for each of the Fall meetings for the
Student Society's information so that we may be more fully prepared to
choose our Senate representative,

With regards to the election procedure and those eligible
I would request that the Senate reconsider its decision that students
with 12 semester hours or more are the only eligible voters. The basis
for my request lies in the fact that all students taking four or more
semester hours pay Student Society fees and are thus considered members
of the University community. I.would also like to point out that in many
cases students taking less than 12 hours are those who 1like myself are
involved in considerable non-academic activities and in order to do justice
to both course load and co-curricular activities have decided to reduce
their load to less than 12 hours. I would appreciate the Senate's careful
consideration of this point. '

Yours sincerely.

John A, Mynott
President
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‘Simon Fraser University Student Society
Burnaby 2, British Columbia

September 14 1966

The Senate ‘

c/o Mr. D P. Robertson
" Pegistrar

Simon Fraser University.
Burnaby 2 B.C,

Dear 'Mr. Robertson,

I was gratified to receive the formal notice of the Senate's
decision to include a student representative on the Senate. At this
time I would like to request that the Senate give consideration to
providing a set of Senate minutes for each of the Fall meetings for the
Student Society's information so that we may be more fully prepared to
choose our Senate representative.

With regards to the election procedure and those eligible
I would request that the Senate reconsider its decision that students
with 12 semester hours or more are the only eligible voters. The basis
for my request lies in the fact that all students taking four or more
semester hours pay Student Society fees and are thus considered members
of the University community. I.would also like to point out that in many
cases students taking less than 12 hours are those who 1like myself are
involved in considerable non-academic activities and in order to do justice
to both course load and co-curricular activities have decided to reduce
their load to less than 12 hours. ‘I would appreciate the Senate's careful
consideration of this point. ' :
Yours sincerely.

John A. Mynott
President
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‘ Te: Members of the Senate . : From: Thomas H. Brose

Date: August 1st 1966

STUDENT REPRESENTATION ON SENATE o ¢

That the Act establishing Simon Fraser University government
did not include representation for students is one of the serious
om1331ons in the document,

I think students should be represented on Senate, and I thus
support this aspect of Professor Baker's fine suggestlon that Senate
proceced to create a seat for the students.
However, T think the person chosen should be the students'. choice
- with no prior restrictions imposed by us. Only the students can best
" judge who can best represent them. Further, since Simon Fraser University
. - has proclalmed itself in favour of educational innovation. we should '
encourage this innovation. Rather than reaching across the seas or the border
for a precedent, we have the opportunlty to 301n those very few universities
who have recognized this generation's students' desire to be -involved
in their university. The students do not want the paternallsm of which
amuch of past university-student relationships consisted. ' There is no
. master-servant relationship in a healthy democratic community. Those who
‘ ) wish to continue such a system were born in the wrong age. The university .
in my opinion, should be a workshop, a microcosm. of the kind of society
Canada is stiving for - not a haven for tradition at the expense of the
realities of the time in which we live.

Therefore I wish to offer the following amendment to the proposal
of Professor Baker:

That the Senate authorize a seat under its power in
Section 23(i), and that it designate that seat as the seat of the student
representatlve.

Further, that we request the students to nominate a person
re51d1ng in British Columbia and to elect their representative sometime
in October so as to have a representative at the new session of Senate.

Finally, the title of the representative - if we need a title -
should be the choice of the students. Let us create our own traditions.
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Td: Members of the Senate : . From: Thomas H. Brose

Date: August lst 1966

STUDENT REPRESENTATION ON SENATE

That the Act establishing Simon Fraser University government
did not include represcntation for students is one of the serious
omissions in the document.

I think students should be represented on Senate, and I thus
support this aspect of Professor Baker's fine suggestion that Senate
proceed to create a seat for the students. .

However, I think the person chosen should be the students' choice
- with no prior restrictions imposed by us. Only the students can best
judge who can best represent them. Further, since Simon Fraser University
- has proclaimed itself in favour of educational innovation. we should ’
encourage this innovation. Rather than reaching across the seas or the border
for a precedent, we have the opportunlty to JOln those very few universities
who have recognized this generation's students' desire to be ‘involved
in their university. The students do not want the paternalism of which
much of past university-student relationships consisted. ' There is no
master-servant relationship in a healthy democratic community. Those who
wish to continue such a system were born in the wrong age. The university
in my opinion, should be a workshop, a microcosm. of the kind of society
Canada is strving for - not a haven for tradition at the expense of the
realities of the time in which we live. :

Therefore I wish to offer the following amendment to the proposal
of Professor Baker:

That the Senate authorize a seat under its power in
Section 23(i), and that it designate that seat as the seat of the student
representatlve.
) Further, that we request the students to nominate a person
residing in British Columbia and to elect their representative sometime
in October so as to have a representative at the new session of Senate.

Flnally, the title of the representative - if we need a title -
- should be the choice of the students. Let us create our own traditions.
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Td: Members of the Senate : . From: Thomas H. Brose

Date: August lst 1966

STUDENT REPRESENTATION ON SENATE

That the Act establishing Simon Fraser University government
did not include representation for students is one of the serious
omissions in the document.

I think students should be represented on Senate, and I thus
support this aspect of Professor Baker's fine suggestion that Senate
proceed to create a seat for the students. : '

However, I think the person chosen should be the students' choice
- with no prior restrictions imposed by us. Only the students can best
judge who can best represent them. Further, since Simon Fraser University
- has proclaimed itself in favour of educational innovation, we should )
encourage this innovation. Rather than reaching across the seas or the border
for a precedent, we have the opportunity to join those very few universities
who have recognized this generation's students' desire to be -involved
in their university. The students do not want the paternalism of which
much of past university-student relationships consisted. " There is no
master-servant relationship in a healthy democratic community. Those who
wish to continue such a system were born in the wrong age. The university .
in my opinion, should be a workshop, a microcosm. of the kind of society
Canada is stiving for - not a haven for tradition at the expense of the
realities of the time in which we live. .

, Thereforée I wish to offer the following amendment to the proposal
of Professor Baker: ’ . :

That the Senate authorize a seat under its power in
Section 23(i), and that it designate that seat as the seat of the student
representative. : : ,
: : Further. that we request the students to nominate a person
residing in British Columbia and to elect their representative sometime
in October so as to have a representative at the new session of Senate.

Finally, the title of the representative - if we need a title -
should be the choice of the students. Let us create our own traditions.
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If the Faculty are to be represented, I suggest that the
student body should also be represénted. I would arrange this
through the creation of a new office - that of.Rectqr -~ one which
is traditional in many universities in the United Kingdom and at
Queen's in Canada.‘ The Rector would be elected by the current student

population for a period of five or six years. He would be a.

}distinguished citizen resident in British Columbia. His office and

.title would be largely honorary and his duties would include the

giving of a Rectorial address at léaét once eaéh year and voting
membership on the Board of Governors; He would not be responsible
to or report back to the student body save in the most general way,!
but he wouldAin a sense be the friena'and advocate of the students

in the affairs of the University.

'The President's Report (1961-62)

The University of British Columbia.
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If the Faculty are to be represented, I suggest that the
student body should also be represented. I would arrange this
through the création of a new office - that éf Rector - one which
is traditional in many universities in the United Kingdom and at
Queen's in Canada. The Rector would be eiected by thé.current student
population for a period of five or six years. He would be a
distinguished citizen resident in British Columbia. His office and
title would be largely honorary and his duties would include the
giving of a Rectorial address at 1éaét once eaéh year and voting
membership on the Board of Govermnors. He would not be responsible
to or report back to the student body save in the most general way,!
but he would'in a sense be the friend'and advocate of the stﬁdents

in the affairs of the University.

'The President's Report (1961-62)

The University of British Columbia.
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If the Faculty are to be represented, I suggest that the
student body should also be represented. I would arrange this
thréugh the creation of a new office -~ that bf_Rector - one which
is traditional in many universities in the United Kingdom and at
Queen's in Canada. The Rector would be elected by thevcurrent student
population for a period of five or six years. He would be a
distinguished citizen resident in British Columbia. His office and
.title would be largely honorary and his duties would include the
giving of a Rectorial address at least once eaéh year and voting
membership on the Board of Govermnors. He would not be responsible
to or report back to the student body save in the most general way,!
but he would-in a sense be the friend'ahd‘advocate of the studeﬁts

in the affairs of the University.

"The Preéident's Report (1961-62)

The University of.British Columbia.
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To: President . ' . From: R.J. Baker,
Head, Department of English

Subject: Rector , - | July 12, 1966

;
/
/

Student Representation on Senate

. I would like to put on the agenda for the next Senate
meeting the motion that I gave notice of at the last meeting.

I propose that Senate add a member elected by the students, and

that such a member be called a Rector. . o ‘

The Rector would not be a student or a member of faculty.
He would be elected by bona fide students for a period of three
years; he should be a resident of British Columbia. . ‘

The Rector would not be dlrectly respon31b1e to the student
body but he would address them once a year. His particular
respon31b111ty in Senate would be the welfare of students.

The position is well established in Scottish Universities,
and our name, and links with Lord Lovat, would make it appropriate
for us to use the same term. I attach the statement made by
President Mackenzie on his retirément; it will be noted that -he
recommended that the Rector be a member of the Board of Governors.
"It is not, however, within the power of Senate to make such a proposal.

R.J. Baker.
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To: President ] ' : From: R.J. Baker,

Head, Department of English

Subject: Rector _ July 12, 1966

!

|

Student Representation on Senate

I would like to put on the agenda for the next Senate
meeting the motion that I gave notice of at the last meeting.
I propose that Senate add a member elected by the students, and
that such a wmember be called a Rector. ) ' ‘

The Rector would not be a student or a member of faculty.
He would be elected by bona fide students for a period of three
years; he should be a resident of British Columbia. , :

The Rector would not be directly responsible to the student
body but he would address them once a year. His particular
responsibility in Senate would be the welfare of students.

The position is well established in Scottish Universities,
and our name, and links with Lord Lovat, would make it appropriate
for us to use the same term. I attach the statement made by
President Mackenzie on his retirément; it will be noted that-he
recommended that the Rector be a member of the Board of Governors.

"It is not, however, within the power of Senate to make such a proposal.

R. J. ﬁaker.

CZ{QA/n/mMpo/a
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To: President . ' . From: R.J. Baker,
Head, Department of English

Subject: Rector ) _ : July 12, 1966

/'
|

Student Representation on Senate

I would like to put on the agenda for the next Senate
meeting the motion that I gave notice of at the last meeting.
I propose that Senate add a member elected by the students, and
that such a wmember be called a Rector. ' ‘

The Rector would not be a student or a member of faculty.
He would be elected by bona fide students for a period of three
years; he should be a resident of British Columbia. 3 v

The Rector would not be directly responsible to the student
body but he would address them once a year. His particular
responsibility in Senate would be the welfare of students.

The position is well established in Scottish Universities,
and our name, and links with Lord Lovat, would make it appropriate
for us to use the same term. I attach the statement made by
President Mackenzie on his retirément; it will be noted that he
recommended that the Rector be a member of the Board of Governors.
"It is not, however, within the power of Senate to make such a proposal.

R.J. Baker.
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Lotter from Student Society Rejecting Proposal of Represcntative
of Students on Scnate (cont'd)

The Chairman then called for a vote on the motion by A. E.

"Branca, seconded by J. Mills.

CARRIED

It was further agreed that the committee be composed of four
members, the membership of the committee to be left to the discretion
of the Proaidant, with tha rocemmendation that onc member be a ton-
faculty member of Senate and that one member be the Registrar.
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NOVEMBER 7, 1966 - Scnate Minutes (cont'd)

LA Letter from Student Socicty Rejecting Proposal of Representative
of Students on Scnate (cont'd)

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

CARRIED

It was further agreed that the committee be composed of four
members, the membership of the committee to be left to the discretion
of the Proaidant, with tha rocommendation that once member be a non-
faculty member of Senate and that one member be the Registrar.
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NOVEMBER 7, 1966 - Senate Minutes (cont'd)

LA Letter from Student Socicty Rejecting Proposal of Represcntative
of Students on Scnate (cont'd)

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

CARRIED

It was further agreed that the committee be composed of four
members, the membership of the committee to be left to the discretion
of the Proaidant, with tho roceommendation that one member be a non-
faculty member of Senate and that one member be the Registrar.
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- NOVEMBER 7, 1966 - Senate Minutes (cont'd) d
LA  Letter from Student Society Rejecting Proposal of Represcentative

of Students on Senate (cont'd)

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

Moved by A, E. Branca, seconded by K. E. Rickhoff
"that the student delegation ée admitted"

e ' A | o CARRIED
,Moved>by‘A. M. Unrau, seconded by J. L. Dampier

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

CARRIED

‘ : -John Mynott, the President of the Student Council, was then
| introduced to the meeting. o

In his presentation, Mr. Mynott stated that the question of open

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

. Mr. Mynott left the mgeﬁing at 3:10 PM.
" Moved by A. E. Branca, seconded by J. Mills ~
. " "that a Senate committee be established to meet with
L : - a committee of students to discuss the questlon of
' e student part1c1pat10n in Senate"
The Chairman stated thac from the discussion he would take the

terms of reference for the committee to be to investigate the whole
question of student participation in Senate and the openess of Senate

l“ meetings.
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NOVEMBER 7, 1966 - Senate Minutes (cont'd)

LA

Letter from Student Socicty Rejecting Proposal of Representative
of Students on Senate (cont'd) o

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

Moved by A. E. Branca, seconded by X. E. Rickhoff
"that the student delegation ée admitted"

| CARRIED
Moved by A. M. Unrau, scconded by J. L. Dampier

* "that the request of the rcporter to attend the neetlng
for the interview be denied"

CARRIED

John Mynott, the President of the Student Council, was then
introduced to the mceting o

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

Mr. Mynott left the meeﬁing at 3:10 PM.
 Moved by A. E. Branca, seconded by J. Mills ~
"that a Senate committee be established to meet with
a committee of students to discuss the questxon of

student participation in Senate'

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

question of student participation in Senate and the openess of Senate
meetings. :
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- . \OVIVBUA 7. 1966 - Scnate Minutes (cont'd) _,‘ -

LA  Letter from Student Socicty Rejecting Propoqal of Represcentative
of Students on Senate (cont'd)

Ellis, Rieckhoff and students John Mynott, Dave York, Mike Campbell
and Greg Stacey. As a result of this meeting Mr. Mynott was asked
if he and some of his colleagucs wished to present the Student
Society's case in person at a Senate wmeeting. He agreed this would
be desirable. At the meeting the sctudent newspaper cditor, MNr,

Mike Campbell, was asked to consider that he was not present at the
meetlng as a reporter and he agr ced, but has since asked to accom-
pany. the student delegation to Senate as a reporter.

Moved by A. E. Branca, seconded by X. E. Rickhoff
"that the student delegation be admi tted"
L : | - CARRIED
. Moved by A. M. Unrau,'scconded by J. L. Dampier

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

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

CARRIED

_ In his presentation, Mr. Mynott stated that the question of open

¥ and public meetings, as stated in item 1. of the letter distributed
to Senate, was the most important facet of the whole question. He

was asked to what extent this was a Student Council decision and to

; - -+ what extent it was a publically discussed issue. He stated that the
decision was a decision of the Executive Council in consultation

with a number of students on campus and some of the executive and

i . i - other members of the Canadian Union of Students. ‘

. Mr. Mynott left the mgeﬁing at 3:10 PM.
" Moved by A. E. Branca, seconded by J. Mills ~
“that a Senate committee be established to meet with
a committee of students to discuss the questlon of
student partxcxpatlon in Senate"
The Chairman_scated thac from the discussion he would take the

terms of reference for the committece to be to investigate the whole
question of student part1c1p3t101 in Senate and the openess of Senate

.. meetings.
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. 3A Student Representative on Scnate (cont'd)
2) Distribution of Senate minutes to Student Socicty (cont'd)

~

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

He stated he was opposed to circulating the minutes.

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

. The Chairman then called for a vote on the second part of the
. _ . motion. '
' a , ' . CARRIED

Procedures for Election of Student Representative

o The Registrar requested a ruling on his suggestion that nomination
‘ ' forms for nomination of a student rcpr;sentat:lve required twenty
signatures.

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

“that nomination forms for the student representatxve should
require twenty signatures'’

CARRIED

NOVEMBER 7, 1966 - Senate Minutes

Letter from J. Mynott, President, Studeﬁc Society (attached)

4A Letter from Student Society Rejecting PfOposal of Representative
of Students on Senate

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



oW /T /68 (Jf/&f’“'“‘“'

- ' . : ' . ,//"/ A,
R , ) )
< L e . ‘ - '\' l
N OCTOBER 3, 1966 - Scnate Minutes (cont'd)
. 3A Student Representative on Scnate (cont'd)
T2) Distribution of Senate minutes to Student Socicty (cont'd)

~

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

He stated he was opposed to circulating the minutes.

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

. The Chairman then called for a vote on the sccond part of the
- . * motion. :
: . : .. CARRIED

Procedures for Election of Student Representative

. T The Registrar rcquested a ruling on his suggestion that nomination
‘ ' forms for nomination of a student rcprbscnt:at:lve required t:went:y
signatures. '

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

"that nomination forms for the student represcntat1ve should
require twenty signatures"’

CARRIED
NOVEMBER 7, 1966 - Senate Minutes

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

’

4A Letter frOﬁ Student Society Rejecting Proposal of chresentatxve
of Students on Senate

e .'_i' The Registrar reported that because he felt that the letter from
' . the Student Society, which had been distributed to all members,
required some clarification, he consulted with Dean Bottomore,
acting President at the time, about the advisability of meeting
_ with the students before the letter was discussed in Senate. With
‘- . the concurrence of Decan Bottomore a meeting was held on Friday,
T - November 4th. Present were the Registrar, Professors Baker, Brose,
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S OCTOBER 3, 1966 - Scnate Minutes (cont'd) : !
‘ 3A Student Representative on Scenate (cont'd)
2) Distribution of Senate minutes to Student Sociecty (cont'd)

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

He stated he was opposed to circulating the minutes.

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

and he believed people on campus should have that record available.

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

' . . CARRIED

Procedures for Election of Student Representative

The Registrar recquested a ruling on his suggestion that nomination
forms for nomination of a student rcpr»sentatxv; required twenty
signatures. :

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

"that nomination forms for the student representatxve should
require twenty signatures'’

CARRIED

NOVEMBER 7, 1966 - Senate Minutes

4A

Letter from J. Mynott, President, Sthdent Society (attached)

Letter from Student Society Rejecting Proposal of Representatlve

of Students on Senate

'The Registrar reported that because he felt that the letter from

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

o
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OCTOBER 3, 1966 - Senate Minutes

3A

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

Student Representative on Senate

1) -

Eligibility to vote

The members considered the request of the President of the

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

Moved by K. E. Rieckhoff, seconded by C. J. Frederickson
“that the decision of Senate to require a student to be
enroled twelve semester hours or more to be eligible to

vote be reaffirmed"

CARRIED

2) * Distribution of Senate minutes to Student Socicty

Senate considered the request from the President of the

Student Society for Senate minutes for each of the Fall meetings.

After considerable discussion the Chairman recommended that

the Registrar write a report on ecach meeting of Senate and send
the summary report to the President of the Student Society, the
Peak, and any other party who was interested. This report could .
be written so that supporting papers would not be necessary.

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

A. R. MacKinnon recommended thac there should be a place

where the minutes with the papers are available.

J. Mills amended his motion to state

“that the request of the Student Society to have Senate minutes
provided be met by making the Library copy of the minutes

avaxlable to students"

;by J.

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

“that the Registrar be requested to prepare a sunnary
to be distributed freely in the community"

~ CARRIED

"that the agenda, supporting papers and minutes be kept
in the Library and made available upon request to any
member of the University community: the papers for: this
copy to be subject to the discretion of the Registrar"
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';;;,Sf' ﬂ OCTOBER 3, 1966 - Senate Minutes b L y
. Letter from J. Mynott, President, Student Socicty (attached)
3A  Student Representative on Senate
. 1) : Eligibility to vote

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

Co ~ Moved by K. E. Rieckhoff, seconded by C. J. Frederickson
""that the decision of Senate to require a student to be
enroled twelve semester hours or more to be eligible to
vote be reaffirmed"

. - _ - CARRIED

2) ° Distribution of Senate minutes to Student Socicty

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

- . After c0151dcrab1e discussion thu Chalrman recommended that
" ) the Registrar write a report on each meeting of Senate and send
the summary report to the President of the Student Society, the
. Peak, and any other party who was interested. This réport could
- be written so that supporting papers would not be neccssary.
* It was pointed out that it could be assumed that the Student
Representative, who will receive all documentation for . Senate,
will communicate matters of importance to the students.

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

J. Mills amended his motion to state

. “"that the request of the Student Society to have Senate minutes
- ‘ provided be met by making the Library copy of the minutes
: available to students'’

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

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

. | . CARRIED
' : ’ “that the agenda, supporting papers and minutes be kept
in the Library and made available upon request to any

member of the University community: the papers for this
copy to be subject to the discrction of the Registrar"
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'.é" ﬁ OCTOBER 3, 1966 - Scnate Minutes - o . _ y
'- Letter from J. Mynott, President, Student Sociecty (attached)
3A . Student Representative on Senate
1) *  Eligibility to vote

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

;A» ~ Moved by K. E. Rieckhoff, seconded by C. J. Frederickson

“that the decision of Senate to require a student to be
enroled twelve semester hours or more to be ellgxble to
vote be reaffirmed"

. _ o -~ CARRIED

2) - Distribution of Senate minutes to Student Society

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

the Registrar write a report on each meeting of Senate and send
the summary report to the President of the Student Society, the
Peak, and any other party wlo was interested. This report could .
be written so that supporting papers would not be necessary.

‘ . After considerable discussion the Chairman recommended that

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

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

J. Mills amended his motion to state

) “that the request of the Student Society to have Senate minutes
T _ provided be met by making the Library copy of the minutes
: available to students"

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

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

. | o . _ CARRIED

“that the agenda, supporting papers and minutes be kept
in the Library and made available upon request to any
member of the University community: the papers for: this
copy to be subject to the discretion of the Registrar"
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. AUGUST 29, 1966 - Scnate Minutes (cont'd) ' . i

. 3B . Student Represcntation on Scnate (cont'd)

R. J. Baker stated that he considered this would be a desirable
step now as there is a grcat deal of concern about various groups bCIH"
rcpresented

] C. D. Nelson stated that he did not consider three years too long
to déeny representation by students on Senate. He reported that one of
the members of the student government intends to take only a small number
of cburses, so that he can devote himself to student government. He
stated that this was a criticism on the number of things that have to
be done and considered it would take three years to sort them out -and
come to some sort of pattern for the trimester system. He considered
that a representative elected by students to Senate was a good way to
start and that such represcntation would give the students a great deal
of help.

T. H. Brose stated that therc appcared to be some feeling that
a non-student should be the representative the students choose ‘and stated -
that chcy should be trusted to elect a non-student. . ‘ .

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

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

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

"that Senate add a member elected by the students, and that
such a member be called a Student Represéntative. This Student
Representative would not be a student or a member of faculty.
- He would be elected by bona fide students registered in courses
"at the time of the election, and for a term of three years; he
should be a resident of British Columbia"

L - -+ CARRIED

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

) The questions of which students would be eligible to vote and

the best time for holding the election of the student representative

. to Senate were discussed and it was agreed that students registered for
twelve semester hours or more were eligible to vote and that the election
be held in the spring semester (1967): The elected representative to
take his secat at the February Senate meeting.
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AUGUST 29, 1966 - Scnate Minutes (cont'd) i

" Student Represcntation on Scnate (cont'd)

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

C. D. Nelson stated that he did not consider three years too long
to deny representation by students on Senate., He reported that onc of
the members of the student government intends to take only a small number
of courses, so that he can devote himself to student government. He
statcd that this was a criticism on the nuwber of things that have to
be done and considered it would take three years to sort them out -and
come to somec sort of pattern for the trimester system. He considered
that a represcntative elected by students to Scnate was a good way to
start and that such represcntation would give the students a great deal
of help.

T. H. Brose stated that therc appcared to be some fecling that
a non-student should be the representative the students choose and stated
that they should be trusted to elect a non-student, . .

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

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

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

“that Senate add a member elected by the students, and that
such a member be called a Student Represéntative. This Student
Representative would not be 'a student or a member of faculty.
He would be elected by bona fide students registered in courses
at the time of the election, and for a term of three years; he
should be a resident of British Columbia"

CARRIED

G. L. Bursill-Hall abstained from votlng and requested that this

"be recorded in the minutes.

The questiéns of which students would be eligible to vote and

‘the best time for -holding the election of the student representative
. to Senate were discussed and it was agreed that students registered for

twelve semester hours or more were eligible to vote and that the election
be held in the spring semester (1967): The elected representative to
take his seat at the February Senate meeting.
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AUGUST 29, 1966 - Scnate Minutes (cont'd) }

" Student Representation on Scnate (cont'd) |

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

; C. D. Nelson stated that he did not consider three years too long
to deny representation by students on Senate. He reported that one of
the members of the student government intends to take only a small number
of courses, so that he can devote himself to student government. He
stated that this was a criticism on the number of things that have to
be done and considered it would take three years to sort them out -and
come to somec sort of pattern for the trimester system. He considered

- that a representative elected by students to Scnate was a good way to

start and that such rcprescntacxon would give the students a great deal
of help.

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

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

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

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

"that Senate add a member elected by the students, and that
such a member be called a Student Represéntative. This Student
Representative would not be a student or a member of faculty.
He would be elected by bona fide students registered in courses
at the time of the election, and for a term of three years; he
should be a resident of British Columbia" :

CARRIED

G. L. Bursill-Hall abstained from votxng and requested that thls

"be recorded in the minutes.

The questions of which students would be eligible to vote and

" the best time for-holding the election of the student representative
. to Senate were discussed and it was agreed that students registered for

twelve semester hours or more were eligible to vote and that the election
be held in the spring semester (1967): The elected representative to
take his seat at the February Senate meeting.
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- AUGUST 29, 1566 - Senate Minutes (cont'd) ' !

. 38~ Student Representation on Sennte (cont'd)..
. “.\
“"that Senate authorize the scat and designate it as the
seat of the representative of the students and permit
, the students to elect someonc in October as their
P . representative on Scnate"

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

R. J. Baker then amended his motion to state
“that Senate add a member elected by the students"

This would leave the title for the decision of the students. He
stated he would not agrce to a student representative.

T. H. Bottomore stated that the pxoposal that Senatc should clcct
'a non-student scemed difficult. He pointed out that the appointment
would be for three ycars and that this was a long time to delay student
represcentation by the stucdents.. He reconmended that the matter be de-
ferred until there was a more complete stuaenc body and the representa-
tion could be open.

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

~

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

2. amended to read instead of "Rector', '"the representative
" member of Senate elected by the students", and

3. 1in due course when a full spectrum of students is in
attendance at the University, the whole question of
limitations will be examined.

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

; . E. S. Lett asked why it was urgent to consider this question at -
: . " this time and asked if there would be any loss in d;ferrln" the dis-
1 . cussion until there was a full complement of students.
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- AUGUST 29, 1966 - Senate Minutes (cont'd)

. 35 . Student Representation on Senate (cont'd).
. . : . \.‘\. .

"that Senate authorize the scat and designate it as the

seat of the represcntative of thie students and permit

the students. to elect someone in October as their

representative on Scnate"

.

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

R. J. Baker then amended his motion to state
“that Scnate add a member elected by the students"

This would leave the title for the decision of  the students. He
stated he would not agrce to a student represcntative,

T. H. Bottomore stated that the pxoposal thac Senatc should clcct
a non~student scemed difficult. He pointed out that the appointment
would be for three ycars and that this was a long time to delay student
representation by the students.- He recommended that the matter be de-
ferred until there was a more complete student body and the representa-
tion could be open. ’

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

~

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

2. amended to read instead of "Rector", 'the representative
" member of Senate elected by the students", and

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

D. H. Sullivan stated that by the terms of the Act the term of
appointment was three years. This would mean that a freshman or sophomore
- would be the only student eligible. Therefore he was against the motion.
. He also objected to the fact that members of faculty were excluded, stating
N e that what the students would want would probably be a representative
' from the faculty.
E. S. Lett asked why it was urgent to consider this question at
. " this time and asked if there would be any loss in deferring the dis-
‘ cussion until there was a full co..xpluu.nc of students.
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- AUGUST 29, 1966 - Senate Minutes (cont'd) ; ' ’

~

Student Renresentation on Seannce (con”'o)

\-
N\

"that Senate authorize the scat and designate it as the
seat of the representative of the studenics and permit
the students.to elect someonc in October as their
repregsentative on Scnate"

RS
.

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

R. J. Baker then amended his motion to state
“that Senate add a member elected by the students"

This would leave the title for the decision of the students. He
stated he would not agree to a student rcprcscntativc.

) T. H. Bottomore stated that the proposal that Senate should clcct
a non-student scemed difficult. He pointed out that the appointment
wvould be for three yecars and that this was a long time to delay student
representation by the students.. He reconmended that the matter be de-
ferred until there was a more complete stucenc body and the representa-
tion could be open.

G. Bursill~Hall requgstcd clarification on the motion: whether it
was on the position of a Rector who was a non- student or a Rector who
might be a student representauxve.

~

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

2. amended to read instead of "Rector', "the representative
" member of Senate elected by the students'", and

3. 1in due course when a full spectrum of students is in
attendance at the University, the whole question of
limitations will be examined.

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

E. S Lett asked why it was urgent to consider this question at
" this time and asked if there would be any loss in duferrlng the dis-
cussion until there was a full complement of students.
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AUGUST 29, 1966 - Senate Minutes (cont'd) o /
3D Observers at Senate Meetings (cont' d) N -
{foved by R. J. Baker, secondcd by W. M. Hamilton
"that the Information Officer be invited to attend Senate
meetings at the descretion of the Chairman"
' o - CARRIED
] During the discussion it was pointed out that copies of Senate
minutes were available for perusal by faculty in the Library and in
the office of the Registrar.
Moved by T. H. Brose, seconded by R. J. Baker
"that copies of Senate minutes be made available in
faculty department offices." : .
CARRIED
- AUGUST 29, 1966 - Senate Minutes
Papers presented by R. Baker and T. Brose (attached)
AUGUST 29, 1966 - Senate Minutes
3B. Student Representation on Senate

" R. J. Baker commented on his papef, stating that ultimately he

would agree with the suggestion presented in the paper submitted by
T. H. Brose, but felt this should evolve slowly: and that student
representation should commence by having the students elect a non-
student.

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

. Senate.

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

“that the proposal by R. J. Baker on Student Representafion
on Senate be adopted as the first step towards student
representation

" T. H. Brose stated that he felt the idea of a student representative
‘was good, but did not share the hesitancy of other members to allow the
students to participate in their unlvexsxty. He then proposed an amend-~.
ment to the notlon made by R. J. Baker,
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AUGUST 29, 1966 - Senate Minutes (cont'd) S i
3D . QObservers at Senate Mcetings (cont'd) -
Moved by R. J. Baker, seconded by W. M. Hamilton
“"that the Information Officer be invited to attend Senate
meetings at the descretion of the Chairman"
e ‘ :
g CARRIED
During the discussion it was pointed out that copies of Senate -
minutes were available for perusal by faculty in the Library and in
the office of the Registrar.
Moved by T. H. Brose, seconded by R. J. Baker
“that copies of Senate minutes be made available in
faculty department offices."” : -
CARRIED
AUGUST 29, 1956 -~ Senate Minutes
Papers presented by R. Baker and T. Brose (attached)
- AUGUST 29, 1966 - Senate Minutes
3B. Student Representation on Senate

" R. J. Baker commented on his paper, stating that ultimately he

would agree with the suggestion presented in the paper submitted by
T. H. Brose, but felt this should evolve slowly: and that student
representation should commence by having the students elect a non-
student. :

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

. Senate.

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

"that the proposal By R. J. Baker on Student Representafion
on Senatc be adopted as the first step towards student
representation’

" T. H. Brose stated that he felt the idea of a student representative
‘was good, but did not share the hesitancy of other members to allow the

" students to participate in their university. He then proposed an amend-
ment to the motion made by R. J. Baker, ' :
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AUGUST 29, 1966 - Senate Minutes (cont'd) ’ - ;
3D Qbservers at Senate Mecetings (cont' d) ..
Moved by R. J. Baker, seconded by W. M. Hamilton
“that the Information Officer be 1nv1t»d to attend Scnace
meetlngs at the descretxon of the Chairman"
. / . . .
Lo ‘ - -~ CARRIED
During the discussion it was pointed out that copies of Senate-
minutes wexe available for perusal by faculty in the Library and in
the office of the Registrar.
Moved by T. H. Brose, seconded by R. J. Baker
“"that copies of Senate minutes be made available in
faculty department offices." ~
CARRIED
AUGUST 29, 1966 - Senate Minutes
Papers presented by R. Baker and T. Brose (attached)
- AUGUST 29, 1966 - Senate Minutes
3B. Student Representation on Senate

" R. J. Baker commented on his paper, stating that ultimately he

would agree with the suggestion presented in the paper submitted by
T. H. Brose, but felt. this should evolve slowly: and that student
representation should commence by havxno the' students elect a non-
student.

G. Bursill-Hall stated that-he was in favor of the proposal

"outlined in the paper by R. J. Baker, but would not at this time

support any motion that resulted in a student becoming a member of

. Senate.

‘Moved by R. J. Baker, seconded by C. D. Nelson
"that the proposal by R. J. Baker on Student Representafion
on Senate be adopted as the first step towards student

representation"

" T. H. Brose stated that he felt the idea of a student representative

‘was good, but did not share the hesitancy of other members to allow the

students to participate in their university. He then proposed an amend-
ment’ to the motion made by R. J. Baker, '
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HISTORY OF DISCUSSION IN SENATE -

REGARDING

OPENESS AND STUDENT REPRESENTATION
: preparcd by The .Registrar

NOVEMBER -2Y, 1965 -~ Scnate Minutes

AUGUST 29, 1966 - Senate Minutes

" Dr. Ellis advised that therc were scveral members of
faculty waiting outside wanting to know if thé Senate would
permit spcctators. A brief discussion followed in which
the members generally expressed their reluctance to permit
the admission of spcctators at this time.

It was moved by Mr. Frcderlckson and secondcd by Dr. R ‘
Rxeckhoff :

That visitors be excluded from Senate at this
time and that the matter be reconsidered after
Senate has been in existence £or some time.

. Dr, Maud had been asked by his colleagues to support their
" visiting the meeting and was therefore opposed to the motion.
Mr. Bawtree then requested that a specific date be set for re-
- opening the issue. Dr. Shrum recommended that the matter should
" - be postponed until Senate is more fully conSCituCed

An amendment was moved by Dr. Bursill- Hall and seconded
by Mr. Bawtree: N D

That the matter be reviewed when Sénate is :

more fully constituted. o oo - . CARRIED

The amended motion. then carried.

- . 3D. Observers at Senate Meetings: L o P

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

“that meeting of Senate be open to any member of the

University community who provides sufficient rcason:
" the President to decide upoa which such requests should

bo granted" L o
MOTION LOST



HISTORY OF DISCUSSTION IN SENATE -

REGARDING

OPENESS AND STUDENT REPRESENTATION
. prepared by The Registrar

NOVEMBER -2y, 1965 - Scnate Minutes

" Dr. Ellis advised that there were scveral members. of
faculty waiting outside wanting to know if thé Senate would
permit spectators. A brief discussion followed in which
the members gencrally expressed their reluccance to permit
the admission of spcctators at this time.

It was moved by Mr. Frcderlckson and seconded by Dr. B o
Rzeckhoff : . '

That visitors be excluded from Senate at this
time and that the matter be reconsidecred after
Senate has been in existence for some time.

Dr. Maud had been asked by his colleagues to support their
) vxsltlng the meeting and was thercfore opposed to the motion,
. Mr. Bawtree then requested that a specific date be set for re~
R opening the issue. Dr. Shrum recommended that the matter should
- be postponed until Senate is more fully constituted

An amendment was moved by Dr. Bursill- Hall and seconded
by Mr. Bawtree: N A .

That the matter be reviewed when Senate is
more fully constituted. S . CARRIED

The amended motion. then carried.

AUGUST 29, 1966 - Senate Minutes

3D. Observers at Senate Meetings: ' S c }i:]gf
Moved by D.H. Sullivan, seconded by T.H.‘B:ose

- "that meeting of Senate be open to any member of the
University community who provides sufficient reason:

~ the President to decide upon which such requests should
be granted" E , .

MOTION LOST.
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HISTORY OF DISCUSSION IN SENATE -
REGARDING

OPENESS AND STUDENT REPRESENTATION
: prepared by The Registrar

NOVEMBER 29, 1965 - Senate Minutes

" Dr. Ellis advised that there were scveral members of
faculty waiting outside wanting to know if thé Senate would
permit spectators. A brief discussion followed in which
the members gencrally expresscd their rcluctance to permit
the admission of spcctacors at this time.

It was moved by Mr. Frcderickson and seconded by Dr.
Rieckboff:

That visitors be excluded from Senate at this
time and that the matter be reconsidered after
Senate has been in exis:ence for some time.

Dr. Maud had been asked by hlS colleagues to support their
v151t1ng the meeting and was therefore opposed to the motion.
Mr. Bawtree then requested that a specific date be set for re-
opening the issue., Dr. Shrum recommended that the matter should

- be postponed until Senate is more fully constituted

AUGUST

An amendment was moved by Dr. Burszll Hall and seconded
by Mr. Bawtree: . S

. That the matter be reviewed when Senate is :
more fully constituted, - S o CARRIED

The amended motion then carried,

29, 1966 - Senate Minutes

3D.

Observers at Scnate Meetings: o O

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

“that meeting of Senate be open to any member of the
University community who provides sufficient reason:

" the President to decide upon which such requests should

be granted" _ . .

MOTION LOST
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What about the in-between ground? What does the committee think of two?
The Committec will accept the suggestion that it leave the number to
Scenate, but recomniend that one would be better than nonec.

~Leave the number up to Scnate, and go to what kind of student it should be,

Would it be a student in good standing who to maintain his placc on the
Scnatc must remain a student in good standing, :

. ch, a student of the age of 19 in good standing at the time of clection,

Is a student in good standing any student registered at the University?
Students may clect a student who is not on the campus at that time, He may
be a student on a semester off, '

Docs that mean with the one person, if he took a scmester off would cho
students be without represcntation?

If a Faculty member takes rescarch time off he notifies Senate and they
appoint a substitute, : : .

If a student was working in the area he could maintain hls represcntatzon to
Scnate.

Y,

The Committce has done.the task it has been charged with, The next
meceting of Senate is January 9 and the Scnate then goes through the

l Graduate and Undergraduate Calendars. This item will be on the -agenda
- but it is doubtful if Senate will have time to get to it, because the

calendars must get out., This item deserves a spécial mating with nothing

. - else being discussed. Senate will probably call a special mcetxng to discuss
. these recommendations sometime later in January,

Could the students be present at ‘the mecting when the recommendations-are

AxZ.xdiscussed?
- It could be arranged.

" The Chairman will attempt to write the history, the arguments pro and con,

- re-write the minutes and recommendations and send the whole report to Senate.
-As soon as the Chairman has rewrxtteﬁ chzs he should get the Commlttee ‘
togecher agaln. -

B

‘”‘D P, Rober:son .Chairman

; [N . ‘ . .
e : Lo . 0 .

SRS T DATE:
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What about the in-between ground? What does the committee think of two?
The Committec will accept the suggestion that it leave the number to
Scnate, but reccommend that one would be better than nonc.

~Leave the number up to Seaate, and go to what kind of student it should be,

Would it be a student in good standing who to maintain his placc on Lhc
Scnatc must remain a student in good standing.

ch, a student of the age of 19 in good standing at the time of clection.
Is a student in good standing any student registered at the University?

* Students may clect a student who is not on the campus at that time, He may

be a student on a scemester off,

Docs that mean with the one person, if he took a semester off would tho
students be without representation?

If a Faculty member takes rescarch time off he notifies Senaca and thcy
appoint a substitute, : : .

If a student was working in the area he could maintain his representation to
Senate, '
The Committee has done the task it has been charged with., The next

meeting of Senate is January 9 and the Scnate then goes through the

'_f} Graduate and Undergraduate Calendars. This item will be on the agenda
- but it is doubtful if Senate will have time to get to it, because the

calendars must get out. This item deserves a spécial mating with nothing

.~ else being discussed. Senate will probably call a specxal meeting to discuss -
" these recommendations sometime later in January.

Could the students be present at the meeting when the rec0mmendat10ns -are

'tvldlscussed?
- It could be arranged.

- The Chairman will attempt to write the history, the arguments pro and con,
- re-write the minutes and recommendations.and send the whole report to Senate.

-As soon as the Chazrman has rewrztteﬂ thxs he should get the Commxctee
together agaln.

)

““”D 2. Robertson .Chairman

DATE:
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What about the in-between ground? What does the committee think of two?
The Committec will accept the suggestion that it leave the number to
Scnate, but recommend that onc would be better than none.

Leave the number up to Scnate, and go to what kind of student it should be,
Would it be a student in good standing who to maintain his placc on thc
Scnatc must remain a student in good standing, o

ch, a student of the age of 19 in good standing at the time of clection.

"Is a student in good standing any student registered at the University?
~ Students may clecet a student who is not on the campus at that tima. He may

be a student on a semester off,

Docs that mean with the one person, if he took a scemester off would tho
students be without represcntation?

If a Faculty member takes rescarch time off he notifies Scnate and they
appoint a substitute, : .

If a student was working in the area he could maintain his representation to
Senate,

. [y

The Committce has done the task it has been charged with., The next
mceting of Senate is January 9 and the Scnate then goes through the

‘Z Graduate and Undergraduate Calendars. This item will be on the agenda
- but it is doubtful if Senate will have ‘time to get to it, becausc the

calendars must get out, This item deserves a spécial mating with nothing
else being discussed. Senate will probably call a special meeL1ng to dlscu58~

. these recommendations sometime later in January.

Could the students be present at ‘the meecting when the recommendatlons are

.- discussed?
- It could be arranged.

" The Chairman will attempt to write the history, the arguments pro and con,

- re-write the minutes and recommendations and send the whole report to Senate.
-As soon as the Chaxrman has rewrztteﬁ thxs he should get the Commzctee '
together agazn. : :

i)

M"D P Robertson -Chairman

. N N . . . .
Lot * L . L

CoERT T DATE:
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It would be nicer to have morc than one student member. If a-student

is eclccted to Scnate could he stand up for himself and the students without

support? TFaculty do not nced other Faculty members to prop-them up. Wny

three to hold the argument up? The discussion started with a representative,
~one, and now all of a sudden it has to be three because one cannot be loud

cnough, ' i ' : o _ '

Three would hardly be a voting block, because Senate will eleet an cqual .

number of Faculty., It {s rcalistic to have one person confidently voice tha

opinions of the whole student body. '

Tvo or three students can give you a more unbiassed voice of student

representation on Senate, . ' . .

Way not wait one year for the second and two years for the third?

The students may, at certain times, present a voting block but never

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

" onc is asking a lot of newly clected student.

What benefit would it be to Scnate to have one, two or three? Would it
be beneficial to have more than one? o -

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

"Onc student representative for the time being would be sufficient, it is'a
renovation of the constitution of Secnate and if put on that basis it would
- probably be more likely to succeed. Three would give the students more

" security, becausc of having three there, but some members have the
- suspicion that Senate would not go for three students “immediately,

o Is the disagrecment based on vhat it is thought Senate will go along with

or what would be morc beneficial to Senate.
It is experimental for the time being so it cannot be said with certainty

- that three would be better than one, .

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

.. In Senate the student representative will not be there primarily as a

spokesman for students but as a member of Senate,

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

If the students get two or three, Faculty will get the same and Senate will "
end up with 30 to 35 members. Senate meetings run quite long enough now,
The first recommendation regarding openess should not be forgotten. If the
Committee recommends a gallery and three students, some members.may think
-things are getting too cluttered. =~ - = o .
. It is not known if one, two or three will work better., Why should we start

. with three? We.do not have to rush. Senate has run along closed for many years

and now we are saying that Senate will need to be open and have three students
" to be effective! ) . : o . ' .
Could it not be agreed to only having one student representative? The only .
point is that somec feel that three students would ba more cfifectiva than

- the Senate. . e, . .
" Maybe at this stage the Schate would be wise to admit, studerits to committees

L ] ‘.
N . .
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It would be nicer to have more than one student member., © If a -student

is clected to Scnate could he stand up for himself and the students without

support? Taculty do not neced other Faculty members to prop them up. Wny

three to hold the argument up? The discussion started with a representative,
" one, and now all of a sudden it has to be three because one cannot be loud

enough, ' _ — I I

Three would hardly be a voting block, because Senate will elect an cqual .

number of Faculty., It is recalistic to have one person confidently voice the

opinions of the whole student body, . '

Tvo or three students can give you a more unbiassed voice of student

representation on Senate. . ' : ) o

Way not wait one year for the second and two years for the third?

The students may, at certain times, present a voting block but never

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

" one is asking a lot of newly clected student.,

What benefit would it be to Secnate to have one, two or three? Would it
be beneficial to have more than one? - - -
Could it not be put this way? The students are strongly, universally of
the opinion that the student representation should be three, o
Should it be left up to Senate to decide? Certainly. Senate will decide
ultimately anyway, : - .

~ *Onc student-represcntative for the time being would be sufficienc,_it is a-

renovation of the constitution of Scnate and if put on that basis it would

3 . - probably be more likely to succeed. Three would give the students more
'~ security, becausc of having three there, but some members have the
- suspicion that Senate would not go for three students immediacely. s,

fiiﬁf Is the disagrecment based on what it is though: Senate will go along with

or what would be more beneficial to Senate, .
It is experimental for the time being so it cannot be said with certainty

- that three would be better than one,

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

.. In Senate the student representative will not be there primarily as a

spokesman for students but as a member of Senate.

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

If the students get two or three, Faculty will get the same and Senate will "
end up with 30 to 35 members. Senate meetings run quite long enough now.
The first recommendation regarding openess should not be forgotten:, If the
Committee recommends a gallery and three students,‘someAmembcrs-may think

' .things are getting too cluttered, . SRR S .
.7 . It is not known if one, two or three will work beilter, Why should we start
.. - with three? We.do not have to rush. Senate has run along closed for many years

and now we are saying that Senate will need to be open and have three students
to be effective! L - o L : “

Could it not be agreed to only having one student representative? The only.
point is that some feel that three students would bo more c¢flfective than

" Maybo at this stage the Schate would be wise to admit, students to comnittces

" who were not Senators, ) . . .
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‘ . o It would be nicer to have more than one student member, If a -student

is cleccted to Scnate could he stand up for himself and the students without
. support? TFaculty do not nced other Faculty members to prop them up. Wny
three to hold the argument up? The discussion started with a representative,
rone, and now all of a sudden it has to be three because one cannot be loud
enough., ‘ _ : - , o
Three would hardly be a voting block, because Scnate will eleet an cqual .
nimber of Faculty. It is rcalistic to have one person confidently voica tha
g opinions of the whole student body. o '
' ITvo or three students can give you a more unbiassed voice of student
representation on Senate. . . ) '
Whay not wait one year for the second and two years for the third?
The students may, at certain times, present a voting block but never .
a power block. It is a sensible experiment to have three people but just
" onc is asking a lot of newly clected student, ' ’
What benefit would it be to Scnate to have one, two or three? Would it
be beneficial to have more than onc? - - :
Could it not be put this way? The students are strongly, universally of
the opinion that the student representation should be three, o ‘
-+ Should it be left up to Senate to decide? Certainly. Senate will decide
ultimately anyway. - ' .

"One student representative for the time being would be sufficient, it is a
renovation of the constitution of Scnate and if put on that basis it would

K ' : S - probably be more likely to succeed. Three would give the students more
L. iU . security, because of having three there, but some members have the
- suspicion that Senate would not go for three students immediately, .

i Is the disagrecment based on what it is thought Senate will go along with
"~ or what would be more beneficial to Senate,
It is experimental for the time being so it cannot be said with certainty
- that three would be better than one. . '
There is nothing lost with letting a thing like this evolve gradually,
.. In Senate the student representative will not be there primarily as a
spokesman for students but as a member of Senate, - .
. Senate should be urged to try it with one, then two, thea three, - -
If the students get two or three, Faculty will get the same and Senate will"
end up with 30 to 35 members. Senate meetings run quite long enough now,
The first recommendation regarding openess should not be forgotten. If the-
- Committee recommends a gallery and three students,_some‘mcmbers.may think
' -things are getting too cluttered. . o S .
. It is not known if one, two or three will work beiter, Why should we start
"~ with three? We . do not have to rush. Senate has run along closed for many years
and now we are saying that Senate will need to be open and have three students
to be effective! . ' L . »

.

) - Could it not be agreed to only having one student representative? The only.
AT point is that some feel that three studenta would ba more effectiva than
‘ IR "',_onc and tho argument against throee s a gislike ofincrearing the size of
.- the Senate, . : o, : - —
" Maybe at this stage the Schnate would be wise to admit, students to committees

" who were not Senators, = : . . .
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‘ : . By talking about restrictions there is an underlying assumption of an
_ , irresponsible electorate, If you are going to take a chance on an
L . irresponsible clectorate you must make realistic limitations. The age

' ' limit is a realistic limitation.

There could be an irresponsible clectorate and therefore restrictions
are required, Residence could possibly be interpreted to mecan 30
semester hours accumulated Simon Fraser credit, The person who has been
in attendance at a unlversity for one year, . _ .
" A lot of graduate students who come here may have a tremendous amount of
experience in university affairs and an active interest in university
business. A graduate student only nceds five or ten semester hours.
_Perhaps the stipulation we require is that they have been in attendance
"at Ssome university. .

.
.

It was suggcsLed that stlpulaelon should be made for nzneteen ycars o£
. age and over. Agreed,

Now what about the question of university.experience,

' .. If students want to elect someone without university experience they should
. . * be allowed to do so. - Senate should not stipulate this, Scnate should
C have. only one concern - that he is a student when elected and continues

- ..+ . to follow his studies. This is assuming that he is a student and would"
‘ .+ .~ continue to be a student for the thrce year term. ‘If this committee
-decides to stipulate that it is a student, :

~Why has ‘'Rector' been rejected?
On the basis that it might be a person who was not aware of the problems
of students today and might not have been in contact with university
life for a good number of years,
Would there be violent objections if representation was.limited to
students at Simon Fraser University completely? This would be the most
. ,acceptable representation for students to have on Senate. You have to
. have someone from inside the community.

General discussion followed on the cffect of student represcntaclon in
. respect to the increase in numbers on the Senate. Section 1 of the Act
- - " was cited (for each student representative on the Senate, Faculty would

have a representative, Three student representatives would mean three
.~ Faculty representatives, increase to Senate would be six).

N . .. The Committee should talk about the numbers of representatlvcs? A very
w7, useful suggestion. It will be very difficult to get Senate to go beyond
. . one xepresentative at this time. However, pending its experience for .one
..  year, Senate might add another member and possibly after another ycar,
‘ another one, and the one GCresentatlve could grow to ::hrec.

Will three students cause more trouble than one? If you try for one you

- might get 1c for thrce you might have three C1mes the d1££1cu1cy in
gctting ic, .
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By talking about restrictions there is an underlying assumption of an
irresponsible electorate, If you are going to take a chance on an
irresponsible clectorate you must make realistic limitations. The age
limit is a recalistic limitation.

There could be an irresponsible electorate and therefore restrictions
are required. Residence could possibly be interpreted to mean 30

semester hours accumulated Simon Fraser credit. The person who has been

in attendance at a university for one year, .

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

It was suggcchd that stipulation should be made for nlneteen years of
_. age and over. Agreed,

Now what about the question of university.cxpericnce.

If students want to clect somcone without university experience they should
be allowed to do so. - Senate should not stipulate this, Secnate should
have. only one concern - that he is a student when elected and continues

to follow his studies. This is assuming that he is a student and would
continue to be a student for the three year term. ‘If this committee

-decides to stipulate that it is a student.

“Why has 'Rector' been rejected?

On the basis chat it might be a person who was not aware of the problems
of students today and might not have been in contact with university
life for a good number of years,

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

. have someone from 1n31dc the community.

General discussion followed on the effect of student representatloﬂ in
respect to the increase in numbers on the Senate., Section 1 of the Act

- was cited (for each student representative on the Senate, Faculty would

have a representative. Tnree student representatives would mean three
Faculty representatxves, increase to Senate would be six).

The Committee should talk about the numbers of representatlves? A very

. useful suggestion. It will be very difficult to.get Senate to go beyond

one representative at this time. However, pending its experience for .one
year, Senate might add another member and possibly after another year,
another one, and the one representative could grow to three.;

"Will three .students cause more trouble than one? If you try for one you

- might get iC, for thrce you might have chrce C1mes the difficulty in

getcing ic,

LY
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. - . By talking about restrictions there is an underlying assumption of an

irresponsible clectorate. If you are going to take a chance on an
_irresponsible clectorate you must make realistic limitations. The age
' limit is a recalistic limitation.

There could be an irresponsible clectorate and therefore restrictions
are required., Residence could possibly be interpreted to mean 30
scmester hours accumulated Simon Fraser credit, The person who has been
in attendance at a university for one year, .

A lot of graduate students who come here may have a tremendous amount of
experience in university affairs and an active interest in university
business. A graduate student only nceds five or ten semester hours.
Perhaps the stipulation we require is that they have been in attendance
“at Ssome university, ) o

It was suggcsLed that stlpulatlon should be made for nlnetecn ycars o£
. age and over., Agreed.

Now what about the quéstion‘of university. experience.
.. If students want to clect somecone without university experience they should
be allowed to do so. - Senate should not stipulate this., Scnate should
. have. only one concern - that he is a student when clected and continues
S ..~ . to follow his studies. This is assuming that he is a student and would"
' -+ .~ continue to be a student for the three year term. -If this committee
-decides to stipulate that it is a student, :

“Why has 'Rector' been rejected?
On the basis cthat it might be a person who was not aware of the problems
of students today and might not have been in contact wlth university
life for a good number of years,
Would there be violent objections if representation was.limited to
students at Simon Fraser University completely? This would be the most
. acceptable representation for students to have on Senate. You have to
. have someone from inside the community.

.

General discussion followed on the effect of student representatxon in

respect to the increase in numbexs on the Senate. Section 1 of the Act
- was cited (for each student representative on the Senate, Faculty would

have a representative, Three student representatives would mean chree
“. ° Faculty representatxvcs, increase to Senate would be six).

N . .. The Committee should talk about the numbers of representatives?' A very

. useful suggestion. It will be very difficult to.get Senate to go beyond
_ ‘ onc representative at this time: However, pending its experience for .one
. ‘ year, Senate mlgh: add another member and possibly after another year,
another one, and the one rcpresentatlve could grow to threc.

'Will three students cauge more trouble than vne? If you try for one you

- might get ic for three you mlghc have chrce txmes the dlffzculcy in
gctcing ic, .

.
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.wculd not want to see anyone from ou;smde the Unilversity representing
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’
Tou could nave sixtecn-ycar-olds elected, Collective wisdom is not a good
guarantee.  To trust to tne clectorate is noc always best, There are
democratic restrictions about neople who can and cannol be clected.
& 'y ;

Tae person who has been ciposed has had a better onportunity €o develop

4

" D - - S T S 1
_a macture jucgment, If the studenls want toclect a non-stucent this is fine.

If they want a studeat this is fine. The lowest possible cze is the

' . wvoting age. Scaate should have a person that is an adult,

. The standard of debate and thinking in the Senate is a high one. A studeat

wio is not nincteen would unlikely cualify in that respect. Even the
students would want a limitation ol this nature so that they may have the

- views of the student body presented to the Sencite., Tais would not come from

a’ student who has been. here for the first semcster,. from high school,

Although not in disagreement with nincteen ycars of zge the view was

“expressed that this person should be in atteadance for a certain amount

of time, You have to gain a certain knowledge of the university to get’
involved in the Scnate. A two scmester limit is quite reasonable,

At lecast onc of the rnculty wcmogrs celected in the fall has only been here
for onc scmester., :

.

3
o
i
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There is quite ence
here for one semester, at least he has been ar ound unive sities for a consicder-
able time and has the expericnce, even though he is a new memver of Faculty.

He has six or scven years under ais oelt.

It was su°~os»ed that for the candidate's noqlnatloﬁ to be valld he sHoulo

" have been here. for at least one semestex

" Is it decided that the representative must be a student.

‘

07p051t10n was C"vrcss.c to a non-member of the quver51ty community.

If he is a student he should have been in attendance Lor one scmester. 1

he is a Faculty member no restrictions could be placed. Surely the majority
the

students.
If the students wanted to elect someone from outside the University, wiay
should anyone step in their way. It seocwms that there areleople already

~who have been here for more than two semesters who do not know what is
"going on., People who take interest can-learn very cquickly and iearn as they

R}

7. go along. .Waat.guarantee is it giving anybody by plac1n" a rc51dence
. restriction on the candidate? :

There are two points of view here. If you do want to insist on some sort
of residence requirement you run into a lot of additional troubles. 1Is a
resident 10, 12 or 15 semester hours? Must hé have passed all his courses?
Is an age limit required? Some second yecar students do not know what is
going on at the University. What is going to happen when these people
start voting for candidates? : IR :
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" ) .+ You could aave sixtecn-ycar-olds clected. Collective wisdom is not a good
; guarantee.  To twust to tine clectorate is not ciways best. Tacre are
democratic restrictions aboul neople who can and cannot be clected.
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- ~ .7 Tae person who has been eiposed has had a better onportunity €0 develop

’ oL ~a mature jucdgment, If the stucdeais wanlb to clect a non-student this is fine.
' . If they want a studeat this is finc. The lowest possible cze is the

. voting age. Scaate siould have a person that is an adult,

E

. Tho standard of debate and thinking in Lhc cnate is a high one. A studeat
R .© - who is not ninctoen would unlikely qualify in that respeect. Even the
RN students would want a limitation of this nature so that they may have the
‘ o -. viecws of the student body presented to the Senzte. Tais would not come from
a student who has been here for the first semcster, from high school.
Although not in disagreement with ninecteen ycars of gc the view was
~expressed that this persoa should be in attendance for a certain amount
LT of time. You have to gain 2 certain knowledge of the university to get'
L .. involved in the Scnate. A two scemesier limit is cuitc‘rcasonablc.

At least onc of the Taculty ﬁc%ogrs CIQCLLd in the fall has only been here
for one somoester »

- ' There is quite 2 difference. Athono“ a Taculty member may oaly have been
‘ e here for one scmester, at least he has been arvound unmiversitics for a consider-

o ~able time and has the eupericnce, even though he is a nhw memoer of Faculty,
. S He has six or scvean years under his belt. : :

: . .
; . .

: T . It was suggcs;ed that for the candidate's nomlnatlon to be valld he shoulo
-~ .. 7 .. have been here. for at least one semester

. ~Is it decided that the representative must be a studeant.

Opposition was expressed to a non-member of the University community.
: If he is a student he should have been in attendance for one scmester. If
; » "7 he is a Faculty member no restrictions could be placed. Sureiy the ma jority

E o . :. ., .weculd not want to see anyone from outside the University representing the
: "', . students, .

: W If the students wanted to elect someone from outside the University, why
: - should anyone step in their way. It scoms that there ara lheople already
~who have been here for more than two semesters who do not know what is
. _. 'going on. People who take interest can learn very quickly and lcarn as they
' - . 8o along. .Waat guarantee is it giving anybody by placing a residence
" .. restriction on the candidate? : ' c ' '

i
'
]
!
H
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LT " There are two points of view herc If you do want to insist on some sort
: Ali R of residence rcguxrcm;p; you run into a lot of additional troubles. 1Is a
' - resident 10, 12 or 15 semester hours? Nust he have passed all his courses?
Is an age limit required? Some second ycar students do not know what is
going on at the University. What is going to happen when these people
start voting for candidates? = » R '

. .
. .
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You could aave sixteca-ycar-olds clected, Collective wisdom is not a good
guarantee., To tyust to tie clectorate is wnoc aiways best., There are
democratic restrictions cboul neople who can and cannot be clected.

Tae person who has been ciposed has had a better onportunity €o develop

4

~a mature jucgment, If the studeats want tocleet a non-student this is fine.

If they want a studeat this is fine. The lowest possible zze ic the
voting age. Seaate siould have a person that is an zdult,

)

- The standard of debate and thinking in the Scnate is a hig h one, A studeat

wio is not nincteen would unlikely cualify in that respect. Lven the

students would want a limitation of this nature so that they may have the

"

- views of the student body presented to the Senate. This weould not come from

2’ student who has been here for the first semcster,. from high school.
Although not in disagreement with nincteen ycars of cge the view was
expressed that this person should be in atteadance for a certain amount
of time. You have to gain a certain knowledge of the university to get'
involved in the Scnate. A two semester linit is quite recasonable,

At least one of the FaculLy ﬂcmo ors clected in the fall has only been here
for onc scmester

There is quitc a c¢iffercence. AthOlou Taculty member may oaly have been
here for one scmester, at least he has been around universitics for a consider-
able time and has the expericnce, even though he is a new memder of Faculty.
He has six or scven years under his belt. ' o

It was suggcs;ed that for the candidate's noJlnaCIOﬂ to be valld he shoulo

~have been here. for at least one semestex

Is it decided that the representativé must be a studeat.

Ooposition was expressed to a non-member of the Unlver51ty cow.unltv
If he is a student he should have beon in attendance for one scemester, IS
he is a Faculty member no restrictions could be placed. Surely the majority

.weculd not want to see anyone from outside the University representing the

students,
If the students wanted to elect someone from outside the University, winy
should anyone step in their way. It scoms that there are people already

. who have becn here for more than two semesters who do not know what is
"going on. People who take interest can learn very OUlCLly and learn as they

. go along. .Waat guarantee is it giving anybody by placznﬁ a rcsxdencc
- restrlctlon on the candidate? :

There are two points of view here. If you do want to insist on some sort

of residence requirement you run into a lot of additional troubles. 1Is a
resident 10, 12 or 15 semester hours? Must he have passed all his courses?
Is an age limit required? Some second yecar students do not know what is
going oa at the University. What is going to happen when these pcople
start voting for candidates? AR
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MINUTES OF SLNATE C “ZZ‘L [Tus TO STUdDY S;bUEI:T REPRESENTATION
ON SLENATE AND.OFIRESS OF SENATE MERTINGS -
FRIDAY DECEMEER 9 1966 .

P%ESENT

‘Senate Commitleo . ’

. Rovertson - Chairman
. branca o
1. Brose . e
L. Ricckhoff : o

Student Co mittee ' ’ C ' L o )

J. Mynbtt‘_ . o T ) a\
R. Watt ' '
W. Engleson

nd history of this topiec in Senate Mectings -
¢ memvers, . : . »

~ Minutes -of previous mecting o
to date were distributed to t

b
1.
i

It was suggested that the Comm;ctee dlSCuSS the form of stu
o0

en
representation wiich is where it left oif last week. ust beifore the
. last meeting ended it was decided to state that unybocy is elizible to
be elected by the students. Is it wished to put more details in the
recormendations, or leave it -at that? Does the Committee think “here
should be any.limitations? o '

04

It is expected that Seﬂatc will want certain gua antees or considerations.
It is doubted very much if the Senate woald.acccgc a sixtecen=year-old kid
just out of school for three months as a fit member. Just what form ihe
. Xestrictions could take and still leave it. free is a difficult question.
"In a short discussion after our last meeting witlr other members of this
~committee the possibility was discussed of saying that the candidates should
be voting age, assuming that if they are con51de ed old enounh for voting
~they will be responsible TGUEGSCnLuLlVGS. ' .
. . . . ) ’

What is the voting age? Ninetcen ycars old., '

Tnis would exclude most of the first and second year students.

Some doubt was expressed about setting a definite age. Some prcfcrence was
expressed for experience gained at Simdn Fraser say, in attendance for two
years. If an age was set, Senate could get someone who was here for the
first time and s;lll be a good Senate mcmber.

. .

Would this not come out in the clection? h ) .

Another point is, some of the Scnate members and F- culty members have not
_been here that long and yet scem to have made responsible Scnate memoers,
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MINUTES OF SLNATE COMMITTEE TO STUDY STUDEST REPRESENTATION
ON SENATE AND,OFENESS OF SENATE MERTINGS
FRIDAY DECEMBER ¢ 1966

P%ESENT

H
i - ormmn v

‘Senate Commitlbee A :

. D.P, Robertson - Chairman :

Ak, Branca . o : S
T.,H., Brose ‘ ’ ' g :
K.E, Ricckholf

Student ComﬁltLCG

>

" J. Mynbcc‘. . A o . -\
R. Watt ‘ ’ f
W. Engleson

history of this topic in Senate Meetings -
to date were distributcd to the members, ' . : . :

It was suggested taat the Coxn;ctee discuss the
representation which is where it left off last w K. ust bc;ore the
last meeting ended it was decided to state that n/oocy is eligible to
be elected by the students. Is it wished to put more details in the
recommendations, or leave it -at that? Does the Committee think there
should be any limitations? '

form or studen
¥

H 0 Mo

It is expected that Seﬂaﬁc will want cexr tain guarantees or considerations.
It is doubted very much if the Senate would accept a sixteens= ycax -0ld kid
just out of school for three months as a fit member. Just what form :=he

. - .

restrictions could take and still leave it.free is a dlf&&cul& QUQSLIOE.

"In a short discussion after our las:t meetin ng witlr other members of this
~committee the possibility was discussed of saying that the candloates should

o

be voting age, assuming that if they are consi ered old enounh for voting

~they will be responsible representatives. “

. . . . ’

What is the voting age? Rineteen years old.

This would exclude most of ‘the first and sec0ﬁd yea: students.

Some doubt was expressed about sctling a definite zge. Some prufcrpﬂce was
expressed for experience gained at Simdn Fraser say, in attendance for two
years. If an age was set, Senate could get someone who was here for &Hc

first time and still bve a good Senate member.

Another point is, some of the Scnate members and F- culty members have not
_been here that long and yet seem to have made responsible Scnate memoers.,
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MINUTES OF SENATE COMMITTEZ TO STUDY STUDEST REPRESENTATION
ON SENATE ANXD,OFENESS OF SENATE MEETINCS
FRIDAY DECEMBER 9 1966

P%ESENT:

‘Senate Commitlee o )

. D.P, Robertson - Chairman .
ALE, Branca R L o
T.,, Drose ‘ ' , o :
K.E, Ricckholl : e
. . . ‘e . - . . . '

Student Con\lLLce

*J. Mynbtt" . o B . '\ o o
R. Watt ' : B '
W. Engleson

~ Minutes of previous mecting and history ox this topic in Senatc Mectings-

to date were distributcd to the members., _ . ) .

o

~

It was suggoested that the Comm;ctee discuss the form of studen
representation wnich is where it left oif last wc;? -Just bczore the

‘last meeting ended it was decided to state cha "njoooy is eligible to

be elected by the students. Is it wishcd to put nore details in the
recommendations, or leave it -at that? Does the Commnittee think there

should be any limitations? . ' o
It is expected that Senate will want certain guara antees or considerations. -
It is doubted very much if the Senate would accept a sixteen=yecar-old kid

just out of school for three months as a £it member. Just what form -he
restrictions could take and still leave it free is a difficulc ques;lon.

"In a short discussion after our last meeting with other members of this
committee the possibility was discussed of saying that the candidates should

be voting age, assuming that if they are con51de ed old enough for voting

~they will be responsible representatives. ‘ -

. . . . ’

What is the voting age? Ninetcen ycars old.

Tais would exclude most of the first and second year s;uoents.’ , ’

Sone doubt was expressed zbout s“tinD a definite age. Some preference was "
expressed for experience gained at Simon Fraser say, in attcndancc for two
years., If an age was set, Senate could get someone who was here for ;hc

first time and still be a good Senate member.

Would this not come out in the clection? . : . '

Another point is, sone of the Scnate members and Fculty membors have not

_been here that long and yct scem to have made responsible ScﬁaLc menmoers.,
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. Respect -
Inc:perience -
Time -

.Confidentiality -

C%bwmwfww

remove the suspicion that student
‘voice' is merely a device to keep
the mob quiet rather than a way of
enriching Scnate by respecting
legitimate student concern.

a chance studeats may eclect a
green youth who would be completely
ineffective

Scnate activities take up a lot of
time -~ a student should not be
expected to devote this much time to
non-studies,

Students should not be present when
other students' affairs are
discussed.
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: b) . Respect - remove the suspicion that student
‘voice" is merely a device to kecp
.f _ . ' the mob quiet rather than a way of

enriching Scnate by respecting
legitimate student conccern.,

' AGAINST

i ‘ a) Inexnerience - a chance students may clect a
/ green youth who would be completely
| . ‘ ineifective

b) Time - Scnate activities take un a lot of
. time - a student should not be
.o A "~ expected to devote this much time to
non-studies,

¢) .Confidentiality - Students should not be present when
: other students' affairs are
discussed,
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b)  Respect -
AGAINST

a) Incuncrience -

b)  Time -

¢) .Confidentiality -

£

(ﬁ//. Crtert e 3

remove the suspicion that student
‘'voice'" is merely a device to keep
the mob quiet rather than a way of
enriching Scnate by respecting
legitimate student concern.

a chance students may clect a
green youth who would be completely
ineffective

Senate activities take up a lot of
time - a studcent should not be
expected to devote thies ruch time to
non-studies,

()

Students should not be present when

_other students' affairs are

discussed,
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ARGUMENTS .
1.  OPENESS o
FOR '
a) Comwunity - = remove the feeling of secrecy,

. even stealth, and therceby bring
closer the various elements oi the
academic community.

o b) Communication =~ allow those who are interested in
such things frecdom to obsexrve and
thereby gain firsthand knowledge
rather than rumours, .

c¢) Ideas - allow all elements of the University
‘ to participate to some extent and
thereby widen. the net to catch idcas
and opinions before decisions are
made.
P AGAINST
(I a) . Tradition - Senate mecetinzs at Canadian
) ‘ Universities have always been closed.
b) - Inhibition - the presence of a gallery would
’ ' inhibit the present frankness in
. o o debate due to the fear of misinter-
pretation of words and attitude dy
the casual observer,
¢) Exhibition - there might be a tendency to 'play
to the gallery' and espouse shoxrti-
term popular causes at the expense
of long-term benefits to the
University. -
- d) Confidentiality - items such as some discipline cases

should not be decided in public.

2. DIRECT STUDENT REPRESENTATION (COMPARED TO A NON-STUDENT REPRESENTATIVE)

" FOR

; . a)  Effectiveness - more likely to result in a
o : representative wiro knows and under-
stands today's University students.
A student representative would
usually be on campus and more
accessible to other students.,

-
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ARGUMENTS o
1.,  OPENESS :
FOR '

a) Community ‘'« ‘remove the feeling of secrecy,

' even stealth, and thereby bring
closer the various elements ol the
academic community.

A : b) Communication - allow.those who are interested in
' such things frecdom to obsexrve and
thereby gain firsthand knowledge
rather than rumours. .
¢) Ideas . - allow all eclements of the University
: to participateé to some ecxtent anc
thereby widen. the net to catch idcas
and opinions before decisions are
made.
A AGAINST
- Ca) . Tradition - Senate meetings at Canadian
‘ Universities have always been closcd.
- . b) Inhibition - the presence of a gallery would
’ innibit the present frankness in
o S _ debate due to the fear of misintor-
© pretation of words and attituce Dy
the casual observer, -

c) Exhibition - there might be a tendency to 'play
to the gallery' and espouse shoxt- -
term popular causes at the expense
of long-term benefits to the
University. -

- a) Confidentiality - items such as some discipline cases

should not be decided in public.

2. DIRECT STUDENT REPRESENTATION (COMPARED TO A NON-STUDENT REPRESENTATIVZI)

" FOR

—

i . a) Effectiveness =~ more likely to result in a
‘ - ' representative who knows and under-
stands today's University students.
A student representative would
usually be on campus and more
accessible to other students,

A -
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1.  OPENESS - L
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a)  Comaunity -« remove the feecling of secrecey,
: even stealth, and thereby bring
closer the various eclements of the
academic community.

‘ k b) Communication =~ allow those who are interested in
' such things frecdom to observe an
thereby gain firsthand knowledge

rather than rumours. .

c) Ideas - allow all eclements of the University
‘ ' to participate to some extent anc
thereby widen. the net to catch idcas
and opinions before decisions are
made.

A AGAINST

[ a) . Tradition - Senate meetings at Canadian
: ' Universities have always been closecd.
b) Inhibition - the presence of a gallery would
_ ’ inhibit the present frankness in
oL - debate due to the fear of misinter-
" pretation of words and attitude by
the casual observer,

¢) Exhibition ‘= there might be a tendency to 'pla
to the gallery' and espouse shoxi--
term popular causes at the expense
. of long-term benefits to the
- ' } University. -

R d) Confidentiality - items such as some discipline cases
‘ : should not be decided in public.

2. DIRECT STUDENT REPRESENTATION (COMPARED TO A NON-STUDENT REPRESENTATIVE)

" FOR

) . a) Effectiveness =~ more likely to result in a
' ' ' : representative wizo knows and under-
stands today's University students. .
A student representative would
usually be on campus and more
accessible to other students,
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"RECOMMENDATIONS

. S OgenessA

" "that Senate open its mectings to observers subject
to the following conditions:

a) that observers be limited to Simon Fraser University

j '_ . students, faculty and staff only

y

f b) that the number of obscrvers be .controlled

; c) that obscrvers be made aware of the nccc551ty

for proper dcmcanot

‘d) that one student reporter for The Peak be named by
’ the Editor as the official "Senate? reporter

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

£)  that the Unler51Ly community be made aware that
Senate may revoke the privilege of, attending Senate’
meetings as an observer to any or all individuals."”

‘ : 2. Student Representation

"that Scnate establish seats for members elected by and -
from the student body as follows: :

a) ‘one member to be eclected immediately

b) One additional member to be clected one year from
now

¢) - One further member to be elected a year after the
second '

subject to the following conditions:

L a) . to'be eligible for nomination a student must be
19 years of age or more

v T

b) to be eligible fo~'nom&natlon and to retain his seat

. the member must be a student in good standing as
N o ’ . : defined by the SenaCC.

(*Note: the Committee draws Senate's attention to the fact that the

o three students who met with it werce unanimously opposed to

.. the staggered introduction of the three studcnt rcPr;scnca~1 S,
' . prcfcrnng to clecct threc 1mmcomc<,1y ) . :

-
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" RECOMMENDATIONS
' 1. Openess o
" "that Scnate open its mectings to observers subject
to the following conditions:
o a) that observers be limited to Simon Fraser University
/ . students, faculty and staffi only
’
b) that the number of obscrvers be controlled
c) that obscrvers be made aware of the nccessity
for proper demecanor :
- d) that one student reporter for The Pcak be named by
* . the Editor as the official '"Scnatei reporter
e) that motions to.conduct any Senate meeting or part

of a meeting "in camera' be carried on a simple
majority vote :

£) that the University community be made aware that
Senate may revoke the privilege of attending Senate’
meetings as an observer to any or all individuals."

" : 2., Student Representation

"that Scnate establish seats for members elccted by and -
from the student body as follows:

~a) one member to be elected immediately™

b) One additional member to be elected one year from
now

¢) . - One further member to be elected a year after the
second '

subject to the following conditioms:

.- v -a) . to'be eligible for nomination a student must be
19 years of age or more

e ————

b) to be eligible for nomination and to retain his seat
| : the member must be a student in good standing as
LN : ’ : defined by the Senate.

(*Note: the Committee draws Senate's attention to the fact that the
- three students who met with it werc unanimously opposcd to

- ' : the staggered introduction of the three studcnc repruscnta~1wga,
. : preferring to elect three 1mm(_omtcly ) : :
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" RECOMMENDATIONS

" "that Senate open its mectings to obsecrvers subject
to the following conditions:

a)

b)
c)

'd)‘

e)

£)

that observers be limited to Simon Fraser University
students, faculty and staff only
l

that the number of obsexvers be controlled

that obscrvers be made aware of the nccessity
for proper demeanor '

that one student reporter for The Peak be named by
the Editor as the official '"Senatei reporter

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

that the University community be made aware that
Senate may revoke the privilege of, attending Senate "
meetings as an observer to any or all individuals."

“that Senate establish seats for members elccted by and -
from the student body as follows:

subject to_the following conditions:

one member to be elected immediately

One additional member to be elected one year from

One further member to be elected a year after the

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

o —

to be eligible for nomination and to retain his seat
the member must be a student in good standing as
defined by the Senate.

2. Student Representation
a)
b)
now
c) .
second
'_a)
b)
(*Note:

the Committee draws Senate's attention to the fact that the

three students who met with it ere unanimously opposcd to
the staggered introduction of the three studcnc GCr»scntaux
preferring to elcct three immediately. )

"
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Introduction

The Senate Committce to Study Student Represcriation.
and the Openess of Senate Meetings was cstablished at the Scnate
Meeting of Novembexr 7, 1966, The members were-named by the
"President a few days later.: ' o '

) At the request of the Secrctary of Scnate the President of the

. Student Society named three students to meet with the Committce.

The Committce met on a number of occasions, always with the studeats
present, and wishes to go on record expressing deep gratitude to

the students: John Mynott, Rob Watts, and Bill Egleson, for their

candor, charm, and goodwill throughout thc discussions.

The Committee decided to present, as well as its rccommendations
and arguments, the minutes of its mecetings. In spite of two different
recording sccretaries, cursory editing, and the resultant disjointcdness
of these minutes, the Committee feels they do give the flavour of
the discussion which might be missed if oaly the bare bones were
presented.

Respectfully submitted

A E. Branca

T.H. Brose

K. Reickhoff

D.P., Robertson - Chairman
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Introduction

The Senate Committce to Study Student Represcilation.
and the Openess of Scenate Meetings was cstablished at the Scnate

“Meeting of November 7, 1966, The members were - named by the
"President a few days later. - ' ‘ ‘

At the request of the Sceretary of Scenate the President of the

. Student Society named three students to meet with the Committce.

The Committece met on a number of occasions, always with the stucents
present, and wishes to go on rccord expressing deep gratitude to

the students: John Mynott, Rob Watts, and Bill Eglcson, for their
candor, charm, and goodwill throughout the discussions.

The Committce decided to present, as well as its rccommendations
and arguments, the minutes of its meetings. In spite of two diffcrent
racording sccretaries, cursory editing, and the resultant disjointcdness
of these minutes, the Committce feels they do give the flavour of
the discussion which might be missed if only the bare bones were
presented,

Respectfully submitted

A ,E, Branca

T,H. Brose

K. Reickhoff '
D.P., Robertson - Chairman

N
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Introduction

The Senate Committce to Study Student Represerlation.
and the Openess of Senate Meetings was cstablished at the Scnate

“Meeting of November 7, 1966, The meabers were-named by the
"President a few days later. ' ' ‘

At the request of the Sccrctary of Scenate the President of the

. Student Society named three students to meet with the Committee.

The Committece met on a number of occasions, always with the studeats
present, and wishes to go on record expressing deep gratitude to

the students: John Mynott, Rob Watts, and Bill Egleson, for their
candor, charm, and goodwill throughout the discussions,

The Committee decided to preseat, as well as its recommendations
and arguments, the minutes of its meetings. In spite of two different
recording sceretarics, cursory editing, and the resultant disjointcdness
of these minutes, the Committee feels they do give the flavour of
the discussion which might be missed if only the bare bones were
presented. N o

Respectfully submitted

A E, Branca

T.H. Brose

K. Reickhoff

D.P. Robertson - Chairman

BaN
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MINUTES OF SLENATE CO\LALLTE: TO STUDY  STUDENT REPRLESENTATION C/
ON SENATE AND OP :\TSS Of SENATE MEETINGS
- I‘.ONDAY NOVED BER 28, 1966

PRESENT:
' Senate Committee
' D,P, Robertson - Chairman
" A.E, Branca '
; T.H. Brose
K.E. Riceckhoff

" Student Committee

J. Mynott
R. Watt
W. Engleson

The Chairman briefly oucllncdthe events leading to the formation of the
‘Committee.

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

It was stated that the Student Society was most concerned with the openess
of Senate meetings and suggested this question be discussed first. It was
further stated that the students were not interested in representation by
a "Rector",

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

. It was stated that the issue for all students on the committee was openess
of meetings and that although the Executive Council of the Student Societ]
- may not represent the students it does have open meetings. To the present
. time students had not heard any arguments why Senate m»e;lnos could not be
.open. S
It was stated that there were various reasons wvhy opening the meetings might
" be desirable: one reason ' was a matter of attitude so that it was clecr
that nothing was being put over on anyone, and to alleviate suspicion.

If ano;her reason was communlcatlon, the speaker questioned whether open

Senate meetings were the best means of accomplishing this, as there are many
other awnies open. He was not clear on the purpose of having anyone listening.
It was stated that openess of this sort was part of the rccent Anglo Saxon
political tradition. The move has been to open public bodies to make as much
information as possible available to the people and make people at ease with
these bodies. The University is a public body and in terms of the University
community it involves all of us. We should.expect decisions to be made openly.
Suspicion comes from the unknown. Listening and seeing how government
performs is not so strange. :What 1s strange is that universities never

before have tried open meetings.
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It was conceded that the Parliamentary argument may be good from a
psychological point of view but in fact although the parliament of Canada

is open the real work is done in parliamentary committecs and in the corridors

It was mentioned that right now Senate was closed even to faculty, eicept
those who were members, that if there were open Senate mectings and greater
awareness of just who Senators are there would be more non Scnate people in
the community who could participate in the corridor discussions.

It was stated that the person who wanted to inform himself could do so. I
was then stated that many members of Senate arc only names on a paper. Zacre
fare quite a number of faculty members who are bitter over tne exclusicn of
‘their presence to watch Senate. At the first Senate meeting some of them
‘came to the door requesting entrance,

"It was stated that ficm the studénts' point of view there are not many avenucs
open to students. ' '

It was asked if anyone was preparcd to give reasons for having closcd
meetings - in practice and principle.

It was stated that it was tradition and while we could break tradition therc
should be a good reason. Students likened Senate to a legislature, waica is
not a true analogy. The actions of Senate are completely circumscribed

by the Act. In government members are elected by the public. Openess is
there in Senate in the sense that minutes are available for study by all
‘and the speaker could not understand why the matter of how the debate -
progresses should be a matter of interest. There are some matters. of
privacy and members may not want the reasons for their. arguments made
public. He saw two things of importance to students - the curriculum and
discipline - and asked what else was of interest to students. He then
suggested that the committee go through the Act section by section.

Jt was asked why Senate honored student represertation in the first

place.
Presumably it was to report back to students. The speaker asked what tie
distinction was between having a representative of the sort Senate agrced
upon and having students present at meetings. The reply was that students
want direct representation not third party representation. The speaker
thought Senate would be 'disposed to give students direct representation
so that one or more students could be free to present the student point

of view. . _ -

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

(]

The discussions which took place in Senate on the establishment of a grading
system were mentioned. It was stated that the speaker personally might

use strong language to another Senator to support his point of view,

This could indicate to an observer a decep rift between the two of them and
could create a damaging impression of the University community, which was
completely false., If the mectings were open it would be necessary for the

Senators to restrain themselves and the debate would be less useful,
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was furiher stated thar the man who argues strongly desires tiyat his
mont have some privacy - chal s o
desired by the speaker if reported publicly out of ccnte:t,

coulé give an’ impression

It was said that to students Senate secmed a rubber stamp body; that

all students know is the final decision and none of the debate and this
gives the impression of rubber stamping. Students and other members of the
University have the right to know the issue and to do some 'politicing’.

It was stated that it was just this that Senate wished to avoid. Senate
wanted to make a decision for the benefit of the University and not for the
ephemeral popularity of the motion.

.

The likeness of Senate to the executive of a company was felt to be
unfortunate, but it was felt that this would not change until the government
of the University changed. The product of a university is vitally
interested in what is going on. ‘ '

"Section 54 of the Act was referred to, artcele by article. Scction 54 reads
“It is the duty of othe Senate and it has nower

54(a) to remulate the conduct of its meetings and proceedings,

)

including the determining of the quorum necessary for the
transaction of busincss and the election of its memsers to

the Board of Governors

The opinion was expressed that aside from the question of
appointment this (representation on the Board) could not be
anything a student could be interested in. The speaker could
see no reason why any student should be on the Board. It was

stated that a lot of the proceedings of the Boar
be of interest to students just as they may not be to many
members of Senate but that some would be interes i ]
what items were on the agenda.

54(b to provide for the Zoverament management, and carry iI.";’-OUt ot
i 2 > .
c

-

curriculum, instruction, and education offerecd by the University

d

ct

The students expressed interest in this and it was state
surely the question of curriculum was the responsibility
faculty - that students do not dictate on questions of
curriculum, It was stated that faculty are charged with this
responsibility because they are specialists. The question was
asked: ‘“What can a student tell a Dean about what should be
studies?" 1In reply it was stated that students would not
dictate but could contribute considerably to the discussion.
Perhaps the student point of-view could be educational to
Senate members because many of them had been away from formal’
education for many years and did not appreciate new ideas.

It was pointed out that the curriculum is not created at

Scnate and that it was at the point of creation that studant
opinion might be most useful. The feed-back from the students
regarding curriculum is straight to faculty, faculty puts it
together, and it goes to Senate for approval and co-ordination
with other faculties., Student.intercest comoes in vitally at the
commencement stage. It was agreed that this was where the comm-
unication with students did take place but that cher
point in the Senate where suggestions from the studercs

tha
of
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be considercd. Such things as how many hours in a course
or how many courses in a semester could be questions of vita
concern to StuCCqLS

It was suggested that this matter of intercst was something
to clarify. It was nccessary to decide whether students should
not only be interested in decisicas but should be permitted

to influence decisions. There was no doubt about the-interest,

It was stated that if mcetinzs were open there would generally
only be a few students preseat. The students were asked if
thos watching would wish to go and sce Senators and whether
students should have the power to influence a decision. The
reply was that if a student did so it would be unlikely that

he would be influencing the Scnator without a very good argument.,
The idca of influencing by pressure lobbying was hizhly
unlikely. The only way students could influcnce decisions was
by bringing up a point of view that had not occurred to faculty.
“For iastance, the question of work load of the individual
student - it would be casy for a member of Scnate to cvaluato
what any student said about his own work load. On the qucstion
of work load it was askec how openess of meetinﬂs and dircet
representation solved this. The renly was thet the curriculum
goes before Senate and if this appeared on the agenda and if
the meetings were open, students would go around to as many
Senators as possible and present their own noint of view.

It was stated that communication was so good at the lower level
that it was not needed at a higher level and this was disagreed
with. It was then stated that there were clear-cut channels now
existing, that they were very well known and very much
considered by Senate and faculty. It was not possible to do
nearly as much to change things at Senate as it was au the

early stages.

It was stated that one of fe possibilities was that some of th
distance between Senate and students would disappear, but the
basically the previous statement was correct. It was DOSS1D
to talk to most faculty members and it was unllk ly that
openess of Senate would create ary magical’ change in decision
making, It was one more avenue of communication.

(]

= D
[ 2 of S e

It was stated that the two benefits derived would be the
constructive suggestions from students and the question of ¢
change in attitudes, which is not very tangille. It was stated
that Senate should have the power to revoke the opaness of
meetings at any time, but that ‘the question of open meetings
in principle would bte a tremendous step to a change in
attitude.

It wa: stated that each department makes up its own
curriculum but that there were sometimes changes to mak
to work one faculty in with another. It was pointed ou
the Scnate,. in 54 b) acts as a permissive body: it does
" dictate a course, it approves a course requested by a department
through a faculty. Dost of the curriculum is decided in faculty
and students are free to talk to Laculgy
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The meaning of '"instruction™ in 54 b) was cuericd.
felt to be the way in which the curriculum was carried on and
the way in which it wes imparced to the students: for instancc
lectures, labs, or tutorials.

54(c) to deteormine all qucstions relatine to the academic and other
cualifications recuirad of n=nlicow for adnicsion @s studen

54(e) 'to provida

_students can always go ; co the

T eV -

te
and to determine in which
course of stuay shall

to the University or to
Faculty the students

repisgor
Leaiscer

any Foculty,
DUTsuIing cach

asked if students coming

On the question of admissions it was
1 night have something

from other Universities and Colleges
to oifer on the question ol credit. It was pointed out that
Scnate decided the calendar requirements and the Scnate
Commlntcc on Admissions tells the Resistrar what to accept.,

It was asked whether students could be of any value to the
Scnate Commiccoc'on thesa COCLblOua. It was pointed out that
Registrar if they fecel therc
has been an injusticz. It was further pointed out that section
63 £) outlined the moans by which studeats could submit
grievances to the faculcies. It was asked how openess of
meetings would help 54 c¢). The reply was that students should
have a voice evea in the Scnate Admissions Committee.
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sugzestions to Senate.
would contribute to othis. It was then asked what re
would exist for not having rmeetings open to discuss items
such as this, except the point of using strong language
and arguw It was pointed out that the onus was noc on
Scnate, but on the students, to arguc the reasons why mecetings
should be open. It was suggested that the question migit oe
taken from the other point of view but that was saying @le:
open Senate because what harm will it do" which is not a

very impressive argument with which to combat tradition. We
must present what good it would do.

nLJ.
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54(2) to cward fellewshins, s

cholarshins. crthibitions, hursarices,

and nirizes

It was stated that
/ . students .could cont

54(n) from time te time to de

the criteria on bursaries is something
ribute to. '

)

tormine vhich members of the teachinz and

administrative stafl

‘be nambers of cach Feaculty

Lu RERTe!

ch ange

I caac
the meeting so that'
I u

would bc discussed
to . present taeir on
the mceting to sce

It was stated that
and then watch the
did not even tinink
your arguments and
be convinced under

that if tecaching assistants
“e faculity it would mcke a great
It was stated that a

al to students. It was then
azenda be made available SOﬂctine bcforc
teachiing assistants who saw the status
could attend and if they asked somconc
inion they would want to be present at
that their opinion had been put forward.

you have looked at the argumants

if you £
debate, anc ar the zcrguments which you

[a1vTene

£, it could demonstrate the weakness of
zive you another point of viecw. You could
hese conditions of the decision being the

o
G

right one, wnherc you mizht not be if you nad not beoen present.
It was stoted that wihile this .ignt be ;rug, students might
not be experienced enouzh to weight the other side of the
argument. It was pointed out thet people tend to avoid
controversy in an open meeting and the bigzer the Zorum the
greater this effect may dbe. The criteria for choosing Senators
was queried and it was stated that if the stucencs chose
representatives they would choose the most outs

t

[
pointed out that it should be yemembered that
scnolarly commwunity n a forum for nrofes
The question of press was mentioned and it was stated that in
"talking about openess the meeting vas also talking abdbout
admitting reporters. ’

or t

Fh

54(i) to meke rules and regulations
tine library - .

he management and conduct of

It was stated that this was of vital interest to every membe
of the community, that it was one of the most importznt and a
positive reason for students being present. Students have
definite suggestions. 1t was stated that there was machinery
to deal with this: that there was a Senate Committee on the
Library which would be willing to talk to any student.

It was stated that the major arguments for not having the
Senate mectings open aprared to be that it is too high a body
and that students can go to committces. This means Senate

is a subbeol stamp: it does not indicate that Senate may oxr
may not accept recommendations. If this is the case thereo

is no real reason for Senate at all. Because there are decision
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making bodics below Scnate does not eliminate the good to be
derived from opencss of Scnate meetings. It is C~111 Senate
that makes the ultimate decision..

The Chairman pointed cut that there were Senate committees becauis
Scnate could not handle the mass of detaill. The question
of why there was any diffcrence in student represcntation on
Scnate comimilttee and student representation on Senate itsell
was asked, It was then stated that tradition was a very
powerful factor. It was agreed that there would be some
positive valuce gained rrom student participation in the
question of librawvy affairs, under 54 i),
1

b=
.

nreparation and nublication of a calendar

It was cLaLcd that the c‘lcndal was @ finc crxample of where
students are reguired: that it was difficult to sce liow

grade XII students could be ecxpected to understand the

calendar and the rules and regulations: the speaker had
worked with the University of British Columbia calendar and

had found it difficult to uanderstand the Simon Fraser calendar.

It was stated that this question oI a calendar which could be
readily understood by 2ll levels of intelligence an

.sopnlstlcatluﬂ was constantly being worked on and it wes

-

ated that there could be c01str ctiver suggestions from
s;uaen;s, although it was queried that this shouid be done
at Senate level. Lo
The students did not know what Senate does on the calendar
aad it was stated that Senate gave general direction and
it was suggested that for the topics just mentioned the Registrar
was the most useful pe"son to sea,. :

S4(k) to make such recommendations to the Board zs may be decmad
proper for orowmcting the interests of the University or for
carrying out the objects and nrovisions of this Act

It was stated that students could be ver y interested in items
arising here.

54(1) to deal with all matters renorted by the Fa CLlLlCS, as affecting

their respective Faculties, and to consider and take action unon

all such matters as shall be rencrted to ;he Board

It was agreed that there was no avcnarent need for students to
be involved in this question, although the article was too
vague to allow definitive discussion.
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54(m) to enercisc discinlinnry jurisdiction with respect to students

in agtendance ot the Undversity by way of appeal from any
decision of the raculty Council

It was pointced out that Scnate had to anprove recommendations
of any discipline cemmictee and of Faculty Council and

that since Scnate someitimes upsets the ruling of Faculty
Council,student attendance on this item might be useful,

It was then stated that rules are lzid down by Senate and

-~

have the foree of law.

It was asked if the students desired a court and the answer
was no. "It was stcted that if Senate has tne ultimate power
of decision on regulations then in matters of decision on
regulations thie students should be permitted to see the
regulation which will govern their behavior being made,

54(n) to make or alter oany University rule or renulation, nrovidineg
the rule or resulaticn so mace or aite is consistent with tho
provisions of this Act and with the laws of the Provincce

it was notaed that m) and n) were close tozether.
<o

54(0) to enter, subic
with any co
to proscrive cuominsitions for admission
society Icir the pursosc of conducting cucninzii
results: and cvery cuch corporation or
enter into such anrconents:  and o make ren
conduct and ¥ i« “”EmiﬂétiOﬁS
conductead by
‘Province, ang the puc t
the cost of such ec:cminatio
out of University funds

- - .
t to tre annvroval of the Roard, into azrcements
= -
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It was agreed that there was little of interest to students
here, nor was there much scope for their counsel to be
helpful to Senate on this item.

54(p) to fix the terms of affi
or other institut
such affiliation

It was stated that students who are concerned with the universicy
might well have something to say about this., There waz

another statement to the effect that it could be left to

Senate itself, that the speaker could see no way that student
observers at Senate could contribute to this topic.
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he Chairman in summation stated that what had been decided was that the
one arvgument that is most imporitant is that therqfwould be a beoter climate
of opinion if Scnate did not concuct mectings ip’ secret - we would have a
more open society. ' SR

) s
/

It was stated that the discussion had centred more on direct represent
than on openess. It was then stated that the most cifcctive way to ge
effective participation would be cpeness. It was pointed out that if a
copmittee were set up a student could know why and could go to committec
members and contribute. As far ws the Library Committece is concerned, the
fact that students knew who mombers were and when it was going to mect

could be useful so that the Committce could receive briefs from any memder
of the community, and suggescions could go on to Senate. This would broaden
the whole process in a very helpful way.

et}
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i
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o

o

It was agreed to call another meeting of the committee the following
Thursday, December 1lst, from 8.30 to 10.30. The Chzirman suggested that
anyone who wanted to prepare a paper submit it for discussion at the next
meeting. '

The meeting adjourned at 12.35 p.m.

Miss Ruth Broderick
Recording Secretary 4 APPROVED

D.P. Robertson - Chairman

DATE:
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MINUTES oF bh..;\:‘: CONMITTEE TO STUDY S':!'J“\’T REPRES ENTATION

LON SEVATEL AXD OPENESS OF SENALE MEETINGS
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Senate Committee

D,P, Robertson - Chairman

Studcnt Cowm:t;cc

J. Mynott
R, Watt
W, Engleson

hat gll,discussioy so far had revelved around oncness of
ch is of primc concern. In going through the varicus sections

e Scnate as is mencioned in the trankgription, there are
s in which students have no concern at all, The: are some arces
¢ a mild concern, therc arc some argas whc*e they have '
rest and can present valuable suggzestions.

0

suggested that the meeting look at the mqgggy of ‘omenin
ate was 'opened' what about Faculty liceti ings, CurricuLb
nd all the other subsidiary committees? Is LHe“Q aﬂy need Zfor
neetings by any group except on thossoccasions that we have talked
gnd wiiere there is definite agreement. Committees at som

ng a summary or recommendation to the Sena tc and there

demic business of the University docs come before the Senutc
esirable by scme to have every kind of mecting onen and desirable
h
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ave these meetings remain closed. "It would seem chat if you at least
211lowed Senate to be ‘opened’ the final .decision would be open to view by
he Faculty and the students., ; . .

Tradition is that in closed meetings Senators can present strong argument
strong manner when they see fit and observers are denied admission bocau
the . rumours that might spread from these meetings being open. This may
enly reason this tradition originated.

S
be

n

)
T orn 3
(¢}

rr O

[0 £

University of British . Columbia students are’ asking for election for a
suificient number of students to have enough students to put on each committea.
As meny studenis on the Senate as there are committees operating. It is
.understood that tHere are na““ers which would require closed me etings zand on
these grounds the 'onmeness' would be rejected, Ir matters of this kind

the puBlic would be asked to leave ard the meeting would procedd in camera.
In camera mectings would apply to all members of the Senate. If the
representatives would not abide by the commitments implicd by an in camera

metting they would be asked to lcavc

(A
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ference is being made to Senate s similarity to Parliament. Mo
reference has been made to Cabinet mcetings which ave not 'onen' and never
reported to the public. Concern was cupresscd about 'opcnlng‘ mcetings.
You cannot keep out the nress. The press is not kanown as a responsible
sody. In a situation where the sress weports out of contaxt it can do the
Uaiversity a lot of domage - we have suffcred from the Press before, and
have no mason to trust its judgment. '

A view was e:mpressed that there arce some diffcrences in what Sencte is, in
terms of analogies, 1f one looks at the Act and at the traditional rules

of Senates in Universities. The Scnate does com& out to be more or less

a representative body. Some people from the public, some from the Government,

some from the Faculties, ameer on the Scenate and it is cnjoined to be the
governing body . of the University. To call Scnate a Cabinct of sorts scems
to be an clevation of the types of things that Scnate considers and an

lcvatlon ol the things that go onat a university to a political level that
is warranted.

With regard to the Press, a watch is nossible. All members of the
University Committee have Library Cards and it is possiole to limit
the attendance to the community of the University. We have an Information
Officer and if there are misrepresentations made this can be countered.
There is a need for some consideration by this group of the concern of the
public as to university affairs which has recently developed in Canada.
Previously university education was for the select few of the community
and today education in UﬂlVCLSlLy, as in high school, is considered part of
the right of the publlc. ' :

This faces the university with a very different situation. It has a public
which is more diversified in interests. Representation on Senates of this
nature was much different in the 20's and 30’'s. Even now though, there is
mugh more cross-representation in most organizations in Canada today than
on our Senate and our Board of Governors. This new attitude to higzaer
education changes the rules for bodies of this kind and scme adjustment

for these changes has to be made. :

Except for the consider -ation of press and pub11c1;y and the ability

of Senate members to e:press themselves without concern of misrepresentation,
there are definite advantages to having open Senate meetings. Some do not
s

.
-

tie
practical thing that-is to be considercd and the meeting must consider what
things might be done to overcome this disadvantage and if it cannot be overcome

what can be done as an alternative.

.There is a limited number of spectator seats available and for any meating

people can make apolication. If this privilege is given‘it is on the

express understanding that the matters discussed are University business and
no discussion should be held outside the University and certainly that nothing
is to be reported to the newspapers or news media.

‘It could be a very good idea to have an understanding that the

gallery does not have Lreedom to come and go as it pleases. Pross

could be held down becausae of the space availabvle Student nowspapoer
coverage oif a Senate meeting should not be detrlmeﬂtal in any way but of
course thils  could not be guaranteed. -

K/
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dow is the and how 1s it controlled by the
aoverning
dith the Student Society being incorporated within a couple of weeks
che final resvonsibility for the ncqu*ncL will liec with the Student
Society and thereforve the Universicy should not have to step in at eny time
co protect its legal LLic Rather than restricting the nowsnaper,

liaviiity. Rachoer tl

deavour to gzet the best renorters available or better
£till we could have the Editor appoint a wermanent Senate Reporter.

‘e Student Socicty stands in the same relationship to the University

2s the C.B.C. to ghe Government. To bring it into line you could cut jtg
funds off. '

Are Student Council mectings onen to the Senate? Yes, in fact the
Yresident has attended a2 numbor,

Ine Senate could invite one particular reporter to cover the meetings.
Ii aayone wished to question the reporter the Scnate would krow wiom to
Cuestion avouc the veporting. IL onc person could be obtained to cover

cae meetings this would heln. Also any revorting of dircet quotces by this
Senate Regoreer stould be checked wich tho membcr making the quotce,
This could be done but a guote out of context of a statement.....

Would we assume that responsible reporting is possible?

If there cre to be privileges, there are to be restrictions. If there
were a gallery, it would have to be a respounsible galler

What would be involved in the mechanics of opening Senate meccinzs?. Does
it rejuire altering in the Constitution? Under Section 54 (&) Senc:e has
the power to regulate the condict of its mceetings and proceelings.

So far the meating has discussed a lot of pros and cons. There doas no:
scem to be a very defini

y deiinite weight on one side or the other.

[¢]
L5
I

suments would there be a2gainst having the meeting temnorar
te would retain the right to call for 'in camera' meetings.

Tae Peak recently cuoted the President as saying ''let's try it znd see‘.
Le was no doudt referring to all new ideas, opening Senate being one of
them.

One of the strongest points against openess is that in an osen mecting
candidness would be Jeopurdlzed and n*SCﬂlQL would be caused by mis

cr

20T

&

(u

P m oy
1 15 .

—

Senate does have the power td accent this sort of thing on an experimenta
basis and one camot say what will happen, it has pover been tried.

It has been suggested that the kind of openess would be a limited tyne
if only controlled by the physical limitation of a gallery. At the most
30 people could sit in seats around the walls of the chamber.
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The Studenz Council woom is nuch more uscable for this Durpose.
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A view was eupressced thac the st

o
o
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c very strong case
The speaker was inclined scrongly teowards the '

c L
¢ studencs' point of view,
excopl Lo screcning the public in mater the Scmate thinks best and obscrvers
adonting a prover demcanour and c espons 1
these things are noted down to a t o
sTould ve in favour of open meetin: cdition eri
en broken Scnate can rovoke the privileges

ana if these privileges have be

Control could be exercised by having obscrvers draw tickets from, say the
Registrar's Oifice if they arz
. This would perhaps be better as the responsibility of the Student Council

and the Faculty Association. Therce would be some control on the numbers,
which would be left to a later date.

It was asked if the Senzte meotin
representacion?

gs are.opened wihat about student

Firstly, assume that Scenate turns dowa the recormendation and will not have
t

open Senate meetings. Do the Scudents still want representaticon

e

If the Senate decides to keep meetings closed, it would be un to the stucents
to decide what the next step vould ke, This committee should discuss |
Tepresentation on the assumption that Scnhate has accepted its recommendation
for open mectings,

If naters discussed in closed meetings were matters dealing with the student
body students would find it very difficult to particinaie as they would
feel it was their responsibility to discuss quite openly in the presence

of their fellcw students. '

-

" What representation of the students would the Committee recommend

nere should be a resolution that whoever is elected is a member of the
te and takes on the same responsibilities as other Senators.

There should be only one loyalty and this is to the Senate.
Waat kind of representation should th

@ Committee recommend to Senate?
Scart with it wide open, it could te 2

nyvody.

It is agreed that Senate should have direct student representation. The
students should have the right to choose who will represent them.
Reviewing the history of this issue in Senate it was reveazled that it wa

3
u’

felt that the students are not at this point in suificient number in maturicy,
as far as first or second year students are concerned. At some later da:ce
the representation should be students themselves, it was thus proposed that

the represcntation should be other than a student and also other than =&
Faculty member as the faculty were alrecady well represented,

4
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The suggestion was made that it would perhaps be better to try it without
a student first and see how it develops.

The Committee discussed the type of student,age, etc., that should be
selected as representative. It was agreed that this should be left up to
the student body to select either by campaigning or selection by the Student
Council. On the whole it was felt that matters of restriction should be

a mattér discussed at a General Student Meceting and not restricted to
discussion within this committee.

Mr.Don Murray APPROVED

Recording Secretary _ D.P. Robertson - Chairman’

The minutes of the third meeting, Friday,December 9, 1966,
concern only the matter of student representation on Senate.
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FEBRUARY 6, 1967 - Senate Minutes

3A Report of the Senate Committee on Student Representation and Openness
of Senate Meetings

K.E. Rieckhoff presented the Committee's report. He said that the
Committee's frank discussion on the openess of Senate meetings had brought
out points previously not thought through and had changed views previously'
held by some members. The Committee felt that as there wasno clear cut
evidence that openness would be detrimental to the work of Senate, the
experiment should be tried. If such a trial turned out to be a'failure,
the meetings could be closed again. .

_ On the question of student representation, the Committee felt th

since one of the prime intents of student representation on Senate is that
of communication of the ruling body of the University with a vital part

of the University community, once this is accepted as a desirable thing,

a student representative, or, in the future, more than one, could make a
useful contribution to this body. The principle that a student might prove
a useful addition to Senate was agreed on: the only point on which the
.Committee could not reach unanimous agreement was the timing of introducing
such representatives. The Committee had recommended introduction of three
student representatives singly over the next three years.

The President said that .two questions were posed:
(a) recommendations on the openness of Senate and
(b) recommendations on student representation.

If either or both of these were approved, he suggested that the same
Committee should investigate and recommend ground rules of procedure.

W. Hamilton suggested it was an unwise course and unfair to the students
to bring in one student representative at a time. He felt that one student
could not truly represent the opinions of the whole student body and this
would defeat the object of having student representation on Senate,

/oo
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K.E. Rieckhoff said he thought it should be stated to Senate that the
fecling of the Committece members from Scenate who made this recommendation
was that the climate would be unfavourable in Scnate at this stage and that
Scnate would be more likely to accept a recommendation for one student
representative.  If however Senate were willing to accept three representatives
immediately, the Committec would have no objection.

W. Hamilton stated he was in agreement with the idea of having student
representation on Scnate and felt there would be some satisfaction in showing
the way to other Universities in this. He was, however, strongly opposed
to the recommendation on openess of Senatc mectings, and said that he felt
that to have Senate proceedings with individual viewpoints and interchange
between members reported in the Press and open to public discussion could
prove to be detrimental to Senate., He also felt that opening Senate meetings
to observers was a decision that could only be reversed at very great
embarrassment to Senate.

A. Hean said that he was in support of student representation on the
Senate and thought it should immediately go to two, possibly three.
He would like to see student representatives have two continuous semesters at
Simon Fraser before election to Senate, He supported W.Hamilton's view on
openess of Senate meetings, but thought that Senate should not be opened
immediately but after two years experience with students in Senate decide at
that time whether meetings should be opened. : '

W. Vidaver was strongly in favour of implementing one suggestion at a time,
and felt that student representation should come first. J.L. Dampier agreed,

A.F, Hean asked if students were really more interested in openess of
meetings than in student representation. :

K.E. Rieckhoff siid that to some the openess of Senate was the more
important issue, but that the recommendations would have to be taken independently.

Regarding student representation, the question of qualifications and
experience had been discussed at great length by the Committee, who felt the
only qualification they could recommend was that the students should be of
provincial voting age,. :

Regarding openess of Senate meetings, the Committee had recommended
opening meetings to those directly affected by Senate decisions, i,e,
Faculty, students and staff, the number to be controlled, and also that there
~should be an identified reporter from "The Peak" personally responsible for
accurately reporting the debates, K,E, Rieckhoff went on to say he himself
was convinced and he hoped that Senate would be conviaced that the idea of open
Senate meetings was worth a trial, ‘

/The. ..
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The President pointed out to the meeting that there would be an
“ qutomatic addition of three Faculty members to Senate, if the motion
was passed.

The O\aqccllor said that he was not strongly opposed to student
representation, but thought it should be restricted to onec student. As
an alternative he suggested a Standing Committee of the Senate on Student
Affairs, who would sit down with the students and report their viecws to
Scnate. He said that the nine Universities of the State of California who
have very much more experience than Simon Fraser werc going very slowly in
their approach to the matter of admitting students to any administrative
body of faculty. He thought it was probably a step to be discussed with
the other two Universities in the province with a view to taking joint
action, .
G. Sperling said that he was sure the Chancellor was aware of some of
the problems obtaining in California and wondered if one of the reasons
could be that students are not represented on these bodies? The other
matter was the question of whether or not the Committee had considered
whether each Faculty should be represented by students, as well as the
student body at large? Probably what would be involved would be expansion
beyond that proposed, perhaps something to the effect of three student
members, one from each Faculty, and one at large for the next three years,

K.E. Rieckhoff said that this had been explored by the Committee and
found to be not really desirable, necessary or easily implemented. The
representatives' function on Senate was to contribute to Senate as individuals
rather than as members responsible to the particular constituency which
they came from. '

__The President asked whether it was thought that there should be provision
for consultation with UBC and the University of Victoria before a decision
was taken. If the desire was to engage in this consultation then the motion
should be tabled. ‘

Moved by E.S, Lett, seconded by I.Koerner -

"That the motion be tabled pending consultation with the
Senates of University of British Columbia and the University
of Victoria"

After discussion it was generally agreed that as UBC and the University
of Victoria were not bound to conform to the policy at Simon Fraser University
in the matter of student representation on Senate, consultation with them
was not necessary. '

»  MOTION LOST

/The...
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The Registrar then quoted from a letter forwarded to him by
¢.J. Frederickson who was unable to attend the meeting:

wThe great majoxity on the senate consists of various levels
from the faculty and this is the way it should be as its chief
consideration is the curriculum, The students are or should
be concerned with the content and structure of the curriculum
and should be able to make valuable contributions. I am in
favour of student representation on the senate but in a new : .
university where the great majority is still composed of first
and sccond year students T think that some degree of caution
must be exercised in the choice of representatives. I realize
that maturity is a much abused term and, like beauty, is only
evident "in theeye of the beholder". Nevertheless there are
certain qualities of judgment that accompany experience so I
- suggest that the following procedure might be acceptable until
the university reaches a reasonable complement of third and
fourth year students: (1) That student representatives be
third or fourth year students. (2) That they be selected by
the student's council but not members of it. (3) Consideration
might be given at a later time as to the election at large of
such representatives." ' :

© R.J.C. Harper then moved, W. Hamilton seconded

"that the election of three students to Senate in conformity
with Section 23(i) of the Universities Act be approved"

MOTION- CARRIED

It was agreed that the Committee on Student Representation should
be asked to report to the next meeting of Senate how this intention of
Senate would be accomplished. ‘

The President then called for a motion regarding the openess of

Senate meetings.
A.F, Hean moved, J.,L, Dampier seconded

"that Senate not be opened for a minimum period of one year at
which time Senate reconsider the matter of openess of Senate"

K.E. Rieckhoff opposed the motion. He said that it was brought out
in discussion with the students that one of the prime beneficial functions
of partial openess would be the improvement of communications within the
University. To the student, Senate is a remote body;. a body that he knows
so little about that he has sometimes the most strange notions about it.
He has the feeling that he cannot get a proper idea of what is going on
merely by second hand knowledge. The fact that Senate meetings are open
would give a sense of security and influence strongly the climate that exists

between Faculty and students. He therefore opposed the motion very strongly.

/A .R.MacKinnon...
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' A.R, MacKinnon said that he too opposed the motion and could find
a0 clear arguments as to why the meetings should not be open, It secmed
to him that the conditions for opening Senate had been carefully thought
out and had been unanimously approved by the Committee members and on
these grounds he opposed the motion. ‘

. W. Vidaver thought that Scnate and the University as a whole might
" gain a great deal from opening Senate meetings. Senate might have some
appreéhension about the jrrevocability of such an act but it scemed to be
- certainly worth trying. He would have Senate open for a trial periol
with a mandatory break where Senate might assess the effect of openess., If the
experiment didn't work and Scnate wished to revoke its previous decision
then with a break of two or three months between there should not be
much difficulty in closing Senate meetings again, '

R.J.C. Harper said that the argument was based on the assumption that
what happened during the trial period would be representative of what
happened after the trial period. He was not one to be apprehensive about
the possibilities of abuse., There would be times when Senate would be
embarrassed but he didn't think they constituted a body of fragile egos that
would crumple at any hostile reporting.

, The Registrar said that as a member of the Committee that brought in
. the report he realised that one of the arguments against openess was fear of

people abusing the privilege; but opening meetings would remove what was
now a misunderstanding of Senate, It would put a stop to erroneous rumours.
Everyone talked about Senate but it would be much easier to put down false
statements if students and faculty had the opportunity of attendance and could
hear the debates first hand. He was confident that Senate would be doing
the right thing to open its meetings. .

K.E. Rieckhoff said that students, faculty and staff have a concern
to know what Senate is doing; they are members of the University and as
such they have a certain responsibility to the University. The: students are
very much aware of this responsibility. There is nothing that enforces any
information to stay within the University community - in fact Senate would
have to take a chance and see how responsible they are. '

A.F. Hean thought the Committee must have been in error in its
recommendation that observers be limited to those mentioned in the report,
because surely the responsibility of Senate was to the public and not just
to the staff, students and faculty. He suggested that Senate had taken a
very great leap forward for the total community and for the University in
particular by seating students. He thought "howaver that the matter should
be put back for a minimum period of a year.

/J.L.Dampier,..
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J.L. Dampier said that as seconder of the motion his intention
was not to deny opeuness but just to delay it.

The Registrar read C.J. Frederickson's comments:

"hile in favour of open meetings as a matter of
principle I cannot [ind myself agrceing to such in
the immediate future,

. The scnate has been constituted only recently and
until the "shaking down' process is completed I doubt the
wisdom of opening the meetings to observers."

The Registrar reminded Senate that the first request to open
Senate meetings came in November 1965 from Faculty members; 1if the
recommendations were accepted half the observers would probably be
Faculty members.

G. Sperling thought that the public should be allowed to
attend Senate meetings and that the democratic atmosphere existing in
the University should be maintained.

E.S. Lett said that some months ago Senate had made the minutes
of its meetings available to the University community. She was very
much in favour of delaying the opening of Senate meetings.

W. Williams agreed with W. Hamilton and thought that the prestige
of Senate would tend to be diminished if meetings were open.

K.E. Rieckhoff said that he did not feel that just because the
Committee's decision was unanimous it should be adopted; but the fact
_that a number of members, having made a detailed study over a period of
time, had come to this conclusion was in itself an argument for the
proposed recommendations,.and he would urge his colleagues to defeat

the motion before them. »

D. Berg said that he thought no clear case had been made of the
inadvisability of opening Senate, and in fact a number of Faculty
would be embarrassed if Senate were not opened as they had been 4
elected on this platform. He opposed the motion.

/W, Hamilton...
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W. Hamilton said that D. Berg's observation that he would be
embarrassed if Senate meetings were not opened as he had run for election
upon this was interesting; it was one of the main considerations that
had brought him into opposition to the principle of opening Senate meetings;
Senate could develop into a political body that performed so that it didn't
embarrass people,

T.H., Brose in response to an invitation from the President said that
as a member of the Committee he joined with the Registrar and K.E. Rieckhoff
in recommending openness of Senate meetings. He thought that to allow a
limited number of observers into meetings on a first come first served
basis would have a very healthy effect on the University and, by extension,
on the comnmunity.

MOTION CARRIED

The Registrar said that the Committee had worked hard on the report
and had had a great deal of assistance from the three students who
. participated, and would appreciate a letter of thanks to them.
Moved by J.L. Dampier, seconded by R.J.C. Harper

“that a letter of thanks on behalf of Senate be sent

to the three student members of the Committee on

Student Representation"

MOTION CARRIED

SEPTEMBER 11, 1967 - Senate Minutes

3A Notice of Motion, S. Yandle: '"That the question of the closed nature
of Senate Meetings be re-opened" - $-19

Senate was reminded of its resolution passed in February 1967
"that Senate not be opened for one year at which time Senate consider
the matter of opnenness of Senate'. The Chairman ruled that a resolution
to re-open discussion of a matter which had been tabled for a year was a
procedural matter requiring a two-thirds majority, and cited Robert's Rules
of Order Article 31 '"....When a question has been postponed to a certain
time, it becomes a1 order of the day for that time and cannot be taken up
before that time except by a reconsideration, or by suspending the rules for
that purpose, which requires a two-thirds vote.', and Articles 48 and 68.

Moved by S. Yandle, seconded by J.S. Foulds .

"that the question of the closed nature of
Senate meetings be re-opened"
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n S. Yandle said that the student repreésentatives had encountered a
number of difficulties in discussing Senate matters with students because
of the number involved; they had been requested to report to Student
Council and this reporting had been subjected to distortion. At the
discussions in Senate in February 1967 it had been made clear that students
in general were more interested in having open meetings than in having
representatives in closed sessions.

The Chairman reminded the meeting that the question was a procedural
‘matter of re-opening discussion on a matter which Senate had established
would be re-opened in February 1968. M.A. Lebowitz challenged the ruling
of the chair arguing that since the Notice of Motion had been made in
advance only a majority vote was required. The challenge was put to the
vote and the chairman upheld. '

Senate then voted on whether the discussion of the closed nature
of Senate meetings should be re-opened at this time.

In favour 12
Opposed 11

MOTION LOST

J.S. Foulds indicated he would write for The Peak on Senate
. matters, as an experiment in communication with students.
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UNIVERSITY QOVERNMENT IN CANADA

The Duff-Berdahl report in its discussion of the role of
Senate does not touch upon the matter of open Senate mcetings.
At a meeting on University Government (October 1967), Professor Berdahl

is quoted as saying:

"I agree with Mrs. Yandle that secrecy is bad. At :
San Francisco State College where I. teach, meetings are open
-to the Press. This is a mixed advantage and disadvantage.
Sometimes both faculty and students look ridiculous. I agree

that Senate and Board should operate in the open as much as
possible." .
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INTERIM REPORT OF THE STUDENT AFFAIRS COMMITTEE - JANUARY 23, 1968

Student Relationships with Governing Bodies including Senate
and Board of Governors had not been discussed at the time of presentation
of this Report. In its general discussion of University Committees
(Part 2) the following is recorded:

2L. Openness. "It was felt that it was important at Simon Fraser

that wherever possible committees and bodies should hold "open' meetings.
- A clear definition of "open'" is not yet agreed upon,however three degrees
of "openness'" were discussed.

i) the procedure whereby the students and other members on various
committees or bodies report regularly to the Extcutives of the
constituent bodies that appoint them.

ii) that meetings be open to observers on invitation

iii) that meetings be open to anyone to attend but thgt those
' attending could also speak upon recognition of the chair. Such
meetings could be reported by the Peak. :

It was recognized that committees open to observe&s or
participants should be free to go "in camera' if they deemell it necessary.
It was also noted and appreciated that the President had retently said,
in a letter to Student Council, that any University Commi ttde advising
him should be free to declare itself open in whatever sense it desired.

As a result several committees had so declared.
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REPORT OF THE ALUMNI COMMITTEE ON UNIVERSITY GOVERNMENT (ALUMNI ASSOCTATION
OF U.B.C., SEPTEMBER, 1967)

Chapter VIII. The Senate.

Page 38 Open Meetings.

“There are some occasions on which the Senate, for purposes
of communication, may wish to open its meetings to the public.
The Senate is best able to judge if and when this should take

© place."
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‘ ‘AT OTHER UNIVERSITIES
C.U.P. October 17 1967. The Guelph University Senate decided
October 67. against open meetings. An open meeting clause was
, completely deleted from the report presented by the
/ Committee on University Government. The open meeting
clause lost by a considerable majority.

i

The Chairman of Senate is quoted

"It was felt by the Senate that quality of
debate might deteriorate if there were open
meetings. Open meetings might make of the
Senate a rubber-stamping body."
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TO: Members of Senate

FROM: Simon Foulds, Stanley Wong, Sharon Yandle,
Student Representatives on Senate,

RE: OPEN SENATE MEETINGS

After consultation, the Student representatives decided to submit their own
paper on senate secrecy directly to Senate rather than engage in the deliber-
ations of the committee struck by Senate at the February meeting., Our
decision to do so was based on our belief that given both the intrest mani-
fested by students in this question and its importance to them, that a
~separate paper prepared by students on behalf of students is appropriate,
Furthermore, we consider that a matter of this nature is best discussed

as freely and thoroughly as possible in Senate itself, Since the question
is at the least as important (and, we think, more so) as the election of

a Senate representative to the Board, we suggest that the most fruitful
discussions would take place not in an appointed committee but in a
Committee of the Whole, and will so move in the upcoming March meeting.

Therefore, we have chosen not to present herein a complete discussion of
the case against Senate secrecy, but rather a summary of points which we
would request be fully aired in Senate itself,

The first of these is the fact that students on Senate, representing

7,000 constituents, are unable to communicate to them as faculty representa- Ca
tives, can and do to their constituents. Our only means to do so are thus

through the medium of the Peak, The institution of the regular Peak

" column on Senate written by us has, we feel, provided an excellent medium

for the communication of opinion, but as such it is primarily an editorial

outlet and cannot adequately substitute for proper objective reporting, as

opening Senate meetings would allow,

Secondly, we believe that our inability to make known Senate proceedings
to students directly handicaps us in our capacity as representatives, The
sheer impossibility of communicating to students, many of whom, unlike

the faculty, have little knowledge of the sphere of activity or workings
of Senate, unnecessarily isolates us from those who elected us. This
serves in large part to negate the raison d'etre underlying the inclusion
of students on Senate, whoch, we understand, was to allow students to make
known their views and participate in the decisions affecting them, We

must admit that the very fact of Senate secrecy has placed us in the
position of not really knowing the views of many issues. The end result
is that despite student representation, many if not most students view
Senate as a body foreign to and removed from them, governing not on

their behalf but over and against them.

Thirdly, the quest for open Senate meetings is by no means ¢onfined to
this campus but is a point of concern, if not contention, at many, many
universities across Canada among students who believe that secrecy has
negated the more progressive recommendations of the Duff-Berdahl Report,
Indeed, this view was echoed by Professor Berdahl himself at a national
conference on university government at the University of Toronto last
October, Expressing his dismay at the dissatisfaction so many students
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including the Canadian Union of Students, with the Report, he noted that
had he and Sir James Duff realized the discrepancy between student
representation and closed Senate meetings they would have included in
their Report a recommendation against secrecy.

i .
Last, but;by no means least, we believe that opening Senate meetings
is a necessary step toward ensuring the closer integration of all
sectors of the university community. While these barriers between
. students and faculty and students and administration exist, we do not
think it possible to create the atmosphere of co-operation and trust
which all members of the university community believe to be a necessary
prerequisite to the right and proper functioning of a good university.

There are, of course, other points to be raised on this question., We
have not included them here, since our concern in this paper is strictly
as students and student representatives, and the points herein are

only those of direct concern to us as such. We hope Senate will concur
with us on bringing the question in its entirety to a Committee of the

Whole'

c.c. Senate Committee on open Senate meetings.

" Date: February 23, 1968
Ref, SY:kp :



