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The Chair began by welcoming everyone to the second Senate meeting of the 2013-2014 
governance year.  
 

SECTION I 

1.  Memorial tribute: Professors Stanley Frost and Robert Culley 

Senator Aitken rose and read the following memorial tributes, which Senate subsequently 
unanimously approved: 

 
Born in England before World War I, Dr. Stanley Frost passed away in Montreal a few 
months after celebrating his 100th birthday. 
 
Stanley’s dual commitment to university life and church ministry emerged as a young 
man. He proclaimed publicly “I believe in God, the Church, and the University.” After 
earning a Bachelor of Divinity in 1936 from the University of London, he received a 
D.Phil. from Marburg University, Germany. Ordained a Methodist minister in 1939, he 
spent World War II as an air raid warden and pastor of various congregations. From 1949 
to 1956 he lectured on Old Testament Language and Literature at Dinsbury College, 
Bristol, where he gained a reputation as an effective teacher, researcher, and 
administrator. Major publications of the era include: The Pattern of Methodism (1948), 
and Old Testament Apocalyptic, Its Origins and Growth (1952).  
 
On the invitation of Principal F. Cyril James, Stanley came to McGill in 1956 as 
Professor of Old Testament Studies, Faculty of Divinity – subsequently Faculty of 
Religious Studies – a position he held until 1975. Major publications of these years 
include: The Beginning of the Promise, Eight Lectures on Genesis (1960), Patriarchs and 
Prophets (1963), and Standing and Understanding: a Reappraisal of the Christian Faith 
(1969). From 1957 to 1963 he served as Dean of the Faculty. He also became a Minister 
of the United Church of Canada. His participation in the work of national and 
international associations includes serving from 1964 to 1966 as the President of the 
American Association of Theological Schools.  
 
On the invitation of Principal H. Rocke Robertson, Stanley became Dean of Graduate 
Studies and Research in 1963 – having already served for a year as acting dean. In 1969, 
he became Vice-principal (Administration and Professional Faculties) for a five year 
term. During these years, McGill underwent enormous change in its academic life, 
governance, administration, finances, and physical plant. It was also a time of student 
unrest - sometimes violent.  
 
Stanley played a central role in these developments and events. Among other things, he 
served from 1963 to 1970 as Chair of the University Libraries Committee and as the 
person to whom the Director of Libraries reported. Stanley’s role in the shaping McGill’s 
library system during a period of unprecedented growth and change – including 
construction of McLennan Library and major renovation of Redpath Library – can hardly 
be overestimated. He was also greatly concerned with the status of McGill’s non-
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academic staff, whose cause he championed through developing standardized pay scales 
and job classifications, along with career paths.  
 
Stanley’s administrative abilities were widely acknowledged. He was invited to advise on 
university administration in Kuwait, Australia, New Zealand, and the Caribbean. From 
1984 to 1989 he served as President of Montreal’s Fraser-Hickson Institute and Library.  
 
In 1975 on the invitation of Principal Robert Bell, Stanley became Director of the History 
of McGill Project. For the next 28 years until 2003, he served as McGill’s official 
historian. Major publications of this era published by McGill-Queen’s Press include:  
 
-McGill University: for the Advancement of Learning. vol. I, 1801-1895. 1980 
-McGill University: for the Advancement of Learning. vol. II, 1895-1971. 1984 
-The Man in the Ivory Tower: F. Cyril James of McGill. 1991 
-James McGill of Montreal. 1995 
 
He collaborated with Professors R. V. V. Nicholls and Edward Bensley in founding the 
James McGill Society, which continues meeting four times a year for presentations on 
McGill’s history. Almost single-handedly, Frost turned the study of McGill’s history 
from an antiquarian pursuit to an academic specialty. In addition, he served on a variety 
of committees, and acted as an advisor to successive Principals. Later years saw an 
outpouring of poetry, with friends and colleagues looking forward to receiving annual 
volumes of poems. His most substantial collection Autumn Harvest, Selected Poems was 
published in 2002 as a “Fontanus Monograph.” In effect, Stanley became the Bard of 
McGill.  
 
In summarizing Stanley Frost’s McGill career, a number of characteristics stand out. His 
willingness to accept challenges was balanced by a desire to avoid extreme reactions in 
favour of moderate solutions informed by values and ethics. As an administrator he was 
shrewd and competent with a reputation for being a tough negotiator, able to make 
difficult decisions. His ability to master complex details of a situation and arrive at 
judicious and wise decisions was much appreciated. As a researcher, he was intelligent, 
incisive, and thorough. His critical faculty in analyzing people and situations never 
deserted him, resulting in well-rounded studies that illustrated strengths and weaknesses. 
As a lecturer he was a gifted communicator, who could summarize and synthesize issues 
with an effective rhetorical style. His loyalty and dedication to McGill were beyond 
question. In recognition of his great contributions to the University, in 1990 Stanley was 
awarded an honorary LL.D. and in 2004 he became an Emeritus Professor. Honorary 
doctorates were also received from other institutions.  
 
Stanley’s personal life revolved family, friends, and the church. His Montreal years 
included continuing pastoral work, chiefly with Wesley United Church, Notre Dame de 
Grace, where he preached frequently and served three times as interim pastor. As a 
friend, Stanley was loyal, sympathetic, and sociable; he wanted what was best for those 
around him; he showed love and affection for family and friends. His cheerful optimism, 
and lack of cynicism, could be infectious. Lines from one of Charles Wesley’s better-
known hymns might have been composed with Stanley in mind: 
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Lift up your hearts, lift up your voice; 
Rejoice, again I say, rejoice! 

 
Although some observers described Stanley as having the qualities of a Renaissance 
prelate, others would describe him as being simply a good man! 
 
Stanley Frost was predeceased by his wife Margaret, and son David. Our sympathy and 
condolences are extended to his family: daughter Valerie, daughter-in-law Pauline 
(Robert Harrison), and grandchildren Claire and Alexander.  
 
Among McGill friends who mourn Stanley are Susan Button, Peter McNally, M A 
Whitehead, Carol Wiens, and Rob Michel.  
 
With the passing of Dr. Stanley Frost, McGill has lost one of the most distinguished 
faculty members ever to have graced our campus. His outstanding qualities were equally 
evident as a lecturer, researcher, and administrator. We celebrate the passing not only of a 
great and good man, but the passing of an era in the history of McGill University. 

 
and: 

 
Senate members, it is with regret that I inform you of the death of Emeritus Professor 
Robert Charles Culley, on June 14, 2013, at the age of 80. 

 
Robert Culley came to McGill as a lecturer in 1964. His academic training took place at 
the department of Near Eastern Studies at the University of Toronto, B.A. 1955, M.A. 
1958, PhD 1963. At the same time as taking his M.A. he trained for the ministry at Knox 
College, University of Toronto where he earned a B.D. in 1958. After this he had the 
opportunity of studying with one of the leading continental scholars of that time namely 
Martin Noth from 1958-1959 at the University of Bonn before returning to Toronto to 
finish his PhD. After his lectureship at McGill in 1965 he was offered a tenure-track 
position and was made full professor in 1978. 

 
Robert Culley’s primary focus was on the careful analyses of the Biblical psalms. He was 
particularly interested with oral composition markers that could be identified using some 
of the same techniques as had been employed by Parry and Lord on Greek texts such as 
the Iliad. His books and many articles in the field betray a depth of understanding of 
compositional technique which influenced a whole generation of scholars in the field of 
Hebrew Bible. 
 
Committed as he was to scholarly discourse Robert was an avid supporter and contributor 
to the Canadian Society of Biblical Studies and became its President in 1982. His 
energies also took him further afield as he became the General editor of Semeia a journal 
supported by the Society of Biblical Literature in the United States which was devoted to 
the exploration of new and emergent areas and methods of biblical criticism. His 
commitment to the process of scholarly discourse was such that he was in the middle of 
writing an article on orality when he was forced to stop and enter hospital. 
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Professor Culley’s students remember him as someone who was meticulous in the 
preparing of lectures, all of which had one goal, that of bringing the biblical text alive to 
a generation little steeped in biblical idioms. He was fond of saying that he wanted but 
one thing from his students that they learn how to read again. 

 
His contributions to the larger McGill community included his being senator and member 
of the University library committee for many years. He graciously accepted to be acting 
Dean of the Faculty of Religious Studies from 1985-1986 whilst continuing on the many 
national and international publishing boards in the area of both biblical studies and Oral 
Tradition. 

 
His equally long association as a member of the faculty of Presbyterian College, one of 
the three theological colleges associated with the Faculty of Religious Studies spoke to 
his ongoing commitment to the training of ministerial candidates for the Presbyterian 
church in an ecumenically designed program.  

 
We have lost a valued colleague who greatly enriched the life of the university. The  
Senate extends its condolences to his wife Sasha, to his children Cynthia and Ian, to his 
daughter in‐law Sue, and son-in-law Nils, to his grandson Carl, his sister Heather and 
brother in-law Nickolas Chistoff. 

 
2.  Report of the Steering Committee (13:14-02) 
 
The Report of the Steering Committee (13-14:02) was received. 
 
Item 1. Approval of Minutes of Senate. On a motion duly proposed and seconded, Senate 
approved the minutes of the September 18, 2013 meeting. 
 
Item 2. Approval of the Confidential Minutes of Senate. The Chair informed Senate that the 
Steering Committee had reviewed the confidential minutes of the meeting of September 18, 2013 
and had approved them on behalf of Senate. 
 
Item 3. Speaking rights. On a motion duly proposed and seconded, speaking rights were granted 
for Ms. Jana Luker, Executive Director, Student Services, for item IIB3 (Annual Report of the 
Committee on Student Services). 

 
Item 4. Confidential Session. On a motion duly proposed and seconded, Senate agreed that it 
would enter into Confidential Session for discussion of item IIB10 (Confidential Session), the 
Report of the Honorary Degrees and Convocations Committee (D13-16). 
 
Item 5. Senate Open Discussion. On a motion duly proposed and seconded, Senate approved the 
following open discussion topics: October Senate meeting, “Making Senate meetings more 
meaningful: Enhancing discussion and engagement;” December 2013, “McGill’s mission, 
principles and objectives;” and Winter 2014: “Breaking Down Silos.” 
 
Item 6. Approval of the Agenda 
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3.  Adoption of the Agenda 
 
On a motion duly proposed and seconded, the agenda was adopted. 
 
4.  Chair's Remarks 
 
The Chair began by informing Senate that McGill participated in a meeting called by Minister 
Pierre Duschene (Ministère de l’Enseignement supérieur, Recherche, Science et Technologie) on 
September 24, 2013, which included all of Quebec’s universities. She explained that Minister 
Duschene reaffirmed the provincial government’s commitment to reinvest in the province’s 
universities. The Minister also notified the universities that the Quebec government would be 
introducing framework legislation governing universities within the coming months. 
 
The Chair subsequently explained that as part of McGill’s submission to Chantier 1 (Proposal of 
Key Elements of a Framework Act/Loi-Cadre), the University presented a scorecard of McGill’s 
key performance indicators (KPI) in May 2013. She informed Senate that the KPIs would be 
presented to Senate at its November meeting. 
 
The Chair also discussed CREPUQ which recently underwent changes to its mandate and 
structure. She mentioned that CREPUQ will no longer exist; instead, it will be replaced by a 
new, collaborative organization which will provide common services to Quebec universities, 
rather than play an advocacy role for universities. 
 
The Chair highlighted that the Speech from the Throne was being delivered in Ottawa, while the 
Politique Nationale de la Recherche et de l’Innovation was being released in Quebec City. 
 
The Chair went on to share reflections of her experiences at McGill. She reiterated that the 
University is unique for several reasons including: the outstanding quality of its students, faculty 
and staff; its local, national and international reach; its diversity; the superior quality of its 
teaching and research; and its student-centredness. 
 
The Chair then discussed highlights of the University’s engagement in the local community. She 
began by discussing McGill’s Community Engagement Day, which took place on October 4. She 
noted that participation in the event more than doubled compared to last year. The Chair thanked 
all those involved in making the event a success. She also mentioned that the Run for the Cure 
on October 6 included several McGill groups. She congratulated Vice-Principal Goldstein’s team 
which raised over $15,000 and Paul Simon, a graduate student in the Department of Anatomy 
and Cell Biology, who ran the race in the fastest time. The Chair also mentioned that McGill is 
participating in the Centraide Campaign and hopes to raise $400,000 this year. 
 
The Chair concluded her remarks with selected kudos. She congratulated Dr. Luda Diatchenko 
who is the new Canada Excellence Research Chair in Human Pain Genetics and who is the first 
woman to hold such a title. She also congratulated the team of students from the Desautels 
Faculty of Management who won the 2013 Hult Prize Competition. 
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SECTION II 

Part "A" – Questions and Motions by Members 

1. Question regarding Funding of University Education 
 

Senator Hébert asked the following question: 
1) How much does it cost per year to educate the average “in province” McGill 

undergraduate student?  
 
2) What are the relative contributions of the student and the Province to this cost? 
 
3) Is there a gap between the total cost to educate a student and the funds provided 

via tuition and the provincial grant?  
 
4) What funding sources make up any gaps? 
 
5) If these gaps are large and known, why aren’t we making the case publicly for 

increases in tuition and/or the provincial contribution based on these numbers? 
 

Provost Masi answered as follows: 
 

Let me start by thanking Senator Hébert for the questions and for understanding that 
while they appear to be relatively straightforward, answering them is surprisingly 
complicated.   

 
First, it is very difficult to define the “average in-Province” undergraduate student. 
Second, what we spend to educate students in any program of study depends on the 
overall funding received for the activities in which these individuals are involved and the 
amount we choose to allocate to support them. Third, we do not just mirror Quebec’s 
grid. Fourth, the relative contribution of the provincial government grant can vary over 
the course of studies for these individuals, so while we can calculate the snapshot of costs 
for a single year, a more accurate representation would be a motion picture across the 
entire period of undergraduate studies. Fifth, we should not confuse what the government 
is willing to pay for a given program with what we think it should or even does cost. 
Sixth, reliance on the government grid (which I’ll explain in a moment) is a proxy rather 
than a definitive source for responding to these questions. So, with those caveats clearly 
in mind, I will now provide an answer, covering most aspects of the Senator’s queries.  

 
First we need to consider the Quebec government’s university funding formula (the grid I 
referred to just now).  The formula applies a weighting by discipline and level of study 
that reflects spending across the entire Quebec university system for educating students in 
each discipline: Engineering is weighted differently than Arts, for example. Now, we 
know that these weights are not a reliable reflection of the true costs of delivering a 
world-class McGill education. Instead, they are a function of the available funding 
envelope and reflect what the entire Quebec system of universities on average spends for 
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students to receive their education in various disciplines, so we know that these weights 
are not even close to being an ideal proxy for the cost of educating the “average” student.   

 
Next we need to consider student mix. If the student mix at McGill varies even slightly 
year to year, this will have implications for the construction of our University’s “average 
student.” Consequently, the student mix, even for only those students who are considered 
to be Quebec students, has implications for revenues coming in, and expenses going out 
for the “average student.”  

 
Now, even though we know it is imperfect at best, for the purposes of this analysis let’s 
assume that the government’s relative weights (or costs) of educating students in each 
discipline and level, calculated as an average for the entire Quebec network, apply 
perfectly to McGill.    

 
If we assume that the cost of educating an “in-province student” is the same as educating 
the average undergraduate student, we can do a calculation for FY2012 as follows:   

a) McGill’s total operating expenditures were: $651 million 
b) The percent of weighted “full-time-equivalent student units” in the undergraduate 

category was: 54% 
c) The total allocation for undergraduates would be: $351 million (= a times b) 
d) The total number of undergraduate FTEs was: 23,289  
e) Therefore we can calculate the “average” cost at: $14,968 (= c divided by d) 
f) And we know that in-Province tuition and fees were: $3,251  

 
According to this logic, a Quebec student contributed 21.7% of the expenditures, 
meaning that the Provincial grant provided 77.6%, with the remaining 0.7% coming from 
the sales of goods and services, and other contributions. Again, according to this logic, 
we could say that for every dollar that a student contributes, the Province contributes 
$3.60. Remember, however, that this is based on counting weighted FTE student units, 
but this does not accurately reflect the costs by discipline, introducing some distortion.   

 
What are some of the salient costs that must be covered here:  

a) Maintaining competitive, fair salaries  
b) Keeping the ratio of students-academics low 
c) Library and IT infrastructures and services  
d) Classroom and laboratory equipment  
e) Special initiatives projects  
f) Administrative apparatus, including student services   

 
Let’s go back to the earlier points about delivering world-class education and the impact 
that our student mix has on our cost profile. 

g) Compared to other Quebec universities, McGill has a higher proportion of 
graduate, especially PhD, students   

h) Graduate students enrich the overall academic and intellectual environment at 
McGill, but it costs more to educate them than it does undergraduate students, 
even considering the additional weight they carry in the “grid” 
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i) Consequently, revenues from our undergraduate students may offset the higher 
costs of our graduate students 

 
We should also consider the following:  

j) McGill’s very low student to professor ratio among Quebec (and indeed 
Canadian) institutions  

k) The higher costs associated with recruiting, developing, retaining, and promoting 
a world-class academic staff 

l) The additional costs associated with international student recruitment and on-
campus services  

m) McGill’s physical assets, especially the legacy (if not heritage or just old) 
infrastructure that, though picturesque, is enormously costly to maintain 
compared to other universities.   

n) McGill’s deferred maintenance problem is now approaching  $900 million 
dollars.  This is an obligation to pay real dollars to maintain our buildings and 
properties, but because revenues simply cannot keep up, the University is forced 
to borrow to make up the difference. 

 
Studies have quantified McGill’s underfunding problem, compared to Canadian peer 
universities to close to $4,000 per full-time equivalent student. Think of it this way: 
McGill must do without money that is available to our peers while still providing our 
students with an education that is superior to theirs, or why would students keep on 
coming here? McGill is resilient, flexible, and capable of stretching resources and 
performing way above its means; however, we are now working with the provincial 
government on updating and better-calibrating the university funding formula.  As part of 
a working group formed after the recent summit on higher education, McGill submitted a 
list of recommendations which we are working to see implemented in the Quebec system.  

 
In summary, in the long run, costs cannot exceed revenues. 

 
Senator Hébert asked the following supplemental question: 
 
 How much does McGill have to suffer until our underfinancing problem is fixed? 
 
Senator Masi responded as follows: 
 

In the long run, costs cannot continue to exceed revenues, as I stated in my presentation. 
In the past, Quebec used to be the most generous province in funding higher education; it 
is now in the lower half of the provinces. Tuition, however, was low to begin with and 
remains the lowest in Canada. McGill must make up the funding gap with endowment 
profits, for example. 

 
Senator Bouchard asked a further supplemental question: 
 

It seems as though McGill used an amended version of Quebec’s grid. Would it be 
possible to share this with Senate? 
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Senator Masi responded: 
 

McGill no longer uses this because it was very complicated. Instead, McGill has 
compacts with the Faculties and Vice-Principals to fund activities based on priorities. 

 
Senator Bouchard followed-up by asking: 
 

How much are these compacts affected by initiatives such as ASAP (Achieving Strategic 
Academic Priorities)? 

 
Senator Masi responded as follows: 
 

Internal subsidization of activities is required to fund the world-class education McGill 
provides. Therefore, the Provost works with the Deans to distribute funds according to 
the University’s priorities. 

 
Part "B" – Motions and Reports from Organs of University Government 

  
 Open Session 

1. Open Discussion: Making Senate meetings more meaningful: Enhancing (D13-17) 
 discussion and engagement  
 
At Senate’s last meeting, some Senators expressed a desire to change the structure of Senate 
meetings to allow more time for the exchange of ideas and for debate of relevant academic 
issues. The Steering Committee subsequently decided that it would be beneficial for Senate to 
have an open discussion on this topic. The Chair opened the discussion at Senate by explaining 
that the goal of this open discussion was to consider strategies for enabling more meaningful 
Senate meetings and mechanisms for acting on recommendations that may arise. 
 
Senators discussed how meetings could be reorganized to facilitate greater discussion and to 
increase the engagement of Senators. To enhance the latter, Senator Richard suggested that 
meeting agendas be reorganized so that approval items are placed first on the agenda, followed 
by discussion items and conclude with items presented for information. Senator Shaughnessy 
noted that Senate agendas are lengthy and certain Senators leave before meetings conclude. 
Some Senators suggested that this could be rectified by limiting the number and length of 
presentations. Along similar lines, some Senators felt that there were too many annual reports 
presented to Senate, which take time that could be allocated to debate and discussion of 
important issues requiring Senate’s input. Rather than summarizing reports that are distributed to 
Senate in advance, it was noted that presenters should assume they have read the material already 
and ask questions to spark debate. Senator Dyens observed that the set-up of the Senate’s 
meeting room was not conducive to debate as it is better suited for lectures.  
 
Some also suggested that Senators should be more fully informed about the concerns and issues 
facing the senior administration; this would help to provide input and support in administrative 
processes. For example, Senator Saroyan noted that it would be important for Senators to know 
what are the concerns and issues facing the senior administration, and that Senate could be a 
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forum for Senators to provide input to help the administration in its decisions. Senator Butler 
also suggested that major University issues should be brought to Senate earlier to provide an 
opportunity for early-stage feedback to help inform decision-making. Senator Lu noted that 
increasing the engagement of Senators has the benefit of improving decision-making. Senator 
Zorychta highlighted Senate’s dual role, which is to represent the University’s various 
constituencies, but also to report back to constituents on major academic issues facing the 
University. 
 
Some Senators felt that Senate routinely approves items recommended by its committees and by 
the administration, and that this has resulted in an erosion of Senate’s engagement. Others 
pointed out that it is the role of Senate’s Committees to complete the extensive due diligence 
before items are presented to Senate in order to best frame issues for Senate’s discussion. 
Senators in support of the latter point highlighted that it is appropriate for Senate’s committees to 
complete most of the work on various issues as it would be time consuming and extremely 
difficult for Senate to tackle complicated matters given its size and the frequency of its meetings. 
Senator Blais acknowledged that increasing the number of issues coming to Senate would only 
exacerbate the issue of heavy meeting agendas. Senator Dudek noted that since Senate ultimately 
receives several items for information, this is evidence that the current committee system is 
functioning adequately. 
 
The open discussion concluded with the Chair explaining that a working group would be 
established to consider the suggestions made during the open discussion and to provide 
recommendations. Senator Pekeles suggested that the working group be established shortly and 
that an incremental approach in implementing recommendations be taken. He also recommended 
that the Committee not be too large, should not be chaired by a senior administrator and should 
have a senior steward, perhaps the Secretary-General. Senator Cooke further suggested that 
Senate should select the members of the working group. 
 
2. Annual Report on Research Performance and Innovation (D13-10) 
 
Senator Goldstein, Vice-Principal (Research and International Relations), presented this item for 
Senate’s information. Her presentation provided an overview of McGill’s research funding 
results in 2011-2012. Dr. Goldstein underlined that McGill continues to diversify its funding 
sources as competition is increasingly fierce, while available funds remain stagnant. To 
elaborate, she explained that over 50 percent of McGill’s $484 million research funding stems 
from the federal government; however, the University’s share of funding from non-governmental 
sources has increased slightly, but steadily over the years.  
 
Senator Goldstein also presented research funding from the province noting, however, that these 
results were not complete as the province has not provided its full set of data to the University. 
Nonetheless, preliminary results indicate that McGill lags behind the Université de Montréal in 
Quebec research funding. McGill’s Research and International Relations is working to translate 
grant forms and related documentation into English for Faculty members who are not fluent in 
French. Senator Goldstein noted that once complete provincial data becomes available, it will be 
shared with Senate. 
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Dr. Goldstein also explained that the University is also looking beyond provincial and federal 
research funding sources. As such, McGill is emphasizing international relations and is 
developing an international strategy, which will be presented to Senate once it is drafted. 
 
3. Annual Report of the Committee on Student Services (D13-11) 
 
Senator Dyens, Deputy Provost (Student Life & Learning), presented this report for Senate’s 
information. The report provides an overview of the issues that the Committee addressed during 
the 2012-2013 academic year and its plans for 2013-2014. In presenting the report, Professor 
Dyens also highlighted the importance of mental health at McGill. 
 
Senator Sheridan asked how many resources had been invested in the co-curricular record and 
what kind of student consultations took place. The Executive Director, Student Services, Ms. 
Jana Luker answered that an online tool is being used to list all events in one location and that 
Student Services has worked closely with students, especially the Students’ Society of McGill 
University, through the creation of an advisory group. 
 
Senator Lu mentioned that the report indicates that undergraduate students had approved a 
service fee increase, whereas graduate students had not. She asked if this would result in 
different services being provided to these students. Ms. Luker explained that graduate students 
would not receive the full range of student services available to undergraduates given the 
decision to forgo a fee increase, but that this restriction is proportional to the amount of funds 
which would have been raised had their fees increased. She also clarified that graduate students 
were aware of this when they voted on the fee increase.  
 
4. Annual Report of the Joint Board-Senate Committee on Equity (D13-12) 
 
Senator White, Associate Provost (Policies, Procedures and Equity), presented this report for 
Senate’s information. She noted that microaggression does occur at McGill and explained that 
the Committee believes the University should have a document on inclusivity. One possible 
suggestion would be to amend the University’s mission statement to include a sentence on 
inclusivity. 
 
Senator Richard asked if the Charter of Quebec Values would be discussed by the Joint Board-
Senate Committee on Equity or by one of its subcommittees. Professor White suggested that one 
option would be to establish a separate subcommittee of the Joint Board-Senate Committee on 
Equity to study the Charter if and when legislation is tabled in the National Assembly.  
 
Senator Shea asked what resources are available to support the subcommittees to help carry out 
their mandate. Senator White replied that these committees do not receive any financial support. 
 
5. Appointment of Harassment Assessors under the Policy on Harassment, (D13-13) 
 Sexual Harassment and Discrimination Prohibited by Law  

 
Senator White, Associate Provost (Policies, Procedures and Equity), presented this item for 
Senate’s approval. She explained that in recent years, terms of harassment assessors have been 
extended from 2 to 3 years.  
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On a motion duly proposed and seconded, Senate approved the appointment of the 
following people as assessors under the Policy on Harassment, Sexual Harassment and 
Discrimination Prohibited by Law: 

 
i) Professor Lara Braitstein, Faculty of Religious Studies, for a three year term ending 
August 31, 2016; 
ii) Me. Charmaine Lyn, Director of the Office of Admissions, Faculty of Medicine, for a 
three year term ending August 31, 2016. 

 
6. 449th Report of the Academic Policy Committee  (D13-14) 
   
The Provost delivered this report for Senate’s information, highlighting four new exchange 
partnerships for the Faculty of Music, as well as the report’s summary of the Committee’s 
academic review process.  
 
Senator Bouchard asked how the academic review process has been affected by the budget cuts. 
Senator Masi replied that the focus of these reviews is not on funding; rather the reviews assess 
how units are performing with existing resources. 
 
Senator Saroyan asked what have been the consequences of the reviews completed. Professor 
Masi indicated that collaboration with the Deans is ongoing to determine what the consequences 
will be. A subsequent report will provide an overview of the consequences. 
 
Senator Cuello noted that the assessment of research activities is brief in the academic review 
process. Senator Masi appreciated the feedback and explained that the Academic Policy 
Committee is open to recommendations and suggestions from Senate. 
 
7. Report of the Nominating Committee (D13-15) 
  
The Provost presented the Report of the Nominating Committee for approval. 
 

On a motion duly proposed and seconded, Senate approved the recommendations 
contained in the Report of the Senate Nominating Committee (D13-15). 

 
8. Notice of Joint Board-Senate Meeting: November 12, 2013 (D13-09) 
   
The Chair reminded Senators that the Joint Board-Senate meeting will occur on November 12, 
2013; the meeting’s topic will be mental health. 
 
9. Other Business  
 
No other business items were raised.  
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Confidential Session 
 

10. Report of the Honorary Degrees and Convocations Committee (D13-16) 
   

Senate moved into confidential session to discuss the Report of the Honorary Degrees and 
Convocations Committee (this minute is approved by the Senate Steering Committee and is not 
published or circulated, but is attached to the permanent minutes of Senate as Appendix “A”). 
 
There being no other business to deal with, on a motion duly proposed and seconded, the 
meeting adjourned at 5:25 p.m. 
 
END 
 
The complete documents, including presentations at Senate, are kept as part of the official 
minutes. 
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