
MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE MEMBERS OF THE STUDENT AFFAIRS AND 
GOVERNANCE COMMITTEE held at the University of Toronto Students’ Law Society 
Office (P322) at 78 Queen’s Park, Toronto, Ontario, M5S 2C5 at 12:30 p.m. EST on 
January 29, 2019. 
  
Members in attendance:   Solomon McKenzie, SLS President 
                                               Morgan Watkins, VP Student Affairs and Governance 
                                               Benjamin Bouwman, 3L Representative 

  Alison Durran, 3L Representative 
                                               Brendan Cassidy, 2L Representative 
                                               Robert Nanni, 2L Representative 

  Sarah Kanko, 2L Representative 
  Renuka Koilpillai, 1L Representative 
  Rachael Girolametto-Prosen, 1L Representative 
  Alex Severance, 1L Representative 
  Kristy Wong, 1L Representative 

  
  
Call to order 12:36 p.m. 
  
I.          Organization 
 
Morgan Watkins chaired. Notice of the meeting was duly given. Renuka Koilpillai took 
minutes. 
 
 
II.         Approval of Minutes 
 
Motion to approve January 23, 2019 minutes by Robert, seconded by Sarah. Unanimous. 
(Kristy Abstaining). Motion carried. 
 
 
III.        Student Concerns 
 

A. Student Experience Town Hall  
 
Morgan: Let’s nail down the topics and general guiding questions within each topic. Starting 
with Robert, can you please update us on any new responses from the google form? 
 
Robert: There are 4 new responses: (1) how will the tuition decrease and any funding 
freeze affect SLS funding, (2) thinking critically about different pedagogies in order to 



incorporate diversity, (3) need to increase the number of Black students in the law school 
and improve their experience, (4) accessibility at the law school is not good; the culture and 
procedures need improvement  
 
Ali: You can’t tell professors about your accommodation because it interferes with 
anonymity 
 
Kristy: Sometimes professors can already identify students when they ask people to close 
their laptops and some students don’t 
 
Robert: This also relates to laptop ban 
 
Alex: Regarding province’s changes to tuition - what is the final fee after the mandated 
decrease in tuition? Will we have the number for the Town Hall? 
 
Sol: No we won’t have it by then, but we could just do a rough calculation for the next 2 
years, but not after that 
 
Morgan: Do we want to put forward a number? 
 
Sol: I think it’s reasonable to say we have done a rough calculation but that it is not official  
 
Robert: The last point is about (5) professor conduct and (6) the CDO’s focus on Bay 
street, which hurts other people who don’t want to go to Bay street 
 
Alex: I just calculated the tuition and the amount would be $33,048 excluding fees 
 
Sol: And we can’t estimate the amount of fees because we won’t know which fees will be 
deemed optional 
 
Alex: Also that number is only for the JD program, not combined programs 
 
Morgan: We will be explicit that it is not including fees. So the topics so far are (1) tuition, 
(2) diversity, (3) accessibility (culture around acceptance), (4) CDO effectiveness, (5) laptop 
ban, and (6) technology 
 
Sarah: Do we want to talk about dry law school proposition? 
 
Morgan: No, I don’t think so 
 



Kristy: People have found out about it because the student mental health advisory 
committee asked everyone on it about what they thought, sort of like a focus group 
 
Morgan: We will talk about dry law school at the plenary meeting, in particular what the 
different roles for social and StAG will be in approaching the issue. 
 
Morgan: When we are talking about specific topics, like website/headnotes, do we want to 
have target questions to get answers on? For example with respect to revamping the 
website, the school has asked us to provide a memo/list of improvements students would 
like to see. We will want to hear directly from students on this before providing our feedback 
and the list. 
 
Sol: Yes we need to raise it because I think there are tech issues that we haven’t thought 
about 
  
Alex: Do we have enough time to discuss all these topics? 
 
Sol: Yes, I think so. Some topics will have much less discussion than others. In the past we 
have put up a slide and asked people where they want to start. We also need someone to 
moderate 
  
Morgan: We will talk about format in a minute. For province’s changes to tuition, how do we 
want to open up the discussion about it? 
 
Robert: I think it will be the first issue on students’ minds 
 
Sol: I think we should rephrase this topic to province’s changes 
 
We will start by updating the room about what the changes are/what has developed. So we 
can start with what the state is now (summary of changes). Then open it up to the floor; we 
don’t need to summarize our position until we have more information. We also need to go 
over people’s greatest concerns 
 
Rachel: Will faculty come? 
 
Sol: Not likely  
 
Morgan: With respect to diversity, some of the concerns will relate to GAD’s activity. There 
are things in the works and some students may not know about them 
 
Sol: This shouldn’t turn into an informational session about GAD 



 
Morgan: I’m wondering how we could incorporate what GAD is doing to respond to 
concerns if we have the chance. 
 
Rachael: We don’t need to go into the specific things that GAD is doing; we can just tell 
them that there is a GAD committee 
 
Sol: I just want to be careful about this becoming too structured; it’s substantive enough to 
know that students are unaware of what is going on  
 
Morgan: We might also want the moderator to introduce the general purpose of the 
townhall. We are trying to get your feedback but this is not a Q & A; we will take minutes 
and listen. 
 
For accessibility and diversity we saw that students want to talk about this; is there anything 
specifically you want to talk about? 
 
Sol: I have concerns about bringing it up because it might out people who submitted 
 
Robert: That is the point of the google form and a post-feedback form 
 
Morgan: Ok. As part of the introduction, the moderator will mention how this is a feedback 
session and that people will take minutes, so if people couldn’t come or don’t feel 
comfortable speaking today, they can respond online after. 
 
With respect to CDO concerns, Sol and I just had a meeting with CDO, following the CDO 
adivsory meeting. Maybe we can supplement the conversation with information from that. 
 
Sol: 3 quick updates from that meeting: (1) CDO is considering meeting with each 1L 
student to get a sense of what they want to do and establish a relationship with them, (2) we 
are going to increase connectivity with clubs who run CDO type events as it seems like the 
CDO might have funding for that, (3) web-services need to be improved 
 
Morgan: We might also want to ask people if they have any suggestions for how the school 
can improve in the areas they are concerned about. 
 
Now moving to format, how do we want to construct it? I had envisioned 1 person introduce 
a topic and then everyone else would be there to chime in. It would be helpful to have a 
point person. 
 



Robert: I think we should have a point person on each topic who would introduce the topic 
(what it is and what SLS has heard) 
 
Kristy: I don’t know if having 4 faces is good because the point of a town hall is to see 
faces of all representatives and be conversational 
 
Rachael: I agree 
 
Alex: I second what Robert said because if it is too conversational it might get derailed 
 
Robert: I don’t know if it will be productive to have 12 people responding to the crowd 
explaining what SLS does  
 
Sarah: But it’s not for us to say what we do; we just want to facilitate conversation 
 
Rachael: But it might be good to have just a brief intro 
 
Kristy: I agree that for conversation sake we have one point person to keep the flow going 
 
Brendan:  Yes I agree that there needs to be a moderator 
 
Rachel: I think that if we are all sitting and fielding questions, it will be more casual 
  
Sol: One wrinkle is that we (SLS) are more than capable to fill the time, but we really want 
the other students to fill the time with the feedback 
 
Morgan: We can steer clear of talking about what StAG does unless someone raises a 
concern that StAG actually does have a solution to/is working on a solution 
 
Sol: Yes but again it’s still helpful for everyone to hear what students are unaware about. 
Do we really need a moderator and a point person? 
 
Morgan: I think so because otherwise the point person would be doing the majority of the 
talking. If we have a moderator, they will keep the conversation on track. We have heard a 
few topics that people are concerned about and we have a few topics that we wanted to get 
your feedback on. Then we can open the floor for anything else. 
 
Kristy: are we expecting people to have conversations with each other?  
 
Morgan: it’s hard to predict but maybe yes 
 



Rachel: when we present topics, do we want to include a blurb that says “if you want to 
know more about this check out this link” 
 
Sol: that would be the minutes, so we can link to this. Let’s assign a moderator and point 
people 
 
Morgan: Diversity and accessibility @Renuka, CDO @Rachel, tuition @Sol, laptop ban 
@Kristy, and tech @Morgan 
 
Sol: Can we sequence the laptop ban topic earlier 
 
Morgan: I was going to have a hierarchy of things we are working on and then what we 
want to hear about 
 
Sol: We should let them decide where to start 
 
Robert: We can just put up a slide with all the topics 
 
Morgan: Let’s talk about how to put this in a list to post this afternoon on FB. Do we want to 
say very broadly (1) provinces changes to tuition (2) proposed laptop ban, (3) website...etc. 
 
Sarah: what about website and technology 
 
Brendan: I would drop “technology” because it is more about comms 
 
Morgan: Instead (3) Website and headnotes; those 3 will be the ones who get posted 
@Robert  
 
Morgan: I can be moderator and do tech  

 
 

B. 1L Check-in  
 

Morgan: Is there anything new going on?  
 
Ali: I have heard from several people that Prof Drassinower won’t sit down with people to 
go over their exams. 
 
Sol: we have raised this about him before 
 
Brendan: I heard that he won’t mark your second answer if you do badly on the first 



 
Sarah: I thought he meant that he didn’t read the second answer for the meeting, but he 
does still read it do mark it because I thought that they mark all the answers separately 
 
Brendan: No that’s not what I interpreted it as 
 
Morgan: there might need to be be a general discussion about willingness of 1L professors 
to sit down and talk with students 
 
Robert: I think this might be the concern for other years as well. One upper year student 
asked for comments from their prof, and the prof said that they could just pick it up from the 
records office (which doesn’t have any comments) 
 
 
IV.        Policy 
 

A. Province’s University Policy Changes 
  
Morgan: There are no other updates on this, so unless anyone has any new questions we 
can move on 
 
Sol: The only thing we should be concerned with/following is the Ryerson student union 
credit card issue. 
 
 

B. Dean’s Committee  
 
GAD Complaints Subcommittee (January 24, 2019) 
 
Renuka: At the meeting Alexis circulated a document that her and Sarah Faherty had 
drafted. I will circulate that document with SLS @Renuka. The main takeaway was that 
they do not believe a formal complaint procedure is necessary considering how few 
concerns they have a year and considering the wide range of issues that arise. Additionally, 
we discussed how many students might have concerns about other student’s actions, and 
that not all students will feel comfortable going to Alexis or Sara F. 
 
Morgan: But we still need a formal complaints process. That was the point of the 
subcommittee. There is even just symbolic value and reassurance in having a formal 
process because it shows students that the school takes their complaint/issue seriously 
 



Renuka: I agree, but they seemed pretty firm on not having a formal process, so maybe we 
should discuss this at tomorrow’s GAD meeting 
 
Upcoming Meetings 
 
Sarah: We have a mental health and wellness meeting next week 
 
Morgan: Will you talk about the dry law school suggestion 
 
Sarah: I think so; I think it will occupy the a good majority of our conversation from here on 
out 
 
Sol: We will talk about it at plenary but anytime there is talk about a dry law school or 
orientation, it need to be flagged for social  
 
Kristy: Andrew Green finally got back to us about clinical and experiential learning. He gave 
us the dates for the next 3 meetings. 
 
Recordkeeping 
 
Morgan: Reminder so put anything everything in there. @Renuka put in first draft of the 
document from the complaints meeting, as well as notes from the meeting 
 
Sol: You can put in old emails if you think it’s relevant to be saved; more importantly, I 
would like each Dean’s committee to put at least 2 sentences about each meeting 
 
Ben: Is it just for this semester? 
 
Sol: The whole year because you will have to write transfer memos about the year at the 
end of it anyway. This will be more time effective  
 
Kristy: Are these going to be public for years to come? 
 
Sol: They are internal SLS memos 
 
Brendan: These are for continuity right? 
 
Morgan: Yes. They are so that when future SLS members go into a new (Dean’s 
Committee) meeting they know what has already been talked about in prior years. 
 



Sol: This is good because committees forget what was said and what commitments they 
made 
 
Rachel: Do you want one for the CDO advisory committee meeting 
  
Sol: Yes there is a folder for the CDO, so everything CDO related can be put in there; scan 
anything that is handwritten 
 
 

C. SLS/CDO Meeting 
 
Morgan: We talked about this above [see Townhall item]. 
 
 

D. SLS Plenary Meeting (January 31, 2019) 
 
Sol: The agenda will be circulated soon. We are talking about SIP. ILSA said they like we 
have proposed but they still want to discuss it with us a little more. I have written a series of 
by-laws that are all contingent on ILSA signing off. But we will still review them at this 
meeting. 
 
 
V. Building Business  
 
Kristy: What is the update on the vending machine?  
 
Rachel: I think it’s becoming more consistent  
 
Alex: In P105, the projector gets cut off. Fadel said that he has emailed tech many times. 
Also, it’s really bright in J140; in the morning there is a glare (for contracts). Can we get 
instructions posted about how to lower blinds for professors? 
 
Sol: This may be something that is part of the central system that needs to be set through 
that. We might need email Alexis for this @Morgan and Sol 
 
 
 
Meeting adjourned at 2:00 p.m. 


