
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. on 31 October 2018. 
  
Members in attendance: Solomon McKenzie, SLS President 
                                               Morgan Watkins, VP Student Affairs and Governance 
 Benjamin Bouwman, 3L Representative 

Catherine Ma, 3L Representative 
Zachary Biech, 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 

 Mehak Kawatra, Equity Officer   
  
Call to order [12:30 p.m.] 
 
 
I.          Organization 
 
Morgan Watkins chaired. Notice of the meeting was duly given. Sarah took minutes. 
 
Land Acknowledgement 
 
Spoken by Sol 
 
[Takeaway: Note that, in the future, the person signed up to take minutes will do the land 
acknowledgement… try to bring up one point that is meaningful to you to make the land 
acknowledgement more sincere] 
 
Morgan: Some things to start you thinking about giving a Land Acknowledgment: we have great 
resources on U of T campus and the law school. You’re encouraged to do some of your own 
research and to meet with the Indigenous Initiatives Office (IIO). The land acknowledgement is 
about the relationship between you and the land. If you have not read about the history, about 
the First Nations groups you’re naming, etc., then it does not serve its purpose - it is not about 
your relationship. 
 
Sol: Also, doesn’t always have to be framed in historical ideas… you can talk about current 
Indigenous topics, communities. 



 
 
II.         Approval of Minutes (October 22, 2018) 
 
Motion to approve October 22, 2018 minutes by Alex, seconded by Robert. Motion Carried. 
  
In favour of approval: Solomon McKenzie, Ben Bouwman, Ali Durran, Brendan Cassidy, Robert 
Nanni, Sarah Kanko, Renuka Koilpillai, Rachael Girolametto-Prosen, Alex Severance 
 
Abstention: Catherine, Kristy, Zach 
 
 
III.        Policy 
 

A. Financial Aid Committee (October 29, 2018) 
 

Robert: We met, discussed issues the committee wants to address this year, the Chair is putting 
together a list. Will include Post-Graduation Debt Relief Program (PDRP). We might also want 
to have a discussion about renaming the committee given that it doesn’t discuss tuition issues, 
and SLS has asked the Dean to strike a separate committee for tuition in the wake of Barriers to 
Excellence (B2E).  
 

B. Clinical & Experiential Education Committee (October 30, 2018) 
 
Ben: We discussed the lack of funding for co-curricular and clinical programs. Downtown Legal 
Services (DLS) indicated they would be interested in shortening the add/drop period for DLS 
because it is difficult when students enrol, come for 2 weeks, drop it, and then they have to train 
another new student. DLS also wants to be able to dismiss students who are not demonstrating 
the ability to work well with clients. 
 
Brendan: Is there value in a shortened add/drop date? If you can shorten it, you should be able 
to eliminate it. And if you can’t eliminate it, then you shouldn’t be able to shorten it. 
 
Sol: Is the desire to reject students premised on the idea that some students are unteachable? 
Surely the role of DLS is to help teach students how to interact with clients. 
 
Ben: Part of their argument is that it’s not about a difficulty in learning skills, but instead about a 
fundamental misunderstanding or disinterest in the role of a poverty law clinic. 
 
Morgan: When you apply to DLS through course selection, is it just straight lottery? Would 
requiring a statement of interest remedy this? 
 



Ali: On the other hand, the lack of application might encourage people without these kinds of 
experiences to try something different. 
 
Brendan: The school has chosen lottery as a way to resolve too much demand… and other 
courses don’t require an application. How would you address for this as compared to other 
courses? 
 
Robert: Competitive moots do it… 
 
Morgan: Don’t mean a resume or anything, but at least some kind of personal statement of 
interest. 
 
Sol: At the same time, maybe it is the people who have never done work like this, don’t have the 
language, and would benefit from the program, who ought to be in it. (Rather than someone 
who has a ton of previous experience either doing legal work or working with vulnerable 
people.) 
 
Ali: I agree, it should be an opportunity to learn about poverty law. 
 
Ben: There are also instances where students have acted beyond their supervising lawyer’s 
retainer, on their own… But this is a Law Society rules issue. 
 
Robert: It sounds like they’re just reacting to a particular instance… why not just have more 
practical training beforehand? 
 
Sol: It shocks me that we don’t have a clear policy for when someone breaks a law society rule 
in the context of a clinic. There should be an intermediary step between blocking someone from 
becoming a lawyer and the steps taken in law school 
 
Morgan: Does DLS review the relevant Law Society rules for students during training? 
 
Sol/Ben: Yes. 
 
Brendan: Are there options to remove students from a position in which they can harm clients vs 
dismissing them from course? You can’t get kicked out of a course, but you can fail it. 
 
Sol: Takeaway: Morgan and I will speak to the Assistant Deans to see if there is precedent 
to deal with this internally. 
 
Morgan: Clinical & Experiential Mandate letter? Takeaway: Ben to scan and send it around/to 
Morgan. 
 



Kristy: All it says is there is ‘nothing pressing’ for the committee. Although in the meeting many 
people on the committee raised issues (e.g. funding, above issues) 
 

C. Curriculum Committee 
 
Brendan: I expect the Curriculum Committee won’t meet until Spring to review course offerings. 
 
Sol: Just double check that. 
 
 
IV.        Student Concerns 
 

A. 1L - Legal Research and Writing (LRW) Issue 
 
Morgan: The school is aware and agrees that there is an issue with one of the LRW professors, 
and this will be taken into account in grading. The admin will be letting 1Ls in the class know 
about the approach to grading and assure them that they are taking steps to address the 
professor. 
 
Sol: They have registered strong concerns with professor. 
 
Morgan: Some of the incidents - the professor went on three week leave, rescheduled classes 
on Friday mornings causing conflicts with co-curricular trainings and shifts, etc.; has different 
assignments than other LRW profs; giving out LPs. 
 
Sol: Did we get copies of assignments? 
 
Kristy: I am getting them from a friend today 
 

B. 1L - Study Groups 
 

Kristy: We have 40 replies so far. If we each post one more time on Facebook, that would be 
good. Sign-up closes on November 3rd. Assigning of groups will be done at reading week. 
 
Brendan: Try to do a quick turnaround. It does not take a long time to assign study groups, and 
there was great value in sending out right after poll closed. Most study groups wanted to start 
earlier. 
 

C. Other 1L Concerns 
 

Today in a first year class, when giving back midterm assignments, the professor called out 
students’ pseudonyms, identifying each person to herself and to the rest of the class as they 
came to the front. 1Ls in that class probably need new pseudonyms. 



 
Takeaway: Sol and Morgan to bring this up to Admin/Records office 
 

D. 2L Recruit 
 
Robert: I emailed Waleska about the on-campus interview (OCI) Chart, saying that it was 
incomplete. The chart is a voluntary thing firms do, and so Waleska can’t force them to fill out 
the forms, but she will put a disclaimer moving forward. I also emailed her saying that people 
were getting rejection emails during OCIs. She responded saying that she is aware and will be 
working to ensure it doesn’t happen again moving forward. 
 
Mehak: A class was rescheduled and held on Call Day in the morning. It was not reasonable for 
the faculty to put this class on the Friday of call day. It forced students to get to class very early, 
and students had to leave class (Mehak had to leave to take calls. No comments were made, 
but she was not comfortable). Please try to reschedule classes in a way that doesn’t interfere 
with call day. Also, it is not acceptable to reschedule public international law on public interest 
day. 
 
Sol: We will talk to the administration. The reschedule is complex, and was not predictable. It 
will be addressed. 
 
Morgan: We did speak to the admin about this in our last meeting. They are aware and 
appeared to understand the student perspective that scheduling class on call day is not 
appropriate. 
 

E. 3L - LSO Licencing on Exchange 
 
Morgan: 3Ls on exchange have a more difficult time getting their licencing papers in order… in 
Toronto, the Career Development Office (CDO) can provide notary services for people, but 
those on exchange have to pay to get things notarized and have to send documents around the 
world, or coordinate with family at home to find original documents.  
 
Sol: This is a Law Society of Ontario (LSO) set date, so it comes up every year. 
 
Morgan: Why doesn’t the CDO flag that this is an issue that comes up every year? 
 
Brendan: It should also be mentioned in the exchange info session.  
 
Catherine: Natasha Anzik (3L student) emailed the CDO, who said they would communicate 
that in the future, and that students on exchange can have notarizing appointments in January. 
She is wondering whether SLS would like to post this information in the Facebook group, or 
whether she can do so. 
 



Sol: We can also suggest to CDO that DLS could do some of the appointments - they can 
notarize things for free for UofT students. 
 
 
Morgan: So if Natasha wants to post in the Facebook group, that would be great. Takeaway: 
We will be in contact with the CDO to confirm its on their radar for next year’s exchange 
session. 
 

F. Tuition 
 
Sol: The B2E letter has around 300 signatures. I have been getting emails from alumni asking 
why SLS hasn’t taken a position or responded. Impact: There are at least two newspaper 
articles coming out soon, and reporters have been interviewing people. Meeting with the Dean 
this week to discuss. At the stage, now, where we have to make a decision about our role. 
 
Robert: Can we sign onto the letter without alienating admin? 
 
Rachael: We basically supported the letter in Sol’s speech… Some students also perceived 
offering the SLS room for the campaign’s info session as solidarity. 
 
Sol: The reason the room was made available was to avoid students’ fear of 
retribution/consequences of being involved - room bookings are identifying because you have to 
book online with the faculty. 
 
Robert: India has been reaching out to various equity groups. She suggested we could sign on 
to the letter and additionally write a response letter identifying particular views on the matter. We 
could sign on and write a concurring letter to show that we support students but are willing to 
work with the administration, as was intimated in Sol’s speech. 
 
Sol: Perhaps we do something that shows an interpretation of what we think the letter means. 
Useful to have a companion piece to describe our goal. 
 
Brendan: Another option would be that SLS doesn’t sign onto the letter, but makes a statement 
that we support it in essence and leave it to individuals to sign onto the letter (as individuals). 
 
Kristy: It seems irresponsible to me for SLS not to sign the letter…  
 
Sol: But there are members of the student body who don’t like certain aspects of the letter and 
campaign. At the same time nobody is fundamentally opposed to the principles at the base of 
the letter. 
 
Brendan: I think the grassroots campaign is good, but wanted to point out that if SLS had 
drafted this letter and started the campaign, we would not have done it the same way.  



 
Sol: I have had a lot of conversations with students who have not signed on this letter out of fear 
of retribution - many direct messages (62+) asking me about consequences. People are asking 
to confirm if there will be any retribution. Part of the conversation with the dean will be to ask if 
there will be consequences for people who sign on (at least so we have a record of it).  
 
Renuka: Clarification question - if we sign onto the letter, what is it that we’re signing on to? 
Many students reject the campaign itself.  
 
Brendan: If we sign on, we are endorsing the letter… 
 
Morgan: I think we should take a step back and go over the substance of the letter. There are 
two issues: what is the letter about, and what would a signature mean? 
 
The biggest student concerns re B2E’s approach were that they were trying to stop financial aid 
donations from coming in, and demanding a hard cap (rather than taking a more collaborative 
approach). The letter retains the hard cap demand. But it does not ask for halting donations and 
many refinements have been made in response to SLS/student concerns. 
 
Sol: [Read the letter out loud]  
 
Brendan: If there are voting members of StAG who have not read the letter entirely, then we 
should not vote on signing it today. 
 
Robert: Why don’t we set a date for an e-vote, in a google poll? Friday? 
 
Brendan: Concern with an e-vote - we might not have an effective discussion. But will enable us 
to get it done sooner rather than later. 
 
Alex: Why not do a call/G-chat? 
 
Catherine: When are you talking with the Dean? 
 
Sol: Friday. 
 
Brendan: Worth noting that, even if we do have an e-vote, it will be transparent and the public 
will be able to see exactly where you vote. 
 
Rachael: For the people who do sign on, there seems to be a desire for a concurring opinion, so 
that should be ready for when we sign/don’t sign. 
 
Mehak: Can take formal vote after meeting with dean, but might be worthwhile knowing where 
SLS generally stands before going in. 



 
Morgan: Is there anything in the letter that people are specifically worried about? 
 
Robert: Average parental incomes? 
 
Morgan: I understand concerns around requesting this information. But I see why it’s important. 
For example, at faculty council the dean responded to the question of “when is too much too 
much” for rising tuition, by saying that he doesn’t see it as a problem because there has always 
be a demand to come to UofT law. The problem is that there will always be a demand, it will just 
be a cohort of people who can afford it, and those who can’t will drop out of the pool. And so it 
might be useful to see average parental income to track this. 
 
Brendan: We still should talk about what it means to sign on to the letter.  
 
Alex: We’ve been trying to take a position in the middle between the administration on the one 
hand, and students on the other, and if we take a stance on the letter, then it may be the case 
that we move toward the student side and then cannot bridge that gap. 
 
Sol: We have to figure out whether this gap is even bridgeable. If it is an infinite gap, i.e. if it 
cannot be bridged by our mediating presence, then signing on won’t change that. And signing 
on might be essentially doing what we did in the speech. 
 
Morgan: If we sign on and then create our own letter, we can carve out a role for ourselves that 
lets us be in the middle. 
 
Robert: If we do this concurrence letter, we should ask our signature to be hyperlinked to an 
open letter. 
 
Alex: I think signing on to the letter with a concurrence will hurt our position with the admin, and 
will not help our position with the student population. 
 
Brendon: I agree. 
 
Sol: Yea, I think we do risk muddying the water and undermine their position. 
 
Alex: if we sign onto a letter, it says we’ve picked a side before we attempt to mediate with the 
admin. 
 
Sol: When push comes to shove, we do have a side. Our focus is on students, practical effects 
and generating results… 
 



Brendan: We might owe something to the students. Our responsibility is to the student body, not 
to the administration, and so our reasons for casting votes in support of this idea. But being in a 
constructive relationship with the faculty is something to consider. 
 
Alex: Is there a concern here, though, that we’d be supporting a specific subset of students 
instead of the opinions of everyone in the student body by signing the letter? 
 
Sol: The question is what the best practices might be to actually get some movement in the 
context of tuition. Trying to be proactive about tuition is part of the mandate that students give 
us. So if we think that signing on to this campaign hurts our ability to do this, then maybe we 
shouldn’t, but if it can help and is effective, then we should support it. 
 
Morgan: Practically speaking, do we think that signing on will have a huge impact on our 
relationship with the administration? I don’t think it would; they have an interest in maintaining a 
good relationship with SLS as much as we do. The image is more powerful to those waiting for 
what we’re going to do.  
 
Brendan: What do we lose if we don’t sign on? 
 
Sol: We lose control over the tuition file. The campaign is not ours, but SLS has jurisdiction over 
financial aid and tuition policy issues from the student perspective. And this is how things move 
here - alumni involvement, engagement with student groups. The substance of this letter is not 
that much of a departure from past attempts to capitalize on the capacities of alumni. This is 
different from other campaigns re tuition in the past, which just said ‘this is unacceptable and 
has to stop’. This letter is different from past campaigns because it takes proactive steps 
towards figuring out what to do after coming to the conclusion that it is unacceptable. 
 
Rachael: If we don’t sign on, we’re splitting the interest and giving students two options.  
 
Morgan: That goes back to the question of what the signature means. We’re not becoming the 
campaign or its main advocates by signing on. 
 
Zach: For me, signing on may or may not have impact on actual working relationship. The 
healthiest thing no matter what is, as student leaders, to lead on this issue. Use the working 
relationship with the admin to come up with positive solutions. The decision to sign onto this 
letter is a decision between war and peace. We must choose the path of peace. I will not sign 
onto this letter. I will not vote for SLS to sign onto this letter. 
 
Ali: I think that the letter is quite peaceful. I started out feeling frustrated and opposed to the 
movement. But they really don’t ask for much in the letter. What comes across is that they are 
making reasonable and contingent requests. The language of the closing is constructive, and all 
about the ability of staff and students to come to agreements going forward.  
 



Zach: Yes, it got more positive, but there are still hard asks. Step one of step one is starting a 
positive relationship. They’ve skipped that and landed at position-based negotiating.  
 
Sol: Two points to end with. Interest based negotiation is fundamentally important, but a key 
component is thinking about the interests of both sides. We need to think about whether that is 
the position the faculty is taken. Second, what do I do if I sit down with the dean and the 
takeaway line is ‘i don’t want to talk about tuition’? This is what’s been happening in the past. 
 
Morgan: Are people prepared to vote during the G-chat on Friday?  
 
Sol: Yes. Meeting time to be decided in the thread. 
 
 
Meeting adjourned at 2:05 p.m. 
 
 
[The following vote was held on Friday, November 2nd] 
  
Motion by Solomon McKenzie for the Students’ Law Society of the University of Toronto 
to sign the Barriers to Excellence Campaign Letter, contingent on the attachment of SLS’ 
Concurrence Letter. Seconded by Sarah Kanko. Motion Carried. 
 
For: 
Solomon McKenzie 
Ben Bouwman 
Sarah Kanko 
Robert Nanni 
Rachael Girolametto-Prosen 
Kristy Wong 
Renuka Koilpillai 
Alison Durran 
Catherine Ma 
Alex Severance 
Brendan Cassidy 
 
Against:  
Zach Beich 
 
 
 
 


