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Academic Tribunal 
UNIVERSITY OF TORONTO 

Nover.-ibcr S, 1966 

Etobicoke, Ontario 

Dear Mr. K • 
At its hearing on October 29, 1986, the Tribunal considered the fol lowing 
charges against you: 

,. 
1. That on or about Apri I 7, 1986, while a member of the University 

of Toronto, you did represent as your own ideas end expression of 
ideas of another in respect of academic work submitted for credit 
in the course ANT 343 contrary to s.E. 1. (a)(i i) of the Code of 
Behaviour on Academic Matters. 

2. That on or about Apri I 7, 1986, you did, while~ member of the 
University of Toronto, obtain ur.~::thorized ~ssistance in 
connection with academic work, contrary to s.E. I. (a)(i l of the 
Code of Beha.viour on Academic Matters. 

3. That on or about Apri I 10, 1986, while a member of the University 
of Toronto, you did knowingly represent as your own the ideas 
and expression of ideas of another in respect of academic work 
submitted for credit in the course CLA 234 contrary to 
s.E.1.(a)(ii) of the Code of Behaviour on Academic Matters. 

The Tribunal accepted your plea of guilty to these charges and imposed 
the fo 11 owing sanctions: 

suspension from the University of Toronto for five years, the 
suspension to run until the end of April, 1991; 

< 

< 
· a grade of zero in each of ANT 343 and CLA 234; 

a notation on your academic transcript specifying academic 
misconduct as the reason for each mark of zero and for the 
suspension, to be recorded for a period of five years unti I 
April,1991; 

a report to the President so that he may publish this 
decision if ~e so wishes. 
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The jury stated that a majority of their members would have chosen 
expulsion had they been assured that due procedure had been fol lowed 
at each staae of the process. The sanctions they selected were the 
next most severe avai !able to them. The jury stated that they might 
have imposed a shorter pP.riod of suspension if it were possible for 
the sanction to be rec~rded permanently on your academic record. The 
jury felt that no lesser penalty would be sufficient to deter you from 
further offences and to deter others who might be tempted to commit 
si~i l~r offences. 

The University of Toronto Code of Behaviour on Academic Matters, which 
you have already received, sets out rights of appeal in s.L., p.p. 20-
22. The dead Ii ne for f i Ii ng an appea I is November 26, 1986. 

Sincerely, 

,/ ~~s--~ ~ 
Secretary, Academic Tribunal 
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