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Motion for Transparency and Fairness on a University of Ottawa Exchange 
Program with an Israeli University 

by Joseph Hickey, student representative to Senate. 
Presentation made to the University of Ottawa Senate on March 7, 2011. 

This motion is about the exchange Master’s in Laws program between the University of 
Ottawa and the University of Haifa, in Israel.  

I’m bringing this motion up because I have several concerns about the program that I 
believe should be addressed before the Senate can be confident that the program will 
reflect the values of the university and provide all students who participate with the kind of 
educational experience mandated by the mission of the university. 

You have an information package that I have asked be distributed, which contains ten 
documents related to the motion. 

First Concern – The program is a unique academic program which the Senate did not 
examine and discuss. 

• Please see document #1.  This is the program description.  The program has its own 
application requirements, a special two-degree structure, and if you look at the 
second-last paragraph on the second page, it has a unique scholarship program 
funded by the Gerald Schwartz and Heather Reisman Foundation.  It is a unique 
academic program. 

• However, there seems to have been some confusion on the part of the 
administration about how to categorize the program.  If you look at documents #3 
and #4, we have two press releases issued by the university about the exchange 
program.  The first was released in the morning on Feb. 7, before our last Senate 
meeting.  The exchange program is called a “joint program” or a “program” many 
times in the document.  I brought up that the program had not been examined or 
discussed by the Senate at the Feb. 7 meeting of the Senate.  Dean of Graduate 
Studies, Gary Slater, informed us that the program was “not a program,” but a 
reciprocity agreement.  President Rock informed me that most of the Members of 
Senate “did not know what I was talking about.”   

• However, that evening I noticed that the press release (document #3) had been 
removed from the university’s website.  A new version of the press release was 
issued several days later, which you have as document #4.  In the new press release, 
the word “program” is changed to “exchange” in every case, including in the quotes 
of the Dean of Common Law, Bruce Feldthusen and Professor Michael Geist.  I 
mention this to point out that there is significant ambiguity here, relevant to Senate 

http://studentseyeview.files.wordpress.com/2011/03/1-ira-with-the-university-of-haifa.pdf
http://studentseyeview.files.wordpress.com/2011/03/3-uottawa-press-release-haifa-1.pdf
http://studentseyeview.files.wordpress.com/2011/03/4-uottawa-press-release-haifa-2.pdf
http://studentseyeview.files.wordpress.com/2011/03/3-uottawa-press-release-haifa-1.pdf
http://studentseyeview.files.wordpress.com/2011/03/4-uottawa-press-release-haifa-2.pdf
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authority over academic programs, in relation to what kind of a program we are 
dealing with.  It is a unique academic program with its own scholarship program, 
application process, and a two-degree structure. 

• The Executive Committee of the Senate was provided with the request to create the 
program in May 2008, and the Senate was provided a copy of the Executive 
Committee’s minutes in September 2008. 

• The Senate approved the minutes of the Executive Committee meeting in September 
2008.  But has the Senate ever delegated its authority to the Executive Committee to 
hold the substantive discussions on the creation of unique academic programs of 
this type?  This is not known.  The Vice-President Governance’s office does not 
know.  There is currently an ongoing search at the university archives to discover if 
this task was ever given to the Executive Committee.   

• It seems unlikely to me that the Executive Committee was ever given this task by the 
Senate to examine and essentially approve or disapprove the creation of unique 
programs. The administration has suggested that the new program is simply a 
“reciprocity agreement”, a purely administrative arrangement to facilitate credit 
equivalencies, and that therefore the Senate need not consider it in plenary 
discussion, as is the correct practice for new academic programs. 

Until the Senate knows when, if ever, and under what circumstances the Executive 
Committee was given this duty, the application process to the program should be put on 
hold. 

I would also like to suggest to my colleagues that if the Senate is going to delegate its 
authority to democratically examine new academic programs of this type then there is little 
point left to the Senate as a plenary body of collegial governance. 

 
Second Concern – The University of Ottawa and the Senate should guarantee full and 
equitable access to the program for all students without racial discrimination 

• I have this concern because of the many media articles and letters from students 
describing the discrimination they have suffered at the University of Haifa. 

• A 2006 court ruling (see document #5) determined that the University of Haifa had 
acted illegally and discriminated against Arab students in the allocation of student 
housing.  (Read highlighted sections of the report).  It is troubling to me that the 
University of Ottawa has engaged in a new program with a foreign university that 
has been proven in court to have discriminated against students based on race, 

http://studentseyeview.files.wordpress.com/2011/03/5-adalah-legal-centre-report.pdf
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without openly demonstrating that we have ensured the new program will be 
absolutely free of racist discrimination. 

• Document #8 is an article released last week (March 1, 2011) by the Jewish Tribune.  
Dr. Steven Plaut, an economics professor at the University of Haifa, critically 
commented on the present motion to Senate, and drew the comparison between 
Arab students in Israel and First Nations people in Canada.  In Canada we are 
familiar with the conditions of economic apartheid that First Nations people are 
forced to live under, and so I think Professor Plaut’s comparison should give us the 
motivation to ensure that an affirmative action policy for Arab students is in place 
on the admissions process to this new exchange program. 

• Professor Plaut also stated that the University of Haifa now in fact already grants 
affirmative action preferences to Arab students in the admissions processes to some 
programs, in hiring, and in allocating scholarships and dorm space.  

 

Because of the 2006 Israeli court ruling that the University of Haifa had discriminated 
against Arab students, and because of the many reports from Palestinian students that they 
have suffered discrimination at the University of Haifa, the Senate should require the 
affirmative action guarantee that applications be selected in such a way that the percentage 
of Palestinian students accepted into the program at the University of Haifa be equal to or 
greater than the percentage of Palestinian people living in Israel. 

Haifa University already recognizes this need by having implemented several such 
affirmative action programs on its campus. Affirmative action policies are a proven method 
to reduce discrimination in free, pluralistic and democratic societies.  

In practice, this means that if only one Palestinian student is qualified to be accepted one 
year, then at most only four academically qualified non-Arab Israeli students can be 
accepted that year.  

Until this measure is put in place, applications to the exchange program in laws should not 
be accepted. This would maintain the University’s reputation in defending Canadian values 
and would satisfy the considered criticisms of potential discrimination of this program.  It 
would also strengthen the learning experience and value of the program.  

 

 

 

http://studentseyeview.files.wordpress.com/2011/03/8-jewish-tribune-article.pdf
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Concern #3 – The scholarship agreement must be disclosed. 

The exchange program has a dedicated scholarship that is funded generously by the Gerald 
Schwartz and Heather Reisman Foundation. 

The scholarship is intimately and uniquely tied to the academic program, so the Senate 
needs to see the terms of reference of the scholarship program.  Neither the Executive 
Committee’s minutes reported to the Senate in September 2008 (document #9), nor the 
program proposal submitted to the Executive Committee in May 2008 (document #10) 
mentioned that there was a unique scholarship tied to the program – this is a serious 
concern with repercussions on academic freedom – here we have a situation where the 
administration appears to have facilitated that an academic program would be intimately 
tied to a scholarship agreement, and expected the Senate to approve the program without 
knowing the details of that scholarship agreement.  This means that there would be an 
undisclosed involvement and a possible influence of donors with the new academic 
program.   

In brief, when donors are involved, the Senate needs to know the details that can impact 
the substance of the academic program and academic freedom as related to the program. 
Dear colleagues, I submit that this is not a difficult or elusive point, but one that should be 
obvious to every student, professor, or other academic involved in our collegial 
governance. 

This is why I have proposed that we put the application process for the program on hold 
until the scholarship agreement is made public and is examined by the Senate, possibly by 
an appropriate sub-committee first and then ratified, amended, or rejected by the Senate as 
a whole. 

 

Unanswered questions about the origin of the exchange program with Haifa 

Document #7 is a July 31, 2008 article about a trip made by 6 Canadian university 
presidents to Israel, including President Allan Rock for the University of Ottawa.  The 
academic program with Haifa was apparently a direct result of this trip. 

This is alarming because it is a well known practice for pro-Israel lobby groups to fund 
visits of university presidents to Israel, and this is occurring in a broad geopolitical context 
to which Israel has responded by funding a large so-called “Brand Israel” campaign that 
aims to create academic and cultural exchanges for international political reasons. 

http://studentseyeview.files.wordpress.com/2011/03/9-minutes-of-exec-committee-september-2008.pdf
http://studentseyeview.files.wordpress.com/2011/03/10-haifa-program-proposal.pdf
http://studentseyeview.files.wordpress.com/2011/03/7-canadian-jewish-news-article.pdf


 5 

In addition, there is an international civil society call for an academic boycott of Israel that 
specifically calls to boycott precisely the type of inter-institutional exchange that is the 
focus of today’s motion. 

For example, in 2005, one of Haifa University’s own professors, Ilan Pappé strongly argued 
in support of this boycott... he said: “I believe that unless external pressure is brought to 
bear on Israeli institutions involved in the occupation, including universities, the barbaric 
occupation of the West Bank and Gaza Strip will continue.” 

Mr. Rock and I met on Friday (March 4, 2011), and he confirmed to me in person that he 
did not go to Israel in 2008.  However, the article reports that a president of the University 
of Ottawa went to Israel at some time and this exchange program in Laws resulted.  (Did 
Mr. Rock go in 2007? In 2009? Or was it the former president Mr. Gilles Patry?). These are 
questions that in my view should be answered immediately. 

It continues to appear that the exchange with the University of Haifa was not a program 
that came from academic need or merit, from individual law professors needing to 
collaborate in order to better and most efficiently accomplish the mission of the University, 
but rather a political arrangement facilitated by funding from unidentified private donors 
and a lobbying association called the Canadian Council for Israel and Jewish Advocacy 
(CIJA). 

All of these unclear circumstances – a trip by university presidents to Israel, funded by 
private donors and a lobbying group, resulting in the creation of academic programs– all of 
these circumstances make it more necessary for the Senate to put a hold on the application 
process for the University of Ottawa – University of Haifa exchange Master’s in Laws 
program until we can examine if the program was created for broader political reasons that 
go beyond the university’s academic mission. 

 

(I would now like to present our first guest to speak to the motion, Ms. Diana Ralph of the 
national human rights organization Independent Jewish Voices). 

 

Note: President Allan Rock refused to permit Diana Ralph or members of the campus student 
group Students for Palestinian Human Rights (SPHR) to speak at the Senate meeting.  This 
despite that I had informed all Members of Senate, including Mr. Rock and the University 
Secretary weeks in advance that I had invited guest speakers to address the motion and had 
not received any indication from the Secretary or President that there would be a problem.   
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Chairman Rock would not budge under my protests over the disrespect of waiting only until 
the meeting itself to inform the guest speakers that they were not welcome, and he stated 
repeatedly that “only Senators have a right to address Senate.” 

Failing intervention by any other Member of Senate to allow the invited guests to share their 
commentary, I read Ms. Ralph’s speaking notes myself, and the members of SPHR informed the 
Senate that they would send an information package at a later time. 

 


