
	  

	  

SPECIAL MEETING OF THE 2017/2018 BOARD OF DIRECTORS TRENT 
CENTRAL STUDENT ASSOCIATION 

The Active Learning Space (Room 2.02), Trent Student Centre  
Monday, February 26th, 2018  

7:00pm  
 

 Present 
  
President Brandon Remmelgas 
Vice President University & College Affairs Lea Rogers-Balgobin 
Vice President Campaigns and Equity Shanese Steele (with proxy) 
Vice President Clubs & External Molly Hu  
First Year Off-Residence Commissioner Jamie Djetvay – Bradshaw 
Women’s Issues Commissioner Julianne Liken  
CC President Rebeka O'Regan  
CC Sr. Senator Brendan Bell-Earle 
CC Commissioner Cydney Habraken 
GC President Emily Cauduro (with proxy, but normally non-voting) 
GC Commissioner Ryan Sova (with proxy) 
LEC Commission Aakriti Pandey  
TC Senior Senator Annette Pedlar (with proxy) 
TC Commissioner Abby Rodriquez 
 

Regrets: 
 
Ethical Standards Commissioner Lindsay Yates 
First Year On-Residence Commissioner Brianna Campbell 
International Students Commissioner Alisher Turubayev 
Indigenous Students Commissioner Rhode Thomas 
LEC President Ann-Majella McKelvie  
LEC Sr. Senator Eric O’Brien 
OC President Craig Rutherford 
OC Commissioner Chhavi Chawla 
OC Sr. Senator Anne Martin  
 

Absent: 
 
Gender Issues Commissioner Charleigh Chomko 
   
 

1. Call to Order  
 
Association President Brendan Remmelgas calls the meeting to order at 7:00pm. He says that 
another chair will be appointed for this meeting. This meeting will be recorded by webcast.  
 



	  

	  

 
2. Roll Call  

 
Remmelgas reads aloud the roll call.  
 
Traill College Senior Senator Annette Pedlar Arrives at 7:03pm. 
 
Remmelgas says that there will be a total of 18 votes in the room once he is no longer Chair of 
the meeting.  
 

3. Land Acknowledgement  
 
Remmelgas reads aloud the land acknowledgement, “The Trent Central Student 
Association wishes to acknowledge the Anishnaabe and Mississauga peoples and their 
traditional territory, in which this meeting is taking place”, as an expression of gratitude. 
 
 4. Approval of the agenda 
 
Remmelgas says that because Deborah Bright-Brundle is replacing him as Chair of the 
meeting, the order of business will change. It will commence as follows: Approval of Agenda, 
Communication with Trent Administration, Chairs Remarks, Presentation of Legal Opinion, 
TCSA Levy Council Referenda Question, and Adjournment.  

 
MOTION to Amend: Be it resolved that the agenda of the 2018.02.26 Special 
Meeting of the Board be amended to follow this order: 4. Approval of Agenda, 5. 
Communication with Trent Administration, 6. Chairs Remarks, 7. Presentation of 
Legal Opinion, 8. TCSA Levy Council Referenda Question, and 9. Adjournment. 
Moved by: Sova; Seconded by: Cauduro 
 
Carried 
 
MOTION: Be it resolved that the agenda of the 2018.02.26 Special Meeting of         
the Board be approved as amended.  
Moved by: Liken; Seconded by: Hu 
 
Carried   

 
5. Communication with Trent Administration  

 
Remmelgas spoke with Nona Robinson, Stephen Pillar, and others. They were not comfortable 
with releasing a public statement, but stated they would support any referendum voted on by 
Trent Students. They have said they can be contacted by anyone with questions or concerns. 
  
 
 



	  

	  

6. Chairs Remarks  
 

MOTION: Be it resolved that Deborah Bright-Brundle be appointed as Chair for the 
duration of this special meeting of the Board.  
Moved by: Steele; Seconded by: Rogers-Balgobin 
 
Carried 

 
Bright-Brundle introduces herself to all those in attendance. She explains the purpose of the 
Rogers Rules of Orders, and what her role is. She reminds all that all comments should be 
directed through the chair, and of other rules of etiquette and procedure. Only voting positions 
can move or second motions. Members of the board will be called upon to speak first and won’t 
speak again until members of the public ask all questions that they have. She also explains that 
the first motion requires two-thirds approval to pass. Other motions only require half of 
directors to approve.  
 

6. Presentation of Legal Opinion  
 
Bright-Brundle calls everyone’s attention to the statement from legal counsel Meryn A. 
Steeves.  
 

8. TCSA Levy Council Referenda Question  
 
Bright-Brundle calls everyone’s attention to a document containing the proposed Terms of 
Reference that is the subject of the following motion. 
 

Motion:	  Be	  it	  resolved	  to	  add	  the	  following	  question	  to	  the	  ballot	  for	  the	  
2018	  TCSA	  Spring	  Elections,	  “Do	  you	  support	  the	  creation	  of	  a	  TCSA	  Levy	  
Council	  Special	  Committee	  to	  create	  a	  comprehensive	  levy	  policy	  to	  be	  
presented	  for	  inclusion	  in	  a	  TCSA	  student	  referendum	  in	  Spring	  2019?”	  
	  	  
Moved by: Remmelgas; Seconded by: Steele 

 
Remmelgas would like to motion the following: 
 

MOTION to AMEND: Be is resolved the motion be amended to change “Levy 
Council Special Committee” to “special committee on levies.” 
Moved by: Remmelgas; Seconded by: Molly 
 

Remmelgas says that the Peter Robinson Community & Students Association circulated a 
document, and that the changes proposed were good. This is one of those changes. 
 
 Carried 
 
Chair Bright-Brundle states that the original motion is now back on the floor.  



	  

	  

Shannon Culkeen would like to speak to a part of a document called “Levy Council Referenda 
Proposal” that she sent to the TCSA. She would like to ask that the TCSA consider several 
amendments.   
 
Chair Bright-Brundle says that this motion concerns a different motion, and that her concern 
should be brought up later. 
 
Danielle Britton, representing the Ceilie, introduces herself and thanks the TCSA for hearing 
the feedback from the levy groups. She also thanks Remmelgas for acknowledging the gap in 
communication, and for working with the groups. She would like to speak about an alternative 
proposal, but that it will not be available for consideration in this meeting. She stills feels that 
the executive should not move forward, as the tone of the question is still unfavorable for levy 
groups. She says the vision of the proposal has evolved, but that there are sections that need 
improvement. A fresh start is needed. She says that putting forward a referenda question now 
will ignore the efforts that are happening now. The levy groups will need to campaign. She 
proposed putting forward a question next year. She also says that the proposal is not inclusive. 
They discussed a hierarchy in the proposed structure. There are levy groups that cannot support 
this structure. There is conflict embodied in the structure of the proposal, so it should be 
scrapped.  
 
Zoe Easton representing Trent Oxfam, introduces herself. She agrees that all are eager to give a 
fresh start. She was also hoping to propose an alternative document. She also thinks that this 
motion needs a fresh start. She supports a formal levy committee with the TCSA in it. It should 
be formalized and recognized by the university. Proposals should be based on consent and 
support. The issue is that levy groups want a long-term proposal, and that the levy committee 
should formalize and begin work on the pilot project. Then, they would like to see the group, 
with a non-hierarchical structure, look at improving the levy system. They would like to create 
transparency and support. She believes that the motion should not pass, but that alternative 
options are available. This motion is flawed but it has good ideas. She urges proposing a new 
structure.  
 
Jill Staveley says she is the deputy manager of Trent Radio. She believes that the TCSA cannot 
unilaterally pass policies regarding levy groups without consulting levy groups. The TCSA 
cannot hold groups accountable. The suggestion that the TCSA has the responsibility to 
propose such a motion without consent, is opposed by the by-laws of the association. She reads 
aloud the by-law 4.5.1. She urges directors to consider whether this by-law prevents the TCSA 
from establishing this special committee, and if this proposal oversteps the powers and 
jurisdiction of the Association.  
 
Steele says that she would like to speak in favour of the motion. She says that the referendum is 
meant to bring all together to act collectively. It is not forcing groups to following certain 
policies, but top create them together. She says that there is a lack of people of colour in the 
room. She would also like to include the student body in the policy-making process. She 
believes creating this policy is a means of including marginalized voices. She believes that all 



	  

	  

groups must come together to discuss policies, and the TCSA speaks on behalf of marginalized 
students.  
 
Samantha MacAndrew, representing OPIRG, says that she hopes all were given a copy of 
OPIRG’s statement. She wants to see that marginalized voices are includes, and that all groups 
are included in the decision-making process.  
 
Bright-Brundle confirms that the document was circulated to the board.  
 
Joshua Skinner, representing the Arthur, says that he wants to explain what these groups mean 
to people. The most pressing issue is how students can re-collect their levies from refundable 
groups. He says that the pilot project will do this and urges directors to not vote for this motion. 
 
Hayley Raymond, representing the PR Community and Students Association, says she wants to 
state excerpts from a statement that was sent from the organization. Bright confirms that all 
received those documents. Raymond says that her organization speaks against the motion. They 
are dedicated to supporting other organizations. They have assumed a leadership role and 
promoted community building. She says that the previous meeting became heated due to short 
length of time for discussion and perceived encroachment. She says that by binding committee 
to a timeline, it binds the groups to certain policies. They would like to see the TCSA take a 
leadership role and work with other groups to develop a new proposal 
 
Easton states that she supports Steele’s remarks. She says that it is a shame that some groups 
that support people of colour on campus have not been able to attend the meetings, and that that 
is unfortunate. She says that is a non-hierarchical committee were formed, that marginalized 
students would be included. The same group of people can meet formally without giving that 
executive power to the TCSA. There are low-capacity groups that seek the support form high-
capacity groups, that don’t feel that they cannot seek assistance from the TCSA. Their group 
gives equal power to all groups, and this can be formalized to include the TCSA and groups 
that advocate for marginalized students without establishing a hierarchy of organizations.  
 
Remmelgas speaks to two points made. The first concerns formalization. This is the goal, but 
also mandates that all voices and opinions be included in discussions. The existing spaces don’t 
do this to a sufficient enough extent. This won’t affect the creation of new levy groups for the 
Spring 2018 elections, or the operation of existing levy groups. This will follow the procedure 
that Trent will follow in the release of levy checks. They are looking for a policy that adds 
more accountability and checks. He reminds all that the letter from the lawyer states that the 
TCSA is not violating its by-laws.  
 
Pedlar doesn’t understand why this is still a conversation. It speaks to the issues with the TCSA 
and having external folks in positions in levy groups. She recalls that the TCSA, notably former 
Vice-President University & College Affairs Pippa O’Brien, was important in starting the levy 
council. She was adamant about starting this group. A key issue is not transferring knowledge 
through administrations and continuing conversation with the levy council.  
 



	  

	  

Britton clarifies that the conversation O’Brien started was about levy restructuring. Levy group 
peer support was started by Dwayne Collins. It was when O’Brien raised an issue that the 
council rallied around a different cause. Her concern with the proposed and current structure is 
that it is flawed. This is not the way to create a levy council. She presents a document that 
shows that levy groups were not included in prior meetings because they were not able to get 
an updated list of groups’ emails. She says that the current proposal should be voted-down.  
 
Cauduro would like to state that there are many passionate people in attendance. She says that 
there is also plenty of people at Trent who are not here that should be involved in these 
processes. This committee is meant to give students an outlet for their concerns about levy 
groups.  
 
Shannon Culkeen believes that a motion to strike a committee of this sort is wrong. There is 
already a committee with the TCSA in place. There are already ways to communicate with 
students. This is not the best means to create consensus. There is more room for conversation if 
the motion is struck down. 
 
Sam McAndrew, representing OPIRG, says that although the organization has sent out a 
statement, they want to continue to work together. It was meant to express discontent with the 
current motion. 
 
Steele wants to mention that the creation of this committee is not a correct characterization. It is 
meant to formalize the existing committee. Also, she knows that this is not perfect, but that in 
the existing system, there are groups that don’t feel comfortable approaching the levy council. 
This is a step to creating a new outlet for racialized student, or students with disabilities or 
queer people. The creation of a formal committee is meant to provide a safe outlet for these 
students. 
 
Chair Bright-Bright Brundle indicates that she believes the board is ready to proceed to a vote.  
 

[Motion:	  Be	  it	  resolved	  to	  add	  the	  following	  question	  to	  the	  ballot	  for	  the	  2018	  
TCSA	  Spring	  Elections,	  “Do	  you	  support	  the	  creation	  of	  a	  Special Committee on 
levies	  to	  create	  a	  comprehensive	  levy	  policy	  to	  be	  presented	  for	  inclusion	  in	  a	  
TCSA	  student	  referendum	  in	  Spring	  2019?”]	  

 
 Carried (decision; 16 votes in favour, 1 opposed) 
 

MOTION: Be it resolved that the terms of reference for the TCSA special committee 
on levies as circulated with February 26 revised agenda be approved.  
Moved by: Sova; Seconded by: Djetvay-Bradshaw 

 
President Remmelgas states that the wording in next motion needs to reflect the motion that 
was just passed. 
 



	  

	  

MOTION to AMEND: Be it resolved that the motion be amended to replace the 
wording “to strike a TCSA levy council special committee” with “special committee on 
levies.” 

 Moved by: Remmelgas; Seconded by: Sova 
 
 Carried 
 
Bright-Brundle says the amended motion is on the floor for discussion. 
 
Remmelgas says that before a discussion about the terms of reference, he would like to put 
forward some amendments to terms that have been circulated.  
 

MOTION to AMEND [the terms of reference]: Be it resolved that the Terms of 
Reference document read that 1) the existing levy committee’s work “may” continue, 
rather than “will continue.” 2) That Students at large on the committee that are at arms-
length from any of the above groups (do not work for or sit on any of the boards 3) That 
Space will be open to Trent administrators and levy staff, 4) That the Committee will 
operate with two-thirds majority needed to pass policy proposal. Committee will meet 
at discretion of chair.  
Moved by: Remmelgas; Seconded by: Cauduro  

 
Remmelgas explains the final approved document will list the amendments that are being 
proposed in this motion. 
 
 Carried 
 
Bright-Brundle says that the primary motion is now open for discussion.  
 
Shannon Culkeen would like to thank Brandon for the amendments. She is also bringing 
forward a new levy question this year. She would like to ask that some amendments be put 
forward. They can be found in the document that was circulated to the Board. She would like to 
suggest redacting the proposal concerning the financial and operational accountability of 
groups. Separate corporations don’t have the ability to hold other corporations to 
accountability. It is against the Corporations Act. The third amendment she would like to make 
relates to the proposal that states that the Vice-President Clubs & Groups will chair the 
committee. This position may not be best position to chair the committee. She would like it to 
be amended to have a process in which the chair is elected each year, and that they don’t 
necessary chair as an executive of the TCSA. Fourth, she says that she wants quorum to be 
raised to twenty. The committee will meet at the discretion of the chair. They will discuss 
putting forward a motion about a referenda question in 2019.  
 
Pedlar wants to ask a question regarding the legal letter. She reads it aloud. She asks if the 
lawyer stated that the proposal is consistent with the by-laws of the association, and other laws 
outside the association. Remmelgas says that the lawyer said that the TCSA should wait until a 
policy is developed by the committee before the TCSA asks the lawyer to confirm that the 



	  

	  

policy is consistent with laws outside the association. He says that going forward, they will 
seek legal counsel to ensure future policies won’t violate the corporations act. The TCSA will 
pay for any related costs for having proposed policies checked to ensure that they are consistent 
with the laws of the land.  
 
Easton says that she doesn’t support this motion. She states that a standardized refund process 
has already been proposed. For the committee to create a new refund process is redundant. She 
wants to stress that the term ‘inactive’ is synonymous with ‘defunding.’ The policies shouldn’t 
defund high or low-capacity groups. They are working on preventative instead of imputative 
policies. In terms of structure, a non-hierarchal structure should be pursued. Levy groups work 
on consensus basis, and this proposal would be inconsistent with the existing structures of the 
levy groups. There should be organizational roles but not a hierarchy.  
 
Cauduro says that she would like to propose an amendment regarding Point One of the 
document.  
 
Chair Bright-Brundle reminds her that a motion must be put on the floor 
  

MOTION to AMEND [the terms of reference]: Be it resolved that Point One of the 
Terms of Reference be amended to read “create a minimum standard for submission 
and release of annual levy checks” where it currently says, “financial and operational 
accountability.” 
Moved by: Cauduro; Seconded by: Hu 

 
Cauduro says that Gzowski College Cabinet gives the finance office an outline of financial 
reports, bank statements, receipts, and other financial documents on a regular basis. Levy 
groups should have to be this extensive, but groups should demonstrate minimal standards of 
accountability and transparency.  
 
Hu asks if she can motion to amend the amendment.  
 
Bright-Brundle says that the board is now going on to a second amendment of the motion. 
Robert’s Rules of Orders dictates that only so many amendments can be made.  
 
Hu would also like to define what minimum accountability is.  
 
Cauduro responds that it would be a minimum standard of accountability for picking-up 
checks. What exactly this means could be determined by the levy council.  
 
 Carried 
 
Bright-Brundle says that the motion remains on the floor. She asks for 30 seconds to confer 
with the President, as this is a detailed motion with multiple amendments. She needs to ensure 
that this meeting is functioning in compliance with Robert’s Rules of Order.  
 



	  

	  

Pedlar wants to bring to the Chair’s attention that people in the audience want to speak to this.  
 
Hayley Raymond representing PCRSA, has further amendments to propose to board. They are 
as follows: 

1. The Committee can’t and shouldn’t interfere in autonomous groups.  
2. The section regarding the timeline should be adjusted to limit the role of the TCSA 

Board of Directors. The TCSA should have no role in amending the policy as part of the 
referenda approval process. The TCSA should only discuss the wording of the referenda 
question on the ballot.  

3. As for the section that states that a two-thirds majority is required to pass a policy and 
referenda question, it should state that the vote should be of all members of the 
committee, present or the meeting(s) or not. Voting should be done via secret ballot, 
and failure to vote should be considered abstention.  

4. Provisions for the amendment or enactment of new policy be added for required 
outcomes of the group, to avoid divisive discussions.  

 
Britton wants to discuss the wording of the previous amendment.  
 
Cauduro reads aloud the wording she motioned to be inserted into the Terms of Reference.  
 
Britton would like to discuss the fact that organizations already have means of accountability.  
The wording should be changed from “accountability” to “transparency,” as groups are already 
accountable. She says there are issues with the current way checks are picked up. She says the 
Finance Office wants nothing to do with accountability. She asks what happens when report is 
submitted. She says there is a gap between wanting and ensuring accountability with this 
policy. Also, there needs to be a distinction between transparency and accountability.  
 
Champlain College Senior Senator Brendan Bell-Earle says he’s heard it discussed how levy 
groups don’t want the TCSA to chair meetings. He suggests that the turnout isn’t great because 
it isn’t formalized. He asks who will call the meetings and how it will be ensured that groups 
attend.  
 
Remmelgas says the document states that the committee can appoint new chair at any time. If 
some believed that the TCSA was overstepping its bounds, then the committee could vote-in a 
new chair.  
 
Jill Staveley representing Trent Radio wants to clarify that for the past year, Alissa Paxton of 
the PR Community and Student Association (Sadleir House) has chaired the meetings.  
Easton says that there has been good representation of levy groups. The levy council 
consistently has a good turnout. She explains the importance of a non-hierarchical organization 
structures. When chairing, Paxton only collects documents and facilitates meetings.  
 
Easton says that some groups don’t feel comfortable having the TCSA assume this role.  
 



	  

	  

Britton confirms how many groups have attended each of the levy council meetings. She says 
that attendance is sometimes low because the council did not have access to an updated list of 
emails and contact information.  
 
Remmelgas says that just above half of levy groups attend meetings, based on the lists. 
 
Champlain College Commissioner Cydney Habraken would like to put forward an amendment 
to the motion.  
 
Bright-Brundle says that this cannot be done because there is a primary and secondary 
amendment already.  
 
Habraken asks to speak to what’s been said.  
 
Bright-Brundle says yes, she can speak to the motion as its been amended.  
 
Habraken says that she understands that there is conflict with the TCSA as chair of the 
committee. Instead, the committee can appoint a chair of their choice based on a vote.  
 
Rogers-Balgobin calls question. 
 
 MOTION: Be it resolved that the motion on the table be called to question. 
 Moved by: Rogers-Balgobin; Seconded by: Remmelgas  
 
Bright-Brundle clarifies that the question can be revisited at another meeting if it is voted upon.  
 
Cauduro asks if there won’t be the opportunity to add more amendments to the motion, now 
that the question has been called. 
 
Bright-Brundle clarifies. She says that the motion can be revisited at another meeting if the 
question is called or the discussion is tabled.  
 
 Defeated  
 
 MOTION: Be it resolved that the meeting move into a five-minute recess. 
 Moved by: Pedlar; Seconded by:Remmelgas 
 
 Carried 
 
Bright-Brundle calls the meeting back into order. She says the original motion is now on floor 
as amended twice.  
 

MOTION: Be it resolved that Robert’s Rules of Orders be suspended to continue 
making amendments the motion.  

 Moved by: Remmelgas; Seconded by:  



	  

	  

 
Bright-Brundle recommends that Remmelgas should not contravene Roberts’ Rules of Order. 
There has already been a primary and secondary amendment, and only a tertiary amendment is 
possible under the rules of the meeting.  
 
Skinner asks for clarification.  
 
Bright-Brundle says that there can’t be a third amendment introduced to a document per 
Robert’s Rules of Orders.  
 
Shannon Culkeen says that there is plenty left to discuss. It would be wise to table this 
discussion. The two amendments were good, but there should be more.  
 

MOTION: Be it resolved that the motion be tabled be tabled for the 2018.03.04 
meeting of the board.   
Moved by: Remmelgas; Seconded by:Pedlar 

 
Easton asks if meetings cannot abide by Robert’s Rules of Order.  
 
Bright-Brundle says that this meeting must abide by Robert’s Rules of Order. 
 
Remmelgas says the referenda question is going on the ballot, with or without the Terms of 
Reference. 
 
Pedlar says that there is too much lack of clarity and lack of understanding. Robert’s Rules of 
Order is restricting the discussion that would clarify aspects of the discussion.  
 
Staveley from Trent Radio says she is concerned that because the Terms of Reference are being 
created by motions on the TCSA board, that it could be created by a different group of directors 
(as the elections are approaching, which will see a changing of the membership of the TCSA 
Board of Directors).  
 
Champlain College Commissioner Cydney Habraken speaks in favour of tabling discussion 
about the Term of Reference for the following Sunday. She says it’s important that they get 
approved before the inauguration of the new Board 
 
Pedlar points out that because directors are the only people that can create amendments, there’s 
a power difference between directors and representatives of levy groups.  
 
 Carried 

 
 
 
 
 



	  

	  

9. Adjournment  
 

MOTION: Be it resolved that this special meeting of the Board be adjourned. 
Moved by: Sova; Seconded by: Rogers-Balgobin 
 
Carried 

 
Meeting Adjourned at 9:21pm.   
 

Minutes respectfully submitted, 
 

Alexander Salton 
2017-2018 Board Secretary 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



	  

	  

Appendix I – Revised Meeting Agenda (Distributed to Board on Feb. 23rd) 
 

SPECIAL MEETING OF THE 2017/2018 BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
TRENT CENTRAL STUDENT ASSOCIATION 

The Active Learning Space (Room 2.02), Trent Student Centre 
Monday, February 26th, 2018 

7:00pm 
 

 
1. Call to Order 
  
2. Roll Call  

 
3. Land Acknowledgement 

 
4. Chairs Remarks 

Motion: Be it resolved that Deborah Bright-Brundle be appointed as Chair for the 
duration of this special meeting of the Board. 

 
5. Approval of the Agenda 

 Motion: Be it resolved that the 2018.02.26 Agenda be adopted as presented. 
 

6. Presentation of Legal Opinion  
 

7.  Communication with Trent Administration 
    

8.  TCSA Levy Council Referenda Question 
 
Motion:	  Be	  it	  resolved	  to	  add	  the	  following	  question	  to	  the	  ballot	  for	  the	  
2018	  TCSA	  Spring	  Elections,	  “Do	  you	  support	  the	  creation	  of	  a	  TCSA	  Levy	  
Council	  Special	  Committee	  to	  create	  a	  comprehensive	  levy	  policy	  to	  be	  
presented	  for	  inclusion	  in	  a	  TCSA	  student	  referendum	  in	  Spring	  2019?”	  
	  	  
Motion:	  Be	  it	  resolved	  that	  the	  terms	  of	  reference	  for	  the	  TCSA	  Levy	  Council	  
Special	  Committee,	  as	  circulated	  with	  the	  February	  26th	  revised	  Agenda,	  be	  
approved.	  

 
9.  Adjournment  

Motion: Be it resolved that this special meeting of the Board be adjourned.	  
 
 
 

 
 
 



	  

	  

Appendix II – Originally Circulated Terms of Reference  

 
 



	  

	  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



	  

	  

Appendix III – Terms of Reference, Amended at the Feb. 26th Meeting 
 

 
 



	  

	  

 


