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March 24, 2025 

Dr. Rhonda L. Lenton, President 

York University 

1050 Kaneff Tower 

4700 Keele Street 

Toronto, ON  M3J 1P3 

Dear Dr. Lenton, 

The University of Lethbridge Faculty Association is gravely concerned about the announcements 

made last month by the administration of York University to suspend enrolment in many 

undergraduate programs. The manner in which this decision was reached and publicized is a big 

concern in itself but, even greater, is the sheer number and the nature of the programs affected. 

Further, as suspension of enrolment is usually a preparatory step to the outright closure of 

programs, we urge the York administration to reconsider both the process of decision-making 

and the decision itself.     

We gather that consultation prior to the announcement with faculty, students, and groups 

affected within the community was limited to non-existent, a problem that was reinforced by the 

way in which these suspensions were announced, late on the Friday before the winter break. We 

understand that the University Senate at York has since met on this issue and has condemned the 

decision, calling for its abeyance until such time as a proper framework for evaluating program 

sustainability has been established.  

The number and range of the proposed suspensions is shocking. Although the names of the 

individual programs are well-known to you, I list them here for others who may read this letter: 

Indigenous Studies, Gender and Women’s Studies, Sexuality Studies, Jewish Studies, Hellenic 

Studies, East Asian Studies, Environmental Biology, Biomedical Physics, Classics, Classical 

Studies, German, Italian, Portuguese, Spanish, and Luso-Brazilian Studies. In addition, there are 

the following programs at the Glendon campus: Sociology, Global History and Justice, English 

and Spanish, and Latin American Cultures and Societies. These eighteen suspensions, together 

with other program suspensions and closures in recent years at York, amount to a large reduction 

in the number of programs overall offered by York. 
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This change alone contradicts the breadth of programming that is inherent in the name of the 

institutions where we teach: universities. But even more, from the names of the programs to be 

cut, this is an attack on diversity as well as comprehensiveness. Anyone who has lived in 

Toronto will appreciate, for example, the size and prominence of the East Asian, Jewish, 

Portuguese, Greek and other communities, and that these proposed changes may challenge 

York’s commitment to inclusivity and social equity. 

This problem is most worrying with York’s proposed suspension of Indigenous Studies, Gender 

and Women’s Studies, and Sexuality Studies. York has a long-established commitment to 

inclusivity and social justice but, in the era of Truth and Reconciliation, is proposing to suspend 

the enrolment (= close) its Indigenous Studies program. What misguided process has led to this 

decision? 

Such a process would seem to have dire resonance for the academic freedom of Canadian 

scholars and institutions. Consider the recent questionnaire sent to Canadian researchers 

receiving funding from American federal agencies, asking to confirm their research "does not: 

include a climate or 'environmental justice'; component; contain DEI elements; ascribe to 'gender 

ideology'; and increases American influence globally."  Given how mappable the programs 

identified for suspension are onto research priorities targeted by the present American 

administration--one hostile to Canadian interests and sovereignty--we urge the Administration of 

York to rethink their unilateral decision to shutter programs crucial to our own national interests 

and distinctive national identities. 

ULFA requests that the Administration at York withdraw these proposed suspensions and begin 

a process of proper consultation with faculty, students, and affected communities. While we 

understand that academic programs must be viable, we believe that wider consultation will lead 

to a better framework for evaluation and more equitable solutions. 

Yours Sincerely, 

 

 
 

Christopher Burton 

President 


