
[In these minutes: Focus groups] 
 
STUDENT ACADEMIC INTEGRITY COMMITTEE (SAIC) 
 
MINUTES 
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300 MORRILL HALL 
 
[These minutes reflect discussion and debate at a meeting of a committee of the University of 
Minnesota Senate or Twin Cities Campus Assembly; none of the comments, conclusions, or 
actions reported in these minutes represent the view of, nor are they binding on the Senate or 
Assembly, the Administration, or the Board of Regents.] 
 
PRESENT: Dorothy Anderson (Chair), Mark Bellcourt, Shawn Curley, Abu Jalal, Laura Coffin 
Koch, Dan Oberg, Robert Pepin, David Roberts, Daniel Svedarsky,. 
 
REGRETS: Betty Hackett, Elizabeth McCann, Ava Trent, Carston Wagner. 
 
1. FOCUS GROUPS 
 
Dorothy Anderson said that the committee had started a discussion at the last meeting regarding 
the emphasis being placed on academic integrity during lower-level undergraduate education and 
the need for the same emphasis during the upper-division years. The focus should be to show 
how academic integrity applies to the University as well as to a chosen profession. This lead the 
committee to discuss holding focus groups through OSAI to hear from students across the 
campuses. 
 
Members then made the following comments: 

• How open will students be to sharing information? 
• Will students or someone else, such as peer advisors facilitate the discussions? 
• Focus groups need targeted questions and trained facilitators to receive accurate 

responses 
• UCCS and CSPP could be used for facilitation 
• Participation by students should be voluntary 
• Students need to be selected randomly otherwise the sample will be biased 
• Student organizations could be used to get information 
• Capstone course could also be used to reach students, although they occur at the end of a 

student’s education 
• It is never too late to remind students before they start their careers 
• Academic integrity needs to be stressed more by faculty in mid-level courses 
• There seem to be fewer freshmen and sophomore cases because they are receiving the 

message about academic integrity 
• Focus groups need to happen at the college level, but only in colleges that are willing 



• Any information received would be used and disseminated by OSAI 
• Student do not read the syllabus and therefore do not know about the academic integrity 

statement 
• Betty Hackett is working on a survey of faculty, students, and teaching assistants 
• Colleges need to target upper-division courses and promote local initiatives 
• Students should be shown the consequences of cheating at the academic level in addition 

to the professional level 
• Other research institutions should be looked at to see if the University’s situation is 

unique 
• Many upper division students on the coordinate campuses are involved in clubs and 

activities and could provide the sample needed 
• Students should be talked to about academic integrity once they have selected a major 
• Academic integrity should be introduced into collegiate career days 
• Instructors need to be provided with case studies to lead class discussions. 
• Faculty survey should give a better idea about why some faculty are not reporting cases 
• Faculty focus groups should be administered as well 
• Honor student classes are small and can be utilized as a focus group 
• Real world situations should be used to prompt in-class discussions because students 

respond better than when abstract concepts are utilized; there should be a mix between 
high-profile and everyday cases so that student can relate 

• University needs to see what changes are taking place in its students due to more 
emphasis being placed on academic integrity 

 
Laura Koch said that a CIRP survey was given to incoming students in 2001, at which time they 
were asked about academic integrity. Another survey was then given at the end of the year, with 
the same question being asked to see what changes took place during the year. The University is 
trying to have longitudinal results of its students, as well as receiving information during senior 
exit surveys. 
 
Members then discussed what the intent of the focus groups should be: 

• Should a topic be brought to the attention of juniors and seniors? 
• Should they be asked what academic integrity means to them? 
• Should they be asked why sometimes they follow academic integrity principles and other 

times they do not? 
• Many students know about academic integrity but still make wrong choices 
• What makes students stop and think? 
• What would make academic integrity more effective? 
• How should the University develop a culture of academic integrity? 
• Those who have been ‘caught’ should be asked why they did it 
• What are the students concerns? 
• Are students aware of violations taking place, either that are or are not being reported and 

dealt with? 
• What are ways to promote academic integrity on campus? 



 
Following the discussion, the committee decided to postpone any focus groups until the OSAI 
survey has been completed and evaluated. 
 
2. OTHER BUSINESS 
 
With no further business, Professor Anderson thanked all members for attending and adjourned 
the meeting. 
 
Becky Hippert 
University Senate 


