
[In these minutes: Student Academic Integrity Conferences, 2003-04 OSAI statistics, 
Conscientious Retraction by Students] 
 
STUDENT ACADEMIC INTEGRITY COMMITTEE (SAIC) 
 
MINUTES 
 
WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 19, 2004 
1:30 – 3:00 PM 
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: Micky Trent (Chair), Dorothy Anderson, Lizette Barthodhi, Shawn Curley, Sharon 
Dzik, Derek Johnson, Laura Coffin Koch, Paul Myers, Robert Pepin. 
 
REGRETS: Marilyn Grave. 
 
ABSENT: Kirsten Rewey. 
 
GUESTS: Jerry Rinehart, Nicole Young. 
 
1. UPDATE ON THE RECENT STUDENT ACADEMIC INTEGRITY CONFERENCE 
 
Sharon Dzik said that the two recent conferences she attended were useful for her position at the 
University. She pointed to material distributed by Maryland students on the Terp Honor 
Presentation which gives ideas for student ownership in the process. One part of this program is 
the use of the ‘XF’ grade, but it is being used in a unique way. The grade is placed on a student’s 
record by the student council, but it can be removed a year after it is placed on the record. To do 
this, the student needs to attend a seminar on academic integrity, have no further violations, and 
file a petition with the student council. If granted, the ‘XF’ is replaced by an ‘F’ on the student’s 
record. 
 
Q: Was data presented on repeat offenders in this program? 
 
A: That data was not presented at the conference, but would be on the website. 
 
Sharon Dzik said that another session focused on how to help faculty teach ethics. It uses short 
video clips that faculty can show students and use as conversation starters. Since the material is 
public, she plans to use these clips with her peer educators. 
 
Lastly, Sharon Dzik said that the Student Advocates for Academic Integrity are going well, with 
eight students being selected as peer educators. 



 
2. OSAI STATISTICS FROM 2003-04 
 
Sharon Dzik then distributed OSAI statistics from the past year. 
 
Q: Was there consistency in sanctions for the 139 cases involving charges of scholastic 
dishonesty? 
 
A: Colleges each follow their own procedures, and there is enough difference between colleges 
that there are some different standards. 
 
Q: Is there an effort being made to collect college procedures? 
 
A: Student Judicial Affairs is working to collect them, but many colleges do not have anything in 
writing. For those that are not written, her office can provide templates. 
 
3. COMMITTEE FEEDBACK ON THE TOPIC OF CONSCIENTIOUS RETRACTION 
OF AN INFRACTION BY A STUDENT AND THE SUBSEQUENT SANCTION 
 
Nicole Young, from CLA, joined the meeting to discuss a situation that has arisen in the college. 
She received a call from a former student who graduated in 2002 with a B.A. and is now a law 
student. As they are preparing for the Bar Exam, they have learned that all previous college 
experience needs to be disclosed on their transcripts. However, before they came to the 
University, they took one semester of classes at an institution before deciding to attend MCTC. 
Since they did not do well in their first semester, they did not include this information on their 
MCTC application, or their subsequent University application. 
 
The student now called to disclose this past academic record to the University. This raises the 
question of what should be the University’s response. Would the student have been admitted if 
that past transcript was included? 
 
Sharon Dzik said that students are starting to disclose more past regressions, and she would like 
the committee’s input on how to proceed. 
 
Committee members made the following comments: 

• University should not punish students who failed somewhere else 
• Degree should not be revoked 
• Notation should be included on the transcript – falsified transcript 
• University should not completely ignore the infraction 
• Student should send transcript from first institution to the University so it is part of the 

student’s file; the materials sent to the law school can then be amended 
• Student just wants to come clean 
• Use as an example when speaking to high school students 
• Few sanctions will be useful since the student is no longer at the University 



• Student should write to any professors that served as references for law school, in case 
they provide future references 

• CLA should clarify if the statement regarding disclosing all previous experience was on 
the application when the student applied 

• University should not dissuade students from coming forward 
• SJA should start a file on conscientious retraction 

 
Q: Is there a notation on the student’s transcript? 
 
A: No. 
 
In conclusion, the committee agreed that the student’s degree should not be revoked, but that the 
missing transcript should be forwarded to the University, and that references should be informed 
by the student about the omission. 
 
4. OTHER AGENDA ITEMS FOR 2004-05 
 
Micky Trent said that she is still sorting through the data from Donald McCabe since it was sent 
in SPSS, but she does not know how it links to the individual questions. She will be working on 
this for the next meeting. 
 
A member said that recent Educational Policy minutes contained a discussion of sanctions for 
scholastic dishonesty, noting that uniformity in sanctions and faculty awareness is needed. This 
committee should focus on increasing faculty awareness in this area. 
 
5. OTHER BUSINESS 
 
With no further business, Micky Trent thanked the members for attending and adjourned the 
meeting. 
 
Becky Hippert 
University Senate 


