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STUDENT ACADEMIC INTEGRITY COMMITTEE (SAIC) 
 
MINUTES 
 
TUESDAY, MAY 9, 2006 
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510 MORRILL HALL 
 
[These minutes reflect discussion and debate at a meeting of a committee of the University of 
Minnesota Senate; none of the comments, conclusions, or actions reported in these minutes 
represent the view of, nor are they binding on the Senate, the Administration, or the Board of 
Regents.] 
 
PRESENT: Shawn Curley (Chair), Sarah Angerman, Mark Bellcourt, Lorna Buikema, Sharon 
Dzik, Linda Jones, Laura Coffin Koch, Abbie Stohlmann. 
 
REGRETS: Jonathan Bringewatt, Francisco Diez-Gonzalez, Paul Myers, Robert Pepin, Micky 
Trent, Christopher Zellmer. 
 
GUESTS: Debbie Gettemy, Tom Shield. 
 
1. DISCUSSION ABOUT COMMUNICATING CONCEPTS OF PLAGIARISM TO THE 
UNIVERSITY COMMUNITY 
 
Shawn Curley referred members to a letter from the President asking that the committee initiate a 
conversation regarding (a) intra-university variation in the handling of plagiarism, and (b) how 
various concepts of plagiarism should be communicated to the University community. 
 
The ensuing discussion primarily focused on the second of these issues with members making 
the following comments: 

• University needs to plan to work more with students after applying and orientation 
• Language is included on every syllabus and is dealt with in each course 
• There is a question of syllabus consistency and the attention paid to it by faculty and 

students 
• For students responding to the question on SET forms, it is hard to remember at the end 

of a course if a faculty member talked about scholastic dishonesty at the start of the 
semester 

• This also raises the issue of a faculty member’s academic freedom in the classroom in 
determining what is plagiarism and what the penalty should be 

• Students appreciate hearing from the faculty that the person cares about academic 
integrity 

• Who makes sure faculty discuss academic integrity in the class? 



• Most faculty assume that students already know about academic integrity 
• Students at different levels have different needs for information related to academic 

integrity 
• Some seniors might not have had exposure to certain concepts of plagiarism because of 

the major that they are in 
• Faculty need to provide clear guidelines since students do not always ask if they are 

unclear 
• More work needs to be done with faculty to help them understand how to explain 

academic integrity to a large group and how to talk about suspected cases with individual 
students 

• Some faculty feel that talking to students about academic integrity communicates that 
they do not trust the students in their class; this mindset needs to be changed 

• Faculty usually do not have this feeling about academic integrity once they have their 
first incident of plagiarism.  

• Faculty process should be transparent to students 
• There is variability in plagiarism across the University, and this needs to remain based on 

the discipline, but the differences need to be communicated clearly to students 
• What information about plagiarism is required in writing-intensive courses? 
• Could a more thorough discussion about plagiarism be held in writing-intensive courses? 
• There is always the question of motive as related to why students cheat 
• Cheating can be easier for faculty to catch since its definition is clearer than plagiarism 
• Students have habits from high school, which many times leads to answering questions 

by mimicking source material instead of quoting or putting it into their own words 
• Issues still exist at the graduate and professional level with citations 
• In IT, the Dean sends a handout on avoiding cheating each semester to faculty teaching  

 
Q: Do faculty have to talk about plagiarism in a class of seniors? 
 
A: There is always value in repeating this information. 
 
It was decided that the committee would meet with the Chair of the Council on Liberal 
Education in the fall about requirements in writing-intensive courses. Other fall topics included: 

• Committee should develop a timeline of when material is introduced to see where holes 
currently exist, either in terms of time or reference material 

• Committees needs to see what is already available for faculty before creating more 
• Committee should compile a list of departments and colleges doing a good job of 

communicating with faculty; their examples and resources could then be shared with 
other colleges 

 
2. OTHER BUSINESS 
 
Members thanked Shawn Curley for his service as chair this year and welcomed Tom Shield as 
the new chair. With no further business, Shawn Curley thanked the members for attending and 



adjourned the meeting. 
 
Becky Hippert 
University Senate 


