
[In these minutes: approval of reporting processes, syllabus requirements, meeting with Vice 
Provost McMaster] 
 
STUDENT ACADEMIC INTEGRITY COMMITTEE (SAIC) 
 
MINUTES 
 
WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 28, 2009 
 
[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: Tom Shield (Chair), Lisa Anderson, Sarah Angerman, Dana Davis, Sharon Dzik, 
Laura Coffin Koch, Matt Lauer, Eric Watkins. 
 
REGRETS: Linda Jones, Chris Russill. 
 
ABSENT: Manami Bhattacharya, Erin West. 
 
1. OSCAI UPDATES 
 
Sharon Dzik said that she is still looking at the Penn State model for handling student academic 
integrity complaints, but it appears that they keep everything, such as letters and hearings, 
decentralized in the colleges. The central office just receives copies. 
 
She also said that at a Council of Undergraduate Deans meeting it was decided that each college 
would receive a semester report on student academic integrity. She would be ready to share this 
information with the committee at its February meeting.  
 
Lastly, her office is still working on cases that were reported in December, but they have 
received 68 cases from fall semester. 
 
2. APPROVAL OF GRADUATE REPORTING PROCESS 
 
Tom Shield said that he forwarded the reporting process to the Graduate School for review, but 
there was no response. The committee then voted to approve the process and forward it to 
OSCAI as a recommendation. 
 
3. APPROVAL OF OUTSIDE OF CLASS REPORTING PROCESS 
 
The committee voted to approve the process and forward it to OSCAI as a recommendation. It 
was recommended that all these processes be added to the OSCAI website. 
 
4. DISCUSSION OF UPDATED SYLLABUS REQUIREMENTS 



 
Tom Shield said that the Syllabi Policy would be discussed by the Faculty Senate on February 5 
and would be brought for action on April 2. The committee then discussed the syllabi 
requirements in this policy and its relation to the Instructor Responsibility Policy. Members 
made several suggestions to the policies, which would be forwarded to the Educational Policy 
Committee for inclusion. 
 
5. UPDATE ON DISCUSSION WITH THE VICE PROVOST MCMASTER 
 
Tom Shield said that he met with Vice Provost McMaster and Laura Coffin Koch to discuss 
grade accountability and providing a mechanism to know when grades are awarded for scholastic 
dishonesty reasons. He envisioned a checkbox when reporting final grades, with information 
only available within the system and not on a student’s transcript. This mechanism could also 
automatically inform a student and OSCAI of an offense. He then discussed this system working 
in tandem with a course that students could take after their first offense. By taking this course, a 
report would still remain internal, but would not be reported on a background check. This system 
would be in response to the immutable ‘F’ that was presented to the Educational Policy 
Committee, and rejected. 
 
Laura Coffin Koch said that additional education of the faculty and students would be needed 
since some faculty want students held accountable and other faculty want to provide a learning 
opportunity. She said that any system related to grading would need input from the Office of the 
Registrar. Vice Provost McMaster was also concerned that an automatic alert should not be the 
primary way to notify students of an offence. 
 
Members then made the following comments: 
• Faculty interpret the policy differently so there is a spectrum of offenses and reports. 
Who decides when to report? 
• Faculty are not experts on dealing with students, but there are good outcomes when 
faculty take the time to call students on their behavior 
• Checkbox during final grades puts the message about reporting scholastic dishonesty in 
front of the faculty 
• There is a difference between developing implementation/communication and creating a 
policy 
• Instructors should be able to choose if a student can take a course to remove a report from 
their record 
• Checkbox system would guarantee that students are informed of their due process rights 
• There is always inconsistency between faculty in deciding grades 
• Education is key 
• Does OCSAI have any power to enforce reporting? 
• Meetings should be held with associate deans 
4. OTHER BUSINESS 
 
Tom Shield said that background checks would be a topic in February. With no further business, 
he thanked the members for attending and adjourned the meeting. 
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