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Student Academic Integrity Committee (SAIC) 
February 26, 2025 
Minutes of the Meeting 
 
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 

reflect the views of, nor are they binding on, the senate, the administration or the Board of 

Regents. The University Senate Office utilized notes taken during the meeting, video recording 

and transcript of the meeting, and AI to assist in summarizing substantive parts of the meeting 

transcript to compose these minutes. Minutes are reviewed by the committee before posting. 

 

In these minutes: Discussion of Academic Integrity Expectations, Experiences of 

International Students; Discussion of Aspects of Artificial Intelligence; Discussion of 

Synergies between SAIC and Writing Across the Curriculum 

 

PRESENT: Ken Leopold, Janie Salmon, Tina Jeon, Kevin Wendt, Maimuna Aden, 

Zornitsa Keremidchieva, Susan O'Conner-Von, Stacy Doepner-Hove, Katie 

Koopmeiners, Chris Kaberline, Jessica Kuecker Grotjohn, Sharon Dzik, Don Riley, 

Shishanth Ramesh, John Leppik, Zornitsa Keremidchieva 

 

REGRETS: None 

 

ABSENT: None 

 
OTHERS: John Lof, senate associate, University Senate Office, Pei Min Tan, academic 

advisor, College of Science and Engineering 
 



1.   Call to Order 
Leopold welcomed committee members and called the meeting to order. 

 
2. Discussion of Academic Integrity Expectations, Experiences of International 
Students 
Mike Anderson, Interim Associate Dean of Undergraduate Education and College 

Pathways in the College of Continuing Education and Professional Studies started a 

discussion with the committee on international student experiences related to academic 

integrity expectations. Anderson explained that international students often run into 

academic integrity issues because of cultural or linguistic differences. Ideas of academic 

integrity may not be exactly similar across cultures. Anderson pointed to some cultures 

where it is expected for students to repeat the words of scholars verbatim rather than 

write about the scholar’s work in the student’s voice. These cultural practices can be 

seen as respecting the original author and not providing interpretation to their work. 

Anderson noted that multilingual students may be more than proficient in English, but 

they may not be as familiar with writing in English for an academic setting. This may 

lead to difficulties in paraphrasing. Anderson provided some suggestions for how 

instructors can help students succeed in their classroom. Anderson recommended 

making expectations explicit in the course syllabus. Some of those expectations should 

include when it may or may not be acceptable for students to use AI tools. Anderson 

also recommended instructors include small assignments on expectations to make sure 

students understand the course expectations. Anderson provided a list of resources for 

instructors including ones on academic writing and AI usage.  

 

Sharon Dzik thanked Anderson for his comments and brought up how these resources 

may be disproportionately shared more with undergraduate students rather than 

graduate or professional students. Dzik noted that there is often a misconception that a 

postgraduate student may have a complete understanding of academic integrity 

concepts and instructors may not provide the kind of time to provide preliminary support 

to students. Stacy Doepner-Hove agreed that there isn’t a natural opportunity to go over 

basic academic integrity concepts with postgrad students. Doepner-Hove explained that 

domestic students have received this information several times and expressed concern 

https://docs.google.com/presentation/d/1eE-lv3fKS4XMCOndGSuU4g-ifxp2vlOX/edit?usp=drive_link&ouid=114699622951841841674&rtpof=true&sd=true


about singling out international students. Maimuna Aden emphasized the point of not 

singling out students or assuming that since they are international students that they will 

have an issue with academic integrity standards. Aden pointed to one of Anderson’s 

first points about making expectations clear for all students at the beginning of the 

course to lower the possibility of discriminating against a student.  

 

3. International Student Scholar Services Activities Related to Academic Integrity 
and Possible Collaboration with SAIC 
Charles Dania and Marina Uehara from International Student Scholar Services (ISSS) 

came to the committee to share what their program does to promote academic integrity. 

Uehara shared a compiled document of the academic integrity resources they share 

with students. All international students, including postgraduate students, receive 

academic integrity information from ISSS before they arrive on campus. The information 

is included in various formats including orientation webinars and admitted student 

guides. The ISSS has an orientation program called iPrep through Canvas that 

highlights many topics including academic integrity. Students are required to complete 

the Canvas modules in order to proceed with course registration. ISSS also assists 

students in the form of academic advising once they are on campus and taking classes. 

Academic integrity topics can be incorporated in those advising meetings. ISSS is often 

a first point of contact when a student has been reported for a potential violation of 

academic dishonesty. ISSS helps students to understand the report and assist them 

with resources through the conduct process. Dania reinforced the comments Anderson 

made in his presentation about establishing expectations with students at the beginning 

of a course and emphasized the importance of more consistency of this concept across 

the University. Susan O’Conner-Von spoke in favor of setting clear expectations and 

mentioned how she applies this to her courses.  

 

4. SAIC Input to the AI in Education Working Group 
Leopold introduced the topic by sharing a document with questions the committee has 

been asked to consider. Leopold explained the questions are from a University working 

group to develop policy on AI usage in the classroom. The document started 

conversation on current University policy about AI usage and requirements for faculty 

https://drive.google.com/file/d/1FNJXEVv0Mtg9SDtVlBoSjRkYr-sR7M3V/view?usp=drive_link
https://docs.google.com/document/d/1mDNLYR4TXmHj5LLByFsqeWlhEd3HA39G/edit?usp=sharing&ouid=114699622951841841674&rtpof=true&sd=true


on inclusion of topics in their syllabus. Chris Kaberline gave the committee the policy at 

the Duluth campus on AI usage in the classroom. The committee was given permission 

to edit the document to provide answers to the questions and Leopold encouraged 

members to review the document after the meeting. 

 

5. Adjournment 
Hearing no further business, Leopold adjourned the meeting.  

 

John Lof 

University Senate Office 
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