Honor Committee Meeting

January 30, 2011
I. Roll Call 
- the following people are present this week:
· Gordon

· Weldon

· Jeff 
· Barlow

· Ruth

· Rubana

· Anna

· Meg

· Danielle 

· Page

· Charlie

· Whitney

· McKenzie 

· Sarah 

· Alex

· Chris 

· Alexander 

· Kelly 

· Aimee

· Kevin Kinsey 
II. Community Concerns

III. Officer Reports
A. Danielle MacGregor---Vice Chair Community Relations, ARCH
- flex exam proposal ( approval from Dean of Commerce school; double checks to make sure it fits in with schedule; waiting to hear back from provost’s office before mobbing forward with registrar
- new posters for campaigns
- worked on juror facilitation guide 

B. McKenzie Furber—Vice Chair Education, CLAS
- first meeting tonight; forum for amendment ( Wednesday 16th at 7pm
- continuing work on website
- forum after spring break
- push in the Greek community to get Honor back as an FOA

C. Page Dunbar—Vice Chair Investigations, NURS
- 6 active investigations


D. Whitney Johnson—Vice Chair Trials, SCC
- trial today; student in CLAS not guilty of cheating, reported by professor and tried by random student jury
- Gordon and Whit spoke to international students in the Commerce school this past week 

E. Charles Harris—Chair, LAW
- Superbowl next weekend ( meeting at 3pm 
- attended MRC kick-off; opinion survey of students that hits on UJC, Honor, StudCo about misperceptions and stereotypes; includes Single Sanction question
- ITC contact for student modules; will meet with someone in Psychology department to talk about implicit bias for the faculty module 
- try to do a town hall meeting for Honor people; date not set 
- referenda in By-Laws next week
- Weldon: is the random student dinner going forward ( will talk about it; might give this suggestion to the next term 
IV. School Representative Reports

A. This Week: Batten School of Public Policy --- Ruth Kidane and Eric Kimpton
- making sure that people in the first year class run to be Honor Committee members 
- talking to people about Honor initiative that will be on the ballot

B. Next Week: Graduate School of Arts and Sciences --- Alexander R. Cohen and Wendy Ballard; School of Continuing and Professional Studies --- Kevin Bishop and Aimee Bly; School of Architecture --- Kevin Kinsey and Danielle MacGregor. 
V. Old Business
VI. New Business
A. Close of Term Priorities

a. FAC, Greg Siegel
- absent 

b. DAB, Sarah Munford
- meeting on Wednesday at 7pm
- over break people signed up for CIOs
- people are excited about the idea of a dinner ( think about cost effectiveness
- StudCo excited about Honor getting involved with international students; citation workshop
- hosting a meeting at the IRC 

B. Jury Facilitation Guide, Danielle MacGregor
- do we want straw-polling? ( some perceive it as a pressure technique, but working around the room is essentially the same thing; straw-polling might be a good thing when someone is on the borderline 
- working around the room is potentially a way of swaying someone’s opinion; the danger is that this could swing the vote 
- even something like cold-calling is a strategy by which to engage non-participating jurors ( Gordon: often uses cold-calling if  a jury member is not participating
- notion of devil’s advocate ( Gordon: no problem if the jury is reaching a consensus after thorough discussion; but this is fine if used at the beginning of the conversation
- Danielle: wrote this with trying to give people an example of a situation in which they can use a certain strategy 
- Charlie: maybe need a disclaimer that this is more of a guide; gives the experienced person another tool or give a new Trial Chair best practices from the past; agree that when you get consensus you don’t want to backtrack 
- Page: devil’s advocate is for when a jury maybe fast-tracks to a decision after too short a time 
- Alexander: straw-polling can be a good thing; if you go around and have people give opinions, then something might be unanimous after six people give their opinion; straw-polling can be more objective 
- Jeff: the default should be the straw-poll if it is needed; faculty felt that jurors should own their vote and that there should be no such thing as an absentee juror 
- Charlie: need to talk more with Rachel Setear about straw-polling
- Danielle: just meant as a best practices list of suggestions; for those wanting straw-polling, please draft up a paragraph about how you would want straw-polling to play out and then we can talk about it in more detail 
- Weldon: straw-polling as a way of making sure that everyone gets to say what they think and why they think it ( Page: thinks that this is addressed when people explain the different sides; tried it with one jury and they didn’t want to do straw-polling, undue pressure on the individual for their own opinions 
VII. Closed Session
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