David Truetzel, Chair (CLAS), called the meeting to order at 8:00PM (approximately). All members were present, with the exception Rob Atkinsons (CLAS), Bandon Cuffy (ARCH), Nick Drauschak (GSCS), Leif Glynn (GSBA), Jenifer Guimond (GSBA), Jennifer Newsome (CLAS) and Thomas Worthy (LAW).
Honor Committee Meeting

October 11, 2009

I. Roll Call 

II. Community Concerns- no concerns presented
III. Officer Reports
A. JJ Litchford—Vice Chair Community Relations, CLAS


a. Presented to Arts and Science Council about plagiarism and discussed 11-12 initiatives to pursue

b. Attended corner relations meeting 
c. Flex exams sub-committee met twice

d. Meeting with Mary Elizabeth Luzar at Alumni Relations Office
B. Rob Atkinson—Vice Chair Education, CLAS- not present

C. Mary Siegel—Vice Chair Investigations, CLAS

a. Gave evaluations of support officers to reporters and students involved in the process. She got the first round back and give results in a couple weeks after she has gotten more back and compiled the information. 
b. Met with faculty and discussed how Honor is presented within their departments and what they would like to see from Honor.
D. Alex Carroll—Vice Chair Trials, CLAS

a. She has been doing housekeeping tasks, as there has been an influx of investigations that are going to I-panel. 
b. She has also been working to clarify the students’ understanding of triviality. She will continue working it in upcoming trials so juries have a clear understanding, especially when considering verdicts.
c. Alexander Cohen- What kind of understanding do we want them to have about triviality?

d. Alex Carroll- We are not necessarily trying to change their ideas of triviality but instead working to understand how the majority of students think about it.
e. Alexander Cohen- What will we do with that information?
f. Alex Carroll- That will be dependent on what we discover to be the primary mentality when approaching cases.

E. David Truetzel—Chair, SCC

a. Has spent last two weeks working on the Semester at Sea proposal.

b. We had our first two co-sponsored events: BSA tailgate on the lawn that went really well. We will be following up and looking for future opportunities to work with them. We also gave the Hindu Students Association some money for a Ghandi benefit dinner and going on right now. Some support officers were planning on attending. 
c. Working on application to standardize process for event co-sponsorship.
IV. School Representative Reports

A. College of Arts and Sciences—Rob Atkinson, Alex Carroll, JJ Litchford, Jennifer Newsome, and Mary Siegel

a. Mary Siegel-There are so many different departments, so among the five of CLAS representatives, they are dividing up the departments so they can all go to first faculty meeting of the semester in the spring

b. They have collected a list of large groups and classes and met with professors to see how the professors/ TAs explain Honor and understand Honor within their specific classes
c. Each department will have a contact person on the Committee. Each CLAS representative will have about 5 departments. 
d. JJ Litchford- explained flex exams and plagiarism definition and fielded questions to group of professors
B.  Graduate School of Arts and Sciences—Alexander R. Cohen and Ed Lee 

a. Alexander R. Cohen- At the beginning of the semester, they held a Teaching Resource Center August Workshop for new faculty and new TAs. He gave a 30 min presentation and shorter presentation to new grad students. They also gave a presentation to the especially large group of incoming Econ grad students. As a result of presentations, they have produced powerpoint slides and scripts for the use of future grad school reps. These were given to Justin to distribute.
b. Way to reach grad students is through the less formal presentation – observed knowledge of Honor was “inadequate” came up with town hall program to get information going both ways (ideas about how system is working)- gave basic presentation about system and then discuss advocated ideas. 
c. Ed is concerned that students who cheat on small assignments may not be reported, and if they cheat once each in several classes no one can know that these assignments are adding up. 
d. Tried having town halls twice: one in Chemistry (9 filled out survey). Modern languages town hall had two people and it was somewhat counterproductive because they thought we shouldn’t have a system at all to report people.
e. From the 9 chemists who completed the survey, only about half would trust undergrads to take a closed-book timed exam at home or thought UVa undergrads were less likely then their peers at universities without honor systems to cheat. 
f. About half thought that if we dropped a case they’d brought up, was dropped at I-panel without explanation would feel like their honor had been impugned. More than half though that their professional judgment had been. About half thought that as a result, they’d have less confidence in the community of trust and be less likely to report a case. All 8 said they would report cheating on a major assignment or exam. Half said there was a minimum percent of the course grade the assignment would have to involve and the average response was 17.5% of the course grade. 
g. Want to have more town halls in more departments and work on getting more to come- possibility of free food?

h. Working to put survey online to get responses that way.
i. Article on FERPA will be mailed out to committee list serve; 11 reasons responses to 5 negative 

j. Open to all suggestions with regards to openness; some are discussed in articles; hope that it would provoke discussion

k. Alex Carroll- Could you explain more about the repeat offenders?

l. Ed Lee- faculty have ability to take care of honor cases within own classroom; received email from French grad student whose student cheated on a paper- did not want to report to get kicked out but was afraid students would do it again in another classes

C. Next Week: McIntire School of Commerce—Andy Bean and David Truetzel; School of Continuing and Professional Studies—Jonathan Damron and Nick Drauschak
V. Old Business

A. None
VI. New Business

A. New School of Medicine Representative—David Truetzel, SCC

a. Taylor Richardson elected week before fall break

b. Was advisor for all four years of undergrad

B. FAC Update—Andy Bean, SCC

a. The second meeting was October 8th. Thanks to all who came.
b. The focus was on the update on honor demographic statistics

c. Preliminary meeting with all who will help in study

d. 2003 study looked at UVA as a whole in reports and conviction

e. They decided we should break it down into undergrad and grad to get a b

f. reporter type and other subtypes will be included too

g. if anyone else is interested, feel free to contact him so we can help Justin compile info

h. Give stats to Professor Frey

i. JJ touched on flex exams and got their feedback, got input from Frey and Bass who have flex exams in their schools

j. Improve reporter relations after their case is dropped- will be discussed further at next meeting

k. Tentatively scheduled second week in November, but will send emails

C. DAB Update—Yi Cai, SEAS and Amy Sikes, SNRU

A. Yi- not as well attended, give bi-weekly updates to get people involved

B. Revive honor orientation for international student that we got from Jon

C. Abbreviating greenbook; condensing into five pages especially for international and minority students; want to get it 

D. Online diversity module- educate faculty about diversity issues on grounds including statistics; 

E. Break up into small project focused 

F. David- exec met with Neal Fox from MRC and how we can improve relationship with different groups and increase participation; part of that is taking initiative in going out to these groups and having one on one conversations

D. Semester at Sea Concept—David Truetzel, SCC

a. Semester at Sea is sponsored by UVA; transfer student program for non-UVA students

b. Three trips per year- spring, fall and summer

c. Most of instruction is on the ship

d. For students regardless of home institution they are found guilty of honor offense are removed from ship and UVA 

e. Non-university student can never come to UVA for grad program

f. UVa student can never return to UVa

g. UVA students are 10-20 on voyages of about 700, significant variance on academic proficiency

h. Some concern over whether these students or potential UVA student has the right to be here

i. Differing outcomes for UVA vs. non-UVA students

j. Found guilty regardless of status will have given time frame to request proceedings at UVa o determine if they should be dismissed or barred from further program

k. Gives opportunity for student to 

l. Act like typical report with investigation, I-panel and trial proceedings

m. Alex- three things: 1) ten days is too short a period because it is a ship and they could be left who knows where and their priority is only to get home and should have chance to catch breathe; 2) prospective students- can envision students who are unsure of what they want to do and wasn’t imagining they would want to go to UVa in the future (David/JJ- this doesn’t change that because they would have no chance to come here ; 3) 

n. Charlie- what happens at sea will color whatever juries here think; the only situation in which there is another trial is if they are found guilty

o. David- not thinking if they did the act or not but instead if it should constitute them being dismissed from UVa

p. Alex- we aren’t trying to say system on ship is faulty but that they are two different communities

q. Charlie- student on trial would object to ; balance to strike in which 

r. Mary- case by case basis because I-panelists would probably say it is out of scope 

s. Honour- puts out bad image that we are holding them to UVa honor standards the first time around but that students on ship don’t understand Honor; don’t know what type of case would come back where we would say it wasn’t a big deal; real challenge to treat second trial as whole new case vs. appeal process

t. David- they would still have access to investigation material on ship and we would build o it

u. Mary- if you were to request another trial you would have trained advisors and council to represent you which is not available on the ship

v. Honour- in that case it would infuriate people who had been previously expelled from semester at sea; we’re going to give you a second chance with people who have been trained

w. David- due process difference being expelled from academic program is less of a problem as being expelled from UVa;  losing things of two different values

x. Jon Griffin- two different communities- if someone is to have a second trial the second trial should only include intent and triviality; could envision situations in which something 

y. David- differentiate so it only included academic

z. ARC- try to hide will not happen; encourage them to pick committee trial panel as we might be more appropriate to; judgment can be influenced ; if you are seeing it as getting of the ship; in terms of reporter, who is the reporter? Not the student since he is reported, it would be hard to produce witnesses

aa. Alex- if this were to happen, a lot of the witnesses would not be available; do the best we can in which we have phone conversation; interview over the phone

ab. JJ- Like some of the logistical concerns but this represents one option very different than the one we have now and it at least gives students one more right which they do not have now; as the system exists now, we agree that the communities are different; I hope we don’t get too lost in logistics but focus on whether we should be do this for students or not

ac. Alex- especially in regards to what Honour was saying, it is important to remember that there are a lot of nuances, but those on the ship are as well trained and giving more options would be one way to fix it rather than trying to revamp training on the ship which would be huge undertaking

ad. David- next step would be bi-law amendment; draft language with Rachel Setear and present that and then make changes unless we have severe changes to concept in which case we would start over

ae. Alex- anyone have thoughts about implied act. The only other time we have that is when student admits to act, so if they didn’t admit to it on the ship, the jury here should still vote

af. JJ- act and intent are usually so tightly linked so it might be difficult to delineate them

Closed Session
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