The meeting was called to order at 8: 01 PM (approx.) by Jessica Huang, Chair (CLAS).  
All members were present.
Honor Committee Meeting

February 8, 2009

I. Roll Call 

II. Community Concerns

A. Nadia Islam, 4th year in the CLAS

a. Passes out letter submitted from the last eight Honor chairs of the University of Virginia

B. Mark Manning, 2nd year in the CLAS

a. Words about the referendum, remind the honor committee that in the Spring of 2006 and the Spring of 2007, proposals were submitted within less than two weeks of the beginning of an election, but within two weeks before the end of the election

b. Honor Committee allowed those proposals to be enacted

C. Bonnie Carlson, 4th year in the CLAS


a. Feel strongly bout having the referendum on the ballot.  There is importance in preserving precedent; there is ample time for students to vote and become aware of the issues

b. There are over 3,000 signatures on the referendum, and we must hear their concerns
III. Officer Reports
A. Tyler Alexander—Vice Chair Community Relations, CLAS

a. TA forum; advice for how to have the most people there and be productive for all involved

b. Engineers are going to have an Honor Awareness Week; trying to tie in the Honor benefit forum with the Engineering week

B. Ryann Burke—Vice Chair Education, COMM

a. Productive pool meeting: set the project docket; trying to make the project groups smaller this semester with 3-4 people on each project

b. 11 new educators; they are absolutely astounding; first training session this Tuesday

C. Blaire Hawkins—Vice Chair Investigations, CLAS

a. Compile some statistics for the BOV presentation

b. Work with case processing

D. Sophie Staples—Vice Chair Trials, CLAS

a. Presentation to the BOV; there were no concerns to be conveyed to Honor Committee

E. Jess Huang—Chair, CLAS

a. BOV presentation

b. Working closely with UBE to discuss any referendum that may be submitted to the ballot

IV. School Representative Reports
A. School of Continuing and Professional Studies—Aadil Bhavnagri and John Brase

a. Honor Educators are helping get the word out to the students in the SCPS

b. Working on elections; invoking interest in their school; sent out a number of emails to the school; working to figure out ways to find individuals to run in the election

c. Meeting with the director of BIS; director of the program on connections between Honor and the school

d. John: orientation to the SCPS this spring (January); presentation went over fine and John was able to answer questions and concerns

B. College of Arts and Sciences—Tyler Alexander, Blaire Hawkins, Jess Huang, Kiefer Pirrung, and Sophie Stapes

a. Working to schedule a two-way dialogue with Dean Wu about CLAS and the Honor system, specifically flex exams

b. Working to have a variety of representation in the TA forums

c. A lot of meetings with various individuals who are considering running for positions 

C. Next Week: School of Commerce and Darden School of Business
V. Old Business

VI. New Business

A. Ad-Hoc on the Single Sanction Update—Adam Trusner, GSAS

a. Ad-hoc Forum and debate on the Single sanction with the referendum that might be on the ballot in the spring.

b. Scheduled for Thursday, 9 - 10 PM; Kaleidoscope Room, 3rd Floor, Newcomb Hall
c. Similar format to last forum; statement read from Sam Leven, leader of the Hoos against Single Sanction because he cannot be present
B. Academic Integrity Projects Ad-Hoc Update—Kiefer Pirrung, CLAS

a. Test was made in November; working on fine tuning it

b. Meeting with BSA President to have unofficial endorsement of the test; hoping to have formal approval from BSA President and others in the near future

c. Working to have both Honor Committee and specific groups on grounds encourage students to vote

C. Discussion of Honor Constitution, Article VII—Jess Huang, CLAS

a. We are to debate the meaning of the two-six time period for the purpose of the Constitution and the submission of the referendum

b. February 8th: two weeks before the end of the election period, not two weeks before the beginning of the period

c. We are not debating whether the referendum that will appear on the ballot will be valid; the UBE decided that it would appear

d. If we determine this is not valid, how would the Honor Committee handle it?

i. We could treat it as a poll of student opinion; the Honor Committee would be charged with investigating the matter further in the future; the Honor Committee could place it on the ballot for the Spring 2009 period.

ii. Any student member submitting referendum could ask for special election

iii. Calendar was not set far enough in advance

iv. Committee will be discussing the Constitution; Chair will be making final decision

v. Sophie Staples: there is a lot hanging on this because of what the referendum is.  However, this discussion of the referendum cannot be considered in light of the substance of the referendum.  We cannot consider precedent in the decision

1. Two different types of amendments: 2/3rds of the Honor Committee and 10% student body

2. In the past, they were brought to the Committee and discussed; debated on at length.  The student body has not really had a chance to review this proposal.  We cannot go against the 

vi. Jess: typed the handout in conjunction with her interpretation of the Constitution and data brought by both sides of the case.  She recognizes both sides of the debate

vii. Adam: respectfully disagree with the analysis Sophie gave; some importance in precedent; there has been discussion of the referendum in the last month; the Community has enough time to understand the issues

viii. Sophie: 1. Wishes the UBE had the power to make the decision on this matter, 2. Jess called HASS to inform them on the deadline to inform them on the matter, and 3. This is a constitutional amendment, not a concept question; Sophie doesn’t believe that the student body has had enough time to make an informed decision

ix. Julie: Precedent is incredibly important; it will look incredibly bad if the Honor committee decides this matters right now; it seems like the substance of the amendment is important; Cavalier Daily has reported on the issue; Honor Committee reviewed the proposal a few weeks ago
x. Tyler: every single word matters; the student body hasn’t had much time to evaluate the letter of the word of the document; this is a constitutional change.
xi. Jess: if we deem this not to be valid; Jess thinks it is the responsibility of the Honor Committee to move forward and put something on the referendum in the fall

xii. Kiefer: if we say that this is valid, we set a clear precedent that the end of the date is the date to submit, then someone could submit a proposal the night before if there was a two week election period

xiii. Chuck: as a committee, we don’t usually take precedent into consideration.  We think about the meaning of the word “held”; Chuck’s impression of the date that matters is the last day

xiv. Blaire: there was a pretty significant change made to the referendum from when we discussed the proposal in the fall; the referendum is the exact version that we reviewed earlier in Committee

xv. Aaron: to invalidate something on the ballot would be more atrocious than letting it pass on a technicality

xvi. Jon: 1. It is telling that the student body bypassed Honor Committee and went straight the student body 2. We are not making a decision that is against our Constitution, because it is ambiguous. 

xvii. Kiefer: Sam knows the constitution as well as anyone; what was his understanding of the two-six week rule?

xviii. Jess: in the past, he submitted an opinion referendum, which is not bound to the two-six week rule.  He planned according to his belief that the two-six week window referenced the end of elections
xix. Thad: We always try to make sure that the process is fundamentally fair toward the student; by not allowing this on the ballot, we’d be being fundamentally unfair; if we don’t allow the student body’s vote to count now, it will never count because it won’t pass

xx. Jess: she will take everything into consideration when making her decision

xxi. John: motion to vote to have a vote to poll the Committee’s opinion on the matter; vote failed 13 to 12

Attachment given to Committee members: Honor Constitution, Article VII

Article VII. Amendments.

Amendments or succeeding constitutions may be proposed by vote of two thirds of the entire Honor Committee or by a petition signed by ten percent of the entire student body and shall take effect upon ratification by three-fifths of those students voting in a referendum election, provided that at least 10% of the student body have voted in favor of the amendment. The referendum election will be held from two to six weeks of regular session classes after receipt of the proposal.
Amendments to the Constitution can be proposed by either:

a. 2/3 vote of the entire Honor Committee OR
b. A petition signed by 10% of the entire student body

The proposed amendment can be voted on during either:

a. The Fall or Spring elections held by the University Board of Elections  OR

b. A special election

In order to be valid, a proposed amendment must be voted on by the student body during a referendum election held “from two to six weeks of regular session classes after the receipt of the proposal.”
Two conflicting interpretations of this deadline have arisen: 

1. A constitutional referendum is valid if it is submitted to the ballot from two to six weeks before the start of the election period. For the Spring 2009 Election, this date would be midnight on February 2nd.

2.  A constitutional referendum is valid if submitted to the ballot from two to six weeks before the end of the election period. For the Spring 2009 Election, this date would be midnight on February 8th. 
A constitutional referendum is valid if it is submitted to the ballot from two to six weeks before the start of the election period.
I. The text of the constitution implies it is required to have a two-week window between the time a signed petition is submitted (or “proposed”) and the start of elections.

A. The language of the constitution indicates that amendments may be proposed by a signed petition, and that the elections will be held from two to six weeks after the receipt of the proposal.

B. The referendum election will be held from two to six weeks of regular session classes after receipt of the proposal (Article VII)
The language also specifies that student must have at least “two weeks” “from” “receipt of the proposal” to consider it.

II. The spirit of this constraint is to guarantee that the student body will have adequate time to educate themselves on the referendum and to debate the final form of the referendum before voting begins.

A. An interpretation that argues that the requirement is satisfied as long as the election ends two weeks after the proposal is formally submitted defeats the purpose of the provision. 

B. Such an interpretation gives early voters only one week’s notice after the amendment is in the hands of the student body and available for debate and discussion. The majority of students will likely have voted prior to the final day of the voting period.

III. Past practice should not be our basis for determining validity.

A. The decision on what constitutes a valid amendment should be based on what is a fair reading of the constitution, not decisions made by past Committees. Adherence to the text and purpose of the constitutional provision is what is important and fair.

IV. Nonetheless, a analysis of recent constitutional amendments do support this interpretation. 

A. Previous referenda submitted by the Honor Committee to UBE were voted on one week prior to the start of elections (i.e. two weeks prior to the end of elections.) HOWEVER, these referenda were discussed at length in open session two weeks prior to the start of the election period. Thus, they were “received” by the greater student body for debate in advance of the two week limitation.

B. The 2007-2008 Honor Committee interpreted the requirement to mean two weeks prior to the start of elections; Honor Committee Chair-Emeritus Ben Cooper informed the UBE of this deadline prior to the elections in the spring of 2008.
A constitutional referendum is valid if submitted to the ballot two to six weeks before the end of the election period.

I. Article VII never states explicitly that the proposal must be received prior to the start of the voting period.

A. “The referendum election will be held from two to six weeks of regular session classes after receipt of the proposal.” (Article VII)
Elections will still be ongoing two weeks after receipt of the proposal.
II. Past Honor Committees have voted to place referenda on the ballot less than two weeks to the start of voting.

A. In the Spring of 2006, the Committee placed a referendum on the ballot to change “seriousness” to “triviality,” and the Committee vote took place less than two weeks prior to the start of the Spring elections.

B. In the Spring of 2007, the Committee placed a referendum on the ballot to change the College of Arts and Sciences’ representation from three members to five members, and the Committee vote took place less than two weeks prior to the start of the Spring elections. 

C. As these amendments were not voted on by the Honor Committee until less than two weeks prior to the start of elections, they were not officially “received” by UBE until less than two weeks prior to the start of the voting period; however, they were “received” within two weeks to the end of the voting period.

D. Recent amendments to the Honor Constitution provide the bulk of public precedent of students who seek to place an amendment to the Honor Constitution on the ballot. 
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