Honor Committee Meeting

January 29, 2012
I. Roll Call  

II. Community Concerns

·  None

III. Officer Reports
A. Jack Valentine—Vice Chair Community Relations, SEAS

·  Most of the online case processing has been completed, all that needs to be done is the interview section 

· Katie will be running the cases through the online system to collect statistics 

· Will be training support officers this semester, all support officers will be using it next fall, will be fully transitioned by next spring 


B. Carter Haughton—Vice Chair Education, SCC

· Visiting different organizations under the MRC to increase diversity through outreach 

· Mock trials are continuing this semester 

C. Liz Rosenberg—Vice Chair Investigations, CLAS

· Working on making all paper evidence electronic 


D. Anna Mohan—Vice Chair Trials, BATT

·  Student in the College was found guilty of cheating by a random student panel


E. Ann Marie McKenzie—Chair, CLAS

· Working with selection committees around grounds to get next year in order (Board of Visitors, Lawn)

· Spoke at both sections of LASE about how Honor works 

· This Thursday is the “Order in the Court” event, wants us all to attend if possible and advertise in our respective schools 

· Will be meeting at 3pm next weekend because of the Superbowl 

IV. School Representative Reports

A. This Week: 

· Curry School of Education – Anna Karnaze and Shelly Lovelace

a. Presented at EDLF7300 Foundations of Education Research, discussed Honor and how it relates to them as both students and TA’s 

b. Currently tying up loose ends and working on finding replacements 

· School of Engineering & Applied Science – Sam Hewitt and Jack Valentine

a. Going to recreate something similar to the Lou Bloomfield case, instances when students take the same test at two different times, and computer science tests in the next couple of weeks 

· Graduate School of Arts & Sciences – Emily Charnock and Erich Merkel 

a. Making sure Honor presentations are being scheduled for the fall faculty and TA orientations 

b. Working on finding and training replacements for next year 

c. TA Honor handbook will be distributed to all incoming faculty 

d. Thinking about how mock trials would work in GSAS, because of decentralization and size it might not work well but want to brainstorm other ways of educational outreach 

B. Next Week: School of Law – Barlow Mann and Brendan Staley; School of Medicine – Chase Bennett and Nishant Patel; Standing Committee report: Diversity Advisory Board – Alex Eschenroeder, Ellie Perkins, and Remy Wheat

V. Old Business

A. Public Summaries publication 

VI. New Business

A. Bylaw Changes to Conscientious Retraction – Michael Karlik, BATT

· Michael: Anna and Michael heard at the Batten town meeting that reporters are restricted to either reporting or not reporting the offense; why is there not a third option to confront the student and allow them to confess?  This would allow for interaction between witness and student to take place before a formal report to the Honor committee; many thought that the IR was too complex so this is basically an extension of a CR, it’s an option not an entitlement; this would also motivate students who would not otherwise speak up to talk about Honor offenses they’ve witnessed

· Emily: conceptual question: there was a lot of debate last semester about this and what was proposed was a constitutional change, so what makes it acceptable to make this a bylaw change? Michael: the CR is not in the constitution because it is not a guaranteed student right; Emily: this risks introducing arbitrariness into the system because of professors that might choose to take different paths 

· Whitney: what is the consequence for the student?

· Barlow: appreciates the simplicity, but there are two issues: even if its technically possible to introduce this as a bylaw amendment, it is fundamental enough that it should be a constitutional change; an Honor offense is an offense against everyone, not just the witness, so it doesn’t seem fair that someone should be precluded from reporting an offense if someone else had already made amends 

· Carter: language-wise it might be simpler, but it’s not any fundamentally different; when someone comes on their own accord it takes a lot of integrity, but in this case they’re not redeeming their integrity in any way 

· Anna: there’s already the option for a student to not report a case to Honor and just confront the student instead; when someone does report a case it means that they found it so significant that it needed to be brought before the community 

· Jack: this sort of legislation makes sense because it addresses an issue that is very common – students witnessing an offense but not having many options 

· Katie: if there are multiple reports of something then which avenue do you take? Would a professor hold more weight than a student? 

· Emily: this condones the arbitrariness that already exists in the system; there is also a concern doing this via bylaws rather than the constitution, and we already decided that the concern was problematic enough that it could not be presented to the community in its current form 

· Liz: how many times could you use this? Michael: like the CR there would be no limit; Liz: students shouldn’t be able to use this more than once, if we’re talking about changing the system then why aren’t we talking more openly about different forms this system could take? 

· Michael: is there a generalization that can be made about professors who don’t require amends after a CR versus those who do? Liz: it’s impossible to generalize about any Honor case, it completely depends on the person    

· Barlow: as written it would be easy to game the system by going to a friend or a peer, doesn’t know if it would be possible to write in safeguards against that 

· Chase: as written, the IR is inherently an invalid CR 

· Kelly: anything that we choose to present to the student body, we need to be careful about what we choose to call it, since last semester we discussed a very different type of IR; there might be a lot of confusion by using the same name as used in the past 

B. Next Week: Bylaw house cleaning, Anna Mohan, BATT 

VII. Closed Session
