Honor Committee Meeting
January 24, 2010
I. Roll Call 
II. Community Concerns 

III. Officer Reports 

 

A. JJ Litchford—Vice Chair Community Relations, CLAS 

B. Rob Atkinson—Vice Chair Education, CLAS 

C. Mary Siegel—Vice Chair Investigations, CLAS 

D. Alex Carroll—Vice Chair Trials, CLAS 

E. David Truetzel—Chair, SCC 

IV. School Representative Reports 

 

A. Darden School of Business—Leif Glynn and Jen Guimond; Curry School of Education—Meg Blunden and John Grey 
B. Next Week: School of Engineering and Applied Sciences—Yi Cai and John Griffin; Batten School of Leadership and Public Policy—Jeff Bashaw and Tom Olszewski 
V. Old Business 

 

A. None 

VI. New Business 

 

A. Article VII Amendment—David Truetzel, SCC 

B. Default Jury Panel Amendment—Alex Carroll, CLAS 

C. “Right to Know” Amendment—Alexander R. Cohen, GSAS 

VII. Closed Session 

Proposal 1: Clarify referenda timeline language
Old language:
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.
New language:
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. The University Board of Elections or its successor body shall set deadlines for petitions and election dates.
  Jury Composition Revision
                                                Draft
                                                01.23.10 
 

Constitution 
 

Article V. Rights of the Accused.
Section 1. Every student accused of an honor violation shall have the right:
To appeal the accusation to an impartial panel, that panel to consist, at his election, of either elected school officers only or both elected school officers and student jurors, or student jurors only who are not elected school officers.  Where charges against two or more students will be heard at the same trial, the panel shall be of the kind agreed upon by such students and, lacking such agreement, shall consist of both elected school officers and student jurors. 
To have all proceedings against him held publicly or privately at his election. Where charges against two or more students will be heard at the same trial, the proceedings shall be held either publicly or privately, as agreed upon by such students and, lacking such agreement, shall be held privately. 

By-laws, Section IV.E 

2.  Jury Panel Composition.  The accused student may choose one of three types of jury panels:       
(a) a mixed panel of Honor Committee members and randomly-selected students,       
(b) a panel of only Honor Committee members, or       
(c) a panel of only randomly-selected students.   
If the accused student wishes to change the type of jury panel requested, he or she must notify the Vice Chair for Trials in writing at least 14 days prior to the date of his or her trial. Where charges against two or more students will be heard at the same trial, the panel shall be of the kind agreed upon by such students and, lacking such agreement, shall consist of both elected school officers and student jurors.
************
4. Open or Closed Trials.  Each accused student may request a trial that is either open or closed to the public. Where charges against two or more students will be heard at the same trial, the trial shall be either open or closed to the public, as agreed upon by such students and, lacking such agreement, shall be closed to the public.
************ 

5. Requesting a Trial.  For purposes of these By-laws, the ten- (10-) day period following delivery of notice of accusation by the Investigative Panel shall be referred to as the “Trial Request Period.”  When requesting a trial, an accused student must inform the Vice Chair for Trials, in writing, prior to the expiration of the Trial Request Period, as to his or her preferences in the following matters:     
 
   (a) at least one trial date, selected from the list of at least five (5) possible and feasible dates proposed by the Vice Chair for Trials with the notice of accusation;  
 
        (b) the selection of Honor Counsel or other counsel; 
 
        (c) whether he or she is requesting a mixed panel, a panel of Honor Committee members only, or a panel of randomly-selected students only; 
 
        (d) whether to include jurors from the undergraduate or graduate schools (as described in Paragraph 3, above); and 
 
        (e) an open versus closed trial. 

Right to Know Amendment
A student whose honor and membership in the community of trust is in jeopardy has a right to know the reasons for the decisions made in his case. Nothing about the case should be a mystery to him, and nothing should take him by surprise. Therefore, he has a right to receive access to the evidence and an explanation of all decisions.
A student who has affirmed his commitment to honor and to the community of trust by reporting an honor offense to the Honor Committee, and who has pledged his own honor for the truth of his accusations, has a right to know what is happening in the case and why. In particular, if the case is dismissed by an investigative panel (a group of three Committee members who determine whether there is sufficient evidence to proceed to trial), the reporting witness is entitled to an explanation, so that the Committee does not appear to suggest that his or her word was not good evidence.
Every student, in order to know what is expected of him as a member of the community of trust, has a right to know how the Honor System is being interpreted by the Honor Committee and by student juries. Every member of the community, in order to know what conduct ought to be reported to the Honor Committee, should know what charges are leading to conviction.
All students, in order to participate in defining the meaning of Honor to their student generation, have a right to know what decisions are being made in Honor cases. The Honor System is based on the ideal of a community standard, but when there is no community discussion, there can be no community standard. The confidentiality of Honor cases is valuable, but the Honor Committee should give the community enough information to determine whether honor is being correctly understood and applied.
Therefore, the Constitution of the Honor Committee is hereby amended to insert the following after Article V (“Rights of the Accused”) and to renumber subsequent Articles accordingly:
Article VI. Rights to Know
1. Whenever a Hearing is held, the student suspected, accused or convicted of an honor violation and the student (if any) who reported the Case shall have the right: 

a. To review all documents to be considered at the Hearing no later than three days before the Hearing 

b. To be given, in writing, no later than three days before the Hearing, an explanation of the function of the Hearing and his rights in connection with it, as well as the names and titles of the individuals entitled to vote on the decisions made at the Hearing. 

c. To receive a Confidential Account of the Hearing, no later than: 

i. three days before any other Hearing in the Case, if there are to be other Hearings; 

ii. three days before he must respond, if any response is required in order to preserve any rights; 

iii. and in any event, ten days after the Hearing. 

2. A Confidential Account of any Hearing shall include every decision made at the Hearing and, for each decision: 

a. The names of all Committee members and support officers who voted for the decision, and their reasons for doing so; 

b. The names of all Committee members and support officers who voted against the decision, and their reasons for doing so; and 

c. If the hearing is a trial before a panel including randomly chosen student jurors, the number of student jurors voting for and against each decision, with an explanation of their reasons, which may be prepared by the jurors themselves or by another person present during deliberations. 

3. No later than the end of the semester following any Hearing, the Committee shall publish a Public Account of the Hearing. The Public Account shall not contain the names of, or any other information that would allow anyone not involved in the Case to identify, the student suspected, accused or convicted of an honor violation or any witness, but it shall include as much other information from the Confidential Account as legally possible. To enhance privacy, the Committee may combine the Public Accounts of Hearings from multiple Cases. 

4. For purposes of this Article: 

a. A “Hearing” is any meeting pursuant to this Constitution or by the by-laws of the Honor Committee, at which two or more persons vote on any decision about any particular Case, regardless of whether anyone else is permitted to be present or to be heard, and regardless of whether all the participants are present in person. 
b. A “Case” includes all investigative, evaluative, appellate and other procedures undertaken by or on the authority of the Honor Committee to determine whether a particular student is guilty of an honor violation with respect to particular actions he may have committed. It begins when a reporting witness calls the attention of the Committee to facts that suggest that such student may be guilty of an honor violation. 

