Academic Affairs Committee 
Minutes for Meeting No.13 
Wednesday, April 8, 2026 
6:00 P.M. 
Founders Suite (conference side), Bone Student Center 
 
Call to Order 
Roll Call: Kidwaro, Nikolaou, Seifert, Jannu, Sweedler, Susami, Zagal, Craig (Chief Equity and Inclusion Officer), Hurd (AVP for Undergraduate Education). (Note: quorum is four voting members; ex officio). 
Present: Kidwaro, Nikolaou, Seifert, Susami, Craig, Hurd.
Absent: Jannu, Sweedler, Zagal.
Public Comment 
No Public Comment
Oral Communications 
None
Order of Business: 
1. Approval of AAC Minutes No.12   
· Senator Susami
· Senator Kidwaro
2. Policy 3.3.12 A. Appendix to Code of Ethics - Faculty Responsibilities to Students.
· Adjust that the syllabus should be provided within the first week of classes instead of the first day of classes.
· Move the reference to academic integrity violations to Item 6 and link it with the grading responsibilities.
· Adjust the language under Item 7 about early alerts and progress report grades.
· Combine the reference to emails with other means of communication under Item 9.
· Add an item to emphasize that online and distance education courses require regular and substantive interaction with students.
· Remove the words “are encouraged to” when referring to accessible course designs.
· Add Policy 2.1.14 under Related Policies.
3. Code of Student Conduct 
· Article 7.1: Include a reference to the “no time limit” clause, as current and recent students should receive priority for resolving reported violations of the Code. Should the Code include a provision that a student is under the purview of the Code that was in effect during the period when the reported violation occurred (e.g., a student cannot be charged for violating the Code in 2000 based on revisions that were made in the Code in, say, 2020)?
· Article 7.2: It suggests that only Policy 1.2 takes precedence over the Code, when all University Policies take precedence over the Code.
· Article 7.3: Include in the Definition article who is defined as a Complainant, a Respondent, and a Support Person. 
· Article 7.9: Clarify that it is a course-specific grade penalty, as there is no university-wide policy on Grade Penalty.
· Article 7.10: The Office of the Provost should be consulted about the Interim Measure reference since it refers to suspension. 
· Shouldn’t both the Provost and the VP for Student Affairs have a say on suspensions and campus bans? 
· How is an interim suspension different from a campus ban?
· What happens if the Respondent also accuses the Complainant of a Code violation?
· What happens with coursework during the period when an Interim Measure is imposed for both the Complainant and the Respondent?
· Article 10: This Article should mirror the language of Policy 7.7.6 Registration Blocks. That way, instead of the Code providing details on blocks, it could refer students to Policy 7.7.6. More importantly, transcripts, registration, graduation, degree conferral, expulsion, and suspension are academic issues under the purview of the Provost. These should all require approval by the VP for Academic Affairs and Provost (or their designee).
· Article 11: Is the seven years required by state law, or is it an ISU-specific timeline? We need to double-check when the records retention policy was last reviewed.
· Article 12: 
· Can be moved earlier in the Code.
· This Article should only include definitions and not further discussion. For example, 12.5 includes specific details about good conduct standing that go beyond defining what good conduct standing is. Similarly, enrollment and study abroad are part of good academic standing, not good conduct standing.
· 12.9: Double-check that the wording is not in conflict with the Jurisdiction article, which still needs to be revised.
· 12.11: Some of the examples listed (e.g., resident assistants, peer academic leaders) are not usually classified as university officials.
· Article 13: This is incomplete as it does not include anything about approval and implementation. This Article cannot refer to an outside link, suggesting that there is an updated version of the Code, since there is only one Code of Student Conduct, and should go through the formal process. The process should be discussed, including that any revisions to the Code require approval by the Academic Senate.
· Before concluding the Code of Student Conduct revision, the 2027-2028 AAC should ensure that:
· Policy 7.7.6 Registration Blocks is complete since the Code includes Article 10 on Blocks and should be consistent with University Policy.
· Faculty and/or Chairs/Directors have been consulted about, at least, the Academic Integrity portion of the Code.
· The Office of the Provost has had the opportunity to review and provide feedback on the Code.
· There is a final determination about whether a definition of appropriate use of AI is required and whether the AI definition included in the Code is consistent with recommendations from the Committee on the Appropriate Use of AI.
· AAC discusses Articles 8 and 9 of the Code since the 2026-2027 AAC did not have time to discuss these articles.
· AAC discusses and incorporates feedback from the 2026-2027 Student Caucus, which is scheduled to vote on sending their comments to AAC during their April 15, 2026, SGA meeting.

Adjourn 
1. Senator Seifert 
2. Senator Susami 
