Academic Affairs Committee
Minutes for Meeting No.2
Wednesday, September 23, 2026
6:00 P.M.
Founders Suite (east side), Bone Student Center

Call to Order
Roll Call: Kidwaro, Marshack, Nikolaou, Russell, Stanlaw, Martin, Montoya, Shourek, Smock, Zagal, Craig (Chief Equity and Inclusion Officer), Dumančić (AVP for Undergraduate Education), Waring-Sparks (Staff Council Liaison). (Note: quorum is six voting members; ex officio).
Present: Kidwaro, Marshack, Nikolaou, Russell, Stanlaw, Martin, Montoya, Shourek, Smock, Zagal, Craig, Dumančić, Waring-Sparks 
Absent: None.
Public Comment
No Public Comment
Oral Communications
1. Update on Policy 7.7.6 Registration Blocks
· Clarifying that the Provost approves new types of holds.
· Rewording in the main text to state “holds for registration and graduation” instead of “registration and graduation holds” in the first paragraph.
· Discuss about appeals and that students who believe the holds in place error should contact the office that placed the hold. 
2. Policy 2.1.9 Baccalaureate Degree Programs 
· Spelling out 6 under Professional Practice and Independent Study.
· In a future revision of the policy, most likely in Spring 2027, we will revise the policy so that it does not refer only to 287 as independent study, since there are other courses listed as independent studies. However, this change will require a review of the University Catalog as well. 
· Another question was about why a student may not graduate with a disciplinary hold on their record. However, this was not the scope of the proposed revisions in the policy for this round and will be reviewed at the same time as the items about independent studies. 
Order of Business:
1. Approval of AAC Minutes from 09.09.2026
· Senator Kidwaro motioned to approve, Senator Marshack seconded. The minutes were approved unanimously. 
2. Code of Student Conduct
· Question about the definition of “disruptive conduct” 
· The Dean of Students Office cannot hold a guest who is brought to campus accountable but can hold the student accountable.
· Question about 6.5 Dangerous Objects
· Drugs and substances don’t refer to another policy however; weapons do refer to the policy. Response about the drug policy refers to the state policy.  
· Broad question about a student accused of academic integrity violation.
· In the new policy the Dean of Students still adjudicates academic integrity. 
· Idea about pushing forward academic integrity to the chair of the department instead of Dean of Students. Discussion ensued about referring to Academic Dishonesty cases to the Student Conduct Office or the Department Chair, including why not send such cases only to the Department Chair. 
· Senator Kidwaro provided an example “Let’s say a student had three academic dishonesties and the hearing panel decided they wouldn’t graduate, the chair would have no say over a student in their program.”
· A point would be talked about moving the case to be approved by the chair 
· Conversation about the University Appeals Board. 
· The revised changes from SCO propose eliminating the University Appeals Board.  
· Points were made against removing the University Appeals Board, including equity concerns and the necessity of such a change. Additional concerns for appeals for academic integrity issues without feedback from faculty members. 
· Senator Kidwaro brought up why have holds when the Dean of Students Office has several sanctions at their disposal. 
· The office responded saying that the hold is the only way to block students and force students to accomplish a task as a fine could be ignored. 
· Senator Craig brought up a point about wanting our students to graduate and ask about the outside company that had a look at the policy and who exactly they “benchmarked” with. 
· Second broad question about the general sanction that’s applied are mostly on the academic side, including registration, transcript, and graduation holds, so all of them impact a student’s academic progress.
· Discuss that any type of academic holds or blocks are under the jurisdiction of the Provost, and need to be approved by the Office of the Provost. The whole section 10 will be revised to also match the approved changes in Policy 7.7.6 Registration and Graduation Holds. 
· Questions about whether Academic Integrity cases should be a process separate from non-academic conduct violations.  
· Senator Craig brought up a point about wanting our students to graduate and ask about the outside company that had a look at the policy and who exactly they “benchmarked” with. 
· Senator Nikolaou talked about the markup comments and a separate document comparing the current Code and the proposed Code. The request is to focus on reviewing the mark up language changes, and then the committee will examine the detailed comparison between the two versions of the Code. All documents will be on our Teams AAC site. 
Adjourn
· Senator Shourek motioned to adjourn, Senator Smock seconded. The motion was unanimously approved.
