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Kristen Harrell, Chair 
Voting Members in Attendance:  Jacob Becker, Jerry Brown, Chris Cherry, Venesa Heidick, Heather Fountain (in lieu of 
Bridgette Ingram), Heather Klein, Jennifer Lightfoot, Susan Phillips, Dale Rice, Trent Smith, Grace Townsend,  
Ella Grandjean, & Patrick Grigsby 
Non-voting Members in Attendance:  Blair Alvarado, Justin Jeffery, & Lori Moore 
Guests in Attendance: CJ Woods & Michael Johnson 

Approval of 03.27.26 Minutes  

• Motion to approve previous meeting minutes with correction for spelling of Venesa Heidick’s name.  
• Moved by: Susan Phillips Seconded by: Chris Cherry Vote: Motion passed unanimously. 

 
Update on Previous Rule(s) per 04.24.26 Meeting 

Rule 1.13 – Undergraduate Course Load Limits 

Discussion 

• Kristen Harrell summarized follow-up comments from submitter Todd Schrader regarding confusion 
surrounding summer-hour limits and advising practices.  

• Concerns centered on whether students may reasonably take more than 6 summer hours if courses are 
distributed across sessions - Submitter proposed possible Howdy overrides through advisor approvals.  

• Trent Smith stated already drafting a broader graduate summer-hours revision and recommended coordinated 
cleanup instead of piecemeal revisions - Dale Rice supported consolidating revisions into proposal.  

• Heather Klein volunteered to work with the submitter and Registrar representatives to clarify intent and 
implementation. Venesa Heidick designated Sarah Coppedge from Registrar’s Office as collaborator. 

• Trent Smith volunteered to coordinate discussions among stakeholders and submitter Todd Schrader.  

Decision 

• Committee agreed to defer formal action pending coordinated revision efforts.  
• Motion recognizing Trent Smith as lead coordinator/champion for Rules 1.13 and 1.14 revisions.  
• Moved by: Heather Klein Seconded by: Dale Rice Vote: Motion passed unanimously. 

Rule 1.14 – Graduate Course Load Limits 

Discussion 

• Kristen Harrell identified ambiguity in Rule 1.14.4 regarding whether both the college dean/designee and 
Graduate & Professional School must approve excess hours.  

• Trent Smith confirmed the catalog language already references both approval levels and agreed the student rule 
should be revised for consistency. 

• Additional concerns discussed regarding inconsistent language between the catalog, Graduate & Professional 
School website, and student rules. Consensus formed around revising the graduate section comprehensively. 

Decision 
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• Formal action deferred pending broader revision proposal. Revisions to be incorporated into Trent Smith’s 
upcoming proposal. 

New Business for Committee 

Rule 20 – Academic Integrity Procedures 

Discussion 

• Kristen Harrell clarified the committee would provide feedback only and would not vote on the proposal due to 
timing constraints. Written feedback deadline set for May 1.  

• Michael Johnson explained revisions resulted from an external review, CASA jurisprudence work, and 
stakeholder feedback.  

• Major revisions included:  
o Removal of sanction “anchoring” language tied to first offenses and separation/dismissal.  
o Clarification of informal faculty-led resolution processes.  
o Addition of an administrative adjudication process.  
o Streamlining appeals procedures to reduce repeated appeals and shorten adjudication timelines.  

• Patrick Grigsby raised concerns regarding generative AI misconduct cases and requested clearer guidance for 
faculty. Michael Johnson responded that AI detection tools are unreliable, and misconduct determinations 
must focus on whether work is authentically the student’s own.  

• Jerry Brown emphasized the university’s burden of proof standard and stated AI allegations often lack sufficient 
evidence for adjudication; extensive discussion addressed procedural language remaining in student rules 
versus separate operational documents.  

• Heather Klein questioned use of the term “reporter” in the revised language because students could 
theoretically qualify as reporters without authority to adjudicate cases. 

• Committee discussion concluded the definition requires clarification to distinguish reporting authority from 
adjudication authority. 

• Lori Moore confirmed students may move from autonomous resolution to administrative conference, but not 
directly to an Honor Council hearing unless directed by the office.  

Decision 

• No vote taken; committee feedback period extended through May 1 for additional written comments. 

Rule 5 – Change of Curriculum 

Discussion 

• Heather Klein asked whether the proposal only affected graduate students. Trent Smith confirmed the revision 
only applies to the graduate section and explained the current rule incorrectly references “20th class day” 
instead of longstanding “12th class day” & “4th class day of summer.”  

• Heather Klein questioned whether the undergraduate version might also contain inconsistencies - Trent Smith 
stated the undergraduate rule appears correct.  

Decision 

• Motion to approve Rule 5 revision. 
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• Moved by: Dale Rice Seconded by: Heather Klein Vote: Motion passed unanimously. 
 
* ~3:00pm meeting adjourned. 


