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Academic Integrity Subcommittee of the Senate 
Committee on Academic Development and Procedures 

Meeting: 21 October 2024, 1.30-2.50pm 
Presen t : Gavan Watso n (ch a ir ) , Erin Meger, Kelley Packa l en , Brian Fran k , Kat ie Zuta uta s, Sy lv ie 
Garab edi a n , Dreyd en George, Emils Mat iss , Claire O’B r ien (secreta r y ) .  
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see the catego r izat io n as a pena lt y in itsel f, and others see it as a record - keep i ng decis ion . The 
èÍťôČĺŘĖƏÍťĖĺĲϙĺċϙÍϙƱĲîĖĲČϙĖŜϙĲĺťϙĺŕôĲϙťĺϙÍŕŕôÍīϟϙϙ  

�ēôŘôϙſÍŜϙèĺĲŜôĲŜŪŜϙÍťϙťēôϙıôôťĖĲČϠϙŘôƲôèťĖĲČϙèĺĲŜôĲŜŪŜϙÍıĺĲČϙťēôϙŜťÍħôēĺīîôŘŜϙ"Řϟϙ�ÍèħÍīôĲϙ
h a s worked with , that the cur rent reten t ion per iod for Level II depa rt ures (10 years post - gra duat io n ) 
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con seq uen ces in the studen t ’s home faculty –  for examp l e, impa ct in g their acad emi c progress io n . 
However ,  following  the pro ced ura l rev is ion , there is now too much con sultat i o n . AI Leads supp or t 
ap prop ri ate con sultat i o n , but the level of commun icat i on req uired -  bet ween AI Leads (usua ll y 
A sso ciate Deans ) –  ĖŜϙîĖƯĖèŪīťϙťĺϙıÍĖĲťÍĖĲϙſēĖīôϙîôÍīĖĲČϙſĖťēϙŜÍĲèťĖĺĲŜϙĖĲϙÍϙťĖıôīƅϙıÍĲĲôŘϟϙ AI Lead s 
sup p or t the cur ren t pro p osa l (as out lin ed in the proced ures  sect ion 5). They all agree that they w an t 
to be con sulted if a  stud en t may fail the course  due to a san ct io n .  

Dr. Packa l en g a ve  an e xamp l e  fro m her own  Bus iness  course, which includes E ng in eer in g  stud en ts . 
A n Eng in eer i ng stud ent p lag ia r i zed in  an ass ig n ment wort h 40% of the course mar k . Given the 
opp o rt un it y  to resub mit , the stud ent plag iar i zed again in the  resub mi t ted assig n ment . A failure in 
the course would be a reaso n ab l e san ct io n for that beh av iour.  But  Dr. Packa len was aware of oth er 
facto rs ; this was the last course the stud en t req uired in a strea m, they had no oppo r t un i ty to reta ke  
it , and it would have stopp ed them grad uat in g . These are the kind s of scen a ri os where the home AI 
Lead would wan t to be con sulted  on the san ct ion .  

3) Assignment of Sanction of Failure in the Course, or Sanction that leads to Failure in the 
Course  

Th ere was discuss i on of how the lang uage of ‘likel y ’ to fail  could be  open to inter p retat io n . One way 
to red uce that would be to set a thres ho ld of course grad e red uct ion that would most likely trig ger a 
course failure –  for exampl e, 40% .  

It was noted that it is rare for inst r ucto rs to imp ose a san ct io n of stra ig ht failure (g ra d e of zero ) in the 
èĺŪŘŜôϟϙ[ĺŜŜϙĺċϙèĺŪŘŜôϙıÍŘħŜϙĖŜϙÍϙıĺŘôϙèĺııĺĲϙŜÍĲèťĖĺĲϢϙĖċϙťēôϙŕôĲÍīťƅϙĖŜϙŜĖČĲĖƱèÍĲťϙôĲĺŪČēϠϙ
fa i l ure beco mes a likel y outco me. AI Lead s were clea r that they would like to ass ig n the san ct ion for 
ťēôϙƱŘŜťϙťƅŕôϙĺċϙċÍĖīŪŘôϠϙæŪťϙîĖîϙĲĺťϙſÍĲťϙťĺϙŜÍĲèťĖĺĲϙťēôϙŜôèĺĲîϙťƅŕôϟϙ�ēôϙŜŪæèĺııĖťťôôϙÍČŘôôîϙťēÍťϙ
we must be careful not to treat each of these cases wit h too much inco ns isten cy.  

It was also noted that in a profess i on a l prog ra m, ethica l beh av iour may be one  of the course 
exp ectat i on s ϟϙIċϙÍϙŜťŪîôĲťϙēÍîϙÍϙƱĲîĖĲČϙĺċϙîôŕÍŘťŪŘôϙċŘĺıϙ�I in the course , they would fail that 
exp ectat i on  and therefo re the course. That is more of an acad emic decis ion than a san ct ion for the 
depa r t ure ,  but the end result for the stud en t is the same.  

It was poin ted out ťēÍťϙĖťϙèĺŪīîϙæôϙîĖƯĖèŪīť for instr ucto rs to  und ersta nd the thresh o ld of where the 
stud en t is at risk of failin g , when ass ig n in g a san ct io n . One chall enge is what hap p ens when the 
îôŕÍŘťŪŘôϙĖŜϙĺĲϙťēôϙƱŘŜťϙÍŜŜĖČĲıôĲťϙĺċϙťēôϙèĺŪŘŜôϠϙŜĺϙťēôϙŪīťĖıÍťôϙĖıŕÍèťϙĖŜϙŪĲħĲĺſĲϙÍťϙťēôϙťĖıôϙĺċϙ
a ss ign ing a san ctio n . iĲôϙŜŪČČôŜťĖĺĲϙſÍŜϙťēÍťϙťēôϙŜÍĲèťĖĺĲϙċĺŘϙÍϙƱŘŜťϙîôŕÍŘťŪŘôϙŜēĺŪīîĲЍťϙŘôŜŪīťϙĖĲϙ
fa i l i ng a c253 
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