President’s Athletics Advisory Council (PAAC)

September 27, 2006
Panorama Room, Commons,  11:30 am to 1:00 p.m.

Members present:  Carl Hunt (Chair), Nancy Krogh, Kathy Browder, Kirk Trigsted, Don Crowley, Linda Morris, Annette Folwell, Bruce Pitman, Rob Spear, Maureen Taylor, John Wallace, JoJo Miller and Mallory Kellogg
The meeting was called to order at 11:35.   The two student athletes (Jojo Miller and Mallory Kelloff from the swim team) were welcomed and introductions were made.  Hunt announced that President White had appointed the Registrar (Krogh) to a standing position on the Council and Dr. Sharon Hutchison to an at-large faculty position on the Council.
Old Business:

Credit limit for 3-year Junior College transfer students.  Hunt reintroduced this issue and described that the problem was that the UI credit limit for junior college transfers precluded eligibility for students who remain at junior college for three years.  Specifically, the NCAA requires students entering their fourth year (those who attend JC for three years) to have 60% of their declared degree requirement completed; 60% of our required total of 128 is 77 credits which is more than the 70 credit maximum currently allowed for transfer from a JC.  Krogh described that the credit limit is common across 4-year schools and the rationale is to encourage JC students to proceed with their educational progress rather than prolong their JC experience.  After discussion of the credit limit rules, Krogh proceeded to recite the JC credit limits of many other WAC schools (BSU, UN-R, NMSU, SJSU, FSU, La Tech, UH, and USU) as well as Washington State University.  The limits of other WAC institutions did not seem to be any more relaxed than UI’s.  The transfer credit limit for WSU was described to be a maximum combined lower division credits of 73 allowed toward a total requirement of 120 for graduation.  Spear proposed a limit of 70 JC credits for 2-year JC transfers and 77 for 3-year transfers.  Discussion that followed generally discounted the legitimacy for a double standard for 2- versus 3-year transfers.
Browder expressed a concern that we should not allow NCAA rules to dictate our academic standards; several council members concurred with this concern.  Browder also asked for clarification for why 70 credits was the identified limit for the whole student population. This understanding might help the committee make a decision. The question was asked how other universities were dealing with the relatively new NCAA requiring 60% degree requirement completion after three years; Spear responded that he did not know but he felt that somehow other universities were granting eligibility for such transfer students.
Crowley noted that the WSU standard allowed lower division transfer credits to be just over 60% of the total required to graduate (73 per 120 = 60.8%) and that if we used the same language as in WSU’s requirement that our lower division credit limit would be 77 credits (60.8% of our total requirement of 128).  Although there was not unanimous consensus, most council members felt this change would not diminish the academic integrity of our degrees.  Crowley further pointed out that UI had sufficient other checks in place to require students to take upper division credits.
Crowley made a motion that we propose a change to the University Curriculum Committee that would use identical language as that used by WSU so as to allow a maximum of 77 lower-division credits to count toward the total requirement of 128 credits.  Trigsted seconded the motion.  The motion passed by a vote of 5 in favor, 3 opposed.  Hunt will proceed to propose the change to UCC.
Team Conditioning Credit.  Hunt reminded the Council that this issue involved allowing student athletes to earn credit for their participation in varsity athletics with a lower fee to be assessed for this credit.  Browder indicated that the problem was with the fee – that a fee can not be assessed to students in one section of the course and not assessed for students enrolled in other sections of the same course.  Consequently, she is currently pursuing having a new course established for this purpose and then examine the need for a fee for the new course.  Taylor and Spear will provide HPERD with a draft of a syllabus that states learning outcomes and evaluation procedures for the course that meet the the mission of HPERD’s BIP program and the Department of HPERD.  
New Business

Grade point average requirement for eligibility.  Hunt indicated that the NCAA academic requirements for eligibility for students entering their second year of school was a 1.8 GPA (which is consistent with the standard set by our own Athletic Department) and the student had to be in “academic good standing” with the institution.  The problem arose because a student entering the second year at UI with a 1.8 GPA would be on academic probation, which by the definition of our Registrar, would not be in academic good standing.  In the preceding week, an interpretation of “good academic standing” by the NCAA was found to be,  “a standard at least as demanding as the minimum standard applied to all students in order to participate in extracurricular activities at that institution”.  Because the UI does not have a minimum GPA standard for students to participate in extracurricular activities, UI student athletes with a 1.8 GPA could be considered in good academic standing, and therefore could be declared eligible.  Council members agreed with the current status of academic eligibility for student athletes at the UI, therefore the issue was dismissed.
Academic misconduct.  Folwell expressed a concern over recent cases of cheating in the classroom.  Spear assure the Council that the Athletic Department had a zero tolerance policy regarding cheating.  Pitman described procedures for reporting cheating to his office.  The Council was in favor of strict academic ethical standards for UI student athletes.
Meeting was adjourned at 1:05 PM.
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