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This review of the Academic Standing Committee is submitted in accordance with the duties of the 

Committee on Committees to review each Faculty Senate Committee at five-year intervals, using the 

following five criteria established by the Faculty Senate: 

1. Do the Standing Rules clearly reflect the function and composition of this committee? 

2. Have the Committee's action or function, as reported in the annual reports and based on 

consultation with the current chair and committee, been consistent with their Standing Rules? 

3. Do the annual reports provide a memory of the issues this committee addressed, their activities, 

and any outcomes? 

4. What has been the role/benefit of student members? 

5. What connection is there to the University's strategic goals? 

The Committee on Committees reports that: 

1. The Standing Rules for the Academic Standing Committee that are currently posted on the Faculty 

Senate web site (dated February 2004) only partially reflect the function and composition of this 

committee. Debbie Bird, Head Advisor for the College of Forestry and current chair of this 

committee, reports that she submitted standing rules revisions on behalf of this committee before 

leaving for a fall term sabbatical in September, but these proposed revisions are significantly 

different from what is currently posted on the web. The Committee on Committees has not 

reviewed these standing rules revisions, but once they are implemented, they will better reflect this 

committee's current activities. The new standing rules include more specificity and amend the 

number of committee members. The chair has resubmitted them to Vickie Nunnemaker in the 

Faculty Senate office and has requested that I include their proposed revisions with my report. I 

have attached them at the end of this document. 

2. The Academic Standing Committee actions are available in annual reports from 1998-99, 1999-

2000, 2000-2001, and 2002-2003 (the report for 2001-2002 is not posted on the web). The 

primary duty of this committee is to hear requests for reinstatement by exception from students 

academically suspended from OSU, and according to the chair and the reports, the committee has 

been meeting this basic function. The chair reports that the current committee has revisited and 

clarified the academic guidelines whereby students can be considered for reinstatement by 

exception. This has led to align more clearly their practice with the guidelines and to make 

recommendations in the annual reports regarding standing rules and committee membership. 

3. The annual reports of the Academic Standing Committee present a detailed chronological history of 

the Committee's activities and include recommendations and considerations for the subsequent 

year. As stated above, there is no posted annual report for the year 2001-2002. The report for 

year 2002-2003, submitted by chair Debbie Bird, chronicles the events that led this committee to 

revisit its practices, guidelines, and standing rules. 

4. Student membership has been a perpetual struggle for this committee. According to the chair, 

there are two issues that are impediments to having and maintaining student members. The first is 

the time commitment. This committee convenes for appeal hearings during winter and spring 

breaks, during the summer prior to school starting, and on multiple occasions during the first two 

weeks of each term. These appeal hearings occur in 4-hour blocks, so even if the student is on 

campus, their class schedule may not accommodate such an investment of time. The time 

obligation actually has proven to be an impediment for faculty membership as well, particularly 

those whose 9-month contracts hinder participation in the appeal dates in the summer. The other 

concern with student membership revolves around the issue of confidentiality. The nature of the 

appeal process reveals information about the student that is otherwise confidential. The chair 

reports that there was a student on this year's committee roster, but he/she never showed up to 



any committee meetings. The chair thinks that having graduate students serve on the committee 

would be an appropriate and effective solution to the lack of student involvement. There was a 

graduate student member during the 2000-2001 school year. 

5. The Academic Standing Committee is connected to the University's strategic goal of creating a 

"compelling learning experience" in its efforts to provide students with an avenue whereby they 

can present extraordinary circumstances that have contributed to their academic difficulty. The 

formality of the process, which includes drafting a "request for reinstatement" letter and making a 

personal appearance before the committee, is purposefully constructed to have students review 

and reconsider the entirety of their academic experience and delineate the educational and 

personal changes they want to enact in their lives, regardless of whether or not the committee 

chooses to reinstate them. The Committee is connected to the strategic goal of being a "top-tier 

university' in that it reinforces the academic rules, regulations, and standards of the university. 

Proposed standing rules changes for the Academic Standing Committee 

 

Academic Standing Committee 

 

Current Standing Rules (as posted on the faculty senate web site) 

 

The Academic Standing Committee is charged with the enforcement of the regulations on Satisfactory 

Academic Standing. In this regard the Committee has developed guidelines for the administration of these 

regulations. Guidelines are reviewed annually to ensure that they continue to serve the interests of the 

University community and that they reflect current University policies and procedures. The Committee has 

discretionary authority to grant exceptions to the regulations on Academic Standing. The Committee hears 

all requests for reinstatement exceptions following academic suspension. Upon request of the student, the 

Committee conducts a personal interview to determine the causes of unsatisfactory performance and 

possible remedies. The Committee meets to consider such requests, as needed, each term prior to the last 

day to register. The Committee consists of seven Faculty and two Student members, and the Registrar (or 

representative), ex-officio, non-voting. 

 

Proposed Revised Standing Rules 

 

The Committee on Academic Standing is charged with the enforcement of the regulations on Satisfactory 

Academic Standing. In this regard the Committee has the authority to develop guidelines for the 

administration of these regulations. These guidelines are reviewed annually to ensure that they continue 

to serve the interests of the University community and that they reflect current University policies and 

procedures. The Committee has discretionary authority to grant exceptions to the regulations on Academic 

Standing. The Committee hears all requests for reinstatement exceptions following academic suspension, 

that meet the conditions detailed in Policy Guideline #7. Upon request of the student, the Committee 

conducts a personal hearing to determine the causes of unsatisfactory performance and possible 

reinstatement and remedies. These personal hearings occur during Committee meetings to consider 

requests for reinstatement by exception, as needed each term. Hearings are scheduled prior to the last 

day to register, when at all possible. Once the Committee makes its decision on a request for 

reinstatement by exception, and the hearing is completed, the case is considered closed. Appeals to 

Committee decisions may only be addressed by the Provost of the University after the Committee's 

decision has been recorded. Appeals must be based solely on the original file reviewed and acted upon by 

the Committee. The Committee will re-open a case only if significant new information is presented to it. 

The Committee consists of up to nine Faculty and two Student members, and the Registrar (or 

representative), ex-officio, non-voting. The committee chair is also a non-voting member, except in the 

case of a tie vote by Committee. Committee members involved in a student's request for exception may 

not participate in the vote. 
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