
MINUTES
UNIVERSITY SENATES CONFERENCE
University Senates Conference
May 22, 2026
Page 1

University Senates Conference
May 22, 2026
Page 2	
DATE:           May 22, 2026
				
PLACE: 

University of Illinois Chicago 		University of Illinois Urbana-Champaign
Richard Daley Library, Room 1-470  	National Center for Supercomputing Applications
801 S Morgan St		 		1205 W Clark St, Room 3000
Chicago, IL 					Urbana, IL 

[bookmark: _Hlk215662948]PRESENT:     Carmichael, Danziger, De Groote, Fisher, Floros, Golecki, Lyons, Maher, Mi, Moorhouse, Schwinn, Tolliver

           UIC:     Carmichael, Danziger, De Groote, Fisher, Floros, Golecki, Maher, Mi, 
Moorhouse, Schwinn, Tolliver
        UIUC:     Lyons

ABSENT:       Barnwell, Clancy, Erricolo, Herrera, Kalita, Roseman, Symes, Wink

GUESTS:       Timothy Killeen, Nicholas Jones, Jay Walsh, Chancellor Miranda

I. Call to Order
Professor De Groote called the meeting to order at 10:00 a.m.  

II. Remarks from the USC Vice Chair
Professor De Groote welcomed Professor Golecki to the meeting.  Introductions were made.  

Professor De Groote mentioned her recent inquiry with University Counsel, Scott Rice, regarding challenges faced when feedback is provided by individual members on the USC presentation slides for the BOT meeting since the feedback is not sent to everyone on USC.  Mr. Rice did not feel there was an OMA issue since decisions were not being made.  The email can be sent to everyone and should be marked “draft for deliberative purpose process.”

Professor De Groote also inquired about the actual work that needs to be conducted by the USC Statutes and Governance Committee (SGC) which meets regularly but is becoming inundated with statutes revisions.  Holding a working group is not the same as having a meeting since decisions are not being made, only work is being performed.  However, any SGC voting and decision making would have to be taken to their publicly  noticed meeting which will comply with OMA. 

Professor De Groote mentioned that Mr. Rice will have University Counsel Andrea Schneider prepare guidance.

III. Roll Call
Mr. Perryn called the roll.  Quorum: Yes, with 12 members present.

Members physically present during roll call: Carmichael, Danziger, De Groote, Fisher, 
                                                                        Floros, Golecki, Lyons, Maher, Mi, 
                                                                        Moorhouse, Schwinn, Tolliver                                                           

IV. Approval of remote participation
None

V. Public Comment
None

VI. Approval of the minutes from March 24, 2026, and April 21, 2026
Professor Floros made a motion to approve the minutes from March 24, 2026, and April 21, 2026 (as amended).  Professor Fisher seconded the motion.  No discussion.  The motion was approved by a roll call vote.  Motion passed.

                   Yes:   Carmichael, Danziger, De Groote, Fisher, Floros, Golecki, Maher, Mi, 
                              Moorhouse, Schwinn, Tolliver                 
          
                    No:  None
             Abstain:  Lyons

VII. Classification of Senate Minutes
USC expressed the concern that the senates are sending the Classification of Senate Minutes items over without including documentation to provide context of the item USC is voting on. USC requested an individual hyperlink for each item to make quick research possible ahead of the vote.  Senates currently provide a hyperlink for the meeting documents however this creates a time-consuming endeavor to learn about an item.  Mr. Perryn will contact each senate and advise of this imperative going forward.  

Note: Because of time constraints, voting on the classification was deferred until the afternoon session resumed. 

Professor De Groote made a motion to approve the Classification of Senate Minutes.  Professor Moorhouse seconded the motion.  No discussion.  The motion was approved by a show of hands vote by members in the room.  Motion passed.

                   Yes:   Carmichael, Danziger, De Groote, Fisher, Floros, Golecki, Maher, Mi, 
                              Moorhouse, Schwinn, Tolliver

                    No:  None
             Abstain: None

Class I:	   Matters of policy affecting one campus only. Item is sent to the President and   
   Board of Trustees for action.
	
Class II:	   Matters affecting more than one campus.  Item is sent to Senate(s) for action,  
   then to President and Board of Trustees.  At the time of this classification, the 
   Conference member will file with the recording secretary an accurate final copy 
   of the Senate action.

Class III:  Amendments to the University of Illinois Statutes.  The procedure is the same  
   as with Class II items.  At the time of reporting this classification, the 
   Conference member will file with the recording secretary an accurate final copy 
   of the Senate action. 

Class N:  This designation requires no USC action but alerts one or more Senates to an 
   item of interest from the originating Senate.  The "N" is preceded by and 
   followed by a lower-case letter(s); c = Chicago; s = Springfield; u = Urbana-
   Champaign; usc = University Senates Conference.  Example: "cNs,u" means 
   that a matter has come up in the Chicago Senate, which may be of interest to 
   Springfield and Urbana-Champaign.

a. UIC:
April 23, 2026

Class I

Approved the following new and revised programs and policies

PR-26.60, Proposal to Revise the Master of Urban Planning and Policy 

PR-26.61, Proposal to Revise the Master of Physiology for Therapeutic 
                              Development 

PR-26.62, Proposal to Establish the Executive Nurse Leadership Concentration in  
 the Doctor of Nursing Practice 

PR-26.63, Proposal to Revise the Master of Business Administration Core 
                              Curriculum 

PR-26.64, Proposal to Establish the Interprofessional Collaborative Practice (ICP)    
   Course Subject 

PR-26.65, Proposal to Revise the Ten Master of Science Degrees in the College 
  of Engineering to Create a Co-Op Track 

PR-26.66, Proposal to Establish the Master of Science in Structural Engineering 

PR-26.67, Proposal to Establish the Master of Science in Medical Science 

PR-26.68, Proposal to Revise the Concentration in Epidemiology in the Master of 
 Public Health

PR-26.69, Proposal to Establish the Joint Doctor of Medicine/Master of Public ?
 Health, Generalist Concentration 

PR-26.70, Proposal to Eliminate the Concentration in Population Health for 
                              Healthcare Professionals in the Master of Public Health 

		PR-26.71, Proposal to Eliminate the Joint Doctor of Medicine/Master of Public 
                                          Health, Concentration in Population Health for Healthcare 
                                          Professionals 

PR-26.72, Proposal to Establish the Joint Bachelor of Science in Biomedical 
  Engineering/Master of Science in Biomedical Engineering 

PR-26.73, Proposal to Establish the Joint Bachelor of Science in Biomedical 
  Engineering/Master of Science in Bioinformatics 

PR-26.74, Proposal to Revise the Joint Bachelor of Arts in Public Policy/Master 
 of Public Administration 

PR-26.75, Proposal to Revise the Joint Bachelor of Arts in Public Policy/Master 
 of Public Policy

PR-26.76, Proposal to Revise the Joint Bachelor of Arts in Public Policy/Master 
 of Science in Civic Analytics 	

PR-26.77, Proposal to Revise the Joint Bachelor of Arts in Urban Studies/Master 
 of Public Administration 

PR-26.78, Proposal to Revise the Joint Bachelor of Arts in Urban Studies/Master 
 of Public Policy

PR-26.79, Proposal to Revise the Joint Bachelor of Arts in Urban Studies/Master 
 of Science in Civic Analytics 

PR-26.80, Proposal to Revise the Bachelor of Science in Finance 

PR-26.81, Proposal to Revise the Concentration in Corporate Finance in the 
 Bachelor of Science in Finance 

PR-26.82, Proposal to Revise the Minor in Real Estate 

CP-26.07, Proposal to Revise the Campus Certificate in Assistive Technology 

Class III

The UIC Senate approved the motion to forward the UIC Senate’s feedback to the University Senates Conference about the proposed revision to the Statutes, Article IV, Section 1 – The Department, Section 2 – Department Organized with a Chair (Section 2b – Department Organized with a Chair), Section 3 – Department Organized with a Head (Section 3b – Department Organized with a Head), and Section 4 – Change of Department Administrative Organization (USC ST-89).


Class N

The motion to forward the UIC Senate’s feedback to the University Senates Conference about the proposed revisions to the Statutes, Article I, Section 5 – Chancellors and Vice Presidents, Article II, Section 3a(1) – Faculty Role in Governance, and Article III, Section 1g – The University (USC ST-87) failed. 

Approved the UIC Senate Resolution on the Adoption of the “Principal” Title Modifier 

b. UIS: 
None

c. UIUC:
April 27, 2026

Class I

a) EP.26.152, Establish the Graduate Certificate in Foundations of Global Studies in the College of Liberal Arts and Sciences and the Graduate College 

b) EP.26.155, Establish the Graduate Minor in French & Francophone Studies in the College of Liberal Arts and Sciences and the Graduate College 

Class III

(a) SP.26.02, Proposed Revision to the Statutes, Article II, Sections 3a(1) and 3a(2) – Faculty Role in Governance (ST-91) 


Class N

a) SC.26.20, 2026-2027 Senate and Senate Executive Committee (SEC) Meeting Schedules

b) SP.26.05, Revision to the Bylaws, Part B.8 – Part B.9 (committee chair vacancies)

c) SP.26.15, Revision to the Bylaws, Part D.4 – Committee on the Budget (membership)

d) EP.26.151, Report of Administrative Approvals Through April 27, 2026

e) EP.26.154, Graduate College Policy Updates for Academic Year 2026-2027 

f) EP.26.157, Report on Administrative Action for Programs with Red Boxed Courses, General Education Table Edits in Program of Study Tables, or ‘Catalog Editing’ Changes

VIII. Meeting with President Killeen, EVP Jones and VP Walsh – 10:15
Professor De Groote welcomed President Killeen (zoom), EVP Jones (zoom), and VP Walsh to the meeting.

President Killeen reported that more than 28,000 students graduated this year.  There is new census data in terms of the five-year post-graduation outlook based on 2020 – 2021 classes, indicating that many students remained in Illinois.  Enrollment is strong and is likely to be higher than last year’s fall enrollment which was at 101,000 students.

President Killeen mentioned that he had just finished a call with Mexico’s Ministry of Health.  They just signed a five-year Memorandum of Understanding.  VP Walsh mentioned that the idea is to link health initiatives.  There are several diseases they are interested in.  The goal would be to focus on their approach to urban and rural health and providing healthcare for under-resourced individuals.  They have an interest in several initiatives that we have that would be of interest to them such as cancer, diabetes, heart disease, as well as quantum computing.  The healthcare initiatives will be driven in part by the huge advance in computing power that will be available when quantum computers become of a more industrial scale.

USC inquired about the proposed equity funding legislation bill.  EVP Jones reported that the proposed legislation is being returned to the Rules Committee.  President Killeen indicated that if it is passed, the UI System would experience sub-inflation funding for at least a 10-year period.  EVP Jones mentioned that the UI System educates approximately 53% of public college students in Illinois yet would only receive about 32% of new funding under the model.  The misalignment raises serious concerns about equity and sustainability.  EVP Jones discussed concerns including adequacy gap concerns if the proposed funding model becomes law. The legislation if implemented will be operationalized by IBHE (Illinois Board of Higher Education).

A question was raised on how the funding allocation would work under the proposed equity funding bill.  IBHE would calculate the allocations, and the model would strongly influence outcomes.  The funds would still go through the BOT which has the fiduciary responsibility to allocate resources across the UI System.  There is concern about how the allocation would work in practice as it may undermine the BOT’s traditional authority to make decisions in the best interest of the entire UI System.  

USC inquired about the internal formula to distribute state funds across the universities within the UI System.  EVP Jones advised there is no internal formula.  Allocation decisions are made through the annual budget process where each university presents its needs, performance, and outlook.  Allocations are determined holistically, not algorithmically.  While there are historical patterns, there is some flexibility.  This allows the UI System to account for differences in mission, cost structure, and strategic priorities in ways a formula cannot.  The prospective external formula oversimplifies institutional differences, whereas the current internal process is designed to reflect them.

USC inquired about a comprehensive internal equity review.  HR regularly analyzes salaries by category, factoring in cost of living, market benchmarks and peer comparisons.  About 40% of employees are covered by collective bargaining or the civil service system, which limits flexibility, while the remaining staff are being addressed through initiatives like job architecture and compensation frameworks.  Equity is actively managed on an ongoing basis, with the ability to do deeper analysis if specific concerns arise, rather than through a single systemwide reset.

USC inquired about a public statement for the Discovery Partners Institute.  A new strategic plan for DPI is going to be out shortly that describes the five pillars and the essential characteristics of the new mission.

USC requested an update on the legislation to allow community colleges to offer select bachelor’s degrees and the anticipated impact on UIC, UIS, and UIUC.  It targets areas like nursing, cybersecurity, and early childhood education where it is perceived there is a shortage of personnel across the state. This is a bill that is high priority for the governor and there should be more information known in the next week.  

USC inquired about the federal student loan changes.  The new limits do not cover the true cost of many graduate and professional programs, and they eliminate or reduce key loan options like Grad PLUS.  This creates significant funding gaps for students.  There is concern that a large share of students rely on these loans at institutions like UIC, which would mean a substantial impact.  Students are more likely to turn to private loans which are less predictable and often more expensive.  There is also concern that the new narrower definition of “professional programs” excludes critical fields like nursing, public health, and social work, despite their higher costs.  This change risks reducing access, particularly for students who have historically benefited from federal loan availability.  There is no clear alternative at the federal or state level. 

VP Walsh shared that IIN (Illinois Innovation Network) is a structured, statewide collaboration—not a top-down system initiative. It’s governed by a council representing all 15 hubs (the 12 public universities plus partner sites), with system offices providing support but not control.

Its core focus is connecting universities, communities, and partners to drive economic development, social innovation, and workforce outcomes across the state.  Much of the work happens through collaborative grants, faculty-led initiatives, and regional partnerships tailored to local needs.

The direction is evolving.  There is a push to shift from centrally driven initiatives to more university and region led projects, while continuing to build stronger partnerships with entities like Discovery Partners Institute and industry.

Professor De Groote expressed appreciation to President Killeen, EVP Jones, and VP Walsh for the engaging discussion.

The meeting recessed for lunch at 12:17 p.m. and resumed at 1:01 p.m.  

PRESENT:    Banwell, Clancy, Danziger, Erricolo, Fisher, Floros, Herrera, Maher, 
                       Moorhouse, Mi, Schwinn, Symes, Tolliver (online), Wink (online)

IX. Meeting with UIC Chancellor Miranda
Professor De Groote welcomed Chancellor Miranda to the meeting.  Introductions were made.

Chancellor Miranda spoke about the strong progress made over the past three years despite navigating a highly complex external environment.  Key accomplishments include stabilizing operations; improving enrollment and retention; strengthening student success outcomes; advancing research and faculty recognition and significantly increasing philanthropy while continuing to enhance the universities reputation locally and nationally.  Financially, the university has moved toward a more sustainable model, reduced reliance on reserves, and prioritized strategic investments like student success and major capital projects.

Looking ahead, the focus will be on positioning UIC as a leading urban public research university with a strong statewide mission.  Key opportunities include growth in research, healthcare, and community impact, while major challenges include financial pressures, changes in federal policy and sustaining access and affordability.

Professor De Groote expressed appreciation to Chancellor Miranda for attending.

Committee meetings were held from 2:05 p.m. – 2:45 p.m.

The meeting resumed at 2:48 p.m.

X. Vote: USC Member for the 2026-2027 President’s Executive Leadership Program (PELP)
Prior to the meeting, Professor Barnwell expressed written interest in participating in PELP.  Professor Maher made a motion for Professor Barnwell to serve as the USC Representative in the PELP Program.  Professor Moorhouse seconded the motion.  The vote was taken by a show of hands.  Motion passed.

          Yes:  Carmichael, Danziger, De Groote, Fisher, Floros, Golecki, Maher, Mi, 
                   Moorhouse, Schwinn, Tolliver 
           No:  None
   Abstain:   None

XI. Today’s Business – Action Items
a. Review schedule of Presenters and Observers to fill vacancies
	BOT Mtg/Loc.
	Presenter
	Title due 9:00 a.m.
	Slides due 9:00 a.m.
	Observer (From)

	7/16/2026 (UIUC)
	De Groote
	5/28/2026
	06/11/2026
	Moorhouse (UIUC)

	09/17/2026 (UIUC)
	New Chair
	07/30/2026
	08/13/2026
	 Moorhouse (UIUC)

	11/12/2026 (UIC)
	
	09/24/2026
	10/08/2026
	                   (UIC)

	01/21/2027 (UIC)
	
	11/05/2026
	11/19/2026
	                  (UIC)

	03/25/2027 (UIS)
	
	02/04/2027
	02/18/2027
	                  (UIS)

	05/20/2027 (UIUC)
	
	04/01/2027
	04/15/2027
	                  (UIUC)


 
b. Determine topics for USC Presentations at the Board of Trustees Meetings 
i. July 16, 2026-USC End of Year Report
ii. September 17, 2026-
iii. November 12, 2026-

XII. 2027 USC Nominating Committee- Information for today’s meeting (USC Bylaws 4.3.1)
Professor Floros indicated that all new and continuing members should have received an interest survey.  A slate will be created.  To date, one nomination for USC Chair has been received.  

XIII. Today’s Business – Discussion
a. USC Response to Guests
The discussion with VP Walsh was informative.  USC mentioned the challenge is learning what is taking place with the programs.  A suggestion was made that future USC brainstorming sessions could include ways IIN could reach out to faculty to determine interest.  Could there be a faculty development webinar?

Professor Carmichael departed at 3:00 p.m.

b. Brainstorm potential areas UIC, UIS, and UIUC could collaborate more directly
This topic will be discussed as part of the June meeting. 

XIV. Old Business – Information and Discussion Items
a. OT-393: revised Policy on Integrity and Scholarly Activities
Letter transmitted to UIC, UIS, and UIUC Senate Executive Committee Chairs 10/23/2025 for input by 05/01/2026.  Input received from UIC Senate 03/13/2026 sent to SGC.

Status: Input is needed from UIS and UIUC Senates.  Item referred to AARC by SGC.

b. ST-83: Revisions to the Statutes – newly proposed revisions. Sent to Executive Vice President Wilson 05/01/2020. Proposed revisions to the Statutes (USC ST-83 following ST- 77) transmitted to UIS, UIC, and UIUC Senates 09/02/2021. UIC responded with Collated Comments 01/12/2022. USC sent a request for bifurcation and clarification to UIC on 02/08/2022. UIC Senate Request for Modifications 12/01/2022.  The proposed statutory revisions have been transmitted to UIS, UIC, and UIUC Senates.  UIC, UIS, and UIUC Senates have sent their response.  USC has referred ST-83 to SGC.  ST-83 was transmitted to the Senates (UIC, UIS, UIUC) and President Killeen 08/28/2024.  Addendum to ST-83 sent to the Senates (UIC, UIS, UIUC) and President Killeen 10/18/2024. ST-83 returned from President Killeen 12/02/2024.  Letter to the Senates on the next steps for ST-83 sent 01/07/2025.  Feedback received from UIC Senate 01/31/2025. 

Status: ST-83 is currently being worked on by SGC.

c. ST-87: Proposed Revisions to the Statutes, Article I, Section 5 – Chancellors and Vice Presidents, Article II, Section 3a (1) – Faculty Role in Governance, and Article III, Section 1g – The University. Passed UIUC Senate 11/15/2021. Transmitted to UIC and UIS Senates on 03/02/2022.  Feedback from UIS received 09/30/2025.

Status: Input is needed from UIC Senate.

d. ST-89: Proposed Revisions to the Statutes, Article IV, Section 1 – The Department, Section 2 – Department Organized with a Chair (Section 2b – Department Organized with a Chair), Section 3 – Department Organized with a Head (Section 3b – Department Organized with a Head), and Section 4 – Change of Department Administrative Organization.  Passed UIUC Senate 04/24/2023.  Transmitted to UIC and UIS 06/21/2023.

Status: Input is needed from UIC and UIS Senates.

e. ST-90: Proposed revisions to the Statutes, Article IX, Section 7a – Sabbatical Leaves and Unpaid Leaves of Absence for Members of the Faculty.  Passed UIC Senate 03/14/2024.  USC referred ST-90 to SGC.  Letter transmitted to UIC Senate with the request to resubmit after ST-83 has been resolved 08/06/2024.  Transmitted ST-90 to UIS and UIUC Senate for input 04/23/2025.  Input received from UIS Senate 03/06/2026 sent to SGC.

Status: Input is needed from UIUC Senate.

f. ST-91: Proposed revisions to the Statutes, Article II, Sections 3a (1) and 3a (2) – Faculty Role in Governance.  Passed UIC Senate 03/14/2024.  USC referred ST-91 to SGC.    Letter transmitted to UIC Senate with the request to resubmit after ST-83 has been resolved 08/06/2024.  Transmitted ST-91 to UIS and UIUC Senate for input 04/23/2025.

Status: Input is needed from UIS and UIUC Senates.

g. ST-92: Proposed Revision to the Statutes, Article IX, Section 6b – Severe Sanctions Other Than Dismissal for Cause for Members of the Faculty.  Passed UIUC Senate 09/18/2023.  Discussed at 09/22/2025 USC Meeting.  Transmitted to UIC and UIS for input 10/10/2025 for input requested by 04/15/2026.  Input received from UIC Senate 03/13/2026 sent to SGC.

Status: Input is needed from UIS Senate

h. ST-94: Proposed Revision to the Statutes, Article II, Section 3 – Faculty Role in Governance, Article, IX, Section 3.c

Status: Item referred to SGC 12/04/2025

i. ST-95: Proposed Revision to the Statutes, Article XIII, Section 8 – Amendments
Passed UIUC Senate April 6, 2026.  Sent to SGC 04/07/2026.

Status: ST-95 is currently being working on by SGC.

XV. Updates from Standing Committees 
a. Academic Affairs and Research (AARC)
Professor De Groote noted some summary feedback to EVP Jones is needed which should be part of the proposal and come back to USC.  Once USC approves, Mr. Perryn will send it to EVP Jones.

b. Finance, Budget, and Benefits (FBBC)
Professor Danziger shared that FBBC met with Aaron Carter, Senior Assistant Vice President of Procurement and Payment Services, about procurement and reimbursement concerns of the faculty.  A request from USC was to receive an update when the committee has a presenter.  Professor Danziger will reach out to Professor Lyons to let her know and also to solicit questions from USC.

c. Statutes and Governance (SGC)
Professor Fisher mentioned that SGC had reviewed all of their items at the meeting.

XVI. Updates and Senate Priorities from each University
a. University of Illinois Chicago
Professor De Groote mentioned that ST-87 was voted down by the UIC Senate.  A concern was also raised that the Chancellor did not hold a public forum for the provost search.  Provost Karen Colley retires at the end of June.

b. University of Illinois Springfield
Professor Fisher mentioned that despite the senate not having quorum for two meetings, the senate had a very productive year.  Several programs are being considered for closure or restructuring: BA in Mathematics; Philosophy; Theatre  Child Advocacy Studies is at risk due to staffing shortages, especially relying on a single faculty member.

Programs were asked to respond to administrative recommendations in the early spring, however faculty and senate members cannot see program proposals or administrative responses because they are only shared internally.  The lack of visibility has created frustration and concern about transparency.

The provost has indicated that programs cannot simply be eliminated unilaterally, and changes must go through shared governance processes: Department-College Curriculum Committees; Undergraduate Council – Senate

A critical concern raised is that the Deans (as seen at UIC) may suspend admissions to programs.  This would mean a program would disappear naturally over time.  The Senate Executive Committee may request a list of programs with suspended admissions to increase oversight.  There appears to be a top-down strategy.  Small programs face limited capacity to support multiple concentrations.  Scheduling and staffing constraints pose challenges resulting in increased reliance on online offerings, and tension with on-ground student expectations.

Professor Matthew Geras will be the new senate chair, and the vice chair will be Professor Kristi Barnwell.

c. University of Illinois Urbana-Champaign
No update.

XVII. Report on the President’s Alliance for Higher Education (Schwinn)
Professor Schwinn reported that the duration of status regulations will go into place soon, which sets a limit of four years for international students.  This will have an obvious impact.

XVIII. President’s Executive Leadership Program (Moorhouse)
Professor Moorhouse reported that the final PELP session took place in Washington, D.C.  There were 16 engagements over the three-day period with leaders across higher education, government, research, and policy organizations.  There was also an opportunity to engage with leadership across the UI System.  There were several important meetings focused on research and federal science policy.

The experience was highly informative and reaffirmed the importance of strong leadership and advocacy in higher education.  Observing President Killeen in action, particularly his ability to build relationships and communicate effectively, was highly impactful.
Despite ongoing challenges and broader global uncertainty, one key takeaway from both the trip and subsequent leadership conversations (including with the Chancellor) is the importance of maintaining a forward-looking, positive perspective.  The UI System is fortunate to have strong leadership and continues to be in a comparatively strong position relative to many peer institutions nationwide.
XIX. Updates from External Groups with USC Representation
a. Digital Risk Council (Fisher)
Professor Fisher reported that the council meets quarterly with the most recent meeting on May 14.  The recent cybersecurity attack on Canvas (third party vendor) was likely caused by a phishing/social engineering attack rather than a technical failure.  Each university has their own instance of Canvas, and each IT team handled recovery differently, working to restore services quickly.  There was no financial information exposed.  A forensic report is pending, and it is expected to provide more details.  Limited data was exposed (name, email, university identification number).  Two ongoing improvements mentioned are password less authentication and disaster recovery systems that would shift operations to cloud backups during attacks.  No system is fully secure, even experts can fall for sophisticated phishing attacks.  Discussions are ongoing about multi-factor authentication, which mean including use of QR Codes or facial recognition.

b. Enrollment Management Policy Council (Wink)
No update.

c. Research Misconduct in Prior Employment Committee (Tolliver)
Professor Tolliver reported that the committee has been working diligently and is very close to a final draft.

d. Review of Policy for Awarding of Emeritus/Emerita Status (De Groote)
Professor De Groote reported that the group had met and made a few edits, mostly adding the word provost.  

e. System HR Committee to review the UI System Policy on Background Checks (Schwinn)
Professor Schwinn reported that the committee met yesterday.  There is a draft to review over the summer.  Professor Schwinn will report back in the future on this.

f. System Research Integrity Policy Committee (Danziger)
Professor Danziger reported that the committee met a month ago and reviewed the comments submitted back to them.  The comments were addressed, but it is unclear where the document went next.

g. System-wide Data Strategy Advisory Group (Clancy)
No report.

h. System-wide Sexual Misconduct Prevention and Response Council (Moorhouse)
Professor Moorhouse reported that there has not been a meeting since turning in the reports in the fall.  There could be policy updates periodically.

i. U of I System AI Exchange (Maher)
Professor Maher mentioned that the group continues to meet quarterly, although there is discussion of turning it into a monthly cadence.  Mr. Joe Barnes is the primary convener.

A central focus of the group has been the development of a system-level “meta framework” for AI related policies.  The framework identifies key policy and practice domains (e.g.: instruction, research, administrative use); outlines areas where policies should exist; and emphasizes that individual universities are responsible for developing and implementing their own policies within the domain.

The overall approach is to be collaborative, vs. top-down control.  The intention is to share guidance rather than mandates, and that should allow organic alignment across the universities. 

There is a clear need to strengthen the framework by identifying guardrails for sensitive information in AI use; providing at least high-level guidance on acceptable vs. restrictive inputs; and addressing student data and academic work

j. University of Illinois System President’s Advisory Council (Lyons)
No report.

XX. New Business
Professor De Groote mentioned that USC narrowly met quorum.  Mr. Perryn will be sending a draft schedule out to see who cannot make it.  While USC normally meets on a date that the President can attend,  selecting a meeting date that best fits USC members’ schedule could mean it meets on a date that he cannot.

Professor Floros made the suggestion that it’s important to think about alternative activities once a month for class if the meeting interferes with the teaching schedule.

Mr. Perryn requested a response within five days of sending the draft for input since meeting locations need to be scheduled well in advance due to the number of conferences also occurring.

XXI. Closing remarks from the USC Vice Chair
Professor De Groote expressed appreciation to everyone for attending.  The year is wrapping up.

XXII. Adjournment – The meeting adjourned at 4:08 p.m.  

The next USC Meeting is on Thursday, June 25, 2026, and Friday, June 26, 2026, at the I Hotel & Conference Center.  

                                                                                             David Perryn
							USC Administration

