
 
Senate Rules Section 4. 

Change Rationale 
 

 
Below are the changes to the Senate Rules Section 4 with Rationale: 
 

 
Rationale:  

• These rules have not been updated writ large in over two decades and the nature of college admission has 
changed drastically during that time.  Of highest concern are mentions of standards and processes which are not 
currently in practice and for some, are not in accordance with current law. Removals are informational and 
process oriented with deference to policies in the Senate Rules. International student and students whose native 
language are other than English are different. For example, an International students can be from an English-
speaking country (https://international.uky.edu/sites/default/files/English%20Language%20Exemption_0.pdf),  
or in refugee or asylee status with the United States government. 

https://international.uky.edu/sites/default/files/English%20Language%20Exemption_0.pdf


• Last paragraph stricken as it confuses deficiency needs with admission. For certain students this is not needed in 

order to gain admission to the institution.  A good parallel is Academic Preparedness and Placement (APP) 

program which does not exclude admissibility to the institution but does add requirements to the student post 

admission.  The same would be true and thus the language was removed as it is inaccurate. 

• Section removed as it is operational and functional to the process of admission.  It is sharing what next steps 

applicants to the university must complete in order to obtain admission. 

• An international student can be from an English-speaking country 

(https://international.uky.edu/sites/default/files/English%20Language%20Exemption_0.pdf), or in refugee or 

asylee status with the United States government. 

• Made corrections to informalize office responsible for undergraduate admission. 

 
 
Rationale:  

• Outdated rules and industry standard/university specifical admission standards.  No longer in practice. 
 

 
 
Rationale:  

• By making “Chief Enrollment Officer” lowercase, it will withstand any future changes in administrative titles. 

• Clarified reporting structure to Senate. 

• Reiterated colleges have responsibility over determining admission requirements in accordance with the 
individual college rules, processes, and procedures. 



 
Rationale:  

• Reiterates SAAC’s role and process. 

• “Management System” is not a correct label for the decision-making process of undergraduate students. 
 

 
 
Rationale:  

• Admission for many students lives outside of the automatic admissions criteria (roughly 4,300 applicants in the 
prior 21-22 admission cycle). 

• Clarified and expanded on sections related to holistic review (the process through which students who do not 
meet the automatic admission criteria of the college they are applying are admitted).  Detailed holistic review 
process.   

• Outdated languages from two decades ago which is no longer in practice.  Added language to clarify where 
criteria will be posted. 



 
 
Rationale: 

• Removal of notation that race as a special consideration for admission decisions ensures the University is in line 
with current law. 

• Current Admission Decision Appeals process including faculty representation is now detailed in section 4.2.1.7. 
 
 
 



 
 
Rationale: 

• Codifies language in Senate rules related to Kentucky Administrative Regulations (KAR) pursuant to state law. 

• Made correction to informalize office responsible for undergraduate admission. 

• Reinforces deference to individual colleges surrounding selective criteria related to admissions. 

• Generalized non-selective colleges to ensure accuracy of the Senate rules barring any administrative changes. 

 
Rationale: 

• Holistic Review process and expectations are detailed in 4.2.1.2.1.1 
 



 

Rationale: 

• Generalized to ensure adaptability in admission practices.  Overarching standard modification of removing hard 
deadlines in Senate language. 

• Clarifies where admission deadlines are posted. 

 



Rationale: 

• No institutional need to define rigorous elections.  This is not a factor in line with state requirements for high 
school graduation. 

• Moved English portion to the top to match common published listing of course requirements. 

• Removed random reference to year 2002. 
 
 
 

 
Rationale: 

• Unnecessary from a process or policy standpoint.  Substitution process is referenced in section 4.2.1.4.2.1.  
Language is decades old as the only reference is to ACT scores and not unweighted high school GPA or other 
standardized test scores utilized by admission. 

 

 
Rationale: 

• Generalizes office completing undergraduate work. 

• Adding unweighted high school GPA aligns with current practices. Students in this section could be at various 
stages of their secondary career and ACT testing would be inappropriate. 

• Reinforced language in 4.2.1.5.3 related to non-degree-seeking students completing only up to 24 credit hours.  
This ensures coverage in the various non-degree sections. 

• Reinforces federal policy non-degree students are not eligible for Title IV funds. 
 

 
Rationale: 



• Generalized staff member coordinating with undergraduate admission as it pertains to student athlete 
designations. 

• Removal of outdated language related to the purpose of the Academic Integrity Committee.  Student athletes 
are admitted pursuant to the language described in 4.2.1.3.2. 

 
 

 
Rationale: 

• Replaced more industry standard language of higher education with postsecondary. 

• The previous policy of looking specifically at the last institution attended created undue hardship and burden on 
transfer students who had been successful throughout their academic career but encountered challenges at 
their previous institution solely.  The admission appeal committee (with extensive faculty representation) 
recognized this trend and the change was approved when presented to Senate committee SAASC.   

 

 
Rationale: 

• Change based on concordance tables with TOEFL and generalized standardized testing language related to 
English language proficiency.    All SEC institutions are now accepting Duolingo and allows us to remain 
competitive with our peers.  Admissibility criteria can change thus the removal of specific scores from the SR.  



An example: previously, the minimum Duolingo score equaled 95 for admission to an undergraduate program. 
Utilizing data informed and transparent communication, Duolingo changed the concordance according to 105 
and that change was operationalized at the unit level. 

 
 
 

 
Rationale:  

• Generalized gender in relation to student. 

• Added full name of accrediting body. 
 

 
Rationale:  

• Generalized language for office responsible for undergraduate admission. 

• Removal of redundant language.  Non-degree students are defined. 
 



 
Rationale: 

• “this university” converted to UK to clarify noun. 
 
 

 
 
Rationale: 

• Detached ACT and SAT scores as being required per KHEAA. 

• Added note related to Next Gen Scholars as a separate agreement. 



 
Rationale: 

• Updates and codifies all aspects of the Admission Decision Appeals process. 

• Codifies Senate and faculty representation on the admission appeals committee. 

• Updates to align with current practices, technology, and process. 

• Generalizes office responsible for undergraduate admission. 


