Governance Form
0: AUP does not
recognize governance
issues or structures.

Institution

AUP: URL

1: AUP recognizes
governance issues or
structures but does NOT
include constituents from
across the institution
(students, faculty,
administrators, staff, IT
staff)
2: AUP governance
structure is
institutionalized with
constituents from across
the institution.

Community Colleges (Michigan)

Alpena CC--Alpena

AUP
https://
discover.alpenacc.edu/
docs/pdfs/
internet_usepolicy.pdf

0-1-2

Conflict
Resolution
0: AUP has no
mechanism for resolving
conflict between
constituent groups’ aims
and needs.
1: AUP enumerates
rules/constraints/
permissions to be
enforced by CIO or
administration
2: AUP resolves conflicts
through a representative
body that incorporates
all constituents.

0-1-2

Policy Purpose

Regulatory Targets

0: AUP exists to convey
prohibitions,
permissions, and
requirements to users

0: AUP uses “catch-all”
language to forbid
technologies and uses not
traditionally associated with
transmission models of
education.

1: AUP conveys
prohibitions,
permissions, and
requirements, and
suggests that the
changes in IT that affect
users will generate
revised controls.

2:AUP serves an
educational function.
It constructs IT as an
“environment” and
conveys rights and
responsibilities to
users; the policy
recognizes conflicting
roles of constituents as
a complicating factor
in IT policies.
0-1-2

1: AUP emphasizes risks, but
places them in context of
legitimate use.

2: AUP sees IT as open to
legal technologies and as an
enabling device for diverse
constituents of the
institution. Targets
destructive uses in terms of
their effect on constructive
uses and the IT
environment.

Notes

Overall
Percentage:
total/8
0-1-2
Refers authority to
MICHNET (ISP) which
links to dead link at
MERIT. Policy only
references email. Last
updated in2002

0

0

0

0

0%

Bay College --Escanaba

https://
mybay.baycollege.edu/
ICS/Portlets/ICS/
Handoutportlet/
viewhandler.ashx?
handout_id=28e8586a242b-4e63a11f-1e6d518765cc

0

1

0

1

25%

Mott CC--Flint

https://www.mcc.edu/
policies/
mcc_acceptable_use.s
html

0

0

0

1

12.5%

References MICHNET
as determining policy
for school

Delta College--University Center

http://www.delta.edu/
onlinetools/
deltacollegeaccessand
useguidelines.aspx

1

1

1

1

50%

Note that violations of
AUP are referred to
existing disciplinary
committees

Glen Oaks CC--Centreville

https://
www.glenoaks.edu/
facultystaff/
Documents/Acceptable
%20Technology
%20Use%20Policy.pdf

0

1

0

1

25%

Gogebic CC--Ironwood

https://
www.gogebic.edu/
publications/aup.shtm

0

1

0

0

12.5%

One-page document;
focuses on control by
institution

Grand Rapids CC--Grand Rapids

http://www.grcc.edu/
informationtechnology/
acceptableuseagreeme
nt

0

0

0

0

0%

Differentiates its own
network and policies
from MICHNET.
Explicitly says no
expectation of privacy.
dated 1997

Henry Ford College--Dearborn

https://its.hfcc.edu/aup

0

0

1

1

25%

Jackson College--Jackson

https://www.jccmi.edu/
wp-content/uploads/
2015/11/1601.pdf

1

1

2

1

62.5%

Kalamazoo Valley CC--Kalamazoo

https://www.kvcc.edu/
about/insidekvcc/
acceptableuse.htm

1

1

2

0

50%

Kellogg CC--Battle Creek

http://www.kellogg.edu/
helpdesk/acceptableuse-policy/

0

1

0

0

12.5%

http://
www.kirtland.edu/
policies-andprocedures/businesspolicies/pol-2-250internet-accountadministration

Kirtland CC--Roscommon

0

0

0

0

0%

Lake Michigan College--Benton Harbor

https://
www.lakemichigancolle
ge.edu/policies/
acceptable-use-fortechnology-resources

1

0

0

0

12.5%

Lansing CC--Lansing

http://www.lcc.edu/
policy/documents/
policies/acceptableuse-policy.pdf

0

1

1

1

37.5%

Macomb CC--Warren

http://
www.macomb.edu/
about-macomb/collegepolicies/administrative/
acceptable.html

0

0

0

1

12.5%

1

Emphasizes privacy;
informative
backgrounds

“This Internet Account
Administration policy
was designed to
protect users’ privacy,
to protect the System
or Network
Administrator (SNA) in
the performance of his
or her job, to allow
routine administrative
actions that might
affect users’ files, to
provide a mechanism
to allow non-routine,
non-emergency
access to users’ files,
and to provide
guidelines for the
occasional need to
take immediate
action.”
1998

Governance Form
0: AUP does not
recognize governance
issues or structures.

Institution

AUP: URL

1: AUP recognizes
governance issues or
structures but does NOT
include constituents from
across the institution
(students, faculty,
administrators, staff, IT
staff)
2: AUP governance
structure is
institutionalized with
constituents from across
the institution.

Conflict
Resolution
0: AUP has no
mechanism for resolving
conflict between
constituent groups’ aims
and needs.
1: AUP enumerates
rules/constraints/
permissions to be
enforced by CIO or
administration
2: AUP resolves conflicts
through a representative
body that incorporates
all constituents.

Policy Purpose

Regulatory Targets

0: AUP exists to convey
prohibitions,
permissions, and
requirements to users

0: AUP uses “catch-all”
language to forbid
technologies and uses not
traditionally associated with
transmission models of
education.

1: AUP conveys
prohibitions,
permissions, and
requirements, and
suggests that the
changes in IT that affect
users will generate
revised controls.

2:AUP serves an
educational function.
It constructs IT as an
“environment” and
conveys rights and
responsibilities to
users; the policy
recognizes conflicting
roles of constituents as
a complicating factor
in IT policies.

1: AUP emphasizes risks, but
places them in context of
legitimate use.

2: AUP sees IT as open to
legal technologies and as an
enabling device for diverse
constituents of the
institution. Targets
destructive uses in terms of
their effect on constructive
uses and the IT
environment.

Notes

Overall
Percentage:
total/8

Mid Michigan CC--Harrison

https://
www.midmich.edu/?
gid=2&sid=22&pid=74

0

0

0

0

0%

Monroe County CC--Monroe

https://
www.monroeccc.edu/
policies/pdfs/
200%20Administration/
238%20acceptable
%20use.pdf

1

0

0

0

12.5%

Montcalm CC--Sidney

https://
www.montcalm.edu/
CIS-lab/acceptableuse-policy

0

0

0

1

12.5%

Muskegon CC--Muskegon

http://
www.muskegoncc.edu/
pages/1496.asp

0

0

0

0

0%

North Central Michigan College-Petoskey

http://www.ncmich.edu/
resources-support/
other-support/northcentral-policiesresources/internetacceptable-usepolicy.html

1

0

0

0

12.5%

“The College network
and Internet access
administrators will he
the sole determiners
of what is considered
to be unacceptable.”
“The Executive
Director of Learning
Resources and
Technologies and the
Director of Human
Resources, in
conjunction with the
appropriate faculty
and staff, are
responsible for the
development and
publication of any
procedures or
guidelines that may be
necessary to
administer this policy
effectively.”

https://www.nmc.edu/
about/policies/boardstaff/D-506.06.html

Northwestern Michigan College-Traverse City

1

0

1

0

25%

Oakland CC--Bloomfield Hills

https://
www.oaklandcc.edu/
TAUR/

1

0

1

1

37.5%

St Clair County CC--Port Huron

http://www.sc4.edu/
acceptable-use-policy/

0

0

0

0

0%

Schoolcraft College--Livonia

http://
www.schoolcraft.edu/
about-us/consumerinformation/collegepolicies/computeruse#.Vv202sd9KCo

0

0

0

0

0%

Southwestern Michigan College-Dowagiac

https://
www.swmich.edu/sites/
swmich.edu/files/
about/acceptable-usepolicy.pdf

0

0

1

1

25%

Washtenaw CC--Ann Arbor

http://www.wccnet.edu/
trustees/policies/8022/

0

1

1

1

37.5%

Wayne County CC--Detroit

http://www.wcccd.edu/
dept/
IT_summary_of_pp.ht
m

0

0

1

0

12.5%

West Shore CC--Scottville

http://
www.westshore.edu/
c_students/
campus_technology/
acceptable_use_policy.
html

0

0

0

1

12.5%

Bay Mills Community College--Brimley

http://www.bmcc.edu/
sites/default/files/
final_bmcc_student_ha
ndbook.pdf
see page 16

0

0

0

0

0%

0.28

0.31

0.41

0.45

18.10%

0

0

2

2

50.0%

R1 Doctoral Universities

Colorado State University-Fort Collins

http://
policylibrary.colostate.
edu/policy.aspx?id=704
NOTE ADDITIONAL
LINKS

2

No expectation of
privacy

contrast with CIO
interview may prove
valuable

policy is contained in
student handbook

Governance Form
0: AUP does not
recognize governance
issues or structures.

Institution

AUP: URL

1: AUP recognizes
governance issues or
structures but does NOT
include constituents from
across the institution
(students, faculty,
administrators, staff, IT
staff)
2: AUP governance
structure is
institutionalized with
constituents from across
the institution.

Conflict
Resolution
0: AUP has no
mechanism for resolving
conflict between
constituent groups’ aims
and needs.
1: AUP enumerates
rules/constraints/
permissions to be
enforced by CIO or
administration
2: AUP resolves conflicts
through a representative
body that incorporates
all constituents.

Policy Purpose

Regulatory Targets

0: AUP exists to convey
prohibitions,
permissions, and
requirements to users

0: AUP uses “catch-all”
language to forbid
technologies and uses not
traditionally associated with
transmission models of
education.

1: AUP conveys
prohibitions,
permissions, and
requirements, and
suggests that the
changes in IT that affect
users will generate
revised controls.

2:AUP serves an
educational function.
It constructs IT as an
“environment” and
conveys rights and
responsibilities to
users; the policy
recognizes conflicting
roles of constituents as
a complicating factor
in IT policies.

1: AUP emphasizes risks, but
places them in context of
legitimate use.

2: AUP sees IT as open to
legal technologies and as an
enabling device for diverse
constituents of the
institution. Targets
destructive uses in terms of
their effect on constructive
uses and the IT
environment.

Notes

Overall
Percentage:
total/8

Georgia Institute of Technology

http://
www.policylibrary.gate
ch.edu/computer-andnetwork-usage-andsecurity NOTE
ADDITIONAL LINKs

2

0

2

2

75.0%

Massachusetts Institute of Technology

https://ist.mit.edu/
network/rules

0

0

2

2

50.0%

Michigan State University

itservices.msu.edu/
guidelines-policies/
aup.html NOTE
ADDITIONAL LINKS

1

1

2

2

75.0%

North Carolina State University

https://
policies.ncsu.edu/
policy/pol-08-00-01

1

1

1

1

50.0%

Stony Brook University

https://
it.stonybrook.edu/
policies/p109 NOTE
ADDITIONAL LINKS

1

1

2

2

75.0%

Tufts University

https://it.tufts.edu/ispol
NOTE ADDITIONAL
LINKS, TITLING

0

0

2

2

50.0%

University of California-San Diego

http://
adminrecords.ucsd.ed
u/PPM/docs/135-5.pdf
STATEWIDE PLUS
UCSD ITERATION

1

2

1

1

62.5%

University of Hawaii at Manoa

http://www.hawaii.edu/
policy/?
action=viewPolicy&poli
cySection=ep&policyC
hapter=2&policyNumbe
r=210

1

1

2

2

75.0%

University of Michigan-Ann Arbor

http://
www.itcs.umich.edu/
itcsdocs/r1103/ SEE
ADDITIONAL REGS
PER COLLEGE

2

2

2

2

100.0%

University of Pennsylvania

http://www.upenn.edu/
computing/policy/
aup.html

1

1

2

2

75.0%

0.9

0.8

1.8

1.8

0.28

0.31

0.41

0.45

Summary for R1 Doctoral Universities
Michigan Community Colleges

Average Score per
column
Average Score per
column

Notes
1. Schools were selected with a crude
random method. The selection began
with only community colleges in
Michigan, but after discussing AUPs
with six CIOs/administrators from a
wider range of schools, we turned to
the Carnegie Classifications as a
means of developing categories for
comparative measures. These other
types of schools revealed differences
that invited another set of
assessments, the ones in this
spreadsheet.

Note:
This criterion addresses the form
of governance. It refers to formal,
institutional structures such as
committees.

Note:
“Conflict resolution” refers to
conflicts between the
constituents of the IT
environment, e.g., between
technical administration and
faculty about the management of
bandwidth demands, or conflicts
between administrators’ notions
of appropriate use and academic
freedom issues. Conflict
resolution is not the same as
enforcement of rules.

2. Our goal is twofold: first, to develop
a more productive set of criteria for
assessing AUPs, and then to apply
them to differing categories of postsecondary institutions. From these
discussions, we have inferred the
model AUP implicit in the criteria.
3. Our current “hypothesis,” to the
extent that the term fits, is that there
might be gradients of control,
collaboration, and conceptualization
that distinguish post-secondary
institutions across a spectrum from
training institutions to research
institutions.

3

67.0%
18.1%

Only AUP that gives
place to students as
other than an object.

