Proposal for a Standing RSCCD Joint AI Committee 	Comment by Miller, Jared: Name
	Comment by Miller, Jared: I attended a webinar over Spring break that talked about how private companies are responding to the constant flood of AI tools by creating AI Review Boards. I was wondering if this might be a better name. 	Comment by Shahbazian, Roy: If reviewing is a primary activity of the group, that would make sense.  In an education context, "board" is often reserved for a top-level body
Mission Statement
The mission of the Standing Committee on Appropriate AI Use is to promote, oversee, and ensure the ethical and responsible application of artificial intelligence within our community college district. We are committed to addressing biases and inaccuracies that may result from AI algorithms, complying with laws and regulations such as FERPA and ADA, and clearly communicating our policies. We aim to foster innovation while safeguarding fundamental values such as fairness, transparency, accountability, and respect for human rights.	Comment by Fletcher, Erin: How would this occur?	Comment by Miller, Jared: Here's and example https://research.ibm.com/blog/ai-fairness-360

Membership
The structure and composition of this standing committee, including the proportional representation of faculty, classified staff, administrators, students, and a robust faculty representation shall be determined by the Academic Senates of Santa Ana College and Santiago Canyon College.
Responsibilities	Comment by Martino, Danielle: I think we should push for a faculty heavy committee, more than what's on TAG. Reason being faculty and students are the ones that this is impact the most. The District people would be to there to maintain fairness and bring in a view of DO, but they wouldn't necessarily be the ones using and dealing with AI.	Comment by Martino, Danielle: Ideally having on faculty from each Division 	Comment by Martino, Danielle: faculty should be equal between the two campuses for the joint committee.	Comment by Miller, Jared: we are going to work on more general language recommending the senates work out these details.
The Standing Committee on Artificial Intelligence will have the following key responsibilities:	Comment by Shahbazian, Roy: Although this list is comprehensive, it seems like too much for one group to accomplish by meeting eight times per year.  How hard would it be to narrow these down to about three main responsibilities with some flexible wording to allow for unknown future needs?
· Policy Development: Crafting new and reviewing existing policies for the ethical use and selection of AI tools that align with organizational values, board policy and legal standards.	Comment by Miller, Jared: These changes raise questions for me. Are you saying that this committee will select tools, or that they will write policy that affects tool selection, or that it will review tools that have been selected to ensure compliance? Regardless, 
· Review and Oversight: Evaluating AI usage within the community college district to ensure it adheres to established policies.	Comment by Miller, Jared: This change sounds like the committee will deal with academic integrity issues, which I don't think is the intent. Projects and applications seems like a clearer way to establish boundaries.
· Professional Development: Providing ongoing training for employees and students on ethical AI practices and awareness.	Comment by Shahbazian, Roy: Considering moving "Training" to the top.  The other work on this group seems a little less clear at this point, but training is certainly needed
· Risk Management: Identifying and mitigating risks associated with AI to prevent harm and ensure safety.
· Transparency and Accountability: Ensuring that AI operations are transparent and that accountability mechanisms are in place.	Comment by Shahbazian, Roy: Would this group spend enough time on "accountability mechanisms" to justify mentioning it here?  If so, could we clarify what this means?
· By establishing this committee, we demonstrate our commitment to the responsible use of AI and aim to set a benchmark for ethical practices in the education sector.
