Generative AI Policy Framework	Comment by Shahbazian, Roy: Also add clarification that just as consulting another person, consulting AI on, for example, a homework assignment would be allowed absent other guidance from the instructor	Comment by Miller, Jared: Colleagues,

I've drafted this revised version of our General AI Guidelines to address several challenges with our current documentation:

1. Eliminating Redundancy: Our current guidance documents contain significant overlap between the General AI Guidelines, Faculty Guidelines, and Student Guidelines. Many added comments said as much. This revision creates a clearer hierarchy where the General Guidelines establish core principles that the other documents can expand upon without repetition.

2. Centering Faculty Purview: As our discussions and reference materials have consistently emphasized, decisions about AI use should align with academic freedom principles. This revision explicitly recognizes that faculty, through their expertise and understanding of learning objectives, are best positioned to determine appropriate AI use in their courses.

3. Clarifying Decision Authority: By explicitly stating that determinations of "incidental" versus "substantial" AI use rest with faculty, we address a significant ambiguity in our previous guidelines. These evaluations are necessarily context-specific and tied to course learning outcomes.

4. Simplifying Implementation: A streamlined policy focused on faculty authority creates a more adaptable framework that can evolve with changing technologies while maintaining consistent principles.

5. Supporting Diverse Pedagogical Approaches: This approach respects that different disciplines and courses may require vastly different approaches to AI integration, from full prohibition to active incorporation as a learning tool.

This revision maintains alignment with our Task Force objectives while providing clearer guidance and reducing redundancy across our documentation.

What are your thoughts?
With the increasing integration of generative AI tools in academic settings, it is crucial to establish clear guidelines to foster student learning and uphold academic standards. This policy outlines the acceptable use of generative AI at Rancho Santiago Canyon Community College District.
Generative AI technologies present both opportunities and challenges for education. While these tools can enhance creativity, productivity, and problem-solving, they also come with significant limitations. All members of our academic community should understand that AI can result in unintended impacts such as loss of privacy, perpetuation of biases, and generation of misleading information.
All users—faculty, students, and staff—should have opportunities to learn about these impacts and limitations to make informed decisions about when and how to utilize these tools. Education about responsible AI use is an essential component of digital literacy in today's learning environment.
The following policy framework acknowledges these considerations while recognizing that faculty, through their expertise and understanding of learning objectives, are best positioned to make determinations about appropriate AI use in academic contexts.


Policy Statement
1. Faculty Purview: At Rancho Santiago Canyon Community College District, decisions regarding the use or prohibition of generative AI tools in academic settings fall squarely within faculty purview. Examples for how this authority may be exercised include, but are not limited to:
a. Departmental level curriculum decisions
b. Instructor level course-specific policies
2. Academic Freedom: This policy recognizes that academic freedom guarantees faculty the right to determine how to present course material in their courses, including whether and how AI tools may be incorporated.
3. Faculty Determination of Appropriate Use: Faculty members, based on their expertise and course learning objectives, have the authority to determine:
a. Whether generative AI use is permitted, prohibited, or conditionally allowed
b. What constitutes incidental versus substantial use of AI tools in coursework
c. How AI-assisted work should be documented, cited, or acknowledged
d. Appropriate consequences for unauthorized AI use within their courses
4. Policy Communication: Faculty are responsible for clearly communicating their AI policies in course syllabi and assignment instructions to ensure student understanding.
5. Policy Review: This framework should be periodically reviewed to address evolving AI technologies while maintaining the central principle of faculty determination.











