Faculty Senate Academic Affairs Committee
Minutes
8 January 2026
Attendance:
Dawn Varnum, Cody Stoddard, Rodrigo Renteria, Eric Foch, Julia Stringfellow, Brent Hancock, Nicole Stendell-Hollis, Wendy Cook, Cristina Bistricean, Bernadette Jungblut, Arturo Torres, Gary Bartlett 
Notetaker: Bill Provaznik

Call to Order
The meeting was called to order at the same time as reflected in Wendy Cook’s minutes format. 

Approval of Minutes
Minutes from the previous meeting were approved.
· Motion: Nicole
· Second: Wendy

Chair’s Report
Dennis Francois apologized for not yet providing Athletics feedback regarding the class attendance policy. Feedback is still expected.
Discussion noted potential faculty concerns regarding omission of the word “must” in attendance policy language.

Presentation: Generative AI and Grading
Presenter: Cristina Bistricean
Topic: Generative AI and Grading / Faculty Perspectives on AI in Grading
Discussion included questions and concerns related to:
· Availability of institutional resources
· Data privacy and confidentiality
· Detecting inappropriate AI use
· Student intellectual property and whether student work submitted to tools such as Turnitin contributes to AI training without attribution
· Differences in effectiveness of AI across grading types (e.g., multiple choice vs. essays)
· Distinctions between normative and substantive grading when AI is involved

Class Attendance Policy
The class attendance policy will not move forward to Faculty Senate due to EC sending it back for revisions. 

Committee Business
· Volunteers were requested for note taking for the remainder of Winter Quarter.

ADCO Update
ADCO met earlier in the day and was informed that a Qualtrics survey link regarding AI use in grading will be made available. ADCO was asked to share the survey with faculty and to encourage responses regarding how AI is used in grading. Chairs were encouraged to share the survey with faculty.
AAC Discussion noted uncertainty regarding the survey deadline. A tentative suggestion was January 21 so results could be available prior to the next AAC meeting.
AAC Questions were raised about whether the survey is anonymous. Informal testing suggested it appears to be anonymous, though this was not fully confirmed. It was suggested that clarifying confidentiality may increase faculty participation. 

Student Rights and Responsibilities
Alexander from Student Rights and Responsibilities responded to AAC inquiry about AI use with information related to WAC policy; however, further clarity on the response may be inn order. 

Committee Process and Governance
Rodrigo Renteria raised questions regarding AAC governance and process, including:
· How committee charges originate
· How policy revisions are made and tracked
· How AAC activities align with CWU Policy Management Policy 001-01
· The need for an onboarding protocol for new AAC members
· Whether AAC activities are accurately reflected in existing policy language
· Whether the PPIS process should be explicitly incorporated into AAC-related policy text
Discussion suggested the possibility of looking into updating relevant policy language to better reflect AAC’s role and processes.

Continued Discussion: AI Policy
Further discussion addressed possible elements of an AI policy, including:
· Resources shared via Teams chat, including examples from Carnegie Mellon
· Whether distinctions should be made between generative and non-generative AI
· Whether policies should differentiate between institutionally supported tools (e.g., Turnitin, ChatZero) and external AI platforms
· Applicability of AI policies to specific academic tasks
Additional concerns raised:
· How faculty would defend grading decisions if AI-assisted grading were appealed
· The importance of full disclosure to students regarding AI use in grading
· Difficulty in determining which components of student work are authentically student-produced when AI is used
· Whether there should be mechanisms to evaluate inappropriate AI use by faculty
· Whether disclosure alone legitimizes extensive AI use in grading
It was suggested that AAC reach out to Deans to determine whether frameworks or guidance already exist, rather than starting from scratch. Suggestions were discussed related to finding comparisons to policies governing graduate student grading and faculty responsibility for TA-performed grading.
Adjournment
The meeting was adjourned at 5:01 PM.
· Motion: Wendy
· Second: Brian

