	
	[image: ]
	[image: ]



AI-Resilient Assessment Redesign Worksheet 

This worksheet will help you redesign one assignment to emphasizes authentic learning, process, and transparent criteria to students. An example of a completed worksheet can be found below. Full instructions for this worksheet can be found at: https://onehe.org/activities/ai-resilient-assessment-redesign. This activity is free to access. If you want full access to all OneHE courses and resources, visit OneHE membership to start a no-obligation 10-day trial.

This worksheet is grounded in the QM Higher Education Rubric and helps faculty apply QM principles to assessment design in an AI‑rich environment. Access to the full, annotated rubrics is available to QM members only. For more information about becoming a QM member, please visit Quality Matter membership, or email info@qualitymatters.org. 

Step 1. Fill in the “Current Version” column
Course: _________________________________________________________ 
Assignment name: ________________________________________________

	
	Current Version
	Redesign Version
(see instructions below)


	Learning outcome 


	
	

	Assessment task/instructions 


	
	

	Process evidence 


	
	

	Evaluation criteria


	
	

	Academic integrity guidance


	
	

	Course technology


	
	




Step 2. Complete the “Redesigned Version” column using three design moves below
 
Design Move 1: Make outcomes explicit and granular
 
Rewrite the assignment purpose as one or more specific outcomes using observable verbs (e.g., "compare three scholarly sources and justify which argument is strongest based on evidence of quality"). Make sure these outcomes are visible to students.
 
Design Move 2: Design for process, not just product
 
Revise the task instructions to require students to show their process. Options include:
 
· Requiring annotated drafts or planning notes
· Asking for a short process reflection ("What steps did you take? Where did you use AI, if at all?")
· Building in checkpoints (proposal, outline, peer feedback) that lead to the final product
 
Design Move 3: Use transparent criteria
 
Create or revise a rubric that rewards the thinking you want to see (e.g., quality of evidence, justification of choices, integration of feedback) rather than only surface features like length and grammar. Share this rubric with students before they begin.
 
Step 3. Write a short “Student Guidance” paragraph

After completing the table, write a short "Student Guidance" paragraph explaining to students:
 
· What the assignment is really trying to help them learn
· How they may or may not use AI tools
· What evidence of their own thinking you will be looking for





Example 
Course: Introduction to Environmental Policy 
Original assignment: Write a 1,000‑word paper on a current environmental issue
	Area of focus
	Current Version
	Redesign Version

	Learning outcome  
 
 
 
	 “Understand environmental policy issues.”
	 “Compare two policy responses to a current environmental issue and justify which is more effective using evidence from credible sources.”

	Assessment task
 
 
	Students submit one final paper at the end of the week. The prompt is broad and could easily be completed with generic AI output.
	Break the assignment into stages: topic proposal, source comparison chart, draft paragraph with reasoning, and final submission.

	Process evidence  
 
 
	No drafts, planning notes, or explanation of how the student developed the work.
	Require a short reflection explaining how sources were selected, what revisions were made, and whether AI tools were used for brainstorming, outlining, or editing.

	Evaluation criteria 
 
 
	Grading is based mostly on grammar, length, and formatting, with limited attention to reasoning or evidence.
	Add a rubric that emphasizes claim quality, comparison of policy options, use of evidence, justification of choice, and reflection on decision-making.

	Academic integrity guidance 
 
 
	The assignment directions do not explain what counts as acceptable or unacceptable AI use.
	Add a short AI guidance statement specifying what kinds of AI use are allowed, how to acknowledge that use, and what parts of the analysis must remain the student’s own work.

	Course technology 
 
 
	Students may use digital tools, but no guidance connects those tools to learning goals.
	General Standard 6.1 on tools supporting learning objectives and 6.2 on tools promoting engagement and active learning.
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