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Amsterdam University College

Liberal Arts & Sciences program (BA / BSc)
Joint honours degree VU / UVA
Small-scale, intensive, residential college



Curriculum components

« Academic Core courses
Programming; Logic; Academic Writing;
Community Project/Internships; etc.

« Major courses

that deepen your focus area and specialisation,
including methods & Capstone project

« Courses In other two majors

 Elective courses

Freely chosen from any major. Can also consist
of study abroad courses, or off-campus courses




Advanced Research Writing

Mandatory course for all students
Taken in 4t or 5" semester
Builds on Academic Writing Skills (year 1)

Prepares for the Capstone project (i.e. bachelor’s

thesis)
22 students per classroom, from all majors
6 EC, 16 weeks (P1&P2; P4&P5)

Students write a literature-based research paper



Advanced Research Writing

Our challenge: teaching and assessing academic writing in times of GenAl

Our response:

* We permit the use of GenAl technology, but conditionally:
* Rules & Guidelines
* Al statement

* A dedicated class on the opportunities and risks of using GenAl

» Adapted assessment: from product to process

— This combination is key: use of GenAl can be OK when there are clear rules, when there is (basic)
knowledge (Al literacy), and when the assessment focuses not exclusively on writing products



Advanced
Research
Writing



Advanced
Research
Writing



ARW course policy
on using
Generative Al




Dedicated class on Al

* Open discussion with students on use, experiences, concerns

» Key definitions and concepts: what is GenAl and LLMs, how do they work?
» Discussion on advantages and benefits vs. disadvantages and risks

* Discussion of course policy: what is responsible use of GenAl

e Use of GenAl in relation to “Regulations governing fraud and plagiarism”

» Referencing use of GenAl in APA / MLA

e A short prompting exercise

In terms of Al Literacy:
1.  What: knowledge and insight
2. How: understanding and application

3.  Why: ethics and evaluation



Assessment:
From
Product to
Process

Assessment before:

e Research proposal (25%)
Writing Update (25%)
Final Version (25%)
Defence (15%)

Academic Competencies
(10%)

Assessment after:

Research proposal (20%)
Writing Update (--)

Final Version (30%)
Defence (20%)

Academic Competencies
(30%)



Academic

Competencies
(30%)

Includes:

* Various homework assignments (submitted
yes/no)

* Individual meeting 1
* Individual meeting 2
* Individual meeting 3
* Writing update (submitted? Overall quality?)

* General academic competencies (engagement in
class, etc.)

Requires us to keep a logbook on individual
students

Students must pass this assignment to pass the
course —an exception to AUC’s assessment policy
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Grading sheet Academic Competencies in ARW

score

Academic Competencies Assignments Not submitted Submitted 10

|Reﬁectinn on goals 1

Pitch transcript

Peer review of Research Proposal

Methodology and Impact

Literature Review: Introduction & Cutline

Selfie at PhD defence

InPrint Peer review (bonus 0.3 to final AC
grade)

Individual meeting 1 Insufficient Sufficient Excellent Comments: You wrote a strong pitch in which you

Research Topic 3 6,5 10 demonstrated some quite concrete research ideas
Quality of the wark in progress already. Likewise, in our conversation it became clear
that you're very much on top of things. | look forward to

» Has the student been processing
a good amount of relevant literature? reading more!

* Is aclear and viable research
angle / research guestion starting to
take shape?

/ Preparation & Discussion

¢ Has the student prepared well for
the meeting?

s  Does the student demonstrate
critical and reflective competency?




Individual meeting 2

! [Introduction & Outline

Insufficient
3

Sufficient

6,5

Excellent
10

i |Quality of the work in progress

+ Do the introduction and research
guestion/thesis show good promise?

¢ Does the outline offer a clear
overview of the paper in progress, and
do the plans seem viable?

i |Preparation & Discussion

« Has the student prepared well for
the meeting?

Comments: You are well under way and seem to be fully
in control. The RQ sounds good and you sound very
knowledgeable.

¢ Does the student demonstrate
critical and reflective competency?

Writing Update

Insufficient
3

Sufficient

6,5

Excellent
10

' |Owerall quality

1

- |Submission

on time

# days late

1

Comments: See Canvas




Individual meeting 3

From Writing Update to Final Draft

Insufficient

3

Sufficient

6,3

Excellent

10

Quality of the work in progress

« Does the student engage
effectively with feedback?

Preparation & Discussion

¢+ Has the student prepared well for
the meeting?

o Does the student demonstrate
critical and reflective competency?

Engagement in course and process

Insufficient

3

Sufficient
6,5

Excellent
10

Comments: This was a pleasant conversation about your
paper. It's clear that you're well on track with everything
and fully in control.

+  Participation in class discussions

1

+  Works independently and takes
responsibility for the project

+  Demonstrates progress through
attention to feedback

¢+  Demaonstrates punctuality with regard
to deadlines, meetings, agreements

Overall grade Academic Compentencies

Comments: While relatively quiet in class discussions,
you were engaged in the course as well as inyour own
research project throughout the semester.




Final Paper: changing weights to reflect new
realities

Title, abstract, keywords 10 2.5
Introduction 10 10
Analysis and Argument; Critical Engagement 15 25
Organization and coherence 15 15
Use of sources and resources 15 20
Conclusion and repositioning 15 10
Language, style and lay-out 5 2.5
Engagement with feedback 15 15

TOTAL 100 100



Reflection

. Olur pc;licy document has been very well-received by students as well as colleagues (it establishes
clarity

* GenAl can be admitted in an academic writing class, but clear rules in combination with reflection
on LOs and assessment are required

* Shift from product to process works well in AUC context (small-scale, intensive), but may not be
feasible everywhere

* Focus on writing process and oral skills: risk of grade inflation

e A cIegaréSenAl policy is not the end of the conversation. Constant monitoring and evaluation are
required.



Q&A



* What types of changes have you introduced
to your research writing

courses/assignments as a result of the
Our introduction of GenAl tools?
o[¥ estions to Do you also assign more weight to the

process (than you used to) and, if so, how is
this reflected in your assessment
structure/redesign?

you
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