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3. Main Takeaways:

Takeaway 1: 
[Student-centered responsible GenAI usage guidelines needed to inform assessment design] 
Takeaway 2: 
[Designing marking rubric for equitable evaluation of assessments with or without GenAI usage]

4. Application in Educational Contexts:

Teaching Methods: The presentation content could inform unit design in a way to prepare students for ethical and responsible GenAI usage
  
Assessment: - The presentation content could influence the development of assessment tasks for ensuring the disclosure of GenAI usage when such use is either optional or self-reported. Further, it can be applied in revamping marking rubrics to ensure assessments are fairly assessed irrespective of their usage of GenAI.

Student Engagement: The presentation content could inform to design unit level activities e.g. forum discussions that engage students with instructors, other peers and content. The innovative nature of the assessment design, the dedicated effort to ensure fairness, and the structured activities prepared for GenAI readiness are collectively expected to enhance student engagement and experiences.

Curriculum Development:  The approaches to ethical and responsible GenAI usage highlighted in the presentation has the potential to inform equitable and inclusive curriculum related policies and practices. Such approaches need to ensure a balanced integration of human and GenAI components in achieving learning outcomes. Student-centric assessment design that fosters a learning environment where GenAI's capabilities can foster equitable pedagogy. 

5. Valuable Sources and References:
Estefan, M., Selbin, J. C., & Macdonald, S. (2023). From inclusive to equitable pedagogy: How to design course assignments and learning activities that address structural inequalities. Teaching Sociology, 51(3), 262-274.
Gruenhagen, J. H., Sinclair, P. M., Carroll, J.-A., Baker, P. R. A., Wilson, A., & Demant, D. (2024). The rapid rise of generative AI and its implications for academic integrity: Students’ perceptions and use of chatbots for assistance with assessments. Computers and Education: Artificial Intelligence, 7, 100273.
Rana, N. K. (2025). Generative AI and Academic Research: A Review of the Policies from Selected HEIs. Higher Education for the Future, 12(1), 97-113. https://doi.org/10.1177/23476311241303800

6. Weakness and Area for Future Research:
Weakness: [Based on secondary sources and researcher’s experiences]
Future Research: [Innovative alternatives to Bloom’s Taxonomy-based assessment of the pre-GenAI era]


Abstract:
UNE is one of the leading universities in adapting policies allowing responsible use of GenAI under the condition that students self-report such applications. However, although responsible usage sounds right in principle, it raises some crucial dilemmas. Not all students prefer to use GenAI, and if that‚Äôs the case, in assessments where the use of Generative AI (GenAI) is permitted, we can anticipate two distinct types of submissions: those that utilise GenAI and those that do not. This variation presents a significant challenge: How do we accurately detect and validate whether GenAI was used in the preparation of submissions?
Furthermore, given the presence of these two submission types, it's crucial to consider how we can ensure a fair and equitable evaluation process. How can we consistently measure and assess the quality of work in a manner that accounts for both AI-assisted and traditional approaches without inadvertently disadvantaging or advantaging one or the other? This study proposes a guideline for designing assessments for optional GenAI usage and a marking rubric that could potentially ensure fair evaluation of all assessments (with or without AI use) and proposes teaching practices on how students could be prepared for such assessment designs to ensure truthfulness in their self-reporting of AI usage.
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