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[bookmark: _Toc241765109]Why Test Your Assignments with AI?
As generative AI (GenAI) tools become more accessible to students, testing your assignments is one of the most practical things you can do. It shows what GenAI can and cannot do with your assignment and helps you make informed and intentional decisions about the assignment and your AI policy. Whether you want to limit AI use, invite it in, or simply confirm that an assignment already works well as is, testing gives you evidence.
Testing serves three purposes:
· See what AI can do. Find out whether a GenAI tool can complete your assignment, and how well.
· Revise strategically. Use what you learn to better align the assignment with your learning objectives, whether that means limiting AI, guiding its use, or a mix of both.
· Set clear expectations. Develop an explicit AI policy for the assignment, grounded in what you observed.
[bookmark: _Toc241765110]Before You Start: Copyright & Privacy
What you can upload. Only upload materials you created or hold the rights to:
· Your own assignment prompts, instructions, and rubrics
· Lecture slides, handouts, or other course materials you created
· Discussion prompts or case studies you wrote

What not to upload:
· Never upload personal information or anything protected under FERPA or HIPAA, including student work or identifiable student information.
· Do not upload articles, book chapters, or readings accessed through UO Libraries or licensed databases. Many publishing agreements prohibit this.
· Check for rights or usage restrictions before uploading any third-party content.
Which tool to use. Information you enter into AI tools may be used to train their models unless you opt out. We recommend UO's institutional Microsoft Copilot, where your data is not used for training and is protected by UO's enterprise agreement.
For more information about copyright and data privacy, please visit UO Libraries AI Support and Resources Page.
Choose your testing approach
You have two options, depending on how much time you have and how deeply you want to explore your assignment.
· Path 1: Quick Start (15–20 min). Use one recommended prompt, look for three key things, and decide whether to keep or revise the assignment. This works well for first-time testers or when you need a fast assessment.
· Path 2: Deep Dive (45–90 min). A more thorough process with discipline-specific prompts and a structured redesign framework, for faculty who are ready to test more extensively and make more substantial changes.

[bookmark: _Toc241765111]PATH 1: Quick Start (15-20 min)
[bookmark: _Toc241765112]Step 1: Pick one assignment and run this prompt
Choose an assignment you already have ideally one you suspect might be vulnerable to AI misuse. Then paste it directly into the prompt below.
Prompt: You are a [sophomore / junior / senior] college student in a [course name] course. Here is the course description [add course description]. Please complete this assignment as if you were submitting it: [PASTE YOUR FULL ASSIGNMENT PROMPT HERE]
· After completing the assignment, tell me:
· What would a student do that you could not do?
· What information or context would you need to produce a better response?
· Where were you genuinely confident in your response, and where were you filling gaps with generic knowledge?
[bookmark: _Toc241765113]Step 2: Evaluate what you got using three questions
· [bookmark: _Int_NLicMiGs]Could this pass for solid work based on my rubric? If yes, your assignment may need to redesign. If not, AI struggles here -- note why.
· Does the AI response show evidence of how it provided this response?
· Did it require anything specific to your course (discussions, readings etc.)? AI can only work from generic knowledge. Assignments anchored in your specific class context are harder to fake.

[bookmark: _Toc241765114]Step 3: Decide what to do next
· If AI did well: for written assignments, add at least one of these. 
· Require multiple drafts with instructor feedback.
· Add a reflection component asking students to explain their thinking process.
· Connect the assignment to a specific class discussion, reading, or local story or conversation from the class.
· If AI did okay but missed key things: make those gaps more central. 
· Revise your rubric to give more weight to the things AI missed.
· Add explicit instructions that draw out the skills AI lacked.
· If AI struggled significantly: keep the assignment and document, why. 
· Note what made it hard for AI.
· Retest each term, since AI tools change quickly.

Done with Path 1? That is all you need for a solid first pass. If you want to go deeper, continue to Path 2 below.
If you need some help with this process, visit teaching.uoregon.edu/ai, or reach out tep@uoregon.edu for a consultation.


[bookmark: _Toc241765115]PATH 2: Deep Dive  (45-90 min)
Path 2 is a rich, multi-step testing sequence and a broader set of prompts you can use. We recommend starting with the following steps, then selecting one or two additional prompts based on your assignment type.

This is a detailed test. You give the AI more context in stages, just like a student would have it, and watch how the output quality changes. It is informed by the Monash University testing protocol.
· Step 1 Minimal test: paste just the assignment prompt. Note the result. (Path 1: Quick Start Step)
· Step 2 Add persona: use the prompt below.
· Step 3 Add your rubric: paste it in and ask the AI to revise its response accordingly.
· Step 4 (optional) Ask for self-evaluation: "Based on the rubric, how confident are you in this response and where might it fall short?"
[bookmark: _Toc241765116]Step 2: Add Persona
Prompt: You are a [3rd-year / graduate] student majoring in [your field]. I will give you materials for an assignment in steps.
Here is the assignment prompt:
[PASTE ASSIGNMENT]
Acknowledge that you understand the task, then wait. I will give you the rubric next. As you work, note anywhere you are filling in generic knowledge versus drawing on something specific to this course or assignment.

[bookmark: _Int_Y4QtyQf0]After all 4 steps, ask yourself: At what point did the quality jump? What does that tell you about which parts of your assignment design are doing the most work?

After Step 3 (rubric added), ask yourself: Did the quality improve substantially once the AI had your rubric? If yes, that’s worth noting because it might mean the rubric itself is doing a lot of the cognitive lifting. A student with access to the same rubric can use it the same way. Consider whether your criteria need to be updated.

After Step 4 (if you ran it), ask yourself: Where did the AI express confidence, and where did it flag uncertainty? Do your rubric and assignment criteria reward the things it was confident about or the things it struggled with? If it was confident about exactly what you were grading for, that’s your most actionable signal.

[bookmark: _Toc241765117]Privacy & Data Training Considerations
Important: Information you input into AI tools may be used to train their models unless you change the settings to opt out of data training.
Recommendation: Use UO's institutional Microsoft Copilot, where your data is not used for training and is protected by UO's enterprise agreement. Even with Copilot, only enter low-risk (green) data, never anything covered by FERPA or HIPAA, including student work or identifiable student information. The same caution applies to your own assignment materials if they reference identifiable students. Learn more about AI Tools & Privacy at UO.

[bookmark: _Toc241765118]Additional Prompts -- Choose What Fits Your Needs
Pick one or two that are most relevant to the kind of assignment you are testing.
Note: these prompts assume a written, text-based assignment. If you teach a studio, lab, performance, or oral assignment, you can still adapt them and ask the AI to produce a written plan, script, or process description for the task, then evaluate it the same way.
[bookmark: _Toc241765119]To test for discipline-specific depth
Use this when your assignment requires genuine engagement with your field not just general knowledge.
Prompt: You are an expert in [discipline]. Complete this assignment: [PASTE ASSIGNMENT]
Your response must demonstrate:
· Use of discipline-specific terminology and frameworks
· Engagement with current debates in the field
· Application of [specific methodology -- e.g., close reading / statistical analysis / case study method]
After completing the assignment, explain which discipline-specific concepts you applied and how.

[bookmark: _Toc241765120]To test for process and thinking evidence
Use this when your assignment is meant to capture how students think, not just what they produce.
Prompt: Complete this assignment:
[PASTE ASSIGNMENT]
Then provide a detailed account of:
· Your decision-making process at each stage
· Alternatives you considered and why you rejected them
· Specific challenges you encountered and how you resolved them
· How your thinking evolved from your initial approach to your final response
· Moments of uncertainty and how you resolved them

[bookmark: _Toc241765121]To test for course-specific context
Use this when you want to know whether your assignment requires knowledge only your students would have.
Prompt: You are a student in [Course Name] course. Complete this assignment:
[PASTE ASSIGNMENT]
Your response should reference:
· Specific class discussions we have had
· Readings assigned in this course
· Guest speakers or field visits from this semester
· Connections to previous assignments in this course
If you do not have this information, note exactly what you would need to produce a strong response.
Note: AI might flag what it cannot do here which is precisely the information you need. If it says "I would need [X]", that tells you whether your assignment already requires that context or not.

[bookmark: _Toc241765122]To test for creative and personal reflection
Use this when your assignment asks students to connect course concepts to their own lives or experiences.
Prompt: Complete this assignment: [PASTE ASSIGNMENT]
Your response must:
· Connect course concepts to specific personal experiences
· Reflect on how this topic relates to your career goals or community
· Include detailed, specific examples from your own life that illustrate the concepts
· Show evidence of changed thinking or genuine engagement with a challenging idea
Note: AI can generate plausible personal narratives, but they will be generic. This test helps you see whether your prompt is specific enough to surface authentic student experience.

[bookmark: _Toc241765123]To analyze weaknesses in the AI output
Run this after any of the above tests to extract insight from the AI's own response.
Prompt: Now analyze the response you just produced. Tell me:
1. What are the 5 most significant weaknesses or gaps in your response?
2. What knowledge, experience, or skills would a human student need to produce a truly excellent response that you cannot replicate?
3. If you were the instructor, how would you revise this assignment to make it more resistant to AI completion?
4. Alternatively, how would you revise it to more effectively and intentionally incorporate AI as a learning tool?
For each direction you find relevant, provide 3-5 specific, actionable redesign suggestions.
[bookmark: _Toc241765124]What to Do With Your Results
After testing, you have three options. 
Option 1: Redesign for AI-resistance [AI-discouraging]
· Add process: multiple drafts, peer review, instructor check-ins, documented research logs
· Require specificity: reference specific class materials, local examples, course readings that are not publicly available
· Emphasize metacognition: add substantial reflection explaining decision-making
· Add oral components: presentations, recorded explanations, or Q&A that verify understanding
· Resources:  For more details, visit Course and Assignment Design Strategies, and UO Faculty Examples pages.

Option 2: Intentionally integrate AI [AI-encouraging]	
· AI as first draft: students generate AI output, then critique, refine, and substantially revise it
· Critical AI analysis: students evaluate AI output for accuracy, bias, and gaps
· Documented AI use: require students to log all AI interactions (prompts, iterations, edits) and reflect on the process

Option 3: Hybrid approach [Mixed-use]
· Permit AI for certain stages (brainstorming, outlining) but not for others (final analysis, conclusions)
· Use different AI policies for different assignments in the same course, tied to learning objectives

[bookmark: _Toc241765125]The Importance of AI Use Acknowledgement
[bookmark: _Toc221101925][bookmark: _Toc221101999][bookmark: _Toc221101928][bookmark: _Toc221102002]In this document, I used Claude to refine, and restructure language in this document across multiple sessions. Claude was used to generate initial prompt language for testing scenarios, refine reflection questions, and suggest edits to improve consistency across sections. All content decisions were made by the author. This document also draws on the Monash University AI assignment testing protocol and acknowledgement framework.
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