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Subject Title Applying Al in Writing for Specific Purposes
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Pre-requisite/ N/A

Co-requisite/

Exclusion

Objectives This course provides a hands-on, practical exploration of GenAl tools in
writing. It equips students with the skills to effectively utilize Al for
various writing tasks, critically analyze Al-generated texts, and reflect
on the implications of Al in writing pedagogy. The focus is on practical
implementation, with occasional references to communication,
discourse and cognitive theories.

Intended Learning Upon completion of the subject, students will be able to:

Outcomes

a. Apply Al tools effectively in different writing contexts (academic,
creative, and professional).

b. Engineer prompts to optimize Al-generated text quality.

c. Critique and refine Al-generated writing for coherence, cohesion, and
intellectual rigor.

d. Evaluate AD’s role in professional writing and writing pedagogy,
considering ethical and practical implications.

e. Lead discussions and workshops on Al-assisted writing strategies.

Subject Synopsis/

1. Introduction to Al in Writing — Overview of GenAl tools,

Indicative Syllabus e s
capabilities, and limitations.
2. AlTool Selection — Matching Al tools to writing tasks.
3. Prompt Engineering — Strategies for effective Al input.
4. Al-Assisted Writing Process — Drafting, revising, and enhancing text
with AL
5. Critiquing Al-Generated Writing — Identifying strengths,
weaknesses, and biases.
6. Al Feedback in Writing — Reflecting on the accuracy and usefulness
of Al feedback.
7. Collaborative Al Writing — Using Al in group writing tasks.
8. Al and Writing Pedagogy — Impact on teaching and learning writing.
9. Researching Al-Assisted Writing — Identifying gaps in Al-driven
writing research.
. . 1. Workshops & Hands-on Activities: Emphasis on Al tool
Teaching/Learning . .
Methodology experimentation. . s . . .
2. Student-led Seminars: Facilitating discussions on Al-assisted
writing.

3. Collaborative Writing Tasks: Group projects using Al tools.
4. Case Studies & Critical Reflections: Analysis of Al’s impact on
writing pedagogy.




Assessment Methods in
Alignment with
Intended Learning
Outcomes

Specific assessment % Intended subject learning

methods/tasks weighting | outcomes to be assessed (Please

tick as appropriate)

a b C d

1. Class 20 v v v v
participation

2. Writing 40 v v v v
portfolio

3. Student-led 40 v v
seminar

Total 100 %

The selected assessment methods are closely aligned with the practical,
skill-based focus of the course.

Class participation (20%) assesses students’ engagement in
workshops, hands-on activities, and discussions, providing
continuous opportunities for students to apply Al tools, engineer
prompts, critique Al outputs, and reflect on AI’s role in writing
pedagogy (ILO a—d).

Writing portfolio (40%) requires students to demonstrate their
ability to apply Al tools across different writing contexts,
optimize Al outputs through prompt engineering, and refine Al-
generated texts for coherence, cohesion, and intellectual rigor
(ILO a—d). It encourages iterative practice, critical reflection, and
tangible improvement in writing quality.

Student-led seminar (40%) assesses students’ ability to
synthesize their learning and lead professional discussions about
Al-assisted writing strategies (ILO c—e). It also develops their
skills in critically evaluating AI’s pedagogical applications and
communicating best practices to peers.

These assessments are practical, cumulative, and encourage the
development of transferable skills essential for the professional
application of Al in writing education.

Student Study Effort
Expected

Class contact:

=  Lecture

26HTrs.

=  Seminar

13Hrs.




Other student study effort:

= Independent study 45Hrs.
=  Assignments 28Hrs.
Total student study effort 112Hrs.
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