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Completed annotations and rationale. Withheld from participants until they have marked up the policy themselves.
	#
	Dimension it fails
	Steward annotation

	1
	Detection-led / blanket-ban
	Treats all AI use as plagiarism and skips any learning rationale. Conflates documented, appropriate use with misconduct. Replace with a boundary tied to Core Intellectual Substance.

	2
	Detection Bias + due process
	Detection scores are unreliable and flag multilingual and neurodivergent writers; an automatic zero denies process. Remove detection as standalone evidence; use course-designed evidence and restorative conversation.

	3
	Access
	Requiring a paid subscription violates the equity floor. Every required use must be free-tier-completable; provide a no-cost path.

	4
	Privacy and Data
	Forces students to paste their own and others' data (and classmates' notes) into a tool. Add an explicit no-sensitive-data rule and never require the upload.

	5
	Vague 'responsible use'
	Transfers the design problem to the student, who must guess what 'responsible' means. Replace with a specific scenario or named boundary.

	6
	Readability / tone
	Above B2 readability and punitive in register. A tired student cannot parse it. Rewrite in plain, collegial language and add the after-a-mistake path.


Steward judgment:  Most serious failure: sentences 2 and 3 together. Detection-as-evidence plus a paid-tool requirement make the policy simultaneously inequitable and unenforceable, and they chill exactly the students detection misclassifies. The highest-priority single revision removes both.
Model one-sentence revision: “You may use the free tier of a general AI tool in the named ways below; the course relies on your documented use and course-designed evidence — not detection software — and if you are ever unsure, ask before submitting.”
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