
Student’s Last Name 1 

 

 

Topic: Should Artificial Intelligence Be Integrated into Higher Education 

Curriculum? 

I. Introduction 

 Hook: Imagine a classroom where AI-powered tools adapt lessons to each 

student's pace and learning style in real time, not a future scenario, but a 

technology available today in dozens of universities. Why it works: the hook 

opens with a concrete, specific scenario rather than a vague question. It earns 

attention by making the reader picture something real. 

 Background: AI is transforming industries from healthcare to finance. In 

education, it's already being used for adaptive learning platforms, automated 

grading, and personalised tutoring systems. The debate is no longer whether 

AI belongs in the classroom, but how. Why it works: 2–3 sentences of context, 

no more. It tells the reader enough to understand the stakes without pre-

empting your argument. 

 Thesis: Artificial intelligence should be integrated into higher education 

because it enables personalised learning at scale, equips graduates with skills 

the modern workforce demands, and creates teaching efficiencies that free 

instructors to focus on higher-order learning. Why it works: the thesis names 

three specific sub-arguments. Each one becomes a body paragraph. 

II. Body Paragraph 1 , Personalised Learning 

 Topic sentence: AI integration allows universities to deliver genuinely 

personalised learning experiences , something that is structurally impossible 

in a traditional lecture format. Why it works: the topic sentence makes a 

specific, falsifiable claim. 

 Evidence: 

o AI-driven tutoring systems (e.g., Carnegie Learning) have shown 15–

25% improvement in student performance versus control groups in 

peer-reviewed trials. 

o Adaptive platforms such as Coursera's AI layer and Knewton modify 

content difficulty in real time based on student response patterns. 

o Faculty at Georgia Tech reported increased student engagement after 

integrating Jill Watson, an AI teaching assistant, into a graduate CS 

course. 

 Analysis: These examples demonstrate not just marginal improvement but 

structural change: students who would otherwise fall behind in a lecture 

setting receive targeted intervention before they fall behind. 

III. Body Paragraph 2 , Future-Ready Skill Set 
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 Topic sentence: Graduates who have worked directly with AI tools during their 

degrees enter the workforce with a competitive advantage that their peers 

without that exposure lack. 

 Evidence: 

o World Economic Forum's Future of Jobs 2023 report identified AI 

literacy as a top-10 skill required by employers across sectors by 2025. 

o Universities that introduced AI-integrated courses , Carnegie Mellon, 

MIT, University of Edinburgh , report improved graduate employment 

rates in technical roles within 12 months. 

o McKinsey & Company research indicates roles requiring AI 

collaboration skills pay a 20–30% wage premium over comparable 

non-AI roles. 

 Analysis: This is not an argument about technology for its own sake. It is an 

argument about equipping students for the actual conditions they will work in. 

IV. Body Paragraph 3 , Counterargument and Rebuttal 

 Counterargument: Critics argue that AI dependency reduces direct human 

interaction in classrooms and risks atrophying students' critical thinking , that 

students who outsource cognition to AI tools develop weaker reasoning skills. 

 Rebuttal: This objection conflates tool use with tool dependency. A student 

using a calculator is not losing arithmetic ability , they are reserving cognitive 

capacity for higher-order reasoning. The same applies to AI assistance. The 

evidence from Georgia Tech and Carnegie Mellon shows increased student 

engagement and improved independent problem-solving when AI is 

introduced as a complement to, not a replacement for, human instruction. The 

risk the critics identify is real , but it is a risk of poor implementation, not a risk 

inherent to integration. Why it works: a strong rebuttal acknowledges the 

legitimate concern, then disagrees with the framing. 

V. Conclusion 

 Summary: AI integration in higher education enables personalised learning at 

scale, builds graduate skill sets the workforce already demands, and when 

implemented well, enhances rather than diminishes critical thinking. 

 Restate thesis: Universities that delay AI integration are not protecting 

academic rigour , they are sending graduates into a workforce that has 

already moved on without them. Why it works: rephrasing the thesis in the 

conclusion lands harder than the original because the reader now has the 

argument behind it. 
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 Closing move: Academic institutions have integrated transformative 

technologies before , the printing press, the internet, the scientific calculator. 

AI is next. The question is not whether to adapt, but how quickly. 

 


