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AI Ethics & Academic Integrity

In this workshop, we will explore the evolving intersection of AI use 

and academic integrity. Together, we will discuss the challenges and 

ethical considerations surrounding student use of AI and review 

practical strategies for safeguarding learning and academic 

integrity. Faculty will explore their stances on the student use of AI 

and how it impacts course learning goals. This session will feature 

information on AI detection, Turnitin AI detection, Turnitin’s disclaimer, 

and tips for mitigating AI detection false positives.



Objectives

Explore Your Stance 
On AI

Consider How It 
Affects Learning

Discuss Challenges 
with Academic Integrity 

Review Strategies For 
Safeguarding Learning 
& Academic Integrity

Examine Student AI Use



Outline 
 Introductions

 Faculty Generative AI Framework

 ACTIVITY: Considering Student AI Use & Learning Part 1

 Research Brief #1:  Student AI Use

 Understanding AI & Student Behavior

 Research Brief #2: AI Detection Accuracy

 AI Detection & The Turnitin AI Detector

 Safeguarding Academic Integrity

 ACTIVITY: Considering Student AI Use & Learning Part 2 





Considering Student AI Use & Learning

STEP 1:  Establish Learning Goals

Don't want them to use AI because I want them to:
 Engage deeply with the content
 Analyze sources
 Synthesize information
 Utilize their own judgement

Do want them to use AI because I want them to:
 Get research assistance
 Be ready for today's workplace
 Have a level playing field for learning
 Receive guidance for responsible use in my discipline



Research Brief 1: Student AI Use

A majority of students, 70% recognize the 
importance of AI in their future careers.

Only a small proportion of 
students (20%) state that they are 
comfortable entering a prompt into 
gen Ai and turning in the answer it 
provides

of students surveyed in 2025 
agreed that AI has positively 
affected their learning 
experience.

64% 
Several surveys conducted 
worldwide in 2024-2025 
indicate that a significant 
amount of students (80 – 92%) 
are using AI for their studies.**

However, 35% of students 
surveyed in 2025 agreed that AI 
has negatively affected their 
learning experience. 



Students vs Faculty & Staff



Understanding AI and Student Behavior

 Integrity is situational, not just individual

 Students don't always view AI use as cheating

 Even when students know a line is crossed, context can outweigh values

 AI reveals existing integrity vulnerabilities

 Faculty vs. student perspectives differ: 
o Faculty → assignments show individual thinking
o Students → assignments are tasks to complete efficiently under constraints

If we treat AI as the problem, we’ll focus on policing. If we treat AI as a signal, we can 
focus on designing for learning and integrity.

The Opposite of  Cheating: Teaching for Integrity in the Age of  AI 
(Bertram Gallant & Rettinger)



AI Detection Accuracy

False Negatives
When AI-generated work is 
identified as human written.

False Positives 
When human writing is 

identified as AI.



AI Detection Accuracy 

Turnitin AI Detector And False Positives
 100% Accuracy in a study comparing 16 AI Detectors (Walters 2023)
 100% Accuracy in labeling human writing as human writing (Weber-Wulf et al. 2023)

Several Studies Attempt to "Dupe" Turntin AI Detector
 91% Of Submissions Identified As Containing AI, despite prompting techniques used to 

reduce the accuracy of AI detection (Perkins, et al. 2023)
 95% Of Submissions Identified As Containing AI, despite manual editing to avoid 

detection (Weber-Wulff, et al. 2023)
 93% Accurate after using lexical variation, paraphrasing, round-trip translation. 

(Parasdeep et al. 2025)

 Turnitin Biased Toward Human Writing 



"Tripping Up" AI Detection Tools

Methods That Can Lead To False Positives
 Translated Human Text can lead to False Positives
 Use of Grammarly can lead to False Positives

Tricks That Can Lead To False Negatives:
 Paraphrasing with other AI Tools
 Round-Trip Translation (English – Non-English - English)
 Adding Spelling Errors
 Increasing "Burstiness"
 Decreasing Complexity
 Increasing Complexity



  



Turnitin's AI Detector

 Requires a 300-word minimum submission to detect.
Will not give ratings between 1-20%
 20% AI Detected is the threshold.
Weighs on the side of students.

 In the next several slides, we will discuss scenarios of how the Turnitin Detector 
can be used without negatively impacting the students' grade.



If You Are Going To Use Turnitin AI Detection:

 Try enabling Turnitin for written work for one semester, for your own observations, 
without consequences for the students.

 Observe the results and compare to the students' work and your AI course syllabus 
statement.

 If the detection and results assist you in evaluating student work, develop a 
new transparent syllabus statement & course policies for next semester.

 Don't rely wholly on your syllabus statement to communicate with students.

 Remind students that you are using it with each set of written assessment 
instructions.



With Each Assessment

 Be Transparent

 Clearly State in the assignment instructions:
o Is AI Allowed?
oAre you using AI Detection?
oWhat are the consequences???

 AI ASSESSMENT SCALE HANDOUT



AI Assessment Scale (HANDOUT)

Resource:
Syllabi Policies for AI GenAI tools - different institutions and disciplines

https://docs.google.com/document/d/1RMVwzjc1o0Mi8Blw_-JUTcXv02b2WRH86vw7mi16W3U/edit?tab=t.0#heading=h.1cykjn2vg2wx


If Turnitin Flags Student Work As AI

A: Complete your own evaluation of the work.
 Is the information accurate?
 Did they use legitimate sources?
 Does the information in the work match the cited sources?

B: Use it as a starting point for conversation with your students.
 Emails & Announcements
 Share course AI detection statistics.
 Reiterate to the class that you are detecting AI.

C: Request a 1:1 meeting with the student.
 Did They Use AI?
 Have Students Explain Their Writing Process.
 What Was Their Prompt?
 Do they actually understand the material?
 Allow Them To Resubmit.



Course Design Adjustments

Collaboration  Metacognition   Authentic Engagement

Next sessions of Lunch & Learn AI Series: 
AI Resilience via Authentic Assessments & AI Resilience via Transparency

 Shared knowledge construction, interdependent groups, peer review
 Process reflections, document their thinking, and critically evaluate their 

methods and tools.
 Emphasize process, personal connection, community and local connections 

3 Course Design Adjustment Approaches:



Connecting the Pieces 
on Safeguarding 
Academic Integrity 
in the Age of AI



Safeguarding Academic Integrity 
in the Age of AI

Thoughtful Design

 Collaborative Inquiry

 Authentic Engagement

 Metacognition

 Resilient Design

Transparency in 

 Student AI Use

 Grading Policies

 Faculty AI Use

 Assessment

AI Shared Understanding

 AI Literacy

 AI tools

 AI Policies

Mediation with
 Instructor Presence
 Communication
 Guidance
 Dialogue



Considering Student AI Use & Learning

STEP 2: Identify Outcomes
For each statement that you wrote for Step 1, name the underlying learning outcome or 
competency you expect students to achieve. These should reflect what students must know, 
do, or demonstrate by the end of the course. Feel free to partner with a colleague.

 Analyze reasons for cultural differences.

 Identify skeletal features of extinct hominins.

 Describe how biological anthropologists collect data.

OR

 Identify fundamental business functions.

 Explain how organizations create value.

 Describe factors that influence business decisions



Considering Student AI Use & Learning

STEP 2: Identify Outcomes



Additional Resources 

 Considering AI Use & Learning

 AI Assessment Scale

 Do's & Don’ts
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