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What to pay attention to when marking exam papers

ChatGPT New Challenges & Threats

Little-Think vs Big-Think: crifical thinking in economics

An example

Integrity as collective endeavour

OUTLINE



CH

CHALLENGES
FOR ACADEMIC
INTEGRITY

Kasneci et al. 2023; Eke ;
et al. (2023) review debate):
Plagiarism, Fabrication,

Misrepresentation, Coniract Cheating

» Traditional Turnitin is ineffective

» Online assessments/dissertations are
affected more



DETECTION
TOOLS

approved the
tools and these should therefore no
be used.

» Any ‘evidence’ obtained from one of
these tools would NOT be admissible
as part of an Academic Conduct
iInvestigation.



WHEN
MARKING EXAM
PAPERS: A

NON-
EXHAUSTIVE LIST

ending, ©
context:;

Unfounded claims, e.g., “the above
findings show";

Lack of connections among different parts
of the essay, or even section/paragraph;

Citations may lack page numbers, or they
may appear in the text, but not in
Reference List;

False claims



Al is banned - no use o
suspected, it will be referred.

2. Alis permitted, but must be used carefully and the
Al source must be referenced as per any other
source - fabricated references etc will be referred

3. Alisincorporated into the assessment design and
use of Al is expected.

CURRENT DEBATE AND WAY AHEAD



* Big Think: ¢ nanities rather than

science; no empirical te and “instinctive feelings”. (Outside

the box — Reflective thought)

%




factual starting

point; dec nds on the methods of
inquiry
cience is contextual (Kuhn, Hanson etc.) and students should be trained to

rasp the limits of validity of models, methods, tools and ... their own

)érjemen’rs!




ints of the GE.
. s of dignity and
equality @

When asked, ChatGPT nuanced response and an ... invitation
o consult “range of sources and scholarly perspectives will help develop a

j)omprehensive understanding of the topic”

%



important

igence (nous)

achine, but also their own

limits and be prepar ure dominated by Al.

t this calls into question also lecturers when designing ILOs, tasks, types of assessments,

vestions

%




ose of

They will achieve

i -
A D€

® The institution a tself: what is its aim (instructing

tudents on technical, practical and utilitarian matters) or educating it promoting

eflective and critical students? If so, the Institution as well will acquire a better

ﬁ-unders’randing.




reasoning: critical anc
computational thinking

» Students can evaluate the difference between the text
produced by ChatGPT and their inputs (prompfs)

INTEGRATING CHATGPT AS A DRIVER
FOR CRITICAL THINKING



ANY QUESTION®?
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