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• Everyone and no-one

• Extent parameters and prevalence

• Egalitarian, Individualist, Authoritarian, 
(fatalist)

• Role of SU?

• Race and racism

• Prevention, detection

Academic integrity









• Essays, dissertations and theses – Mills, 
Plagiarism, Collusion and GPT-3

• Exams and timed assessments – issues around 
proctoring, impersonation and collusion

• Cheating is easier to attempt than ever

Types of assessment



Condition B4: Assessment and awards
The provider must ensure that students are assessed effectively, that each assessment is valid and reliable 
and that academic regulations are designed to ensure that relevant awards are credible.

“academic misconduct” means any action or attempted action that may result in a student obtaining an unfair 
academic advantage in relation to an assessment, including but not limited to plagiarism, unauthorised 
collaboration and the possession of unauthorised materials during an assessment.

“assessed effectively” means assessed in a challenging and appropriately
comprehensive way, by reference to the subject matter of the higher education course,
and includes but is not limited to assessments being designed in a way that minimises the opportunities for 
academic misconduct and facilitates the detection of such misconduct where it does occur.

A provider not taking reasonable steps to detect and prevent plagiarism, students’ use of
essay mills, or other forms of academic misconduct by students, would likely be of
Concern.

B2: Support relating to avoiding academic misconduct includes support for essay planning
and accurate referencing, and advice about the consequences of academic misconduct.

England/OfS



• 16% of respondents admitted to cheating in online assessments this academic year 
(140/900).

• The reported methods of cheating were mostly mundane, unsophisticated and show 
the ease with which cheating occurred. 

• Only 5% of those who admitted to cheating had ever been caught.

• 52% of respondents knew people who had cheated in online assessments this 
academic year.

• 79% of respondents believed it was easier to cheat online than in exam halls (707/900), 
with 42% saying that they would be less likely to cheat in an exam hall (378/900).

• 37% of respondents reported that their university took no measures to stop cheating in 
online assessments (334/900).

• 33% of respondents believed cheating in online assessments was either ‘not wrong’ or 
only ‘mildly wrong’ (299/900), with 37% believing it was ‘very wrong’ (329/900).

AAA 2022



• Crime v causes of crime

• International students over-represented in 
casework and prevalence research – EFL?

• Unwitting assessment offences?

• Essay Mill scams

• Mills now illegal in England 

• Online proctoring (controversial)

Academic integrity



• Formative v summative and purpose of 
punishments

• Allegations and disciplinary issues (and lasting 
damage)

• 24 hour “collaboration”

• Student access to originality reports

• “Judgement care”, opportunity, likelihood of 
being caught, perception of social cost of 
being caught (home) exclusion (international)

Academic integrity



QAA Academic Integrity Charter for UK Higher Education
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