
Academic Integrity in the 

Agentic Age
BALANCING HUMAN JUDGMENT AND MACHINE SUPPORT IN LEARNING



Learning Objectives

► Understand the shift in academic integrity in an AI-enabled world 

► Differentiate between AI use, overuse, and misuse 

► Rethink assessment to focus on authentic understanding 

► Apply rubrics that capture thinking and life skills 

► Build a culture of ethical and responsible AI use 



Academic Integrity



Need for Academic Integrity



AI - From Assistant to Agent

AI Assistant = Responds to commands. AI Agent = Acts toward goals.



Agentic AI or AI Assistant?

“Explain photosynthesis in simple words.”

The AI Assistant gives a short, clear explanation.

•It responds directly to the question.

•It doesn’t plan lessons, check sources, or follow up.

AI Assistant



Agentic AI or AI Assistant?

“Create a science project on photosynthesis.”

The Agent:

• Searches reliable sources.

• Summarizes key points.

• Designs slides and visuals.

• Suggests an experiment idea.

• Organizes everything into a presentation file.

AI Agent



What This Means for Students



AI Use, Overuse, Misuse



The Verification Shift - Rethinking 
Assessment

❌ Old Question
"Can the student submit 
good work?"

✅ New Question
"Can the student demonstrate 
authentic understanding?"

Human-First Assessment Examples

Live Performance
Oral exams, debates, 
presentations, whiteboard 
problem-solving

Visible Process
Draft evolution tracking, 
reflection logs, in-class writing

Dialogue & Critique
Peer critique sessions, 
vivas, instructor follow-up 
conversations



AI Literacy Rubric

🟢 Scaffold
Brainstorm ideas, simplify language, 
generate practice questions, receive 
feedback

🔴 Crutch
Complete entire assignments, bypass 
thinking, submit work without 
understanding

Question: Is the tool helping the learner think or helping them avoid thinking?





Struggles of AI Plagiarism Detectors

► False Positives: 
Human‑written text can be flagged as “AI‑generated” simply because it’s 
clear, structured, or uses common phrasing. This unfairly penalizes good 
writing.
► False Negatives: 
AI‑generated text that’s lightly edited or paraphrased often passes 
undetected. A student can easily tweak wording to evade detection.
► Lack of Transparency: 
Most detectors don’t reveal how they decide what’s “AI‑written.” Their 
algorithms are proprietary, so educators can’t verify accuracy or bias.



Struggles of AI Plagiarism Detectors

► Language and Style Bias: 
Non‑native English writers or those using formal academic tone are more likely 
to be misclassified as AI‑generated.
► Rapid Model Evolution: 
AI writing tools evolve faster than detectors can adapt. What fooled 
detectors last month may pass easily today.
► No Context Awareness: 
Detectors analyze text patterns, not intent. They can’t tell whether a student 
used AI ethically (for brainstorming or feedback) or dishonestly (to replace 
thinking).



AI Detectors vs Human Judgment

Limitations of AI Detectors Human Judgment Strategy

False Positives: Human work flagged as AI Know the learner: Compare with student’s past 
work and voice

False Negatives: AI-edited work goes 
undetected

Check understanding:  Ask students to explain 
their thinking

Lack of Transparency: Black-box decisions Open dialogue: Discuss process, not just output

Language & Style Bias Context matters: Focus on ideas, not just 
language patterns

Can’t keep up with AI changes Rethink assessment: Use viva, in-class tasks, 
reflections

No context of intent Judge intent: Was AI a crutch or a scaffold?



Key Takeaways

� AI → Changes learning

� Students are moving from creators to orchestrators

� Academic integrity → Redefined

� From not copying to not outsourcing thinking

� Assessment → Rethought

� From “Can they submit?”    to “Can they demonstrate understanding?”

� Teachers → Essential

� AI detectors check text Teachers evaluate thinking

� Goal → Thinking learners

Build learners who: think, reflect and use AI responsibly


