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Information Session - Objectives
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Understand SCU'’s and

the 3 Tier Academic Integrity Breach Classification Types (Minor, Moderate, Major)

the Roles and Responsibilities of Markers, Unit Assessors, Academic Integrity Officers, Executive
Deans

What evidence supports a suspected breach

How Penalties are Determined

GenAl breaches — are they Minor, Moderate or Major?
Have viewed Case Examples (incl GenAl breaches)

Know how to review, consider and determine Student Appeals in using the

Know where to get more help



https://www.scu.edu.au/about/academic-portfolio-office-apo/academic-integrity-framework/
https://scu.t1cloud.com/T1Default/CiAnywhere/Web/SCU/Analytics/DashboardLayout?f=CASE.AICASES.DSH&h=5vxbrCKIi0&t=17169EC1&suite=PR&pagekey=20240613142454
https://www.scu.edu.au/media/secure/staff/academic-portfolio/documents/Guide-for-Exec-Deans-The-Appeals-Process-in-AIMS-3.10.23.pdf

g Academic Integrity Framework
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The University’s Academic Integrity Framework (supported by Policy) ensures clarity and consistent application
of Academic Integrity principles, aligned to sector best practice.

The Framework’s focus is on educative interventions for Minor Breaches, and applicable penalties for
Moderate and Major Breaches.

The key policies (and system) which inform and help us achieve a systematic and consistent approach to
addressing academic integrity are:

 Academic Quality Standards and Integrity Policy

e Student Academic and Non-Academic Misconduct Rules

 Academic Integrity Procedures

 Academic Integrity Guidelines

* Academic Integrity Management System AIMS


https://policies.scu.edu.au/document/view-current.php?id=329
https://policies.scu.edu.au/document/view-current.php?id=141
https://policies.scu.edu.au/document/view-current.php?id=337
https://policies.scu.edu.au/document/view-current.php?id=143
https://scu.t1cloud.com/T1Default/CiAnywhere/Web/SCU/Analytics/DashboardLayout?f=CASE.AICASES.DSH&h=5vxbrCKIi0&t=17169EC1&suite=PR&pagekey=20240613143047
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The 3-Tiered Breach Classification System — Definitions & Examples

MINOR MODERATE MAJOR

Unintentional and can be
reasonably considered as *part
of the normal learning process

*part of normal learning process
= has not yet completed 2 Terms
of study with SCU

* Unacceptable Use of GenAl
* Poor referencing
* Not identifying direct quotations

correctly

* Close paraphrasing
e Plagiarism
» Recycling

Unintentional but unacceptably
negligent in the context of the
*students opportunity to learn,
and appropriately apply
academic integrity principles

*already completed 2 Terms of
study with SCU

* Unacceptable Use of GenAl

* Poor referencing

* Not identifying direct quotations
correctly

* Close paraphrasing

e Plagiarism

e Recycling

Intentional or deliberately
negligent including (but not
limited to) contract cheating

Any of the examples under
Minor and Moderate may
constitute a Major breach if
‘intentional or deliberately
negligent’.

examples of other Major breaches
include:

Misrepresentation

Collusion

Cheating

Contract cheating

Fabricating information (data for
experiments)




'; How the breach classification works - AIMS now Classifies Potential Breaches
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MINOR

Unintentional and can be
reasonably considered as part
of the normal learning process

* Poor referencing

* Not identifying direct quotations
correctly

* Close paraphrasing

* Plagiarism

* Recycling

(based on definitions at Clause 21 & 25 of Academic Integrity Procedures)

Minor Breach - the three questions

1. Has the student completed their second
Session or Term of study?

o

2. Does the student have: any Pre AIMS
breaches; OR a Moderate or Major breach; O
two Minor breaches?

Pt

3. Is there any reason to suspect the student
has knowingly breached Al?

POTENTIAL
MODERATE

/ MAJOR
BREACH

0 0 0

POTENTIAL MINOR BREACH



https://policies.scu.edu.au/document/view-current.php?id=337

Roles and Responsibilities

*  Detect Breaches (where a Breach is detected, mark the task as usual, release feedback
but do NOT release marks to student)

MR *  Submit the Breach in AIMS (academic staff at offshore partners - email the suspected

breach to your SCU Main Campus Unit Assessor (who will submit the breach in AIMS)

*  Review Minor Breach in AIMS (if you agree it’s Minor, decide educative intervention &
issue Minor Breach Notice. If Moderate/Major Breach - refer to AIO within AIMS). May

. guestion student.
Unit Assessor

*  Update marks (do this only following UA confirmation of Minor Breach (or AlO
Determination of Moderate/Major Breach)

* Investigate Moderate/Major Breaches (if sufficient evidence exists, issue Allegation
Notice. If not overturn)

AlO (or Dean, Graduate Studies for HDR) »  Determine Breach Classifications and Penalties (consider student response (if any) and

using the Guidelines, decide on the breach classification and penalty, issuing the
Determination Notice from AIMS)

*  Consider and Determine Student Appeals

consider student Appeal, all evidence in AIMS, and decide in regard to the

Executive Dean Allegation whether to sustain it (agree with AlO decision) and confirm or
impose a lesser or greater penalty; OR dismiss it (not agree with AlO decision),
issuing the Appeal Determination Notice from AIMS.
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AIMS Process Flowchart: The role of Markers, Unit Assessors, AlOs & Exec

Deans

MARKER Unit Assessor (UA) Academic Integrity Officer (AIO) Ed EXEC DEAMN
DETECT ACADEMIC INTEGRITY BREACH REVIEWW MINOR' BREACH REVIEW MODERATE/MAJOR BREACH ACKNOVWLEDGE & REVIEW AFFEAL
fincd 2 GanAl Breachy)
see Academic Integrity Guidelines see Academmic Integrity Guidelines see Academic Integrity Guideiines see Academic Integrity Guidefines
It it 2 potential Breach? Have you got evidence? DECIDE: CONFIRM, OVERTURN OR DECIDE: CONFIRM. OVERTURM DECIDE: SUSTAIN or UPHOLD
OR REFER
REFER
If confirm. choose interventions & issue Minor Breach - If confimrm, issue Allegation Motice to student * IF sustzin {the AIO decision stands) issue
* B e e L Motice [n;:: penalty fior Minor] - If overtuim, no Motice sent to student. LA - ?ﬁiﬂlgfgﬂgzﬁgﬁc;fwﬁiﬁ;;

Release feedback but MOT marks

IF NOQ, Release feedback and marks as usual

If owerturn. no Motice sent to student
If refer, breach is escalated to AlD, (& once
Jerermined your receive amad Fom ANdS o uooiare

gets email stating owverturmed

- If refer, breach is escalated to PVYCAQ (&
once gereTTined oL recaive oc ofemal
o AN fo UA ree wodiare manks)

issue Appeal Determination Motice to
soudent

**LIA receives email from AIMS of decision & to
update marks accordinghy**

l

End of Process for Marker

IMPORTAMNT

mas)
3

End of PFrocess for UA

This applies to ALL - Minor, Moderate or Major Breaches
- ONLY release marks for MINOR breach once Minor confimmed by UA in

AIMS.

- A OMLY release marks for MODERATE/MAJOR, once AIOD determines

breach & penalty in AIMS

> This i oer Falicyr Cause 22 of e Academiic inregmly Frocedires ™™

REWIE'Y STUDENT RESPOMSE & DETERMIME
Issue Deterrmination MNotice
**L A receives email from AlIMS of decision & to
update marks accordingly™*

End of Process for AIO
N

AFFEALTO EXEC DEAN
Sthedent may Appeal by submisting sppesl in AMS to Exec Dean

End of Process for EXEC DEAMN

8 2

EXTERMAL APFEAL
if student not disatisfied with the with the result or conduct of the
Appeals process they may lodge an extermal sppeal with the
relevant State and Commommeesiin Ombudsman’s Office




Key evidence

Southern Cross
University

» Turnitin Reports
* Assignment current view (this is a pdf of the Assignment showing similarity index match)
* Assignment originally submitted file (this is the word doc version of the Assignment submitted by student to Tii)
* Assignment Text-Only Report (this text-only Report is extremely useful to the UA and AlO as they can view and trace the matched text live link).

* Al Report from Turnitin (if any)

How to download the Turnitin Reports: In Grade Centre, select to open the ‘Similarity Report’, click on ‘Download and Information Tools’ setting, you can
choose to download the 3 different versions of the student’s assignment. The 3 formats are essential for the UA/AIO in reviewing the suspected Breach.

» Assessment Brief (if applicable) what were students advised in writing about the use of GenAl for the Assessment Task?

» Assignment document properties check for author, creation date, edit time etc. open the original assessment in word format. Click FILE tab. Select
“Info. Screenshot this.

» Completed GenAl or General Checklist GenAl Practice Guide Signals of and How To Assess Unacceptable Use of GenAl OR Guide & Template Signals of
a Breach & Record of Evidence for AIMS The checklist is preferred but you can use a condensed version of it, or just type information about evidence)
into AIMS when uploading breach evidence.

» Record of Unit Assessor interview with student about the Assessment Task. Refer to Guide and Template for Unit Assessors email to Student

» Any other evidence e.g., screenshot of ‘a reference from reference list run through google search to check if legitimate/fake, or add comment and
screenshot of paragraph/s from assignment that you believe are not the student’s own work.


https://www.scu.edu.au/media/secure/staff/academic-portfolio/documents/GenAI-Practice-Guide---Signals-of--How-to-Assess-Unacceptable-Use-of-GenAI.pdf
https://www.scu.edu.au/media/secure/staff/academic-portfolio/documents/Guide--Template-Signals-of-a-Breach--Record-of-Evidence-for-AIMS.docx
https://www.scu.edu.au/media/scu-dep/about/documents/Guide-and-Template-for-Unit-Assessors-email-to-Student-3.10.23.docx

How Penalties are Determined
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The Academic Integrity Guidelines provide guidance on how to classify, and determine ALL Breaches (and how to decide the Penalties for Moderate/Major
breaches). For GenAl Breaches, additionally refer to the GenAl Practice Guide Signals of and How To Assess Unacceptable Use of GenAl.

Penalties are arrived at following a systematic approach (using the GenAl Practice Guide for any GenAl breaches) and the Academic Integrity Guidelines, tables
1-3.
» Table 1 to decide/confirm the ‘breach classification’ (Minor, Moderate or Major)

» Table 2 to decide the ‘severity’ of the breach — by considering the ‘extent’ and ‘impact’ of the breach.
» Table 3 to decide the penalty based on the ‘severity’ of the breach.

Table 1

Table 2

Table2: Guide to Determining Severity of 2 Breach
Extent of Breach

Severity level

Table 3

Table 3: Guide to Penalties

MINOR T g == = C==h - Breach classification sar;::y Appropriate penatty for coursework students Appropriate penalty for
b g pocass e LEVEL HDR students
wouid include & student in their ppar (Moderate breach): Minor
S |+ unintentionsl and Mo penalty may be epplied. The UA will determine the appropriate
e ot educative intervention and record seme in AIMS. Educative
prerioes minor brecch, Rosessrmert e ey 1o Tetie  for adcionsl guidence) b e intarventicns might includer
R Small - ﬂampammmugmmcu Small - ecademic achisvement of ther students. Minar - view the Quick Guides shout Academic Integrity
MODERATE | faw slements of computer comgleting the assessment taskor unitis. LEVELT intentiowal and] " 3 ) .
studer b e v\marrmel impacted A T LRI S T LEVEL® - view the videos on how 1o use Tumitin M
e — answer or 2 por Madum i part of the normal lasming ion 1o bagk an e [y Ciae s
‘swdents in the course and the degree’s reputation LEVELT process 5
Moderate are mpzcted - recomglete the Academic Integrity Module
i Large —ths Universiy's rputstion s mpacted e - revise end resubmit the assessment item without penalty
copying. with i - other student .
et | o iy s ‘; vt - Other (bespoke intervention besed on the case)
issues. student has computer impacted Either or both of:
plagiarism. slresdyhad ‘questions or parts of Madium = o 20% of availabl ko for th Acati d
P otar apportunityto Students in the course and the degree's reputation BEL2 - & penalty of upto evailahle ma e sssessmEnt caution an
ok, leam howto are impacted LEVEL 1 barm; recommendations to
E2= ise th menit
academic Large - the LEVELZ - an cpportunity to remhmltasr\ nlmmatmevaslm ecial R
MR+ et Y cmtoor e | Large - .1, comprises minival ofginel work | Sl academic chisvamant o oher sudents Moderate = my of S ortne e
. igent. Otrer ﬂplﬁmnmwmzlﬂﬂm“m e e LEVELZ - ) wal\ahlemaﬂ:siulhussessmm item
i ormation otk muitie pages or sactions impacted negligent
o gopkics sopied:sharng ane P {because student has already had e & caution and
= £ e LEvELS to fearn how to practice - & mark of zero for the e -
= academic integrity) LEVELZ :
— - an cpportunity to resubmit, or an aitemative task or special revise the essessment
resenting the product of yomabaedco o indepmrdert Large — the University's reputation is impacted LEVELS 4 fora B e e €
e e e el &0 3 few paragraphs, or graphics;a | Small - scademic achievement of other students the unit =
person, e it re« ‘elEments of computer sourte code: ‘completing the assessment taskor unitis LEVELS
SE andcomponents of selling procuring o hawking 2 single exam Award of & resuht of fail for & unit of study Termination of
X " quastion with 8 model answer or & portion of ecium — acerderiic achiovemen of s LEVEL3 candidature
udents in the: and the degree’s
= = " m‘f:,mmd o repureion Award of & result of fail for & unit of study Termination of
Large ~ the University's reputation is impacted LEVEL3 LEVELZ i
i iaminson o snckhe s, 8 g <s sl — ahor studers o Either or both of: : et
= e . ssgmeof the witis = 2 ‘ermination
Share o ks, UNIEE R hotogghing rcordng o cadrc ek Mijor S o Gl LEVEL A - suspension from the University for up to 12 months; p
u;(::wlaﬂw hawiking arts of um of other - awvard of & result of fail for relevant units of study
nm;;:pf n assignmant. ‘students in the course end the degree’s LEVEL3 Major Either or both of: Termination of
e s, snd nntrer 8 s%ar apar et 812073 imparted A . -
510.1080,03075075201 2 1453789, Essiple e b ra ot e ertion : G
o B e e Large —the Universit's eputation s impacied LEveLa L ﬂ:‘gﬁ'ﬁ‘\:bﬁafﬂ) e e e candidaturs and/or
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e = Large ces minimalcriginl ork, | Smal — academic schisvement of other students Let & recommendation to the Char, Academic Board that he or she | "ooendationto the
“significant appropriation of idess or artistic completing the assessment taskor unitis LEVEL3 LEVELS i : (Chair, Academic Board
el et should recommend Council lewol:dend raquira the sumender of  thet he or she shoud
o graphics copied: selling, procuring or hawking Medwm - scademic echievement of oth an e il
or study materalsforthe use of compleing an sssessment s B i S e i I \EvELA recommend Council
« Fabicating infomtion: Subyting rets == egree! revoke and require the
s e DiE Torge —the Universiy s repuiztion = mpat TEVELS surrender of an gward|



https://policies.scu.edu.au/document/view-current.php?id=143
https://www.scu.edu.au/media/secure/staff/academic-portfolio/documents/GenAI-Practice-Guide---Signals-of--How-to-Assess-Unacceptable-Use-of-GenAI.pdf

GenAl Breaches —is it a Minor, Moderate or Major breach?
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A GenAl breach may be classified as Minor, Moderate or Major, depending on the breach classification criteria, see Academic Integrity Guidelines and then with consideration to how and to what extent
the GenAl was used. For example:

e If GenAl was used for only one element or some minor elements of the submission this might reasonably be considered a Moderate breach (i.e., similar to our definition of moderate breach for
plagiarism: “direct copying including close paraphrasing or copying from other sources without correct citation”).

o If GenAl was used to generate the entire assessment submission or significant parts of it, this might reasonably be considered a Major breach (i.e., as with our definition of a Major breach for
contract cheating in the Guidelines: “when a student submits work that has been completed for them by a third party”).

The following examples provide further guidance. ‘Unacceptable use of GenAl’ can relate to a breach where:

1. Astudent was prohibited from using GenAl in the Assessment Task, or

2. Astudent was permitted to use GenAl but has not appropriately acknowledged the use of such, or it is beyond the acceptable limit defined in the Assessment Task.

As a general guide, in regard to (1) above, where a student was prohibited from using GenAl in the Assessment Task, but did so, it would be appropriate to classify as a Moderate breach.

However, this would be dependent on the extent and how the GenAl was used. For example, if:
I GenAl was prohibited but used to generate a minimal part of the assessment submission, a Moderate breach classification may be appropriate;
i.  GenAlwas prohibited but used to generate the entire assessment submission or a significant part of it, a Major breach classification may be appropriate.

In contrast, in regard to (2) above, where a student was permitted to use GenAl but has not appropriately acknowledged the use of such, or it is beyond the acceptable limit defined in the Assessment Task, if
it relates to a breach by a student who has not completed two study terms and has no prior confirmed breaches, it may be appropriate to classify as a Minor breach (again dependent on the extent and how
the GenAl was used).
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GenAl Breach Penalties — refer to the below guide
GenAl Practice Guide Signals of and How To Assess Unacceptable Use of GenAl

Table B: Guidancs on Breach Glaesification and Penalties for GenAl Braaches

PART A: GenAl PERMITTED - but NOT acknowledged OR beyond the limit defined in the Asssasmant Taak

PART B: GenAl MOT Permitted

GanAl extant of GanAl breach Wimor breach criferia | Recommendsd Recommanded Penalty Level
Braach: met? Ereach
PamitipNot Clzasification
Permitiad = Mot completed 2
Study Ems
= no prior Mo
eaches, &m0
mone ihan 2
previous Minor
weaches
=amall s Tinar L0 = no panaity
B
(GenAl was parmited but nat enucaive imerventions aniy® Mo
acknovdedged - 3 small par of penaky or punitive acion.
% e assessmant
E refarence  Acadlemic
A Guideiines Tabie I exent of [rng TioOETaE [}
E’? breach gg Smal - eq 3 few |
SE ar graphics; 2 » & panalty of up 10 20%; OF,
;ig few elements of computer = BN opporunity o resubmit or an
1 souTce code aRemative task ar special
§. examination (¥ appicabla) for 5-
§ X mark of $0% of the
El avallabiz merks for he
extant = medium Fyes Noderste [T"R]
(GEnAl wes parmized but nat = apanalty of up 10 2095 OR
Scknouiedged - & medium pan = &N Opponunity I resubmit or an
of the 3ssassment submisson) aRemEtive 85k or specil
. examination (¥ sppicabie] for -
refarence Avademic I mark of S0% of the
Guidelines Tahie 2 exent of availshiz Marks for the:
each @e @ si item.
or segment of the [TFng EEEED (T3
work, mufliple segments of = 3mark of 2600 for e sk OR
‘compuler SOuTES code. = BN appoMunity I resubmit or an
ahemative task or special
examination (¥ spplicable] for &
maximum of 5 pasa mark for
the LT
extant = large Fyes Nioderste [T
= Bimark of 2en for e t8s; OR
(GEnAl wes parmized but nat = &N Oppomunity I resubmit or an
ackrowieaged - 2 large part of, aRemEtive a5k o specil
or the entire aszes=manm Examination (¥ spplicabie] for &
SubmEssion] i of 3 paes mark: for
i the LT
refarence  Academic
Guidelines Tahle I esent of [ing Wejor 3
LB
minmel  onginal  work; Haend of & result of FAIL far the
significani appropration of UM of sbudy

GenAl ‘sotent of GenAl breach Minor breach crifena | Recommanded Recommanded Penalfy Level
Breach: mat? Breach
Permitipditict Clzzsification
Permitied * ot compleled 2
sty s
*  noprior Modidg
treaches, &no
more than 2
prEvionE hingr
weaches
“atont = amall TFyes NGerate: [T
ZenAl wes not pamitted - b + & panaty of up o 205 OR,
used fr 3 amall patt of me = &N cpporunity o resubmit or an
EEsESETEN Submssian alemetive sk or specal
. examination (¥ appicsble) for 5 -
reference Aragemic magnly MU mark of 505 of the
Guigeines Tate I adent of avallabilz mers for the
g heach Smal - g & fow anspzement itBm.
E paragraphs, o graphcs; @ faw [ TFng NoGEratE [TH]
3 Hemens of COMNIE soura * B mark of 2er for Te tesk; OR
3 code = &N cpporunity (o resubmit or an
B ahemative 55k or special
| examinaion (¥ sppicsble) for 5
E maimum of 3 pass mark for
e UMIT
‘eoent - medium fFyes NModerste [H
* B mark of 2er for Te tesk; OR
(3EnAl was not peemitted - = &N cpporunity (o resubmit or an
usad for & madium part of e alemative 55k or special
aEsessment submssion Examinaion | fq:pira:h]h'a
. . maxiTium of 3 pasa mark for
reference Academic imegny 1he UMIT
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beach Medum - g a
nofca  propaion HBanard of 8 result of FAIL for the
EEgMET :l'l'l'?mf'\.m LI of study
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BaErd of 8 resuit of FAIL for the
UNIT of sbudy



https://www.scu.edu.au/media/secure/staff/academic-portfolio/documents/GenAI-Practice-Guide---Signals-of--How-to-Assess-Unacceptable-Use-of-GenAI.pdf
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Match Overvie NG
e 68%
(o]
< Match 10f 1 >
www.apa.org:443 - 1
G la Al ae] > 1 s dhem- 61% >
2 ; 6% >
Qualitative Report
3 1%
+
a
The concept of resilience is defined by psychologists as the process of adapting well in =
i B
the face of adversity, trauma, tragedy, threats, or significant sources of stress-—such as family
*

and relationship problems, serious health problems, or workplace and financial stressors (IDavid
Palmiter, 2012). As much as resilience involves “bouncing back™ from these difficult

experiences, it can also involve profound personal growth! (David Palmiter, 2012). To be resilient

Educational Experience

Student is in their 2nd study term at SCU
Student has had 1 previous Minor breach

The Tii report shows a match of 68% with:

Recycling - 61% match to SCU submissions. In this instance the
student has recycled an assignment they submitted to another unit
(without any acknowledgement).

Close paraphrasing - too close to the original wording

Plagiarism - chunks of copied text without quotation marks
Referencing - while not consistent with the style guide, referencing
has been used to acknowledge the use of others” work. It is apparent
that this new student is attempting to practise Al via the inclusion of
in-text referencing.

g Case Study 1: Minor Breach

Breach
classification

MINOR

Definition

» Unintentional and reasonable
as part of the normal learning
process.

# This would include a student
in their first or second session
at SCU with no previous
academic misconduct
findings and no more than
one previous minor breach.

MODERATE

# The breach is unintentional
but negligent (because the
student has already had an
opportunity to learn how to
practise academic integrity).

» Normally, this would include
a student who has completed
at least two sessions at SCU.

» Normally, this would not
include a student with
multiple (e.g. three or more)
repeated breaches for similar
issues.

Examples

The following may constitute Minor or Moderate breaches,
¢ epending on whether part of the normal learning process

( Mlinor breach) or negligent in the context of opportunity
t) learn (Moderate breach):

+ Poor referencing: failure to correctly reference other
authors’ ideas within an assessment.

+ Not identifying direct quotations correctly: omitting
quotation marks and/or incorrectly citing direct
quotations within an assessment;

* Close paraphrasing: inclusion of two or three short
phrases copied from other sources with minimal changes
to the wording and/or without appropriate citation
(including patchwork plagiarism);

* Plagiarism: direct copying including close paraphrasing
or copying from other sources without correct citation.
Failure to include a reference list or direct copying,
without correct acknowledgement of information and
ideas from other sources including but not limited to
books, journal articles, web-pages, reports, theses,
unpublished works, conference papers,
lecture/tutorial/lab notes or on-line teaching recordings,
computer code, artwork, graphics is considered
plagiarism.

» Recycling: submitting work that has been prepared for
one unit or course, either at Southern Cross University or
another institution, by presenting it as original work for
another unit or re-presenting work previously submitted
for an incomplete or failed unit without specific
appropriate permission.




g Case Study 2: Moderate Breach
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2]
HAVE YOUR SAY: Proposed changes to the Solitary Islands Marine Park

Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback on the proposed changes to the Solitary Islands
Marines Park (SIMP). As a retired marine protected area (MPA) manager of 10 years with a Maters in
Marine Science and Management, | understand the difficult task of proposing changes that will satisfy
all stakeholders involved. However, we ultimately have to prioritise our conservation efforts to continue
to make our marine resources sustainable so that all stakeholders can continue to use the area within
the SIMP and for the resources to be available for future generations use. Healthy ecosystems are
critical to sustainable resource use.

| have included scientific literature further in this document to support my argument but waould like to
address the changes and make suggestions in summary, in this cover note.

Fist of all, | would like to address the change that includes;
e Reduction in the size of the Sanctuary zone surrounding Pimpernel Rock

4]
Pimpernel Rock has been identified as an aggregation site forg-rev nurse stgrks that are classed as
critically endangered by the|government and therefore receive protection under the Environment
Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Acrlﬁﬁ (EPBC Act) due to the location being in
Commonwealth controlled waters. Therefore, it is an offence to Kill, injure, take, trade, keep, or move

Educational Experience
*  Studentisin their 4th study term at SCU
e Student has had 1 previous minor breach

The Tii report shows a match of 53% with:

. Match Overview >
®

[ = | o)
- 53%
—1 < Match 1 of 8 >
7
& 1 wwwlegislation gov.au 13% >
=z Intemet Source
Submitted to Southern 74
E 2 L S% >
3 fish.gov.au 50/0 >
) Intemet Source
*
@ 4 4% >
[ | link.springer.com L7
(%] 5 iz 3% >

*  Poor referencing — an attempt to acknowledge the use of others’

work, but incorrect and inconsistent referencing.

*  Plagiarism — unreferenced copied text without quotation marks & no

referencing
*  Close paraphrasing.

Breach
classification

MINOR.

MODERATE

Definition

» Unintentional and reasonable
as part of the normal learning
process.

# This would include a student
in their first or second session
at SCU with no previous
academic misconduct
findings and no more than
one previous minor breach.

 The breach is unintentional
but negligent (because the
student has already had an
opportunity to learn how to
practise academic integrity).

» Normally, this would include
a student who has completed
at least two sessions at SCUL.

» Normally, this would not
include a student with
multiple (e.g. three or more)
repeated breaches for similar
issues.

Examples

The following may constitute Minor or Moderate breaches,
depending on whether part of the normal learning process
(Minor breach) or negligent in the context of opportunity
to learn (Moderate breach):

* Poor referencing: failure to correctly reference other
authors’ ideas within an assessment.

» Not identifying direct quotations correctly: omitting
quotation marks and/or incorrectly citing direct
quotations within an assessment;

» Close paraphrasing: inclusion of two or three short
phrases copied from other sources with minimal changes
to the wording and/or without appropriate citation
(including patchwork plagiarism);

» Plagiarism: direct copying including close paraphrasing
or copying from other sources without correct citation.
Failure to include a reference list or direct copying,
without correct acknowledgement of information and
ideas from other sources including but not limited to
books, journal articles, web-pages, reports, theses,
unpublished works, conference papers,
lecture/tutorial/lab notes or on-line teaching recordings,
computer code, artwork, graphics is considered
plagiarism.

» Recyeling: submitting work that has been prepared for
One unit or course, either at Southern Cross University or
another institution, by presenting it as original work for
another unit or re-presenting work previously submitted
for an incomplete or failed unit without specific
appropriate permission.




g Case Study 3: Major Breach

Southern Cross
University Table 1: Breach Classification Types
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sunemcross  (Cgse Study 4: GenAl (Minor Breach)

Students were permitted to use GenAl in the Assessment Task. This student used GenAl
but did not appropriately ‘acknowledge’ or ‘reference’ the use of such. The Tii Al Report
showed a score of 35%. The Marker noted the whilst the student was permitted to use
GenAl, the student had not acknowledged or referenced the use of GenAl as required.

Referencing or acknowledging?

We refer to 'referencing' as a way to bring content generated by generative Al into your work for submission, in a similar way
you would reference an idea or text from a scholarly source or Google.

We refer to 'acknowledging' as a way to describe how you have used generative Al in the process of creating a work for
submission.

Principles for Referencing Generative Al

Currently, there are few guidelines around the rules of referencing the use of Generative Al. The library has some information
for a variety of referencing formats. The APA 7th has guidelines around referencing generative Al (American Psychological
Association, 2023) which may be helpful.

Educational Experience
e Studentisin their 2nd study term at SCU
*  Student has no previous Breaches

Breach Definition
classification
MINOR » Unintentional and reasonable

Examples

The following may constitute Minor or Moderate breaches,

as part of the normal leaming  depending on whether part of the normal learning process

Process.
s This would include a student

(Minor breach) or negligent in the context of opportunity
to learn (Moderate breach):

in their first or second session  « Poor referencing: failure to correctly reference other

at SCU with no previous
academic misconduct
findings and no more than
OIE previous minor breach.

MODERATE | The breach is unintentional
but negligent (because the
student has already had an
opportunity to learn how to
practise academic integrity).

» Normally, this would include
a student who has completed
at least two sessions at SCU.

» Normally, this would not
include a student with
multiple (e.g. three or more)
repeated breaches for similar
issues.

authors’ ideas within an assessment,

» Not identifying direct quotations correctly: omitting
quotation marks and/or incorrectly citing direct
quotations within an assessment;

» Close paraphrasing: inclusion of two or three short
phrases copied from other sources with minimal changes
to the wording and/or without appropriate citation
(including patchwork plagiarism);

» Plagiarism: direct copying including close paraphrasing
or copying from other sources without correct citation.
Failure to include a reference list or direct copying,
without correct acknowledgement of information and
ideas from other sources including but not limited to
books, journal articles, web-pages, reports, theses,
unpublished works, conference papers,
lecture/tutorial/lab notes or on-line teaching recordings,
computer code, artwork, graphics is considered
plagiarism.

» Recycling: submitting work that has been prepared for
one unit or course, either at Southern Cross University or
another institution, by presenting it as original work for
another unit or re-presenting work previously submitted
for an incomplete or failed unit without specific
appropriate permission.



https://apastyle.apa.org/blog/how-to-cite-chatgpt

Southern Cross
University

Students were permitted to use GenAl in the Assessment Task. The student submitted their
Assessment. The Tii Similarity Index showed only 16% match to other sources but the Tii Al Report
indicated 84% probability score the submission had been generated by Al.

The UA noted advice from the Marker that the reference list was incomplete, only included
duplicates of some in text citations. On the UA questioning the student, he admitted to the UA
using Al tools, stating he did not copy/paste the answer instead, wrote what he could interpret
from the responses he got. The UA submitted the breach in AIMS selecting ‘Unacceptable Use of
GenAl — where permitted but not acknowledged’. The AIO on review (and after issuing the
Allegation notice and reviewing the student’s response) determined a Moderate breach with
penalty opportunity to resubmit with maximum pass for the Unit on the basis the student had not
paraphrased sufficiently to make it his own work and this applied to a medium proportion of the
work, the GenAl usage was not appropriately acknowledged, the student was in their 3™ term at
SCU and therefore had already had the opportunity to learn how to practice academic integrity.

Educational Experience
*  Student was in their 3™ study term at SCU
*  Student has no previous Breaches

Case Study 5: GenAl (Moderate Breach)

Breach
classification

MINOR

Definition

» Unintentional and reasonable
as part of the normal leamning
Process.

# This would include a student
in their first or second session
at SCU with no previous
academic misconduct
findings and no more than
OIE previous minor breach.

MODERATE

» The breach is unintentional
but negligent (because the
student has already had an
opportunity to learn how to
practise academic integrity).

» Normally, this would include
a student who has completed
at least two sessions at SCU.

» Normally, this would not
include a student with
multiple (e.g. three or more)
repeated breaches for similar
issues.

Examples

The following may constitute Minor or Moderate breaches,
depending on whether part of the normal learning process
(Minor breach) or negligent in the context of opportunity
to learn (Moderate breach):

» Poor referencing: failure to correctly reference other
authors’ ideas within an assessment,

» Not identifying direct quotations correctly: omitting
quotation marks and/or incorrectly citing direct
quotations within an assessment;

» Close paraphrasing: inclusion of two or three short
phrases copied from other sources with minimal changes
to the wording and/or without appropriate citation
(including patchwork plagiarism);

» Plagiarism: direct copying including close paraphrasing
or copying from other sources without correct citation.
Failure to include a reference list or direct copying,
without correct acknowledgement of information and
ideas from other sources including but not limited to
books, journal articles, web-pages, reports, theses,
unpublished works, conference papers,
lecture/tutorial/lab notes or on-line teaching recordings,
computer code, artwork, graphics is considered
plagiarism.

» Recycling: submitting work that has been prepared for
one unit or course, either at Southern Cross University or
another institution, by presenting it as original work for
another unit or re-presenting work previously submitted
for an incomplete or failed unit without specific
appropriate permission.




Southern Cross

University

Case Study 6: GenAl (Major Breach)

Students were NOT permitted to use GenAl in the Assessment Task. The student submitted
their Assessment. The Tii Al Report showed a probability score of 89% the submission had been
generated by Al.

The UA noted advice from the Marker that the submitted work included in-text citation that did
not match the reference list, and terminology that was quite advanced and not yet discussed in
the Unit, the UA questioned the student who denied using Al. The UA submitted a breach in
AIMS selecting ‘GenAl Not Permitted’, along with the evidence noted above.

The AIO on review (and after issuing the Allegation notice and reviewing the student’s
response) determined a Major breach and FAIL for Unit penalty. This was on the basis the
student had submitted work almost entirely generated by Al when this was not permitted, and
the student had already completed 2 terms of study at SCU therefore having had the
opportunity to learn how to practice academic integrity. If this student had been within their
first two study terms, the penalty would most likely have been a zero for the task or opportunity
to resubmit for a max. of a pass for the Unit.

Educational Experience
e Student was in their 3™ study term at SCU
* Student has no previous Breaches

Table 1: Breach Classification Types

Breach
classification

MAJOR

Definition

« The breach is intentional
(i.e. cheating) or

deliberately negligent (i.e.

repeatedly ignoring

Examples

An  of the examples given for Miner and Moderate
bre aches may constitute Major breaches if

int ntional or deliberately negligent. Other examples
of Aajor breaches include:

previous warnings and
learning opportunities).

» I isrepresentation: deliberate failure to disclose
crrect sources of information through falsifying
r ferences used in an assessment by altering
details such as the correct source, author(s), or date
of publication; or submitting previously submitted or
published information, data, or experimental results
as if it were newly identified through laboratory or
clinical work or work-integrated learning
experiences.
» Collusion: presenting the product of unauthorised
collaboration as independent work, or copying, or
attempting to copy, another person's work and pass
it off as one's own work, or knowingly allowing work
to be copied and passed off as the work of another
person, e.q. if a student enables another student to
review their individual assessment and components
of it are copied and submitted by that student, both
students may have breached academic integrity
standards.
Cheating: improper conduct in examinations or
other assessment tasks including taking
unauthorised study material and aids into a face-to-
face invigilated or an on-line examination where a
declaration to the contrary has been completed,
allowing another student to sit an exam that the
student should sit, communicating with and/or
copying from another student during an
examination, sitting an examination for another
student, failing to equally contribute to a group-work
assessment while claiming an equal contribution
and share of the marks, or unauthorised
photographing/ recording of academic work
including examination questions and/or answers.




; How to review, consider and determine Student Appeals in AIMS

Southern Cross
University

Refer to the Guide for Exec Deans The Appeals Process in AIMS (under review but
principles remain the same).

24 Using the Tasks tab to Acknowledge, Review and Determine Student Appeals......coooeee..... =
241 AcCknowledge STUden APPRAI ... et et e ma e e =
.5

242 e W L = |
243 Guide to Selecting {or Confirming) The Correct Breach Classification Type.................. 7

244 Determining the Student Appeal and create the Appeal Determination Motice .......... 7


https://scu.t1cloud.com/T1Default/CiAnywhere/Web/SCU/Analytics/DashboardLayout?f=CASE.AICASES.DSH&h=5vxbrCKIi0&t=17169EC1&suite=PR&pagekey=20240613142454
https://www.scu.edu.au/media/secure/staff/academic-portfolio/documents/Guide-for-Exec-Deans-The-Appeals-Process-in-AIMS-3.10.23.pdf

; Resources

Southern Cross
University

» Go to the SCU Academic Integrity Framework website for links to policy and procedures plus Guides for
staff

» For advice on SCU Policy or the Student Appeals process please contact Dot Armstrong, Co-ordinator,
Academic Governance and Student Misconduct at dot.armstrong@scu.edu.au

» For information or discussion about a Student Appeal, please contact your Faculty Academic Integrity
Officer (AlO) or DAIO

» Join an AIMS drop in session. Open to all staff every Tuesday 10:30am throughout 2024. Click here to
join the meeting

» Go to the TEQSA events page. It has some great YouTube videos from experts (Phil Dawson, Rowen Harper
et al) on GenAi https://www.tegsa.gov.au/about-us/news-and-events/our-events



https://www.scu.edu.au/about/academic-portfolio-office-apo/academic-integrity-framework/
mailto:dot.armstrong@scu.edu.au
https://teams.microsoft.com/l/meetup-join/19%3ameeting_ZjlmYmUwNGItNzNhYy00MzdmLWI5MTgtMTUwZWVhYjAzYzVh%40thread.v2/0?context=%7b%22Tid%22%3a%22f3e3c40b-f4e3-450b-85e4-4043e55ca004%22%2c%22Oid%22%3a%22db011297-cff6-48b1-906e-f6d86d390e49%22%7d
https://www.teqsa.gov.au/about-us/news-and-events/our-events

