Problem and Purpose

Generative Al is a rapidly growing technology that has come to directly influence
our lives. Most recently, the industry has been disrupted by OpenA[’s release of
ChatGPT, a chatbot that can produce 5-page essays or complex Java programs in
seconds. The technology has especially stirred the US college population about
cheating implications (McDade).
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The goal of this project is to understand how the rising adoption of generative Al
might influence cheating and academic dishonesty in the US college population
and what some leverage points are for various policy options.

Approach

The model extends a tipping point dynamic associated with disruptive technologies for 16 million undergraduate students for
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150 weeks, only 500,000 of them initially using generative Al Extensions reflect the adaptation of generative Al use with the
feedback structures associated with cheating and possible policy interventions.
~
o ) S Policy Interventions: Use Gen Al
Successes Uses Successes . Ad)|:|st Honor Code
*  Setting harsher
Policy Intervention: implications for cheatin, .
A P e Susceptible to
* Raise Awareness U
on Dangers of se
Generative Al Susceptible to Use N
Finishing Probation .
Starting to Use £ People Using Gen
Starting to Use Gen Al After Caught Al for Cheating
Use GenAl  cheat
In Probation
Abandoning Use
People Starting to Cheat
Policy Intervention: = Policy Intervention:
 Setting harsher Catching ¢ Increase investment in
implications for cheating Use Gen Al Cheaters policing infrastructure

Known Cheating Cases

Conclusions and Implications
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and the time it takes them to start using.
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