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Abstract. The maintenance of academic integrity plays an important part
in higher education. However, with the emergence of artificial intelligence,
this concept is frequently challenged. Thus, this study aimed to discover
the instructors’ perceptions of how Chat GPT can be used in education while
preserving academic integrity. In order to achieve the abovementioned aim, a
qualitative method was employed with 12 instructors who teach in the specialty
“6B01702: Foreign language: two foreign languages” in one private university
in Kazakhstan. The researchers conducted semi-structured interviews, each of
which lasting between 25 to 35 minutes. The deductive type of analysis based on
Hatch’s framework was chosen to interpret the obtained information, and after
that, the findings were compared with other existing works in the same field.
Overall, it was identified that most instructors are active users of Chat GPT. The
common purposes included generating ideas, designing exam questions, checking
essays, and creating evaluating rubrics. However, the instructors expressed
negative opinions regarding the students’ use of this application, and they were
penalized in case artificial intelligence was detected. That is why, instructors
carefully monitored their students’ adherence to academic integrity by checking
their works in the Turnitin application and assigning authentic tasks to diminish
the chances of using artificial intelligence. The theoretical significance of this
work lies in showing the advantages and disadvantages of using Chat GPT from
the instructors’ points of view. As regards the practical importance, it should be
noted that these findings can serve as a basis for developing specific policies
about the implementation of Chat GPT in the educational sphere.
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Introduction

Chat GPT is known as a chatbot that “has revolutionized natural language
processing by generating human-like text with context and coherence” to a given
input [1, p.1]. It is also capable of producing natural language, and its accuracy
in terms of giving correct responses is constantly increasing. Even though Chat
GPT has become well-known relatively recently, in November 2022, in fact, its
founders have begun developing various models since 2018. While the earliest
version, GPT 1, mainly showed the ability of unsupervised language learning,
its current version is much more functional in terms of giving explanations,
generating content, and giving feedback.
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Asregards the use of Chat GPT in higher education institutions, it has become
a pervasive idea among students who complete their written home assignments
and pass final examinations with the help of this tool. All these actions lead to
the violations of academic integrity which is referred to as a commitment to the
following values: “honesty, trust, fairness, respect, responsibility, and courage”
[2, p.10]. Thus, this application can challenge the credibility of students’ works
and consequently, result in the loss of receiving high-quality education.

Although extensive research has been done to determine how Chat GPT
can be used in ecology and medicine, S. Biswas identified that there is a clear
gap in knowledge in relation to the education sphere [3]. The acceptance of
using Chat GPT, ethical concerns, potential benefits, and drawbacks — all these
questions have not been sufficiently addressed yet. Based on these reasons, this
research aims to identify the instructors’ views on using Chat GPT in their work.
To achieve this aim, two objectives have been put forward:

- to identify the possibilities Chat GPT offers in education;

- to determine the strategies used to uphold academic integrity in English
lessons

E. Shalevska described several positive ways in which students can
implement Chat GPT in the educational sphere which are as follows: language
learning, writing assistance, automated grading, and personalized learning.
Language learning refers to the simulation of real-life interactions and providing
users with feedback on their errors. Writing assistance corrects students ’errors and
gives automated grading, decreasing teachers’ workload and giving immediate
feedback. Finally, this application is utilized to search for materials based on the
users’ needs [4].

Furthermore, nowadays there is a trend for personalized learning
experiences. Chat GPT is capable of improving students’ academic achievement,
increasing engagement, and promoting self-efficacy which result in better
learning outcomes. As such, J. Oranga found out that Chat GPT was valuable
for autodidactic learners as it gave them real-time feedback and reflection. In
addition, this chatbot offered specific tasks which are tailored to specific learner’s
learning objectives. These opportunities significantly decrease students’ time
spent searching for appropriate materials [5]. In addition, Kazakhstani authors,
Zhumabekova et al., defined that Al-driven applications provide detailed guidance
that significantly simplifies their learning experiences. In particular, the authors
emphasized its convenience to develop speaking and listening skills: automatized
editing and transcription are seen as the distinctive features [6] Consequently,
this application has become an indispensable component in self-studying.

Chat GPT is useful for instructors too as it helps to design multiple
assessment tasks connected to each student’s individual needs and levels which
is not likely to be achievable without using artificial intelligence. Also, with
the help of this chatbot, it is possible to create a game-based assessment with
immediate feedback. As regards assessing essays, Chat GPT helps by providing
“automated assessment, plagiarism detection, administration, as well as feedback
mechanisms” if programmed carefully [7, p. 351].
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Another advantage of using Chat GPT for instructors is the creation of
lesson plans and materials. B. Berg and E. Plessis found that it generally
corresponded to the objectives and the level of students, and exercises which
provided a kind of skeleton for teachers. However, it was suggested that the real
teacher doublechecked the tasks to make them more creative and make smooth
transitions between lesson stages [8].

On the other hand, the use of Chat GPT undoubtedly challenges the idea
of academic integrity. For example, it has the potential to find correct answers
for multiple-choice tests with high accuracy. E. Shalevska experimented with
using Chat GPT to pass state exams. The results showed that Chat GPT could
answer most multiple-choice questions correctly and wrote essays that fully
corresponded to all the requirements. Therefore, she suggested paying careful
attention to exam proctoring to eliminate cheating [4].

Another difficulty lies in identifying Al-generated content in written works.
D. Weber-Wulff et al. used both humans and plagiarism-checking software
applications to detect Al in students’ essays. The results revealed that Turnitin
was the most accurate in determining plagiarized content among other plagiarism
checkers. As regards human evaluators, they were less “reliable” because
advanced grammar and vocabulary frequently led them to categorize this essay
as Al-generated. In conclusion, the authors stated that neither applications nor
humans can guarantee accuracy in detecting Al [9].

As regards the teachers’ perceptions of using Chat GPT, mostly they
treat it with caution. On the one hand, as M. Firat determined, they consider
it a breakthrough in education since it helps with creating lesson materials
and checking written assignments; thus, making it less challenging and time-
consuming. Moreover, Al-generated materials increase student engagement and
course satisfaction. On the other hand, his findings indicated that teachers are
concerned about undermining academic integrity. As Chat GPT is capable of
producing human-like output, the students use it for cheating and plagiarizing,
and plagiarism-checking tools are sometimes unable to detect these instances.
Therefore, the instructors are concerned about ethics while using Chat GPT and
therefore are not sure whether its implementation should be allowed [10].

As aresult, most teachers agree that academic integrity should be maintained
in the era of Al. Thus, several studies have suggested ways of mitigating the
impact of Chat GPT on academic integrity. D. Cotton et al. proposed three main
strategies for decreasing the likelihood of cheating. They are as follows: dividing
work into smaller parts, using both human raters and plagiarism-checking
applications, and educating about negative consequences caused by using Chat
GPT [11].

Another strategy to impede the use of Chat GPT is to conduct authentic
assessments as an alternative to traditional tests. These types of tasks are
considerably ‘“challenging for chatbots to replicate, thereby preserving their
integrity” [12, p.1]. The author maintained that authentic assessment involves
higher-order thinking skills, problem-solving, and creativity which are hard to
show when using Chat GPT. That’s why interviews, videos, and case studies
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can be used instead. In addition, he proposed a five-dimension framework for
evaluating students’ works, which consisted of the task, physical/digital context,
social context, final product, and criteria and standards. This framework can
minimize subjectivity in assessment.

Methods and Materials

As previously mentioned, this research aims to determine the instructors’
attitudes towards using Chat GPT in education, in particular what possibilities it
offers for both students and instructors and what strategies are used to maintain
academic integrity.

The participants of the study were 12 instructors working in one higher
education institution in the southern part of Kazakhstan. To choose the
population for this study, the authors used a purposive non-probability sampling
technique. There were two main criteria for determining the participants: to be
a representative of the Education faculty and to be teaching subjects related to
learning English. The authors established these criteria to focus on the teaching
major which prepares students for future work as English language teachers.
Thus, the maintenance and promotion of academic integrity are a must for them
to ensure getting high-quality education.

The qualitative research method, in particular a case study, was employed
to gain deep insights into the instructors’ perspectives on using Chat GPT in their
work. According to Z. Zainal, the case study method is the most beneficial as
it allows a deep investigation of a complex issue in a particular place [13]. As
for the data collection tool, semi-structured interviews were conducted with the
research participants, depending on their convenience: face-to-face interaction
with the researchers or Zoom video calls. To increase the validity and reliability
of this research, the interview questions were developed, and adapted from M.
Al-khresheh on a similar topic [14]. Also, a pilot study and peer review were
done to ensure the clarity and precision of questions.

The data collection process consisted of several steps. Before conducting
interviews, the researchers completed a self-assessment form on the university’s
website to check if there were any possible risks. As they were not identified, the
researchers proceeded with the next step: the questions were sent to two professors
who are experts in the same field. Having gained their feedback, the questions were
refined, and the interview was pilot-tested on two volunteers. Finally, invitation
letters with consent forms were sent to the predetermined list of respondents.
The consent form contained information about the purpose, rights, benefits, and
associated risks and guaranteed anonymity and confidentiality of data. This letter
was sent via Gmail, and those participants, who agreed to participate, replied and
negotiated on the date and format of the interview. After that, 12 interviews were
conducted, each taking approximately 25-35 minutes. All of them were tape-
recorded and transcribed using the pro-version of the Transkriptor application.

The next step was the data analysis. As the data collection tool was semi-
structured interviews, the authors made a typological analysis based on Hatch’s
framework to analyze them [15]. Having identified the typologies, the data were
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coded to explore the instructors’ experiences of it. They were coded as follows:
Possibilities of Chat GPT and its use in education (code PU), Instructor’s attitudes
towards promoting academic integrity (code IA), and Possible Strategies for
decreasing Al (code PS). To decrease subjectivity, both researchers developed
the codes separately and then negotiated them together.

Results

Overall, 12 respondents agreed to participate in this research. Before asking
the main questions about Chat GPT and academic integrity, the authors obtained
some background information about the respondents. It was found that their
work experience in higher education ranged from 1.5 to 27 years, some of them
were PhD, others - PhD candidates, and all the rest were MA senior lecturers.
Before working in higher education, all participants admitted to have worked
in mainstream schools, language centers, or as private tutors. Also, the scope
of this research is limited to only those instructors who teach subjects related to
learning English, namely Major Foreign Language B1/B2, English for Academic
Purposes C1, Public Speaking, and Reading and Writing B1.

Table 1 - Summary table of the description of participants

Years of 1-3 4-7 above 20
experience
1 9 2
Degree Master PhD candidate PhD
7 3 2
Subjects Major foreign Reading and writing Academic writing,
taught language Bland B2 Bl English for specific
purposes
4 3 5
Respondent | Years of experience Degree Subjects taught
1D
Respondent 1 1.5 Master Major foreign language B1
Respondent 2 4 Master Major foreign language B1
and B2
Respondent 3 5 PhD candidate Public speaking
Respondent 4 25 PhD Academic writing, English
for specific purposes
Respondent 5 4 Master Reading and writing B1
Respondent 6 7 Master Reading and writing B1,
public speaking
Respondent 7 5 Master Major foreign language B2,
reading and writing
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Respondent 8 7 PhD candidate Academic writing
Respondent 9 5 Master English for specific purposes
Cl
Respondent 5 Master Major foreign language B2
10
Respondent 27 PhD English for specific purposes
11 C1, academic writing
Respondent 7 PhD candidate Academic writing
12

As theresearch questions touched on two matters, instructors’ experiences of
the possibilities offered by Chat GPT and the strategies used to promote academic
integrity, the results part is divided into two subchapters. Before focusing on the
strategies, the researchers investigated the instructors’ experiences of the use of
Chat GPT in education.

Possibilities of Chat GPT and its use in education (code PU)

Before discussing the ways of mitigating the problems created by the use
of Chat GPT in education, it is necessary to investigate the instructors’ attitudes
towards it. First, it should be noted that 9 instructors actively use Chat GPT for a
variety of purposes. Regarding the possibilities offered by Chat GPT, it is primarily
implemented as an idea generator. However, instructors implied different things
here. The majority asked Chat GPT to create tasks, worksheets, and assessment
rubrics for their students. It is evident from the following response.

Respondent 4: 1 use it very often for brainstorming activities that could be
conducted during the lesson. In addition, I like creating assessment rubrics with
this application with some minor adjustments in a short timeframe.

Similar ideas related to the convenience of creating rubrics were expressed
by almost half of the respondents. Some of them also uploaded students’ essays
into this chatbot to get detailed feedback. In addition, Chat GPT was admitted to
be helpful in generating multiple-choice questions for midterms and final exams.

However, 20% of respondents were totally against the use of Chat GPT and
other alternative Al tools in education.

Respondent 1: 1 didn’t use Chat GPT in teaching and never plan to do so.

Respondent 14: 1 have never used this chatbot and I consider the use of it
unethical in all senses.

As can be seen, both responses show a negative attitude, and more
importantly, they were expressed by an experienced and novice instructor.

Despite the fact that Chat GPT plays a big role in education, instructors still
acknowledge some difficulties in its implementation. The main challenge lies in
being precise when giving instructions to this chatbot; otherwise, it is unlikely to
produce the desired outcome. In addition, some respondents claimed that Chat
GPT is not a reliable source of information, and it frequently gives irrelevant
examples, cites non-existing authors, or falsifies facts. Moreover, Chat GPT is
susceptible to its user’s opinion and can easily change the answer, which can be
inferred from Respondent 4:
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You can easily convince it that the answer is wrong, and then it will change
the answer, and then you don’t know which is actually the correct one.

Based on this opinion, Chat GPT might not be an ideal variant for creating
tests and assessing written assignments since it leads to ambiguity. Another possible
difficulty lies in the ethics of implementing this chatbot. Mostly, the instructors
believe that Chat GPT is helpful in generating ideas for various purposes, but
all provided hints should be revised by humans. Also, it is important not to rely
fully on the recommendations of this chatbot. Finally, since the upsurge in the
use of Chat GPT has happened quite recently, specific guidelines addressing the
problem of ethics and Chat GPT have not been fully developed and tested. This
adds to the ambiguity in regulating students’ use of Chat GPT. However, most
instructors prohibit this application since it deprives students of broadening their
knowledge and negatively affects their critical and analytical skills which will
lead to negative consequences in the future.

As regards students, they are seen as the most active users of this
application. Many instructors mentioned that around 20-40% of them fail their
home assignments because of the high percentage of Al. Furthermore, students
also find answers to questions during lessons without even asking for permission
to do this. Consequently, all instructors expressed negative attitudes towards
the implementation of Chat GPT by students. Even though it can be beneficial
in the sense of providing quick answers, organizing work, and saving time, the
disadvantages of it outweigh the advantages.

Respondent 3: We should all admit that because of it, students do not work,
do not analyze, do not study, and do not develop.

Respondent 11: Even I witnessed numerous cases when 1 was asking
questions, and then they right away took their phones and typed on Chat GPT to
see what the answer was. This really irritated me since they showed an absence
of knowledge and logic.

Thus, respondents 3 and 11 also determined that there is an overreliance
on this chatbot, which results in the loss of imagination, increased laziness, and
inability to express themselves clearly. By taking into account the negative side
of the integration of Chat GPT into education, the future of academic integrity
seems to be blurred for instructors. They hold a belief that if strict measures are
not taken in the near future, the uncontrolled usage of Chat GPT can lead to
unpredictable consequences, which will undoubtedly have a profound impact on
every sphere of our lives. Respondent 6 gives the following comment: “We’re just
going to trust all our lives to the technologies, which is not good stuff because we
cannot blame it in the end, right?”.

As can be seen from this subchapter, even though the respondents
acknowledged the benefits of using Chat GPT in education, they also highlighted
some of its disadvantages. This study emphasized its connection to the
maintenance of academic integrity. Therefore, this part of the results section
shows their attitudes towards academic integrity and the strategies deemed to be
appropriate for the given situation.

Instructors’ attitudes towards promoting academic integrity (code 14)
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It was identified that all respondents were fairly familiar with the notion of
academic integrity; however, different interpretations were observed. While some
gave narrow definitions implying that academic integrity is about being honest
with oneself and being intolerant of cheating and plagiarism, others elaborated
more and referred to it as showing a respectful and honest attitude to all members
of the academic community. Furthermore, some respondents mentioned the
importance of being honest in conducting lessons since they act as primary role
models for students. From a professional point of view, academic integrity is also
about being ethical in conducting research.

Being respectful and honest was highlighted by Respondent 11:

“I think academic integrity is about being honest with yourself, doing your
job in a responsible way, acting fairly, and being honest with people, like your
students, colleagues, and everyone. And mostly, I think, it is about producing
original work™.

Among all violations of academic integrity, around 70% of respondents
noted an increased use of Al, in particular, Chat GPT, which is seen as the most
popular Al tool. This can be seen from the Respondent 10's response:

“I always notice that my students use Al, especially in the Reading and
Writing course. They don’t want to work hard. They use Chat GPT and take some
sentences without paraphrasing because they’re first-year students. They have a
lack of knowledge, so they copy”.

As can be seen from this response, students have an insufficient knowledge
of English and lack critical thinking skills. In addition, some other instructors
mentioned that violations of academic integrity go beyond cheated homework
assignments; there were cases when students falsified medical certificates with
the help of this application.

Thus, to preserve academic integrity, most instructors take an active role
in this process. Based on their responses, we concluded that they teach students
how to paraphrase and cite sources properly, prepare detailed presentations about
the ethical uses of Chat GPT, and use Al-detecting software. Also, to discourage
students from cheating, some of them automatically put a zero in case Al is
detected.

As such, the previous responses highlighted the negative attitude of
instructors when it came to the violations of academic integrity. That is why,
taking into account the threats posed by Al, instructors have proposed several
strategies to mitigate these issues.

Having determined that instructors are concerned about the maintenance
of academic integrity, the strategies used for decreasing the amount of artificial
intelligence were explored.

Possible strategies for decreasing Al (PS)

Turnitin

All instructors check the originality of students’ works in the Turnitin
application. It identifies the percentage of plagiarism and Al and shows all sources
that were utilized for the completion of an assignment. In addition, this platform
is seen as user-friendly because it enables instructors to give feedback directly
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in the uploaded file, suggests assigning peer reviews, and has a journal so that
students can track their progress. The respondents claimed that this application is
currently the best one in checking originality; however, they still acknowledged
cases when Al was not determined.

Respondent 5: 1 think Turnitin is the best application as it’s multifunctional,
and it definitely helps in the prevention of cheating. It is my best friend.

Other participants, who mentioned the unreliability of Turnitin, always
double-checked students’ written assignments manually. In case uncommonly
difficult grammar or vocabulary, lack of coherence and cohesion, and irrelevant
examples were detected, students got much lower points even if Turnitin did not
show a high percentage of Al.

Authentic assessment:

The implementation of authentic assessment is growing in popularity.
Almost 50% of instructors sometimes use it to conduct parts of midterms or
final exams. Teachers who conduct lessons on Reading and Writing and English
for Academic Purposes assign a variety of authentic tasks for students, such as
writing a research proposal, a business plan, or a travel guide to consolidate all
new grammatical structures and vocabulary learned throughout the semester. This
way students learn to think creatively, improve critical thinking and problem-
solving skills, and apply theory into practice.

Respondent 5: 1 assign projects because students will have an opportunity
to learn something from each other, collaborate, communicate, and gain skills
that are necessary in real-life situations. But when it comes to tests, we should be
very careful.

In order to minimize subjectivity, it was proposed that analytical rubrics
be designed that would help assess all aspects of students’ work and provide
feedback on it.

Discussion

This research aimed to investigate the instructors’ perceptions of
implementing Chat GPT in education. As this chatbot was launched in November
2022 and soon gathered millions of users worldwide, it has raised a lot of concerns
among educators, especially regarding the maintenance of academic integrity
in these new conditions. Students actively started to search for answers, write
essays, and even write thesis papers, as Chat GPT is capable of producing the
desired result in a short time. Instructors have also begun to use this chatbot to
help them in the preparation for their lessons.

As regards understanding the notion of academic integrity, this study
revealed that all instructors were aware of what it is, though there were different
interpretations. Furthermore, they frequently noticed violations of academic
integrity, primarily in the form of cheating home assignments from Chat GPT. To
address this challenge, instructors started paying particular attention to teaching
about academic integrity throughout their courses. Some of them took strict
measures if they noticed the presence of Chat GPT in students’ works, while
others permitted the use of Al with certain restrictions.
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On the one hand, it was revealed that instructors are active users of Chat
GPT too. The main purpose of it is to generate ideas for conducting lessons.
Then, it was also helpful in creating lesson materials, grading assignments, and
providing detailed feedback. These findings go in line with J. Oranga who also
claimed that it gives beneficial feedback based on the criteria [5]. This undoubtedly
saves teachers’ time and enables students to know their results much earlier. In
addition, instructors generated and tested midterm questions in Chat GPT to see
whether they are unambiguous. In this sense, the finding contributes to S. Sharma
and R. Yadav, who tested it in designing game-based assessments [7]. Also, this
study determined that it is possible to upload a huge number of lectures to Chat
GPT and make it create different types of questions.

On the other hand, this research revealed that despite providing feedback,
Chat GPT is not always reliable in putting grades, and it can be easily confused.
Thus, still, the role of human raters should not be undermined. In case the
preference is given to Chat GPT, it is important to provide it with accurate and
detailed prompts; otherwise, the reliability of the assessment will suffer. Moreover,
not all information and examples provided by Chat GPT are trustworthy. Finally,
some instructors raised the problem of ethics. Since this chatbot can do almost
everything it is asked for, it is likely to lead to violations of academic integrity
as people simply forget about what they were supposed to do. For this reason,
two participants in this study fully declined the idea of using Chat GPT in their
lessons. These are considered to be the new findings on the topic of academic
integrity and Al

Based on the abovementioned disadvantages, almost all instructors
expressed their dissatisfaction when students used Chat GPT for answering
questions or taking ideas for home assignments. It resulted in the loss of creativity
and critical thinking as well as being unable to clearly express themselves in the
target language. This opinion contradicts J. Oranga, who supported the view that
this chatbot can be particularly helpful for autodidactic learners [5]. This study
showed that students take information for granted, plagiarize it, and make little
analysis of what they have; consequently, most of them will not succeed.

Active steps are made toward decreasing the influence of Al In this
respect, English teachers mainly employ two strategies to restrain it: they use
the Turnitin application and sometimes assign authentic assessment tasks.
Turnitin was regarded as an effective strategy that helps identify Al-generated
content. However, sometimes, it does not show the real percentage; therefore, it
was advised to manually review suspicious works. This finding coincides with
D. Cotton et al., who proposed the same variant. Another strategy, authentic
assessment, has a possibility of diminishing Al, too [11]. However, this type
requires careful consideration of assessment rubrics, students’ needs, and desired
outcomes. The tasks should be structured in such a way that they would become
difficult to be completed using Chat GPT. If all these conditions are maintained,
this strategy was claimed to be very efficient in teaching practical-oriented
courses. These findings also align with A. Ifelebuegu’s opinion regarding the
choice of assessment based on the type of course [12].
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Conclusion

Even in the era of Al, academic integrity still occupies a central position in
education. As instructors are the key figures in its maintenance, the study focused
on their attitudes toward Chat GPT. Although this chatbot has a lot of undeniable
advantages, such as automated feedback, structuring tests, and minimal time
spent searching for sources, it should still be treated with caution.

This research emphasized teachers’ views and one of the limitations of
it was the fact that most instructors did not clearly determine the advantages
of Chat GPT for students. Also, it was limited to one major. Consequently, it
is suggested to conduct the same research among the representatives of other
faculties to increase the generalizability of findings. Their understanding of the
role of Al on academic integrity might be different and thus, they can provide other
insights that will assist in designing specific policies for Kazakhstani students in
the future. However, this research provided some valuable insights into English
teachers related to academic integrity and the strategies they use to promote it.
In addition, it should be noted that our next study will involve students as well to
help identify their perspective in using Chat GPT to complete the whole picture.
As for theoretical significance, the study determined the instructors’ attitudes
which is important for the determination of the current state. In terms of practical
significance, it might assist in developing specific policies on the ethical use of
Al in the future.
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CHAT GPT KOHE AKAJTEMUSJIBIK AJJAJIIBIKTbIH BOJIAILIAT bI:
KUBIHABIKTAPBI MEH MYMKIHAIKTEPI
*Hecreposa A. !, Cmakosa K. 2
*12CITY Yuuepcurert, AnmMarsl, Kazakcran

Amnparna. XXorapbl 0i1iM Oepy KyieciH e aKkaIeMUSUITBIK aaJIBIKTHI CAKTay
MaHBI3/IbI PO aTKapajsl. [lereHMeH, xacaHabl MHTEIIEKTTIH naiiaa 6oysl Oy
HiKipre uipek KymMoH Tyabipyaa. Con cedenti, Oyl 3epTTey OKbITYLIbLIAP/IbIH
Chat GPT OarmapnamachkiH OUTiM Oepyaeri akaJeMHsUTBIK aJIalIIbIKThI CaKTai
OTBIPHIN MalilaaHyFa JIETeH KO3KapachlH aHbIKTayFa OarpITTanFaH. JKorapeina
aTaJiFaH MaKcaTTapra KOJ KETKi3y YIIiH CaltallbIK 3ePTTEY 9/1ICIH KOJAaHY apKBLITBI
3eprreyre KazakcTaHHbIH 01p )KEKEMEHIIIIK )KOFapbl OKYy OpHBIHBIH «I1leT Timi: exi
IIET TiT1» MaMaHIBIFBIHBIH 12 OKBITYIIBICHI )KYMBUIABIPBUIABL. 3epTTEYIIIEPIiH
OpKaiChIChl 25-35 MHHYT apasibIFbIH/Ia CO3BLIATHIH KApThUIAH KYPBUTBIMIIBIK
cyxOarrap Kyprizai. AJbIHFaH aKmaparTapAbl WHTEpHEpTalusuiay YIIiH XaTd
Mojeni OOMBIHINA TalgayblH JEIyKTUBTI TYpl TaHAAIAbl, COAaH COH aJbIHFaH
HOTWOKEJIEp OCHhI CaJlaJlaFbl ©3r¢ JKYMBICTAPMEH CaJBICTHIPBUIAGL. TyTacrai
anranna, myramimaepain kemmiairi Chat GPT OGarmapmamachiHBIH OeiceH i
naiananymbUiapbl €KeHI aHBIKTANAbl. ATaJMBIII JKacaHIbl HMHTEJUICKTTI
naigaIanyabpIH H KU1 TapaFraH MaKcaTTapbl UACsUIap bl KAIBIITACTHIPY, EMTUXaH
CYpaKTapbIH d31pIiey, 3ccenep i Oaranay )koHe OaranayFa apHallFaH pyOpHKaIapIbl
KypacTeIpy 0oJabl. Anaiila OKBITYIIBUIAP JKACAHABl MHTEICKTTI KOJIaHFaHBI
YIIIiH a3aFa TapThUIFaH CTYICHTTEPAIH OYJ1 KOCBIMIIIAHBI KOJIIAHYbIHA KATHICTHI
Tepic mikipiepin Ourmipal. COHIBIKTaH OKYTHINIBUIAP CTYASHTTEPIIH jka3z0a
*)yMbIcTapbiH Turnitin KongaHOackiHIa TEKCEPY KOHE JKaCaHbl HHTEJUICKTTIH
KOJIJIAHBUTY BIKTHMAJIIBIFBIH a3aMTy YINIH ayTeHTUKAJIBIK TarceipMaiap Oepy
ApKbUTBl aKaJIEMHSUTBIK TalIJIBIKTBIH CaKTaIYbIH MYKHAT Kajaraianabl. by
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3epTTeyAiH TEOPHSUIBIK MaHbI3ABUIBIFBl MYFAIIMICPIIH Ke3Kapachl OONBIHILIA
Chat GPT 6arnapiamachlH KOJIaHY/IbIH apTHIKIIBUIBIKTAPEl MEH KEMIIIUTIKTEPiH
Kepcety Ooibin TaObuaabl. [IpakTUKambIK Kypamaac Oellikke KeleTiH 0oJcak,
Oyt TyxbIpeiMaap 611im 6epyne Chat GPT 6arnapiamMachid naianany casiCaThlH
o3ipJIey YIImiH Heri3 00Ja aJlaThIHBIH aTar 6TKESH JKOH.

Tipek ce31ep: AKaIeMUSIBIK aJalbIK, JKaCAHIbl MHTEIJIEKT, >KOFapbl
outiM, Chat GPT, oxpiTymbulapablH KaObUigayiapbl, Makcarrap, Turnitin
KoJIJ1aHOAachl, ayTeHTUKAJIBIK Oaranay

CHAT GPT U BYAYUIEE AKAI[EMI’I‘IECKOﬁ YECTHOCTMU:
BO3MOXHOCTU U BBI3OBbI
*Hecrepoa A.!, Cmakosa K.?
*12CJ1Y Yuuepcuret, Anmatsl, Kazaxcran

Annoranus. [lognepxanue akaeMHUUE€CKOW YECTHOCTU MIPAET BAXKHYIO
pons B BbIciieM oOpaszoBaHuM. OAHAKO C TOSBICHUEM HMCKYCCTBEHHOTO
WHTEJUIEKTA, 3Ta Ues 4aCTO MOJBEPraeTcsi COMHEHUI0. TakuM 00pa3om, JTaHHOE
uccieI0BaHue ObLIO HAIIPABJIEHO HA ONPE/EIIEHNE OTHOILIEHUS IIPperoiaBaTesien
Kk ucnonp3oBanuto Chat GPT B oOpa3oBanuu, mpu YCIOBHU COXPaHCHHS
aKaJeMuueckoil uyecTtHOoCTH. JIjis TOro 4YTOOBI JOCTUYb BBINICYTIOMSHYTHIE
uenu ObUT BHIOpaH KaueCTBEHHBIM METOJ MCCIENOBaHHUS C IpuBIeueHueM 12
IIpenojaBaresied cnenuanbHOCTH “MHOCTpaHHBIM S3bIK: JBa HHOCTPAHHBIX
s3bIKa” B OIHOM 4acTHOM yYHUBepcuTeTe B Kasaxcrane. Mccnenosarenu nposenu
MOJIyCTPYKTYPUPOBAHHBIE MHTEPBBIO, KAXKI0€ M3 KOTOPBIX MPOIOJDKAIOCH OT
25 no 35 muHYT. JlenyKTUBHBIA THI aHAJIW3a MO MOJEIM Xardya ObLT BBIOpaH
JUIsT MHTEpIpeTaluyd MOTy4YeHHOW HMH(OpMaluu, U TMOCIe 3TOrO, Pe3yibTaThl
ObUIH CpaBHEHBI C JIPYTMMH CYyIIECTBYIOIIMMH paboTamu B 3Toi cdepe. B
1IeJI0M, OBLIIO OTPEAENICHO, YTO OONBIIMHCTBO MPEMOIaBaTeN e CaMy SBIISIOTCS
aktuBHBIME mosb3oBatessiMu Chat GPT. HaubGonee pacnpocTpaHeHHBIE METu
JUIsl €r0 WCIIOJIb30BaHUSl BKJIIOYAIM B Ce0s TeHepaluuio HieH, pa3paboTkKy
9K3aMEHALIMOHHBIX BOIMPOCOB, MPOBEPKY 3cCCe, U CO3JaHUE pyOpHK s
oneHuBaHusA. OpHaKO NpenofaBaTed BbIPA3WIM HETaTUBHOE MHEHHUE IO
IIOBOJ1y MCMOJIb30BaHUS 3TOTO MPUIOKEHUS CTYJEHTaMH, KOTOPbIX HAaKa3bIBaJIU
3a OOHapy>KeHHUE HCKYCCTBEHHOTO WHTeIUIeKTa. [l09ToMy OHM BHUMATEIHHO
CJIETIIA 32 COOJIIOJICHUEM CTYJCHTaMH aKaJeMUYECKOH UeCTHOCTH, TIPOBEPSs
WX TUChMEHHBIE pa0OoTHI B MpUiIOkKEeHUH Turnitin 1 gaBast ayTEHTUYHBIC 3aTaHUS
YTOOBl CHU3UTH BEPOSTHOCTb HCIOJIB30BAHUS MCKYCCTBEHHOTO HHTEJIEKTA.
TeopeTnueckas 3HaUMMOCTb HTOTO UCCIIEIOBAHUS 3aKIIF0YAETCS B JEMOHCTPALINH
MPEeUMYIIECTB M HenocTarkoB wucmnonb3oBanus Chat GPT ¢ touku 3penus
npenojasareneil. Kacaemo mpakTuyeckoil cOCTaBIsAIONICH, ClIeIyeT OTMETHUTD,
YTO 3TU BBIBOJBI MOTYT MOCIYXHUTh OCHOBAaHHUEM JJIsi Pa3pabOTKU TMOJUTUKHU
ucnons3zoBanus Chat GPT B chepe oOpazoBanusi.

KiroueBble cjioBa:  akajeMuuyeckas YECTHOCTb, HMCKYCCTBEHHBIN
WHTEJUIEKT, BbIciiee oOpasoBanue, Chat GPT, Bocmpusarme mpemnomaBarenei,
1enu, npuiokeHue Turnitin, ayTeHTUYHOE OI[CHUBAHKE
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