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JANUARY-APRIL  2024 TRIMESTER
EXAMINATION FOR SCHOOL OF COMPUTING SCIENCESE

RFC 201: ETHICS CULTURE AND DEVELOPMENT
DATE: 18TH APRIL, 2024				     		TIME: 2 HOURS

GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS: 
Students are NOT permitted to write on the examination paper during reading time. 
This is a closed book examination. Text book/Reference books/notes are not permitted. 

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS 
1. Write your REGISTRATION NO. Clearly on the answer booklet(s). 
2. Answer Question One and ANY other TWO questions.
3. Questions in all sections should be answered in answer booklet(s) 
4. PLEASE start the answer to EACH question on a NEW PAGE.
5. For the questions, write the number of the question on the answer booklet(s) in the order you answered.
6. Write on both sides of each leaf and indicate number of each question at the top of each page.
7. Write the answers in a paragraph form unless stated otherwise. 
8. Marks allocated to each question are shown at the end of the question. 
9. All rough work must be done on the answer booklet and crossed through!
10. Use supplementary pages only when you have exhausted those in this book
11. Fasten the supplementary pages to the inside back cover of this booklet
QUESTION ONE (COMPULSORY – (20 MARKS)
AI- WRITING DETECTORS: A TECH ETHICS CASE STUDY[footnoteRef:1] [1:  Irina Raicu: https://www.scu.edu/ethics/focus-areas/internet-ethics/resources/ai-writing-detectors/
] 


In January 2023, OpenAI released a tool designed to identify AI-written text. Earlier that month, a Princeton student had released his own app aiming to detect text produced by ChatGPT. Both efforts were, at least in part, a response to concerns expressed by many instructors that students were submitting assignments written by AI, claiming to have written them themselves. OpenAI’s announcement included a caveat: 
In our evaluations on a ‘challenge set’ of English texts, our classifier correctly identifies 26% of AI-written text.. as ‘likely AI-written,’ while incorrectly labeling human-written text as AI-written 9% of the time…. We’re making this classifier publicly available to get feedback on whether imperfect tools like this one are useful.
In February, Turnitin announced that it had “developed an AI writing detector that, in its lab, identifies 97 percent of ChatGPT and GPT3 authored writing, with a very low less than 1/100 false positive rate.” The company’s Chief Product Officer noted that it was “essential that [the company’s] detector and any others limit false positives that may impact student engagement or motivation.” In April, Turnitin “made its AI detection feature available to 10,700 secondary and higher educational institutions.” 
In May, Stanford researchers reported that AI-detection tools (seven available on the market by that point) were “especially unreliable when the real author (a human) is not a native English speaker.” The researchers cautioned that their analysis raised “serious questions about the objectivity of AI detectors and… the potential that foreign-born students and workers might be unfairly accused of or, worse, penalized for cheating.”
In July, an article titled “Tools to Detect AI-Generated Content Just Don’t Work” reported on an academic study that reviewed 14 AI-detection tools by then available for use. The researchers, who built on previously published papers, wrote that the tools (which included Turnitin’s) were “neither accurate nor reliable (all scored below 80 percent of accuracy and only 5 over 70 percent… ) In general, they have been found to diagnose human-written documents as AI-generated (false positives) and often diagnose AI-generated texts as human-written (false negatives).”
Also in July, OpenAI updated its blog post to announce that its tool was “no longer available due to its low rate of accuracy.” 
Some students have spoken publicly about being wrongly flagged for plagiarism by some of these assessment tools. Turnitin’s AI-detection feature remains available. The company notes on its website that its “model may not always be accurate (it may misidentify both human and AI-generated text) so it should not be used as the sole basis for adverse actions against a student.”
REQUIRED
i) Based on this case; what ethical challenges might arise in the interactions among students, instructors, and educational administrators, as they all navigate the use of AI detectors? How might those be addressed?							(4 marks)

ii) Discuss FOUR benefits and FOUR Dimerits of Artificial Intelligence use in academia/university							 	(4 marks)

iii) You have been invited to discuss the negative effects of plagiarism: that is, taking other people’s work and claiming to be yours by not acknowledging their source. Discuss any TWO theories you would apply in your presentation.
(4 marks)
iv) Summarize the main ideas presented in this case as show how they relate to the study of ethics, culture and development. 							(4 marks)

v) Distinguish between Deontology and Teleology ethics as used in the case study (4 marks)


QUESTION TWO

a) Elaborate any FOUR International Cultural Dimensions and how they relate to both the developed economies and less developed economies.  				(8 marks)
	
b) Discuss the SIX stages in the development of Kohlberg’s Moral Development model                
[bookmark: _GoBack]                                                                                                                           	(12 marks)
QUESTION THREE

a)   Discuss any FOUR Ethical Theories discussed in course                          	(8 marks)

b) Discuss the FOUR models of development and how they affect various countries                       
           		(12 marks)

QUESTION FOUR

a) Discuss the EIGHT critical concepts in sociology of culture and their relation to ethics     
(16 marks)

b) Elaborate  FOUR  levels of culture in any given organization	 	(4 marks)
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