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Do you teach online?

Poll 1
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A The 10% growth rate for online enroliments far
exceeds the less than 1% growth of the overall
higher education student population

A 31% of all higher education students now take at
least one course online

A Over 6.1 million students were taking at least one
online course during fall 2010

Allen, I.E. & Seaman, J. (2011). Going the distance: Online education in the United States,
2011.Sloan Consortium Survey.
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Academic Integrity in
Online Education
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Kitahara R. T. (2009). A Problem of Core Values: Academic Integrity in Distance Learning,
DistanceEducation Report




demic

dishonesty

A student who Is cheating on a test today,
may be:

AEmployee who is falsifying accounting
books tomorrow

AA doctor who'is . . .
AA lawyer whois . . .




How do studlents
cheat?




AMobile phones

ABraindumpsites

AHow to cheat videos on YouTube
AWrist watch mobile phones




ASolution Manuals & Test Banks
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ATraditional methods
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Students commit academic dishonesty because
punishmentare far less arduous than the behavior
they are punishefir.

Poll 2
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Kitahara R. T. (2009). A Problem of Core Values: Academic Integrity in
Distance Learning, Distand&ducation Report




Cheating in Higher
Education
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A42% of college students admit to working
with others on individual assignments when
asked for individual work

McCabe D.L (2005).Cheating among college and university students : A North American
perspectivelnternational Journal for Educational Integrity, 1(1).




A33% of college students admit to learning
what is on a test from someone who has
already taken it

McCabe D.L (2005).Cheating among college and university students : A North American
perspectivelnternational Journal for Educational Integrity, 1(1).




A 24% of college students admit to receiving
unpermitted help from someone on a
written assignment

McCabe D.L (2005).Cheating among college and university students : A North American
perspectivelnternational Journal for Educational Integrity, 1(1).




Are you concerned about students
misrepresenting themselves online?

Poll 3




Higher Education Act
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have processes through which the institution

establishes that the student who registers in a distance
education course or program is the same student who
participates in and completes the program and

Frecel ves the acagdeml ¢ efr o]

Higher Education Opportunity Act of 2008, Pub. L. No.-Ri(%,8 495, 122 Stat. 3325.




How to combat academt
dishonesty”?
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A Prevention
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McNabb. L(2009).Combating online dishonesty with communities of integrity
DistanceEducation Report
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Can we trustesults of aronline course
where there is NO proctoring vs. a
traditional oacampus course with
proctored exarm
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What is Proctored
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Proctored testing is when students;

A are supervised by an approved, neutral proctor
while taking the test

A show photo ID to confirm identity

A remain in continuous line of sight with the
proctor while taking an exam




How do you determine
student s0 myg
course material in your
online course(s)?

Poll 5




| do not have proctored testing in my online
course(s) because

Poll 6




Is there amy evitence ithat
proctored testing is
beneficial?




Study 1

Purpose: To examine the impact that
proctored versus yproctored testing
would have on learningf college
students in a pharmacy curriculum.
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Study 1 cont.

Results:

A Un-proctoredesting
A wasless effective in promoting overadlarning
A reduced timeon-task for somestudents

A Studentsvho received proctored testing performed significantly
better on the pogest (as compared to the gesst) when compared
to their unproctored counterparts.

Wellman G. (2005, Summer). Comparing learning style to performance in online
teaching: Impact of proctored v. 4pmoctored testinglournalof InteractiveOnline Learning4(1), 2639




Study 2

Purpose:To investigate whether the
format of assessment (proctored of un
proctored exams) affect test scores in
online principles of economiadasses.




Study 2 cont.

A Comparison of the mean final exam score of the raw data shows that
the mean for the proctored final in the Summer 2005 course is 4.9
points higher than for the gproctored final exam ithe Summer
2004 course and the difference is statistically significant at the 10%
level.

A It is speculated that the 4proctored exam format encourages
students to study less and learn less than they would in the proctored
format

Harmon Oskar R. andlambrinos James, "Do Proctored Exams Matter In Online Classes?" (2006).
Economics Working PaperBaper 200608. http://digitalcommons.uconn.edu/econ_wpapers/200608




Study 3

Purpose:To investigate how
proctored testing affects the learning ©
outcomes and the overall grade
distribution of the comparegroups

In online intermediate algebra

classes.




Study 3 eont.

Results

A Over 25%0f the students in the neproctored group (tests3 online)
A received grades on the proctored final thahdbcorrelate to thewverall average
A were awarded grades that do not correlate to their work on the Final

A Around 4% of the students in the proctored group (2 out of 5 tests online)
A received grades on the proctored final that do not correlate to their overall average

A It would appear that the correlation for those taking proctored exams is
higher and is more reflective of their learning at the end of the course.
This evidence indicates there is a benefit to the proctored testing model
in producing learning outcomes and final grades that are consistent

Flesch M. & Ostler, E. (2010)Analysis of Proctored versus Nd#&roctored Tests in Online Algebra CourddathAMATYC
Educator, 2(1) 814.




Are there different

types @f jproctoring?




Tradittonall Proctonhg:
AOn campus

AOff campus

http://www.nctatesting.org/cctc/find.php



http://www.ncta-testing.org/cctc/find.php
http://www.ncta-testing.org/cctc/find.php
http://www.ncta-testing.org/cctc/find.php
http://www.ncta-testing.org/cctc/find.php
http://www.ncta-testing.org/cctc/find.php

Some schools, even military

use companies likeearson u
Vue that specialize in test

delivery.

Traaittonall Proctontihg: -
Out of Country Students




Electronic Proctoring

What are these
services?




AProctorU
AKryterion

AB.Virtual

ARespondus

Electronic Proctoring




If you give proctored tests in your online
colrses., wWhat ©percent
final grade Is proctored?

Poll 7




How doestthiis
proctoring work?




How to Implement Off-
Campus Proctoring?

1. Duringthefirst weekof classes,
studentsvho needto take a test at a
nonGPC site completthe Off-
Campus Testing Site Requdsbrm.







