JIOCBIJI HIITOTOBKU CTYAEHTIB MEJMYHOI'O ®AKYJILTETY IO CKJIAIAHHS
JIIEH3IMHOTO IHTETPOBAHOT'O ICIIUTY «KPOK 2»
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Ieano-@PpankiscoKuil HAYIOHATLHUL MEOUYHULL YHIBEpCUmem

B IBaHO-®paHKIBCEKOMY HAI[lOHATEHOMY MEIUIHOMY
YHIBEpCHTETI pO3pOOJIEHO KOMIUIEKC ay[AMTOpPHOI W Tmo3a-
ayIuropHoi poOOTH, MO TMOBHHHI CIPUSATH B YCHIITHOMY
CKJIaJIlaHHI 1HTErpOBaHOro JileH3iitHoro icnuty «Kpok 2. 3a-
rajibHa JIIKapCchKa MiATOTOBKa.

Oco0n1BOI0 (HOPMOIO BHYTPIIIHBOTO KOHTPOJIO 3HAHB
CTY/CHTIB, SIKHi JT03BOJISIE BCTAHOBUTH ITOTOYHHI PiBEHB MiJl-
roToBku 10 icnuty «Kpok 2» € pekropchkuit konTpois (PK)
SIKOCTI HaBYAHHS, SIKUH MPOBOJMTHCS BiJIIOBITHO JO Hakazy
pexTopa yHiBepcutety. PK opranizoBye Ta mpoBOIUTH JicKa-
HAT MEIUYHOTO (paKylIbTeTy Ta BiNNOBIAHUHA (axiBelb Bimmi-
ny ECTS Ta mMoHiTOpuHTY SIKOCTI OcBiTH. [akeT 3aBaHb ais
npoBeaeHHs PK po3po0iseTbest HayKOBO-TIeIarOriYHUMHE TIpa-
iBHUKaMU Kadeap i BKirovyae B ceOe 3aBIaHHs 3 6a3 JaHUX Ta
eK3aMeHallifHuX OYKJIETiB TUCHUILIIH, SKi BXOAATH JI0 ICIUTY
«Kpoxk 2. 3JITT». Taki TecTOBi 3aBAaHH 3a JJOTIOMOT'OO BiJIIIO-
BiJJTHOTO MPOTPaMHOT0 3a0e3IeueHHs] BHOCHICS Yy 0a3y JaHux
iH(pOpMaIliiiHO-aHATITHYHOTO LIeHTPY yHiBepcuteTy. PK mpo-
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BOAMTHCS Y POPMi KOMIT TOTEPHOTO TECTYBaHHS B yMOBaX, IO
HaOmxeHi 1o icnuty «Kpok 2» -1 xBuinrHa Ha | 3anmUTaHHS.
[TpoTsirom HaBYAIBHOTO POKY Ha METMYHOMY (haKyJIbTeTi Ipo-
Boauthkes 3 PK 3i crynenTamu 6-ro Kypcey.

Tlicnst 3akiHUCHHS TECTYBaHHS (OPMYIOTBCS «TPYIH PH-
3UKY» CTYHEHTIB, siki He ckiactu PK sume 75 %. Crynentam
i3 1aHOT TPYIH PU3HUKY PEKOMEH/IOBaHI Bil[BilyBaHHS KOHCYJIb-
TaTUBHUX 3aHATD 3 JOAATKOBUMH KOMIT IOTEPHHUMH T€CTOBUMHU
KOHTPOJISIMH ITiCJIsl KOXKHOTO 3aKiHYEHOTO [IUKITY KOHCYJBTAIliH.

3 METOI0 JIONOMOTH CTYAEHTaM MEIUYHOro (hakyibTe-
Ty (cnemianeHoCTi «JlikyBanbHa crpaBa» Ta «IlemiaTpis») y
MiATOTOBII /0 CKJIAAaHHS MEIUYHOTO JIILEH3IHHOro icruTy
«Kpoxk 2. 3arambHa JlikapchKa MiATOTOBKay MIOPIYHO, 3a iHimia-
THUBH JICKaHATy MEIMYHOTO (aKyJIbTETy Ta 32 y4acTi HAHOLIbII
JIOCBITYCHUX BHUKJIAIaqiB TUCIUILIIH, IKi € CKJIaJOBUMH 1CITH-
Ty «Kpok 2», myOmikyerbcst «IIpakTukym Ajsl TIATOTOBKH 70
CKJIaJIaHHS JIIEeH31HHOTOo iHTerpoBaHoro icnuty Kpok 2. 3a-
rajibHa JiKapchKa MiIFOTOBKaY.

ACADEMIC DISHONESTY CONTROL AS A COMPONENT OF HIGH EDUCATION PROCESS QUALITY
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KOHTPO.Ib 3A AKAJIEMIYHOIO HEYECHICTIO SIK KOMIIOHEHT SAIKOCTI ITPOIIECY 310BYTTSI
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This paper addresses definitions and types of academic dishonesty, and suggests tools to counteract this phenomenon.
VY crarTi po3MISHYTO BU3HAYCHHS aKaJIeMIYHOI HEUECHOCTI, Il pI3HOBHIH, IPOIIOHYIOTECS 3aCO0M OOPOTHOH 3 IIMM SBUILEM.

Introduction. The problem of academic dishonesty is
becoming increasingly urgent in higher education system. In
recent years, this phenomenon has been widely discussed within
the post-Soviet academic community. Academic dishonesty
of students (AD, or cheating) is a serious violation, as it is a
manifestation of deliberate falsification of knowledge, and
ultimately it should be considered as an act of corruption.
Meanwhile, it is believed that AD has global reach, though
its practice and the degree of public disapproval may vary.
In the European Union, 20,000 cases of students’ violations
of academic integrity regulations are reported annually. In
the UK, 1-2% of all students expelled from universities are
dismissed on the basis of similar offenses. In Ukrainian medical
universities, AD practices are traditionally condemned; however,
countermeasures are not very harsh and are, at best, limited by
verbal warnings and re-execution of academic assignments. The
students' personal attitudes toward plagiarism, disinformation,
forgery and other forms of academic fraud are more than
dismissive. Nevertheless, it is impossible to achieve high
quality of education if AD, able to take epidemic proportions
under certain conditions, is tolerated[1,2].
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Main Findings. The objective of this paper is to outline
the types of students’ misconducts that should be classified as
academic dishonesty, and to identify the means to counteract
their propagation. The most common type of AD is traditional
cheating, including the use of electronic devices. Cheating
involves unauthorized use of background information
sources, commonly referred to as cheat notes. The production
of “cheat notes” should not be overestimated as a way of
acquiring knowledge, as the process itself is mostly focused
on technical aspects, and they are massively disposed of as
incriminating evidence after completion of exams or tests [4].
The use of “cheat notes” by the students could be explained
by both subjective and objective reasons. The formers include
elementary dishonesty in the acquisition of knowledge and
cheating tolerance practiced by university administrations.
There could be also objective reasons for cheating determined
by the students’ congestion caused by abundance of logical
constructions that are not relevant in everyday practice, as
well as by numerous digital data, strongly recommended to
remember. If solid memorization is considered obligatory,
such pedagogical practice as building mnemonic rules, where



components of information are abbreviated and encoded in the
form of memorable word or name (e.g. LEMON, APGAR,
etc.), should be widely introduced. In addition, the tests should
be complemented by digital reference information, not in the
form of prompt, but as a mean to make informed decisions.
In modern conditions, AD can be a violation that could be
classified as a collective (not individual) performance of an
academic assignment. Oral or symbolic prompts, as well as
unauthorized use of electronic devices, are widespread among
the students. Another common form of academic parasitism
is filling the academic clichés and academic workbooks
posthaste, during breaks between classes or during lectures.
Quite often student communities condemn not cheating, but
refusal to “share” the assignment completed according to
the regulations. Academic violence, similar to school one, is
possible within student groups; however, as a rule, university
administrations are not aware of its manifestations. This
form of academic dishonesty is very difficult to counteract,
as it is hard to find the object for disapproval. Duplication of
the same mistakes in the works of academic groups, as well
as gross negligence in maintaining worksheets and writing
the essays could be a cause to make a point and check the
training material retention through interviews. Finally, there
is an extreme form, designated as the collective performance
of educational tasks, which is the practice of creating the
conditions for prompting in the exam room and the replacing
underperforming students with the achievers (mainly in the
contingent of foreign students). Video surveillance in the exam
room and video protocols analysis should be considered as the
main tools to prevent such violations. Plagiarism is currently
officially recognized as academic dishonesty. According to
the Law of Ukraine on Higher Education (2015), plagiarism
is regarded as misconduct in the practice of academic and
pedagogical workers of educational institutions, which does
not apply to the students. Meanwhile, it is university where
young people get their first experience of plagiarism [3]. It
is difficult to refrain from plagiarism within the so-called
independent work, including writing numerous essays.
However, there is a form of student plagiarism deserving the
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harshest form of disapproval, which is the practice of getting
(including purchasing) academic projects developed by straw
persons. There are numerous students’ websites with offers
from persons with masters and even PhD degrees related to
such services. The question is, whether such actions could fall
into the category of criminal offenses.

Conclusions. In our opinion, the Statute of every higher
education institution should contain a regulation on prohibition
of academic dishonesty, reflecting the administration’s policies
for ensuring internal quality control of the academic process.
Furthermore, it might be helpful if young people signed a
special Student Academic Integrity Code condemning academic
dishonesty before starting their higher education. On top of that,
the Statute should also indicate penalties for violations related
to academic dishonesty. Those penalties should be approved by
the students’ unions, thus implying recognition of their necessity
and legality by most of the students.
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METHODS OF PREPARATION OF STUDENTS TO SUMMATIVE ASSESSMENT
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METOIU NIAI'OTOBKHU CTYAEHTIB 10 3AKJIIOYHOI'O OIIIHIOBAHHS
JI. @. Kacvkoea, H. B. Aluxo, O. O. Kapnenxko, H. I0. Bawenko
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To compare the quality of knowledge obtained at the classroom and summative assessment dental students were divided into
three groups according to familiarization with tests. High outcomes of students who had tests with right answers to control module
do not allow objectively assess their level. It is necessary to familiarize students with conclusion tests each lesson because data of
classroom assessment motivate students to prepare every day and can identify teaching and learning methods that need to be changed

or developed.

J1ist Toro, 1100 MOPIBHATH SKICTh 3HAHB, OTPUMAHUX NP MOTOYHOMY Ta IiJICYMKOBOMY OIliHIOBaHHI, CTY/ICHTH-CTOMATOJIOTH OYyIH
PO3MisicH] Ha TPU TPYIH 3TiHO O3HAOMIICHHS 3 TecTaMu. CTyIEHTH, SIKi MaJll TECTH 3 MPABHJILHUMHE BiIMOBISIMU JIO TTiICYMKOBOTO
KOHTPOITIO, OTPUMAJTH BUCOKI PE3YJIBTaTH 3aKIFOYHOTO KOHTPOJIO, IO HE TA€ MOKJIMBOCTI aJICKBAaTHO OI[iHFOBATH PiBEHb 3HAHD CTY/ICH-
TiB. HallO1nbI1 TOMITEHUM € BUPIMICHHS 3aKJIIOYHUX TECTIB IMiJ] Yac MPAaKTHYHUX 3aHATH 32 OKPEMUMH TEMaMH, 1110 MOTHBYE CTYICHTIB
JI0 IOJICHHOI MiITOTOBKH Ta CHIOHYKAE BUKJIaa4a JI0 aKTUBHOT pOOOTH 13 CTy/JICHTaMHU.



