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Abstract

On April 9, 2024, the Director, Prof. Rangan Banerjee, established
a committee tasked with developing preliminary guidelines for the fair
use of AI tools in teaching, research and examinations in the short term.
In the longer term, the committee was charged with: (a) providing clear
guidance on generative AI (GenAI) tools and monitoring advancements
in this field; (b) identifying necessary training and support infrastructure
for the effective and fair use of GenAI tools; and (c) recommending a
governance structure and AI policies aligned with the existing policy
framework. The committee is pleased to present its report covering the
short-term goals.
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1 Introduction

GenAI tools are gaining significant traction in academic spaces, embraced
by students, faculty members and staff alike for their ability to generate
information that is contextually fitting in many instances. The widespread
adoption of these tools is prompting educators and administrators to recon-
sider how they reshape classroom teaching, design assignments and exams
and determine more effective methods of assessment. While these tools offer
potential benefits such as providing personalised, real-time feedback and
customised learning experience, there are also significant concerns. Responses
from these tools can be inaccurate or misleading and an over-reliance on
them may hinder essential learning outcomes such as critical thinking skills.

With the growing adoption of GenAI tools, there is an urgent need for
educational institutions to establish guidelines that sensitize and instruct
students and faculty members on fair and appropriate use. Our report aims to
address this need by outlining broad guidelines for responsible use of GenAI
tools so that academic goals are advanced thoughtfully without unintended
consequences.

2 Inputs from the campus community

Surveys were circulated to faculty members and students. Responses from a
total of 427 students and 88 faculty members were received.

2.1 Students’ perspectives

• A substantial portion—80%—of students have used GenAI tools, with
nearly 81% reporting regular use several times per week. Additionally,
close to 10% of respondents have opted for paid subscriptions to these
tools. Some students noted that the free versions are often inaccurate
and expressed a preference for access to the paid versions.

• Every student who participated in the survey uses the tool for writing
assistance, with 62% leveraging it for coding, 58% for idea generation,
and 52% for exam and quiz preparation. Students report that the GenAI
tools were invaluable for creating mind maps, simplifying concepts
through examples, and exploring topics with simulations, making them
a valuable resource for bridging learning gaps.

• Students identified several significant limitations in using GenAI tools.
Chief among their concerns is that responses can sometimes be mis-
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leading or inaccurate, leading to potential misunderstandings in critical
subject areas. Many students also noted that these tools often struggle
with complex or layered prompts, frequently failing to address context-
specific nuances effectively. Additionally, GenAI tools exhibit apparent
weaknesses in problem-solving tasks that require either mathematical
and/or logical reasoning skills, and their capabilities in code debugging
were minimal to nonexistent.

A smaller group of students (fewer than 2%) raised additional issues,
such as concerns over data privacy and unequal access to high-quality AI
tools due to the high cost of subscriptions, which may limit accessibility
for some users.

• Interestingly, 52% of students felt that GenAI tools do not raise profes-
sional ethical concerns. However, among those who did perceive ethical
issues, key concerns centered around risks to Intellectual integrity,
with some students noting that reliance on these tools could encour-
age intellectual dishonesty or limit personal agency in problem-solving
and decision-making. These students highlighted that, by potentially
diminishing critical thinking skills and authentic engagement with ma-
terial, GenAI tools might inadvertently undermine personal growth and
accountability in learning contexts.

• An overwhelming majority of respondents expressed strong support for
the unrestricted yet transparent use of GenAI tools, emphasizing the
importance of open access to these resources while maintaining clarity
on their limitations and ethical considerations. Many students com-
municated interest in learning how to engage with GenAI responsibly
and effectively, with a significant portion indicating they would attend
workshops focused on the principled use of these tools.

2.2 Perspectives from faculty members

• A substantial 77% of respondents have engaged with GenAI tools.
Among these users, 50% of faculty members report utilizing these tools
regularly, with usage ranging from daily to several times per week. This
frequent interaction underscores the perceived value and applicability
of GenAI tools in academic settings.

• Nearly 17% of faculty respondents have opted for paid subscriptions,
indicating an interest to accessing enhanced features and potentially
more accurate outputs. This investment in premium access suggests a
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growing recognition of the tools’ capabilities and an interest in leveraging
them to support advanced academic and professional tasks.

• An notable 76% of respondents expressed interest in participating in
training sessions focused on the effective use of GenAI tools, under-
scoring a need for structured learning on how to utilize these tools
optimally. Among faculty members, 70% reported actively using GenAI
tools across various academic tasks, including writing assistance, sum-
marizing research literature, and assiting with their teaching workflows.
Some faculty members noted that these tools have proven useful for
tasks such as preparing instructional materials, generating concise sum-
maries of research, and even developing illustrative content for lectures.

• Many faculty members expressed concerns surrounding the use of GenAI
tools, particularly regarding issues of intellectual integrity, potential
impacts on students’ critical thinking skills, and copyright violations.
They worry that AI-generated submissions may not reflect their under-
standing or effort. Additionally, some faculty fear that extensive use
of these tools could undermine students’ development of critical think-
ing and analytical skills, as it may encourage shortcuts over genuine
engagement with complex concepts.

Another concern raised by some faculty members relates to fair grading.
The current lack of reliable tools to verify whether content has been
generated by AI makes it challenging to assess student submissions
fairly, potentially creating discrepancies in grading fairness across the
student body.

• Faculty members generally acknowledged the value GenAI tools in
academic settings. Many acknowledge their effectiveness in editorial
services (modulo higher-order tasks such as fact checking and proof
reading), enabling quicker access to relevant material, and supporting
research through efficient literature summarisation. When used fairly
and judiciously, these tools were also acknowledged to have potential
to enhance teaching making them a valuable resource for productivity.

Some faculty members also saw GenAI tools as useful in organizing data
and managing repetitive or time-consuming tasks, allowing them to
allocate more time to higher-level instructional and research activities.
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3 Recommendations

Drawing on insights gathered from students, faculty members, and in-depth
discussions among committee members, the committee has formulated a
series of recommendations tailored for the different stakeholders within IIT
Delhi.

3.1 For teachers, researchers & students

• Disclosure. Any work or content generated with the assistance of
GenAI tools be fully disclosed to ensure transparency and maintain
academic integrity. Specifically, if GenAI tools are used to create distinct
elements—such as images, tables, data visualizations, or significant
sections of text—this use should be noted as such. Such disclosure
can be incorporated into captions, footnotes, or a statement within the
work.

• Ownership. Authors of content assume full responsibility for verifying
the accuracy of their work. The content should be rigorously fact-
checked to ensure it is correct and up-to-date. Proactive measures
should be undertaken to confirm that the content is free from plagiarism.

• Data privacy. All users exercise caution when inputting data or
queries into GenAI tools, as these inputs could potentially become
publicly accessible. Before utilizing such tools, users should thoroughly
screen any information to identify and exclude sensitive or private de-
tails. This includes personal identifiable information (PII), confidential
institutional data, and any other content that could compromise privacy
or security if exposed.

3.2 For the Institute

• It is recommended that institutes organize semesterly workshops, de-
veloped in collaboration with Academic Units (AUs), to promote fair
and effective use of AI tools among both students and faculty. These
workshops should provide practical guidance on how to leverage AI
responsibly to enhance learning and research outcomes. Additionally,
institutes should incorporate specialized sessions that address ethical
and privacy considerations and the risks associated with misuse.

• For faculty members, it is recommended that modules on the applica-
tions and implications of AI tools be integrated into Faculty Develop-
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ment Programs (FDPs) and Orientation Workshops. These sessions
should be designed to assist faculty reshape their teaching practices to
an AI-augmented landscape, offering insights into how AI can enhance
instructional roles, improve engagement, and ensure critical thinking in
students.

• It is recommended that the institute acquire an institute-wide license
for the advanced and more accurate versions of GenAI tools which are
behind paywalls, such as ChatGPT and GitHub Copilot. This is to
ensure equitable access to the tools across all departments and users.

3.3 For the Academic Units (AUs)

• Inclusion in Program core. It is recommended that each Academic
Unit (AU) integrate content on professional ethics and an Introduction
to AI in some capacity — focusing on GenAI applications relevant to
the AU’s specific domain into their core program offerings.

• Redesigning PLOs, CLOs. It is recommended that Academic Units
(AUs) (re)design program learning outcomes (PLOs) and course learning
outcomes (CLOs) across all courses to reflect the current realities
shaped by the use of AI tools. Given the transformative impact of
AI on learning and academic outcomes, AUs should ensure that PLOs
and CLOs align with both the opportunities and challenges these
tools introduce. This may entail reevaluating current methods of
assessment for assignments and examinations, prioritizing approaches
that encourage critical thinking, original analysis, and application of
knowledge in ways that AI tools cannot replicate easily.

• Resource Collection. Each AU should develop a comprehensive
resource that highlights the constructive and ethical uses of GenAI
tools, tailored to their respective domains. This compendium should
serve as a curated reference for students, detailing both productive
applications and known limitations of the tools in focus within their
field of study. Maintaining this resource will require regular updates to
track advancements in AI capabilities and limitations, ensuring that the
guidance remains current and valuable to students and faculty alike.

• Plagiarism Policy. Recognizing that outright restriction on the use
of GenAI tools in academic tasks is neither enforceable nor desirable, it
is recommended that each course instructor develop a plagiarism policy
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under the updated curriculum. This policy should address the ethical
use of GenAI tools, with clear guidelines that discourage indiscriminate
or unethical applications without penalizing transparency. The aim is
to create a framework where students feel encouraged to disclose their
use of AI tools fully and take ownership of their submissions. Such a
policy should establish differentiated consequences for misuse of AI,
such as submitting AI-generated work without any personal input or
understanding. At the same time, it should reward honest, responsible
engagement with AI tools.

• Faculty colleagues in each AU are encouraged to review the outcomes
of their assignments and exams when GenAI tools are employed to
answer the questions. This review process can serve multiple purposes:
adjusting and improving the design of assignments or exams, identifying
potential cases of academic dishonesty, and enhancing awareness of AI
capabilities in the educational context.

4 Survey raw data

• Faculty survey raw data: https://owncloud.iitd.ac.in/nextcloud/
index.php/s/9ExJxdAzj92mx9D

• Student survey raw data: https://owncloud.iitd.ac.in/nextcloud/
index.php/s/XYtj6GqcKbEPBz5
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