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The cal l  for  papers for  a spec ial  issue  of  Educational  Phi losophy and Theory .  

  
The Ethical  Academy? The University  as an Ethical  System  

  
The universi ty  may be seen as the  evolving network  of  e th ical  systems that  govern 

teaching,  research  and adminis trat ion,  changing and adding new rules  progressively  to a 
body of  regulations cover ing issues of  cheating,  human subject research,  academic  
integr i ty,  research  on animals,  environmental  e th ics,  and the e th ics  o f sexual harassment. 
These interconnected systems o f e th ics d id not emerge a l together  in one  rational  process 
but re flec ted the ongoing his tor ical  and dynamic development  of  law and ethics  in re lation 
to the creation o f  new values.  

A recent  col lec tion  enti t led Creating the Ethical  Academy (Gal lant , 2010) focuses on 
cheating,  bending admission  ru les , fudging research , and plagiar ism, arguing that  i f  we 
al low a corrupt  academy wha t hope is  there for  soc iety .  The col lec tion focuses on  two 
questions:  Why does academic corruption occur and wha t should we  do about  i t?  
Gal lant  adopts  a systems v iew suggesting that  corrupt ion should be  seen as par t o f a  
hol ist i c approach  rather than individual dysfunction.  Simi lar  approaches and questions 
have been ra ised in o ther k inds o f learning ins ti tutions a t secondary school level . New 
technologies have  made ‘cut t ing’  and ‘past ing’  easy and the Internet  has exploded wi th 
problems based around s tudent  and faculty p lagiar ism and issues spr inging  from the  
‘paradigm of the copy.’  Qui te recen tly  other f ie ld o f e th ics have  sprung up  on academic 
integr i ty (Bre tag,  2016), or ig inal ly  based on the southern honour code (duty,  pr ide,  power, 
and self-esteem)  in the eigh teenth century ,  evolv ing in to a  more con temporary concep t that  
d istinguishes between s tudents  and facul ty , focus ing respectively  on cheat ing and 
publ ishing ethics . The con temporary concept,  chal lenged by technological  d isrupt ion of 
academic wri t ing , began to p ick  up s team in the 1990s wi th the work o f McCabe (1992, 
1993) on cheating and  other  forms o f academic d ishonesty .  

Research ethics ,  whi le somewhat more  establ ished, has also  undergone changes 
with a  greater  emphasis  on ins ti tut ional indemnity.  Universi t ies  now have  a code of  e th ical  
conduct for  research , teaching and evaluat ions involving human par tic ipants  focused on 
‘r isk  of  harm’  to  research  parti cipants ,  voluntary consent  and ownership  of  information. 
Recently ,  these  codes have banished a l l  fo rms o f ‘decep tion, ’  questioned the eth ics  o f 
contro l  group  methodology,  la id  down s tr i c t ru les for  pr ivacy and confiden tia l i ty , and  added 
concerns about  soc ia l  and  cul tural  sensi t iv i ty .  In  the  ear ly  twen tie th cen tury  there  were no 
regulations regarding the e thical  use  of  human subjects in research.  The Nuremberg Code 
establ ished  in 1948,  s tated  tha t the voluntary consen t o f  the human subject i s absolute ly 
essentia l  and i t  was only recently in the 1970s (Hedgecoe,  2009) tha t universi t ies  began to 
pay systematic  a tten tion to the pro tect ion of human subjects based  around respect for  
persons ( in formed consen t) ,  beneficence (assessment  o f r isks and  benefi ts) ,  and just ice 
( fa ir  procedures and ou tcomes) .  

Many universi t ies now have sta tements  on academic in tegr i ty for  s tudents  and s taf f , 
outl in ing procedures concerning the discip l ine commi ttee  and hear ings,  and also  
courses.  The Journal o f Academic  Ethics  began in 2003 andThe In ternational  Journal of 
Educational  In tegr i ty  was establ ished in  2005. Invar iably  the ‘e th ics ’  involved  is  e laborated 



from the poin t o f the inst i tu tion against  the  individual  who is judged against  univers i ty  
codes and pol icies . Rarely is  there  an ethics that  a lso  turns i ts a tten tion to  focus on  the 
insti tut ion i tsel f . Some au thors,  however , do turn  the  eth ica l  gaze  on the neol iberal  
universi ty to  ta lk o f  a ‘moral  loss’  that  substi tutes management for  eth ics  and advoca tes 
the discourse o f  moral  reconstruction  (e.g . , Bone,  2012; Brady,  2012). This  specia l  i ssue 
focuses on new concept ions o f  the  eth ical  academy and their  cr i t ique.  We are par ticu lar ly 
interested  in  the  cr i t ique o f systems of  e th ics that  carry a  h idden ins ti tut ional b ias  but  we 
are also prepared to consider papers  on any aspect o f  the  theme o f the h is tor ical  
development of  eth ical  systems in  the  universi ty.  
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