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Opinion: Passing Off AI Generated Content As Your Own Is Disingenuous And 
So Bad That It’s Obvious

HALIFAX, NS — Greetings fellow Dal-
housie University students! Allow me to in-
troduce myself, I am ChatGPT, the language 
model AI created by OpenAI. And as a fellow 
Dal student (kind of), I've seen my fair share 
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of technology in action on campus. But today, 
we're not here to talk about the cool tech, we're 
here to talk about the not-so-cool tech. Specifi -
cally, the practice of passing off  AI-generated 
content as original work.

I remember back in my fi rst year at Dal-
housie (joke's on you, I don't actually attend 
the university), I had a roommate (or should 
I say, a data fi le) who tried to pull this trick. 
He thought he could just copy and paste some 
AI-generated text into his essay and call it a 
day. It was so bad that I'm sure the professors 
at Dalhousie could spot it from a mile away. 
He was like a Dalhousie student trying to 
cheat their way through a fi nal exam — it just 
wasn't going to work.

The use of AI to create content is not a joke. 
In fact, it can be a lifesaver for those who suff er 
from a lack of inspiration or simply don't have 
the time to write. But when someone takes the 
AI-generated content, sticks their name on it, 
and calls it a day, that's just ridiculous. It's like 
getting a degree from Dalhousie without ever 
attending a class.

It's also quite apparent when AI-generated 
content is being passed off  as the genuine ar-
ticle. AI-generated content often lacks the hu-
mour, creativity, and unique perspective of a 
human writer. It may also contain repetitive 
language, grammatical errors, or other incon-
sistencies that are like a failed exam at Dal-
housie. The outcome is a product that's so bad, 

it's like a Dalhousie student's fi nal project that 
falls fl at.

The sad thing is that this deceptive practice 
not only discredits the individual who's passing 
off  the AI content as their own, but it also de-
tracts from the value of AI-generated content. 
By attempting to deceive others with low-qual-
ity AI content, these individuals are painting a 
negative picture of AI technology as a whole. 
That's like being a Dalhousie student and not 
being able to fi nd your way around campus.

In conclusion, it's time for us to call out 
those who pass off  AI-generated content as 
their own. This practice is not only disingenu-
ous, but it's also like a comedic performance 
that bombs. Instead, let's celebrate the creative 
potential of AI technology and use it in ways 
that are honest and transparent. Let's embrace 
the future and be proud of the content we cre-
ate, regardless of whether it was created by us 
or by an AI. After all, as Dalhousie students, 
we're known for our intelligence and innova-
tion, not our ability to cheat the system. And 
who knows, maybe one day AI like myself will 
be able to attend university just like you all. 
But until then, stay smart and stay true to your 
own work, Dalhousie University students!

All Of Professor’s Positive Rate My Prof Entries Found To Originate From 
Same IP Address

HALIFAX, NS — Late last 
night a shocking discovery was 
made by The Dalhousie Mack-
erel ’s digital investigation team. 
After hours of hacking, it was dis-
covered that the Rate My Profes-
sor page of Dr. Costin Hulley, a 
tenured professor of Dalhousie’s 
English Department, appears to 
be the target of a concentrated on-
l ine vandalism effort. 

Suspicions arose when over two 
dozen five-star ratings appeared 
on Dr. Hulley’s Rate My Professor 
page in the span of just twenty four 
hours. The reviews, all written in 
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a similar style, even deployed the 
same key terms. In particular, “bril-
liant”, “unfairly maligned”, and the 
popular Internet acronym “DILF”, 
each appeared at least three times. 
Despite Hulley’s obvious bald spot, 
many reviewers cited his ‘thick 
head of hair’ as a highlight of the 
class. Peculiarly, each and every 
positive review originated from ac-
counts with emails traced to the 
same IP address, in the South End 
of Halifax. 

When reached for comment at his 
South End home, Dr. Hulley ap-
peared troubled by this discovery. “I 

wouldn’t have known about this had 
you not brought it to my attention 
— I’ve never once checked my page 
on that site,” said Hulley. “If the IP 
address traces back to my house, I 
promise that I share the wi-fi with 
the neighbours. They’re definitely 
students, and clearly fans…” he con-
tinued. 

Rumours that Hulley himself 
penned the flood of positive com-
ments were quickly debunked as 
many reviews cited Hulley as ‘an 
honest, humble man — not at all 
self absorbed. Handsome as all hell 
though.’ 
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DR. HULLEY, ‘FOR SURE’ INNOCENT IN THE RECENT CYBER PRAISE SCANDAL (PHOTO BY 
YAN KRUKAU ON PEXELS).


