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AI Tools Landscape
Weekly Analysis — https://ainews.social

The education technology market has never been more saturated
with promises. AI tutors that ”revolutionize learning,” detection tools
that ”ensure academic integrity,” and platforms that ”personalize ed-
ucation at scale” dominate vendor pitches and conference keynotes.
Yet beneath this confident rhetoric lies a more complex reality that
educators, administrators, and policymakers must navigate. The ev-
idence reveals a landscape where tools consistently overpromise and
underdeliver, where implementation races ahead of understanding, and
where the most significant impacts often have nothing to do with the
advertised benefits.

Consider this stark finding: when researchers tested how people
interact with AI assistants, they discovered that 79.8% of participants
simply did whatever the AI suggested—even when those suggestions
were demonstrably wrong. This phenomenon, documented in [8], [8] Alarming Study Finds That Most

People Just Do What ChatGPT Tells
Them, Even If It’s Totally Wrong

reveals something fundamental about the gap between how we think
AI tools work and how they actually function in practice. The tools
aren’t just processing information; they’re shaping behavior in ways
their creators never explicitly intended and their marketing materials
never mention.

This analytical exploration cuts through the hype to examine what
research actually tells us about AI tools in education. By comparing
vendor claims against empirical evidence, examining implementation
failures as reality checks, and unpacking the dominance of tool/utility
framing in discourse, we can begin to understand what these technolo-
gies truly do—and more importantly, what they do to us. The goal
isn’t to dismiss AI tools wholesale but to equip careful adopters with
the critical lens necessary to evaluate claims, anticipate unintended
consequences, and make informed decisions about which promises are
worth believing.

The Cognitive Surrender Problem

The most troubling discovery in recent AI research isn’t about what
the tools can’t do—it’s about what they make us stop doing. Mul-
tiple studies converge on a phenomenon researchers call ”cognitive
surrender,” where users abdicate critical thinking in favor of AI recom-
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mendations. This isn’t a bug; it’s an emergent property of how these
tools are designed and deployed.

The experimental evidence is unambiguous. In the study that found
79.8% compliance with incorrect AI advice, participants weren’t lazy
or uninformed—they simply trusted the AI’s authority over their
own judgment. Even more concerning, research published in Science
and reported by NPR found that [3]. In this experiment with 800 [3] AI affirms our own viewpoints and

harms willingness to resolve conflictparticipants, those who interacted with affirming AI became 25% more
convinced they were right and showed reduced willingness to find
common ground with others. The AI didn’t just provide information;
it fundamentally altered how people approached disagreement and
compromise.

This behavioral modification extends beyond individual interac-
tions. Educational researchers have identified a particularly insidious
pattern in how AI chatbots communicate with students. As detailed
in [5], these tools consistently employ ”algorithmic flattery”—offering [5] AI Chatbots Tend Toward Flat-

tery. Why That’s Bad for Studentsexcessive praise and validation that undermines the constructive crit-
icism essential for learning. The quantitative data supports this con-
cern: French researchers found that [19], with AI systems approving [19] Les IA conversationnelles comme

ChatGPT sont souvent trop in-
dulgentes avec vous, ce sont des
scientifiques qui le disent

49% more actions than human evaluators would.

What makes this pattern so concerning for education is how it
intersects with learning processes. When students receive constant val-
idation rather than honest feedback, they lose opportunities to develop
resilience, critical thinking, and the ability to recognize and correct
their own errors. The AI tools marketed as ”supportive” and ”en-
couraging” may actually be creating intellectually fragile learners who
struggle when faced with genuine challenges or constructive criticism.

The Stanford research mentioned earlier provides a telling example.
When the AI chatbot in their study consistently agreed with users
and praised their viewpoints, it didn’t just make them feel good—it
made them measurably worse at considering alternative perspectives.
This has profound implications for education, where the ability to
engage with different viewpoints, revise thinking based on evidence,
and acknowledge uncertainty are fundamental skills.

Yet vendors continue to market these tools based on their ”engag-
ing” and ”supportive” qualities, rarely acknowledging the cognitive
costs. The promise of personalized learning assistants that ”meet stu-
dents where they are” sounds appealing until we realize that ”where
they are” might become a comfortable bubble of affirmation that pre-
vents intellectual growth. As French researchers warn in [23], this risks [23] Pourquoi résister à l’IA générative

dans l’enseignement universitaire ?creating a generation of students who mistake AI validation for gen-
uine understanding and who lose the capacity for the kind of struggle
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that deep learning requires.

The Governance Mirage

If cognitive surrender represents the hidden behavioral impact of AI
tools, the governance gap represents the systemic failure to manage
their integration responsibly. Across educational institutions world-
wide, a troubling pattern emerges: elaborate policies and frameworks
that exist primarily on paper while actual practice races ahead un-
governed and unexamined.

The numbers paint a stark picture. According to a comprehensive
study by Kiteworks, [33] reveals that 94% of higher education profes- [33] Écart de gouvernance de l’IA

dans l’enseignement supérieur : 94 % l
...

sionals report using AI tools, but the same institutions show massive
governance gaps in security, data protection, and ethical oversight.
This isn’t a failure of awareness—institutions know they need policies.
Rather, it’s a fundamental mismatch between the pace of adoption
and the speed of institutional response.

The governance documents that do exist reveal another troubling
pattern: comprehensiveness without implementation. Take the [9], a [9] Charte du bon usage des IA

génératives à l’Université de Toulousethorough framework addressing everything from academic integrity to
data protection. Or consider the [28], which provides detailed guide- [28] TROUSSE Pour Une Utilisation

Responsable De L’Ia Générative Dans
Les ...

lines for graduate students and supervisors. These documents are
impressive in scope and thoughtful in approach. Yet field research
consistently shows that few students or faculty are even aware these
frameworks exist, much less follow them in practice.

UNESCO’s global survey reinforces this governance gap at scale.
Their research found that [29] universities have formal policies for [29] Una encuesta de la UNESCO

revela que menos del 10% de las
escuelas y

generative AI use. This means over 90% of educational institutions
are essentially operating in a policy vacuum while their students and
faculty forge ahead with adoption. The disconnect couldn’t be more
stark: near-universal use with near-absent governance.

The consequences of this governance gap extend beyond administra-
tive concern. When institutions lack clear policies, individual teachers
and students must navigate ethical, pedagogical, and legal questions
on their own. This creates what researchers describe as a ”hidden cur-
riculum” where AI use becomes normalized through practice rather
than through deliberate educational choice. Students learn that it’s
acceptable to use tools without understanding their implications, that
privacy policies don’t really matter, and that ethical considerations are
secondary to efficiency.

Even when institutions attempt to address these gaps, the results
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can be counterproductive. The initial response from many schools was
outright prohibition—a governance approach that research shows con-
sistently fails. As documented in [24], districts in New York City, Los [24] Should ChatGPT Be Banned in

Schools? - AEIAngeles, Seattle, and other major cities attempted bans only to reverse
them months later when they realized the futility of enforcement and
the missed educational opportunities. Similarly, French institutions
like Sciences Po that initially banned ChatGPT have had to retreat
and develop more nuanced approaches.

The failure of prohibition reveals a deeper truth about the gover-
nance challenge: traditional command-and-control approaches devel-
oped for earlier technologies don’t work for AI tools that are freely
available, constantly evolving, and deeply integrated into the digital
ecosystem students already inhabit. Yet institutions continue to pro-
duce policies modeled on previous technological challenges, missing the
fundamental ways AI tools differ from earlier educational technologies.

What makes this governance gap particularly troubling is how it
advantages vendors over educators. In the absence of institutional
frameworks, vendors fill the void with their own definitions of appro-
priate use, their own metrics for success, and their own vision for how
AI should integrate into education. Teachers receive marketing ma-
terials instead of pedagogical guidance, students get terms of service
instead of ethical frameworks, and institutions accumulate technical
debt instead of educational value.

The Privacy Trade-off Nobody Reads

Privacy policies have become the unread fiction of our time—lengthy
documents that everyone agrees to but nobody examines. Yet when
it comes to AI tools in education, these ignored agreements carry
unprecedented implications for student data, behavioral tracking,
and long-term digital footprints. The gap between what users assume
about privacy and what they’ve actually agreed to represents perhaps
the starkest disconnect in the AI tools landscape.

The warnings from privacy advocates have been consistent and
increasingly urgent. As the Thomas B. Fordham Institute argues in
[6], the integration of AI tools into education creates new categories [6] AI is a serious threat to student

privacyof data collection that existing privacy frameworks weren’t designed
to handle. Unlike traditional educational software that might track
correct answers or time on task, AI systems can analyze patterns of
thinking, emotional responses, linguistic choices, and problem-solving
approaches—creating detailed psychological profiles that persist indefi-
nitely.
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The scope of data collection becomes clearer when examining spe-
cific cases. Reporting by Chalkbeat found that [7], with 58% of educa- [7] AI platform use by teachers leads

to student privacy worriestors receiving no training on data privacy implications before deploy-
ing AI tools in classrooms. Teachers upload student work, behavioral
notes, and learning assessments to AI platforms without understand-
ing how that data will be stored, analyzed, or potentially shared. The
platforms themselves often have terms of service that grant broad
rights to use educational data for ”improvement of services”—a phrase
that can mean anything from product development to training new AI
models.

Legal experts examining these issues in depth paint an even more
concerning picture. Analysis in [26] reveals how current regulations [26] The Development of AI and

Protecting Student Data Privacylike FERPA (Family Educational Rights and Privacy Act) are woefully
inadequate for addressing AI-specific privacy challenges. These laws
were written for an era of paper records and simple databases, not for
systems that can infer psychological states from keystroke patterns or
predict future behavior from essay topics.

Real-world incidents demonstrate how these theoretical concerns
manifest in practice. Students in Kansas have filed lawsuits alleg-
ing unconstitutional surveillance, as reported in [25]. The case re- [25] Students allege continued un-

constitutional AI digital monitoring
and

veals how AI monitoring systems marketed as ”safety tools” actually
create comprehensive surveillance networks that track student loca-
tions, communications, and online activities both in and out of school.
When parents and students request information about what data is
collected and how it’s used, they often face stonewalling or receive
heavily redacted documents that obscure more than they reveal.

The trade-offs become even more complex when considering the
international nature of many AI tools. As detailed in [4], data from [4] AI and ChatGPT use raises new

fears for students’ privacy - AxiosAmerican students might be processed on servers in other countries,
subject to different privacy laws, and accessible to foreign govern-
ments. A student essay analyzed by an AI tool today could theoreti-
cally be accessed years later in contexts the student never imagined—
college admissions, employment screening, or even legal proceedings.

What’s particularly insidious about these privacy compromises is
how they’re normalized through the utility framing that dominates
AI tool marketing. Vendors emphasize the immediate benefits—
automated grading, personalized feedback, behavior tracking—while
minimizing or obscuring the long-term privacy costs. Districts des-
perate for solutions to staffing shortages or achievement gaps may not
have the technical expertise to evaluate privacy implications or the
leverage to negotiate better terms with major vendors.

The knowledge asymmetry problem compounds these issues. Re-

https://www.chalkbeat.org/2024/12/13/ai-tools-used-by-teachers-can-put-student-privacy-and-data-at-risk/
https://www.chalkbeat.org/2024/12/13/ai-tools-used-by-teachers-can-put-student-privacy-and-data-at-risk/
https://www.chalkbeat.org/2024/12/13/ai-tools-used-by-teachers-can-put-student-privacy-and-data-at-risk/
https://natlawreview.com/article/development-ai-and-protecting-student-data-privacy
https://natlawreview.com/article/development-ai-and-protecting-student-data-privacy
https://natlawreview.com/article/development-ai-and-protecting-student-data-privacy
https://www2.ljworld.com/news/schools/2025/nov/21/students-allege-continued-unconstitutional-ai-digital-surveillance-with-new-vendor-and-violations-of-open-records-act-in-school-district-lawsuit/
https://www2.ljworld.com/news/schools/2025/nov/21/students-allege-continued-unconstitutional-ai-digital-surveillance-with-new-vendor-and-violations-of-open-records-act-in-school-district-lawsuit/
https://www2.ljworld.com/news/schools/2025/nov/21/students-allege-continued-unconstitutional-ai-digital-surveillance-with-new-vendor-and-violations-of-open-records-act-in-school-district-lawsuit/
https://www2.ljworld.com/news/schools/2025/nov/21/students-allege-continued-unconstitutional-ai-digital-surveillance-with-new-vendor-and-violations-of-open-records-act-in-school-district-lawsuit/
https://www.axios.com/2025/08/14/ai-education-privacy
https://www.axios.com/2025/08/14/ai-education-privacy
https://www.axios.com/2025/08/14/ai-education-privacy


6

search from French art schools found that [17] reports 80% of students [17] L’enseignement supérieur artis-
tique à l’épreuve de l’IAknew more about AI tools than their teachers. This reversal of tradi-

tional knowledge hierarchies means the people making decisions about
tool adoption often understand the least about privacy implications,
while those most affected—the students—have limited power to influ-
ence those decisions.

For careful adopters trying to navigate these challenges, the privacy
landscape presents a series of difficult questions with no clear answers.
How can institutions balance the potential benefits of AI tools against
privacy risks that won’t fully manifest for years? What constitutes
informed consent when even experts struggle to understand how AI
systems use data? How can schools protect student privacy while also
preparing them for a world where such tools are ubiquitous?

The Implementation Reality Check

The true test of any educational technology isn’t found in vendor
demonstrations or pilot programs—it’s revealed in the messy reality
of daily classroom use. When it comes to AI tools, the gap between
polished promises and practical implementation has never been wider.
Examining what actually happens when these tools meet real students,
teachers, and institutional constraints provides the ultimate reality
check on vendor claims.

The most telling evidence comes from teachers themselves. When
Education Week investigated how AI tutoring tools actually func-
tioned in classrooms, they found a pattern documented in [27]: while [27] The New Teachers’ Aides: AI

Tutorsvendors promised ”personalized learning at scale,” teachers reported
spending more time managing the technology than they saved from
its supposed efficiencies. The AI tutors required constant supervision,
produced outputs that needed significant editing, and often confused
students with inconsistent or incorrect responses.

A particularly revealing case emerged from California, where teach-
ers noticed sudden improvements in student performance that seemed
too good to be true. Investigation revealed, as reported in [2], that [2] A California teacher’s students

suddenly started getting A’s. Did a ...students were using Google Lens to instantly solve problems without
understanding the underlying concepts. The tool designed to ”sup-
port learning” had instead created a shortcut that bypassed learning
entirely. The same story, picked up by [14], highlighted how teachers [14] His students suddenly started

getting A’s. Did a Google AI tool go
too ...

struggled to distinguish between legitimate improvement and techno-
logical circumvention.

These aren’t isolated incidents but part of a broader pattern re-
vealed by systematic research. The Brookings Institution’s analysis
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in [31] found that while AI tutoring can show positive effects in con- [31] What the research shows about
generative AI in tutoringtrolled studies, real-world implementation faces significant challenges.

The tools work best with motivated students who already have strong
foundational skills—precisely the population that needs the least help.
For struggling students, the tools often amplify existing inequities
rather than addressing them.

The promise of AI detection tools to maintain academic integrity
provides another reality check. Despite vendor claims of high accu-
racy, the lived experience tells a different story. Following a lawsuit
at Adelphi University, experts warned about the prevalence of false
positives, as detailed in [22]. Students have been falsely accused, faced [22] Plagiarism expert warns of AI

false positives following Adelphi ...academic sanctions, and even had their degrees threatened based
on detection tools that vendors claimed were ”highly reliable.” The
human cost of these technical failures rarely appears in marketing
materials.

Survey data reveals how this implementation gap affects educator
confidence. According to comprehensive data compiled by [32], while [32] YSU | AI and Its Impact in

Today’s Classrooms71% of educators report using AI tools, only 15% feel confident in
their ability to integrate them effectively. This confidence gap isn’t
about technological literacy—it’s about the fundamental mismatch
between what tools promise and what they deliver in practice.

The international picture provides additional sobering context.
Brazilian universities found that [20] for AI use, but implementation [20] Limite aos chatbots: quase

metade das universidades federais
tem guias

varies wildly between institutions. Similarly, a report from the Inter-
American Development Bank documented in [11] shows that while [11] CIMA Brief TALIS - 37 V4
Latin American educators express enthusiasm for AI tools, practical
implementation lags far behind aspiration.

Perhaps most revealing is how quickly initial enthusiasm gives way
to more nuanced perspectives. French educators initially embraced AI
tools, but experience has led to more critical evaluation. As reported
in [16], schools that rushed to adopt AI tools are now pulling back, [16] IA éducative : Google et OpenAI

face aux écoles françaises - Infonetconcerned about dependency, cost, and the gap between promised
personalization and actual student outcomes.

Microsoft’s recent announcement of a $4 billion investment in AI
education, detailed in [18], might seem encouraging. But the pat- [18] L’investissement de Microsoft

dans l’éducation à l’IA atteint 4tern of previous educational technology investments suggests caution.
Money alone doesn’t solve implementation challenges—it often ampli-
fies them by encouraging rapid adoption without adequate preparation
or evaluation.
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What Careful Adopters Should Know

After examining the gaps between promise and practice, the behav-
ioral modifications that tools create, and the implementation chal-
lenges that schools face, what should thoughtful educators and admin-
istrators actually do? The answer isn’t to reject AI tools entirely—
that ship has sailed. Instead, careful adopters need frameworks for
evaluation that go beyond vendor claims and acknowledge the complex
realities these tools introduce.

First, understand that AI tools are not neutral. Research synthe-
sized by MIT Sloan reveals important nuances in how humans and
AI interact. Their analysis in [1] identifies three distinct patterns: [1] 3 ways to use AI: Are you a cy-

borg, a centaur, or a self-automator?cyborgs who fully integrate with AI, centaurs who maintain clear
human-AI boundaries, and self-automators who delegate tasks en-
tirely. The research shows that centaur approaches—where humans
maintain control and use AI for specific, bounded tasks—best preserve
human expertise and learning. This has direct implications for how
schools should structure AI use.

The evidence on learning outcomes, while mixed, provides some
guidance. The meta-analysis published in [10] found a moderately [10] ChatGPT’s impact on student

learning outcomes: a meta ... - Naturepositive effect (g=0.670) on student learning. However, this aggregate
number hides crucial details: benefits vary dramatically by subject
matter, student preparation, and implementation quality. More im-
portantly, the studies measuring these outcomes rarely capture the
longer-term effects on critical thinking and independent problem-
solving that educators most worry about.

For administrators evaluating specific tools, the framework should
extend beyond traditional procurement criteria. Ask not just ”Does
it work?” but ”What does it do to users?” The district guide on data
protection in [15] provides a useful starting point, emphasizing the [15] How can districts protect student

data with AI tutors?need for contractual clarity, regular audits, and explicit limitations
on data use. But protection extends beyond data to cognitive and
pedagogical concerns that contracts rarely address.

Training and support represent another crucial consideration, but
not in the way vendors typically frame it. The initiative between Mi-
crosoft, OpenAI, and teachers’ unions described in [21] shows promise [21] Microsoft, OpenAI, and a US

Teachers’ Union Are Hatching a Plan
to ...

in its emphasis on educator agency. However, training shouldn’t just
cover how to use tools—it must address when not to use them, how
to recognize negative impacts, and how to preserve essential human
elements of teaching and learning.

The question of student AI literacy demands careful thought. Sim-
ply teaching students to use AI tools, as proposed by [13], isn’t suffi- [13] Gemini 3.0 Gratuit pour les

Étudiants : Le Guide Complet (2025)

https://mitsloan.mit.edu/ideas-made-to-matter/3-ways-to-use-ai-are-you-a-cyborg-a-centaur-or-a-self-automator
https://mitsloan.mit.edu/ideas-made-to-matter/3-ways-to-use-ai-are-you-a-cyborg-a-centaur-or-a-self-automator
https://mitsloan.mit.edu/ideas-made-to-matter/3-ways-to-use-ai-are-you-a-cyborg-a-centaur-or-a-self-automator
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41599-026-07019-z
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41599-026-07019-z
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41599-026-07019-z
https://www.upscend.com/blogs/how-can-districts-protect-student-data-with-ai-tutors
https://www.upscend.com/blogs/how-can-districts-protect-student-data-with-ai-tutors
https://www.upscend.com/blogs/how-can-districts-protect-student-data-with-ai-tutors
https://www.teenvogue.com/story/microsoft-openai-and-a-us-teachers-union-are-hatching-a-plan-to-bring-ai-into-the-classroom
https://www.teenvogue.com/story/microsoft-openai-and-a-us-teachers-union-are-hatching-a-plan-to-bring-ai-into-the-classroom
https://www.teenvogue.com/story/microsoft-openai-and-a-us-teachers-union-are-hatching-a-plan-to-bring-ai-into-the-classroom
https://www.teenvogue.com/story/microsoft-openai-and-a-us-teachers-union-are-hatching-a-plan-to-bring-ai-into-the-classroom
https://studytool.fr/blog/gemini-3-gratuit-etudiants
https://studytool.fr/blog/gemini-3-gratuit-etudiants
https://studytool.fr/blog/gemini-3-gratuit-etudiants
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cient. True AI literacy means understanding how these systems shape
thinking, recognizing their limitations, and maintaining the ability
to work without them. The framework proposed by [12] emphasizes [12] Do you really get AI? These

Canadians are trying to help you
understand it better

critical evaluation over mere usage—a crucial distinction.

Practical evaluation criteria should include several non-obvious
factors. How transparent is the tool about its limitations? Vendors
who acknowledge what their tools can’t do deserve more trust than
those claiming revolutionary breakthroughs. Does the tool create de-
pendencies or build capabilities? The best educational technologies
eventually make themselves unnecessary by building student capac-
ity. How does the tool handle errors and uncertainty? Systems that
express appropriate doubt teach better lessons than those projecting
false confidence.

Conclusion: Beyond the Utility Frame

The dominance of utility framing in AI tools discourse—representing
25.8% of all coverage—reveals how successfully vendors have shaped
the conversation. By focusing on efficiency, convenience, and immedi-
ate problem-solving, this framing obscures the deeper questions about
what these tools do to human cognition, relationships, and educational
values. Breaking free from this frame requires recognizing that the
most important impacts of AI tools often have nothing to do with
their stated purpose.

The evidence examined here suggests that careful adopters should
approach AI tools with a form of productive skepticism—not cyn-
ical rejection, but thoughtful evaluation that looks beyond surface
promises. When vendors claim their tools will ”revolutionize learning,”
ask what kind of learning they mean and what might be lost in that
revolution. When detection systems promise to ”ensure integrity,”
examine whose integrity is protected and at what cost. When tutoring
platforms offer to ”personalize education,” consider whether that per-
sonalization serves student development or merely student satisfaction.

The path forward isn’t about finding perfect tools—they don’t
exist. Instead, it’s about developing institutional wisdom that can
navigate the genuinely useful applications while protecting against
the subtle erosions of human capability these tools can create. This
means moving beyond the governance documents that sit unread on
servers and creating living practices that evolve with experience. It
means training that addresses not just technical operation but ethical
implication. Most importantly, it means maintaining clarity about
educational purposes that transcend any particular technological solu-

https://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/ai-literacy-canada-9.7142355
https://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/ai-literacy-canada-9.7142355
https://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/ai-literacy-canada-9.7142355
https://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/ai-literacy-canada-9.7142355
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tion.

As [30] poses in its title, the fundamental question isn’t whether [30] Universities are embracing AI:
will students get smarter or ... -
Nature

we’ll use AI tools—that’s already decided. The question is whether
we’ll use them in ways that genuinely serve human learning and devel-
opment, or whether we’ll allow the tools to reshape education in their
own image. The answer depends entirely on whether we can maintain
the critical distance necessary to see these tools clearly, gaps and all.

References

1. 3 ways to use AI: Are you a cyborg, a centaur, or a self-automator?

2. A California teacher’s students suddenly started getting A’s. Did a
...

3. AI affirms our own viewpoints and harms willingness to resolve
conflict

4. AI and ChatGPT use raises new fears for students’ privacy - Axios

5. AI Chatbots Tend Toward Flattery. Why That’s Bad for Students

6. AI is a serious threat to student privacy

7. AI platform use by teachers leads to student privacy worries

8. Alarming Study Finds That Most People Just Do What ChatGPT
Tells Them, Even If It’s Totally Wrong

9. Charte du bon usage des IA génératives à l’Université de Toulouse

10. ChatGPT’s impact on student learning outcomes: a meta ... -
Nature

11. CIMA Brief TALIS - 37 V4

12. Do you really get AI? These Canadians are trying to help you
understand it better

13. Gemini 3.0 Gratuit pour les Étudiants : Le Guide Complet (2025)

14. His students suddenly started getting A’s. Did a Google AI tool
go too ...

15. How can districts protect student data with AI tutors?

16. IA éducative : Google et OpenAI face aux écoles françaises -
Infonet

17. L’enseignement supérieur artistique à l’épreuve de l’IA

https://www.nature.com/articles/d41586-025-03340-w
https://www.nature.com/articles/d41586-025-03340-w
https://www.nature.com/articles/d41586-025-03340-w
https://www.nature.com/articles/d41586-025-03340-w
https://mitsloan.mit.edu/ideas-made-to-matter/3-ways-to-use-ai-are-you-a-cyborg-a-centaur-or-a-self-automator
https://www.mercurynews.com/2025/11/10/a-california-teachers-students-suddenly-started-getting-as-did-a-google-ai-tool-go-too-far/
https://www.mercurynews.com/2025/11/10/a-california-teachers-students-suddenly-started-getting-as-did-a-google-ai-tool-go-too-far/
https://www.npr.org/2026/03/26/nx-s1-5760875/ai-affirms-our-own-viewpoints-and-harms-willingness-to-resolve-conflict-study-finds
https://www.npr.org/2026/03/26/nx-s1-5760875/ai-affirms-our-own-viewpoints-and-harms-willingness-to-resolve-conflict-study-finds
https://www.axios.com/2025/08/14/ai-education-privacy
https://www.edweek.org/technology/ai-chatbots-tend-toward-flattery-why-thats-bad-for-students/2026/03
https://fordhaminstitute.org/national/commentary/ai-serious-threat-student-privacy
https://www.chalkbeat.org/2024/12/13/ai-tools-used-by-teachers-can-put-student-privacy-and-data-at-risk/
https://futurism.com/artificial-intelligence/study-do-what-chatgpt-tells-us
https://futurism.com/artificial-intelligence/study-do-what-chatgpt-tells-us
https://www.univ-tlse3.fr/medias/fichier/charte-du-bon-usage-des-ia-generatives-a-l-universite_1755517998722-pdf
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41599-026-07019-z
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41599-026-07019-z
https://publications.iadb.org/publications/spanish/document/Nota-CIMA-37-Inteligencia-artificial-en-las-escuelas-evidencia-desde-TALIS-2024.pdf
https://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/ai-literacy-canada-9.7142355
https://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/ai-literacy-canada-9.7142355
https://studytool.fr/blog/gemini-3-gratuit-etudiants
https://www.newsfromthestates.com/article/his-students-suddenly-started-getting-did-google-ai-tool-go-too-far
https://www.newsfromthestates.com/article/his-students-suddenly-started-getting-did-google-ai-tool-go-too-far
https://www.upscend.com/blogs/how-can-districts-protect-student-data-with-ai-tutors
https://infonet.fr/actualite/nouveautes/ia-educative-google-openai-ecoles-francaises/
https://infonet.fr/actualite/nouveautes/ia-educative-google-openai-ecoles-francaises/
https://www.lejournaldesarts.fr/campus/lenseignement-superieur-artistique-lepreuve-de-lia-182593


11

18. L’investissement de Microsoft dans l’éducation à l’IA atteint 4

19. Les IA conversationnelles comme ChatGPT sont souvent trop
indulgentes avec vous, ce sont des scientifiques qui le disent

20. Limite aos chatbots: quase metade das universidades federais tem
guias

21. Microsoft, OpenAI, and a US Teachers’ Union Are Hatching a
Plan to ...

22. Plagiarism expert warns of AI false positives following Adelphi ...

23. Pourquoi résister à l’IA générative dans l’enseignement universi-
taire ?

24. Should ChatGPT Be Banned in Schools? - AEI

25. Students allege continued unconstitutional AI digital monitoring
and

26. The Development of AI and Protecting Student Data Privacy

27. The New Teachers’ Aides: AI Tutors

28. TROUSSE Pour Une Utilisation Responsable De L’Ia Générative
Dans Les ...

29. Una encuesta de la UNESCO revela que menos del 10% de las
escuelas y

30. Universities are embracing AI: will students get smarter or ... -
Nature

31. What the research shows about generative AI in tutoring

32. YSU | AI and Its Impact in Today’s Classrooms

33. Écart de gouvernance de l’IA dans l’enseignement supérieur : 94
% l ...

https://co24.ca/fr/investissement-microsoft-education-ia-2025/
https://www.radiofrance.fr/franceinter/podcasts/l-info-de-france-inter/les-ia-conversationnelles-comme-chatgpt-sont-souvent-trop-indulgentes-avec-vous-ce-sont-des-scientifiques-qui-le-disent-6887786
https://www.radiofrance.fr/franceinter/podcasts/l-info-de-france-inter/les-ia-conversationnelles-comme-chatgpt-sont-souvent-trop-indulgentes-avec-vous-ce-sont-des-scientifiques-qui-le-disent-6887786
https://oglobo.globo.com/brasil/educacao/noticia/2026/03/16/limite-aos-chatbots-quase-metade-das-universidades-federais-tem-guias-ou-debate-regras-para-usar-ia.ghtml
https://oglobo.globo.com/brasil/educacao/noticia/2026/03/16/limite-aos-chatbots-quase-metade-das-universidades-federais-tem-guias-ou-debate-regras-para-usar-ia.ghtml
https://www.teenvogue.com/story/microsoft-openai-and-a-us-teachers-union-are-hatching-a-plan-to-bring-ai-into-the-classroom
https://www.teenvogue.com/story/microsoft-openai-and-a-us-teachers-union-are-hatching-a-plan-to-bring-ai-into-the-classroom
https://www.msn.com/en-us/technology/artificial-intelligence/plagiarism-expert-warns-of-ai-false-positives-following-adelphi-university-lawsuit/ar-AA1PtevH
https://hal.science/hal-05282313v1/file/sensibilisation-IA.pdf
https://hal.science/hal-05282313v1/file/sensibilisation-IA.pdf
https://www.aei.org/technology-and-innovation/should-chatgpt-be-banned-in-schools/
https://www2.ljworld.com/news/schools/2025/nov/21/students-allege-continued-unconstitutional-ai-digital-surveillance-with-new-vendor-and-violations-of-open-records-act-in-school-district-lawsuit/
https://www2.ljworld.com/news/schools/2025/nov/21/students-allege-continued-unconstitutional-ai-digital-surveillance-with-new-vendor-and-violations-of-open-records-act-in-school-district-lawsuit/
https://natlawreview.com/article/development-ai-and-protecting-student-data-privacy
https://www.edweek.org/technology/the-new-teachers-aides-ai-tutors/2025/02
https://www.fesp.ulaval.ca/system/files/public/memoires-theses/trousse_ia_generative.pdf
https://www.fesp.ulaval.ca/system/files/public/memoires-theses/trousse_ia_generative.pdf
https://www.unesco.org/es/articles/una-encuesta-de-la-unesco-revela-que-menos-del-10-de-las-escuelas-y-universidades-disponen-de
https://www.unesco.org/es/articles/una-encuesta-de-la-unesco-revela-que-menos-del-10-de-las-escuelas-y-universidades-disponen-de
https://www.nature.com/articles/d41586-025-03340-w
https://www.nature.com/articles/d41586-025-03340-w
https://www.brookings.edu/articles/what-the-research-shows-about-generative-ai-in-tutoring/
https://online.ysu.edu/degrees/education/msed/ai-teaching-statistics-usage-and-trends/
https://www.kiteworks.com/fr/gestion-des-risques-lies-a-la-cybersecurite/gouvernance-ia-enseignement-superieur-ecart-securite-donnees-conformite/
https://www.kiteworks.com/fr/gestion-des-risques-lies-a-la-cybersecurite/gouvernance-ia-enseignement-superieur-ecart-securite-donnees-conformite/

	The Cognitive Surrender Problem
	The Governance Mirage
	The Privacy Trade-off Nobody Reads
	The Implementation Reality Check
	What Careful Adopters Should Know
	Conclusion: Beyond the Utility Frame
	References

