Semester Two Exam

Persuasive Writing
Worth 25% of Final Exam Grade

Students in tenth grade English language arts are encouraged to respond critically and take a stand on controversial issues. With the wide use of the internet, plagiarism is an issue that demands a critical response and stance. The theme for this writing assignment is Resilience is the ability to avoid, minimize, withstand, embrace, adapt, and recover from the effects of adversity. As you read the articles and excerpts that follow, note the resilience of the individuals on each side of the issue presented. 

DIRECTIONS: Read the following scenario and articles/excerpts from a variety of sources and respond to the prompt that follows. 
Imagine you have poured your heart and soul into a memoir for a class assessment. You intend to submit it for publication after you receive your teacher’s response. Just prior to handing it in to your teacher your parents receive the following letter.
Dear Parents and Students,

Academic dishonesty, cheating, turning in other students’ work, copying information without giving proper credit or citation is a concern for all teachers, but as English teachers whose curriculum includes various writing assignments from essays to poems to research papers, we are always looking for ways to help students understand the importance and value of doing their own work.

Turnitin.com is a password-protected web service that cross-references student essays with published work and information available through the World Wide Web. We are going to be implementing this service this school year for all essay assignments and various student writing assignments. Student will submit their essays to the website in order to receive a “similarity report.” This report informs the student and teacher of any similarity between the information in turnitin.com’s database and the student essay. We believe that this will serve as a teaching tool. When a student receives this report, he or she will be better informed about when it is appropriate to include citations in his or her essay. For example, a similarity report that comes back at 90% tells the student that the majority of his or her paper was originally authored by someone else and he or she should spend more time putting the information in his or her own words before turning it in to the teacher. Therefore, this is not only a tool for catching plagiarism but one for preventing it, as well. Further, once a student enters his or her essay into the database, it remains there. Thus, turnitin.com serves as a tool to protect the student’s intellectual property by preventing copying by a fellow classmate or future high school student.

We did not reach this decision to implement this program lightly. Data from multiple sources suggested a move in this direction. First, we can relate this to our recent ACT scores. They indicate that our students need to learn how to better state ideas in their own words. We have also learned that many universities are using this service, and we hope that this will better prepare them for collegiate life.

Thank you for your time.
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Introduction

The proliferation of student plagiarism on university campuses is paralleled by the increasing number of articles appearing in academic journals presenting varying opinions on the topic. Opinions run the gamut from outrage at the student offenders to pointing fingers at faculty members who fail to create plagiarism-proof assignments. One also reads about controversial new methods for deterring and detecting plagiarism, most notably, online plagiarism detection systems. In surveying the literature, one can construct valid arguments for each point of view. This paper will explore the plagiarism dilemma from a librarian’s vantage point, and will outline the strong support that has been offered to teaching faculty with plagiarism problems by the Joan and Donald E. Axinn Library of Hofstra University. It will also examine how Hofstra University decided to subscribe to Turnitin.com, a popular but controversial online plagiarism detection system.

As librarians, we know that detection is not the main objective in a campaign against plagiarism. Rather, universities should concentrate on educating students as to what constitutes plagiarism and how to avoid it. Consequently, as our last point we will summarize how Hofstra librarians are reaching out to both faculty and students in order to inform them about this fundamental concern. This paper will not necessarily offer the definitive philosophical answer to solving the plagiarism dilemma, but will attempt to convey a “reality” account of how we have dealt with student plagiarism at Hofstra University.

Overview of the Plagiarism Problem

Hofstra University is a mid-sized liberal arts university on Long Island with approximately 10,000 full- and part-time undergraduate students and about 3,700 graduate students. In addition, the Hofstra University School of Law has an enrollment of 1,700. In recent years, Hofstra, like other universities, has watched as students became adept at cutting and pasting from the Web, or purchasing papers from paper mills. Part of the dilemma is that many students are unfamiliar with what determines plagiarism and they stumble into it unawares, not only because they have never learned how to use sources, but sometimes because they have been taught that research means plagiarism (White 205). This sense of vagueness is exacerbated by the fact that, with the advent of the Internet, students have unlimited access to information. Additionally, the need for high GPAs to gain entrance to prestigious graduate schools creates an atmosphere of “anything goes” when it comes to completing research assignments.

Even a school such as the University of Virginia, long noted for its honor system, has fallen victim to cheating scandals. When confronted with the possibility that some of his students might have plagiarized, Professor Louis Bloomfield of UVA devised a computer program that detected students who had used “recycled” papers from his previous classes. He discovered that 158 of the 500 students in his Physics 105-106 class had cheated (Cullen 2002). This discouraging incident highlights the extent of the plagiarism problem and it also underscores the fact that students’ thirst for knowledge has been replaced by a quest for good grades. The problem is so huge that the popular media is now focusing attention to it. The CBS television news program 60 Minutes devoted a segment to cheaters and Professor Donald L. McCabe, founder of the Center for Academic Integrity, told Morley Safer that pressure has turned competitive schools like UVA into academic rat races. In addition to academic pressure, there is the general slackening of ethical codes in society that seems to give the students the go-ahead to succeed at any cost. Students hear of noted historians who have plagiarized, corporate accountants who have cooked the books, and alleged plagiarized material from the Internet being presented recently at a critical United Nations session on Iraq; sadly, they see no harm in a little cheating on their part. This generation has grown up with cell phones, palm pilots, and downloaded music and they are more comfortable with cutting and pasting information from the Web than visiting the library in order to retrieve books or journal articles.

Role of the Library in Detecting Plagiarism

Considering the fact that the library is, at least theoretically, the central location for conducting research in the university, it makes sense that a librarian would be involved in dealing with unraveling the mysteries contained within some problematic student papers. Auer and Krupar (2001) state that librarians with liaison responsibilities or those who have good rapport with academic departments should begin a dialogue with faculty in order to provide information about websites and software. At the Axinn Library, we have reached out to the faculty by offering our help in detecting plagiarism. About five years ago, a reference librarian offered his services to faculty to help them solve some of their plagiarism problems. He held the formidable-sounding title of “plagiarism officer,” which I inherited four years ago when he left the university. Over the past four years, my role as a reference librarian who helps to combat and detect plagiarism has changed. When I first took on the responsibility, faculty members would come to me with questionable papers and I would enter a few unusual phrases from the papers into a search engine, and, if I was lucky, I would find portions, or sometimes entire papers, that had been cut and pasted from the Web. This process would take anywhere from a few minutes to several hours. When I first began this task in April 1999, I received three to four requests a month. Requests for assistance from faculty began to accelerate, however. In December of 2000, I received approximately 25 requests for help with suspicious papers.

Hofstra was not the only school facing this escalating problem. Professor. McCabe, who in addition to being the head of the Center for Academic Integrity is also a professor of organization management at Rutgers University-Newark, where his area of expertise is ethical decision-making, centering particularly on student cheating. He recently completed a survey of 4,471 students at 25 high schools around the country. When asked if they ever submit papers downloaded in whole or in large part from the Internet, 15 percent answered, “Yes.” (Roach 2001).

Early in the Spring 2001 semester, I began to read about Turnitin.com, a digital plagiarism detection system begun in 1999 by John Barrie, a biophysics graduate from the University of California. Turnitin.com offered a free two-month trial and the Axinn library signed up for the trial. We publicized the service via e-mail to faculty and offered demonstrations in the library to those who were interested. During the two-month period, twenty-nine faculty members took advantage of the trial.

To submit a paper to Turnitin the faculty member must have a digital copy of a student’s paper, or they can ask individual students, or entire classes, to submit their own papers to the site. The latter method can prove to be an excellent deterrent to online plagiarism since students are aware that their papers are routinely being checked. At Hofstra we have asked that faculty members inform students that their papers may be submitted to Turnitin so that there will be no problems of students claiming that their rights have been infringed upon. The Turnitin software scans the Internet for any matching material and then returns an Originality Report. This report is a copy of the submitted paper that has been scanned for matching material from the Web, paper mills and Turnitin’s own database. Any matches are underlined and color-coded to the original online source and returned within an hour.

http://www.webpages.uidaho.edu/~mbolin/burke.htm
ARTICLE #2

Turnitin.com Infringes Upon Student’s Rights by: Zack Anderson

Turnitin.com is undeniably an effective deterrent to plagiarism, but it is the very issue of copyright infringement that has people questioning the legality of the site. What many people don’t understand is that works do not need to be registered to be copyrighted. Every literary work that is saved to a tangible medium (this includes paper, computer disk, etc.) is protected by federal copyright laws. Thus, the works submitted to Turnitin.com are copyrighted and the authors hold complete rights to the works. What the Turnitin.com system does, however, is it stores the submitted paper on their servers. This is done without the student’s permission. Turnitin.com is operating under the pretense that teachers will force their students to submit to Turnitin.com. Thus, student papers are stored in iParadigm’s (the company that runs Turnitin.com) database. This in itself is a blatant violation of the 1976 Federal Copyright Act. Turnitin.com is duplicating copyrighted material without the consent of the student. The student is forced to submit to the site, so submissions are not considered voluntary. In addition, the site does not ask for permission to store the paper, instead, it is done automatically.

iParadigm and their team of lawyers admit in their legal page that the archiving of papers is treading on shaky legal ground. They affirm, however, that their services constitute “fair use” by grounds that their service does not limit the marketability of the paper. The claim that their service doesn’t limit the marketability of a paper is false. If one were to sell a term-paper that was already in the Turnitin.com database, the paper would be of little use to a potential student buyer because any similarities from the student’s paper would be red flagged. The very addition of a paper to the Turnitin.com database severely limits the feasible marketability of the paper. That is, the archiving of one’s paper eliminates other students with the same assignment as potential buyers of the paper.

Another strikingly illegal aspect of the Turnitin.com service is the fact that many teachers submit student works without the student’s permission. Turnitin.com is operating under the pretense that this is occurring. When a student gives a teacher a paper for grading the assumption is that evaluative rights are given to the teacher. In no way is the teacher entitled to submit the paper to be copied to the iParadigm servers. iParadigm is breaking copyright laws by duplicating a paper without the copyright holder’s consent. In effect, the paper (but not the copyright) becomes property of Turnitin.com. Turnitin.com is clearly making a profit off the papers that students submit. Without the database of some 60,000 student-submitted papers, the Turnitin.com service would not be as effective. Every paper submitted makes the service more effective and the company therefore yields greater profits. Schools that use the service have to pay large amounts of money in the thousands to ten thousands of dollars range. It is clear that the company is profiting off of students’ copyrighted hard-work. Interestingly enough, the very place that the Turnitin.com service originally started now has grave doubts over the legality of the Turnitin.com service. Turnitin.com founder John Barrie was a graduate student at UC Berkeley when he started developing the software that the site runs on. Currently, UC Berkeley does not subscribe to Turnitin.com because they feel the site may be infringing upon student’s copyrights.

About The Author: Zack Anderson is currently a student at Beverly Hills High School. He is the publisher of Beverly Underground Newspaper, an online publication that can be found at http://www.beverlyunderground.com
http://www.legal-matters-articles.com/Turnitincom-Infringes-Upon-Students-Rights.html
ARTICLE #3

Students file lawsuit against Turnitin.com

Legal Clips, May 2007

Two students at McLean High School in Mclean, Virginia and two high school students in Arizona have filed a lawsuit in a U.S. district court in Virginia against Turnitin.com, a company that many school districts and schools have hired to help them combat plagiarism in the Internet age. The lawsuit alleges that the company is violating the high school students’ rights under U.S. copyright law. The students are required by their schools to submit some essays to the Web-based service, which compares the documents against a massive internal database and other sources to look for signs of plagiarism. It then places the student works in an electronic archive. “Our clients have no problem … submitting documents for review,” says Robert A. Vanderhye, the attorney representing the students pro bono. He adds, “But when it comes to archiving, it raises a number of very serious issues, the first of which is copyright infringement.” John M. Barrie, the founder and chief executive officer of iParadigms, disagrees. “The use that we make of the students’ papers comes under the ‘fair use’ clause of the U.S. Copyright Act,” he says. The company also argues that the students, before submitting their papers, clicked “I agree” to contractual terms that release iParadigms from any liability.

The legal action comes amid widespread concern among educators on how to address plagiarism as students can, with minimal effort, access a wealth of information and writing on the Internet and present it as their own work or without proper citation of sources. A study released last fall by the Josephson Institute of Ethics found that among more than 36,000 high school students surveyed, 60% said they had cheated on a test in the past year and one in three said they had used the Internet to plagiarize an assignment. Donald L. McCabe, a professor at Rutgers University’s Newark, N.J., campus who studies plagiarism, reports that his own survey data of about 18,000 high schoolers over the past several years has shown troubling results, with about 60% of students admitting to some plagiarism. Mr. McCabe says schools seem to take the problem of plagiarism seriously, but “a lot of them aren’t sure what to do.” The best approach, he argues, is to promote academic integrity to students. “I still think there’s a place for Turnitin.com, but I’m opposed to its widespread use,” he says. “To me that says to students, ‘I can’t trust any one of you.’”
Each of the four students involved in the lawsuit obtained copyrights for academic papers they submitted to the Turnitin site, according to court papers, and the suit argues that the company’s conduct infringes those protections. The plaintiffs seek $900,000 in damages from iParadigms. Beyond objecting to the practice of archiving, the complaint asserts the company “may send a full and complete copy of a student’s unpublished manuscript to an iParadigms client anywhere in the world upon request of the client, and without the student’s permission.” But Mr. Barrie insists that student work is protected. “Only the student and their teacher will ever see this,” he says. “The papers remain in the database.” In its motion to dismiss the case, iParadigms focuses its argument on the fact that the students who are suing agreed to release the company from liability. “Instead of pursuing this school matter through the proper channels, plaintiffs have instead concocted a purported copyright claim,” the motion says.

Education Week By Erik W. Robelen

http://www.nsba.org/site/doc_cosa.asp?TRACKID=&VID=50&CID=491&DID=40968
PROMPT: Some individuals believe that turnitin.com is an acceptable program for combating the dilemma of rampant plagiarism. Others feel that turnitin.com is not an acceptable solution for the problem. 
Write an essay, taking a position on this issue. You may take either one of the two points of view given, or you may present a different point of view on the question. Support your response with specific reasons and examples from the articles. 
Refer to the rubric as you plan and write your persuasive piece.
Final Writing Rubric

	Trait
	6
	5
	4
	3
	2
	1

	Position and 

Understanding of Task
	The essay shows a clear understanding of the task. The essay takes a position on the issue and may offer a critical context for discussion.
	The essay shows a clear understanding of the task. The essay takes a position on the issue and may offer a broad context for discussion.
	The essay shows an understanding of the task. The essay takes a position on the issue and may offer some context for discussion.
	The essay shows some understanding of the task. The essay takes a position on the issue but does not offer a context for discussion.
	The essay shows a weak understanding of the task. The essay may not take a position on the issue, or the essay may take a position but fail to convey reasons to support that position, or the essay may take a position but fail to maintain a stance.
	The essay shows little or no understanding of the task. If the essay takes a position, it fails to convey reasons to support that position.

	Complexity
	The essay addresses complexity by examining different perspectives on the issue, or by evaluating the implications and/or complications of the issue, or by fully responding to counter-arguments to the writer's position.
	The essay shows recognition of complexity by partially evaluating the implications and/or complications of the issue, or by responding to counter-arguments to the writer's position.
	The essay may show some recognition of complexity by providing some response to counter-arguments to the writer's position.
	The essay may acknowledge a counter-argument to the writer's position, but its development is brief or unclear.
	There is little or no recognition of a counter-argument to the writer's position.
	

	Focus and 

Development

of Ideas
	Development of ideas is ample, specific, and logical. Most ideas are fully elaborated. A clear focus on the specific issue in the prompt is maintained.
	Development of ideas is specific and logical. Most ideas are elaborated, with clear movement between general statements and specific reasons, examples, and details. Focus on the specific issue in the prompt is maintained.
	Development of ideas is adequate, with some movement between general statements and specific reasons, examples, and details. Focus on the specific issue in the prompt is maintained throughout most of the essay.
	Development of ideas is limited and may be repetitious, with little, if any, movement between general statements and specific reasons, examples, and details. Focus on the general topic is maintained, but focus on the specific issue in the prompt may not be maintained.
	The essay is thinly developed. If examples are given, they are general and may not be clearly relevant. The essay may include extensive repetition of the writer's ideas or of ideas in the prompt. Focus on the general topic is maintained, but focus on the specific issue in the prompt may not be maintained.
	The essay is minimally developed. The essay may include excessive repetition of the writer's ideas or of ideas in the prompt. Focus on the general topic is usually maintained, but focus on the specific issue in the prompt may not be maintained.


