Cedrone 4

Timothy Cedrone
Dr. Oguine

English 1201–ZCE

30 September 2002

The Plague of Plagiarism

Simply defined, the word plagiarism means “the unauthorized use of the language and thoughts of another author and the representation of them as one’s own” (“Plagiarism”).  While many students understand and comprehend the first clause of this definition, many encounter problems with the second part – the thoughts part.  Many students in today’s educational system are frequently unable to develop their own thoughts, opinions, and ideas relating to the subject matter that they are studying.  However, when people at a university are educated according to the ways set forth by John Henry Newman in “The Idea of a University,” their ability to create original concepts would be cultivated to the point, where they do not feel the need to plagiarize and cheat.  Newman also states that in the end, the university will produce citizens that can give back to society (48).  Jeffrey Hart makes a similar point in “How to Get a College Education.”  Therefore, according to both Newman and Hart, an honest person will be fashioned by the university.  Since honesty does not breed cheating, should not cheating then be minimized?  Plagiarism and its sister cheating are plagues on society that only serve to corrupt it.  Nevertheless, the education given by a university can diminish and, perhaps, even eradicate the disease by instilling in students,  a sense of honor, and implementing harsh penalties on those caught cheating or plagiarizing.

The fostering of independent thought is sometimes forgone in today’s educational system. At times, students are encouraged to just complete their assignment instead of thinking about what they are doing so that they may fully understand their work.  Often times, this pressure leads to cheating and plagiarism.  Furthermore, students cheat because of factors such as “time and workload . . . followed by parental pressure” (Clayton 187).  The solution to this problem lies within the framework for education laid by John Henry Newman.  Newman states that students at a university should and will “learn to respect” others as well as develop a “clear atmosphere of thought” (48).  This will then lead them to be able to think more independently and therefore rely more on their own intellectual skills than those of others.  If and when the ideals of John Henry Newman are followed rather closely, the ability of all students to reason autonomously will increase dramatically and, thereby, decrease the amount of cheating.

Since the ultimate purpose of a university is to prepare people to be good citizens in society (Newman 48), and according to Jeffrey Hart, students in a university should become citizens after they complete college (131), if cheating is minimized at university level, it will also reduce in the society.  In this context, citizens should be wholesome people who are able to give back to society, the honesty they have learned in the university; once they are a part of it.  The university, also, has an aim of “purifying the national taste” and “raising the intellectual tone of society” as a whole (Newman 49).  Cheating and plagiarism are not a part of this noble aim, neither of them improves any part of society.  On the contrary, they are a boar on society, a plague that must be eliminated.  The honesty that is instilled by a university in its students does not disappear once the students leave campus.  It stays with them for the rest of their lives so  they can influence the society positively if they want. Consequently, cheating should be minimized because of the simple fact that honest citizens should not cheat themselves or others.

While this is one way in which the problem of cheating can be dealt with, there are also other alternatives.  The first is by instilling in students a sense of honor that would stop them from cheating.  The military academies of the United States serve as the best example of this.  For instance, the code of conduct that the cadets and midshipmen follow strictly prevents them from doing anything dishonest.  The only drawback to this approach, however, is that instilling this sense of honesty within students may not be as easy as in the military, before it can take full effect.  The consequence of breaking their code, however, is disastrous, because if found to be cheating, a cadet (or midshipman) is immediately expelled without regard to the arguments put forth by him or her, which may require a longer procedure in a university.  This relates to the second way in which cheating can be eradicated.  In order to deal effectively with the problem, universities must and should implement procedures to deal with cheating student that carry with them harsh and unforgiving consequences.  If students living in fear of consequences is the only way to eliminate cheating, then, it is a necessary side effect of the cure for the disease, especially as many highly placed, respectable individuals such as presidents, clergymen and company executives have been caught cheating in one form or another in society.

Finally, cheating and plagiarism are two evils that will always haunt society.  While they may always be present, they can still be dealt with.  They are similar to diseases which will always be a part of society, but as they too are dealt with on a daily basis, so will cheating and plagiarism.  Some people devote their entire lives to finding the cure for a single disease.  So, if universities devote even part of their programs seriously to curing society of this plague, it is quite possible that cheating and plagiarism can be eradicated once and for all.
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