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Introduction:

Maureen, a Bryn Mawr freshman, was taking a Haverford class taughtby Professor
Flatley. Maureen handed in adraft of a paper, andwhile reading it Professor Flatley
became suspiciousof plagiarism and checked his sugpicionsusng theinternet. He found
tha much of thework was copied verbaim from awebdte, and after the next class
meeting he confronted Maureen and asked her to contact the appropriate authority. She
agreed and spokewith Bryn Mawr@ Honor Board, who referred her to Haverford®
Honor Coundl since theincdent took place in aHaverford class. Eventudly, bath
Maureen and her professor submitted e-mails to Coundl. Soonafterwards Coundl
received a second e-mail from Professor Flatley adding that he had noticed a subsequent
ingance of plagiarism in Maureen@work. Honor Coundl received official statements
from both parties and reached coneensuson a sugpicion of violation.

Fact-Finding:

Professor Flatley’s Statement:

Professor Flatley described how heinitially became sugpiciouswhile reading Maureen®
work. He had assignad a draft of afive-page pape abou Irish Holidays, and while
perusng Maureen@ paper henoticed tha many of her comments were off-topic and
seemed to have been taken from an outside source. He noted on her draft that if shewere
usngoutsideinformation, she should cite it appropriately. At this point hedid not yet
suspect plagiarism, stating tha such mistakes are commonin first drafts. However, he
soon came across a segment of writing that was written in asmaller size than therest of
thetext. Since it looked to Professor Flatley that thisitem had been copied and pasted
from anothe source, hetyped the segment into Google and foundits origin, a SparkNotes
pageon Ireland. After looking over the SparkNotes page, herealized tha entire sections
of Maureen@ draft were in fact taken word for word from theinternet. He confronted
Maureen after the next class.

On the same day as the confrontation, a second assignment had been dueprior to classPa
shorter commentary on St. Patrick@ Day. While reviewing this paper, Professor Flatley
determined that Maureen had agan copied writing from a SparkNotes page and e-mailed
her aboutthis secondact of plagiarism.



Professor Flatley provided thejury with side-by-side copies of the plagiarized webste
and Maureen@ papers. He had highlighted theitemsin question, and it was appaent that
large segments of text were not Maureen@ own work.

Maureen’s Statement:

Maureen explained to thejury that when shewas writing her pgoers for Professor
Flatley@ class, shefelt very overwhdmed. She had been sick for days and had other
papers tha demanded much of her attention. Maureen said tha she foundtheclass
materia very chdlenging and different from tha which she had encountered before.
When it came timeto write the draft of her pgper, she couldn®gather much information
from her own notes and so sheturned to theinternet for hdp. When sheentered Qrish
HolidaysOinto the Google search engine, it provided her with a SparkNotes page about
the subject. Maureen explained to the jury tha shehad origindly plannad to use the
online source as a GpringboadOfor her own argument.

Maureen also admitted tha sheturned to the same source when she encountered trouble
in writing the second pgoer shortly afterwards Asafreshman, Maureen said tha shewas
not fully aware of theresources, such as thewriting center, available to students. Sheaso
told thejury tha she was not exactly clear onthedetails of prope citation or of
Haverford@ Honor Code Maureen did admit that she knew her decision to copy and
paste was wrong, but shewas so stressed and confused that she couldn®see a better
option at thetime.

Questions From the Jury:
Thejury wished to clarify severa points:

When asked whether he had checked Maureen@® earlier assignments for plagiarism,
Professor Flatley explained tha thetwo previousrespons papers had asked for persond
reflectionsand had not been text based, so hedid not bdieve tha plagiarism was an
issue

Professor Flatley was asked whether he had specifically addressed issues of plagiarism
and prope citationin class. He respondel that he had told the class to cite page nunbers
for information taken from the primary sources, but tha students were not expected to
refer to seconday sources so he had assumed such a discussion was unnecessary.

When asked whether she had consdered asking for an extenson ontheassignmentsin
question, Maureen explained that, while she had been aware tha an extenson was an
option, shedid notrealize tha it was a resource students commonly took advantage of.
Asaresult, shenever serioudy consdered the possibility.

In respon to further questionsfromthe jury, Maureen stated tha she had never been
taughthowto propely cite sources and did not have a firm undestanding of what
citationswere.



Findly, Maureen informed thejury tha prior to her confrontation she had never read the
Haverford Honor Codeand had never signed the Bryn Mawr HonorCode

Deliberations:

Initsddiberationsthejury discussed thefacts tha Maureen wasin her first semester asa
student at Bryn Mawr and tha she had nether read nor signed the Honor Code Jurors
were concerned by her lack of knowledgeof the Honor Codeand worried that this was
common amongnon-Haverford students enrolled in courses at Haverford. Several jurors
also expressed concernstha Maureen had not been forthcoming with information about
her acts, only admitting as much as shewas forced to (prior to thetrial shehad denied
copying and pasting material until Professor Flatley produced irrefutable evidence of he
having doneso).

While discussing theissue of Qyross plagiarismOduring its ddiberations thejury found
itself faced with some ambiguity in interpreting the Code At themog recent Plenary, a
resolution was passed excising the clause concerning gross plagiarism from the Honor
Code However, until thenew HonorCodeis ratified in the spring, theold version
technically remainsin force. In theend, thejury conduded that the gravity of Maureen®
violation could befully addressed withoutthe use of theterm. Thejury conduded, in
light of the extent of Maureen( plagiarism and her admission tha she had known at the
time shewas writing the paper that her actionswere wrong, tha she had violated the
Honor Code

Thejury came to conenauson thefollowing statement of violation with all jurors
congenting:

Maureen violated Haverford’s Academic Honor Code by knowingly representing
another’s ideas and words as her own. In two separate documents the plagiarism was
found to be extensive.

Circumstantial Portion:

Questions From the Jury:
Thejury reconvened to discuss the circumstantial portion of thetrial, and thefollowing
issues were amongthose covered.

Maureen restated tha at the time she wrote the pgpers, she had been sick. In addition, the
dodors were not sure wha was wrong, and this was very stressful for her.

At thetime of thefirst inddent, Maureen was a so working on pgpers for two other
courses. When questioned by ajuror, Maureen responded tha both of these papers
Qurned out well,Oand that she had not plagiarized either of them.



In responge to another juror@ question, Maureen admitted tha she had tried to adjust
some of thewordsand phrases to make the copied material blend with her own opinions
Shedidn®manageto fully accomplish this by the pgper@ duedate, though.

Maureen also added tha shedidn®feel comfortable approaching Professor Flatley, a
first-year teacher, for hdp. Shewas hesitant to contact him abouther strugglesin the
course, hoping she could solve them hersdlf.

Maureen explained tha, since the paper was a draft, she had hoped tha maybe Professor
Flatley wouldn®notice, and she could start anew once shewasn®so ill and stressed out.

When asked by the jurors about her previousknowledgeof citation standadsand the
Honor Code Maureen reiterated that shewasn®fully familiar with either. She said that
nether her high school nor her writing seminar course had adequaely acquanted her
with howto cite propely, and that shewasn®aware that the Haverford Honor Code
applied to Bryn Mawr students in Haverford courses.

Thejurors then asked both parties for suggested resolutions As afirst-year teacher,
Professor Flatley was unsure of hormal Oproceedingsand hesitated to dictate resolutions
However, hedid acknowedgetha Maureen felt sorry for wha shehad done and
mentionad tha hewould feel comfortable failing her for the assignments but notfor the
entire course. Professor Flatley also suggested tha Maureen write a pgoe on plagiarism
and writing resources.

Maureen, referendng a previousplagiarism case, suggested similar resolutions They
induded reading both Haverford@ and Bryn Mawr@® Honor Codes, receiving zerosfor
her papers, reading a document of the professor@ choice on plagiarism, being separated
from Haverford for two semesters, working as a Bryn Mawr cugoms personto hdp
freshmen in stressful situaions and visiting thewriting center once amonth.

While Maureen did suggest separation, shealso said that shewasn®quite sure what it
entailed, and thejury assumed tha she had based he suggestion onthe other
aforementioned plagiarism case.

Deliberations:
Thejury then discussed several points before arriving at tentative resolutions

Jurors were in suppot of recommending tha Maureen receive a 0.0 on both plagiarized
assignments, but till have the oppatunity to pass the course.

There was a significant amourt of ddiberation concerning separation. As a Bryn Mawr
student, thejury@ only power would beto separate her academically and/or sodally from
Haverford, which would mean tha she could not take classes and/or visit Haverford®
campusfor any reason, respectively. Sodal separation was soonruled out, since
Maureen( actionsdid not seem to indicate any need for complete remova from



Haverford® campus Onejuror maintained that any separation would betoo harsh, while
therest eventudly agreed on academic separation but disagreed on the appropriate
length.

Some jurorsfelt tha two semesters would be punttive rather than educationd. Others
pointed out that since Maureen was only afirst semester freshman, two semesters of
academic separation would give her abeter opportunity to reflect on her actionsbeyond
thetime period of springregistration. Several jurors thoughtthat, given the severity of
Maureen( actionsand her repesat offense two semesters of separationswere most
appropriate. Others, though felt that Maureen(@ freshman status and the apparent level of
reflection already peformed demanded only onesemester. There were concernstha
Maureen was hot beng truged to continuereflecting on her own after onesemester of
separation. Onejuror still felt tha any separation was ingppropriate. Debae onthisissue
continued throughoutthe discussion.

Jurors then debaed the significance of Maureen@® claims of unfamiliarity with prope
citation and with the HonorCode Whilejurors agreed tha educationd ingitutions
should take responsbility for teaching such items, they aso agreed that Maureen®
knowledgeof he wrongdong was evident, and thus her choice could not be blamed only
onignorance. At this point it was also noted tha she made the same wrong choice a week
later withoutseeking any clarification on citation or the course in general.

Jurors agreed tha aletter to the community would bein order, andtha norestrictions
would be placed ontheletter so asto allow for Maureen@ voice and opinion to be heard.

Jurors also felt comfortable with suggesting tha Maureen either complete some form of
community service or awritten assignment revolving aroundplagiarism.

Thejury came to conensuson severa tentative resolutionsand recommendaions

1. Maureen will be separated academically from Haverford for two semesters. *

2. Maureen should receive a 0.0 on both assignments.

3. Maureen will read a document of Professor Flatley’s choosing on plagiarism and

respond with a paper (length to be specified by professor).

Maureen will write a letter to the community to be released with the abstract.

We recommend that Honor Council post fliers at the start of each semester

reminding students taking courses at Haverford that they are under the Haverford

Honor Code.

6. We recommend that Honor Council work with the registrar to make sure that both
the online and paper course guides include a prominent reminder that all students
taking courses at Haverford College are bound by our Honor Code.

A

*Two jurors stood outside of consensus on this resolution, but felt that their objections
had been heard and engaged with by the group.

Presentation of Resolutions:



Professor Flatley and Maureen both joined the jury for the presentation of tentative
resolutions When they were read aloud, both parties foundthem fair and reasonable.

Maureen inquired as to the naure of her letter to the community, and was informed tha it
was open and could indudecomments on her expeience, her reflections or thetrial.

Jury members felt comfortable with thelevel of trust appaent between Professor Flatley
and Maureen, and came to conenaustha the tentative resolutionsbe madefind. The
same two jurors stood outside, butdid notblodk, consensus on oneresolution.

Discussion Questions:

1. Isacademic separation an effective means of stimulating an individud foundto have
violated the Honor Codeto congructively reflect on the meaning of his or her actions? Is
academic separation of a Bryn Mawr student from Haverford a meaningful and
appropriate resolution, or does it end up beng excessively punitive or, conveasely,
ineffective?

2. Should thefact that aplagiarized document is aroughdraft as oppogd to thefind
version of apape have an effect onthetrial@ resolutions?

3. Towha extentis Haverford responsble for providing details about citation methods?
That is, can it beassumed common knowledgetha copying another@ work iswrong,or
mug this be addressed in class?

4. How can non-Haverford students be helped to better undestand their relationship with
Haverford@ Honor Code?



To theHaverford Community:

Having gonethroughthis entire experience, | can only hopetha my story will
hdp other peoplein smilar situaions | turned to theinternet for hdp when | wastoo
intimidated to ask my professor for hdp with an assignment. | was sick at thetimeandin
addition, didn'tfeel comfortable with thematerial | was writing on. Never theless, this
does not excuse my actions | recognize | made a collection of bad choices when
ovaewhdmed and perplexed by my work. | now see that | should have confronted my
professor when | first became confused. Having been in collegefor ashort time, | didn®
realize tha there were a collection of different resources | could have taken advantage of.
| nowknowthat even if | didn@feel comfortable speaking with my professor, | could
have turned to: the writing center, my dean, a peer mentor, and/or looked into to finding a
tutor. These are all sources tha have been established to hdp indviduds, like mysdlf,
when they become overwhdmed and need some extra hdp. Both, the Haverford
community and Bryn Mawr community are designed to hdp students with wha ever
obgacles they mightface. We are all extremely lucky to be apart of such caring
inditutionsthat are here for useven when we make mistakes.

| undestand the severity of my mistake and take responsbility for my
judgments and actions | consder myself very fortunae to be given a second chance to
continueto work and learn at Bryn Mawr and Haverford. As difficult asthis situaionis
for me, | have learned a lot aboutmyself and wha | want to be This experience will
always serve to remind me tha when | am struggling with a problem, whether it is
persond or academic, to never let fear stop me from confronting someone. | hopetha by
sharing my experience, other people will be motivated to seek hdp when they become
overwhdmed and feel they can®deal with a specific problem onther own.
Unfortunaely, we will never be able to eliminae stressin our lives completely. However,
we can learn to manage our stress and work with others to hdp usget throughdifficult
situdions There are ways of getting throughtoughsituaionsand there will always bea
network of people who will dother best to hdp youin any aspect of yourlife. No one
should ever fedl that they don® have somewhere or someoneto turn to for hdp.

| am extremely thankful for everyonewho suppoted me throughoutthis
process. While this experience was very panful for me, it has allowed me to evaluae my
academic career. | recognize | made a series of bad choices but, | will notlet this
experience stop me from achieving my persond and academic gods. | see this experience
as an oppotunity. It is an oppatunity to see wherel am nowin my lifeandwhere
envison myself bengwhen | gradude.

Sincerely,

MaureenO



