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Introduction:

Darwin was afirst-year student taking Voyages 101 with Professor Lyell.
Professor Lyell assignad two essays for amidterm onvoyages. Thedirectionsfor the
midterm explicitly specified tha sources asidefrom class notes and texts discussed in
class were notto be used ontheexam. When Professor Lyell was grading Darwin@
midterm essays, he noticed multiple odd phrases in oneof thetwo essays, The Voyage of
the HMS Beagle. After some research, Professor Lyell bdieved Darwin to have
plagiarized on the exam. Professor Lyell approached Darwin abouthis sugpicions and
urged Darwin to contact Honor Coundl. Hona Coundl received statements from both
Darwin and Professor Lyell abouttheissue Hona Coundl consented to a supicion of
violation and proposd an Academic Trial* to resolve theissue

Fact Finding:
Confronting Party--Professor Lyell’s Statement:

Professor Lyell said that as hewas grading The Voyages of the HMS Beagle, he
noticed peculiar phrasesin Darwin@work that seemed out of place. Professor Lyell
searched some of these phrases on the internet and discovered more than two-thirds of
oneof Darwin@ essays to beimpropely taken from another source.

Professor Lyell confronted Darwin concerning Darwin@® plagiarism, andthus
violation of theHonorCode He eaborated on the extent of Darwin@ plagiarism, and
informed Darwin that hewould need to discuss the confrontation with Hona Coundl.
Asidefrom accusationsof plagiarism, Professor Lyell informed Darwin that heviolated
theingructionsfor the midterm which forbadethe use of theinternet.

Professor Lyell said tha, initially, Darwin ingsted tha hedid not use theonline
sources, but after Lyle showed Darwin the similarities between theinterneg source and
themidterm, Darwin admitted to conaulting theinternet for The Voyages of the HMS
Beagle. Darwin denied ddiberate Geutting and pastingQof the essay from a source, but
rather ingsted that in his rushed research, he may have mistakenly coined someoneelse(3
work as hisown.

Given the course of events, Professor Lyell tentatively conduded to fail Darwin
for themidterm, but notfor the course. He said hewould keep an open mindfor the
resolutionsfromthejury, which mightimpact hisdecision.

! See Students’ Constitution Article VII, Sec. 1.1 for more information on Academic Trials.



Confronted Party--Darwin’s Statement:

Darwin said hewas confronted by Professor Lyell concerning the sectionsof the
Darwin® exam that Professor Lyell interpreted as plagiarism. Professor Lyell pointed out
specific phrases that Darwin had used which seemed to be copied from another source.
Darwin acknowedged tha he had plagiarized, but denied any planning or intentionin his
plagiarism.

Darwin said he should have been more organized and time-efficient with his
exam. He was notconfidentin his abilities to write an adequéae essay and avoided
writing the paper until close to thedeadline To hdp himself write, hefelt tha he needed
to refresh his memory with online sources tha would provide a quick review of the
subject. He bdieved tha heinadvertently committed plagiarism, butwas quick to ingst
tha it was nothisintentionto plagiarize. He recognized theerror of his actions and
remained apologdic for his breach of trus with Professor Lyell.

Jury Deliberations

Firgt, thejury confirmed the ddtails of both parties written statements as described
above Thejury established Darwin@® formal backgroundwith the Honor Code
plagiarism, and his clarity onthe exam ingrudions. Darwin confirmed tha hehasa
subgantial knowedgeon plagiarism and was clear aboutthe directionsfor the exam.

Given tha a confrontation had occurred, the jury asked Darwin whether he
bdieved thedispute had been resolved. Darwin said tha hefdt like the breach of trug
had been restored.

After recelving accounts from bath paties, thejury ddiberated on a statement of
violation. Oneconcern tha arose amongthegroup was the extent of plagiarism. The
jury compared Darwin@® The Voyages of the HMS Beagle with the source that Professor
Lyell had determined was the principd source of plagiarism. After examining both
doauments, severa jurors expressed concern tha Darwin was not admitting thefull
extent of his plagiarism, which seemed greater than he had specified. Neverthdess, the
jury consented to a statement of violation:

The student violated the Honor Code by representing another person's
scholarship as his own and by disregarding the professor's exam instructions.

Circumstantial:

Professor Lyell requested to sit in onthe Circumstantial Portion of thetrial with
Darwin. While atypical, this was not unconditutiond, so thechar alowed Professor
Lyell to do so after conaulting with Darwin.

Thefirst questionsfromthejury asked Darwin about the circumstances that may
have lead to hisviolation. Darwin replied that there were no unusud circumstances at the
time of theassignment, and tha he was unde no more stress than any other person at
Haverford. He bdieved the cause of hisviolationsrested in poa time management,
which he soughtto improve uponin thefuture.



Thejury asked Darwin to discuss the particular extent of his plagiarism and any
specifics he could remember fromthetime hewrote The Voyages of the HMS Beagle.
Many jurors expressed conaern over theclose similarities between Darwin@work and
theinternet source despite Darwin@® insstence tha hedid nat cut and paste. Darwin
prefaced his explanation by saying that he had been very tired at thetime, and precise
details were difficult to remember given the amount of time tha had passed. He said he
had turned to theinternet for hdp, reading the online source afew times and
remembering the general wording of the source. Then, he said tha hewrote HMS Beagle
from his knowledgeof theinternet source, looking back to the source maybeonce or
twice for verification of details. Agan, hedenied copying and pasting any information
from theonline source into hiswork, andingsted that close similarities between both
doauments might be aresult of his apt memory and repeated reading of theinternet
source.

Thejury then asked Professor Lyell for histhoughs on the extent of plagiarism
committed by Darwin. Professor Lyell restated that Darwin had plagiarized almog two-
thirdsof thepape. He suggested tha if the severity of theoffense is dictated by the
amountplagiarized, then he conddered this a case of severe plagiarism, althoughworse
plagiarism was possible.

Thejury asked Darwin abouthow his relationghip to the Honor Codehad changed
as aresult of hisexperience. Darwin said that while he has reexamined his relationship
with the Honor Code that it has not changed a great deal.

When Professor Lyell was asked aboutresolution of the plagiarism, heshared a
few thoughs. Professor Lyell said that Darwin has been peformingwell in class since
themidterm, and tha noneof his othe work has seemed suspiciousof plagiarism.
Professor Lyell bdieved tha heand Darwin@trug could berepared, and hewas in
suppot of resolutionstha would repair the breach of trug between Darwin and the
community. Professor Lyell advised Darwin to prevent plagiarism in thefuture by
writing earlier and taking better notesin class.

Jury Deliberations

Professor Lyell and Darwin left the discussion, and jurors began creating
resolutionskeeping in mind the obligation of restoring the breach of trug, holding
Darwin accountble, and educating Darwin and the community. Concerning Darwin(3
education of theHona Codeand his relation to the community, onejuror broughtup a
resolution involving Darwin@® service on afuture jury. Shefelt that her experience on
thisjury was an inaredible persond education of the mechanics of Haverford@ Honor
Code and perhgpsthe same education could be attained by Darwin.

A separate resolution involved Darwin writing an essay in respong to Professor
Maud Mclnerney® essay on plagiarism; however concernswere expressed tha this
resolution would not address therelationship between Darwin and the community.
Another ideawas for Darwin to write an essay comparing Haverford@ Honor Codeto



those honorcodes at other schools. The community could be educated aboutthe
violation by publishing the essay in the Bi-Co anonynoudy.

Another unrelated idea concerned reevaluation of the Honor Code Orienteer
(HCO) in first-year studentsGeducation of the Honor Code From discussionswith the
fourfreshmen onthejury, it was decided tha theHCO program needed to emphasize the
wider community implicationsof individudsOviolations

Some jurorsfelt tha Darwin should be separated from the community because he
needed the distance from Haverford to recognize the implicationsof his actionsor
because his actionswere too egregiousof aviolation to allow him to remain in the
community. Thejury asawhole never consented to separation because many felt tha
Darwin@intent was notmalicious Others felt that because hewas a freshman, and had
been at Haverford for only six weeks before theincident, he should notbehdd to such a
high standard of knowedgeaboutthe Honor Code

Ultimately, thejury consented to thefollowing tentative resolutions

The student will receive a 0.0 onthe plagiarized exam.

The student will write aresearch essay that compares Haverford( treatment of

plagiarism unde the Honor Codeto the academic policies of other schools

emphasizing wha makes the Haverford system unique This pgper will be
between 5 and 7 pagesin length. Return to the community as a studentis
contingent uponthetimely and satisfactory completion of this essay.

3. Thestudent will write aletter to the community to be released with the abgract
that explores wha he has ganed from the experience and how it@ affected his
relationghip to the Honor Codeand the community.

4. Thestudent will serve as ajury membe ona case chosen by Honor Coundl
dealing with theissue of plagiarism.

5. HonorCoundl will work with HCOC to reevaluate therole of HCOs in the

education of freshmen.

N =

In review of thetentative resolutionswith Darwin and Professor Lyell, bath
parties conented to the majority of resolutions Darwin felt tha theresolutionswere
reasoneble, hdpful, and nottoo oneaous Hedid, however, fed tha thework of his
HCOs had little impact on his actions and foundthelast resolution to be unnecessary.
Darwin suppoted the suggestion of publishing his essay comparing honorcodes at
variouscollegesin the Bi-Co News. Professor Lyell foundtheresolution of the HCOs to
be ussful and condructive in educating freshmen aboutthe HonorCode He felt,
however, tha the essay should be more focused, comparing only afew ingitutions

Onejuror maintained reservationstha Darwin may not take theresolutions
serioudy as condructive criticism, butmay simply see them as punishment for his
violation. Many other jurorsfelt the same way, but recognized tha there existed no way
of knowing whether Darwin took theresolutionssincerely.

2 Editor@ note: The student was not separated, however they would have been had they not completed this
resolution.



Final Resolutions:

Thejury consented to thetentative resolutionsas find resolutions and thetrial
enda.

Questions

1. Should freshman be expected to have as great aknowledgeof the Hona Codeas older
students? If so, how should thisimpact thejury@ decision?

2. How effective are resolutionsdesigned to restore the breach of trug between the
student and the community?

3. Wasit necessary to conveneatrial for thisviolation, since the Professor Lyell and
Darwin had essentially reached their own resolutionsbefore conaulting Honor Coundl?



To theHaverford Community-

Recently | was approached by oneof my professors abouta possible case of
plagiarism in my midterm essay. | was broughtbefore the Hona Counadl, tried and
convicted. 1@ like to take this oppotunity to reflect on what hgppened to me and also
hdp many of you undestand how | got myself into this situaion.

When | came to Haverford, like many of you, | was oneof thebetter studentsin
my class. | had no history of any sort of cheating or plagiarism on my academic record.
When | did see kidsget caughtfor making thos kindsof mistakes | wondered how and
why students made such stupid mistakes. | aways sort of shrugged it off because |
figured nothing like that would ever hgppen to me.

When | was initially approached aboutthe possible infraction | didn®know what
tosay. My firstingind wasthat it had to be some sort of mistake because that sort of
thing never happened to me. After the confrontation, | first felt angry. Inmy mind | was
angry at my professor, tryingto blame him for what had happened and feeling that
somehow he had to be behindit. However, when | stoppe to try and remember wha
had hgppened the night | had finished the essay | really had no definite recollection of
what | had donetha night. | had been up extremely late the night before my essay was
due had falen aseep at my computer. | began to wonde if perhgosmy poa time
management and lack of sleep had caused me to be careless and make a bad error.

After my ange passed | began to worry. | worried abouthow thiswas going to
affect my grade, my relationship with my professor and even wha my parents were going
to say to me. | grew even more nervousbefore my scheduled tria because | didn® know
what | was goingto say.

When thetime came to explain what had hgppened before the Honor Coundl |
felt an unexpected sense of relief. Being able to talk out what had hgppened to me with
my peers, nothaving to have it on my shoulders alone was such arelieving experience.
Despite the awkwardness that we al experience when we admit our mistakes to agroup
of people, | felt like it wastherightthingto do. Theexpeience before theHonor
Coundl gave me a chance to step back from thewhole experience and reflect onthe
mistakes | had madeand wha | could doto avoid getting myself in asituation like this
agan.

Noneof uslike admitting our mistakes or getting punished, but at the same time
thiswhole experience has given me agreater undestanding and appreciation of the
Honor Codeand the system we have in place at Haverford. As part of theresolution of
my case | was assigned to write an essay comparing Haverford@® plagiarism policy to that
of other schools. After writingtheessay | came to realize tha | wasreally lucky.
Compared to other schools Haverford has amuch more laid back atmosphee during
honorhearings | bdieve tha the complete absence of faculty control and influence on
theactud trial process at Haverford makes it amuch more comfortable experience.

What | did was wrongand is my fault, not anyoneelse@, and my Honor Coundl
experience hdped me come to terms with tha fact in areatively panlessmanna. As
much as | hopetha in thefuture other Haverford students don®make the same mistakes
| made | hopethey do undestand the great suppot system thereis at Haverford should
they ever runinto trouble.

-Darwin



