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PHIL 3221: KANT’S CRITICAL PHILOSOPHY
2007/2008
RESPONSES TO QUESTIONNAIRE ON PLAGIARISM
Thanks for filling in the questionnaire. You have given me much valuable material which I intend to incorporate into a case study on Why my students don’t plagiarise.

There were 27 responses. 

16 single honours, 3 major, 8 joint honours, 0 minor.

9 male, 18 female.

No-one admitted to cheating in any of the Kant course essays, or in any other philosophy essays, or in essays in another subject (though one person said that they had borrowed other people’s ideas). This is surprising, since a significant proportion of students usually admit to plagiarism when asked about it in anonymous questionnaires, and it is generally reckoned that at least 10% of coursework contains enough plagiarism to warrant severe disciplinary action.

I keep on telling people that philosophy students are different, and this little survey gives some support to my position. However, apart from your answers to the last question, it doesn’t support my further claim that my students do not plagiarise because of my distinctive methods of teaching and assessment — it seems that you wouldn’t dream of plagiarising anyway. Nevertheless, answers to the last question do suggest that my methods of teaching and assessment do make plagiarism much less likely than in other modules. 
Four of you said that you took advantage of the fact that some students get their essays back with comments before others have started writing. One said that it was comforting to look at the comments on someone else’s essay, but that my comments on their own essays were more useful. Another said they did it once, and got the lowest marks for that essay. Another said they had a discussion, but didn’t read the essay itself because it was too risky. Another said they asked a person who had had their essay back to look over theirs. Finally, someone who ticked the ‘no’ box said that they had discussed essays with students who had had their essays back, and acknowledged the fact in their own essay.
Most academics would say that I’m asking for trouble by staggering deadlines, but it’s clear from your responses that virtually all of you are commendably honest, and that some of you are learning more than you would otherwise — which is a good thing. It could be argued that students who submit their essays last have an unfair advantage; but the rota more-or-less eliminates this unfairness. The students who say they referenced their friend’s ideas are absolutely right — you get brownie points for acknowledging such help — though they could have made it more explicit that their friends got their ideas from my comments.
Special features of the Kant module which make plagiarism less likely

The commentary makes it far less likely for people to plagiarise. 
Interpreting what Kant means makes you refer to the text itself. 

It’s more difficult to borrow other people’s ideas because you have to explain how they were developed (2×).

We have to work for ourselves, so our wording is different from other sources.

The essay questions are very specific, and there’s not much literature to borrow from (2×). 

The personal relationship with the module tutor means that one’s conscience is involved (2×).
Interaction with the module leader in the form of essay meetings. Maybe the lack of anonymity means more pride is taken, so less plagiarism.
Individual tutorials mean that it would be very embarrassing if you had cheated.
Having to give your own interpretation.

Plagiarism detection software (2×).
Essays are structured so as to encourage independent thinking (2×). In other modules there’s too much to read, and we get no help to understand it, so we might plagiarise. 
You are encouraged to quote sources accurately and acknowledge people you have discussed with.
Because the focus is on analysis of the text, there is no need for secondary sources, and less need or opportunity to plagiarise (6×).

You can’t copy the commentary, because it would be obvious.

In other modules there is a vast amount of literature to copy, but not in this. 

It didn’t occur to me to plagiarise, because I try to be a good person. 

Having completed this challenging module I will feel a sense of personal achievement, which would be undermined by plagiarising. 

The individuality of the essay questions means that it would be impossible to find anything that answered them to the required depth. 

Even if you read someone else’s essay, you have to understand it yourself and write your own work. 

Although you could take advantage of people getting their essays back before you do, essays are usually very different from person to person, and GMR knows this. 

I use the seminar minutes and acknowledge them. It would be easy to use them without citing them, and I assume this is counted as plagiarism.
Because the assignments are interactive, what other people have said wouldn’t be easily transferable. Anything would have to be completely rewritten to fit the context.
Because the coursework mark is the best of three essays, plagiarism is pointless. The emphasis is on the development of skills (2×).

The quick turnround time and detailed feedback means there’s no need for plagiarism as George helps further the independent understanding necessary for the module. The detailed commentary and seminar minutes also help. 
I don’t think plagiarism is that prevalent anyway. If people didn’t want to do the work, they wouldn’t go to university. 

Enjoying the module is likely to motivate you to do the work yourself. 

Doing four essays makes you competitive with yourself — can you better your previous marks?

Special features of the Kant module which make plagiarism more likely

The difficulty of the module makes plagiarism more likely (3×). 
Returning other people’s essays with feedback (4×).
The difficulty of the text may lead to excessive reliance on the running commentary. 
The prohibition of writing one’s own notes during seminars.
The fact that all the module material comes from George may encourage failure to reference properly. 
It’s hard to know how to reference seminars.




















