The article heavily criticizes the current school system – specifically dealing with the evaluation model and hinges on some other problems relating to instruction-production style of teaching. The author urges relaxing the definition of ‘cheating’ from the traditional “I have done this work without external help” to a more practical “I have evaluated this assignment based on these information sources and this is what I have to add or this is my current understanding of the matter”. The problem though is that, though this is in theory a nice system – it faces the same challenges as approval rating – the model is full of loops and not self explanatory. How will standardization ever phase out with respect to existing batches, how will an employer determine competence if all they have are “pass” with a huge collection of source citations, can students ever cultivate independent task management. For the most part, collaborative work is very essential, but no new information could ever be produced if all the students are taught to do is to recycle and rehash information over and over.

The article was not very pertinent towards the PhD aspect – reason being – collaboration though vital in terms of enabling you with the tools required for discovering and picking up skills – does end at that. A PhD stands for making an original contribution – something wonderful that excites you and stems from your individual thought process.
I would rather be on the pragmatic side – “collaboration” implies information throughput from the single student is less than having done it alone. This disregards querying for concepts related to the task at hand. One student on account of collaborating with another team has clearly contributed lesser and hence learnt less.  

Collaboration == Cheating,

There is a grey area here too – in the sense that I would definitely ‘collaborate’ and work on an assignment if it weren’t directly related to my research and if I did not want to put more effort into an assignment. This of course only if the instructor allowed us to discuss our problem sets. In this case I am clearly not learning as much as I should – but since in my perspective there were more important issues to tend to – I’ll probably be ok with it. [image: image1.jpg]MORAL RELATWITY
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Article related to the theme of Norman’s piece listed below. I used a search engine to find it.

http://tinyurl.com/zp2jf
The concept of plagiarism – Bill Johnston

