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Ethical use of Information in Digital Age : Strategies to Curb 

Plagiarism 
Rajesh Singh' and Vikas Singh 

Abstract 
Purpose: The paper aims to provide basic understanding of the concept and create awareness amon8 

PEsearchers, academicians amd library professionals towards promoting academic integrity with the 

ethical use ofinformation. 
Methodology: The present study explains the concepts of "nformation Ethics' and 'Plagiarism'. The 
npes of plagiarism are deliberated to further clarihy the concept of plagiarism. n discusses the 
prominent reasons for plagiarism; explains good scholarly practice and how plagiarism may be 

prevented. i critically deliberates on the nationalpolicy and discusses the role of academic libraries in 

curbingplagiarism. 

Findings: Plagiarism reflecis incompetence of researcher and must be prevented at all levels to 

safeguard the academic integrity. Manuscript suggests that the stakeholders need to join hands 

together to curb the menace of plagiarism. Academic libraries need to comeforward and shoulder the 

responsibilities in aproactive manner: They should run various kinds of information literacy activities 

and programs to educate the students and researchers in information handling skills. Such programs 

shouldprimarily focus on issues like defining and articulating 'Tnformation Needs, skills and expertise 

for precise and relevant Tnformation Access' available in multiple forms and formats, 'Tnformation 
Evaluation' with respect to its authenticity and reliability, critical thinking skills for effective 

Information Use'anda complete understanding of skills and competency for Tnformation Use Ethics'. 

A close and collaborative effort of libraries with teaching faculhy will yield fruitful results in this 

respect. 
Originality/Value: The paper will generate basic understanding on the menace ofplagiarism and help 

topromote ethical use of information. 

Keywords: Aacademic honesty; Academic integrety; Information use ethics; Plagiarism; Research 

misconduct. 

information behavior of individual and groups. It 
deals with the ethical standards and codes 

concerning human conduct with precise focus on 

information generation, organisation, retrieval 
and use It addresses the uses and abuses of 
information, information systems, and 

information technology, tor personal, 
ethics that refers to the ethical aspect of professional, and public decision making. It 

1. Introduction 

Ethical use of information depends on the 

comprehensive understanding of information 
ethics. That enables properly to paraphrase, 
summarise and quote the borrowed information 
and acknowledge the information sources and 
resources. Information ethics is a field of applied
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facilitates essential supporting structure for different dictionaries, Laurie Stearns defined critical considerations on the generation, control, plagiarism as "intentionally taking the literary and use of information". It deals with ownership 
of and access to information. 

property of another without attribution and 
passing it off as one's own, having failed to add 

Plagiarism is a kind of academic dishonesty anything of value to the copied material and 
having reaped from its use an unearned benefit." 

While reporting a research, the researcher is 
required to quote, summarise or paraphrase other 

at academic dishonesty from different author's intellectual property-language, visuals, 
or ideas- with a specific purpose to support, 
defy or distance himself. In all such cases, if the 
researcher is not giving proper credit to the 

original source, he/she is committing a kind of 
academic theft called plagiarism. Characterising 
plagiarism as "patch writing", Howard " defined 

it as "copying froma source text and then deleting 
some words, altering grammatical structures, or 

plugging in one synonym for another". Thus, 
plagiarism is nothing but an act of fraud and theft. 
It is somewhere copying words or ideas from 
someone else without giving credit or claiming 
someone else's work as your own or providing 
false information about the source of a quotation 
or it may be copying the sentence structure and
only changing words of a source without giving 
credit. It is use of unfair means like research 

and a form of research misconduct. It is a 
longstanding problem and unfortunately has not 
disappeared in spite all efforts. Scholars looked 

perspectives and have explained various 
manifestations of research misconduct. Any 
attempt of falsification, fabrication, or plagiarism 
in reviewing, proposing, performing research, or 
while reporting research results is considered 
research misconduct'. It refers to mis- 

representation or omission of the facts sufficient 
and vital to assess the significance and validity of 

researchat appropriate level and context of 
research 
2 Plagiarism: Definition and scope 

There is hardly any unanimous definition of 

plagiarism because of the wide and varied use of 
the term. It is an evasive concept that has been 

differently treated in different contexts. It is 
interrelated to intellectual property, copyright,
and authorship, and is discussed from the 

perspective of multiculturalism". It is an falsification, data-fabrication, ghost writing,
epidemic and challenge across the disciplines and 

subjects. Related literature are scattered across all 
these. However, standard dictionaries agree on 
the definition and meaning of plagiarism. The 

Webster's College Dictionary equated 
plagiarism with kidnapping of language and 

of idea and expression in writing and other forms 

ideas and defined as "the unauthorized use of the 

vidence cooking, piracy, proxy Writing, literary- 
theft, recycling previous research and other 
frauds in research, reporting research, artistic and 

industrial creations. It is lack of adequate and 
formal acknowledgement to the original source 

ofexpressions 

language and thoughts of another author and the Plagiarism is equated with stealing, lying, 
representation of them as one's own". The Oxford 

English Dictionary" defines plagiarism as the 

"wrongful appropriation or purloining, and 

publication as one's own, of the ideas, or the 

expression of the ideas (literary, artistic, musical,

mechanical, etc.)." Accumulating ideas from 

and insulting. In the today's digital age plagiarism 
has become a burning issue. Fishman proposed 
a more comprehensive and legitimate definition 
as 

"Plagiarism occurs when someone 
.Uses words, ideas, or work products
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Atributable to another identifiable person or unethical collaboration and invalid source. An 
source attempt has been made to divulge different types Without attributing the work to the source of plagiarism on the basis of citations done: 

from which it was obtained A) Sources not cited Plagiarism 
In a situation in which there is a legitimate 
expectation of original authorship 

In order to obtain some benefit, credit, or 
gain which need not be monetary". 

Plagiarism continues to be a global concem 
irespective of econormic and academic progress. 

There are mandatory publication ethics for 
authors, editors and publishers, yet there is no 
specific retributive tool to control the epidemic", 

Types of Plagiarism 

Plagiarism is a longstanding problem and 
unfortunately it has evolved with advancements 

in publishing process. The related literature is 
indicative of multiple types of plagiarism in 

practice. Klausman" 
plagiarism, paraphrase plagiarism, and 
patchwork plagiarism. Similar forms of 

plagiarism are distinguished as: excision, 
truncation, direct plagiarism, reordering, 
insertions, substitution, change of voice, number, 
tense, 
Shankar and Ramasesh distinguished 
plagiarism as potluck paper, blatant plagiarism, 

mosaic; word switch and self-stealing. Weber- 
Wulff identified different types of plagiarism 
as: disguised plagiarism; structural plagiarism; 
translations; shake and paste collections; copy 
and paste; cut and slide; pawn sacrifice; clause 

guilts and self-plagiarism. In a study 

Worthington identified plagiarism types as: 

paraphrasing; word for word; word switch; copy 

and paste; idea, style, metaphor; and self 

plagiarism. Ten types of plagiarism were 
Idientified by Eassom as: complete plagiarism, 
paraphrasing plagiarism, verbatim plagiarism, 
misleading attribution, repetitive research, 
Teplication, duplication, secondary source, 

(i) The Ghost Writer 

This is the kind of plagiarism where writer 
uses someone else work, word-for-word, 
and pretends it as his/her own. 

(i) The Photocopy 

In such kind of plagiarism, writer copies 
important portions of a text directly from a 
single source without alteration. 

(ii) The Potluck Paper 
3 

In this case, the writer attempts to disguise 
plagiarism by aggregation of material from 
several sources made to fit together while 

retaining good part of the original phrasing. 
(iv) The Poor Disguise 

In such kind of plagiarism, one changes the 
appearance of a paper by changing its 
keyword and phrases but retains the 
essential contents of the source. 

(v) The Labor of Laziness 
In this case, paraphrasing from different 
sources is done to make it fit rather putting 
time on doing original research. 

(vi) The Self-Stealer 

identified it as direct 

person, grafting and patch writing. 

This refers to the concept of 'self 
plagiarism. The author generously borrows 
from his/ her previous work. It violates the 

principle of original contribution from 

author. 

B) Sources cited Plagirism 

(i) The Forgotten Footnote 

In such kind of plagiarism, writer obscures 
source location. He cites an author's namne 
for a source used, but omits the location 

specific information of the material 
referenced. 
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'salami slicing'. In such a case, the author 

uses his/ her own previously published 
materials without citation. Although, the 

issue of self plagiarism is still under 

debate, however, use of previously self 
published materials do infringe the 

(ii) The Misinformer 
Here a writer gives false information for the 
source and it becomes difficult to find it. 

(ii) The Too-Perfect Paraphrase 

In this type of plagiarism author properly 
cites a source but does not put quotation 
marks or close it for the text copied 
verbatim. This may happen intentionally or 
unintentionally but amounts to plagiarism. 

(iv) The Resourceful Citer 

copyright of the publisher. 
Reasons for Plagiarism 

digital environment has facilitated 
access to large amounts of information along with 
an easy and speedy process of cut copy and paste. 

The 

This is the most difticult form of plagiarism 
to spot. This type of document seems to be 
well researched because author properly 
cites all the sources and paraphrasing by 

using quotations. 

(v) The Perfect Crime 

In their study Spraje et. al found that ICT is the 
main reason for plagiarism. They found 
availability and accessibility of material on the 
Internet and easy to copy and paste this material 

Salleh 
suggested that the individual attitudes, internet 

facility and the institutions are the chief factors 
contributing to plagiarism. Lack of knowledge 
and skills has been found as prominent reason for 

plagiarism. The users of information lack 
information handling skills and are mostly 
unaware of academic integrity policy and 

guidelines. Researchers are unaware of 

as two other reasons for plagiarism. 

This is a type of mix plagiarism. In some 

cases, the author properly quotes and cites, 
but uses other arguments without citation 
from the same sources. The author claims 
the paraphrased idea and arguments as his 

Own. 

C) Other types of plagiarism 

(i) Intentional plagiarism 

[22-23 procedures for citation and paraphrasing 

Lack of awareness has also contributed largely to 

Intentional plagiarism is coping, cutting and plagiarised publications. In a-cross-sectional- 

pasting of word or idea of someone else and 

using it as own. It also includes buying or 
survey study Starovoytova* found that 60% of 

the-respondents were not familiar with the 

concept of plagiarism. Study by Ballantine and 

Larres found that sense of insecurity about 
sounding unimpressive among researchers is 

prime cause of plagiarism. The study conducted 

by Harji et. al has established that improper 
time management and lack of writing skills are 

borrowing others work and submitting it as s were not familiar with the 

own. It may also include media such as: 

audio, video recorder without citing. 

(ii) Unintentionalplagiarism 

The unintentional plagiarism is where 

author is less aware with the skills of 

paraphrasing and summarizing and omits or two major reasons for plagiarism. Jereb and 

Singh and Kumar reported gender differences 
uses incorrect citation unintentionally. It 

also happens in case of inexperienced writer 

or extreme use ofquotation. 

in awareness and skills related to plagiarism 
among students. Both studies highlighted that 
female students have better awareness of 

plagiarism than male students. Martin found an 
altogether difterent reason for plagiarism. The 

(iii) Self-Plagiarism 
It is also referred as 'data fragmentation' or P is an male students. Martin found an 
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Ethical use of Information in Digital Age 11 

researcher identified that the : students who are 

individualist oriented were likely to plagiarise 
more. Many a time plagiarism becomes a 

cognitive issue. Researchers do not perceive what 
they are doing 1s unethical. Information 

synthesis. understand1ng the need to cite and 
formatting references and citations were few 
challenges identified by MaclLennan for the 
learners to repudiate plagiarism. 

Preventing Plagiarism 

paraphrasing, critical analysis and building an 
argument, and referencing and citation. Culwin 
& Lancaster" suggested that the assignment specifications should be set on a unique or latest 
event. There is likely to be very less materials 
already available on such topics. Gibelman, Gelman and Fast" advised that instructors 
should provide assignments that require 
integrating fields of learning, assigned readings, 
class room dynamics and classroom learning. 
Such assignments should focus more on personal 
experience and case studies. The instructors 

Scholars should learm how to borrow materials should emphasise resubmission of assignments if 
the submitted one does not provide evidence of 
sources used. This is quite essential for students 

research. A proper review of literature on a topic learning. Evans suggested for meta-assign- 
ments or meta-essays enabling students to answer 
questions like 'What did you learn from your 
assignment'? or "What problems did you 
encounter while undertaking this assignment and 

Reporting research findings in the form ofa 
dissertation or thesis is a learnming process. 

from different sources, analyse and comprehend 
them and then use ethically to accomplish the 

is meant to ignite the mind and thought process of 
scholars giving birth to many new ideas. 
Students should learn to voice their mind in their 

They should also learn and own words. 
understand various purposes to borrow materials how did you overcome them?. 

from other sources and use them with proper 
bibliographic attribution. The students, 
regardless of their academic status, should be 
made aware of all forms of academic dishonesty 
and research misconduct. The educators and 

In the age of internet, various forms of "cut-
and-paste" plagiarism stolen off the Web, is 
widespread. Renard" distinguished the internet 
users as sneaky, unintentional, and lazy. The 
researchers advised instructors to keep 
themselves aware of multiple cheat sites on the 
internet, give assignments on very specitic topics 
and in a particular context of student experience, 

should not automatically be assumed that teach bibliographic citations and demand 
case of any doubt. 

librarians need to address this issue together and 
design various set of instructions appropriate for 
moral reasoning of different levels of students. It 

students know, what plagiarism is, rather the duo resubmission in 

need to teach them what it is and how to prevent McMurtry has rightly advised that providing 
specific instructions for assignment, creating 
awareness about the use of similarity detection 
software and well designed academic honesty 
policy are key to academic integrity and honesty. 
Bugejasuggested the following prevention 

responsibilities for the purpose and instead O of a strategies: know your search engines, become an 

expert searcher, choose odd or awkward phrases 
in text searches, and use a phrase from the first 

paragraph. Rodriguez suggested two ways to 

The epidemic of plagiarism should 

necessarily be eradicated from academics and 

research. All the stakeholders need to share equal 

climate of detection and punishment; an 
environment of improvement and interest should 
be created. Students and researchers should be 
Taught the skills of summarising and 
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prevent plagiarism: (i) quote the text borrowed 
verbatim from a source and (ii) paraphrase text 
with citation to original source. Bahadori and 

Hoseinpourfard" highlighted key strategies to 

repudiate plagiarism as: acknowledge the sources 

used in work, proper citation of the references, 
and for paraphrasing understand the text and re- 
Write using own language highlighting the 
original text within quotation marks. Minkel 
suggested that students should require an all- 
inclusive list of traditional information sources. 
Kalani and Twinwal recommended that good (a) Start of Research Work 
command in writing skills is a must to avoid 

plagiarism and should be promoted at every level 
of the institution. Authors also suggested to 
acknowledge and cite precisely various types of 
works used. Braumoeller and Gaines suggested 
that since verbal and written warnings for methodology workshop, english remedial course, 
plagiarism prevention has not yielded fruitful training in reference management tools, library results, the similarity detection software should 
be used strictly to discourage students from 

plagiarism. 

Source, 

Adding something new and original to 

previously written material, 
Relying on opinions of experts on a topic 

but improve upon those opinions, 

Crediting to the researchers/authors while 

making your own contribution, and 

Providing citations and references 
followingprescribed standard style. 

5.2 Scholarly Practice 

As the first step of research process, the 
researchers should read the guidelines for writing 

thesis/dissertations/research papers and also the 
guidelines for research and results reporting. 
Further, they should attend research 

S.1 Strategies to Prevent Plagarism 

Multiple strategies should be applied to 

prevent plagiarism. The scholars need to be 
careful in searching and reporting the outcome (b) Academichonesty 
for publication. Similarity detection of the work 
using anti-plagiarism software prior to 

orientation program, authors workshops and 
course on technical writing skills etc. and need to 
have an account to check plagiarism. They should 
learn and attain expertise in use of reference 
management tools, research forums, online 
discussion groups, etc. 

ltis very important for researchers to remain 
honest. They should remain honest to themselves, submission will minimise the possibilities of their learning, research supervisor, friends and 

landing into trouble in future. One can avoid 

plagiarism by citing to the person or persons that credit 
family. 

should 
Whenever 

be given 
one 

by 
is using 

in text 
a 

citations 
source, 

and 
due 

has created the ideas, words, images, sounds, or 
referencing. Acknowledging the author of the 

any creative expression. To avoid plagiarism, oucoriginal work being used is mandatory. must be authentic and must acknowledge: 
Researchers need to remain organised from the beginning till the completion of research. One should take and maintain proper notes for all the 

referred sources including complete bibliographic attributes, page numbers, webd addresses etc. Back tracking of misplaced and 
lost references is very difficult. 

Other's ideas, opinions, and theories, 

Other's evidences, 
Other's research reports, 

Direct quotations, 

Paraphrased information, 
Facts and statistics gathered from any 

IASLIC Bulletin. 65, 2; 2020, June 
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(c) Note taking & Organising 

Note-taking in all cases of paraphrasing or identify similarity of texts from already summarising is another important practice and published materials. It also indicates the total very essential to remain organized and maintain 
academic integrity. For example put a "p°" or an 
S" before and after the material paraphrased or 
summarised along with proper references. Use a 

O" to mark the beginning and end of passages copied directly 
bibliographical attributes. Whether you 
paraphrase, summaries or verbatim copy, always allows exclusions of similarities which is less keep the citation/page information with the text, 
so that if you decide to rearrange your notes you 
have a record of what came from where. 

Turnitin, Urkund, ctc. This is important to 

percentage of similarity. The said Regulation relies on this percentage of similarity to quantify the plagiarism and to decide on the quantum of 
penalty. The regulation allows exclusions for 
laws, generic terms, standard equations and 
symbols, quoted text, table of content, acknow- 
ledgements, references and bibliographies. It also 

from the text along with 

then fourteen consecutive terms. 
Exclusions from similarity are allowed for 

the above categories as these are not considered 
plagiarism. Further, there are provisions of (d) Other Good Practices 

) Researchers should properly record and different levels of similarity in articles, theses, 
projects, etc. and penalty corresponding it. maintain not only the research related 

information, but also the bibliographical Besides the above exclusions, a similarity up to 
10% treated as minor or Level-0 and is attributes of the source of information. It is 

because back tracking of bibliographical 
attributes, particularly of paraphrased and 
summarised information is very difficult. 

(i) Researchers should maintain a balance 
between the ideas borrowed and his own 

acceptable. The Regulation 2018 further 
quantifies the degree of plagiarism on the basis of 
similarity detected. A similarity above 10% to 
40% is regarded as Level-1, similarities above 
40% to 60% as Level-2, and similarities above 
60% as Level-3. The regulation is aimed to work 
as deterrent and control academic misconduct 

original contribution. 
National Plagiarism Policy 

and plagiarism in research. The regulation is an 

attempt to curb the menace of plagiarism in core 
areas of research with a zero-tolerance policy. 

The Government of India has notified new 

regulations "Promotion of Academic Integrity 
and Prevention of Plagiarism in Higher The further provision of regulation makes it 
Educational Institutions", Regulation, 2018 
on 23 July, 2018 to curb the menace of 
plagiarism in academics. The same has been 
adopted by the University Grant Commission plagiarism cases to Plagiarism Disciplinary (UGC), an autonomous body of Govt. of India. 
The provisions contained in the regulation are 

mandatory for the academician and researchers 
of all institutions of higher education funded by 
UGC. It is mandatory to screen all research 
reports before award of degree or publication offense. Similarly, there are penalties i for faculty 
using standard software like iThenticate, members as: withdrawal of manuscript for Level- 

essential for Higher Educational Institutions 
(HEIs) to constitute Academic Misconduct Panel 
(AMP) to investigate and submit the report of 

Authority (PDA). Based upon the total similarity. 
penalty is prescribed for researchers submitting 
their script as: revision of script and re- 
submission for Level-l; one year debarment for 
Level-2; registration cancellation for Level-3 
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recommended to frame and implement 
plagiarism policy at department level to 

familiarise the students that involvement in 
plagiarism is a punishable crime. Authors 
suggested disciplinary action as a deterrent to 

avoid plagiarism. 
advocated for strong disciplinary action as a 
preventive measures to curb the menace of 

plagiarism. 
As a heart and soul of an academic 

institution, libraries have always been the pivotal 
point of teaching, learming and research. In the 
digital age its responsibilities have inereased 
manyfold, especially with respect to ethical use 
of information. Its position helps to play a vital 
role in creating awareness by spreading a word 
about plagiarism, detecting and preventing 
plagiarism. Libraries should educate and train the 
users about multiple tools for reference 
management, its use, and benefits; aware about 
different referencing styles; regularly organise 
orientation cum training programmes with focus 
on plagiarism; put plagiarism policy and 

guidelines on website and display it promptly; 
introduce a course on research ethics in 

1; debarment from supervising students of 
different courses for two years and denial of one 
annual increment for Level-2; denial of two 
annual increments and debarment from 
Supervising students of different courses for three 
years for Level-3 offence. Omonijo, et al.also 

There are serious inbuilt limitations in the 
regulation. The regulation has only addressed the 
language plagiarism in the form of "copy-paste" 
and other forms of academic dishonesty like data 
manipulation, wrong citation, self-citation and so 
on has been ignored. Plagiarism in any form is 
bad and academically unacceptable. Similarly, 
there are limitations in different similarity levels. 
The level-0 similarity of 10% may constitute 

significant plagiarism if from a single source. 
Besides, not all similarities are necessarily 
plagiarism. The exclusions available in the 
software do not meet all the criteria 
recommended and similarities reported require 
careful interpretation. Thus 
percentage of similarity" in a document screened 
needs critical analysis. There is a huge gap in the 
lower and higher limits of different levels of 
similarity and penalty for each of them. For 
example a manuscript having 11% similarity is 
treated equal with one having 40% similarity and 
there are different penalties for the manuscript 
having 40% and 41%similarities. 

7 Curbing Plagiarism: Role ofAcademic 
Libraries 

acceptable 

collaboration with faculty; and promote the use of 
similarity detection tools before final submission 
of any document. Eldin and Ela suggested that 
library needs to organise similar training 
programmes for teaching faculty to help them 
upgrade their knowledge on plagiarism and 

Plagiarism is an institutional responsibility similarity detection software. 
and all stakeholders should share it. Detection of 8 Conclusion 

plagiarism and strategies for its prevention 
requires a care full approach from all 

Plagiarism is a kind of theft and fraud. It 
reflects incompetence of researcher and must be 

stakeholders. Lee" suggested multiple prevented at all levels to safeguard the academic 
academic development activities and initiatives 
like workshops to promote awareness among 
students. Author also suggested evaluating and in different types of plagiarisms discussed. All 
recording the impact on academic integrity 
development. Mammen and Meyiwa 

integrity. In today's information rich digital environment, it is very easy and quick to indulge 
the stakeholders need to join hands together to 
curb the menace of plagiarism. Academic 
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libraries need to come forward and shoulder the 
responsibilities in a proactive manner. They 

should run various kinds of information literacy 

on Plagiarism and intellectual property in a 

postmodern world. 1998. State Univ. of New York 
Press; New York .p 1930. 

activities and programs to educate the students WEBSTER (M). Wehster's college dictionary. 1991 

and researchers in information handling skills. 
Such programs should primarily focus on issues 

like defining and articulating "Information 
Needs', skills and expertise for precise and 
relevant Information Access' available in 

multiple forms and formats, 'Information 
Evaluation' with respect to its authenticity and 

reliability, critical thinking skills for effective 
Information Use' and a complete understanding 
of skills and competency for Information Use 
Ethics. A close and collaborative effort of 
ibraries with teaching faculty will yield fruitful 
results in this respect. 
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