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Abstract: The term plagiarism has a restriction of meaning, the evolution of society imposing this restriction (for
example, not only the slave trade, but also slavery was forbidden in the civilized world). Some customs that
encroached on human freedom and dignity have disappeared through prohibition, but others have appeared or, those
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What do we need to know when we decide to develop a scientific research paper?

Although there are some works of great value in which the elements that confer the
"scientific" attribute that can be attached to an "elaborated" are detailed presented - Umberto
Eco's' book has long been the benchmark of reference in the field - practical life gives us a lot of
examples that indicate the lack of knowledge of the rules (even elementary) by various authors.
The reputed sociologist Septimiu Chelcea® offers us an in-depth study on the approach,
formulating series of questions, followed by "possible answers" to an absolute imperative; ,, Do
not plagiarize!”. In other words, to be original, through the results of research.

Originality — an absolute imperative

The question of originality is intrinsic to the quality of research. But what is the quality of
research? The most succinct answer, but also the most enlightening would be: its value. That is,
in the relevance of the elaborated (how significant is the researched topic?), in the fidelity and
solidity of the investigation instruments, in the adequacy of the research methods to the
investigated subject, in the "full" and "unambiguous" testing of the stated hypotheses, in the
representativeness of the established samples, in the observance of the ethical standards and the
scientific norms of elaboration, drafting, publication, in the novelty of the theme and the rigor of
the research approach, in respecting and achieving the standards that justify publication, in the
applicative capacity of the study, in the desirable social impact of the publication,’ etc.

So, let's be original!

! Umberto Eco, Cum se face o teza de licenta, Editura Pontica, Constanta, 1997, 2000
2 Septimiu Chelcea, Metodologia elaborarii unei lucrdri stiintifice, comunicare.ro, Bucuresti, 2003
% Also see Septimiu Chelcea, op.cit., pp. 20-21
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For a more objective evaluation of any scientific work (study, research report, doctoral
thesis, diploma thesis, dissertation, article, book, etc.) Septimiu Chelcea proposes a model
applicable to experimental approaches, but the model can be extended to any other way of

investigating social life.*

Originality
Theme 0-1 Thoroughness
Models 0-1 0-2 Theoretical and applicative significance
Results 0-1 0-2 0-3 Assessment
Total 0-3 0-4 0-3 index
0-10

Grid for the evaluation of socio-human research (apud. Septimiu Chelcea)

NOTES
a) The novelty of the theme and of the techniques, processes and instruments of
investigation used, as well as the originality of the conclusions are considered variables with
only two values (absence or presence; zero or one). Originality can be assessed differently,
depending on:
v knowledge, on the whole;
v’ the level of knowledge in a distinct scientific community (example: the scientific
community of sociologists in Europe, in the U.S.A., in Romania etc.).
The author indicated above, referring to E.M. Philips and D. Pugh, quoted by Chris Hart®,
identifies nine ways "to be original" in the scientific research of social life:
” % To perform empirical (field, concrete) research on topics that have never been approached
before.
» To give a new interpretation to old ideas.
» To bring new evidence for already known problems.

» To elaborate new summaries.

*Ibidem, p. 22
> Chris Hart, Doing a Literature Review. Releasing the Social Science Research Imagination. Londra: Sage, 1998
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» To use the gained knowledge for the study of socio-cultural realities in other countries.

» To experiment with research methods and techniques in different socio-cultural

contexts.

» To conduct interdisciplinary research.

» To see the socio-cultural realities from a different theoretical perspective.

» To present the gained knowledge in a manner that has never been tried before.”

Here it should be noted that originality also depends on the type of scientific "elaborated",
in one way being appreciated, for example, in the case of a review or monograph and in a
completely different way in the case of a treatise, manual, atlas etc.

b) Regarding the rigor of the methods, and techniques for obtaining and processing data, the
consistency of the demonstration and the validity of the conclusions, Septimiu Chelcea considers
that there are degrees of comparison, some ways of investigation being "more valid" than others.
So do the final results. Therefore, several values can be given: zero, one or two.

c) As far as the theoretical and applicative significance of the results concern — as amplitude (in
space) and duration (in time) it is estimated that a wider range of values occurs: zero, one, two
and three, thus reaching an index for the evaluation of field or experimental research, which
takes values between zero and ten.

Although Septimiu Chelcea recognizes some limits of the proposed model — limits given
by the fact that it operates with individual assessments — we consider that his model is useful
precisely by introducing the resulting index, self-evaluation and evaluation of various works
being carried out in conditions of higher objectivity (maximum objectivity remains, however, a
desideratum).

The usefulness of an index resulting in the evaluation and self-evaluation of scientific
research, especially since in recent decades an involution shock of the quality of the scientific
"elaborated" is observed. In general, there are inclinations such as:
> exaggerated exigency in evaluating the research of students / other colleagues and
maximum indulgence for their own works;
> too much indulgence towards the works elaborated by the students and the acceptance of

any writing made by colleagues as a "scientific work";
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> high exigency in self-evaluation and moderate exigency in the evaluation of the papers
developed by students and colleagues.

We recommend an approach by which their own papers are examined with high exigency,
the works of students with moderate exigency (distributed in a balanced way according to the
purpose for which they were developed) and impartiality in evaluating the works of research in
various fields.

But beware! The unprecedented quantitative increase in scientific production raises serious
questions about the quality of the "elaborated", especially since the explosion of "research"
multiplies the possibilities of intellectual fraud. The distinction between originality and
plagiarism appears more and more stringent. And in order to achieve this distinction, it must be
explained in more detail what plagiarism consists of.

Derived from the Latin language ( plagiarius = "kidnapper or merchant of people sold as
slaves"), the term plagiarism has a restriction of meaning, the evolution of society imposing this
restriction (for example, not only the slave trade, but also slavery was forbidden in the civilized
world). Some customs that encroached on human freedom and dignity have disappeared through
prohibition, but others have appeared or, those that have come from history, have adapted. For
example, theft — an ancient custom of most peoples — as the unrighteous appropriation of goods
belonging to other people, has also extended to intellectual goods (ideas, scientific, literary
creations, procedures for collecting and processing data, etc.). So, from the old term plagiarism,
after the exclusion of the slave trader, it remains "kidnapping", and after multiplying the forms of
theft, plagiarism is circumscribed to the kidnapping of intellectual property (creations of the
mind, grace, vocation of other people).

In a work of great value, professor Ilie Rad® introduces an important distinction, the one
between plagiarism and piracy: "The term plagiarism should not be confused with the very
widespread one of piracy, which means the reproduction without authorization of a song, a disc
or CD, of an advertising medium under the author's name, but without his authorization, in order
to obtain material gains. There is talk, for example, of pirate editions, taken out without the

approval of the authors and by ignoring copyright”.” Therefore, if plagiarism represents, from a

¢ Ilie Rad, Cum se scrie un text stiintific. Discipline umaniste, Editura Polirom, 2008, p. 219
7 Ibidem, p. 219
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legal point of view, the fraudulent acquisition of ownership of an intellectual asset belonging to
another person (by theft, the right to property — with its dismemberments: possession, use, use,
usufruct, disposition — is confiscated by another person, spoliating the legitimate person, who
acquired it through his own work), "piracy" represents only the use without right, through
marketing, of goods-creations of other persons, without fully infringing his right to property, in
order to obtain undue benefits. Plagiarism has consequences on the possession, use and
disposition of the intellectual good, the legitimate author being simply substituted by a usurper
"author", for whom the unique and legitimate source of property — personal work — is a priori
excluded.

Going forward, plagiarism is an intentional (or sometimes involuntary) expropriation of the
owner of intellectual property obtained through hard, long work. The effort, assiduous, long and full of
vicissitudes constantly assumed by the author, is confiscated free of charge by the plagiarist, who reaps
through theft the fruits of his labor. Piracy is a theft of the right of usufruct and the right of disposition,
a confiscation of the "surplus" achieved by the sale of the intellectual property belonging to another.

For example, a publishing house that decides to publish a work without the author's
consent, reproducing its content, commits an act of piracy in respect of the intellectual asset in
question, while a person who assumes the authorship/ co-authorship of a work previously
published by the legitimate author/co-author, commits an act of plagiarism. By dressing various
forms — as it will be seen later — plagiarism is sanctioned according to national and international
legislation. Moreover, if the act of piracy does not exist when the legitimate author gives his
consent to the reproduction of the work, the act of plagiarism cannot be covered even when the
legitimate author consents (rarely, but possibly), that a work of his to be assumed by another
person.

Here we should clarify some aspects regarding the term 'self-plagiarised'( or self-citation).
We consider this term inappropriate, since the owner of an intellectual asset — the author/co-
author — cannot steal his own property. Since the initial scientific "product" belongs to him, it is
his, has a right earned over him, as a result of his own work invested in him, it is understandable
that he cannot steal what belongs to him (and previously belonged to him). That is why the term

"self-plagiarized" is at least improper, if not aberrant. An author may dispose, by use, of his
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intellectual property right, under the law, unlimited. One can reproduce content from his
previous works, intervene, modify, rephrase, strengthen, reinterpret, demonstrate otherwise,
using other methods and means of investigation etc.

On one condition: to specify these operations in the new "product" made. That is why there
are, for example, "revised", "added", "completed" editions etc. If we read the full work of the
scientist Constantin Radulescu-Motru, for example, we will find that in many works he takes not
only previous theses and ideas, but also contents launched in the public space long before. Or,
this does not imply anywhere near self-plagiarized at Constantin Radulescu-Motru. The same
can be said about many researchers, academics, scientists. However, it is neither moral nor legal
to "count" several times a study, a work, a book, etc. in order to multiply the research in order to
cover some standards for career promotion or for strengthening the prestige of a person, even if
that person has the quality of author / co-author of the "product", the simple change of title but
the complete and unchanged preservation of the contents is not able to cover the vice. The vice
disappears only if the author/co-author records — usually in the introductory part — the fact that
those contents were the object of publication in the work ..., published in the year ..., at the
publishing house ... Otherwise, his deed represents a deception, that is, a misleading, followed
by the undeserved obtaining of undue benefits: access to academic titles conditioned by the
fulfillment of certain standards (and implicitly obtaining salary surpluses), the acquisition of
undue professional privileges, the increase of undeserved individual prestige, etc. In today's
academic world, cheating by publishing the same content under different titles and names, with
the aim of "shortening" the career path (from assistant to university professor, doctoral
supervisor) is a practice that has gained a great scale. But it must be said that cheating is also a
fraud when the one who practices it pursues and obtains titles, honors, benefits that he would not
have otherwise obtained.

It is known, for example, that a book exists only when it is identified by an ISBN, a CIP
description of the National Library, it is published at a publishing house and it can be found in
the catalogs of various libraries, including the "book warehouse" of the publishing house and
the National Library. The cumulative failure to meet these conditions causes the book not to

exist. No author can invoke the fact that he published a book, but "he no longer has it", since
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all the copies "were given to the students" (a case found at the "Constantin Brancusi"
University of Targu-Jiu, where, an associate professor, who later became mayor, obtained this
title through a huge fraud: out of 20 titles indicated in his list of works, only four have real
ISBN, 16 being indicated by the ISBN that has been granted to other authors and other books;
none of the 16 books indicated is found in any library in the world, nor in the book store of the
National Library.

Things are even more complex about deception. Because there are cases in which an author
publishes a book under normal conditions, after which, either by completely changing its title or
only partially, he publishes "other" or "other" books, with other I S B Ns, but with identical
content (including the number of pages remaining). Of course, without initially indicating
republication. Here are, for example: General Management, X Publishing House, 2006, ISBN ...,
CIP description, Management, same publishing house, 2007, another ISBN, another CIP
description, Management for the use of students, another publishing house, another ISBN, etc.,
all having the same content, but taken into account when promoting as different works.

The question of originality raises different aspects in the case of plagiarism versus
deception. Because, if the elaborated "product" constitutes a plagiarism (partially or totally), it is
clear that the result of the research is unoriginal (in part or in full). The initial author elaborates —
until proven otherwise — an original work (he enjoys the presumption of originality in his
approach), while the one who will later replace the author, fraudulently taking fragments of the
work, without indicating, according to the established rules, the takeover, does not produce
anything original. Here things are established by comparing the texts, reporting the text
published later to the previously published text, which entered the public circuit.

In the case of deception, since the author is the same, things differ: the first published
"construct" enjoys the presumption of originality — until proven otherwise — the others, published
subsequently, lose their originality (this being an exclusive attribute of the original text, previously
published).

Deception (deception) is a form of academic quackery that Nassim Nicholas Taleb talks
about. It must be said, however, that not every resumption by, republishing of a study meets the

conditions of the scam. The difference is given by the purpose of the republication, the way of
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organizing the contents, the announcement of the author's intention either in the introductory part
or during the study, etc. One cannot speak of deception in the following possible situations:
> when the author elaborates his " omnia work ";
> when an empowerment thesis is drawn up, which, by its nature, represents a summary
presentation of the author's entire research activity;
> when the author opens a new direction of research, to which he circumscribes previously
published works (expressly stating this procedure);
> when the author develops his research on the direction of previously published works,
adding new ideas to the initial contents, reorganizing the contents, reconfiguring new, original
points of view;
> when, from a work prepared in the co-author, one or more co-authors do not consent to
the publication of a new edition, the republished content not including their contribution, but
only the own contribution of the proposer of the edition;
> when, for objective (especially didactic) reasons, a work with too extensive and dense
content, published in a single volume, is republished in 2-3 volumes, even if each volume is
identified by its own title;
> when, a subject developed in several volumes, is related under a common title, resulting
in a treatise, compendium, university textbook;
> when, in a university textbook, the author introduces certain contents from his previous
works, subjecting them to the didactic translation;
> when the author publishes in a magazine a chapter or subchapter of a larger work,
previously published, stating this approach, etc.

Of course, there may be specialists who do not agree with all these forms of
"decriminalization" of deception, but in our approach, we rely on the following considerations:
> the intellectual property right is exercised indefinitely, under legal conditions; therefore,
the dismemberments of the right to property (possession, use, usufruct, disposition) are exercised
indefinitely, the will of the author being held only by express legal prohibitions. If such
prohibitions do not exist, the author may dispose, according to his own volition, of the property

made by his own work;
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> a scholar, a large-scale researcher, a self-respecting teacher does not subordinate all his
research activity to a single goal — career promotion (in which case the fulfillment by fraud of the
minimum standards and criteria by "counting several times" of the same content is deception) —
but seeks the most appropriate ways to make known the results of their own research in their
field of reference. Provided that any republication (done even if only for the purpose of
strengthening the ideas promoted) is indicated in that text. The scientific world abounds with

such processes, without well-known authors being accused of cheating.
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