Jaeheon Jeong, Assignment 2

The author said that our curriculum should change to prevent cheating. I agree with that. The grade makes the student competitive, and the student who refuses to the cheat is regarded as a traitor. Since only some of the students get an A, this social irony happens. For teenagers, friends are more important than the grades. They usually do that again at colleges. Thus, the cheating is on the issue. But, the author’s idea is also somewhat ideal. How we can grade the action of all individuals? How can we distinguish the action is not fake? We need to make them collaborate but not cheat. It is not an easy problem and the change of the regime will solve this with trial and error method.

As a Ph.D student, the concept on cheating and collaboration is clear. We cooperate for our work, but not copy. However, we may teach our students and as a teacher, the concept is different. The author also empathized the importance of learning, not teaching. The purpose of teaching is to make the students understand the subject. By encouraging collaboration, the students become more active and they understand the subject more easily. However, the cheating is different. The student who copies the homework and pretends to understand is the problem. He/She may not understand the subject and may not have another chance to understand. For teaching and learning, this is bad sign and we need to change not to grade them to make them study and really understand.

Cheat on Collins dictionary means not obeying the rules that ones should obey. Collaboration means working together. If the rule prohibits the collaboration, collaboration is a cheat. The boundary of cheat and collaboration is discussion together but not copying the materials in my opinion.

http://www.theacorn.com/news/2006/0831/Schools/073.html
This related material, I found through the google on the news with query of ‘cheat and collaborate’. Is the googling also a cheat if it is ruled not to do?
