
































The claims of “covert plagiarism” are also ungrounded. Namely, the fact that twenty-three footnotes are stated,
and that twenty-one sources are referenced in the bibliography; primarily books. Given that the models of
restructuring and their dynamic are the subject of the paper clearly indicates that there was no intention to pre-
empt the work of others, nor to duly pay respect to the relevant author, and to disregard the labor and achievement
of others. The fact is, that in the overlapping of the works, some similarity is noted in the sentences as shown, but
this is due to at least three trends.

First, my text and Dr. Hailemariam’s dissertation address the same area of creating value via restructuring processes,
which is commonly founded on the landmark references of Rappaport, Copeland, Crum, Goldberg, Knight, and
Porter. These key books and articles define the business vocabulary and common phrases in the field of value
creation through restructuring.

Second, | have quoted the original, older sources of published books (from the 1990-s) which are not envisaged in
the database of artificial intelligence software like Turnitin. This is perhaps why the software results report showed
similarities not to them, but rather to the subsequent publications that are available online and foreseen in the
Turnitin database.

Third, some overlapping is likely the result of my practical, professionally- based experience with the basic
knowledge and terminology with respect to the subject matter. This may have brought about my lack of defining
the terms such as “goals of restructuring,” “value of the company,” and “WACC” etc. | consider these terms to be
basic knowledge for conducting any relevant practical work in this subject area.

With all of the aforementioned in mind, | sincerely hope that we will agree and reach a similar conclusion. | draw
your attention toseveral key points that stand out:

e The similarity of texts does not constitute plagiarism;

e The identified overlapping of my work and Dr. Hilemariam’s dissertation are the result of the similarity
of the subject matter discussed and the relevant literature that was referenced;

e The fact that Dr. Hilemariam’s dissertation was defended much earlier than the work that was written,
and is not ultimately connected with the literature references | have used, nor with the findings he had
reached in his research;

s | had no intention to avoid giving credit to any author creditable for the development of the knowledge
in the area of restructuring, which is evidenced by the number and broadness of the references

e The reviewers’ reference to the authors and work required to be additionally cited, to give credit to the
researchers who have upgraded the general knowledge in this area is acceptable of course, in the present
period, as it would have been in 2012, during the first phase of the paper review. This would have led to
the avoidance of this unpleasantness that we now share to a certain extent.

Following the additional extensive work that we have performed in reconsidering the form and content of the paper,
| had hoped that you would demonstrate some good will in concluding this process with as little negative
consequence as possible, yet strictly respecting all academic standards. It is my strong belief that the paper
submitted can be upgraded through errata/corrigendum (which are used in cases of minor errors, such as
inaccuracies in data analysis, missing sources or quotation errors), and with broadening of the list of reference
literature, and by citing Dr. Hailemariam’s work which was disregarded in the opinion of the reviewers.
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Please advise me of your decision at your earliest opportunity, or give me a call if you would like to discuss this issue
further.

Very truly yours,

Sinisa B. Mali, R
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