Research Methods
Booth, Colomb and Williams (1995) show much concern about the way a writer may plagiarise without realising it. They use this paragraph as the basis of an illustration:

“It is trickier to define plagiarism when you summarise and paraphrase. They are not the same, but they blend so seamlessly that you may not even be aware when you are drifting from the summary into paraphrase, then across into plagiarism. No matter your intention, close paraphrase may count as plagiarism, even when you cite the source. “
They go on to include three examples of re-writing it:

Ex 1

According to Booth, Colomb, and Williams, writers sometimes plagiarise unconsciously because they think they are summarising, when in fact they are closely paraphrasing, an act that counts as plagiarism, even when done unintentionally and sources are cited. (Booth, Colomb and Williams 1995 pp169-170)

and

Ex 2

Because it is difficult to distinguish the border between summary and paraphrase, a writer can drift dangerously close to plagiarism without knowing it, even when the writer cites the source and never meant to plagiarise. (Booth, Colomb and Williams 1995 p169)

and

Ex 3

It is harder to describe plagiarism when summary and paraphrase are involved, because while they differ, their boundaries blur, and a writer may not know that she has crossed the boundary from summary to paraphrase and from paraphrase to plagiarism. Regardless of intention, a close paraphrase is plagiarism, even when the source is cited. (Booth, Colomb and Williams 1995 p169)

Rank the examples 1, 2 and 3 from worst case of plagiarism to least case. What characteristics can you see in the worst case that rings alarm bells?
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