International Conference
Plagiarism across.

gitgeet Europe and Beyond 2015
s 10th-12th june 2015

Reasons of plagiarism in
undergraduate academic writing
and benefiting from Turnitin

dalim Razi1

Canakkale Onsekiz Mart University, Turkey
English Language Teaching Department
www.salimrazi.com




¢ Plagiarism increase
¢ Detection
¢ Interpreting similarity reports
¢ The study
Methodology
Findings and discussion
Conclusion and implications
Ongoing research




Plagiarism Increase

[T]he practice of claiming credit for the words, ideaé,_, andconcepts
of others” (APA, 2010, p. 171).

° “Although plagiarism may occur incidentally, it is often the

outcome of a conscious process” (Barron-Cedeno et al, 2013).

- Estimations of plagiarized content in student papers:

Around 30% (Association of Teachers and Lecturers, 2008)

More than 40% (Comas et al. 2010).
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Detection URKUND

[ StrikePlagiarismcon

Why to use a plagiarism detector?

¢ To check student papers against plagiarism.
¢ To provide more effective feedback.
Advantages:

4 Instructors: Saves time.

4 Students: Provides rich feedback.
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Interpreting
similarity reports

(Meuschke & Gipp, 2013).

Reliabili imilari
e ty of similarity reports (Brown, Fallon, Lott, Matthews &
Mintie, 2007).
Variations in interpreting similarity reports
Strict legalistic interpretations vs. More contextual interpretations

(Hayes & Introna, 2005)
Discriminate students who accidentally plagiarise from the ones who

intentionally do so.

The final responsibility for detecting
(Ellis, 2012).

plagiarism belongs to the lecturer,

not to a plagiarism detector
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Advanced Reading and

Writing Skills Course
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Gender comparison on plagiarism (% - Razi, 2014b)

70
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* No gender differences
(Walker, 2010).

e Male students

plagiarise more
(Rakovski & Levy,

2007; Razi, 2015).
* Consider their poor

m Male performance
m Female (Severiens & ten Dam,
2012).

e First-year

undergraduates
inexperience (e.g.,

2010-2011

2011-2012

2012-2013

Park, 2003; Razi,
2015; Yeo & Chien,

2013-2014 2007).
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Frequency of plagiarism (Razi, 2014b)

] every 5 student

4 year average

=20%
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The impact plagiarism detectors (Razi, 2014b)

2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014

13 Reasons of plagiarism by S. Raz1



50

40 -

30 -

20 -

10 A
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The impact plagiarism detectors (Razi, 2014b)

2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014
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Status (% - Razi, 2014b)
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Problem Statemem
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Aim of the study

¢ Revealing the reasons of plagiarism.

¢ Research question:

How do plagiarizers explain their reasons

to plagiarize?
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¢ Turkey:
Canakkale Onsekiz Mart University

é ELT Department

¢ 2013-2014 academic year

Spring semester
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& Y

Particlpants

¢ Advanced Reading and Writing Skills Course:
194 students enrolled.
28 plagiarized.
¢ 11 male

20
regular a
39
6 17 female repeat 26
Bl
regular a
25
repeat 23
E31
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¢ Semi-structured individual interview questions.
¢ Transparent Academic Writing Rubric:

Valid and reliable (Razi, 2015).
¢ Turnitin;

Institutional license and

Superiority (Hill & Page, 2009). turnitinid)
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PROCEDURES OF
DATA COLLECTION

ol W
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PROCESS WRITING AND TYPES OF FEEDBACK

Brainstorming Outline | | First draft
(Week 4) T ) T (Week 9)

Teacher mediated vy Teacher mediated y Teacher mediated
Sfeedback feedback feedback

Familiariz?,tion of " Revision " Second draft
rubric e (Week 12) e (Week 11)

(Week 13) Teacher mediated Teacher mediated
Self feedback feedback feedback

Proofreadin -
= ;a14 : — Turnitin N Self & anonymous
) submission peer score

TeaChe'}::gzﬁf e Digital feedback Self & peer feedback

Tutor score
Tutor feedback
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é The length

é The quotation ratio
é Similarity reports

¢ Not all students can proceed

further.

25
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6 Concerns Turnitin
é Sources not exist in databases.

é May not report actual plagiarism

(McKeever, 2006; Walker, 2010).

é Generalization:

¢ Data from a single university in the

Turkish tertiary context.

26
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FINDINGS:
FEMALE SIMILARITY
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Findings: Reasons male




Findings: Female r

Female,:
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Discussion & Conclusion




Impl-icaﬁ ons:

On-goihg research

¢ In 2014-2015 academic year
Teach how to benefit from digital feedback (Razi, 2014a).
¢ Multiple submissions:
Consider drop in plagiarism incidents from the 1st to
the 2nd assignment (Ledwith & Rsques, 2008).
¢ Peer review:
3 anonymous peer reviews for each student:
¢ An invaluable experience both for the author and

the reviewer (Aghaee & Hansson, 2013).
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Expectation:

Removing the side effect of plagiarism detectors
(Raz1, 2014b)
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Expectation:

Removing the side effect of plagiarism detectors
(Raz1, 2014b)

m Accepted
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Recent citation!

URKUND'’s (2015) attitude

4 The best and the worst scenarios may not be valid for every case!
Best scenario: “They would delete.”
Worst scenario: “We would be helping the students get away with
plagiarism.”
Students learn from their mistakes and correct.

¢ Aim of the lecturer:
Penalizing??? Receiving zero on the assignment, Failing the course,
Suspension, Expulsion???

OR

Develop awareness against plagiarism.
Students might not feel that cheating on assignments is a serious
problem (Brent & Atkinson, 203191).
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