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1. Introduction
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Background of the Study

 Plagiarism has risen in popularity as a key element in student assignments and scientific 

publications.

 Introduction of the internet.

 Easy access to online materials.

 Problems in the understanding of how to cite a published work.

 Changes in the tone of the text for better or worse, or coming across some clear-cut 

improvements in the phrasing capabilities (Pennycook, 2003).

 The difference in the tone caused by the direct altered transfer of phrases.



Literature Review
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 Plagiarism: “literary theft, stealing (by 

copying) the words or ideas of someone 

else and passing them off as one’s own 

without crediting the source” (Park, 2003, 

pp. 472).

 Technological advancements in scanning for resources,

 The overuse of internet as reference for studies (Introna & Hayes, 2011; Lee, 2011; 

Park, 2003; Zhang & Chow, 2011).
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The main aim

Understanding the understanding of Turkish academics at the dept. 

of ELT.

Revealing any possible impact of the country from which the degrees

are received.



Methodology
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Research Design

 The data on ELT academics’ perceptions of plagiarism were analyzed and 

evaluated by means of both statistical and interpretive methods.

 Descriptive research



Setting and Participants

 26 ELT academics from different universities across Turkey.

 17 different universities participated in the study as representatives of 13 

provinces. 



Variables Male Female Both

Age

M 46.70 36.68 40.53

Min. 25 21 25

Max. 60 22 60

Gender 

N
Male Female Total

10 16 26

%
Male Female Total

38.5% 61.5% 100%

Teaching Experience

M 23.60 12.31 16.65

SD 10.74 9.85 11.45

Min. 2 2 2

Max. 38 35 38



Tools

 The cases, adapted from Glendinning (2011).

 Sanctions to prevent plagiarism, adapted from Glendinning (2016).

 A three-point Likert Scale used in the collection of data.



Procedure

 ELT academics across Turkey were contacted individually via e-mail.

 Participants provided demographic information about their academic/teaching

background.

 16 scenarios (adapted from Irene, 2011):

 Decisions on plagiarism or not.

 Appropriate sanction(s).

 Institutional policy related to the case.



Data Analysis

Cronbach’s Alpha = .85 over 16 items



Findings
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Perceptions of plagiarism
 Academics with more experience tend to regard items more in favor of plagiarism

when the means are compared.

 Female academics showed tendency to regard items as close to strong plagiarism.



 “Consisting of several sentences and/or paragraphs throughout from different 

sources with no quotations or in-text citations but has references”.

 Academics with more experience regarded the item as mild plagiarism while less 

experienced ones responded contrarily.



Degree effect

The country of the degree retrieval seems have an impact on 4 items

in terms of the effect of countries on the perception of plagiarism.



Sanctions as response

 Academics, though they implement sanctions for almost all cases starting from 

reduced mark, do not consider harsh punishments such as expelling, repeating 

class. 

 Inappropriateness in paraphrasing and citing as redeemable, or tolerable to some 

extent. 

 Constructive sanctions or mild punishment was preferred.



Conclusions
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 Experiences and degrees received abroad seems to have an impact on 

academics’ perceptions of plagiarism.

 In critical cases which present in the middle situations, academics who have post-

gradual experiences abroad tend to assess situations more in the favor of 

plagiarism.



The use of software and considerations

All participating academics reported that

 they take both percentages and matches in the similarity reports into account.

 Turkish ELT academics,

with only few exceptions, take plagiarism very seriously.

 have access to text-matching software use and individual sanctions. 

 Institutional policies related to standardizing sanctions are not available.
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Thank you for listening 


