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Abstract

Due to easiness of producing plagiarised assignments by the help of internet technology, the
implementation of plagiarism detectors seems to be one of the essential components of
university students’ assignment evaluation. Within this scope, the present study aimed to
investigate the incidents of plagiarism in EFL academic writing. In addition, the impact of
plagiarism detectors in preventing plagiarism in undergraduate assignments was also
examined. To achieve these aims, a longitudinal study was conducted in the English
Language Teaching Department of Canakkale Onsekiz Mart University, Turkey in four
consecutive years between 2010-2011 and 2013-2014 academic years. The participants were
freshmen who enrolled in the Advanced Reading and Writing Skills Course. At the end of the
spring semester, the participants submitted 3.000-word assignments as a requirement of the
course. The results indicated a sharp decline in the number of plagiarism incidents by the
implementation of Turnitin, a plagiarism detector. In the long run, the decrease in the number
of plagiarised assignment submission was observable. Yet, the results also highlighted
excessive increase in the number of non-submitted assignments. Thus, it could be concluded
that plagiarism detectors are effective tools both in the detection and prevention of
plagiarism. However, lecturers should take precautions to encourage students to submit their
assignments. As the relevant literature highlights the contribution of providing feedback from
multiple sources, weak students might be heartened to benefit from different types of

feedback in process writing including familiarization with avoiding plagiarism.
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Introduction What is plagiarism?
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How to detect plagiarism?

2 Minor plagiarism: @ Digital tools:

@ Quoting a sentence or two without 2 Plagiarism detectors such as

quotation marks and without a citation. 2 Turnitin,

2 Major plagiarism: @ EduTie,
@ Almost the entire work written by 2 PlagiServe,

someone else. @ Moss .
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? Why touse a plagiarism detector?
* To check student papers against plagiarism,

) To provide more effective feedback.
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2010 report

21independent studies.

Scientific basis of their services by highlighting the results of

research studies on pedagogy and practice in writing.

The overall conclusions:

« teachers should integrate process writing, pay attention to
originality, provide formative feedback, benefit from peer
review, appreciate the contribution of writing on learning
in the content areas, and impose technology to enhance
writing.

Aran Carberrme Pt ante b i e faan g

2014 report

* Evidence on Turnitin’s educational gains:
“by encouraging students to become more original
writers, facilitating electronic submission and helping
instructors reduce the amount of time spent grading,
while increasing the quality of feedback they give and the

level of student engagement” (p. 9).
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Features
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2012 report

* 39 independently published studies on the

impact of Turnitin services.

* A consensus:
* Turnitin is an effective tool in the prevention

and detection of plagiarism.
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Technological developments provide several
advantages related to academic tasks (Walker, 2010).
! Increase the possibility of plagiarism !!!

Detection of plagiarism is

2 important,

2 difficult, and

2 time consuming.
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% 881 participants:
@ Students enrolled in
Advanced Reading and Writing Skills Course
between 2010-2011 and

2013-2014 academic years.
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2 Turnitin, a plagiarism detector.

2 Does it work?
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settine

2 Turkey:

% Canakkale Onsekiz Mart University

% ELT Department

% Four consecutive academic years:

& between 2010-2011 and 2013-2014
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Participants N =

20122013

2013-2014
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INSTRUMENTS PROCEDURES OF
“# 3.000-word academic writing assignment D ATA COLLECT'ON

Scored by means of Transparent Academic Writing
Rubric (Razi, 2013).
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intra-rater reliability [Pearson’s r(55) = .99, p < .001]
inter-rater reliability [Pearson’s r(55) = .97, p < .001] . ding and Wﬁtiﬂg
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Limitations

% Concerns Turnitin similarity reports: '
% Sources not exist in databases.
% May not report actual plagiarism

(McKeever, 2006; Walker, 2010).

z

% Generalization:

% Data from a single university in the

Turkish tertiary context.
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RQt: Frequency of plagiarism RQt: Frequency of plagiarism
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Q2: The impact plagiarism detectors Q2: The impact plagiarism detectors
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RQ3: More risky groups (Gender %)
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Conclusion 1

2 PLASIARISH IS QUITE COMMON [N UNRERGRARLATE
ACADEMIC WRITING.
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Side effects of plagiarism detectors Discussion &
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