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Abstract 

Although technological developments provide several advantages related to academic 

tasks, it might increase the possibility of plagiarism. Thus, detection of plagiarism is 

rather essential either in graduates’ or undergraduates’ papers. However, the detection 

of plagiarism might be very difficult and time consuming. To facilitate the detection 

of plagiarism, in parallel to the technological developments, lecturers make use of 

online plagiarism detectors such as Turnitin. In the light of these assumptions, this 

study aims at revealing the perceptions of university students when they submit their 

assignments via an online plagiarism detector. In addition, the study also compares 

the incidents of plagiarism in undergraduates’ assignments in 2011-2012 and 2012-

2013 academic years. Thus, the study also aims to reveal the possible decline in the 

number of plagiarism incidents by the advent of Turnitin. To achieve these aims, the 

researcher collected data from the students in Advanced Reading and Writing Skills 

Course of Çanakkale Onsekiz Mart University ELT Department. To learn about the 

students’ perceptions, a questionnaire was delivered. In order to compare plagiarism 

incidents in two consecutive years, the researcher referred to Turnitin originality 

reports for the assignments. The results in general indicated that students did not like 

submitting their assignments via Turnitin. Also the results highlighted a decline in the 

number of plagiarism incidents for 2012-2013 academic year. Thus, it could be 

concluded that Turnitin forces students to be more careful to cite the sources 

appropriately. 
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What(is(

plagiarism?(
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Plagiarism 
•  “[C]opying(or(borrowing(another(person’s(work(or(

original(ideas”((Brown(et(al.,(2010,(p.(1).(

•  Standler((2012):(

•  Minor(plagiarism:(quoting(a(sentence(or(two(

without(quotation(marks(and(without(a(citation.(

•  Major(plagiarism:(almost(the(entire(work(written(by(

someone(else.(
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How(can(we(

detect(plagiarism?(
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•  Plagiarism(detectors:(Turnitin,(EduTie,(PlagiServe,(Moss(

•  Turnitin:(

•  Global(leader(in(evaluating(and(improving(student(learning.(

•  Provides(cloudXbased(service(for:(

•  originality(checking,((

•  online(grading(and((

•  peer(review.(

•  Advantages:(

•  Instructors:*Saves(time.(

•  Students:*Provides(rich(feedback.(
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Turnitin 2010 report 
•  21(independent(studies:(Not(only(aimed(at(the(impact(of(Turnitin(

services.(

•  Provided(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.(
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Turnitin 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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Turnitin 2014 report 

•  Provides(evidence(this(time(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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Student perceptions on Turnitin 
(Brown, 2007) 

•  !(!(If(students(do(not(plagiarize;(then(no(worries(!(!(

•  !!!(Students’(works(are(stored(!!!(

•  !!!(Shortcoming(of(Turnitin(and(students(are(aware(of(

them(!!!(

•  !!!(Leads(students(to(plagiarize(more(carefully(!!!(
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Problem statement 
•  Technological(developments(provide(several(advantages(

related(to(academic(tasks((Walker,(2010).(

•  !!!(Increase(the(possibility(of(plagiarism(!!!(

•  Detection(of(plagiarism(is(important.(

•  Detection(of(plagiarism(is(difficult(and(time(consuming.(

•  Consider(the(use(of(Turnitin.(

•  Piloted(Turnitin(in(2010X2011(academic(year(and(have(been(

using(since(then.(
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Plagiarism Incidents at COMU ELT Dept. 
ARAW Course in the Last Three Years 
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Purpose of study 

Perceptions(of((

ELT(department(undergraduates(

when(they(submit(their(assignments((

via(Turnitin.(
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Methodology 
!   Time:(Spring(terms(of(2011X2012(and(

2012X2013(academic(years(

!   Setting:(ÇOMU(ELT(Department,(Advanced(

Reading(and(Writing(Skills(Course(
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Participants 
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Instrument 

!   Perceptions(of(
Academic(Writing(

Inventory((((((((((((

(PAWI(–(Razı,(2014)(

!   α(=(.74(
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3(groups(18(items(

!   Perceived*competence*

!   8(items(

!   Perception*of*plagiarism*
detectors*

!   3(items(

!   Perceived*usefulness*

!   7(items(

Research Questions 
1.  What(is(the(perceived(competence(level(of(ELT(dept.(

undergraduates?(

2.  What(is(the(perception(of(ELT(dept.(undergraduates(on(plagiarism(

detectors?(

3.  How(do(ELT(dept.(undergraduates(perceive(usefulness(of(stages(in(

process(writing?(

4.  Are(there(any(differences(in(the(perceptions(of(competence(levels,(

plagiarism(detectors,(and(usefulness(of(stages(in(process(writing(

related(to(years?(

5.  Are(there(any(gender(differences(related(to(perceptions(of(

competence(levels,(plagiarism(detectors,(and(usefulness(of(stages(

in(process(writing?(
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Findings 
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RQ1:(Perceived(competence(
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RQ2:(Perception(of(plagiarism(detectors 
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RQ3:(Perceived(usefulness 
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RQ4:(Comparison(of(years(

Perceived(competence,(detectors,(and(usefulness(
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RQ5:(Gender(differences(

Perceived(competence,(detectors,(and(usefulness 
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Discussion 
!   Does(being(checked(through(Turnitin(raise(their(

affective(filter?(

!   Male(students(plagiarize(more((Rakovski(&(Levy,(

2007;(Razı,(2013).(

!   Drop(in(plagiarism(incidents(from(the(1st(to(the(2nd(

assignment((Ledwith(&(Rsques,(2008).((
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Conclusion 
!   Turnitin(causes(a(decline(in(the(number(of(plagiarism(incidents.(

!   Writing(academic(papers(is(essential(for(an(EFL(teacher:(Highest(score.(

!   They(prefer(choosing(the(topic.(

!   Higher(values(in(comparison(to(Turkish(equivalences.(

!   Might(be(due(to(lack(of(writing(experience(in(L1.(

!   Like(writing(in(English.(

!   Like(writing(academic(papers(in(English.(

!   In(spite(of(the(belief(of(being(able(to(write(an(academic(paper,(they(consider(being(

unsuccessful(while(writing(it.(

!   Might(be(related(to(the(difficulties(in(academic(writing(process.(

!   Although(Turnitin(causes(anxiety,(it(encourages(being(careful(about(plagiarism(and(

provides(fair(evaluation.(

!   Steps(in(process(writing(are(regarded(to(be(useful.(

!   Perceptions(increase(the(following(year.(

!   Consider(the(impact(of(Turnitin.(

!   Although(there(is(gender(difference(in(plagiarism,(no(gender(difference(in(the(

perception(of(plagiarism(detectors.(
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Implications 
!   Encourage(writing(from(the(beginning(in(L1.(

!   Administer(the(steps(of(process(writing(carefully.(

!   Provide(awareness(to(avoid(plagiarism(and(encourage(staff(

cooperation((Thompson(&(Simon,(2002)(starting(from(early(ages.(

!   Investigate(reasons(of(plagiarism.(

!   Develop(institutional(policies(against(plagiarism.(
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Most recent: 
Final remarks 

!   As(highlighted(by(a(famous(author(of(children’s(literature,(

Ms.(Ayla(Çolakoğlu,(during(the(ceremony(in(this(morning:(

!   Children(must(be(encouraged(to(develop(to(be(creative.(

!   This(is(could(be(possible(only(by(being(original,(without(

integrating(plagiarized(texts.(
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