CHAPTER II
REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE

In this chapter, some literatures related to study are reviewed in order to help
clarifying the present study.
A. Definition of Plagiarism

There is no common definition of plagiarism to cover all situations. This is
because people give meanings to plagiarism depend on various interpretive contexts.
To obtain clearer understanding of what plagiarism, the researcher tries to deduce the
general definitions derived from some sources as follows: 1) “Plagiarism is the act of
representing as one’s own original work from the creative works of another, without
appropriate acknowledgment of the author or source”.!” 2) As Marsh stated,
plagiarism commits “acts of petty larceny, trying to “steal” or “pass off ” the words or
ideas of another as if they were their own”.?’ 3) According to Pecorari, plagiarism is
then restricted into only the textual features such as the similarity of one text to
another and the absence of other textual features such as quotation marks. So

plagiarism is “the use of words and/or ideas from another source, without appropriate

¥ The University of Melbourne, “Language and Learning Skills Unit: Avoiding Plagiarism”
Swanston Street: The University of Melbourne,( www.services.unimelb.edu.au/llsu, accessed on
October 15, 2011), 3.

% Bill Marsh, “Plagiarism: Alchemy and Remedy in Higher Education” (USA: State University of
New York Press, 2007), 31.
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attribution™'. 4) “Plagiarism is defined as passing off someone else’s work, whether
intentionally or unintentionally, as your own for your own benefits”.?

From the first definition above, it is important to note that “creative works of
another” is not only words printed in text but also refers to all the elements in
someone else’s work including: ideas and arguments; images such as diagrams, charts
and pictures; compositions; and organizational structures. Second and third definition
give meaning to plagiarism is that he or she takes “printed material” without proper
acknowledgement (quoting, sourcing, citing, paraphrasing, summarizing, etc.). The
last definition emphasizes on the act of passing off/taking/stealing other ideas or
words whether intentionally or unintentionally and admits as their own.
Appropriately, the word plagiarism is derived from the Latin words for ‘kidnapper’.
When a person plagiarizes, he/she is ‘kidnapping’ or stealing someone else’s words
or ideas and passing them off as his/her own.

From above statement, it can be underlined that plagiarism is not only the act
of “stealing” which is done intentionally but also it can be done unintentionally or
accidentally. According to Western Carolina University taken from Writing and
Learning Commons Mini-Course, students who intentionally plagiarize are unwilling
to participate in reading, analysis, note taking, and drafting their work. Moreover,
they may buy a paper from a student or off the Internet in order to fulfill a

requirement or appear knowledgeable without doing any of the required work.

2! Diane Pecorari, “4cademic Writing and Plagiarism: A Linguistic Analysis........................ 4.
2 wCu, “4 Writing and Learning Commons Mini-Course: How to Avoid Plagiarism”,
(http://walc.weu.edu, accessed on October 15, 201 1), 1.
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Unintentional plagiarism results from a student not knowing how to take good notes
or maintain good writing due to lack of plagiarism knowledge, and understanding of
citation or referencing style being practiced at an institute, and also revision practices.

Due to many definitions of what constitutes plagiarism, the plagiarism
definition in this study is limited on the scope words printed in text or paper writing

by students.

B. Forms of Plagiarism
Although the definition of plagiarism may seem simple, the subject can be

quite confusing for students as plagiarism comes from various forms. There are
various forms of plagiarism which have been described by some theories from
research resources at www.plagiarism.org, the finding of previous study about
plagiarism of Mulyana in UNY, and policy on plagiarism made by academic
institutions such as The University of Melbourne and Claremont Graduate University.
1) The finding of previous study on plagiarism

It is a study of Mulyana that has been conducted at Faculty of Language and
Literature in State University of Yogyakarta. He found some plagiarism incidents in
students’ thesis proposals. These incidents are constituted to duplication plagiarism,
that is copy paste or direct copy from original sources without citing any sources,
consisting of:

a. Duplicating titles. It means the similarity of title because of the same topic.
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Example:

1) The Use of Ice Breaker Activity to improve student’s motivation in

Learning English at SMAN 1 Singaradja.

2) The Importance of Ice Breaker Activity to improve student’s interest in

Literature Class at EED IAIN Sunan Ampel.

Essentially, this duplication is obvious. The writer just copies and pastes
the title and it is slightly changed such as: “the use” and “the importance”; “the
motivation” and “interest”, and also the object and setting. It can be assumed
that the content could have been same or s:imilar.

In fact, there i's a certain requirement for this category. A work which is
categorized into this form is when the content including the arrangement of the
statements and the theory is similar. It also can be called duplication. To give
more understanding, here are other examples:

1) “Penggunaan Bahasa Jawa Dialek Banyumas di lingkungan kantor
pemerintahan Kebumen”

2) “Register Politik di kantor-kantor pemerintahan desa di Kabupaten Bantul”

3) “Register SMS Mahasiswa Jurusan Pendidikan Bahasa Daerah FBS UNY:
sebuah kajian Sosiolinguistik”.

Taking the same field as the focus of study is susceptible toward duplications.

b. Duplicating substances. This plagiarism includes the similarity of content

of the paper.
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¢. Duplicating theories. It is the similarity of arranging theories. It occurs
when the title has similarity in the topic. The arrangement of subtitles in
Chapter II will be possibly the same, for instance: “1) the definition of ice
breaker 2) motivation 3) types of motivation, etc.

d. Duplicating data. Duplicating data means copy paste the result of previous
study. The writer can alter the settings only, but the accounting, percentage,
and the result are same as previous work.

e. Duplicating references. It is a copy paste the bibliography or references
from the other thesis, book, article, etc which are the same topic of
discussion. The writer does not really have those references. He/she just
patches the sources from previous study in his/her bibliography.?

The theory of plagiarism types from research resources at

www.plagiarism.org’

Forms of plagiarism are divided into two general forms.

Sources not cited:

a. “the Ghost Writer”
The writer takes another’s work and writes it back as his/her own. The
writer duplicates the content (structure and arrangement of text includes

ideas and theories from previous study are same). It is occurred when the

2 Mulyana, “Pencegahan Tindak Plagiarisme Dalam Penulisan Skripsi: Upaya Memperkuat Pembentukan
Karakter di Dunia Akademik” (Cakrawala Pendidikan. Edisi Khusus Dies Natalis UNY. Mei 2010. Tahun
XXIX, accessed on November 28, 2011).

24 Research resource about plagiarism at www.plagiarism.org
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title has similarity in the topic. This plagiarism type also can be in the form
of translation from a language to another language of someone’s work.
b. “the Photocopy”

The writer copies word-for-word significant portion of the
material/text/idea directly from a source without alteration.
c. “the Potluck Paper”

A copy from several different sources, tweaking the sentences to make
them fit together while retaining most of the original phrasing so that it
looks like his/her own argument.

d. “the Poor Disguise”

The writer tries to paraphrase but he/she just changes the key words
and phrases.

e. “the Labor Laziness”

The writer paraphrases all the paper content from other sources and
makes it all fit together.

f. “the Self-Stealer”
The writer borrows the material from the previous work, but he/she

distorts the originality adopted by most academic institutions.
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Sources Cited (But still plagiarized):

a. “the Forgotten Footnote”

The author’s name is credited as the source but the writer neglects to
give other specific information like the location of the material referenced.
b. “the Misinformer”

The writer provides inaccurate information regarding the sources. It
violates the originality.

c. “the too-perfect paraphrase”

The writer copies word-for-word of an author’s argument and cites
the source properly but does not give quotation marks the argument that
has been copied word-for-word.

d. “the Resourceful Citer”

The writer properly cites all sources, paraphrasing, and using
quotations appropriately but it is still plagiarism because almost no
original work from the writer.

e. “The Perfect Crime”.

In this case, the writer properly quotes and cites sources in some
places, but goes on to paraphrase other arguments from those sources
without citation. This way, the writer tries to pass off the paraphrased

material as his or her own analysis of the cited material.
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3) Policy on plagiarism made by Claremont Graduate University

Exact-Copy Plagiarism

A word for word copy of someone else’s work without citing that
person as the source.

Partial-Copy Plagiarism

a. Paraphrase plagiarism

The work may be paraphrased, i.e., the ideas may be borrowed though
the words are slightly changed but credit is not given to the source.
b. Mosaic plagiarism

The essential content of the source is retained. The paper’s appearance
is altered slightly by changing key words and phrases and it is presented
without citing the source.
¢. Source plagiarism

Material is taken from one author that has been gathered from another.
The writer does not give the author from whom the material is taken. It
should be indicated in the footnote where the writer found the material.
d. Incomplete-citation plagiarism

Plagiarism also exists when a source is cited for only a part of the
material copied. The source for the whole passage quoted or paraphrased
should be given, rather than for only a portion of the passage. The writer
tries to blur out which one is his/her work and which one is from the

source.
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e. Phrase plagiarism
Some phrases are borrowed without crediting any sources. It is
frequently occurred in paraphrase work.?

4) Policy on plagiarism and academic honesty of The University of

Melbourne

a. Direct duplication

b. Paraphrasing with minor changes

c. Piecing together sections of the work of others into a new whole

d. Submitting an assignment that has already submitted for another
subject

e. Presenting an assignment as independent work from collusion with
other people.?

However, in this study the researcher will decide the forms/indicators of
plagiarism which are synthesized based on some theories above that the researcher
understands and agrees with. It will be used to analyze the plagiarism occurrences
that most likely occur in students’ seminar proposals. It will be explained in further

explanation in chapter III.

BClaremont Graduate University. Handbook. “Policy on Plagiarism”,

(http://www.cgu.edu/include/handbook/Plagiarism.pdf, accessed on October 16,2011).

% The University of Melbourne. Booklet. “Language and Learning Skills Unit: Avoiding Plagiarism".
The University of Melbourne: Academic Enrichment Services

(http://www.services.unimelb.edu.au/llsw/, accessed on October 16, 2011).
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C. Interactive Model: Data Analysis Procedure by Matthew B. Miles and A.
Michael Huberman
Figure 1.
Component of Data Analysis: Interactive Model
~— — ———

Data
collection

Para
reduccion

Conclusions:
draving/verifying

(Taken from the book of Matthew B. Miles and A. Michael Huberman “an Expanded
Sourcebook: Qualitative Data Analysis”, 1994). Page 12.

To resoive the problem faced by the researcher in this study, the
researcher conducted these three steps of analysis model according to
Matthew B. Miles and Michael Huberman consisting of Data Reduction, Data
Display, and Conclusion Drawing/Verification.

Data reduction refers to “the process of selecting, focusing, simplifying,
abstracting, and transforming the data that appear in written-up field notes or

transcriptions”. 2’

7 Matthew B. Miles and A. Michael Huberman. “An Expanded Sourcebook: Qualitative Data
Analysis”. (USA: Sage Publication,1994), 10.
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Data Display means “organized, compressed assembly of information that
permits conclusion drawing and action”.?® The displays include many types of
matrices, graphs, charts, and networks. It is purposed to give clearer depiction
of the initial data for the sake of drawing justified conclution and also might
be beneficial to the next step of analysis.

Conclusion Drawing/Verification means “the activity of the whole
configuration. Then making regularity of related propositions and finally
making final decision as the finding of the research”.?’ It needs verification
through triangulation in order that the data are valid.

Those steps are inseparable process in which data analysis occurs before,
during, and after data collection. That is why, this procedure is also familiarly
called as pararel form/cyclical process. It is aimed to make up general process
called “analysis”.

The coding of data (data reduction), leads to new ideas on what should g0
into a matrix (data display). As the matrix fills up, preliminary conclusions are

drawn, then to the final conclusion.

% Matthew B. Miles and A. Michael Huberman. “An Expanded Sourcebook................................ 1.
% Mathew B.Miles and A. Michael Huberman. “An Expanded Sourcebook............cccooueueeen...... 11.



27

D. Review of Previous Study

This study is regarded in the same field as the following studies: First, it is
conducted by Mulyana at FBS Universitas Negeri Yogyakarta entitled “Plagiarism
Prevention in Thesis Writing: An Attempt to Strengthen Character Building in The
Academic World”. His study focuses on describing plagiarism in thesis proposal at
tertiary educational institution conducted in the Javanese Department, Faculty of
Language and Arts, Yogyakarta State University. The indicators of plagiarism that he
uses include duplicating of thesis elements that relatively have similarity with other
thesis in some departments in FBS Universitas Negeri Yogyakarta. The data were
collected through in-depth interviews and observations, and analyzed using the
explanatory approach especially the qualitative descriptive technique. The finding of
this research reveals the forms of plagiarism include duplications as follows: ¢))]
duplicating titles, (2) duplicating contents, (3) duplicating theories, (4) duplicating
data, and (5) duplicating references. As the consequence, the department makes a
policy to prevent plagiarism in thesis writing includes: returning the thesis draft,
showing original sources, and cancelling the thesis.

The sameness of this present study and the first study is the technique or
method of the research. Although the study is within the same field, yet some cases
are made different. In the researcher’s study, the researcher focuses on describing the
plagiarism in “Seminar Proposal” by students of English Education Department in
IAIN and the subject (forms of plagiarism) is also more complete and specified. It

does not only relate to duplications but also some cases like problem with sourcing
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and paraphrasing that are considered to plagiarism. The forms of plagiarism in this
study are synthesized from some theories underlie this research. In addition, in the
process of detecting plagiarism is also little bit different, this study uses some
applications/tools of plagiarism detection to help the researcher conducts prior
detection, that is, detecting the duplication or similarity cases with any sources
(thesis, article, book, etc.) in internet.*°

Second, a research regarding plagiarism is also conducted by Lauren Breen and
Margaret Maassen in the school of psychology, Edit Cowan University with the title
“Reducing The Incidence of Plagiarism in An Undergraduate Course: The Role Of
Education”. Their purpose in embarking on this research project is two aspects: first,
to investigate student perceptions of plagiarism and its avoidance, and second, to
develop learning materials that would educate students to be better able to avoid
plagiarism in their work. The study consists of two phases. Phase one consists of four
focus groups with undergraduate psychology students in order to determine their
understanding of plagiarism, difficulties with avoiding plagiarism, and the process of
learning to write without plagiarizing. Phase two concerns the development and
evaluation of learning materials, which consisted of three tutorials and a 'tip sheet'.
The learning materials are flexible to different disciplines and learning modes, require

minimal changes to units and assessment, and need little ongoing staff commitment.

30 Mulyana, “Pencegahan Tindak Plagiarisme Dalam Penulisan Skripsi: Upaya Memperkuat
Pembentukan Karakter di Dunia Akademik” (Cakrawala Pendidikan. Edisi Khusus Dies Natalis
UNY. Mei 2010. Tahun XXIX, accessed on November 28,2011).
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Thus, the proposed learning materials have a number of advantages over alternate
methods of plagiarism reduction. Based on the findings, the project resulted in the
development of learning materials appropriate for students enrolled in PSY1101. This
study is good as it find out the students’ perceptions of plagiarism and provides some
strategies conducted to the students to reduce plagiarism. However, this study is not
purposed to investigate the kinds of plagiarism occurring in students’ written
assignment.’!

Third, there is also a paper from Herman Maurer and Bilal Zaka from Institute
for Information Systems and Computer Media, Graz University of Technology,
Austria. In this paper, they concentrate on textual plagiarism (as opposed to
plagiarism in music, paintings, pictures, maps, technical drawings, etc.). They firstly
discuss the complex general setting, then report on some results of plagiarism
detection software and finally draw attention to the fact that any serious investigation
in plagiarism turns up rather unexpected side-effects. The finding is current
plagiarism detection tools work reasonably well on textual information that is
available on the internet or in other electronic sources. The third study is also good

since it detects the plagiarized works through plagiarism detection software but there

' L.Breen - and M. Maassen. “Reducing the incidence of plagiarism in an undergraduate course:

The role of education”. Issues In Educational Research, Vol 15, 2005,
(http://www.iier.org.au/iier1 5/breen.html, acessed on January 15, 2012).
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is weakness of it, that is, the software cannot detect some aspects of the works that
constituted plagiarism such as translating and paraphrasing words within the works.?

The next is a research concerning plagiarism by Maureen M.Dawson and Joyce
A. Overfield in Manchester Metropolitan University, UK. This project is set out to
investigate students’ perceptions of what constitutes plagiarism. A scenario-based
questionnaire was given to undergraduate Bioscience students. The questionnaire was
devised which contained three MCQs (multiple choice questions) included questions
on the definition of plagiarism, why plagiarism is wrong and what constitutes
collusion and six case-study scenarios based on actual experience within Bioscience.
This study is very good as it uses a case-study scenario approach in guidelines that
has been used successfully to engage students in the learning process. It is useful both
to evaluate student’s perception and to raise their awareness of plagiarism. In
addition, its analysis of completed questionnaires showed student uncertainty about
several aspects of plagiarism, including downloading of material from the internet,
collusion, and permissible group work. Yet, there is still a few shortcoming occurred.
The scenarios in guidelines couldn’t give direct feedback for students’ responses.
Moreover, the questionnaire also couldn’t represent the response of overseas students
since they might have strong cultural differences with regard to plagiarism. The last
paper is aimed to investigate students’ perceptions of what constitutes plagiarism.

Yet, in the researcher’s study, the researcher is not only focusing on investigating

32 g, Zaka, - H.Maurer."Plagiarism — A Survey”, Journal of universal computer science, 2006,
(http://www jucs.org/jucs 12_8/plagiarism_a_survey/, accessed on December, 19, 2011).
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students’ perceptions regarding plagiarism but also finding out many aspects such as

forms of plagiarism that most likely occur in students’ paper writing and causes why

students tend to plagiarize.*®

33 Dawson, M.M, & Overfield, J.A. “Plagiarism: Do students Know What Is it?" UK: Manchester
Metropolitan University Press, 2006, (http://www.bioscience.heacademy.ac.uk/journal/vol8/beej-8-
1.aspx, accessed on December 14,2011)




