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TEACHERS’ STRATEGIES TO ADDRESS PLAGIARISM IN ACADEMIC

WRITING

ABSTRACT
The topic of plagiarism becomesrucial problem irthe academic contexEven though
the topic of p | \arigng dasireceivedi much sttentioneim pres/idus
researchy el ati vely few studies have examdi ned t
these have tendetb focus on how teachers from English L1 countries understand
plagiarism (Flint, Mabonald & Clegg, 2006as cited in Chien 20)}4 hat is why this
study aims to explore Academic Writige ac her s strategies whil
work in Academic Writing class. To get deeper data from gheicipants, whoare
Academic Writing teachersyho taught in the second semester of 2015/2016 in Fawfulty
Languageand Arts, Universitas Kristen Satydacana, a senrstructuredinterview was
used because theresearcteds ul d pr obe t he .After transcribingptlrent s 6
data obtained, it was found thiere are four categoriesf par ti ci pa@et so r e
categories are definition, detection, prevention and consideration. All of the categories are
connected one to the othemhich are actuallythe strategiesof addressing plagiarism.
However, his study is limited for only one particular context wathly five participants.
Thereforefor further research, it can be done in a larger contextliaodss different styke
in addressing plagiarism between Eastern and Western teacher

Keywords: pl agi arism, Academic Writing, teache

Introduction

Trying to define plagiarism has been one of the most controversial issues in L2
writing classes. Not all societies may have the same perception about plagiarism. For
example | found one statement from Pennycook (1996) and Sowden (20B6)stated
that the main reasomhy studen$ commitplagiarism isdue to acultural problem.Bloch
(2001, 2008)Pennycook (1996and Scollon (1995 as citedin Chien(2014 also found

that the consequences of particular cultural and historical developmamighisr possible



reason about plagiarism issue in schdldt all societies may have the same viewpoint on
plagiarism. According to Adiningrum and Kutieleh (201the Western perspective that

ideas can be the property of individuals may in fact seem strange to those who have

di fferent Vi ews about communal I rnfwasr mat i o
supportedy Pennycook1996) and Sowdén £005)argumentss cted in Chien (2014)

argue thaplagiarisns areculturally conditioned and therefoiteis interpreted differently

in diverse culturesPennycook (1996) stated thaVestern countries usuallyhave

regulatiors about plagiarism whichrestricter thanthose of Eastern countries. Even audio
recorded data of speech are protected with copyright laws against plagiarism.

In contrast to Adiningrum and Kutieleh (2011) and Pennycook (1996) and Sowden
(2005), however, the study from Liu (2&)Ppoints outthatin the contemporarZhinese
culture, fnall the books state t hldhisseemsd t o
to contradict earlier observations (Pennycook, 1996; Sowden, 2005) that plagiarism is a
major problem from the perspective of Westeountries onlylt means thaan Eastern
country like China also hasrictregulations omplagiarism | n t odayds worl d,
between Western individualism and Eastern collectivism doessewmn toapply to
academic conventions of plagiarigmboth Western and Eastern countriesthe past, the
coll ective memor yscoful domfeueixypys @ swiesdd ovint hou
work. However, Eastern countries including Taiwan has been Westernized when they
address plagiarism (Chien, 4).

It is important for teachsto know the strategies addressing plagiarism in academic

writing contexs, because in academic writing class usually stisdgnuld produce one



journal based on boskvhich they read. There are the potential causes that the students
will do plagiarism while theyvrite their journal Sometimes students comrplagiarism,
because when they wrote their writjearnals they lack of language proficiency, writing
skill and eductonal training (Liu, as cited in Chien, 2014s teaches we should know

the condition of the students when explaining the material and giving instruction in the

class.

Unfortunately,the issue of plagiarism has not been much researéteq there
area limited number ofstudesin Faculty of Language and Asrtat Universitas Kristen
SatyaWacanawhi ch di scuss teacherdés strategies
context. | just found one study from Agnes (20Mho focuseson how teacheravoid
plagiarism in Academic Reading context, but she explained the plagiarism implicitly
because the main issue of her study is more about underlying reasons for giving journal
assignments in academic r emshotaddresgt leasher A4 n
strategies addressing plagiarism in academic writing cqonidiith isthe focus of the
current study One study that focuses on this academic writing context is that of Chien
(2014). In her study, the definition of plagiarism, detection andeptean of plagiarism in
class are discussed@he findings ofthe study reveal that teachers of English maintain
cultural view of plagiarism by teaching students the importance of academientions
in the target communities, and adopt a developmentabapp toplagiarism by teaching
students how to cite references appropriatbbt focus ontedter sdé ef fecti ve
detectingand prevenhg, which is linked to how teachers deal with plagiari&xtending

Chienbés (2014) wo r k, provides betteuunderstanding ot howd vy a i



plagiarism is addressed by Academic Writing instructors at an English language education

program in Indonesia.

Literature Review

Key Concept

The key concept in this study is the wgsthgiarism Three issues commonly
mentioned in the literature on plagiarism related to cultaresntentional/unintentional
plagiarism, plagiarism detection, and plagiargmvention According to Hexham (2005),
pl agiarism is fithe deliberate epriatemagpd t o d
representation as oned6s own the work and w
when a writer intentionally uses someone e
that the work is originally his or her owim addition, Diané?ecorari (2008) statatatit
is true thatplagiarismis a kind of infraction that breaks the rules governing in many

situations such as in classroom and the ethical pringiples

Review of Previous Studies

There are many studies that have disaliptmgiarism in Acadeia Writing context
thatfocuson ei t her teacheroés defining, ThHeeet ect i n
are a number of published articles and chapters which similarly discuss theseCjeics
(2014) focuses on how teachers defining,
suspected plagiarism from cresgltural perspective between China and Western
countries Her studydiscusse$wo major areas of research on plagiaridime first one is

4



plagiarism fromthecross u |l t ur al perspective and the sect

and responses include defining, preventing and detecting.

Although a number of past studies hamhanced our understanding of the effects
of plagiarism scanning andetectionsoftware on plagiarism prevention (e.g., Garner,
2011; Stapleton, 2012) shouldbe noted that few studies he
perceptionskor instance, the study from Garner (2011) finds out how to prevent unethical
publicationusingp | agi ari sm detection software. Garn
way that people should do when they want to detect their journal using software. In the
same waya study from Stapleton (2012)ddresseshe effectiveness using software to
detect and prevent plagiarismtireacademic context. Stapleton found one of his students

had beerexpelledfrom the instiute because she or he repeatedly commti@giarism.

Unfortunately, most of the studies abaowvere limited toa certain point. Alsohere
is a limited study ifFaculty of Language and Ararea. A study by Agnes (201d13cusses
teacherds strategies addr eHlesstudyipcugedorahgw ar i s m
teacher avoisiplagiarism in Aademic Reading context, but she explained the plagiarism
implicitly because the main issue of her study is more about underlying reasons for giving
journal assignments in acade mdoesnotdseudsi ng c |

t eac her s 0dresging plagiarigm ithesacadednic writing context.

Theoretical Framework
| base my study of€hien (2014)o addres$iow teachersleal with the students

whoaresuspectetb have committeg@lagiarism.Following Vuori, Joseph, & ur ur aj ano s



(2004) frameworkChien(2014 analyzedteacheds r esponses t o pl agi ar
three major reactions: definitiprdetection and preventiongach of themplays an

important role in an interactirgystemChien (2014) said thagkically, plagiasm isfithe

replication ofanot her persondés ideas without appro
theseideas as your own(p. 129). Inotherwords, plagiarism is kind of action when

someondakess o meone el seds i dea wi tpriesantthatasifi ng a

their own idea.

There are important issues that arise about detection and prevention if plagiarism
occurs. The teachers tended to regard Internet plagiarism as a serious, imooaigct
behavior and felt pressure to take some measagainst it. As softwarer detecting
plagiarismcontinues to be developadd the way teachers use it may have a great influence
on studermteh@vdiotrgtiidni s i mportant to expl o
detectiorsoftware SutherlaadS mi t h 6 s sas aitddyin Chienq2018)uggests that
finative Englislhspeaking teachedid not consider detection of plagiarism a probfem | t
means that the native Englispeaking teachers who are usually a citizema @festern
country are likly to beaccustomed tdetecting plagiarispthereforethey are taught how
to cite an article oother sourcewvi t h t he right f or mat. Accor
not all theteachers she interviewed liked to use plagiarism scanning and desettoare.
They were reluctant, doulbd aedngy (20kleofeacloefst wa r e ¢
working at US universities suggesitat teachers should utee anti-plagiarism softwee
because it would take more benefit for students and teacheen (d014)said that

ficultural differences may play a role in appropriate and inappropriate informegem



academic writing  ( p - In oth@r&ords, more researdl needed in different cultural

settings aperoeptions ofeefimngetectsnd, and preventing plagiarism.

THE STUDY

Research Question
Wh at ar estrategiesrcaddressing plagiarism in Academic Writinasses in the

Faculty of Language and Arat Universitas Kristen Satyé&/acan&

Context of the study

The study took place iRaculty of Language and Ar{FLA), Universitas Kristen
Satya Wacana (UKSW), Salatiga, Central Java, Indonesia. This faculty had two
departments of EnglisitheEnglish Language Education Progrégi. EP)andthe English
Language anditerature Program. To be specific, the researchaductedhe study on a
requiredAcademic Writingcourse for alELEP studentsin the Faculty of Language and
Arts, therearefour batches whichhavedifferent curriculuns. In batch 2012 the curriculum
was different from 2014 and 2015. Some of the cauasd their flowchart are different
also. The researchémvestigatedall instructors of theAcademic Writing clasgor all

batches.

The study focuses on teacher 6adanicr at egi
Writing classes at thEaculty of Language and AytUniversitas Kristen Saty#/acana
The researchertonducs a qualitative research by using interview project methodology

which focuses on askeveral questions thateattached irAppendix 1.



Participants

The participants of this research were 5 teachers who taught Academic Writing tiass in

secondsemester of 2013016 academicyears Three teachers (female) and one teacher

(male) taught batch 2013 below based on old curriculum and one teacher (male) were

taught batch 2014 based thenew curriculum.

Pseudonym Curriculum Length of Teaching
Academic Writing
Darwin 2009 2 times
Sardn 2009 1 times
Gina 2009 5-6 times
Silla 2009 9-10 times
Ronald 2014 3 times
Thereasonfort he participantsdé selection are

as

1. The researchdrasalready known the lecturers who taught Academic Writing classes.

2. All of the participants are h e

supervisor

of

student 6s

The kind of sampling used ia purposive sampling with criterigelected

participantswasstill fresh with the activities and assessments in the prevAicagdemic

Writing class and they knew how &mldress plagiarism ithe academic context

Instruments

In this study, the researcher used intervegyestionsas the instrument to collect

data. The reason why the researcher tisethterview was that it was easier to gain data

and the data obtained would be deeper since the participants were not many. For the

interview, the researcher used sastnucturednterview because it allowed thiexibility

8
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for the interviewerBecause of th methodology used the semistructurednterview, so

a recorder will also be needed instead of note talihg.recordingvas therntranscribed
verbatim. The flexibility of this interview means that the interviewer could change the
order of the questionso provide an opportunity for followup questions.in these
interviews, explanatory and opended questions were asked in order to offer a framework
for teachers to reflect upon their experience and understanding of the term plagiarism and

its influenceon academic writing.

Indonesian was used for the interview becauseaite it easiefor the researcher
to collect the data such as giving the follagr questions in the interview or in changing
the order of the questions. Besides, using Indonesian also helped the researcher in
transcribing the data because misperception between the researthiee aarticipants
could be minimizedMuch of the verbal contaetith the teachers was imdonesiano

enable them to express themselves freely and accurately.

The interview questi onstrategieswhile dddressinggi ng ¢

plagiarism in Aademic Writing class. There are eiglaestions used by the researcher.

1. How long have you taught Academic Writing class?

2. How many students are in the class?

3. How do you think about plagiarism in Academic conext

4, What are your views of plagiarism deteatiasing computer software?*

5. What are your views of plagiarism prevention?*

6. How do you indicate plagiarism on stud



7. What steps did you take to deal with the students suspected plagiarism?*

8. What is your method for discouraging plagiarism?*

*Thesenterview questions are adapted from CH2@14, p. 126)

Data Collection Procedures
In order to collect the data from the participants, the researcher emtdadtmade
an appointment with the participants chosen that were Academic Writing teachbes in
first semester of 2015/2016. It was to make sure that they were willing to be the participants

of this research.

Each interviewlasted approximately one hour, mostly taking placé ieac her 0 s
office or some pace that had been agreed before. Thegdeted was recorded and
transcribedSince the interview used Indonesian, the data also needed to be translated into

English before the researcher analyzed the data.

Data Analysis Procedure

After doing the interview or collecting the data, the researcher transcribed the
interview result as the data analysiBhe transcription model used was clean
transcription thatis, the researcher only focused on and transcribed the content of the
interview result. After transcribing, the researcher translated the transcription into English.
Then the researcher dible coding based on the data gained to determine the themes or

heading to analyze.

10



The researchanalyzel the dataising thregrinciples dscussed byliles and Huberman

(1994) and Erlandson et al. (1993)

1. Data reductioni Analyze the data result by looking at their statement. The
researcher wil/l not take all of the par
on the interview questions. The researcher made some themes to categorize the
data. Thesteptbi ndi ng the theme is by |l ooking ¢
has been discussed in the theoretical framework. The first step is to find the coding
category based on Chiends (2014) study |
after that make soe themes.
2. Data displayi After coding anddentifying themes, the researcher made a table
(see Table 1.1) to makedstsier for readet® read my analysis. Alsb translated

parti ci pa rnfronslddonesan to Bnglste s

Table 1.1. Themes, Coding Categories, Number of Occurrences, and Samples of

Interview Data

Theme Coding Number of Sample of Interview Data
Categories Occurrences
Students Definition 1.APl agiari sm
taking violation inaninstitution;
sone body because we take someone
idea without el seds i dea
acknowledging acknowled@ngit. Bonald
it .ATaking some
without citing the sources,
asif it comes from theiown
thoughtwithout citing the
cl ear Gimaur ce
Student lack of Definition .A Pl a g bcaurswhem
experience students take some source
about what like ajournal article or book

11




kind of
plagiarism that|
is not
permitted in
their
institution

APl agiari sm

and they do not or wrong
while writing acitation or
reference . 0 Si | | g

action | did not know they
realize or not while doing
pl agi &aradhs m. 0

Detection of
Plagiarism

Detection

.AnBecause I r

Al r eifldound a gap

Al read firs

assignments one by one, |
usually comparg¢he
student® 6S avm &

in their writing assignments|
like the style of their writing
andthelanguageatfter that
usually I will ask the
students fir

already knowthe plagiarist
usually I will talkto her/his
per soDawirl y. 0

Giving
information
and instruction
about
plagiarism

Prevention

Al wi thdm krpwiedge

. At first the students should

.n 1 disicdsd what

about how to refeto some
text, sothe studentsyill
getnew methodsf how to
cite, referandwrite it in
paragraph, andrite alist of
referendes. 0

be given complete
information about
everything that can be
potential causes of

pl agiari sm. 0

plagiarismis, what kind of
text or action that can be
claimed as plagiarism and
give some strategies like
summarizing, quoting,
paraphrasing, ting, and the
important things being
honest acade

12



4.aAl1 give an e

that they do noplagiarize.
Thewords should be equal
to your English level. If you
take it from the sources, yo
shoul d Sjlaot e

Warn the
students

Prevention

fAiUs ual | taughtitem

in theacademic writing
class, | told thento be
careful abouplagiarism.
Theyshould prevent itgood
when quoting paraphrase
well, and usgour own
word. oSill a

Personal
Approach

Consideration

Al al ways u
f

Al do person

i S
approacho o]
who aresuspecteof
committing

pl agiari sm. 0

I maybe | will decrease the
grade for the
consequencesfarah

Admonish the
students and
give another
chance to
revise the text

Consideration

.fi B e c dheyarestill

AUsuvally if

learning so | only admonish
them and ask them to give
the source. But we already
had the FLL regulatiogf
thestudent plagiares they
automatically get Bsoif
the student still plagiarize
until the final submission,
they automatically will get
E. 0 Gina

students who plagiaeg, |

will ask them to revise it an
| will grade it based on their
revision but the grade will
not be &kaduc

Discuss and
revise it
together in

Consideration

Al wi |

show
they do plagiarism in their
assignment. Because we

13



class by already make an agreemen

showing the in class likedwe are
student academic writing
one by one community so we must lear

from each other. It means it
there is one group or one
person whlagiarizes, we
will show it but for our
knowledge

togetherd Ronald

Findings and Discussion

|l nt erviews r egar diaddresdsing plagidrisnrese @onavithr at e g i
five teachers The findings which are scussed in this section includehe t eacher
teaching backgrounabout Academic Writingnd the strategiesel usel in dealing with

studentésuspected plagiarismwhich isthe mainconcernof this research.
Definition

Students taking somebody’s idea without acknowledging it

Basically, the definition of plagiarism i@n act of not citinghe sources when taking
someone el seds i de as.withBhe fve garti@pants,tsbnee ofitet er v i
participans stated that the definition of plagiarismagind of violation intheinstitution.

When studentdakes o me o n e  eld netadkmowleddedt,at can be call@ddgiarism.

Here is what Ronald thought about the definition of plagiarism in academic context:

Ronald Plagiarism is a violation imaninstitutionb ecause we take someone el
acknowleding it. (Interview on February 16, 2016; my own translation)
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Ronald thought that the definition of plagiarism mrsacademiwiolation because
studentstake some sources @rdo not cite them properlySimilarly, 1son (2012 also
insisted that plagiarism ia violation of rulesandit becomes the attention in academic

ethics(lson, 2012 as cited in Pecorari, 2014)

A similar idea is alsotated by Gina. She also agreed thfz definition of

plagiarism isan act of takingomeonee | sed6s i dea wiithout acknowl

Gna Taking someone iagthesolicesasifd ammes fkamttheimwvathinkinga m
without naning it with aclear source. (Interview on Febrydrl, 2016; my own translation)

Based on the statement above, similarly defined plagiarism as what Ronald
previouslyexplained She added tha t u d e n t sthat theihvaritngshatéheir own
without acknowledging itBecausewe talk in academic context, so the definition of

plagiarism is very strict.

Students’ lack of knowledge about plagiarism

Rel ated to the studentodés deved aspghment i
participans in this researchstated thaplagiarsm may occurduetohe st udent s 6 |
experiences and knowledge on appropriate citation of the sdaased on their institution

rules. This point was illustrated by Silla:

Silla: Plagiarism refergo when students take some soursesh agournal article or bools, and
they do not write theitation or referencer write it wrondy. (Interview on February 15, 2016; my
own translation)

Sometimes some of the studentsrobt realize when they dwagiarism, but some

of them realize it. Thigsvas stated by Sarah.
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Sarah: Plagiarism is kind of a bad actibdid not know they realize or not while doing plagiarism.
(Interview on February 10, 2016; my own translation)

When the students do not understand about the meahpiggiarism itself irthe
academic context, they will get some difficulties when they do writing assignments.
Different institutiors have their own rulesand definition about plagiarism. Consequently,
the studergstudyingthere should knowhe rules and definition gflagiarism. Sometimes
the students know the right formatn how t o <cite or paraphr as
However,sometimes when they writeeir papersthey writeit in a wrong formasuch as
in citing, summarizing and paraphrasitigs alittle bit tricky for teachers to detect whether
the students do not know the format or the students already know the format but they still

do plagiarism.

Detection and Consideration

Reading the assignments one by one

Detection anatonsideratiorof plagiarism intheacademic context is very popular.
The eacher will use their own style or strategy to detect andvd#aplagiarism in their
class. Moreoverin this periodof technologythe internet is popularMost activities or
tasls can be done witlthe internet, such adetection of plagiarism. There are so many
software applications or online applicat®oto help teacherdetect plagiarism in the
studentéwriting assignments withoutiking too mucttime. They only need to copfe
studensd w o r kste thenthto fheasoftwareHowever,someof the participants did not
usethe software to detegblagiarismint he st ud e ns$. §hey wousldsread thene n t

draftsmanually one by one. This was stated by Darwin, Sarah and Gina.
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Sarah Because | read theiissignments one by one, | usually complaeen (Interview on February
10, 2016; my own translation)

Gina | read firstif | found a gap in their writing assignmentor instance, ithe style 6 their
writing and language atetally different, usually | will ask thstudentsirst. (Interview on February
11, 2016; my own translation)

Darwin; | read first andhen if | already know who diglagiarism,usually | will talk with her/him
personally(Interview on February 03, 20161y own translation)

Theystatedt hat t hey were able to detect plagiar
especially when their students used sophisticated worlditierent style of writingThey
deteced it manually not becaus®f their lack of knowledge abouplagiarismdetector

software but mainly becausef the limitations otheword in some software.

The length of teaching academic writingntributes a lot to theiexperiencen
addressing studesitsuspected plagiarism. Essentiallige longer they taught academic
writing, the more experiendehey aren dealing with students wharesuspecteof doing
plagiarism They will easily correct the studers 6 wr i t i nlelposoftwareut any
However,it cannot be the main measuremeintplagiarism detectionin the academic

context.

Personal approach

After the teachersl et e c t pl agi ar i s m,iheyustallysvill makesat ud e nt
decision with their students. Different teachers will aghfferent styleto dealwith the
students.Some teachers use personal approach to dewaiith the students whaoare
suspectedf doingplagiarism.They believe that if thetalk personally with their students,

they will easilygive a punishment. For example
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Dar wi n: I al ways u sferdomé ptedenss ovhead susge@auaf doing h 0
plagiarism. (Interview on February 3, 2016; my own translation)

In addition tousinga personal approach, one of the teashvéiil decr ease t he st

grade but she will talk personallfirst with thesuspect. This was stated by Sarah:

Sarah | do personal approach, but the consequenicélecreasinghe gradeis still possible
(Interview on February 10, 2016; my own translation)

Thepunishment oflecreas n g t h e grade isitdemendf teethigHevel punishmerst
to deal with studnts whois suspecteaf doing plagiarism. Theeaches believeif the
grades of thetudents wharesuspectedf doingplagiarismare deductedhey will think
againbefore committingplagiarism.Even sqthe teacherdo not automaticallyeduct the

s t u d gradé. Th@dy have a criterion to punish their students.

Admonish the students and give the chance to discuss and revise
By warning the students about their mistake while writingitip@per indirectly teachey
decrease plagiarism casdheclass Because some students are still considered practicing

one of the participasuunderstandber students and juatimonishe er st udent s &6 v

Gina: Because thegrestill in the practice step, so | only admonish them and ask them to give the
source. But we al r ea dstudénaddesagiaresm dheautomatcgllydedat i on i |
an EO. Tfhktedensgdtiloconductplagiarism until the final submission, theytamatically

will get anE.(Interview on February 11, 2016; my own translation)

Based on Gi na 06 sedletswudeptsrevisd their wolireal she evduldive
them some sources twlp the students know deeper on how to cite propeibyvever,
Gina would applythe Faculty Language and Artegulation if her students stillod

plagiarism repeatedlylhe other teacheralso gvea chance for theistudents to revise
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their work.However,one of the teachers will o t deduct the student O:¢

Silla:

Silla: Usually if there are some students whoplagiarism, | will ask them to revideir work
and | will graddt based on their revision, but the grade will not be dedu(tadrview on February
15, 2016; my own translation)

She would assess the studg@mtork based on their revision, not their first dsaBy giving
achance like this, the student will learn more from their mistake as long asetheer
guidesthem to revise itSimilady, Ronaldalso giveshis students chance to revise their
work if he detectsa plagiarism inhiss t u d e n t However lois way s a little bit
different; he will make an agreement with his studsetat discuss all of the studedivork

in class. It wastated by Ronald:

Ronald: I will show it in class when they do plagiarism in their assignment. Because we already
make an agreement in class |ike fiwe are academi
other. It means if there is one group or one @emoing plagiarism, we will show it but for our

knowledge together.(Interview on February 16, 2016; my own translation)

The purpose of his strategy is to make their studsottafraid to show their worto each

other. Besidesthe other students will ear n fr om t h esiSomefimes ends o
studentareuncomfortable to shateeir work with their friend®ecause they think if they

have mistakestheir friends will humiliate them. However, Ronald stands to build his

studens Gonfidenceo shareheir workas well as theiknowledge.

Prevention

Giving information and instruction about plagiarism
Teachers shoulguide the students to understand more about plagiarism. They should give

a lot of information about plagiarism incademic context untitheir studentsfully
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understand about plagiarism, oratldast ow how t o ci t e Aadimg on e
to my participants, é&fore heyask theirstudens to write a paperthey will give a clear
instruction. The aim is to make the students knowtwiney are goingto write. Ronald,

Gina, Sarah and Silkelaborated as follows

Ronald: I will giveinformationabout how tacite some texd © the studentsanhaveseveralways
of how to cite, refer, write in aparagraph, and writiein alist of referencesInterview on February
16, 2016; my own translation)

Gina: Initially, the students should be given complete information about everything that ean be
potential causef plagiarism. (Interview on February 11, 2016; my own translation)

Samh: Iwill discuss whaplagiarismis, what kind of text or action that can bensidereglagiarism
and give some strategies like summarizongpting, paraphrasing, citirapdotherimportant thing
of being honest academically. (Interview on February 10, 2@46own translation)

Silla: | give an explanatio so that they do not plagiarizéhe words should be equal witheir
English level. Ifthe studentsake it fromothersources, you shoulite it. (Interview on February
15, 2016; my own translation)

Four of themsharethe same thouglaf how toprevent plagiarism inlass. They believe

that whenteachers give complete and clear informataord instruction, it will make
students understand and decreptgiarism casein class. Usually they will givéhe
information about plagiarism in the first meetingriake thestudents remember what kind

of writing thatis indicated as plagiams, andthey will remind it againthroughoutthe
semesterAs explained by Sillashe will explain the information based their students
English level. It means she will know first their students English level during the class. It
is to prevent thestudents who lack of Englisproficiency from misunderstandinipe

information.The other teacher also warthe studentduring the classof example

Silla: Usually when | aughtthem in academic writing class, | told them be carefulwith
plagiarism.They shouldavoidit, quote well, paraphrase well, ugeeir own words.(Interview on
February 15, 2016; my own translat)o
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Silla usually admonigks herstudens t o be caref ul when taki

because little mistakewill indicate aplagiarism.She thinks that it will make the students

constantly remember about the dangedahg plagiarism in class.

Conclusion

The purpose of this study is to iimvest:

addressing plagiarism in Academic Writing clasgexording to the interview resasjtall
the participants have their own strategies to address plagiarisncadeic Writing

classes which are different one to the other.

As found in the findings, there are four categories that the researcher found after
coding the participantds responses. The
and consideration. The four categories may appealifferent themes based dhe
par ti ci pan tlnstéermsrodefmitiom,sd#ferent participants have different
perceptios about definition of plagiarism. Theefinition of plagiarism itself affectghe
parti ci pamwhestBeycheckt actegit @slent 6s wor k. Some
that definition of plagiasm is when the students take me body 6 s I dea
acknowledging it. In addition, it meartbat the students know that thesre doing
plagiarism in their writing The other pdicipantssaythat the studentare lacking of
experience about what kind of plagiarism that is not permitted in their institution.
Furthermore, the students need more explanation or knowledge aboutigiagiBne

teacher should pay more attentiorthdr studens who havesucha problem
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The seond and third coding categories at®ut detection and consideration. The
participants have their own strategishencheck ng t he st udentiesdé wor
some of the participantse ad t h e s teabygane Thewbelwve when tbey read
the studentsdé work one by one, Althodgkeiythisvi | | f
era therearesomesoftwareapplicationghat can help teachecorrecting or checking the
st ud e n tsachaswmonmadrlythey still corret or checkmanually It is becauséhey
believe that the effect i gighyeeadsnghenicarefulye c ki ng
Some of the participants do a personal apprdactiheir studentsThey believe that
personal approach wl make the studentdeel comfortable in class. Some of the
participantsadmonish them and givechance to them to discuss and revise their writing
drafts The participants believe that when doing those methods they will de¢hease
plagiarism issue inlass lecause the participantenc heck t he studentsbo
students do their writing. Ish category is prevention. Agaches, they must prevent
plagiarism in their institutionsAs explained by the participantshey give more
information andnstruction about plagiarism for their students. It is to make their students

know deeper that plagiarism is forbidden in any circumstances.

Having explored teacherés strategies in
from perfect. Itis only limited to one particular context with five participants only which
means that this studyovers a small scope. Therefore, f@xt research, the researcher
suggests to enlarge the context of the studyatithe data gained will be more varidd.
addition further research can also discuss more about the different style in addressing

plagiarism between Eastern and Western teachers.

22



ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

First of all 1 would like to express my greatest gratitude to Allah SWT for His
abundant blessings given to n@nly by His gracefulness and mercy, | had a chance to
l earn a | ot of things and obtain my bachel
(UKSW). Second, | would like to give my special gratitude to my thesis supervisor, Dr.
Joseph Ernest Mambu, wis very patient and humble in guiding me in finishing my thesis.
As for my examiner, Dr. Elisabet Titik Murtisari who gives me inputs and suggestions for
my thesis. | also give a bunch of thanks to all the participants, Academic Writing teachers
in secad semester of 2015/2016 in English Language Education Program (ELEP)
UKSW, for being so cooperative in collecting data. Also for my academic adW#sor
Martha NandartiM.A., for hercontinuoudirections during four years of my study. Many
thanks are lao dedicated to my family, especially to my father and mother. | am really
thankful for having them supporting my study. Besides, their limitless prayers for my
success that encourage me to pursue better future career. Special thanks are also addressed
for Yayas, Annisa, Novi, Azaria, Valerie, Umu, Umi, Cik Grace, Ryandika, Mario, Jojo
6oppabdé, Sandra, and Edwin who always becom
days and share the good and bad memories together. | would also like to thank Virna as
my third reader; she helped me to check my grammar for my thesis. Last but not least, |
would |like to thank to ED 6Twel versodo for t
mates in SMP N 2 Salatiga for the last three months and for all people taandtc

mentioned one by one who always supports me finishing this thesis.

23



REFERENCES

Agnes, O. (2014)The Underlying Reasons for Giving Journal Assesments in Academic
Reading ClasdJnpublished master's thesis, Universitas Kristen Satya Wacana,
Salatiga, Jawd engah, Indonesia

H. R. Garner, P. D. (2011). Combating unethical publications with plagiarism detection
servicesUrologic Oncology: Seminars and Original Investigations, 2999.

Hexham, I. (2005)people.ucalgary.caRetrieved July Monday, 2016, from
http://people.ucalgary.ca/~hexham/content/articles/plajysagiarism.htmi

Huberman, M. B. (1994 ualitative Data Analysis: An expected source book (2nd ed).
Thousand OaksCA, SAGE.

Kutieleh, T. S. (2011). How different are we? Understanding and Managing plagiarism
between East and Wesdburnal d Academic Language & Learning, A88-A98.

Lee, Y. (201}. Understanding anplagarism software adoption: An extended protectio
motivation theory perspective. 3&b9.

Liu, D. (2005). Plagiarism in ESOL students: Is cultural conditioning truly the major
culprit?ELT Journal, 593), 234241.

Pecorari, D. (2008)Academic Writing and Plagiarism: A Linguistic Analysisndon:
Continuum International Publishing Group.

Pecorari, D. (2014). Plagiarism in secdadguage writingLanguage Teaching47.3,
269-302.

Pennycook, A. (1996). Borrowing Other's Words: Text, Ownership, Memory, and
Plagiarism TESOL Quarterly30, 201-230.

Stapleton, P. (2012). Gauging the effectiveness ofpdagiiarism software: An empirical
study of second language graduate writéosirnal of English for Academic
Purposes 112), 125133.

24



APPENDIX

Darwin (Strategy#1)
Date:Monday/March 5, 2016

Time: 10.00¢ 10.45

1. Latar belakang pertanyaan?
a. Sudah berapa lama anda mengajar kelas Academic writing di Fakultas
Bahasa dan Seni UKSW??semester
b. Berapa jumlah mahasiswa yang anda ajar di kelas Academic Writing?
Sekitar 1325 orang
2. Bagaimana menurut pandangan anda tentang Plagrisme di konteks Academic
Writing?
Menurut saya, plagiarisme dalam konteks mahasiswa itu sebaiknya jangan

dilakukan karena plagiarisme itu sendiri sepmditer of learningLebih baik kita
tulisannya bias#iasa saja taporiginal word dari pada bagus tapi nyontek.

3. Bagaimana pandangan anda terhadap mendeteksi plagiarisme menggunakan
perangkat lunak seperti website atau aplikasi yang lainnya?
Saya pernah pakai software waktu tahun lalu tapi saya lupa narsamgaeam
plagiarism checker, tapi menurut saya itu tidak efektif karena beberapa mahasiswa
saya complain karena beberapa frase se
termasuk terdeteksi plagiarism. Jadi menurut saya lebih efektifnya ketika dosen
benarbenar membaca lalu ketika dosen itu bepmamar ragu satu kalimat atau
beberapa kalimat ditulis lebiheix di copy paste aja dimasukan ke Google. Itu
lebih efektif daripada menggunakan software plagiarism. Kurang valid kalo pake

softwaresoftware daripadadtika dosen membaca satatu. Dosertlosen S1 pun
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menurut saya sudah terbiasa untuk mendeteksi plagiarism di Academic konteks
karena mereka sudah terbiasa dengashalaseperti ini meskipun mereka masih
S1 dan mengajar untuk mahasiswa S1.

4. Bagaimana pandgan anda untuk mencegah plagiarisme di dalam konteks

Academic Writing?

Saya percaya bahwa dalam konteks Academittiidg khususnya yang sekarang

ya saya masih percaya bahwa guru atau dbseperan sebagagsources Jadi

ddam arti jangan membiarkanahasiswa ini misalnya menulis tanpa guidance ya,
jadi lebih baik ketika kita misalnya mmantu memberi membuat drajadi kira

kira diBab 1 itu dilntroduction harus di tulis poin AB atau C. entah mungkin ini
refleksi pribadi di kelas saya ya, entalengapa sudah dijelaskan teorinya tapi
ketika sudah masuk dalam penulisan idenya itu sangat kacau dan tidak intinya
mereka itumenulis yang penting panjan@gpi idenya tidak. Makanya saya
memustukan di kelas ini memhkaruntuk membuat poipoin saja selanjnyaya
mereka yang elaborasi tapi poinnya saya perlu membantu. Mungkin berbeda
dengan dosen lain.

5. Bagaimana anda mendeteksi plagiarisme di pekerjaan mahasiswa anda?
Biasanya saya baca terus kalo misalnya udah ketahuan biasanya saya personal sih.
Sambild bercandain gitu fAtulisan kamu bagus
akan nangkep omongan saya. Karena saya rasa untuk kadar mahasiswa itu tidak
perlu dimarahin ya, udah besar dan capek juga maeahh ngapain jadi
dibercandain aja.

6. Langkah apa yangida lakukan untuk membuat kesepakatan terhadap mahasiswa
anda yang terbukti melakukan plagiarisme?

Pendekata personal karena mungkin tidak semua ya mungkin kalo stds ke
mungkin kelasnya saya tutugarena kassnya itu case by case ya jadi tidg&hnua
mahasiswa ding 1 atau 2 aja. Saya jarang banget ngasih E karena pasti kapok kok
mereka.

7. Apa metode anda untuk mengurangi tindakan plagiarism di Academic Writing?
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Mungkin itu ya pendekatan personal. Itu karena background study saya, saya kan
S2nya magiser humanistic. Jadi saya belajar tentang itu bagaipamanfaatan
pendidikan untukmergangkat halhak asasi manusiaJadi misalnya gini,
bagaimana di pembukaan UUD 19%&tulis bahwa kemerdekaan adalah hak
segala bangsa, ketika itu kita relatepemdidikan kan berarévery student is has

to be successfyjadi saya banyak belajar tentang kaitankaitan ilmu humanis
dalam pengajaran. Jadi pendekatan saya terhagdmasiswadi FBS sangat

dipengaruhi olelprinsip humanis
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