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.ABST i:1.ACT 

The Prevalence: (~/ PlagiarisJ'J'z and its implication to quo/ity of education: 
Th e case of Addis Ababa Univers ity. 

Name Addisu Berhe 

The intent o/this sllIdy Iva.)' to assess the Pn~va l e nce of Plagiarisms and its implication to 
quality of education: The case of !\ddis Ab:tba Univers ity. Both quantitative alld 
qualitative data werc collected through questionnaires, interview) and participant ',)' 
ohserv(!rs. A samp!e 0/ eight departments W e/)' sc!eC f::d randomly ([f)wng ·;0 postgraduate 
studies. A sample oj' 163 students participated j;·om 483 postgraduat e students of regula!" 
and extension program; besides 9 instructors lvere interviell'ed. Th e data were ana!y:ed 
using Percentages, Ineans om/ standard d(!viation. The jindings revcal that inlemc! 
plagiarisms and plagiarisms dlle poor understanding oj in lext citation, paraphrasing 
and referenCing prevail most due to intentional plagiarism act ufpres,) !lrc to succeed ond 
unin!entional act of po ()I . understanding olin text Citation, pClraphrcl.)illg :md rc/erencin:; 
convclltions'. Further, absence 0/ vivid Clnd inclusive rnechanisms to id.:ntifv the 
authenticity a/students work across the selected departmerl /'5 show thot there is a loosen 
ant-plagiarism movements in the departments, Therefore, this stU((v suggests different 
recommendations and the main ones are departments and institutes should prepare 
common explicit simple examples of correct text acknowledgements conventions thut 
could be put on the course olltlines of each courses/modules; the nation higher 
:;dllcations should have u hub data hase ({nd softJ.vare 's that coutd help instructors C/ 

cf"o.Js the nation to check their students work with others prior ,vork; student's papers 
and thesis titles have to be guided to new issues (md contemporClty problSI11S of /he 
society to minimize replications and scrabbling on similar arena, 
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Chapter One 

1.1 Background of the Study 

Plagiarism is a thcft ot' SOtnCOI1C'S crcativity, ideas or language; someth ing tha t ::itrikes at 

very heart of academic litl; (Williams, 2002). The problem ranged from the who lesale 

copying of entire papers to copying here and there (Hansen, 2003). This academic 

misconduct also includes using other people words :mcl ieleas as if th-.;y were ones own. 

without acknowledgi ng the source (Park, 2004). 

The. issue of academic honesty and respect of intellectual prop'-.:rty arc areas of 

conside rable concern to tertiary higher educations worldwide (Marshall & Garry, 2005). 

Further more, Alschuler and Blimling (1995 citied in fark, 2004) belief that there is 

mounting evidence that student cheating in general and plagiarisms in particular are 

becoming more commo n and mOre widespread across nat ions. However; in the presence 

of such misconduct which is increasing at an alarming rate yet many higher educations do 

not have explicit rules on academic and scientific dishonesty. As a result, those who 

practice the misconducts would never punish (Pupovac Vanj a, Bilic Lidij a and Petrovecki 

Maden., 2008). 

In the interim, various authors propose severai variables that aggravate student's theft 

such as response to increasing assessmem work over load, not understanding of 

referencing conventions, difficulty of assessment tasks, deliberate atktnpt to deceive 

markers, and peers pressure (Wilkinson, 2009). The malpractice of plagiarism as 

phenomenon is not a new, but given tempt:1ti,)n of easily accessibk ckl·[ ron tC reso urces 

in recent times, madc it much easier for stucLnts to cut and P3stc lcxb e:1sily (Willi:1I11s, 



20(2). Moreo ver, Lknnctl (lOUS ci[i-.:d in Wilkinson, 2009) noted that plagiarism is not 

only re lated to certain variables; but the probability students would plagiarize could also 

linked with peer influence and ethical position, fear of fa ilure or penalties if caught, and 

the intensity of higher educations anti-plagiarism activities. According to Hinman 

Lawrence speech who was director of Values Insti tute at the Univers ity San Diego (citied 

in Hansell, 2003) pointed out tha t trllst is fundamental to social, political and economic 

fabr ic of any success ful society. However, academic dishonesty is a prevail:ot issue that 

Inces all higher educations across the board that should often regard with a strong outrage 

by academics (Marshall and Garry, 2005). Thu:;, th is research is tricd to assess the 

prevalence of plagiarisms and its implicat ion to quality of education: the case of Addis 

Ababa University. 

1.2 Statement of the Problem 

Difh·ent :;tudics have been conducted in overseas on plagiarism under diverse titles like: 

statl and stud8nts perceptions on plagiarism and cheating (Wilkinson, 2009); how well do 

students really understanci plagiarism? (Marshall and Gary, 2005); the plagiarism 

problem: are students en tirely to blame? (Williams, 2002). Further, there was a research 

that integrates policy, preparation and prevention: proactive minimization of student 

pb?i~1:·ism by D~viin (2006) . Even though, the abOve v::lrious different countries studies 

revealed the seriousness of the problem there was not a research in E[h;opia y,-'[ tint puts 

fOCllS generally on plagiarism activity and pJrticuhrly on its prev:dence ::111c! factors . 

Therefcm:, it s~;cms that higher educations of EthiopiJ :tnd stakcholcl . .:-rs on ,-'ducatiOl1 

studies revcakd it is a t1ncat of developing and jc\elupcd l1~1tiuil,). ['!J us, th is r;,:sc~lrch 



tircd to assess the prevalence of piagiclri ::; l11s ,mel ltS implication to quality of education: 

the case of Addis Ababa Univers ity. 

1.3 Basic Research Question 

This study tricd to answer the following basic questions 

1. To what extent are various plagiarisms prevailed among the selected 

departments? 

2. What factors contributed for the incidences of plagiarism among postgraduate 

students in the selected department::;? 

. 
3. To what extent the misuse of internet creClted a chance to plagiarize? 

4. What mechanisms are used by the selected departments to iden tify and deal with 

plagiarism? 

5. To what extent do plagiarism becomes a threat to the quality of education in the 

selected depmtments? 

1.4 Objecti yes of the study 

The major objective of this research was to assess the prevalence of plagiarisms and its 

implication to quality of education: the case of Addis Ababa University. More 

specifically this study intends to: 

1. describe the extent 0 f the plagiarism prevalence across the selected 

departments and institwcs: 

2. list out variolls the factors that contributes to the incidences of plagiarism in 

the selected programs; . 

J. identify rncchanisn1s lls~ci [0 d~t~r plagi:1risn1s in the ::;clectcd d~partnlent:>: 

-t. investigate the otTcncdconseqllcnces of the programs on pLlgiai'ists; 



S. ckscl"ibc the level of pLtgi"ris!11 threat to thc quali lY of education ll1 til.; 

selected programs. 

1.5 Significance of the Study 

The findings of this study forwarded remarkable points about prevalence of plagiari sms 

and factors that affect in sekcted ckpartments o f Addis Ababa Univers ity. Further, 

conclusions and recommendatiorfs drawn fro m this s tudy are usefu l fo r higher education 

institutions and concerned stakehol ders . .:vlo reover~ the research fi ndings can be used as 

steeping point for other researchers, instructors to extend the study. 

1.6 Delimi tation of the study 

The study was descriptive to determine the prevalence of plagiarisms and its implication 

to quality of education. Thus, study did not attempt to find the propo rtion of plagiarized 

students from the total participants of postgraduate students due to lack of clear cut point 

to measure plagiarism, furthe r the issue is critical, sensitive, and more of personal and 

e'/en it could be offensive for participants. This study is also delimited in one of 

pioneering ,higher education of Ethiopia, Addis Ababa University 'Sidst Kilo' campus 

due to time, money and other constraints . 

1.7 Limitation of the Study 

The study did not attempt to evaluate selected sample theses pbgiarism intensity due to 

absence of soft\vare that scrutinize . Thus, the study is limi ted to assess prev:Jlencc's and 

factors plagiarism respect to participant' s responses . Further, to maximum level of 

attempt the resear<.~her did not find research results on plagiarism [hat sho'vv the existing; 

situation in tlh~ context of Ethiop ia to supplement the study by Et hiop ians researches, 

journals or~1rt i c lcs. 



Chapter Two 

Review of Related Literature 

This chapter discusses the fo llowing anchoring topics that help to put the theoretical 

background for the study th~se include : definitions ot' plagiarism by different authors and 

APA style of vvriting, ineidenc~s of plagiarism and its prevalence in higher education, . . 

ami the factors that influence students to plagiarize. At last, this chapter funneled by the 

school of thoughts on text authorship, 

2. t Dctinitions of Pl<lgiari'rTl 

t\ccording to Carro ll and Park (2003 cit ied in Marshall and Garry, 2005) considered the 

word Plagiarism as a te rm which is exposed to various interpretations definitiol:s since it 

consists of wide concept. Thus, according to Marsh (2007) plagiarism could be 

influenced by culture, professions, disciplinary and prejudices stand, as a result; 

plagiarism often shifted with respect to the abo ve po ints, so the meaning or p lagiarism 

varies among scholars and practitioners including across disciplines Therefore, let us look 

plagiarism definitions by different authors or writers and APA respectively, 

2.1.1 Authors Definition of Plagiarism 

According to Fialkoff (l993, citied in Park, 2003) used the term plagiarism to depict 

tJking of someone i cL~l.S or \vords ' r,egardless of common knowledg:,:, l\[orc:ove r, the 

Fialkoff stand to the ddtnition of piJ.giarisl11 adopted by the Association ot' American 

Hi:>torians, who further '~xp licitly put it as not only the mi:)u:)~ of olh~r:) \ \Tltin~s but abo 

limited borrowing, \\ ithout due acknowledgement ,)t' t~"t conventi on , of :ll1othcr':) 

:)iSllific~UH research tlndi[lgs, hypothesis, theories or interpretation.:). 



Wit h respect to .:itU<.L:ll t:), the act ivity pl:l~iari::; : : l could b,.:; defined ~l :): Ll ln~knowkdged u::;e 

of someone else 's work, usually in coursework, and pass ing it otT as iI' i[ were on,.:;'s own, 

Moreover, th is academic malpractice could inculcate a theft of words or ideas, beyond 

normally regarded «s general knowledge (Park, 2004). 

The term plagiarism as complex that could be defined in various interp ret ive contexts to 

satisfy all s ituations since the misconduct is not only associated with culture and 

economic world but also inculcate intensively personal notations 01' in te ll ectual pol itics as 

well. As a result; the re is no universal and inclusive definition of plagiar ism but the four 

possi'ble common definitions wo uld be: -

I. Taking and use of another person's tho ugh ts, writings, and invention as 

one's own (Australian Concise Oxford Dictionary). 

2. Taking and use (the thoughts, writings, inventions etc) of another person 

as OilS'S own. (2) Pass off the thoughts e tc of another person as one's own 

(L. pi1giarius Kidnapper) (Concise Oxford Dictionary). 

3. Inappropriate use of ideas, passage, etc from another work or 

another).From Latin plagiarus plundered, from plagium kidnapping 

(Collins dictionary of the English language). 

4. Steal and pass off the ideas or words of another as one's own: use 

another' s production without crediting [he source; to commit li tcnry theft: 

present as new and origin::d an idea or product derived from an ex ist ing 

source Webster's online c1idion:ll'Y (Southerland-Sm itb, '2003:75) . 

Generally; Marsh considered plagiarists as usa, thief, or borrower, st:;a ler; pbgiarism as 

Kicin:lpping ot' l itcl"~lry content or l11~l[cl"i :tl (h:l[ compkt~ly pu:;s~~;:)ed by SOin~on;; cis-' 

(Marsh, 2007). 



2 .l. 2 APA Definitioll of Plagia ri .sm 

The 6
th 

edition of the Publicu tioll [\;fanual of the American Psychological Association 

remarked that academic writing so li c its givIng clue acknowledgement to prior theories, 

ideas or assumptions tha t in tlucnced the writer's or rescarcher's outcome. Thus, if 

authors fulfilled tex t referencing, c itation and paraphras ing conventions there would not 

be any plagiarism. If researchers or authors didn't put in to cons ide rat ion credit ing 

sources there cOllld be plagiarizing of other works and their work too (APA, 20 10). 

Th us, th is publication manual bc! iet' plagiarism happened 'vvhcn researcherslau thors 

present::; ideas, concepts or words of others as the ir o'vvn, as res ul t til is academic wr iting 

guideline belief that if authors model a s tudy afte r one done by someone e lsc, the 

originat ing author should be g iven credit. Moreover; a plagiarist could also pbgiarize 

himself Iherself that could be ca lled se lf plag iar ism, sllch ki nd of plagiarism committed 

\\hen the author nt:gkct to consider acknowledging their prior wo rk that influenced their 

new one and when they disclosed for readers their new work is to tally origina l in the 

presence of their prior w ork influence (AP A, 2010). 

From the above various definitions it is possible to deduce that p lagiarism is complex, 

contextu::tl, s~lbjective, culture and disciplin:uy b::tsed. 

2.2 Prevalence of plagiarism in higher education 

Students pl::tgimize in the follo'vving four m::tny way:;: -

I. Stealing materi :1 1 from :mothcr sourCe :lIlcl P:l~Sillg it oft' :IS the ir own , \~. g . 

(a) Guying a paper f'rom a resea rch service ,C:5:;:IY bal1k or krll1 

paper mill ~c: ith('r prc: -\\'ritk!l ,lr :;pcc:ialiy \\ rittcn) 

7 



(11) COpyillg :l whole p;1pcr i'WIll a ~OlJrce text wi thout prope r 

aCKnow Icdgement, 

(c) S ubmitting anothe r student's work, with or without that 

s tudent 's knowledge (e.g. by copying a COIllputer d isk) 

2. Submitting a paper written by someone else (e.g. a peer or re lative) and 

pass in g it otlas the ir own. 

3. Copying sec tio ns of mate rial from on e or more source texts, supply ing 

proper doc um e ntation (inc ludin g the fu ll refe rence) but leaving o ut 

.quo tation marks, thus giving the impress ion that material has been 

paraphrased rather tha n direct ly quoted . 

4. Paraplll'asing mate rial from o ne o r more so urce texts without s ll;Jplying 

appropriate documentation (Whiloit, .1994 Brand and Howard, 2002 

citied in Park, 2003, Pp. 475) 

Thus, a Wilkinson study remarked thal cheating, plagiarism and other forms of academic 

misconduct are significant issues in higher education (Wilkinson, 2009). Moreover, a 

study made in our country under the title of academic dishonesty in the selected faculties 

of Education, .Business and Economics both in Addis Ababa and Jimma universities, 

reflected that the faculties ' staff member's perceived academic dishonesty is rampant in 

their department (Tefer:t & Kinde, 2009). A study made overseas studer,ts on dealing 

with plagiarism ddincClt<ed that students Clttempt to pbgiarize or doing pbgiarism is 

increasing due to the presence of opportunities and pressure to do so (park, 2004). 

Generally, a hugc volume of li kmture by Dcsruisseaux (1999, citicel in Wllli:lms, 2(02) 

on the subj ect of pbgiar ism rc\"ealed pbgi~1rism in the higher education sector appears to 



l)c as llot new phenomenon; its inc id ~ltc;: has grown in scale to the point where it IS 

almost of epidemic proportions. 

Holistically, an internationcll evidence review from USA, South Africa and Finland by 

Park (2003, citied in Delvlin, 2006) suggested that plagiarism by students is becoming 

both rnorc common and rnore \videspread, although there are variations among 

di sc iplines, countries and undergraduate: and postgt:acluClte students. 

Thus, according to A lschur and S liming (1995, citied in Park, 2003) on speech of 

epicbmic cheating provoked that students cheating generally and plagiarism particularly 

is propagating more and spreading widely. Finally, academic malpractice prevalence is 

increasing across developing and developed countries (Eckiste in, 2003). Furthermore, 

this academic dishonesty occurs in the universi ty or college academic world that could 

put the higher educations quality in jeopardy. The public could also claim on the 

academic excellence of the higher educations, especially on those with inconsiderate 

plagiaristic activi ty. Moreover; this malpractice could cripple the repu tations of higher 

educations (Southerland-Smith, 2008) 

2.3 Factors that influence students to plagiarize 

StucL::nt:; could plagiarize in to t\\<) ways, these could be pl.lrposefitlly Clnd k'1o \'\;ingly, 

which is called intention~11 p13gi:lrism and this malpractice clone by those stucknts \vho 

arc prcpJrcd and orgcmized to mislead their teacher to get Lll1ckrservecl marks nt' gr~1lks, 

thus it is a deliberate act of literary theft (Park, 2003). 

III the tlipside, according [0 Whilst ,\ tills (1094 , citi..:d ill Park ,? OO:J) ther.: JL.; . ;ll!'-L':l1t~; 

\\hu ll\~ly get thell1sc!vc's pLlgiariziIlgUl1i(;tcl\ti()ll~llly due to th~'lr poor Ul1dC,'S[:lndi[lg of 



text citation ,paraphrasing and rek rencing convention whe n lhey refer others Ol"iginal 

work (Park, 2003). Thereforc, students mostly ignore or allow plagiarism due to lack of 

knowledge, advent of technologies that makes plagiarism easy to commit or lack of 

consequence (Bilic-Zulle et at., ,2008).In connection to this the following t:,c tors are 

identitied. 

2.3. t I,:!competence of in text acknowledgement conventions 

The chapters how to avoid plagia rism belief reading fo r research pu rpose so li c it 

reviewing diversified source of information, therefore the students writing should provide 

close"a ttention to presents the diverse sources of information meaningfully for eva luat ion 

(Marsh, 2008) .Thus, according to (White, 2004 citied in Pecorari, 20 I 0) on a discussion 

of a eiter motivation studies, point out the decision to cite should be made to the bene fits 

of the research and the researcher. 

However, accord ing to (Stevens, 1987 Davis e t aI., 1992, Love and Simons, 1998 and 

Straw, 2002 citied in Park, 2003) student ' s incompetence of text citation, paraphrasing 

and referencing of text source acknowledgement could mislead students to plagiarize 

unintentionally when they have vague concept on common knovvledge. 

The chapter on learning to write from sources percei ved plagiarism as a dishon.est act; if 

someone Wmlts to escape not to be' called plagiaris t should absentee from academic 

property. However, it is unimaginable since all academic writing, from term paper or 

th';::sis to rese~uch Zlrtic lc, needs to rev iew other sources, therefore, aCZlciemlc wr i t~s (helt 

both~ rs not to be CZllkd phgiaris t could not runaW:1Y from us ing other acadcrnici ~lll work, 

instead they h~1\"c ro ~\cquirc thc sk ill and c\.)illpdellCc of tc.\.t :lckno\\'kd~c\llcnt 

convcntions (Pccor~lri, 2010). Thus, thc incOillpetcnc '~ of s(uc!cnt':; ciLlti\.)[1 cuulJ be 
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related with incapability to explicitly ciari fy the author's words from the ir own concept 

or words (Lipson, 2008) 

Thus, to prevent s tudents from plagiarism ac tivity and to make the research worth 

effective according to Belcher study (1994 ,citiedin Pecorari ,2010) on student-advisor 

relationships that used interview with three PhD students, recommended that there should 

be collaboratio n between students and advisors especially in the way that engage advisors 

fully . Since, advisors response and comments to students written materials is pert inent 

no t only as a gate keepers of their academic d isc iplines but also they could overview their 

students writing respect to their discipl ines colleagues or members s tandards. 

Finally, plag iar ism inc idence among students is highly re lated with variable of 

incompetence of text acknowledgement convention (I-Iansen, 2003).Even though, there 

are recommendations for students to acknowledge the source regardless of the work 

a uthenticities, i ts ex istence in the public domain, and consent of the author to use it 

(Lipson, 2008) . 

2.3.2 Advent and appeal of Internet 

Plagiarizing is not surprising phenomenCl, but its incidences aggravated due to 

unco untable \veb electronic resources that prov ide opportunity for student to cut and past 

text as their own (WilliCll11s, 2002).Since in the past th is mal practice dem:mds students to 

spend their time looking dusty library books to find m ateri al to copy and rdy pe it 

(t-Iansen, 2003). 

Thus, the advent of inkrnd !lucie til..: expert's to believe pLlgi:lrisl11 oeClme caSl:r l,) 

commit (l-bnsc l1, 2003). Furth~r, acc,mling to Ashworth ::md B.llllliskr (1997, ci tied iil 

II 



Park, 2003) witnessed aigital plagiarism intrusion spread out simultaneou;:;[y with 

innovations various products of techno logies, afterwards the aC<l,dcmic sectors globally 

Ltced haz.ard on ostensibly academic wriling. Since these tech no logical innovations made 

the st lldents to access a ~hL!ge variety of d igital sources, including full-text CD-ROM 

databases and electronic journals on the internet easily sett ing in their home through out 

the seven days hours. 

Cenl;.~rally, accon.ling to Park (2003, citied in Southerland-Smith, 2008) plagiarism 

became a mounting issue on the sector o~' education through out the worlel ciue to the 

access of technology. Moreover; according to Laphtorp and Fross, et al. CWO I) citieel in 

Southerland-Smith (2008) urged that the materials from websi te,:> could eas il y accessed 

via one prevalent effective search engines called google.com. Thus, according to Stevens 

(1987), Davis ·et al. (1992), Love and Simons (1998) and Straw (2002, citied in park, 

2003), the access and the opportunity o f various websites and web search engme:..; 

facilitated copy and paste. Even though many critics urge [hat internet facilitated 

plagiarism,. a pre-internet era studies also found high incidences of plagiarism (Hansen, 

2003). 

2.3.3 Competitiveness and Poor time iYIanagement of students 

According to Aue and Krupar (2001), Whiteman and Gordeon (2001) Straw (2002) citied 

in Park ,2 00.:)) looking for good .sr:ld~ .3 ;Lld CPA could ma~,:: stuJcnts tu pbgilri Lc "inee': 

this malpr:1cticc is nutter of to be or not to be; since their teachtTs gi ve grades h~iS(;c! on 

their achievement r:1ther th~1 their effort. 

A thick descriptive case stuuy [lut nUlk~ on student who was Llking s '~conJ-Ll[1~U ~l gc 

progress \\riting on a busines:; cours\"~ told to Currie in 19l );), the student \\\)rked 



dili gently in the early weeks of the Cl)ll[se [0 raise the level of hcr writing assignments, 

but she was at reai risk of not recei ving the grade she deservcs to stay in the program. As 
\ 

result, she taught a layout to cope with the challenge, afterwards she involved in patch 

writing plagiari sm type. FrQm then on her teacher' s feedback was more positive 

(Pecorari, 2010). 

In add ition to competition among students for 'A' and CPA, accord ing to the Joint 

Systems Com.mittee (2002, c itied in Williams, 2002) rai sed the following factors 

irrespective of students ability; pressure to plagiarize could c.;mage because of variety 

intluences. These include poor time management sk ill s a problem of often exace rbated 

due to part-time work or care for children; an ability to cope with workload due to class 

timetables and the corresponding assessment task. Therefore; accord ing to Silverman 

(2002, citied in Park, 2003), remarked that student's poor time management and busy life 

schedule could force them to involve in the malprac tice. 

2.3.4 ProJiciency of English 

Campbell (1990, citied in Pecorari, 2010) empirical research that tried to answer the 

question: are non-native speakers of English more likely to plagiarize than native 

speakers? conducted an experimental inves tigation into the source use strategies between 

NESs (Native English Speakers) and NNSEs (Nohe Native English Speakers) students, 

thus the s tudy found that there was q difference between these gro ups on their wri ting as 

a resul t Campbell concluded that Engl ish language proficiency was the cause of the 

ditTerence regardless of their cultural differences. 

In addi tion to the above nUlil bctors Davis & Lud\igsl)l1, (I ()l).5, citied in P~lrk. 200-J.) 

found th;lt the abs~nce of ruks ~lIld regulations of inst itute 's could encourage students to 
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plagiarize if there is a lineate rule or no mcans to caught s tude nts. Furtt1cr, Howard (2002, 

citied in Williams, 2(02) bclieves that if pedagogy employed by the teache~ would not 

fit to the contemporary circumstance; studcnts would give less valuc the opportunity of 

karnillg in the class and mf<sht alienatcd to plagiarize tor assignments . Moreover; some 

time teachers give unauthentic ass ignments by expecting authenticities writing solely 

from students which could be paradox. 

[n simi lar perspect i vc, other study of Ashworth and Bannister l1997, c iticd in Wil liams 

,2(02) found that students could be forced to plagiarize in addition to internal or external 

factors due to plagues in universities, since students felt alien:lted t·rom teachers staff 

because they demeanor and not contact them. 

2.3.5 Students misunderstanding on the malpractice 

A journal of college s tudent development by M.Scanlon and R.Neumann between July 

and June (2002, cit ied in I-[emsen, 2003) conducted a study under the ti tle of internet 

piagiarism among college students found that nearly 90% of college students strongly 

view major acts of plagiarism as unethical. However; surprisingly other study on 

different students revealed that student's awareness of the malprJ.ctice as a form of 

dishonest behavior, did not yet prevent the students from engag ing 111 pl:.lgiarism 

,especiall y when they have a tight deadline or too much work to do and not enough time 

(Bilic-Zulle et al.. 2008) 

Thus, many educators consider most stud~nts don 't understand what plasiarism is or 

don 't dc~m it as s~rious cheating (H::mscn, 2003). Thi-= assumptiun is Il1ur,~ SL: -)port~d and 

rdkctcd by a study finding of aCClllem ic plagiarism in Europe on four stlldies an:: ,)s 

\ i 



revealed morc than three quarters ot' students would llOt rcpott plagiaris!11 ~ to their 

instructors, moreover; some students feel plagiarizing as not a b ig deal and also others do 

not want to uncover and report the malpractice, when they witness d plagiarized students 

gaining undeserved marks (f3ilic-Zulle et aI., 2008) 

A study of Flowerclew and Lin (2007, citied in Pecorari, 2010) that is considered as one 

of one o f a blue prim study; had interview with PhD students across four disciplines by 

examining simultaneously their writing. The study participants played active role in 

academic discourse among the ir communiti es . Moreover, they had a lso research articles 

either published or accepted tor publication. Astonishing ly; the study finding disclosed 

that these professional students cO'nsidcred textual plagiarism as appropriate and 

important. 

FinJ.lly, accord ing to (Maram:lrk and Mal ine, 1993 bramble and Stevenson-Cbrke eta l., 

,2006 citicd in Wilkinson ,2009) have witnessed several discussion made around 

tearoom, corridor, and office discLlssions different reasons were claimed including faiture 

to understand what is or confus ion over differing expectations, a response to increasing 

assessment workload, or in minority cases, deliberate attempt to deceive markel·s. These 

dead dare intentions are reflected in the literature with a number of authors repmting the 

ran~e of t~lctors and reasons behind student misconduct. In add ition ':0 poor 

unclcrstancling refe:rencing convc:ntions, difficulty of assessments tasks, peer pre:s5ur~ and 

equivocal message: from teaching staff. 

• 
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Reaso ns to plagiarize eithcr intentional or unintentional mi ght l:manate from vanous 

complex factors but the above ones we re major driving t~lctors; thus this study tried to 

assess the degree rate o f the above and others driving factors . 

2.4 School of thoughts on text auth orship 

According to Weodon and Groak et al. (Citied in Marshall and Garry, 2005) academic 

honesty and rcspcct of intellectual p roperty arc areas of cons iderable concern in higher 

education across nations. However, Carrol l (2002 citicd in Mars hall and Garry, 2005) 

remarked that all higher education inst itutions didn 't provide s imilar defi nitio n of 

plagiarism. The mean ing of plagiarism varies across higher ecl llcat ions in many cases 

respect to various disciplines, contexts, and expectation what is meant by corr..mon 

knowledge, inst itutional regulations, and professional codes of ethics . 

Moreover; a study survey among different higher educations revealed plagiarism policies 

in Bri tain, the United States and Australia universities indicated that they had close 

agreement as to how to define the act, but they gave little indication of how the 

definitions should be applied, and provide no guideline for teacher or disciplinary board 

how to use to determine whether a specific text meets the definition or not (Pecorari, 

2010) . 

In the presence ot' the concern regarding to the definitional diffe rence and implementation 

gaps OIl the ruks of plagiarism and plagiarist in higher educat ion ins titutions, 

individuali sm believes that ind ividuals are entitled to protect themselves and the products 

of their labor .Under this school of thought, the illdividual has :1 right to decick how his 

physical body am! th~ product of his labor will be us\..'d . Thus. :lllthor~ would poss~s ~l 



right of <lltri b'ltiolls of <:.utho rship, righl not to have a fal sely attr ibu[cJ and aright or' 

integrity according to the Australian copyright moral righ ts kgislation (Southerland -

Smith, 2008). ;V{o reovcr; intellectual property deli neated expli citly in the contemporary 

world as monopoly right granted to individual authors for the trans formative work 

performed in the production of literary and other textual materials (Marsh, 2007). 

In the tlips idc, other school o f thought by Egalton (1983) and Flow (2000) c itied ill 

Southerland-Smith (2008) was that romantic notation of the author is dead argued 

allowing contro l o r ownership over language as in granting property or copyright allLi 

ownership: is· complete nonsense since language can not be brought and so ld by 

indi viduals. 

This school of taught urge to examine how writing occurs and typical and what frames 

the written product. Thus, this school of thought belief that authors/write rs would not 

shut themsel ves from the world of politics, culture, social, envi ronmental and economics 

forces and they could not produced their master pieces with no input of any other human 

resources or tec1mologies (Southerland-Smith, 2008). Moreover; this school of thought 

supported their perspectives by remarking ·writing process is frustrating and intenupted 

frequently, as a result the g3.p could give writers a chance to meet friends, colleagues, 

classmates, families, supervising bodies or altemative in puts from technologies, thus 

·writers would be influenced by events, sounds, images, words and thoughts of others. 

Thus, according to romantic notation it would be paradox to consider the last product of 

wTiting as individual outcome which was highly influenced \\·ith social interactio n.'> 

(SouthcrLll1d-Slllith, 2008). Howe ver. P,lrk (200-f) suggcslcd turning blind (0 slUlkn t 

pbgiarism is not appl\)priatc respollse tl)r :1 var iety of rca~)()lIS . including flinlcSS (\) 
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students who do not p lag iarize, preserv ing the academic c;:edibility and reputation of the 
\ 

higha cducat ion insti tut ions, promo ting bmh the theory an ~l the prac tice of academic 

integrity amongst a ll staff and students, fostering a sense of respons ibility amongst 

studc:nts and promoting good s tudy skills and independent learn ing. 

In the presence of romantic notat io n school of thought argument; the contemporary 

higher educations sol ic it appropriate tex t acknowledgement on acac.!cmic writing not only 

when writers usc others work but al so the ir prior texts or ideas . 



Chapter Three 

3. The Research Design and lYlethodolooy 

This chapter discusses the designs and methods of the stud y including sampling 

techn iques, instruments and p~ocedu'res of data col lection, and methods of data analysis 

of the study. 

3.l.1 The research design 

A descriptive analysis has employed at times covert approach were deployed to show 

how individuals and business companies developed prewritten and especially written 

papers . 

3.1.2 Methods of the study 

The matn intent of this study was to assess the prevalence of plagiarism and its 

implication to quality of education: the case of Addis Ababa University. Thus, to attain 

the objectives of the study mixed methods were used to maintain clarity of the 

information obtained; Addis Ababa university 'Sidist Kilo' campus has been chosen as 

the research site because the researcher personal witnessed and heard different incidences 

of plagiarism in the study area. Moreover, the selected study site is prominent and 

potential higher education of the nation in conducting postgraduate stud ies. 

3.1.3 Source of Data 

Postgr1du1te students, instructors, dean, directors of colleges and instituks \\'ere 

participated in the study; all the postgradu:1te students tint p:1rticipated in the interview 

\yere those engaged in doing their theses. l\k)reover: the study cOl1:;ickl'cci ()rgcHliz,1ti~,ns 

tll:1t made business by selling prcwriltcn and special ly \vritkn papers for ul1(krgr~lduatc 

1ml postgraduate students, 



J.lA Sampling Technique 

According to the Add is Ababa Un i v~rs i ty registrar statiSlics 20ll/[2 academic year 

enrollment record there are six institutes , three schools, two colleges that give di lTerent 

master programs. Thus, the research is conducted in randomly selected two institutes and 

two colleges. 

The selected two colleges were College Social Sc ience and Humanities and College of 

Education and Behavioral Studies and the selected ins titu tes were Institutes of 

Psychology and Inst itute of Education:.t l Research. 

Table l: Sel<::ctecl programs populations and sample 

Selected Se lected Programs Populat ions of Samrle of 

Colleges/ the Programs the study 

Institutes Partic ipant 

Co llege of soc ial Social Anthropology 43 14 

Science and 

Humani(i~s 

College of Curriculum and Instruction 28 12 

Education and Measurement and Evaluation 40 18 
Behavio ral 

-I 

Adult and Life long learning I ") 17 Studies J_ 

anel 17l 
I 

Institute of Educatioml Research 28 

EducationJ~ Development/program evaluation I 
I 

Resemch 
I 

I 

Institu te of counseling Psychology 76 27 
. - _ . 

Psvcholoov Devdopment:11 Psychology 70 7-' 
J ::;OJ _ J 

SociJI Psychology 74 74 I 
[ 

-

I 
~----Total 483 163 I 

I _I 
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3.1.5 Sample size 

Generally, eight programs were included in the study, thus the postgraduate studen ts that 

participated in. the interview in responding questionnaires represent 33.7% of the total 

population of 483 students. Ina addition to the student's seven instructors and four 

• \ 

individuals that make money by selling prewritten and especially written participated in 

the study. 

Table 2: Backgro und information ofpostgracl uate students that participated; n= 163 

• 
l Programs I tv( ale Female 

I 
I I Regular in I 

I Extens ion 
I 

I 79 to 
Year I 86 -+ 

Year II and above 66 7 

3.2 Data Collection Instruments 

• 
In this 3twJy questionnaires and intervie\vs were used simultaneously as methods of clata 

collection. To this end, covert partic·ipant observations were used as one mechanisms of 

data gathering tool. 

3.2.1 Questionnaire 

• Structured and semi structured self admini stered questionnaire used as principal tool to 

collect data from postgraduate students. The questionnaire was organized in open ended 

and close ended approach. The first part after the general in formation considered 

diffe rent types of plJgiarism prevalence's. The second part attempted to instill items tIn t 

analyze betors th~lt could be driving torces to plagiarism. In the interim the re were i tcl ,~s 

• 



tha t assess the inst itutes or the departmcnt's rules ami rcgulations towards plagiarism :lI1d 

the malpractice threat leve l. 

3.2.2 Intcrvic\v 

Inte rviews were used as principal too ls of data gathering from ins tructors; while for the 

group o f postgrad uate students in terviews were llsed in order to e nsure the reliabili ty of 

the information gathered by questio nnaire and to give furthcr chance for participant to 

explain thc ir experience and point vicw with out limitation. Thc interview q uestions llsed 

for instructo rs and postgraduate s tudents were unstructured quest ions that encourages 

part icipan t to disclose plagiarism t~lctOl'S and inc idences in the Addis Ababa univers ity 

and in the ir respecllve department. furthermore, the interview comprised ques tions that 

tried to get information on the department's commitments to detect and combat 

plagiarism. Finally, there was inte rvi ew question that claim the effect of plagiarism on 

academic qucdi ty. 

3.2.3 Covert p:1r ti cip:lnt obser .... ations 

There are arguments to develop s tringent ethical research guide lines since some ethical 

matters of research are debatable (Louis Cohen, Lawrence Manion and Keith Morrison., 

2005). Further, Mitchell (1993, c itied in Louis eta!., 2005) belief researchers would 

d~cidc to 113c ei.ther over or covert "research appm2.ch based on participants beh:1Vio rs. 

Thus, I preferred covert partici pant observation approach on those individual:; and 

company \1,1110 provide espcciJlly and pre written pJ.pers for customers to dimin:::tk 

prescribed responses and found pror'ound in formation . 

J 1 



3.3 Oa ta t-\ mllysis Proccd u rc 

3.3. t Quan titative Data Allalysis 

For the analysis of the data, mean and percentages were mainly employed usin g SPSS 

16.0. Besides, standard deviations were used to observe plagiarism prevalence witness 

and driving t~lctors of plagiarism. 

3.3.2 Qualitative Data Analysis 

Qualitative darQ analysis is carried out to analyze the data co llected via unstructured 

interv iew; thus a response that obtained from open-ended items is treated qualitatively in 

the "vay that de li neates the respondent perspective towards the issue. The intervlcw,;e 

rep ly that held with postgraduate students and instructors analyzed qualitatively in a 

theme. Further, a finding from cover partic ipant's observer is presented under different 

anonymous names for the sake of research ethics. 

) , 
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Chapter Four 

Data Analysis and Interpretations 

This chapter presents the analysis and interpretation of the data collected from 

postgrauuate students and ilistructors through questionnaires and interviews. The first 

pan of this chapter presents quantitative data analysis and interpretations obtained from 

questionnaires responses of postgraduate students whi le the second section presents the 

qualitative data analysis and interpretations from interviews responses of instructors and 

postgraduate students. To this end, covert participant observation tindings are presented 

from individuals and company that provide prewritten and especially written papers. 

4.1 Quantitative Data Analysis and Interpretations 

The following. items that depicted in each tables below were used to explore various 

plagiarisms prevalence's, so participants of students were solicited to put different 

plagiarisms that they witnessed in to different scores and these were 5= Always, 

4=Frequently, 3=sometimes, 2=Rare, 1 =Not at all. . 

Plagiarism Prevalen~e of using internet 

Table 3: plagiarism prevalence of using internet 

-
Item 1.1 How often have you seen postgraduate students of your depa rtment 

submitting Papers for assignment that complied and copied from internet a s their 

original work 

lv"k:m and SO 

I Responses 

FrCqUent~l"ay;- T Not at Rare rometime 

all s 
~--~ 

--.~ 
otal I 

---I 
8.G% .. 8.0'X) _L_ 47.2% I 

X =3.17IS I SO = .972-U 

::;().l'~<) l_ G.I % 

I 

IG3 i 
_____ .J 

) ! _ r 



From parllClpant of elgin departmen t' s postgraduates stuck:nlS 6.1 % have wl tnesseJ 

always when postgraduate students submltting papers that enti rely copied and com piled 

from internet ; whi le 30.1 % observc:d internet plagiarism t'req ucnt ly and the remaining 

47.2% came across with s llch kind of plagiarism somet imes. ~' inally , the mean score 

(X =3 .1 718) shows that postgraduate students of the selected departments witnessed 

internet plagiar ism prevalence's sometimes with variability of among the ir response to 

the average of 0.97243 . Additionally, Stevens (1987), Davis d al. ( 1992), Lo ve and 

Simons (1 (98) and Straw (2002, citied in park ,2003) beliel' the access and the 

oppoitunity of various websites and web search engines faci litated co py and paste type of 

plagiarism. Moreover; according to park (2003, citied in Southerland-Smith, 2008) 

plagiarism became a mounting issue on the sector of education through out the world due 

to the access of technology. 

Plagiarism Prevalence of using others work 

Table 4: pbgi arism prevalence of us ing others work 

Item 1.2 How often have you seen postgraduate students of your department 

reusll1g a submitted proposal/term papers/thesis of other sen ior s tudents 

I Responses 

I Not at ! R-ar-.c----.-S-o-n-le-t-im--e-s-.-IF-rv-~q-L-l~-' r-l t-IY--~1-A-l-\-va-Y-'s-'-T-o-t-a-~l I 

I :1~9% 20.2% 3U% i 19 6%1: ·: I-:~116~ 
~kan a~~d sr~_J X =2.5521 I SO -.= LI 11 96 _ _______ _ 
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Table 4 indicates that 32.6'/"0, 20.2% and 23 .9(1<) study participants of postgraduate 

students selected somd imes, rare and not at all respect ive ly fo r incidence they observed 

among pos tgraduates studc:nts when they use senio r s tudents work 

Table 5: plagiarism prevalc:nce of using others work 

Item 1.3 How often have you seen pos tgraduate s tuden ts of your department 

reusing their organiza tion and othe r orgc:trli zation proj ec t papers as the ir own 

original wo rk? 

Responses I 
Not at I Rare Sometimes Frequently Always Total 

I 
all 

22.1% 
32.5 

29.4% 14.1 % l.8% 
163 

% 
Mean and SO - SD = 1.04071 X =2 .4110 

Table 5 shows that 29.4%, 32.5% and 22.1 % selected sometimes, none and not at all 

respectively to the plagiarism they witnessed when postgraduate students use their 

organization and other organization term papers as their own 



Table 6: plagiarislll pr...:vakl1ce of buy ing papc:c:; 

buying a complete piece of work for term papers/proposals/thesis? 

I Respo nses 

Not at Rare Sometimes Frequently I Always Total 

all 

r----~I .. t- l' .80 /o ·lG.J~ i 30.7% 20 .2% 26.4% 20 .9% ! /( 

ffi
' ~ ______ 'L--, ______ L-__________ Li ______ -+ ____ ~ 

Mean and SD X =2.4294 I SD= 1.18097 
------------~------------------------~ 

Tabl~ 6 indicates that 26.4%, 20.2% and 30 .7% cho ice somet imes, none and not at all 

respectively for what they observed for a plagiarism that could be committed by buying a 

complete of works. Ge ne rally, the above different possible questions were used to find 

out prevalence of plagiarisms of using others works different possible questions were 

included; thus the mean scores of the above varioLls plagiarisms that commi tted Llsing 

vvorks shows that us ing a submitted proposal/ term papers/thesis of other senior students 

prevail relatively high. 
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Plagia r ism P r evale nce d ue to poor und er.staml ing of in text ci tat ion a nd 

r eferencing co 11 ven ti Oil 

Table 7: plag iarism prevalence due to their poor unuerstand ing of t'..:xt citation anu 

refe rencing convention 

Item 1.4 How often have you se'en postgraduate students of your department 

copying other work due to their poor understandi ng of text citation and 

re ferencing conven tion? 

I Respo nses 
I-
I 

I No t at I 
I Rare Somet imes Frequen tl y Always Total 

all 

12.9% 
21.5 

17.2% 30.1% 18.4% 
163 

% 
Mean and SD -

I SD = 1.31 871 X =3. 1963 

Table 7 indicates that the study part icipants of postgraduate students across the eight 

departments that observed and selected sometimes, rare and not at all were 17.20;0, 

21.5%and 12.9% respectively for the plagiarism that could be caused due to poor 

understanding of text conventions . Furthermore, plagiarism incidences are highly related 

with variable o f incom petence of text acknowledgement convention (Hansen, 2003) . 

• 



T2ble 8: plagiari sm pl..:vakllcc with intl..: 11tion or' dl..:cl..:iving 

litem 1.5 Ho w o llcn have you seen postgraduate s tuden ts of Y( l Lir department 

compiling eli lrc rent texts/ideas from various books and submit it as their own 

original work lU deceive marks? 

I Responses I 
I 

1 

I Not at Rare Sometimes Frequently I Al ways Total 
I 
I all 

245~7.2% I 12.9% 8.0% 37.4% 163 
-1 --I Mean and SO - I SO = 1.21383 X =3.2515 

~ 

Table 8 indicates tha t compiling of dift~rent texts/ideas with illkntion to deceive their 

instructors have been observed by participants of the eight departrnents \-'lith percentages 

of37.4%, 8% and 12.9% as sometimes, rare and not at all respectively. 

In tentional and U nin ten tional Plagia rism Factors 

Intentional Plagiarism 

Students could plagiarize purposefully and knowingly, which is called intentional 

plagiarism and this m o. lpractice done by those students who are prepo.red and organized to 

mislead their teacher to get underserved marks or grades, thus it is a deliberate act of 

literary theft (Park, 2003). Thus, the following items w ere used to explore various 

intentional plagia ri sms factors, so the part ic ipants were solicited to put di fferent 

plagiarisms facto rs in to different sco res 2nd these were 5= Very high, 4=High, 

3=Avcragc,2=Low, I=Very low. 



Due to poor time iVla nagement <tllli Competitiveness 

Table 9: Plagiarism clul..: to poor time management and pressure to SUI..:C Cl..: cI 

rictll 2. \ \n your opinion plagiarists postgradoatc students of your departments 

1 who rlagiarize intentional due to Poor time management are 
I 
1 : Responses 

ill \ Very Low i!\vcragc !\ Hig-h- rV;:;ry 
\ Total 

I Low I . lligh I 
\ 

l----
. \ 14.7%-----.L. 10.4% I 19.0% 36.2% 19.6% _I 
Ean and SD \ X=3.3558 _ SD =- 1~31J 19 I 

Item 2.2 In your opinion plagiarists postgn:ouate students of your departmentsl 

who plagiarize intentional due to Pressure to succeed are 1 

r'-----'\-f-Ze-s-p-o-n-s-e's-----'-------------'---·----

i Very Low Average High Very Total 

Low High 

f-______ --I-_~_~_l ___ --"-1_7_._4_o/c_o 1 24.5% 25.2% t.6
.
S

o/c._o--'--1_6_3 __ .....c 

~_e __ an_an_d_S_D _ _LI_x_=_3_. 7_9,14 ---'Ir-S-D-=--'--1-.1-9-J-S-~- r 
The approximate mean calculation show that pressures to succeed is a high and poor time 

ma.nagr~ment is cm average factor; AdditiolnUy, Aue and Krupar (2001), Straw (2002), 

Whiteman and Gordeon nOOl citied in park,2003) looking for good grades and CPA 

could mak..:: students to plagi~lri~~c sillce this llulpi"~1cticc is matter ~)t' tu (,e or not to be. 
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Table 10: Plagiarism due to lack o f inte rest and Lc rm papers difti culty ,md ti ght due date 

submi ss ion 

Item 2.3 In yo ur opinion plagiarisms intent ional due to lack of in teres t to the 

course arc 

Responses 

-.--

I 
Very Low I Ave rage High : Very I Total 

I 
Lo w I 

:~ 6.7% )"5% 25 .2% 20.2% 42 .3% 163 . 
-

I SD= 1.10729 - -1 Mean and SO X =2.4724 

Item 2.4 In your opinion plagiarisms due to term papers di f ficulty and tight 

due date submiss ion are 

Responses 

Very I Low AVerage I High Very Total 

Low High 

I 
9.2% i6.0% 24.5% 42.9% 7.4% 163 

M ean and SD -
!SD= 1.0975 3 

! X =3 .2331 

Table 10 indicates that 12.2% of postgraduate students selec t it as very high and high 

factor when 50.3% selected term papers difficulty and tight due date submission. The 

mean calculation in the aboyc: table show thJ.t lack of intc: rest is low factor wh ik term 

pape rs difficulties and tight due d:ltc: submissions w::ts ::tn ::t veragc r~J.c to r in the selected 

departments. 

) I 



Due to ;thSCHce of M cchalllsms to identify authenticity 3tudcnt's work 

Table 11: Plagiarism duc to belief they will not be caught and instructor' s reluctJ n r~e to 

act on the misconduc t 

I 

[tern 2.6 In your opiniot~ plagiar~sms intentional due to belief they \-vill notl 

be caught? 

i Responses .-----~ 
! I I vcrJV .1 Low I AvCrag~HTgh l-V-cr-,y- irotal I 

I Low I I Hi"h l 
. ~-6. 1 % 92% --"~22o/ob8°2%1~ 

Mean-anti-SD I SD ~ 1.165 1 2 l 
Item 2.7 In your opinion plagiarisms intentional due to instructor's 

reluctance to act on the misconduct are 

------------,I~R~~-es-p-o-n-s-e-s--------------------------------------~ 

Total -i Very Low I Average High I Very 

Low I High 

13.5% 9.2% I 33.7% 18.4%T 25.2% 163 
~ 

Mean and SD X =3.3252 I SD = 1.31414 
--

Table 11 approximate mean calculation indicates that plagiarist bel ief they will not be 

caught is a high bcto r, while instructor's reluctance or ignorance to act on the 

misconduct is an average factor. Thus, this signify ther is no viv id and inclusive 

mechanism that could be applied ~1cross the sdectt:d departme nts ~lt1d this could 

encourage plagiarism to prevail: D~lV is & Ludvigson, (1905 citicd in park .200-f) 



pro posed absence of rules and l"egui:lLic)lls of l~;.s her ,·ducatio ns could encouragc students 

to plagiarize if there is a lincatc ruk or no means to caught students 

Due to Internct Tcmptation 

Table 12: Plagiarism due to internct tcmptat ions 

-, 
[tern ') -_.) Tn your optmon plagiarisms inten tional due to internet 

temptations are 

Responses 

Very Low Average High ! Very Total 

I 
Low I I High 

I 
:--;9% [ 11.0% 26.4% I 'l63 -

27.0% 30.7% 
- . 

Mean and SO X =3.6687 SO= 1.16564 I 
Table 12 approximate ly statistical mean calculation shows that internet temptation is high 

factor; further it is selected by 57.1 % of postgraduate students as very high and high 

factor; thus internet temptation is a second intentional facto rs that could be aggravated 

due to uncountable web electronic resources that provide opportunity for student to cut 

and past text as their own (Williams, 2002). 

Finally, the statistical mean calculations for intention::l.l plagiarism factors de pict that 

pressure to succeed is major driving factor followed by internet temptations and belief 

they will not be caught subsequently. Thus, pressure to succeed is a leading inten tional 

plagiarism factor across the selecte(~ departments. 

~ , 
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Unintentional Plagiarism .Factors 

According to Whilst Mi lls (1994, citied in Park ,2003) there arc studen ts who may get 

themsel ves plagiarizin g unintentionally due to the ir poor unders tand ing of text citation 

,paraphrasing and refe rencing convention when they refer others original work and others 

• 
f~lctors (Park; 2003). Thus, the following items were used to explore vanous 

unintentional plagiarisms tact,9rs, so the participants were so lic ited to out different 

plag iari sms factors in to diffe rent scores and these were ) = Very high , 4=High, 

3=Average, 2= Low, l =Very low. 

• Due to poor understanding of in text conventions acknowledgement 

Table 13: Plagiarism due to in text cita tion i lIcompetence 

Item J.l In your opinion plagiarisms unintentional due to poor 

understanding of text citation, paraphrasing and referencing conventions 

• 
lResponses 

.. -

Very Low Average High Very Total 

Low High 

6.1% 16.6% 21.5% 22.1% 33.7% 163 

Mean and SD - I SD=1.27384 
I 

X =3.6074 ~ _ . 

•• 
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Table 14: Postgraduatl: c:,ponsc: on cOll'l(;ntiollali ty difkrences and chalkng(;s th(;y face 

Item 6: Do you bee challenges that force you to 19nore text III text I 
citation, paraphrasi ng and referenc ing conventions? 

I 
Responses Yes No 

Percentagc:s 37.4%(61 ) 62.6% (102) 

Table l3 indic~tes the approximate mean calculation tor unintentional plagiarisms due to 

poor . understanding of text citation, paraphrasing and cefercncing convent ions is 

considered by participants as a hisrh. Moreover, in table 14 37.4% of participants 

postgraduate student's listed out the following challenges that force them to ignore text 

citation, paraphrasing and referencing conventions 

[nsufficient knowledge how to cite 

Conventionality differences among instructors 

• Difficulty to cite others saying 

• How to put reference in a double citation and credibility of 

references 

;J Low level of awareness on how to cite 

.. Not being sure which type of citation is a standard one 

• Language and amount citations 

Difficulty in tindiilg the full sources like author name and 

year 

,. Lack of interest (0 know 

.. Poor prior CdllC\[in[\ ~ll back on th,-~ tiled [hey study 



LaC!~ ot' knowledge on how to cite l'rum cii ffcrent :)ource~ 

Thus, incompt::tenec of in text citation, paraphrasing and re ferencing convention is on(;ot' 

m(~jor driving unintentional factor since, plagiarism incidences are high ly related with 

var iable of incompetence of text acknowledgement convention (Hansen, 2003), 

Due to confusions and contradictions among their course instructors 

in text citation, paraphrasing and referencing conventions 

, 
Table 15: Plagiarism due to confus ions in text citation conventions among instructors 

Item 3,2 [n your op inion plagiarisms unintent ional due to confusions and 

contradictions amo ng courses instructors in tex t c itat ion, paraphras ing 

and referencing conventions 

--
Responses 

Very Low Average High Very Total 

Low High 

6.7% 18.4% 36.8% 23.9% 14.1% 163 

Mean and SD - I SD=1.10643 I X =3.2025 

Table 15 indicates that the approximate mean calculation shows that unintentional 

plagiarism due to confusions and contradictions among courses instructors 111 text 

citation, parapl)rasing and referencing conventions is an average fac tor. 



Duc to <thiCflCC of noti. ticatioll:> till til>.; I:"lagLri.-;IUs 

Table 16: Plagiarism duc to abse nce 0 f formati vc kcd backs from instructors 

I backs from instructors I Re,sponses 
I 

I Very Low Average High Very 

Mean and SD I X -:-.= 3_._82_8=2='_'-:-__ ..L1. _S D= 1.114_4_1 __ _ 

I Low High 

~. _._-----r------ r-----

1.8% 12.3% 23.9% 25. 2% 36.8% 
, 

To tal I 

-L3~ _ l=r~ I 

Table 17: course instructor's/advisor' s dedications 

Item 6 Do you think your course instructors or adv isors are ready and 

dedicated to show text citation, paraphrasing and referencing 

conventions? 

Responses Yes No 

-_. --_. 
Percentages 4-L8%(73) 55.2% (90) 

--

The above table 17 shows that 55.2% participants of postgraduate students think thelr 

instructor's or advisor's are undedicated to show in text citation, paraphrasing and 

referencing conventions; further table 16 mean calculation sho'vvs that participants of 

postgraduate students considered absence 0 r formative feed backs t'rom inS tructors as 

high unintentional pLlgi:lrisl11 bctOL 
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Due to poor E:nglish Proficiency 

Table 18: Plagiarism due to poor English proficiency 

Itcm 3.4 In your opinton plagiarists pos tgrad L1mc students of your 

departments who plagiarizes unintentional due to poor English 

• 
proficiency are 

'Responses 

Very Low Average High Very Total 

Low High 

• I 2.5% I 11.7% 30.1% 29.4(1() 26.4% 163 I i I 

I Mean and SD X =3 .6564 I SD= 1.06794 

Table 18 approximate mean calculation shows that plagiarisms that caused due to poor 

English proficiency considered as high factor by participants of postgraduate students in 

• the se lected departments. 

Generally, the mean calculation of the postgraduate students for unintentional plagiarism 

indicate that absence of formative feed backs from instructors how to cite ,paraphrase and 

reference text source is a leading factor. 

• 4.1 Qllu1itative Data Analysis and Interpretation 

The data found from interview responses of instructors and postgraduate student's 

participants is collected by taking note. To this end, findings from covert participant 

observer arc presented. The questions deployed for the interview of instructors llnd 

• postgraduak students were sil11ibr 

• 



Instructors Reply 

The interview response of the participant instructor's is presentcd under anonymous 

names after their background information and all the interviewed instructors were males 

Table 19: background information of interviewed instructors, n=7 

Academic Professional ranks 

qualificatio ns 

Assistant Professor 14 --.~ PhD. 6 

Professor 2 

~ ------~----
I MA 1 . Listant Professor ---"-______ J 

Prevalence of plagiarism 

The first question used for all participants to solicit the prevalence of plagiarism in their 

departments, [Code Inst Soc Anthro ] got amazed the coincidence red-handed plagiarist 

student with the day appointment that .matched with interview issue, and then this 

instructor puts the prevalence of plagiarism as "It is a serious issue that faces illy department 

more than once every year, even though the extent differs among postgraduate students" 

Moreover; [Code Inst Soc Anthro ] remarked that prevalence and extent of the plagiarism 

in larger context and said that "it is a problem that nowaday encounter every department 

of the Addis Ababa University, holistically the nation at large." 

Simibrly; other interviewed [Code Inst Soc Anthm] strongly rcnurkecl that 

Yes, I strongly believe plagiarism is prevailing for sure, regardless of the 

difference JlIlong postgraduatc students 011 the c:-;.tcnt UI PIUPOllioll to be 

] l) 
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plag iarized, some graduate students j.Jick idcas others CUllY thc whole sentcnce 

although others plagiarize due to their poor text citation. 

In similar fashion [Code lnst Co Ed u I replied that . 

Students copy paragraph, sentences and phrases without due acknowledgment 

from undergraduate to postgraduate students including our instructors too; we 

arc tired of earning bad repditions to get degree this academ ic dishonest is 

rampant across a board not o nly in Addis Ababa uni vers ity it is occurring 

through out the world like a disease you find people do ing this academic 

di shonest across a board professors, lecturers. 

[n the sim ilar state [Code Inst Edu Reser] described the prevalcnce of plagiarism among 

postgraduate as follow 

[n master students these days I spec ulate the incid ence ,even [ couldn ' t 

pinpoint, [ suspect a quite a number of plagiarism since we don't have the 

opportunity and access to look the work of other depal1ments and institutes 

students work since these work might s leep in the departments and [ hear from 

advisor a quite number of inc idences frequently students choose exhausted 

titles like' quality of educat io n in 'Arada' or 'Kolfe' sub c ities such kind of 

practice is not only occurs among masters s tudents but a lso among PhD 

students they repeat topics with mmor and simple changes of titles I don't 

know why we scrabble s imilar issue where there are new number of issues 

sometimes you know it is a kind of fashio n and peopl e tend to graph sim ilar 

topic agai n and again. 

In the nip side two interviewees [Code lnst Soc] and [Cod~ Dean Inst] believe it is 

difficult to pin po int out pbsiarism is prevailing as far as the re is no mcchc1l1ism that help 



instructors to ide ntify the ma l{xactice; the ir perspect ive IS pr~sented subs\..:qucl1lly and 

independently as fo llow. 

[Code (nst Soe] 

As fa r as there is no vivid mechani sm that a ll ows the inst ru ctors to sc ruti nize it 

is diffi cult to put with intuition; calming ques ti ons on defiance and 

inconsistency of parts of the paper students plagia ri z.ed, s ince the stude nts 

have not caught red-handed like the weste rn world cul ture th at fo rce a ll the 

students to subm it no t fo r their adviso r but fo r the e~a min cr centre that 

scrutini ze the ir wo rk usi ng so ftware and data hasc avaibble. 

[Code Dean Inst] 

I can not say sim ply pl agiarism is prevailing among postgraduate students 

even though we do suspect and see it on students paper s ince our sLispicion 

did not supported with scrutiny mechani sm .it is di ffi cult to be ascertain on the 

ISSUC . 

However, [Code Ins t curr] put the prevalence of piagiarisrns as epidemic invading 

the Ethiopian higher education across the board. 

Factors to plagiarize 

Interviewed participants instructo rs were asked the driving forces and their responses are 

presented in the following themes 

A bsen ce of mechanisms 

[Code Inst Soc] be lief ~bsence vivid mechmlisms to identify plagiarized paper and replied 

th~t 

fn the presence of no I11cc h:lIli sl11 that allows all instructo rs ef their cicpa rtillent 

co uld use it to uncowr a pbgiarist ic postgraduate students Ii kc :1 sulhvarc or 
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data base of prior work th ,l[ al lows advisors for cross checking yet instrllctors 

suspension on the inconsiste ncy on the parts of the students theses could be 

plagiariLed one is a meaningless and students have aright to claim . 

Further, [Code Ins t Soc Anthro] al so bdieve the factors that contribute for the incidence 

of plagiarism among postgraduate students could be 

Lack of stringent eva luation related on issue of students admiss ion since some 

students join the department without entrance exam if they came from other 

higher educations and sponsored by the government, while others se lf 

sponsored students join the department with entrance exam, as result 

department couldn' t identify prior educational background of those students 

that came from hi gher education to be lecturer. 

Poor understanding in text citation conventions 

[Code 1nst Co Soc] mentioned poor understanding of plagiarisms as factor and said that 

"Confusion that prevail among postgraduate students whether they strictly follow the 

APA citation protoco ls" This fac tor mentioned by [Code 1nst Soc] too and said that "I 

believe ignorance of text citation convention; lack of understanding the research process; 

incompetence to incorporate reviews in their work". Further, [Code Instr Edu Reser] also 

considered poor understanding of in text citation as major driving factor and said that 

"Most of the time lack of citation they don't properly cite they took sentence and chunk of 

paragraph you can eas ily identify such kind of incidences once if you are experienced in structor" 

Prior Educational Background 

[Code Inst Co Edll] put the driving forces behind this malpractice as follow 

In c'apac ity [ with tone of seriollsness, by scratching the foreheadJ 

people do this when they arc inc:\pable of generating their own 

idea due to bad backgruul1ll. bad trainin g, bad cl1l1cllillg, bad 



• 

teaching ot' s tudents; instructors who looked large SU lll of money 

from NCO's do this malpract ice in quick fix. by pickillg iJeas I'rom 

here and there, which could be tinical incapacity generally it is 

resulted due to academic inca pacity_ 

[Code Inst Soc] also said that 

Incompetence to incorporate rev iews 111 their work; lack of 

awareness about plagiari sm early iil high schools like western 

academic; surprisingly one day when I was tcachin g e.\.tension 

pos tgrad uate students no one wasn't even know the term 

plagiari sm properly. 

Additionally, [Code Inst Co Soc] said that "a plagiari sts postgraduate students lack 

competence o f developing coherent paragraph." 

Interne t temptation 

[Code Dean [nst ] believe the main reason could be looking for good grades in addition 

to the availability of electronics m2terials and said that "The availabi li ty of e lectronics 

material like internet source could appeal students to plagiarize" .However, [Code Inst Curr ] 

did not put the access and availability of internet and electronics technology as major 

cause and he said " it could be facilitator"; believe that "Plagiari zing is directly related with 

state of mind; if someone considers it as stealing; since theft is bad no one could be easily 

influenced with temptation and access of the internet." 

In similar perspective anonymous director of the college interviewee looked internet and 

electronics media :1S means, but with surp rising smile :1dcled tInt '-Postgraduate students 

could use sources books and previolls theses too as sources" .(n th~ tone til;}t seemed sil11ibr 

sccnario with abo\'c professor r~ply: othcr p~rticipant ;11 Lmk of PhD looked ckctfOllic 

,-. 
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tll~dia as l11aj or contri bu tor for plagiarism as i ntcrvi~wcc " i n temct I ike ocean allY onl! l!an 

pick something from any where." 

[Code Inst Co EduJ who was directOr anonymous colkge belief could Internet tempt 

postgraduate students to plagiarize, but this interviewee remarked that there should be 

honest and said 

They have to be genuine, they should not use it in grant, for sure there could 

be tempting, but studcllts have to guard themselves for instance! in Illy case a 

well knowl\ researcher from abroad who found my work unlinc that doesn't 

consist page number so I icited me the page number throu gh emai l look there 

are people who are honest, but others could may use th is work wieh 

unmentioned page number. 

The remaining interviewees considered there could be a possibility to temp postgraduate 

students to plagiarize; however the responsibility lies on individual student but these 

participants disclosed they frequent ly face when students taking sentence and paragraphs 

inappropriately, thus [Code Instr Edu Reser] said that 

Well in the case of modern technology it is ~ matter of abuse or use if students 

toil them much there could be possibility of extracting resourceful documents 

like UNCIEF and other internat ional organization and journal but the problem 

is using it properly; we instructors don't check let me tell you plagiarism is 

ethical concept the individual might not caught rcd handed every graduate 

stud~nts have ethical responsibility if you were my students I wouldn't tell YOll 

to refine. 

In addition to the above nnlrl bctors different bctors m~re t()l"\\,lfCkd by participants 

likewise [Code [ns t Curr] also mentioned the following bctors 

·1-1 
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Lazines:> to ge t benefit without hard work; absence of system that fights against 

to piagiarisill ;i ndirect social approval which means when you r fri end 

plagiari ze you don't hate him/her your fri endship continues weI I internet could 

give opportuni ty because it has a lot of resource but th ose are ill knded for 

learning 

Moreover; [Code Inst Curr] related students plagiarisms with the society pnor and 

contemporary culture and said that 

You know there is a problem of cul ture of talking stor ies that fou nd by 

somebody else as yours own it is one form of idea theft that is why the world 

is now filled with corrupters you find th is problem in academ ic area as 

academic corruption people are not angry or offensive, even thcy clon't show 

any facial expression change wh en they heard such kind of theft even when 

professors plagiarizing, I rem~mbe r in the old days when you have friend that 

stole something you wouldn't contimie your friendship with him but now days 

people and don't want to lose their friendsh ip w ith stcalers people don't 

offended when they witnessed academic corruption we don ' t have strong rules 

on plagiar ism strong sanction on plagiarism the entire ed ucation system is 

busy in giv ing license for degree. 

The Department's mechanisms to identify the authenticity of stud ents 

work 

For the ques tion cbimed on the mechanisms llsed by the departments to identify and deal 

with plagiarism, [Code Inst Soc Anthro] [ro n1 the selected departments said that 

i\,lost ly the instructors use their intuition, once they su:>pect the thes is is a 

pLlgiari zcd onc ,the advisors/cx:lI11incrs look in tcn:> ive ly tll C cons istency each 

p~lrt of the paper, because frequcnt ly a plagiari zed pap<.: r lXlrts didn ' t l1Iuch 



completely, si nce some p~I:-!S Inight seGms joiner w riter writi ng while the otht:r 

completely presented as sen ior profess ional work. 

[Code Dean Inst] replied that his department sUlff uses analogy approach of the above 

when they suspect their student's paper is unauthentic or a copy of prior course or other 

senior students the teachers ask their colleagues door to door. [n similar spectrum [Code 

Inst Co Edul replied that 

It is easier for me to scrutin ize freely outside candidates instead of being 

examiner to an individual colleague who is doing PhD dissertation; I felt it is 

good sometimes to be rough any ways I ike as said early if th ere is a smell of 

plagia ri sm on the students thesis the advisors and the exam in ers would give 

only a p2ssing mark for the paper; inhabit it frorr. being availab:e for public 

assumption. 

[Code lnst Co Soc] also inc! ude that 

1 frequently force individual presentation of students for the assign ments; [ 

_ belief the departments instructors would use their means to detect; moreover 

regarding to any assignmen.ts I have prior notification plagiarism is illegal and 

theft; the staffs that assigned as examiners and advisors when smell a portion 

and palt of the thesis has inconsistency would raise a question on defiance; 

even if the students presentation seems quite perfect; so it could be difficult to 

caught red handed but it is possible to speculate. 

The Departments rules on plagiarisms 

For the qUestIOn raised on the department's particular rules on plagiarisms; [Code Inst Co 

Edu] who was a director of one of the selected college remarked the availability of rules 

regulations in senate kgislations but not particul:u-ly across departments; and said that 



-'we suffer from not full practicing the ruies across departments that could be also 

incompetence" . 

[Code Inst Curr] said that 

may be there could be rules and regulations in the senate legis lation but the 

depal1ments did not have their own rules so they have to cascade which mean 

the departments could contextually and they could prepare students hand 

book in fact the depal1ments are not such serious on the case s ince they are 

filled with staffs that pass with thi s malpractice I don't kilOW about the past 

but I can conclude the present generations are influenced by their preceded. 

Moreover; [Code [nst Co Soc] who was a director from the selected college didn't want 

to hid the department have no rules ·and regulations, however this interviewee remarked 

that "senate legi slation would be Llsed as bench mark to deal oncc a plagiarized paper and 

plagiarist found; also the department has a committee that would pass the last decision on the 

malpractice." 

[Code Instr Edu Reser] remarked that there are rules on plagiarism like other academic 

dishonest in senate legislation but this interviewee said that he didn't notice rules across 

departments. Generally, the absence of rules and regulations across departments 

particularly is also claimed by other instructors that participate in the study. 

Plagiarism level of threat in the selected departrnen ts 

All the interviewee that found in ditlerent academic rank and academic qualifications; 

considered plagimism as a threat for the quality of education in their respected 

depmtments 
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Thus, [Code lns t Co Soc 1 remarked that 

Yes there are number of incidences that I face frequently; regardless of 

consistency comments on students work to acknowledge and paraphrase, 

substantiate properly, generally it is a threat for the quality, integrity of 

. education not only for Addis Ababa University but also for th e nat ion. 

[n similar stand [Code Inst Co Edu] said that 

Yes, it is a threat I have witnessed large number of students at masters and 

PhD leve l plagiarizing, even [ found plagiarized pages when [ am asked to 

revi ew papers for publishing so it is already became a threat for academic 

ex..ce llence in tegr ity since it is case a cross a board of departments and 

institute therefore faculties and we are all accountable for the loss of 

academic integrity and this could eroded the reputation of in stitutes and give 

a bad image. 

[Code Inst C urr] futiher believe that plagiarism is growing ever worse; became a clear 

danger for the quality of education in the interviewee department. In similar scenario 

[Code Inst Soc Anthro] it is a threat of a nation said that "look since lecturer of different 

higher educations got red-handed plagiarizing on defiance." 

Additionally, the issue treats level supported by [Code Instr Edu Reser] and said that "yes 

it is a threat due to ego of individuals and not working to their leve l of caliber it is a threat to 

institutes, research and original work at large it is a problem to nation everything is repetition it' s 

useless" 

Interviewed Instructor's Plagiarism \Vitness 

The following plagiarisms witnesses ~re selected from participants interviews; the 

inc idences arc presented to achieve the public right to k.now about plagiarism intens ity 



presen ted with all consideration of research· ethics; as a result some of the intcrvic\vee 

voice like years, place (lnd titles presented in encrypted and fictions form. 

[Code Inst r Edu ReserJ witness: 

Personally some [x years] back I published an article on journal this article 

presented in conference by me at [z place I; [y years] back anonymous article 

submitted to me for review and pub lication I started reading the article line by 

line the writer very meticulously very smartly snatch sentences and paragraph 

in the way I produced; the writer did not made any a ttempt to change 

eve rything was sim ilar even the methodo logy and the analys is ane! ever part of 

journal except some modification of the title. 

[Code lnst Curr] witness: for the sake of research ethics the department and title depicted 

in the interviewee voice are fictions 

I advise my students to g ive correct citatio n and fo rce them to change if they 

came with ideas that don 't be long to them there are number o f cases in our \V 

department one day one of postgraduate student submitted a thesis under a title 

of ' the effect of Engineering to education' this title was approved by the 

department due to expectation the title variables would be related properly I 

was examiner to this and this postgraduate student came with wonderful 

writing how engineering would affect the economics, social, regional and 

national development all the variables used by this candidate doesn't belong 

totally ed ucation I asked the advisor why he/she let the advisee to do this but 

he/she couldn't reply to lI1y question I told for W department if this paper 

would be programilled for defiance I will expose the pos tgradua te stLdent and I 

will tell the entire truth for the audicnce this would not be good for the studcnt 



and for W departmcnt thell the department decided to ca ll the <;t udent 

fortuIlatcly the candidate admitted the copy this was extreme case of 

plagiarism that ent irely copy matGrial from someonc and ot ll ~ r location. 

[Code lns t Curr] verbatim plagiaris m w itness 

I remember one day when the conference broke for tea some people were 

giving strong comments on the issue of the conference but some one was 

li stcnin g attentive ly and sa id nothing but when we gather back for discuss ion 

the person who was listening attcntive ly the strong comment on tea break 

rai sed the hand and started to speaks all the strong comments we had during 

the tea break as ones own idea. 

Participants suggested solutions to tackle the challenge 

The following possible recommendat ions were forwarded by the informants for the 

question I claimed how to tackle the cQallenge. 

[Code D ean Inst] suggested that "the department's discrepancy to threat and deal with the 

malpractice must coincide with senate legislation; in addition to developing strong research 

methodology that hinders unintentional plagiarism" 

[Code Inst Co Soc] suggested the following subsequent solutions to tackle the problem 

1. Producing guidelines how develop a M.NPhD thesi s or desertion; 2. criteria 

how to evaluate students defiance; 3.acquating students with the rules and 

regulation; 4.producing a clear guideline on duti es and responsibilities of 

advisors; because frequ enily advisors they don't looks intensively their 

students thes is and they don't d~ve l6p it together everything as far as research 

is proces:.; 5.the number or students that assigned for instructors In, to 

co nsidas the advi sors ti ght sc hedllks. 
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[Code lnst Socl who perceived It is d i rt icult to conclude whelher plag iarisnl is PIC V~lili l l g 

among postgraduate students put the fo llowing recommendations 

I don't want to blame totally postgraduate in the presence of lineate in structors 

and ad vi sors that disrespect their advisees instead o f teac hing the m proper 

citation ;further students should get appropriate lesson to deve lop their poor 

Eng li sh proficiency; add itio na lly a lesson how to in corporate and develop their 

review ;finally advisors should stop treating all their advisee with indifference. 

[Code Inst Co Edu] forwarded the fo llowing so lutions to tackle the challenge 

I beli eve three things have to be done, fi rs t ass ign ing manageable number of 

advi see for advisors, second a techno logy has to be implemented that scan 

whether the submitted soft copy th es is or ass ignment is plagiarized or not ,a t 

last the staff have to be capacitate with training how to read rigorously and 

critically students work. 

[Code lnstr Edu Reser] who caught his own paper copied by someone suggested the 

following solutions 

Departments have to produced th eses abstract . . . you know abstract it few 

sentences on a page A nd c'ornpi led it channeled across departments these 

would help them to identifY eas ily their students work could be simi lar or not 

with prev ious work>, second departments have to encourage students to come 

up with new ::tgenda and interfere in students title selectio n even though it is 

import::tnt to let students, fina lly departments have to act immediately be fo re 

it became ':~··n hiLS', Il)t'\ (l).?j C''''t) hVLetf''}. 

[Code Inst Curr] who caught plagiarized thesis and witnessed verbatim plagiarism 

forwarded the following solution 
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I cl!t.:n argued education coul d ill iluence culture then'::! ~ II'c it is possible to 

reVl:rse this culture through education and we have to change the way we 

offer education people shol!ld not educated for mon ey educat ing people have 

to be making them responsible and concern for other, their world and 

envirOllment you know 'haralll' (forbidden) so it is poss ible to reverse the 

problem after millions years I am kidding [short laughing Jlike [ told YOll it is 

po~s i bk reveres the problem in one generation by makin g it as ' U6,90>; you 

kn ow ' LJ6,9u
, mean something totally forbidden by yom state of mind 

always if every part of respons ible society participate I kn ow it is challenging 

we should not gave lip at least it is possibl~ to mitigate to levl: 1 of loosen. 

Postgraduate Students Reply 

Six postgraduate students participated in the. interview based on their consent; moreover 

to make the interv iew profound and worth effective all the informants were students who 

were doing thei r theses. The responses of the interviewees are presented under themes in 

similar fashion of instructor's interviews analysis. The interviewed instructor's response 

is presented with codes after their background information and all the interviewed 

postgraduate students were males. 

Table 20: Background information of interviewed postgraduate student's; n=6 

Sex Program 

Male Female Regular Extension 

) 1 4 2 



Plagiarism Prevalence in the selected Depa rtm ents 

T he question deployed for this theme was raised with intention to know plagiarisms 

prevalence's among postgraduate s tudents. 

[Code Soc Psy Posg] who was recommended by his fellow fr iends for the interview due 

to his humble and honesty behavior believe plagiarism is prevailing among postgraduate 

students said that 

Huuh! It is prevailing highly among postgraduate students; even I frequently 

observe my peers taking parts of sentence from books and producing as their 

own; sometimes [ witnessed when postgraduate students took the whole part 

of other works; so [ observed such act ivity many ti me.:;. 

[Code Coun Psy Posg] said that "[ believe plagiarism is there among postgraduate students and 

it spreading since most of the courses that g iven are more of theoreti ca l and when students get to 

practical like researches there could be a possibility to' plagiarize." Moreover, another [Code 

Measu Eva Posg] belief plagiarism. is prevailing put their personal observation on the 

issue as follow 

For instance I personally witnessed different incidences a lways even though it 

is difficult to speak in a detail the incidence with figure Students would take 

one.or two words from other thesis put it in their paper I personally witnessed 

such kind of practice in prior works title and area T'm doing; I observed 

similarity in different theses starting fro m their in troduction parts. 

[Code Adu Life Rese Posg] 

Okay with current situation I heard about the situation .1 heard first about 

plagiari3ll1 on media that one ·of the Europea n politician phgiarisJl1 incidences 

even though it is difficult to conclude generally among postgraduate stlllknts I 
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p<.: rsonally observe and wltl1<': sscli different incid;; nces so it is poss ibl e to say it 

is prevailing. 

[Code Eclu Rese] 

Perso nally I believe plagiarism incidence is prevailin g more in mlll1 course 

ass ignments researches like in modular course also 1 personally observed a 

comp lete carbon copy of different articles submitting for instructors in the case 

of thesis s tudents could copy review literatures so even tho ugh it is difficult to 

conc lude all postgraduate students would plagiarizes but is poss ible to speculate 

its preva lence among students . 

[Code Dev Psy Posg] 

Personally I see frequently postgraduate students in the library copying 

sentence and paragraphs from thesis directly without any acknowledgemen t I 

don't think so all of them are doing these for ass ignment purposes so r belief 

plagiarism is prevaili ng more among postgraduate studen ts. 

Thus, instructor and postgraduate interview response of the 

Factors for Plagiarisms 

All the interviewees of postgraduate students that participated belief plagiarism is 

certainly prevailing across postgradLt~te; thus participants were solicited to list out the 

factors that drive plagiarist to plagiarize. 

Poor unders tanding in text citation conventions 

[Code Adu Life Rese Posg] listed out the following factor 

It is know that plagiari sm is illegal and wrong but you have academic freedom 

or right to lise anyonc work if yo u acknowledge the sources properly but you 

see s tude nts copying some one work clue to the ir poor time managemcnt, 

st ress to finish 011 time and pODr 1I11tlcrst:J nd ing nf tc~ t acklll)wlcdgt:mcllt. 
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Relu ctance of instructors 

[Code Dev PSy PosgJ said "Personally I believe the following factor is a driving force 

teachers did not read their students work in depth; third students lack the kn owledge how to write 

research papers." Additionally, [Code Soc Psy Posg] said that "For me [ link it with grade 

and carelessness of advisors; in additio!1 to low emphasis given to teach on research ethics 

[disfigure face], low research budget allocation could also another pushy factor." 

Prior Educational Background 

[Code Coun Psy Posg] listed out driving factors one of it was pos tgraduate student's 

incoL~petence to write research papers 

[Code Edu Rese] remarked that 

First research has to started from lower level second most of the course that 

given are theoretical third there is no commitment from students and some time 

students use the whole information simple by downloading from intern et. 

[Code Measu Eva Posg] factors are presented subsequently and independently as follow 

Okay cause that could be pushy in my belief would be 1. Awareness issue plus 

students sign at one of the front pages of these the work as their original one 

so to get this recognition 2. Resource scarcity if resources especially recent 

books are available I can see easily their original work instead of copying 

from others 3. Being careless simply tak.ing readymade things from thesis 

sometimes I witnessed authors and books name on reference section of 

student 's thesis but these books are not available in the library catalog. 

Internet temptation 

All of the interviewed participants believe that internet is a good source for different 

articles, journals and papers; thus the vast resources available on line gave opportunity 

for plagiarists postgr:lduate students to mani pulate the resource :lccorc!ing to their tksire; 
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the interviewees d iscloseJ they frequently observeu when postgrau uate students usmg 

internet inappropriately. [Code Dev Psy Posg] said that "different materials are available 

online in a way that could easily be copied and pasted for instance anyone could get e-books, 

journals and articles easily .I think that is why 1 frequently heard instructors di scouraging using 

internet sources highly for assignments" 

Additionally, another [Code Co un Psy Posg] said that 

You know there are huge numbers of sources available on the internct and I 

observed frequently students snatching sentences from online source since it is 

difficult for their instructors to detect so plagiarist students prefer to take text 

from internet rather than hard copy books because their instructor could get 

them if they took from hard copies. 

The Department's mechanisms to identify the authenticity of students 

work 

All the interviewees that participated in the study replied in similar fashion that seemed 

like echo voice that their departments and institutes have no vivid mechanisms that 

applied by their instructors to identify and deal with plagiarism, especially [Code Measu 

Eva Posg] interviewee responded that 

I personally do not believe there would be mechanism that departments would 

use to identify students frequently said instructors even they don't look your 

assignment and surprisingly instructors could might not eVen read completely 

essay whnt you wrote on exam so from my experience 1 d idn 't fnce from OLlr 

department thnt aware us what would happen if they found us plagiarizing. 

Interview response of the instructors and postgrad~!ate students sig:-oifies that the selected 

departments lack mechanisms to identify the authenticity of students work. 
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The Departments rules on plagiarisms 

A question was claimed with intention to investigate the availability rules and regulations 

across their departments and to explQre the student's awareness on the rules 

[Code Co un Psy Posg] said that 

Me I did not see any rules I do not face any rules for instance that prevent 

student from plagiarizing however when you give your literature your advisor 

could comment you to cite properly even though there would be difference 

among advisors. 

Five postgraduate students hesitates the availability of rules and regulations across their 

departments; [Code Dev Psy Posg] said that "personally I never come across or read and told 

by my department the rules that forbids students from copying ;even though there could be rules 

at the institute levels and in the senate legislation" 

Plagiarisms level of threat in the selected departments 

[Code Soc Psy Posg] and [Code Dev Psy Posg] believe that plagiarism is a huge threat 

for the quality of education not only for departments but also for the nation; however 

[Code Coun Psy PosgJ remarked that 

You know I personally I do not face such kind of incidence so it is difficult for 

me to conclude plagiarism as threat for quality of education it is difficult for 

me to suggest it demands severe treatment but I hear different incidences from 

my classmate. 

Except the above two interviewees other all participants gave emphasis the threat of 

plagiarism for the quality of education and their voice is presented subsequently as follow 
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[Code Mcasu Eva Posgl ~.;aicl that "it is a bi g ,i1r<.;at, j ~ nve n;addi ff:: rc l1t research for 

assignment to evaluate different papers I witl lt:ssed plagiarisln even in ptlblished papers [cle,:rillg 

thro<\t] ; S0 it is hug,~ trC;l( for quality of education" 

[Code Edu Rese] 

Yes it is a threat since the action is :::rime once you took someone work and 

present as yours moreover things could be done repeatedl y new things would 

may not touched so it ;:educes· creativity and diffae.it .lew problems will may 

not ge t solutions. 

[Cody Adu Life Rese Posg1 said th,-tt 

1 hes :d an inte rview that held with Acld is Ababa ulli ver::;ity pres id e r,~ Oll this 

and ~) thers issues t!1e president sa id tbat the univel sity is now i\1lplc ~:ncnt!ng 

different ?pproach on the univers ity system . . . and soon the university would 

mi ght invitees external exami ile rs frorT! abro<ld on different papE' rs but { 

be lie f plagi a ri sm is an issue of nation if there is a ?oss ibili ty ten plagiarized 

papers from four thousar.ds·s~udents thesis I belief it is a threat forq'Jality of 

ed!!cation since ten papers wasted the resource of the country . 

Interviewed postgraduate student's plagiarisms ·witness 

rCod~ Soc Psy posn] l b 

By the way plagiarizing some on e work is an issue mocal but nowaday ~aking 

some Ol;e work is 'fltf):'rr 'leD-' [long laughing sudde\dy he changed his 

emotion and his voce got louder]; [ saw three theses in library that seem.;:d like 

carbon copy to each other in c.)ntent \\ise and every tiling th;:: papers have also 

s imibr titles but th~y go,;::mcd ill diffe rent areas lik,~ ' Bharchr', 'N ..:: kcl1lte' ::Il\C! 

'D..::s:; ..:: '. 



[Code Dev Psy Posg] 

Personally I experienced my two classmates brought a complete coping other 

persons work for our group assignment but I suspected the sentence 

incoherence and I asked did they write themselves or not and a fter a lot of 

argument with them finally they confessed it was not their work. 

[Code Edu ReseJ 

I personally witnessed one of my classmate submitted and presented a term 

paper under the tile of 'grade fou r science subject and' durin g the presentation 

day I personally did not notice but after a whil e when I \vas check ing other 

articles and paper in the library I got the complete of similar artic le with my 

classmate paper and when I recalled the student paper it complete ly resembles 

with the article I found their s imilarity like a carbon copy the paper to each 

other even the instructors did not notice and said anyth ing on the student 

pape r. 

[Code Measu Eva PosgJ said that "1 don't personally witnessed such kind of incidence but I 

heard [---] years back PhD students had been caught for using sentences that never exist on the 

cited book." [Code Adu Life Rese PosgJ "I personally heard a postgraduate student that came 

from one of Ethiopian region entirely cop·ied a paper of -----years back on ly by changing the title 

however I heard examiner caught him red-handed." 

Participants suggested solutions to tackle the challenge 

All the postgraduate students interviewed fo rwarded the following solutions as their 

recommendations to tackle the challenge and their respond is pres t::: nkd subsequently 
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[Code Soc Psy Posg] 

you know it is correct and good to read someone work and cite it properly on 

your work; however I witnessed most future instructors students lying; look 

these guys would take responsibilities in near future and be at different rank 

[laughing ......... !],so for me these people would be burden for the country; so 

when I think what should be done ;Iike I told early in order to control careless 

advisors departments have to develop rules regulations in order to follow 

advisors strictly their consistent feed back for their advisee; I think some 

depa11ments have such kind of practice for instance after the advisor comment 

on the advisee work; it would submitted monthly for program unit for review, I 

think it is enough I was in big sate of emotion. 

[Code Dev Psy Posg] 

First instructors have to read critical their students work, second students should 

get awareness and guidance before they start the research process in addition to 

prior courses, third departments have to have technology to scan their students 

work that would be submitted in soft copy finally if the departments caught 

plagiarist students they have to penalize and announce this misconduct for the 

university community and the pUblic. 

[Code Edu Rese] 

Okay first there should be enough education on the effect of, second when 

advisors give comments they have to look their advisee papers in depth, third the 

departments and advisors sho~rld not totally adopt the title submitted by students 

there should be some modification to new area, finally advisors have to help 

their advisee tr) be skillful instead of pushing them away. 
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[Code Adu Life Rese Posg] 

Normally for in stance if I'm going to copy someone work which is not mine .1 

would not get knowl cdge that I supposed to get so it is not fair to bring 

someone work by fixing it as my own this cou ld affect the quality of education 

indirectly therefore to minimize plagiari sm if it is possible there should be 

mechani sm to control starting from the given ass ignm ents and instructors 

should compare and contrast ass ignments among students in order to check 

similarities other there should be awareness on the effect of plagiarism. 

[Code Measu Eva Posg] 

First the course that g iven have to be focu sed more on practical aspec t for 

instance the instructor could come to the class with title and could give 

assignments to students to write background and other parts of the research so it 

is poss ible to use research titles as teaching aid .second rules have to be told to 

students early .and students have to be a wamed once they found plagiarizing 

their wou ld no t be any forgiveness ,finally inst itute of educationa l research 

should create awareness on plagiarism for university community since the name 

of the institute entails it concern more for research . 

[Code Coun Psy Posg] 

Fi rst all the universities in particular the departments should aware their students 

on plagiarism; second the awareness should start from the elementary and high 

schools; last there has to basic rules and regulations to minim ize the issue. 

Generally, 77.9% participant's postgraduate student's belief plagiarism is thre8.t for the 

quality of education in their respected departments the participant's response of the 

instructors and postgraduate students depict plagiarism IS a present danger in their 

respected departments; moreover that the public could also cla im on the academic 
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[Code Adu Life Rese Posg] 

Normally for instance if I'm going to copy someone work wh ich is not mine .1 

would not get knowledge that I supposed to get so it is not fair to bring 

someone work by fixing it as my own this could affect the quality of education 

indirectly therefore to minimize plagiarism if it is possible there should be 

mechanism to control starting from the giv~n assignments and instructors 

should compare and contrast assignments among students in order to check 

similarities other there should be awareness on the e ffec t of plagiarism. 

[Code MeasLl Eva Posg] 

First the course that gIven have to be focused more on practical aspect for 

instance the instructor could come to the class with title and could give 

assignments to students to write background and other parts of the research so it 

is possible to use research titles as teaching aid .second rules have to be told to 

students early .and students have to be a warned once they found plagiarizing 

their would not be any forgiveness ,finally institute of educational research 

should create awareness on plagiarism for university community since the nam~ 

of the institute entails it concern more for research . 

[Code Coun Psy PosgJ 

First all the universities in particular the departments should aware their students 

on plagiarism; second the awareness should start from the elementary and high 

schools; last there has to basic rules and regulations to minimize the issue. 

Generally, 77.9% participant's postgraduate st1.'dent's helief plagiarism is threat for the 

quality of education in their respected departments the participant's response of the 

instructors and postgraduate students depict plagiarism IS a present danger in their 

rcspecled dqxlrtmC:llts; moreover that the public could ::bo claim Dll the academic 
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excellence of the higher ed ucations, especially on those that inconsiderate plagiaristic 

activity. Additionally according Southerland-Smith (2008) this malpractice could cripple 

the reputations of higher educations 

Findings from covert participant observer 

This part of the chapter is needed to give a glimpse of information for the public how 

individuals and business company that made money by providing especially and pre 

written paper~ prepared papers. Further, it disclose how the papers developed for 

customers; all my undercover investigations narration presented with due consideration 

• of research ethics not to blow the identity of those indi viduals and company. Thus, all my 

patiicipants and observations are disclosed under anonymous names. 

I found my first guy tlu·ough one of copy house owner around the study area; this guy 

told me he had a lot experiences in doing different papers specially for bachelor degree 

• students and genuinely he told me that he had no experience in doing master thesis; 

however he said that it is possible for him to tryout with his other friends if the title is 

common and redundantly done like on the quality of education or on HIV / AIDS. 

! 

\ 
Then, I felt it is better to look other guys who are really reloaded with this experience; .' thus I started to ask different copy shops around 'Arat Kilo'; then someone showed me 

one of copy house owner who is famous in contacting students with those individuals 

who prepared papers. Then, I met the next· two guys through this famous copy house 

owner and I found the last guy address on the sticker posted in one of city tax; all ~he 

observations presented under anonymous names and the first covert participant 
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observation anony mous presented under the title of yellow guy because in the clay of our 

appointment the guy wore yellow t-shit1 

The yellow guy 

After some fri endly talking I asked my yellow guy experience of doing papers and some 

his voice is left blank for the sake of research ethic~ of the voice; he replied that 

I have been doing many proposal and researches especially for undergraduate 

students for last nine years I have also done two theses and currently I' m 

doi ng for one of __ department graduate student and I graduate from 

Addis Ababa university in the field of __ _ 

I felt he could be less experienced for doing proposal and thesis tor postgraduate student, 

but I found it would be early to express my frustration, so I kept the moment of 

discussion. I showed him a piece of paper that holds written theses titles to choose one of 

the title; all the se lected titles study areas were Addis Ababa except one title that could be 

done in one of anonymous regional sta te capital city and I took all t itles randomly fro:1.1 

the thesis titles catalogs. 

He said that "I think it is preferable to eliminate a title out of Addis Ababa because it is difficult 

to get at least small sample of data to duplicate the remaining." He selected one title that 

relates with culture because he told me "It is easy for me to do th is easi ly since I'm doing one 

postgraduate student thesis that focus on culture". This moment gave me a chance to claim a 

question how he would prepared the review literature and I disclosed to him my fcar on 

his less experience doing papers for master's stud.ents and he replied that "By (he way I 

woul d not do this alone I have a friend; do not you read a book called ' Mohamcd G:lr Tabkiage' 

th;lt contains part that written on the black market of papers ." 
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I showed him strange face even thvugh I read the article of the book. He told me the 

person who had interview with the journalist was his friend and he said that 

You don ' t need to bother on the quality of my work because I will do the work 

with this experienced friend (the thesis engineer); he had many years experience 

so we can get any books from the university library because we have instructor 

friends from university; also 1 hope you could bring books that might helps us 

to write the review also we can use internet source book. 

I claimed a question how he would do the analysis part and he tried to assured me by 

sayll1g 

You know we must collect at. least small data from the study area that is why [ 

said it is preferable to make the study site in Addis Ababa after your advisor 

approve the questionnaire we would; please you don't need to bother because 

after you saw my writing you would may believe me and if you are not happy 

we will change it according to your advisor comment. 

My undercover investigation discussion windup after I had bargained on the cost he said 

that "You know if the work includes proposal it would be 2,500." Before we split-up he told me 

he got also paid for taking exam for students with raIse identity eard. 

The busy guy 
, 

! 
.I 

I found this business man phone number from one of 'Arat Kilo' copy shop; then I called 

him quickly and introduce myself with another fiction name called 'Henock' and told 

him my demand, but this guy seemed uninterested and said to me "I think I can't do your 

paper because I ·have four papers of other students that have to be submitted on deadline; I think it 

is bettt:r for you to look someone." However, I felt it is better to usc this guy as snow ball; 

thcn I picked my phone again dialed his numba and I asked him to find for me someonc 

64 



• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

who he may knows; after some hesitation he promised me to contact me with someone. 

Then, after some days my phone started to ring with name of the busy guy then he gave 

me the phone number of someone 1 should met. Then, I made arrangement to meet the 

recommend guy to one of the cafe he choice to meet and 1 salute him with one of my 

fictions name. 

The recommended guy told me he is working in one ofNGO' s and he said that he wri tes 

project papers and proposal on his spare time; he told me that he did lot papers with his 

specially for undergraduate students; and he told me that he did masters students papers 

with his peers .. 

Suddenly in that day one of his fri end joined us and surpris ingly the guy was the busy 

guy that I knew him only on phone. Then, the busy guy told me they need some real 

collected data to make the analysis otherwise it would be difficult for us to do the j ob 

because we are very serious in our job. Then, I moved my head up and down with sound 

that seems I agreed and I claimed my issue on the quality and the busy guy took the floor 

and said that I hope my friend told you that we are doing the things in group so we 

develop the paper including the proposal in group; so you should not bother because you 

can cut the agreement at anytime if yo u are not happy on our work starting form the 

development of the proposal. Then, I told him my interest to see his and his group prior 

work since it helps me to measure the quality and decide; from while break he said I 

don't have them right now in hand but it is possible to tell you the name of postgraduate 

students with the titles. Finally, I asked the price and both of them told me the price 

would range 2,500.00-3,000.00 birr respect to the demand of the person. 
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The 611 guy 

1 found this person phone number address from the sticker that posted in one of the 

public city taxi and I called to him then he gave his office address that found in' of 

modern building of Addis Ababa with office number 611; 

This guy company had five years of working experience in providing prewritten and 

especially written papers customers in addition to giving tutorial for different academic 

level students; this guy told me also the company have bilateral relationship with 

different individuals that holds masters degree in difff; rent fi elds to consult and finali ze 

the customers papers. 

The 611 guy assured me for the questions that I claimed on the quality papers; he said 

that I should not bother for the quaiity of the papers because he told me that their 

company had many years of experiences in this services. Further, the 611 guy said that 

his and his friends company frequently uses excellent rewarded student' s papers data 

sources that done in similar context. I asked the p~ice for full-fledged papers from while 

silence the 611 guy told me their minimum price were 2,000 birr, but he said since you 

are three and this price deducted to 1,500 birr. 

Finally, the above covert participant observation delineate various papers were made by 

these individuals and company for undergraduate and postgraduate students; thus it is 

possible to speculate that unknown numbers of these papers might be on the shelves of 

private and public higher education institutes for public and academic consumptions. 
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CHAPTER FIVE 

SUIVIMARY CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

5.1. Summary 

This study tried to assess prevalence's of plagiarisms and factors that affect it in selected 

departments of Addis Ababa University. A descriptive analysis has employed at times 

covert approach was deployed to show how individuals and business companies 

developed prewritten and especially written papers . In this study questionnaires and 

interviews were used simultaneously as methods of data collection; Postgraduate 

students, instructors, dean, directors of colleges and institutes were participated in the 

study. 

Thus, this study statistical mean c~lculations and interviews responses depict poor 

understanding of plagiarism and internet plagiarism are two types of plagiarisms that 

prevailed most across the selected departments; while submitting a bought a complete 

piece of work term papers/proposals/thesis prevail rarely in the selected departments. The 

leading intentional driving factor is pressure to succeed followed subsequently by internet 

temptation and belief they will not be caught. Despite these factors absence of formative 

feed backs from instructors how to cite, paraphrase and reference text source is a leading 

unintentional plagiarism factor that followed by poor understanding of in text 

conventions. 

Finally, interviewed instructors and postgraduate student's belief that plagiarism is threat 

for the nation its threat is a clear and pres-::nt d:mga in the selected departments. 
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5.2 Conclusions 

This research tried to assess the prevalence of plagiarisms and its implication to quality of 

education: the case of Addis Ababa University. The following conclusions are drawn 

based on the research findings and discussions. 

The study indicates plagiarism prevailed most· whether it is caused intentional or 

unintentional. Further, plagiarisms due to incompetence prevailed due to absence of 

formative from instructor's in selected departments. 

Moreover, absence vivid and inclusive mechanisms to identify the authenticity of 

students work across the selected departments show that there is loosens anti-plagiarism 

movements in the selected departments. Thus, plagiarism is clear present dangers not 

only to the selected departments but also to nation higher educations that are not ready to 

defined and defend plagiarism. 

5.3 Rccornmendations 

The following recommendations emanated from the research results and conclusions. 

• Educations have to be given at the level of primary and secondary schools to 

acquaint students about plagiarisms; 

II Departments and institutes should prepare common explicit simple examples of 

conect text acknowledgements conventions that could be put on the course 

outlines of each courses/modules; 

• Students should be warned about plagiarism across the seiected departments and 

institutes; 
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• [he student's papers and thesis ti tks have to guide to new issues and 

contemporary problems of th~ society to minimize replications and scrabbling on 

similar arena; 

• Manageable number of students should be assigned for advisors while they 

advises thesis; to make the advisors advises worth effectives; 

• Departments and institutes should develop abstract of each year student's thesis 

and other researches that possibly channeled across them; 

• Uniform and concert rules should be developed and implemented across the 

. faculties, colleges, schools of the study areoa and nation to treat the problem with 

out equivocal; 

• The nation higher educations should have a hub data base and software's that 

could help instructors a cross the nation to check their students work with others 

prior work; 

• There should be zero tolerance for intentional plagiarisms and the fraudulency 

have to publicize on media to create awareness across the nation higher 

educations. 
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Annex-I- Questionnaire for Postgraduate Students 

ADDIS ABABA UNIVERSITY 
SCHOOL OF GRADUATE STUDIES 

INSTITUTE OF EDUCATIONAL RESEARCH 

This questionnaire is intended to explore Prevalence of Plagiarisms and Factors that 

affect it in selected departments of Addis Ababa university. The findings of the research 

will provide information that could be helpful for the selected departments. Thus, you are 

solicited earnestly to respond genuinely for the questions. The entire questionnaire you 

fill out are anonymous and the information collected will be treated confidentially and 

used only for the purpose of this study. 

N.13:- Please don't write your name or I.D. number on this 

questionnaire. 

General instruction 

This questionnaire contains three parts: General information, a range of statements which 

can be considered as being appropriate or not in various degrees (Likert scale) and items 

that comprise claims and descriptions. After giving general information about yourself, 

please state if you personally consider the factors as very high, high, average, low, very 

low on the table that follows immediately after the general information part. And read the 

instruction for the third pari. Thus, I sincerely ask you once again to give me your honest 

answers and unreserved opinion. 

Part-One 

General information 

1. Department: __ _ 

2. Class Year D II and above 

3. Program 

DRegular [ .J Extension 

4. Sex 

5. Age 

o Male o Female. 

020-30 031-40 04i-50 D~51 



Part-Two 

Instruction- 1:-The following questions are designed to explore the prevalence of 

graduate student' s plagiarism in your department, so please put tick mark (-,J) for the 

following questions if you personally consider the prevalence as Always=5, 

frequently=4, Sometimes=3, Rare=2 or Not at All = 1 

1. How often have you seen graduate students of your classmates 5 4 3 2 

1.1 submitting assignments that complied and copied from internet as 

their original work . 
1.2 reuslOg a submitted proposal/term papers/thesis of other senIor 

student's I 

1.3 reusing their organization and other organization proj ect papers as 

their own original work 

1.4 coping other work due to poor understanding of text citation, 

paraphrasing and referencing conventions 

1.5 compiling different texts/ideas from 'various books and submit it 

as their own original work to deceive marks' 

1.6 buying complete piece of work for term papers/proposals/thesis 

1 

I 

!~ 
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I 
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1 

1 
l 
I 
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• 
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I 
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Part -Three 

Instruction I: - The following questions are designed to explore factors that influence 

students of your department plagiarize, so please put tick mark C-V) for questions 2 and 3 

if you personally consider the factors as Very high=5, High=4, Average=3, Low=2, Very 

10w=1. 

2.In your opinion postgraduate students of your classmates who 5 4 3 2 II 
plagiarizes intentionally due to:-

2.1 Poor time management 
--

2.2 Pressure to succeed 

2.3 Lack of interest to the courses . 
2.4 Term papers difficulty and tight due date submission, 

2.5 Internet ~'emptation 

2.6 Belief they will not be caught 

2.7 Instructors reluctance or ignorance to act on the misconduct ~ 
-

·1 1 
.... In your opinion postgraduate students of your classmates who 5 4 .... 2 .J. ;) 

plagiarizes unintentionally due to:-
I 

I 
3.1 Poor unders~anding of text citation, paraphrasing and 

referencing conventions 

~ 
3.2 Confusion and contradiction among courses instructors, on 

Gtation, paraphrasing and referencing of text sources 
--

3.3 Absence of formative feedback from instructors how to 

paraphrases, cites and references text sources. 

13.4 Failure to understand role of acade'111ic tasks that prepare them 

I for future professional work 

l_j 3.5 Poor English language proficiency 
I 



Instruction 11- Please answers from question 3 up to 8 by putting tick mark (-/) in the 

given box 

4. Did you take lessons/notification from your department on the convention of text 

citation, paraphrasing and referencing of text sources? 

DYes DNo 

5. Do you think your course instructors or advisors are ready and dedicated to show 

correct text citation, paraphrasing and referencing conventions for their students? 

DYes DNo 

6. Do you face challenges that force you to Ignore text citation, paraphrasing and 

referencing conventions? 

DYes DNo 

6.1 If your answer is Yes, Please try to mention those challenges 

7. Does your department have nIles and regulations particularly on plagiarism that all 

instructors would use it to penalize a plagiarist student? 

DYes DNo D Unknown 

8. Do you believe plagiarisI)1 is a threat for the quality of education in your department? 

DYes DNo D Unknown 

8.1 If your answer IS Yes, ·Please try to write your suggestions to tackle the 

challenge 

N.13:- I thank you for the time you took to answer the questions 

genuinely!!! 



Anncx-ll:-INTE1{VIEW GUIDELINES OF INSTRUCTORS 

General Information 

1. Department: ____________________ _ 

2. Academic Qualification 

D D M.AlM.Sc. 

3. Professional Rank 

D Lecturer 

D Professor 

D Assistant Professor 

4. Sex o Male DFemale 

PhD 

D Associate Professor 

1. How do you describe the prevalence of plagiarisms among postgraduate students? 

2. What factors do you think contribute for various plagiarism incidences among 

postgraduate students? 

3. To what extent do you believe the internet create a chance to plagiarizes some one 

original work? 

4. What mechanisms used by your departments to identify and deal with 

plagiarisms? 

5. What mechanisms you personally use'to identify whether students produce an 

authentic or plagiarized thesis? 

6. To wh~t extent plagiarism is a threat in your department? If the answer is Yes, 

How it should be tackkd? 



S'[t;DENTS 

. I ---------- ---._------- ------------- -- -- --------------- -1_ De-~artmcnt: 

2_ Academic Year 

L --I 

3. Sex [--J lviale r J Female 

\. How do y,)U describe the prevalenoe ofplagicrisms amollg postgraduGte students'! 

2. What factors do ) .:)1.1 think conuibLJ.te for various plagiarism incidences among 

poslgraduate students? 

3. TG ',vLa1 ext.'?:ln do you believe the:- internet CT e ate a crlaDCC to pL. giar~ xes S01!1C C' (l?. 

ori ginal \-'.1or1:? 

4. What mechanisE1s used by your departments to identify and deal with 

plagiarisms? 

:5 _ V/hat mec;lanisnls you pCISOLally use to idmtify \vhethel' studcJ1t~ pro6uce an 

<:uthentic 1.1f pl<lgiariz.el.~ \Ilesis? 

6. Do you bdievepiag;arisll1 is a threat in your dev,rtl11ent? If the answer is Yes, 

How it should be tackied? 
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