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Background

3. What do you think is the most common reason students engage in
plagiarism? (Please select one)

Academic offences include plagiarism, cheating, collusion, copying
work, acquiring work and reuse of own work. Academic misconduct
continues to be an issue within Higher Education with much of the focus
upon Plagiarism. Plagiarism is defined by the Merriam Webster online
dictionary as
• ‘to steal and pass off (the ideas or words of another) as one's own
• to use (another's production) without crediting the source
• to commit literary theft
• to present as new and original an idea or product derived from an
existing source’
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Academic offences remain an issue at UoL and there are still
questions to be answered to understand When and Why. Academic
offences in the USA have increased over the last 30 years, with a
growing majority of students believing cheating is acceptable (Cizek,
1999).
Why do some students commit academic offences whilst others
do not? – what factors drive these behaviours?
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Can a consumerist view of HE increase academic offences?
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Studies asking students to anonymously self report plagiarism find rates
between 7 and 55% (Carroll 2005; Hale 1987; McCabe, Treviño, and
Butterfield 2002; Roig 1997; Scanlon and Newman 2002; Selwyn 2008)

The Next Step

Tuition fees began in the UK at £1000 in 1998. Increased to £3000 in
2006 with jump to £9000 in 2012.
Increase in HE fees have led to concerns of a ‘Consumerist Culture’
amongst students (Marshall, Fayombo & Marshall, 2015).
Consumerist view of HE is goal oriented, resulting in decreased
enjoyment in education and a view of university as service for
payment.
Consumer culture in HE can lead to extrinsic motivation. Students
with extrinsic motivation show more concern with external approval,
grades etc (Schneider, Gruman & Coutts, 2012) and an increased
likelihood to cheat (McCabe & Trevino, 1995; Jordan, 2001).
What theoretical reasoning can explain these links?

The What, When and Why approach to academic misconduct is highly
prevalent in the literature.
In 2014 a 3rd year Psychology dissertation project investigated Academic
Offences at the University of Lincoln.
Participants
84 participants (79.5% female) with a mean age of 20.4 years (SD = 1.6; 4
outliers removed). Participants were all undergraduates at the University of
Lincoln, with the majority of participants (55%) studying towards a degree in
psychology.
Questionnaire
Participants were presented with an online questionnaire via Qualtrics.
Questions covered recognition (What) of types of academic offence,
frequency (When), reasoning (Why), and severity of consequences.
Results

1. Please select as many of the behaviours from the following list
that you agree are acts of plagiarism, as you understand
plagiarism to be. (More than one selection is allowed)
Act of Plagiarism
Copying work from another student without their
knowledge
Copying a paragraph from a source and only
changing a few words, then not referencing the text
Copying an idea and not acknowledging it as
someone else's

Agreement (%)
95.2

4. Please rate what you think would be the most appropriate response
when plagiarism is detected by staff, from 0 (no penalt`y) to 10
(severe penalty).
Note. Ratings of 0-4 classified as ‘mild, ratings of 5-10 classified as moderate/serious.

Acts of Plagiarism

% rating
moderate/s
erious

Having someone write an assignment for you, whether it
be another student, or another source
Copying another student’s coursework without their
knowledge
Doing another student’s coursework for them
Copying material for coursework from a book or other
publication without acknowledging the source
Copying from a neighbour during an exam without them
realising
Fabricating any aspect of the research or the data
collected
Paraphrasing material from another source without
acknowledging the author (not referencing the author)

30%

84.5
83.3

Not citing references within the text

82.1

Copying work from another student with their
knowledge

82.1

Having someone write your work for you

73.8

Allowing your work to be copied by another student

67.9

Writing someone's work for them

64.3

Fabricating certain aspects of your work

44.0

2. Please select as many scenarios as necessary if you have done
any of the following since starting University
Engagement
(%)

Along with motivation, the perceived self efficacy of the student
(linking back to competence) and the cost benefit analysis of the act
may contribute to commitment of academic offences. (Murdoch &
Anderman, 2006).
The planned research study will examine the relationship
between motivation, self efficacy, cost benefit analysis and
attitudes towards academic offences.
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Allowing coursework to be copied by another student

55%

Copying another student’s coursework with their
knowledge

62%

84.5

Copying and pasting material from the internet

Acts of Plagiarism

Replicated from http://www.citethisforme.com/blog/2016/07/25/10-things-discovered-students-attitudes-towards-plagiarism

Self determination theory (Deci & Ryan 1985) sets competence &
autonomy as the key to achieve intrinsic motivation. Autonomy
requires independence and the acceptance of personal
responsibility.

Summary

Planned Methods
Participants
Minimum 500 undergraduate students from the University of Lincoln
Measures
• Motivation (using LEGO or PALs)
• Self Efficacy.
• Consumerist Attitude (The Consumerist Attitude toward Higher
Education subscale developed by Fairchild & Crage, 2014)
Methods
Questionnaire and Vignettes to explore student views on academic
offences covering plagiarism, collusion and cheating.

Results from preliminary study suggest whilst self report rates are
comparatively low, academic offences do remain an issue at the
University of Lincoln, but reasoning for this differs somewhat from the
literature.
Participants recognised many academic offences as plagiarism, but
show a lack of distinction between plagiarism and other academic
offences.
Over 20% of participants have fabricated data, and over 25% have
paraphrased from another source without referencing the author.
Under 50% of participants believe most academic offences
moderate/serious.
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