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Title :TheCorrelationBetweenEFLStudents’Attitudeand
TheirPlagiarisminAcademicWriting

Name :YolandaAriviaAzmi
StudentNumber :1703046105

TheobjectiveofthisresearchwastoexplainthecorrelationbetweenEFL
students’attitudeandtheirplagiarisminacademicwriting.Thisresearch
wasconductedatthefifthtoninth-semesterstudentsofEnglish
DepartmentUINWalisongoSemarang2021/2022withthetotalof136
studentsasthepopulation.Thesamplingtechniquewasrandomsampling
anditwasfound102samplesthroughSlovinformulacalculation.The
researchertookattheseventhtoninth-semesterstudentsasthetrial
sampletomeasurevalidityandreliabilityofresearchinstrumentandthe
researcherchosethefifthtoninth-semesterstudentswhoalreadygot
writingforacademicpurposesclassasthesampleoftheresearch.In
collectingthedata,theresearcherdistributedthequestionnaireto
describeEFLstudents'attitude inacademicwriting, plagiarism
phenomenoninacademicwriting,andthecorrelationbetweenELF
students’attitudeandtheirplagiarisminacademicwriting.Thisresearch
designwasquantitativeapproachwithcorrelationalmethod.Dataanalysis
usedinthisresearchwasdescriptivestatistics,normalitytest,and
correlationtest.CorrelationPearsonTestwasusedtoanalyzethedata
andthehypothesistestingwascomputedusingSPSSversion25.0.After
givinginstrumenttotrialsample,theresearcheranalyzedthedata,itwas
foundthatreliabilityofEFLstudents'attitudewas0.829.ItmeantthatEFL
students'attitudeinstrumentwasreliable.Theresultofreliabilityof
students’plagiarismwas0.809.ItmeantthatEFLstudents’plagiarismin
academicwritingwasreliable.Aftercalculatingthedata,theresearcher
foundthatsignificancecorrelationwas0.000.Thevalueofsignificance
correlationwas<0.05.ItmeantthatEFLstudents’attitudeandStudents’
Plagiarismhaveagoodsignificantcorrelation.Theresearch’sresultcan
beinterpretedthattherewassignificantcorrelationbetweenEFL
students’attitudeandtheirplagiarisminacademicwriting.
Keywords:Academic Writing,Attitude,EFL Students’Plagiarism,
Students’AcademicDishonesty
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CHAPTERI

INTRODUCTION

Inthischapter,theresearcherpresentsthebackgroundofthestudy,

researchquestions,objectivesoftheresearch,andsignificanceofthe

research.

A.BackgroundofResearch

Academicdishonesty,includingplagiarism,isaphenomenon

thatoftenoccursintheworldofeducation.Thisphenomenonhas

occurredsinceancienttimes,andeventoday,weoftenencounter

itineducation.Theactofplagiarismreferstothemeaningof

copyingortakingotherpeople’swriting,ideasorwordswithout

includingthesourceofwriting.Inotherwords,copyingorquoting

thewritings,words,orideasofotherpeoplewithoutincludingthe

sourceisanactofplagiarism.1Thephenomenonofplagiarismcan

befoundineducation,bothatthelowestlevelandinhigher

education.Especiallyinthehigherlevelofeducation,plagiarismis

likelytooccur.Moreoverwithanincreasinglycomplicatedlessonin

writingsubjects,studentsneedideasandinformationinstartingto

designwriting.Theyusuallylookforinformationrelatedtothetopic

ofthewriting.Insearchingforinformation,studentsusuallylookfor

varioussourcessuchasbooks,essays,andarticlesthattheycan

1SumayahGoolamNabee,JoashMageto,andNoleenPisa,‘Investigating
PredictorsofAcademicPlagiarism amongUniversityStudents’,International
JournalofLearning,TeachingandEducationalResearch,19.12(2020),264–80
<https://doi.org/10.26803/ijlter.19.12.14>.
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searchthroughtheinternet.2

Many researchers have conducted previous studies

involvingplagiarism.Oneofthem isBilalM.Tayanentitled

Academic Misconduct:An Investigation intoMale Students’

Perceptions,Experiences& AttitudestowardsCheatingand

PlagiarisminaMiddleEasternUniversityContext.Thisstudyaimed

toinvestigatefirst-yearmaleundergraduatestudents’attitudes,

experiences,andperceptionstowardsplagiarismandcheatingina

universitylocatedinSaudiArabia.Inthisstudy,itwasfoundthat

cheatingandplagiarismarecommonamongstudents,whileaneed

toaddressstudentawarenessandclarifystudentexpectations

towardsacademicintegritywasalsoidentified.3

AnotherresearchfromYoungD.Nwoye,UchennaN.Akpom,

andJae-KwangHwangentitled“StudentsAttitudeandPerceptions

towardsAcademicDishonesty”.Thisstudyaimedtolookatstudent

perceptionsofacademicdishonestyatnumerouscollegesand

universitiesinSouthEastandNorthernpartofNigeria,evaluate

howmalestudents'perceptionsmayvaryfromthoseoffemale

students,andidentifysomefactorsthatpredictstudents’attitudes

towardacademicdishonesty.Theresultsindicatethatstudents’

2JenniferTeeter,‘DeconstructingAttitudestowardsPlagiarism of
JapaneseUndergraduatesinEFLAcademicWritingClasses’,EnglishLanguage
Teaching,8.1(2015),95–109<https://doi.org/10.5539/elt.v8n1p95>.

3BilalM.Tayan,‘AcademicMisconduct:AnInvestigationintoMale
Students’Perceptions,Experiences&AttitudestowardsCheatingandPlagiarism
inaMiddleEasternUniversityContext’,JournalofEducationandLearning,6.1
(2016),158<https://doi.org/10.5539/jel.v6n1p158>.
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personalbeliefsandsocietalpressuretosucceedandadvanceina

competitiveeducationalenvironmentimpactstudents’perceptions

ofacademicdishonesty.4

FurtherresearchwasconductedbyNajmiRodhiyaetal.

Entitled “Graduate Students’Attitude Toward Plagiarism in

AcademicWriting”.Thisstudyaimstofindoutgraduatelanguage

students’attitudestowardplagiarisminacademicwriting.This

studyTheresultshowsthat66%or57studentshaveaneutral

attitudetowardplagiarism.Itmeansthattheyknewthatplagiarism

wasanimproperaction,buttheycantolerateplagiarismaction.

However,33%or28studentshaveanegativeattitudetoward

plagiarism,whichmeanstheycannottolerateplagiarism.In

contrast,only1%oronestudenthasapositiveattitudetoward

plagiarism,whichmeanstheydonotthinkplagiarismisimproper.5

Thepreviousresearcheshaveacommontheme,namely

plagiarism,thefirststudyinvestigatedinvestigatefirst-yearmale

undergraduatestudents’attitudes,experiences,andperceptions

towardsplagiarismandcheatinginauniversitylocatedinSaudi

Arabia.Thesecondaimedtolookatstudentperceptionsof

academicdishonestyandthelaststudyaimstofindoutgraduate

languagestudents’attitudestowardplagiarisminacademicwriting.

4YoungD.Nwoye,UchennaN.Akpom,andJae-KwangHwang,‘Students
AttitudeandPerceptionstowardsAcademicDishonesty’,JournalofEducation&
SocialPolicy,6.1(2019),114–31<https://doi.org/10.30845/jesp.v6n1p15>.

5NajmiRodhiyaandPrimardianaHermiliaWijayati,‘GraduateStudents’
AttitudeTowardPlagiarisminAcademicWriting’,KnESocialSciences,2020
(2020),206–12<https://doi.org/10.18502/kss.v4i4.6484>.



4

Comparedtothepreviousstudiesdescribedabove,this

studytriestoobservethedifferentviewsfromthefirstperformer

toknow EFLstudents’attitudeanditscorrelationtowards

plagiarismintheiracademicwritingsubject.Students’attitude

towardplagiarismisessentialbecausestudentshavetheprimary

roleasasubjectinthiscase.However,ithelpsstudentsdetermine

theiractionstowriteacademicwritingandavoidplagiarismintheir

writing.Theemergenceofattitudesandhabitsofdoingplagiarism

issignificanttoprevent.Knowingaboutstudents’attitudestowards

plagiarismcandeterminestudents’attitudetotakeaction.Attitude

formedfromabeliefproduceanactionthatcanbebeneficialor

detrimental.Therefore,itisessentialtoknow thestudents’

attitudesandtheircorrelationtowardsacademicwritingplagiarism.

Writingisanactivityofexpressingone’sideasorthoughtsin

theformofsentencesorparagraphs.Writingisalsoacomplex

activity thatincludes various activities such as reading,

paraphrasing,interpreting,andspelling.Writingactivitiescannot

beseparatedfrom studentsofEnglishEducationDepartment,

wheremasteryofforeignlanguagescanbeseenfromtheirskillsin

writinganarticleoressaybothinsentenceformandinparagraph

form.Anassignmentinwritingaparagraphisanassignmentthat

studentsofEnglishEducationDepartmentoftenencounter.Nguyen

fromMonashUniversitystatedinwritingaparagraph,thestudents

havetoexpresstheirideasanddevelopthemthroughextensive

writing.However,intheseactivities,studentsoftenencounter
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difficultiesfindingideasthattheyshouldincludeinanarticle.They

willlookforinformationrelatedtothewriting,oneofwhichis

reading.Theinformationtheyreadcertainlycomesfromvarious

sourcesofinformationsuchasbooks,journals,articlesthatthey

canquicklygetthroughtheinternet.6

Thedevelopmentoftheinternettodayallowsstudentsto

copyotherpeople’swritingsveryeasily.Itraisesthehabitof

studentstousetheinternetasasourceofinformationrelatedto

thewritingstheymakesothatplagiarismarisesintentionallyor

unintentionally.Tobuildknowledgeaboutplagiarism,studentsneed

tobeawareofit,butdostudentsknowwhatplagiarismis?The

mainfactorwhystudentscommitmanyactsofplagiarismisalack

ofknowledge and awareness.However,students become

accustomed to doing these actionsin education,whether

intentionallyorunintentionally.

Basedonthebackgroundexplanationabove.Theresearcher

ismotivatedtoresearchtheattitudeofEnglishEducation

Departmentstudentsanditscorrelationtowardsplagiarism in

academicwriting,whichisexpectedtoprovideawarenessand

knowledgeofplagiarismtheoryandacademicwritinginthefuture.

Therefore,theresearcherwouldliketoraisethetitle

“TheCorrelationBetweenEFLStudents’AttitudeandTheir

6TVLNguyenandAFilipi,‘PlagiarisminEnglishAcademicWriting:
TowardsaDefinitionandClassificationofTypes.’,VinhUniversityJournalof
Science,46.2B(2017),5–20.
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AcademicDishonestyinAcademicWriting“

B.ResearchQuestion

Basedonthebackgroundabove,theresearcherfoundthe

problemasfollows:

1. HowisEFLstudents'attitudeinacademicwriting?

2.HowisEFLstudents'plagiarisminacademicwriting?

3.TowhatextentisthecorrelationofEFLstudents'attitude

towardsplagiarismphenomenoninacademicwritingatUIN

WalisongoSemarang?

C.ResearchObjective

Basedonthestatementsabove,theresearcherintendsto

achievesomeobjectivestotheresearchasfollows:

1.ToexplainEFLstudents'attitudeinacademicwriting

2.ToexplainEFLstudents'plagiarisminacademicwriting

3.ToanalyzethecorrelationofEFLstudents'attitudestowards

plagiarismphenomenoninacademicwritingatUINWalisongo

Semarang

D.PedagogicalSignificance

Theresultofthisstudyishopedtogivesomepositive

contributionboththeoreticallyandpractically.

1. TheoreticalSignificance

TheresearchisexpectedtoexplainEFLStudents’

AttitudesanditscorrelationtowardsPlagiarismphenomenonin

academicwritingatUINWalisongoSemarang.Hopefully,the
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resultofthisresearchcanbeareferenceforthefuture

researcherwhowantstoconductthesameaboutacademic

dishonestyintheplagiarismphenomenon.

2.PracticallySignificance

Thisresearchservedfourpracticalsignificancesare:

a.Fortheresearcher

Thisresearchisexpectedtogivemoreknowledgeabout

ThecorrelationbetweenEFLstudents’attitudeandtheir

plagiarisminacademicwritingatUINWalisongoSemarang

b.Forthereaders

Thisresearchisexpectedtogiveinformationabout

plagiarism phenomenoninacademicwriting,whichis

expected toincrease awarenessofthe plagiarism

phenomenon

c.Furtherresearcher

Thisresearchcanbeareferenceforthefurther

researcherwhowantstoconductthesameresearch

whichisrelatedtothistopic,especiallythecorrelation

between EFLstudents’attitudeandtheirplagiarismin

academicwriting
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CHAPTERII

THEORETICALREVIEW

Inthischapter,theresearcherpresents,previousresearchand

literaturereview

A.PreviousResearch

1.Ajournalwaspublishedin2017,entitled“AcademicMisconduct:

AnInvestigationintoMaleStudents’Perceptions,Experiences&

AttitudestowardsCheatingandPlagiarisminaMiddleEastern

UniversityContext”.ThisstudywaswrittenbyBilalM.Tayan

fromGraduateSchoolofEducation,ExeterUniversity,United

Kingdom.Thestudyaimedtoaddressthemesrelatedtothe

meaning,forms,source,frequency,andreasonsforcheating

and plagiarism. The study also proposes several

recommendations to alleviate the levels ofacademic

misconduct,beitcheatinginexamsorplagiarisingcontent,in

theSaudiuniversitycontext.ThisstudyusedanonlineLikert

scalequestionnaire.Itspurposewastoinvestigatefirst-year

maleundergraduatestudents’attitudes,experiences,and

perceptionstowardsplagiarismandcheatinginauniversity

locatedinSaudiArabia.Thestudyshowsthatcheatingand

plagiarism arecommonamongstudents,whileaneedto

addressstudentawarenessandclarifystudentexpectations
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towardsacademicintegritywasalsoidentified.7

2.AjournalwrittenbyYoungD.Nwoye,UchennaN.Akpom,and

Jae-KwangHwangwaspublishedin2019wasentitled“Students

AttitudeandPerceptionstowardsAcademicDishonesty”.This

studyaimedtolookatstudentperceptionsofacademic

dishonestyatnumerouscollegesanduniversitiesinSouthEast

andNorthernpartofNigeria,evaluatehowmalestudents'

perceptionsmayvaryfrom thoseoffemalestudents,and

identifysomefactorsthatpredictstudents’attitudestoward

academicdishonesty.Themethodofthisstudyisquantitative.

The data collection used a studentself-reportsurvey

questionnaire.Theresultsindicatethatstudents’personal

beliefsandsocietalpressuretosucceedandadvanceina

competitive educational environment impact students’

perceptionsofacademicdishonesty.Studentswhoplaceless

weightonthecostofbeingcaughtwerelesslikelytoperceive

academicdishonestysituationsassuch.Overall,thestudents

hadagoodunderstandingofacademicdishonestysituations

showninthegenerallyhighacademicdishonestyquestions

means.8

3.NajmiRodhiya,PrimardianaHermiliaWijayati,andHerriAkhmad

Bukhoriwroteapaperentitled“GraduateStudents’Attitude

TowardPlagiarism inAcademicWriting”from TheState

7Tayan.
8D.Nwoye,N.Akpom,andHwang.
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UniversityofMalangin2020.Thisstudyaimstofindout

graduatelanguagestudents’attitudestowardplagiarism in

academicwriting.Thismethodusedaquantitativeapproach,

andthedesignwasasurvey.Asampleusingrandomsampling

waschosenasthesamplingtechnique.Theinstrumentswere

Questionnaireandinterview.Theresultshowsthat66%or57

studentshaveaneutralattitudetowardplagiarism.Itmeans

thattheyknewthatplagiarismwasanimproperaction,butthey

cantolerateplagiarismaction.However,33%or28students

haveanegativeattitudetowardplagiarism,whichmeansthey

cannottolerateplagiarism.Incontrast,only1%oronestudent

hasapositiveattitudetowardplagiarism,whichmeanstheydo

notthinkplagiarismisimproper.9

4.AjournalwaswrittenbyGuangweiHuandJunLeientitled

“Plagiarism inEnglishacademicwriting:Acomparisonof

Chineseuniversityteachers'andstudents'understandingsand

stances.ThisjournalisfromNanyangTechnologicalUniversity

Singapore,publishedin2016.Thisstudy’spurposeistobridge

thegapbycomparinghow142ChineseuniversityEFLteachers

and 270 undergraduate students viewed exemplars of

unacknowledgedcopyingandunattributedparaphrasing,two

formsofintertextualitygenerallyregardedasplagiarismin

Anglo-Americanacademia.Themethodofthisstudyused

quantitativeandqualitative.Theresultofquantitativeand

9RodhiyaandHermiliaWijayati.
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qualitative analysis shows thatthe participants,though

understandingplagiarisminEnglishacademicwritingdifferently

from Anglo-American academia,clearly disapproved of

recognizedcasesofplagiarism.Theanalysesalsorevealedthat

moreexcellentknowledgeofandharsherstancesonbothtypes

oftransgressiveintertextualitywereassociatedwithbroader

exposuretoandmoreexperienceinEnglishacademicwriting.

Furthermore,theparticipantshadmoresimilarunderstandings

ofunacknowledgedcopyingthanofunattributedparaphrasing

andtookharsherstancesontheformer.Thesefindingshighlight

complexandnuancedunderstandingsofplagiarismandpointto

thecrucialroleofacademicsocializationinshapingknowledge

ofandattitudestowardplagiarism.10

5.Ajournalwaspublishedin2012entitled“ThePerceptionsand

AttitudesofInternationalStudentsTowardsPlagiarisM”.Itwas

writtenbyThiTuyet(June)Tran.Thestudyaimstoreportthe

viewsofplagiarismamongstudentsenrolledinFoundationsof

Management(FOM),acoresubjectintheDiplomainBusiness

AdministrationatLaTrobeMelbourne.Therearetwomethods

used.Thoseareasurveyoftheresponsesfrom72students

andafocusgroupinterviewwitheightstudentsattheendof

the13-weekcourse.Theresultofthisstudyisthatnostudentin

10GuangweiHuandJunLei,‘PlagiarisminEnglishAcademicWriting:A
ComparisonofChineseUniversityTeachers’andStudents’Understandingsand
Stances’, System, 56 (2016), 107–18
<https://doi.org/10.1016/j.system.2015.12.003>.
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thecoursewassubsequentlyaccusedofplagiarism.11

B.LiteratureReview

1.Plagirism

a.TheDefinitionofPlagirism

Plagiarism isoneofacademicdishonestythat

becomesacentralissueandchallengefacedbythe

educationalsector.Studentswhostudyinahigherlevelof

educationwillfacemanykindsofacademicwriting,whichis

noteasytodealwith.Moreover,studentsneedtofind

informationrelatedtotheirwritingtosupporttheoriesand

argumentsfortheiracademicwriting.

Furthermorem,Plagiarismisatermthatisderived

fromLatinwordsforplundering–kidnapping.Thistermis

talkingaboutkidnappingsomeone’sideas.Plagiarismisthe

actoftakingviewsoropinionofothersintentionallyor

unintentionallyandmakingthemasourideas.Itincludes

smallthingssuchasparaphrasingwordswithoutgivingthe

source.Onalargescale,plagiarisminvolvescopyingwords

towordsofsomeone’sworkwithoutwritingdownthe

reference.

Furthermore,plagiarismoccurswhensomeonetakes

theworkofanotherpersonwithout acknowledging the

11ThiTuyet(June)Tran,‘ThePerceptionsandAttitudesofInternational
StudentsTowardsPlagiarism’,ACPETJournalforPrivateHigherEducation,1.2
(2012),13–22.
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sources.12 Plagiaristusuallytakespersonaladvantagefrom

theworkofotherswithoutfightingtocreatehis/herwork.It

isinlinewithwhichnotedthatplagiarismistheactof

presentingthewords,ideas,orexpressionofothersasyour

ownwithoutcitingtheoriginalwriter.13 Inthiscase,

plagiarismisseenasanactivityoftakingthework of

anotherpersonwithoutinformationabouttherealauthor.

Generally,thishappenswhentheauthordoesnothave

enoughknowledgeaboutthetopiche/shewrote.This

limitationeventuallymakesthemprefertouseotherpeople's

wordsorsentencesasiftheyweretheirthoughts.

Therefore,itisindicatedthatcitingthesourcesofworkis

fundamentalinwriting.

Thatis to say,plagiarism means captivating

someone’sworksandauthorizesitasourideaswithout

properacknowledgment.Plagiarismincludestakingwords,

sentences,opinions,research result,and discussion.

Moreover,plagiarismcanalsobeformedasmissingand

incompletereferencing.Lettingthereaderbelievethat

12TFishman,‘WeKnowItWhenWeSeeItIsNotGoodEnough:Towarda
StandardDefinitionofPlagiarismThatTranscendsTheft,Fraud,andCopyright.’,
Proceedings4thAsiaPacificConferenceonEducationalIntegrity,September,
2009,5.

13BensonHonigandAkankshaBedi,‘TheFoxintheHenHouse:ACritical
ExaminationofPlagiarismamongMembersoftheAcademyofManagement’,
Academy ofManagementLearning and Education,11.1(2012),101–23
<https://doi.org/10.5465/amle.2010.0084>.
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thosewordsorideasasourideasareunethical.

b.TypesofPlagiarism

Therearetwocategoriesofplagiarism,namely

intentionaland unintentionalplagiarism. Intentional

plagiarism meanscommitting plagiarism even though

theyareawarethatplagiarism iswrong.Itmeansthat

studentsconsciouslydotheplagiarism.Ithappenedwhen

studentsarecopyingandpastingsomeone’sworkand

statedtheydidit.Teachersorlecturersusuallyfindout

plagiarism whenstudents’writingstyleisinconsistent,

choiceofwords,unconnectedcontent,andwhenthey

rememberhavingreadtheexactideasorwordsbefore.

However,unintentionalplagiarismhappensduetolack

ofknowledgeofplagiarism.Itoccurswhenstudentsdonot

knowhowtociteothers’workproperly.Asaresultofnot

beingawareofhowtodoquoting,paraphrasing,summarizing,

andsynthesizingotherpeople'swork,studentscanbe

involvedinthecaseofplagiarism.Inotherwords,plagiarism

canbealsoformedindifferenttypeincludingcopyand

pastewithoutreferences,providingwrongorincomplete

citationorreferences,presentingorcitingthesecondary

sourceasaprimary.14

14AnnM.RogersonandGraceMcCarthy,‘UsingInternetBased
ParaphrasingTools:OriginalWork,PatchwritingorFacilitatedPlagiarism?’,
International Journal for Educational Integrity, 13.1 (2017)
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c.ElementsofPlagiarism

According toSutherland-Smiththe definition of

plagiarismfromnumeroussources.Sheconcludedthatthere

aresixcommonelementscouldbeelicitedfrom the

definitionofplagiarism.15Therearesixaspectsofthemodel

ofplagiarism.AnObject(language,words,andtext):One

elementthatbecomestheobjectofplagiarismiswords.

Thesewordscanbeintheformofsinglewords,phrases,

sentences,andevenlargertexts.Thelargetexthere

includeswrittenmaterial,visual,andoral.Inaddition,written

andoraltextsintheformofconceptualideascanalsobe

elementsofplagiarism.However,whatistheobjectof

plagiarismisdeterminedbyeachinstitution.Itisregulated

byinstitutionstomaketheirwidelydistributedworks

consideredcredibleworks,nottheresultofplagiarism.Which

HasBeenTaken(Borrowed,orStolen):Thiselementof

plagiarismexplainsactsofappropriationsuchastaking,

copying,continuing,incompleteparaphrasing,andmistakenly

citingtheauthor.Theactofappropriationhasabroadscope

sothatnoneoftheuniversitiesopenlysaythatplagiarismis

"theft"butemphasizesthatplagiarism isunethicalor

prohibited.Sothatdeliberatelytakingsomeoneelse'sworkis

<https://doi.org/10.1007/s40979-016-0013-y>.
15JaneSunderland,LanguageandGender;AnAdvancedResourceBook

(NewYork:NewYork:RoutledgeAppliedLinguistics,2015).
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anillegalactivityintheacademicworld.Therefore,some

universitiesgivestrictactionstothosewhocarryout

plagiarism.FromaParticularSource:Plagiarismoccursnot

onlyfromwrittenororaltexts.Thesourceofplagiarismcan

comefromavarietyofmediasuchasbooks,journals,

papers,videos,images,theses,unpublishedworks,seminars,

reports,website,andothers.Thissourceofinformationand

knowledgeisopenandcanbeaccessedbyanyone.The

easeofaccessinginformationcanmakeiteasierfor

someonetotakeothers’workwithoutappreciatingit.

Moreover,onlineinformationsourcesontheinternetarealso

asource that offers many opportunities to illegally

extractmaterialwithouttryingtoparaphraseandcitethe

originalauthor.ByanAgent:Thecasesofplagiarismthat

occuratuniversitiesaremostlydonebyindividualsor

students.Therefore,theuniversitymadeeffortstominimize

studentsdoingplagiarism byprovidingeducationand

buildingregulations.Inthepolicyofacademicviolations,

violationarticlesaregenerallyintendedforstudents.

Violationsoftheplagiarismcodeofethicsforstaffarenot

explicitlymentioned.Without(Adequate)Acknowledgment:

Some universities state that the absence of

acknowledgmentorattributiontosourcesincludesactsof

plagiarism.Thispolicyusuallyreads:withoutpropersupport,

withoutexplicitindications,inadequaterecognition,and
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failingtoprovideappropriateattribution.Thispolicyis

containedandregulatedbyMonashandSimonFraser

University.Theuniversityoffersadetailedlistofhowlackof

attributioncanoccur.Forexample,ithappenswhenthe

writerdeterminesthe text, ideas, andresearchor

computerdata.Meanwhile,policiesinotheruniversitiesonly

statethatinsufficientorlackofrecognitionisconsideredas

plagiarism.AndwithorWithoutIntentiontoDeceive:In

prosecutingthecaseofplagiarism,theelementofintention

ishighlydebated.Itisduetodifferencesofopinionaboutthe

definitionofplagiarism.Somesaythataccidentallydoing

plagiarismcanalreadybecalledplagiarism.Ontheother

hand,plagiarismmeansthattheactionisdoneintentionally.

Therefore,theuniversityapplieswhatisknowninlegal

languageas the term "strict obligation" to define

plagiarism. Thisdefinitionofplagiarism isareference

whetherornotplagiarismoccurs.

d.AcademicDishonesty

Academicdishonestyintheacademicsystemcanbe

interpretedasbehaviorintheacademicworldcontraryto

therequirements,integrity,andnormsthatapplyinan

institution.Thepurposeoftheactionistogetbenefitsinthe

formofvaluethattheyshouldnotget.16AccordingtoImam

16SixtusBieranyeBayaaMartinSaanaandothers,‘AcademicDishonesty
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Farisi,fiveformsofdishonestyareoftenencounteredinthe

academicsystem:plagiarism,falsificationofinformation,

badbehavior,cheating,andbribing.Plagiarismoccurswith

theactofusingotherpeople’sworkwithoutincludingthe

quotation.FalsificationofInformationreferstoproviding

falseinformation,andbadbehaviorisassociatedwith

contraryactionstothesystem andrules.Cheatingis

imitatingandgivingworkresultstootherpeople,whether

intentionalornot.Meanwhile,bribingistheactofasking,

giving,andgettinghelpinacademicstoachievespecific

goals.17

e.AcademicPlagiarism

Anattitudecanbeinterpretedasalagtobehave.

Understandingaperson’sattitudecanenablesomeoneto

behave.Thisattitudedirectsapersontoact,thinkand

behavetowardssomething.18Measuringstudents’attitude

towardparticularobjectsiscriticalbecausestudents’

attitudescanleadtothatperson'sbehavior.Students’

inHigherEducation:Students’PerceptionsandInvolvementinanAfrican
Institution’,BMCResearchNotes,9.1(2016),1–13<https://doi.org/10.1186/s13104-
016-2044-0>.

17MohammadImamFarisi,‘AcademicDishonestyinDistanceHigher
Education:ChallengesandModelsforMoralEducationintheDigitalEra’,Turkish
Online Journal of Distance Education, 14.4 (2013), 176–95
<https://doi.org/10.17718/tojde.76761>.

18TeukuZulfikar,SyarifahDahliana,andRiskaAmeliaSari,‘AnExploration
ofEnglishStudents’AttitudetowardLearningEnglish’,EnglishLanguageTeaching
EducationalJournal,2.1(2019),1<https://doi.org/10.12928/eltej.v2i1.947>.
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attitudestowardsparticularinwillsignificantlyaffectthe

learningoutcomes.Thestudents'positiveattitudewillalso

producepositiveattitudestowardslearning,butifstudents’

attitudestowardslearningarenegative,theresultwilllead

tonegativeresults.Aperson'sattitudegivesbirthto2

domainswhicharedividedintopositiveattitudesand

negativeattitudes.19

Aperson’sattitudecanaffectaperson’sbehaviorso

thatthepersonhasconfidenceinit.Thisbeliefcangenerate

aperson’sintentiontobehave.Aperson’sbehaviorisformed

fromthreebeliefs,includingbehavioralbeliefs,normative

beliefs,andemotionalfeelings. 20Behavioral beliefs

areassociatedwithaperson’sbeliefsindoingsomething

thatcomesfromthisownbehavior.Apersoncandetermine

theirapprovalordisapprovalofsomethingthatresultsin

behaviorfromthisbelief.Normativebeliefsleadandcome

fromtheirsocialenvironment,andsomeonewillbelievein

somethingiftheirenvironmenthasthesamebeliefaboutit.

Controlbeliefsleadtocontroloftheiremotions,wherebeliefs

19PatriciaBertea,‘MeasuringStudents’AttitudeTowardsE-Learning.a
Case Study’,Conference Proceedings of »eLearning and Software for
Education« (ELSE),1,2009,417–24<https://www.ceeol.com/search/article-
detail?id=38732>.

20LutzSommer,‘TheTheoryOfPlannedBehaviourAndTheImpactOf
PastBehaviour’,InternationalBusiness&EconomicsResearchJournal(IBER),10.1
(2011),91–110<https://doi.org/10.19030/iber.v10i1.930>.
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aboutsomethingcansupportorevendonotsupportit.21

f.PlagiarismCategories

Someonecanbesaidtobeplagiarizingiftheymeet

otherstudents’ignoranceaboutgroupdiscussion,theuseof

materialwithoutcitations,andtheuseoffakequotes.

Studentsoftendonotknowthepurposeofgroupdiscussions

whichleadstoplagiarism in writing sentencesand

discussingthesameastheirgroupfriends.Anexampleof

thiscaseisthatstudentsareaskedtowritetheir

assignmentsbutareallowedtodiscusswithotherfriends

whohavethesamecourse,buttheirwritingoftenhas

similaritiesinthesentences,phrases,andquotationsseenin

thewriting.Someonecancommitplagiarismfromthese

smallthingsifhedoesnotincludeafootnoteorendnote.22

Usingmaterialderivedfromwriting,speech,ortextwithout

includingquotationsisaclearactofplagiarism.copying

materialwithinadequatequotesandtheactofdisguising

plagiarismbygivingfalsequotesisalsoplagiarism.Wealso

needtobesuspiciousofthespellinginafootnoteorquote

becauseeveninscanningthesource,itoftencauseserrors

21RodhiyaandHermiliaWijayati.
22Ph.DLars,R.Jones,‘AcademicIntegrity&AcademicDishonesty :A

HandbookAboutCheating& Plagiarism’,AcademicIntegrity& Academic
Dishonesty :AHandbookAboutCheating&Plagiarism,2011,27.
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insearchingforit.23

g.WaystoAvoidPlagiarism

Plagiarismisusingsomeoneelse’swordsorideasas

ifitwasourideas.Itisaseriousoffensethatshouldbe

avoidedbythewriter.Therefore,learninghowtousethe

informationwithoutdoingplagiarismissomethingthatneeds

tobelearned.Onewaytopreventplagiarismistousea

directquotation.Moreover,thewritershouldalsolearnhow

tocitesourcescorrectlytoavoidplagiarism.Citingthe

sourcesmeanstotellthereaderabouttheoriginalwriterof

theideas.Therearesomewaystopreventplagiarisminour

writing.FirstoffallistoPlanthewriting.Toprevent

plagiarism,thewritersneedtoplanwritingpaperswell.Ifthe

authorsrealizethattheywillusethesourceorworkof

anotherperson,thentheauthorsneedtoplanhowtocite

thesource.Itrelatestowhattypeofreferencewritingwill

beused,orthatisinaccordancewiththeuniversity.Italso

relatestoeffortsinbalancingthenumberofauthors'ideas

withideasobtainedfromothersources.Theideasofothers

areonlysupportingthewriter'sstatement,notmasteringthe

entirewriting.CiteSources:Citingtheoriginalsourcesis

neededwhenthewritergetstheideafromsomeoneelse.

Eventhewriteronlyusepartoftheideas;theyshould

23Lars,R.Jones.
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alwayscitetheoriginalsources.Citingasourceisatwo-

stepsprocess.24Thewriterneedstoinsertashortreference

inparenthesesattheendofeachpieceofborrowed

information.Thisbriefreferenceiscalledanin-textcitation.

Whatthewritercandoischeckoutthetypeofreference

thatbeingusedbytheuniversityorinstitutionyouare

in.Paraphrasing:Paraphrasingisrestatingotherpeople's

ideasbyusingtheirownwordswithoutchangingthetrue

meaning.Itisjustchangingafewpartsoftheoriginal

sentencedoesnotmakethesentenceparaphrased.The

authorneedstochangethewordsandsentencestructure

withoutchangingthecontentsofthetext.Themost

importantthingisthatparaphrasedparagraphssometimes

requirecitationsbecausetheycomefromotherpeople's

ideas,even though the author uses his/her own

words.Quotation:Aquotationis―agroupofwordstaken

fromatextorspeechandrepeatedbysomeoneotherthan

theoriginalauthororspeaker.Inotherwords,thequotation

isshortofwritingthatrewrittenbyotherwriters.Givinga

quotationinourwritingisanexcellentsupportingdetail.The

quotationwillbevaluableifwewritedowntheideasform

reliableandknowledgeablesources.

24AliceOshimaAnnHogueandothers,IntroductiontoAcademicWriting
THIRDEDITION,PearsonEducationLimited,2007.
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2.AttitudesinLanguageLearning
Attitudesisimportantinlanguagelearningasit

affectshowtheworldisviewed,howpeoplethinkandwhat

peopledo.25Thenextsubsectionswillexplainthenatureof

attitude,componentsofattitudesandexternalfactorsaffecting

attitude.

a.DefinitionofAttitude

Attitudehasbeenatopicofdiscussionbymany

researchersforyears.Manyhaverelatedattitudetoa

varietyofaspectsincludinglanguage.Oneofmanytopics

discussedisrelatedtoattitudestowardlanguagelearning.

Thepointsthatinlanguagelearningcontext,attitudeisseen

asthesetofvalueswhichapupilbringstoaForeign

LanguageLearning(FLL)experience.Hefurthersaysthat

valuesaredeterminedbydifferentfactors.Thefactorsthat

setvaluesaretheexperienceoflearningthetarget

language,ofthetargetlanguagecommunity,experienceof

travel,theinfluenceofparentsandfriends,andtheattitudes

whichtheymaydemonstrateandarticulate.

b.TheComponentsofAttitude

AccordingtoMaioandHaddock,therearethree

25GregoryR.MaioandGeoffreyHaddock,‘ThePsychologyofAttitudes
andAttitudeChange’,ThePsychologyofAttitudesandAttitudeChange,2009,
1–276<https://doi.org/10.4135/9781446214299>.
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componentsthatshapeanattitude.26Theyareasfollows:

1)Cognitivecomponent:Thecognitivecomponentof

attitudesreferstothebeliefsorthoughtsthatare

associatedwithanobject.Beliefplaysanimportantrole

inshapingattitude.Theysaybeliefisanimportant

aspectforattitudestowardavarietyofimportantissues.

Therearetwoaspectsthatcanchangethebeliefofa

person.One ismessagesand the otherone is

information.Theymentionedthatbeliefcanbechanged

whenthenewmessageisacceptedornewinformation

isbelieved.Messagesornewinformationcanbeinform

ofbenefitsorsocialbenefitsofanobject.Whenbeliefis

changed,anattitudeappeared.

2)Affective Component:Theaffectivecomponentof

attitudesreferstothefeelingsthatarelinkedtoan

attitudeobject.Feelingsinfluenceattitudesinavariety

ofways.AccordingtoMaioandHaddock,feeling

influencesinmanyways.Somefeelingsaresubtleand

indirectwhileotherscanbepowerfulanddirect.Oneof

thewaysthatfeelingcanbeaffectedisthrough

exposure.Repeatedexposuretoacertainstimuluscan

evokepositiveattitudeasthisexposurecanleadto

familiarity.Familiarityaboutacertainstimulusmay

initiatecertainty.

26MaioandHaddock.
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3)BehaviouralComponent:Thebehaviouralcomponentof

attitudesreferstothepastbehavioursorexperiences

regardinganattitudeobject.AccordingtoMaioand

Haddock,behaviouralinformationmayshapeattitudes.

Theysaythatbehaviourcanbeinfluencedbymany

factors,namelyrandomevents,demandsmadeonus,

socialnorms,andhabits.Thisbehaviourcanthenaffect

thewaypeoplethinkandsubsequentattitudes.Random

eventsordirectexperiencesorrepeatedeventsthat

happenedinthepastshapeattitudesincethemindis

settothinkthattheactionthatshouldbedoneisbased

ontheexperienced.Peoplearelivingwithinnormsand

regulation.

c.Students’AttitudeinWriting

ZulfikaretalfromAhmadDahlanUniversitysaid

thatanattitudecanbeinterpretedasalagtobehave.

Understandingaperson’sattitudecanenablesomeoneto

behave.Thisattitudedirectsapersontoact,thinkand

behavetowardssomething.27Measuringstudents’attitude

towardparticularobjectsiscriticalbecausestudents’

attitudescanleadtothatperson'sbehavior.Students’

attitudestowardsparticularinwillsignificantlyaffectthe

learningoutcomes.Thestudents'positiveattitudewillalso

27Zulfikar,Dahliana,andSari.
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producepositiveattitudestowardslearning,butifstudents’

attitudestowardslearningarenegative,theresultwilllead

tonegativeresults.Aperson'sattitudegivesbirthto2

domainswhicharedividedintopositiveattitudesand

negativeattitudes.28

Aperson’sattitudecanaffectaperson’sbehavior

sothatthepersonhasconfidenceinit.Thisbeliefcan

generateaperson’sintentiontobehave.Aperson’sbehavior

isformedfromthreebeliefs,includingbehavioralbeliefs,

normativebeliefs,andemotionalfeelings.29Behavioralbeliefs

areassociatedwithaperson’sbeliefsindoingsomething

thatcomesfromthisownbehavior.Apersoncandetermine

theirapprovalordisapprovalofsomethingthatresultsin

behaviorfromthisbelief.Normativebeliefsleadandcome

fromtheirsocialenvironment,andsomeonewillbelievein

somethingiftheirenvironmenthasthesamebeliefaboutit.

Controlbeliefsleadtocontroloftheiremotions,wherebeliefs

aboutsomethingcansupportorevendonotsupportit.30

Furthermore,Attitudecanbedefinedasawayof

opinionorfeelingthatsomeoneusuallyhasaboutsomething.

Hogg&vaughandefinedattitudeasarelativelyenduring

organizationofbelief,feelingsandbehavioraltendencies

28Bertea.
29Sommer.
30RodhiyaandHermiliaWijayati.
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towardssociallysignificantobjects,groups’eventsor

symbols.Attitudeisadispositiontorespondfavorablyor

unfavorablytoanobject,person,institutionorevent.Inshort,

attitudeisanindividual’sbelief,thinking,feelingabout

somethingsuchasanobject,groups,eventorsymbols31.

Whenpeoplehaveafavorableattitudetowardsomething,

theywouldhaveanintentiontoperformtheactionwhile

whentheyhaveunfavorableattitude,theywouldnotintend

todoit.

Asaresult,ifthestudentshaveapositiveattitude

towardplagiarism,itwillmakethempossibletocommit

plagiarism.Ontheotherhand,ifthestudentshavea

negativeattitudetowardplagiarism,itwillmakethem

carefullyinwritingsothattheycanavoidcommitting

plagiarism.Havinganegativeattitudetowardplagiarismis

important.Anegativeattitudecanleadthestudentsto

produceanoriginalwrittenwork.

31Hogg,N&vaughan,G.(2005).SocialPsychology(FourthEdi).
London,:PrenticeHall.
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CHAPTERIII

RESEARCHMETHOD

Theresearcherpresented,placeandtimeoftheresearch,

researchdesign,populationandsample,variableandindicator,data

collectiontechnique,dataanalysistechnique,andfinalanalysisinthis

chapter.

A.ResearchDesign
Researchdesignwasthespecificproceduresinvolving

datacollection,dataanalysis,andreportwritingintheresearch

process.32 Inthisstudy,theresearcherplannedtoconducta

quantitative approach.Sugiyono revealed that quantitative

researchwasaresearchmethodwherethedatawasinnumbers,

andtheanalysisusesstatistics.33Quantitativeresearchreferredto

identifyingresearchproblemsbasedontrendsorneedsinthefield

toexplainwhysomethingoccurred.Describingtrendsmeantthat

researchcouldanswerthebestresearchproblemsbysettingthe

overalltrendofindividuals'responsesandnotinghowthese

tendenciesvary.Theresultsofthisstudyprovidedinformationon

howlargepopulationsviewtheseissuesandthediversityof

32Creswell&JohnW,EducationalResearch:Planning,Conducting,and
EvaluatingQuantitativeandQualitativeResearch,5thEditio(New Jersey:
PearsonEducation,2015).

33Sugiyono,Sugiyono.(2016).ResearchMethodQuantitative,Qualitative
andR&D.Bandung:ALFABETACV,p.7.(Bandung:AlfabetaCV,2016).
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views34.

Theresearchdesignappliedinthisresearchwas

correlationaldesign.Correlationdesignswereusedtoexplorethe

relationshipbetweenvariables.Quantitativedatawasrequiredto

conductthisresearch.Thefactofcorrelationresearchwasthat

correlationdidnotmeanonevariableaffectanothervariablebut

meantarelationshipbetweenonevariableandanothervariable.

Thisphenomenoncausedthefirstknowledgetoallowasecond

prediction.Therefore,itopeneduptheentirefieldofprediction

study.35InlinewithCreswell,someresearchfocusedmoreon

examiningtherelationshipsofoneormorevariablesthantesting

theirimpact.36Correlationdesignwasaprocedureinquantitative

researchinwhichaimedtomeasurethedegreeofrelationship

betweentwoormorevariableswhosedatacalculationsused

statisticalproceduresofcorrelationanalysis.Anumberspecifies

thelevelofrelationshipwhetherthetwovariableswereinterrelated

orwhetheronecouldpredicttheother.

Thetermsofquantitativewerethesameasclosed-

endedquestionwhereusedinthedomainofnumber.Theuseof

closed-endedquestionsallowedrespondentstochooseanswers

from thequestionsthathadbeenprovided.37Thequantitative

34Creswell&JohnW.
35Andersonetal,FundamentalsofEducationalResearch,2ndEditio

(USA:TheFalmerPress,Taylor&FrancisInc.,2005).
36Creswell&JohnW.
37CresswellandJohnW,ResearchDesign:Qualitative,Quantitativeand
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methodwouldbeusedclose-endedquestionbyusingquestioner

thatwouldbeanalysedandcollectedstatisticallyandwas

continuedbyinterpretingitindescriptiveform.

B.PopulationandSample

1. Population

Apopulationwasagroupofindividualswiththesame

characteristics.Inresearch,itwasnecessarytodecidewhat

grouptostudy.Selectingrespondentswhorepresentedan

entiregroupofindividualswasamoreadvancedresearch

process.Thesampleoftheselectedpopulationwastypicalof

thepopulationbeingstudied,whichrepresentedindividual

selection.38Thepopulationofthisresearchwasthefifthto

ninth-semesterstudentsofEnglishDepartmentUINWalisongo

Semarangwhoalreadygotwritingforacademicpurposes

class.

2.Sample
Inquantitativeresearchpractice,sampleswere

takenfromavailablerespondents.Atargetpopulationwasa

groupofindividualswithsomecommoncharacteristicsthat

couldbeidentifiedandstudiedwhichthenthesamplewas

selectedtobestudied.Thesamplewasasub-groupofthe

populationtobestudiedforgeneralization.Theselected

Mixed-MethodApproaches,FourthEdi(California:SAGEPublications,inc,2014).
38Creswell&JohnW.
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sampleofindividualswasthosethatcouldrepresentthe

entirepopulation.39Samplingwasrequiredtodeterminethe

numberofsamplesthatwererepresentativethatcouldbe

analysedasdata.

Inthiscase,SimpleRandomSamplingwaschosenas

asamplingtechnique.Simplerandomsamplingwasthemost

popularandrigorousformofsamplingofthepopulation.Ina

simplerandomsampling,eachindividualhadanequalchance

ofbeingselectedfromapopulationaslongasthesample

calculationwascalculatedwiththeSlovinformulawitha

precisionlevelof5%.40Inthisresearch,thepopulationwas

136studentsandthesamplewas102studentswhichwas

obtainedfromthemeasurementofSlovinformulabelow.

SlovinFormula

n=
N

1+Ne
2

Description:

n =Samplesize

N =Populationsize

e =Errortolerancelimit

39Creswell&JohnW.
40NoorandJuliansyah,MetodologiPenelitian.,ed.byKencanaPrenada

MediaGrup(Jakarta,2011).
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C.VariableandIndicator

Andersondefinedthatavariablewasacharacteristicwhich

couldassumeanyoneofavaluesrange.41Meanwhileaccordingto

Creswell,avariablewasanindividualororganizationcharacteristic

whichcouldbemeasuredorobservedbyresearchersandcould

varyamongindividualsororganizationsexamined.42Theywerekey

ideaswhichwereseektocollectinformationontheresearch

purpose.

Therewere2typesofvariableinthisresearch.Thefirst

wasindependentvariable.Independentvariablewasthevariable

causedorinfluencedadependentvariable.43Independentvariable

inthisresearchwasEFLStudents’Attitude.Theinstrumentapplied

inthisresearchwasquestionnaire.Therewere13itemsof

questionnairewith4pointsofscale.Itaimedtomeasurestudents’

attitudeinacademicwriting.Formingthelatticeofquestionnaire

basedonindicatorswhichweretakenfromthetheoryrelatingto

thevariable.TheindicatorsofEFLstudents’attitudewerecognitive;

emotional;andbehavioralinwhichthetheoryofDr.Mohamad

JafreZainolAbidin.44Thefollowingtableservedmoredetaillatticeof

questionnaireitemsofEFLstudents’attitude.

41Andersonetal.
42Creswell&JohnW.
43Andersonetal.
44MohamadJafreZainolAbidinDr.,MajidPour-Mohammadi,andHanan

Alzwari,‘EFLStudents’AttitudestowardsLearningEnglishLanguage:TheCaseof
LibyanSecondarySchoolStudents’,AsianSocialScience,8.2(2012),119–34
<https://doi.org/10.5539/ass.v8n2p119>.
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Table3.1TheLatticeofquestionare(EFLStudents’Attitude)

Variable Component Description
Numberof

items
Total

EFLStudents’

Attitude

Dr.Mohamad

JafreZainol

Abidin(2012)

Cognitive

 Pemahaman

BahasaInggris

mahasiswa

 Kemampuan

mahasiswadalam

membuatkarya

tulis

 PengaplikasianBer

bahasainggris

1,2

3,4

5,6

6

Emotional

 Ketertarikan

mahasiswa

 Keaktifan

mahasiswa

7

8,9

3

 Perhatian

mahasiswa

saatpengajaran

BahasaInggris

 Kepercayaan

10

11

4
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Behavioral

dirimahasiswa

 Kejujuran

mahasiswa

 Sikaptanggung

jawabmahasiswa

12

13

Thesecondvariablewasdependentvariable.Anderson

stateddependentvariablewasavariablewhichwascausedor

influencedbyatreatmentorinterventionofindependentvariable.45

ThedependentvariablewasStudents’Plagiarism.Inthisvariable,

questionnairewasconsideredastheresearchinstrumentto

measureacademicdishonestyinwritingEnglishessay.Therewere

15itemsofquestionnaireintheformofstatements.Itwasused4

pointsofLikertscale.Theindicatorsofacademicdishonesty

includingplagiarismphenomenonweretakenfromthetheoryof

HappyPrasidaNingtyas,BambangYudiCahyono,andNiamikaEl

Khoiri.46Thisvariableutilized3indicators,namelybehavioral,

normative,andcontrol.Thefollowingtableshowedmoredetail

latticeofquestionnaireitemsofacademicdishonestyincluding

plagiarismphenomenon.

45Andersonetal.
46HappyPrasidaNingtyas,BambangYudiCahyono,andNiamikaEl

Khoiri,‘ELTStudents’AttitudestowardsPlagiarism inWritingArgumentative
Essays’,JoLLA:JournalofLanguage,Literature,andArts,1.1(2021),37–48
<https://doi.org/10.17977/um064v1i12021p37-48>.
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Table3.2TheLatticeofquestionare(Students’Plagiarism)

Variable Component Description
Numberof

items
Total

Students’

Plagiarism

Happy

PrasidaNingtyas

,Bambang

YudiCahyono,

NiamikaEl

Khoiri(2021)

Behavioral

 Students’

creativity

 Students’

optimism

 Students’

honesty

 Students’

attention

14

15,16

17,18

19

6

Normative

 Students’

confidence

 Attitudeof

respect

 Selfawareness

20

21

22,23
4

Control

 Abilityof

paraphrasing

24,25,26,

27,28
5

D.ResearchInstrument

Instrumentisatoolusedbyaresearchertocollectdata

inordertogetvalidresult.Questionnairewaschosenbythe

researcherastheinstrument.Choosingaquestionnaireasa

researchinstrumentwasintendedtoobtainadescriptionofthe
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databyhavingrespondents’respondtowhatreallyhappened.The

instrumentwasdesignedbytheresearcherbasedontheindicators.

Theindicatorsforeachvariableweretakenfromsometheoriesto

limittheresearcher'sitemsonthequestionsinthequestionnaire.

Theindicatorwasthenusedasastartingpointforcollecting

instrumentitems,whichcouldbestatementsorquestions.

1.Questionnnaire

QuestionnaireaimedtomeasureEFLstudents’attitude

(X)andacademicdishonesty(Y).Therewere13itemson

studentattitudesand15itemsonacademicdishonesty,which

correspondstoatotalof28itemsinthequestionnaire.The

instrumentwasdistributedtoallrespondents.Thequestionnaire

framesareshowninTable3.1andTable3.2.

TheLikertscaletheoreticallyshowsequalintervals

amongtheresponses.Ineducationalresearch,forexample,the

Likertscale(stronglyagreetostronglydisagree)withthree,

fourormorepossibleresponseisusedassequenceandinterval

data.Inthisresearch,thescalewasconsideredonthebasisof

fourpointsthatweredecisivefortheselectionofthecriteriafor

theanalysisofthedata.Eachscorehaditsownscorebasedon

theevaluationperiodofthequestionnairesheet.Theuseof

LikertscalepointsisshowninTable3.3.

Table3.3LiikertScaleScores

ALTERNATIVEANSWERS SCORES
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Stronglyagree 4

Agree 3

Disagree 2

Stronglydisagree 1

2.Validity

Validityinquantitativeresearchrelatestoaperson's

abilitytodrawusefulandinstructiveconclusionsfrom the

resultsofagiveninstrument.47Establishingthescorevalidityin

asurveysupportedresearchertorecognizewhetherthe

instrumentwasagoodonetoimplementinsurveyresearchor

not.Thevaliditytestwasusedtodeterminethefeasibilityand

accuracyofitemsontheinstrumentindeterminingthetype.48

ThevaliditywascalculatedwithSPSSversion25.0.Theresultof

thevaliditytestofeachitemisdescribedinthefollowing

description:

ThefirstpointdescribedthevalidityvalueofEFLstudents’

attitude(X)thatconsistedof13itemsofquestionnaire.The

validityvalueofeachitemwasexplainedasfollows:theitem1

was0.620**;item2was0.774**;item3was0.676**;item4

was0.721**;item5was0.695**;item6was0.681**;item7

was0.803**;item8was0.555**;item9was0.811**;item10

47JohnCreswellandDavidCreswell,ResearchDesign:Qualitative,
Quantitative,andMixedMethodsApproaches5thEdition,2018.

48DwiPriyatno,MandiriBelajarAnalisisDataDenganSpss(Yogyakarta:
Mediakom,2014).
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was0.660**;item11was0.721**;item12was0.330**anditem

13was0.495**.Basedonthedescriptionabove,theentire

itemsofquestionnaireofstudents’attitude(X)hadtwostars

(**)thatmeanteachitemwasvalidatthesignificantlevelof

1%or0,01,calledtwo-tailed.

ThesecondpointdescribedthevalidityvalueofStudents’

Plagiarism(Y)thatconsistedof15itemsofquestionnaire.The

validityvalueofeachitemwasexplainedasfollows:theitem1

was0.459**;item2was0.613**;item3was0.582**;item4

was0.366*;item5was0.464**;item6was0.597**;item7

was0.109;item8was0.445**;item9was0.527**;item10

was0.547**;item11was0.704**;item12was0.262,item13

was0.454**,item14was0.624**,anditem15was0,424**.

Based onthe descriptionabove,the severalitemsof

questionnaireofacademicdishonesty(Y)hadonestar(*)at

item4thatmeantvalidatthesignificantlevelof5%or0,05

andhadtwostars(**)at13itemsatthesignificantlevelof1%

or0,01.While2othershadnostarthatmeanttheitemswere

invalid.Moreinformationofvalidityvaluetablecouldbeseenin

Appendix.

Inthisresearch,questionnaireitemsweretestedastest

dataon40respondents.Afterdeterminingtheresult,the

samplewasarithmeticallydistributedamongtherespondents

fromthepopulation.Therefore,thedatausedforthevalidity

testwasresearchdatathatwasnotsampled.
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3.Reliability

Reliabilityindicatestheconsistencyofscoresinthe

instrumentsinternally,stabilityovertime,andthepresenceof

stabilityintheexecutionandevaluationoftests.49Thevalidityof

thequestionnairewasanalyzedwiththeSPSSsoftwareversion

25.0.Inthisresearch,Cronbach'salphawasused,whichwas

verysuitableonscaleorrangescores.50Theaimistoshowthat

thereliabilitycoefficientofthequestionnaireisreliableandcan

beusedtomeasurevariables.Instrumentsareconsidered

reliableifthereliabilityvalueis>0.600.51Thereliabilityvaluefor

eachvariableisshowninthefollowingtablebelow:

Table3.4ReliabilityTestofEFLStuents’Attitude(X)

ReliabilityStatistics

Cronbach'sAlpha

Cronbach'sAlphaBased

onStandardizedItems NofItems

.829 .833 13

Accordingtothetableabove,thereliabilityofCronbach's

49CreswellandCreswell.
50Priyatno,MandiriBelajarAnalisisDataDenganSpss.
51ImamGhozali,‘AplikasiAnalisisMultivariateDenganProgramSPSS’,

2013.
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alphastudents’attitudeis0.829,whichshowsthatitsvalue

is>0.600.ThismeansthattheEFLstudents'attitudeswere

reliable.

Table3.5ReliabilityTestofStudents’Plagiarism(Y)

ReliabilityStatistics

TableCronbach's

Alpha

Cronbach'sAlphaBasedon

StandardizedItems NofItems

.809 .816 13

Accordingtothetableabove,thereliabilityofthe

CronbachAlphastudents’academicdishonestyincluding

plagiarismis0.809,whichshowsthatitsvalueis>0.600.

Thismeansthatthestudyofscientificlieswasreliable.

E.DataCollection

1.Firstofall,the researchercreated the frameworkof

questionnaire.Thequestionnaireincluded2variablesconsisting

ofEFLstudents’attitude(X)andStudents’Plagiarism(Y).

2.Then,theresearcherusedgoogleformfordistributingthe40

studentswhowereselectedastrialsample.Thesentlinkwas

bit.ly/SkripsiYolandaAriviaAzmi.

3.Afterthegoogleform wasfilledbythetrialsample,the

researcherinputthedatatoSPSSApplication2.5version.

4.Theresearchercalculatedthevalidityandreliabilitytoobtain



41

validandreliablestatements.Theneliminatedtheinvalidones.

Itwasfound2invalidstatementsfromStudents’Plagiarism(Y).

5.Toobtaintheaccuratedata,theresearchercreatednewgoogle

formanddistributedtothefifthtoninth-semesterstudentsof

EnglishDepartmentUINWalisongowhowereselectedas

researchsample.Thelinkwasbit.ly/SkripsiYolandaAriviaAzmi2.

6.Theresearchercalculatedthedescriptivestatistictoverifythe

normalityandcorrelationfrom thedatabyusingSPSS

Application2.5version.

7.Thelast,theresearcherconcludedtheresearchfinding.

F.DataAnalysis

Theprocessofanalysingdatawascalculatedusing

statisticalanalysistoanalysethedataofnumbers.Dataanalysis

usedinthisresearchwasdescriptivestatistics,normalitytest,and

simplelinearregressionthroughSPSS25version.Thosetypesof

dataanalysishadeachfunction.Datawasanalysedusingthe

appropriatecorrelationaltechniqueanditsresultwascomputeinto

correlationmatrix.

1. DescriptiveStatistics

Descriptivestatisticswasusedtoknowdescriptionof

datasuchasmean,median,mode,minimum,maximum,

standarddeviation,range,andvariance.Theessenceof

descriptivestatisticswasthedistributionoffrequencies.
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Frequenciesaimedtocalculatethedatafrequenciesof

variableanditwasservedintheform ofnumbersand

graphic.52 Topresentdescriptivedatainfullwasusually

includedahistogram thatcontainsthesummaryofthe

frequencyofthedata.Inpractice,histogramsoftenclassified

variousvaluesforthisrepresentation.Theadvantageofa

histogramwasitssimilaritywhichmeantthatmostpeople

whosawthehistogramcouldeasilyunderstandit.53

2.NormalityTest

Visually,thenormalitytestcouldbeassessedthrough

lookingatthefrequencyhistogramorthenormalprobability

outputresultofacomputerprogram.Thenormalitytestused

tofindoutwhetherthedatawasnormallydistributedornot.In

thisresearch,itusednormalitytestOneSampleKolmogrov

SmirnovwhichwascalculatedusingSPSS25version.Data

waswithnormaldistributionifthevalueofSignificance>0,05.

3.SimpleCorrelation

Simple correlation was used to compute the

correlationbetweenonevariableandanothervariablelinearly.

Itinvolvedintervalorratiodata.Pearsonwasthecorrelation

analysisusedinthisresearch.Thevalueofcorrelationwas0

to1.Iftheresultwascloseto1,itmeanttherewasastrong

52DwiPriyatno,MandiriBelajarAnalisisDataDenganSpss(Yogyakarta:
Mediakom,2014).

53Andersonetal.



43

correlationbetweentwovariables.54

CHAPTERIV

RESEARCHFINDINGANDDISCUSSION

Inthischapter,theresearcherpresentstheresearchdescription,

resultofinstrumenttest,dataanalysis,hypothesisanalysis,discussion,

andlimitationoftheresearch.

A.Finding

1. DescriptiveStatistics

Descriptivestatisticsmeasuremean,median,mode,

standarddeviation,variance,range,minimum,maximum,andsum

ofdata.Moreinformationdataofdescriptivestatisticsisshownin

thefollowingtable.

a.DescriptiveStatisticsofEFLStudents’Attitude

Table4.1XDescriptiveStatisticsResult

Statistics

Students'Attitude

N Valid 102

Missing 0

Mean 37.14

Std.ErrorofMean .494

Median 37.00

Mode 35a

54Priyatno,MandiriBelajarAnalisisDataDenganSpss.
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Std.Deviation 4.985

Variance 24.852

Range 29

Minimum 23

Maximum 52

Sum 3788

a.Multiplemodesexist.The

smallestvalueisshown

Basedontableabove,itisknownthatresultofmeanis

37.14;std.errorofmeanis0.494;medianis37.00;modeis

35;Std.Deviationis4.985;varianceis24.852;rangeis29;

minimumis23;maximumis52;andsumis3788.

ThedescriptivestatisticsofXarecategorizedinto23

classificationsfrom thelowesttothehighestscore.It

indicatesthatEFLStudents’Attitudevariableisvarious.More

detailinformationofdatacanbeobservedintothefollowing

barchart.

Figure4.1BarChartoX
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b.DescriptiveStatisticsofStudents’Plagiarism

Table4.2YDesccriptiveStatisticResult

Statistics

Students’Plagiarism

N Valid 102

Missing 0

Mean 42.10

Std.ErrorofMean .476

Median 42.00

Mode 40

Std.Deviation 4.808

Variance 23.119

Range 24
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Minimum 28

Maximum 52

Sum 4294

Basedontableabove,itisknownthatresultofmeanis

42.10;std.errorofmeanis0.476;medianis42.00;modeis

40;Std.Deviationis4.808;varianceis23.119;rangeis24;

minimumis28;maximumis52;andsumis4294.

ThedescriptivestatisticsofYarecategorizedinto21

classificationsfrom thelowesttothehighestscore.It

indicatesthatStudents’Plagiarismvariableisvarious.More

detailinformationofdatacanbeobservedintothefollowing

barchart.

Figure4.2BarChartofY

2.EFLStudents’AttitudeinAcademicWriting

Table4.3EFLStudents’AttitudeinAcademicWriting
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EFLStudents'Attitude

Frequency Percent

Valid

Percent

Cumulative

Percent

Valid Strongly

Disagree

39 2.9 2.9 2.9

Disagree 360 27.1 27.1 30.1

Agree 679 51.2 51.2 81.3

Strongly

Agree

248 18.7 18.7 100.0

Total 1326 100.0 100.0

Thetableaboveindicatesthatthenumberofstudentswho

chosestronglydisagreeis39respondents;disagreeis360

respondents;agreeis679respondents;andstronglyagreeis

248respondents.Inconclusion,mostofrespondentschose

agreewhichshowspositiveresult.

3.EFLStudents’PlagiarisminAcademicWriting

Table4.4EFLStudents’PlagiarisminAcademicWriting

Students’Plagiarism

Frequency Percent

Valid

Percent

Cumulative

Percent

Valid Strongly

Disagree

17 1.3 1.3 1.3

Disagree 148 11.2 11.2 12.4

Agree 663 50.0 50.0 62.4

Strongly

Agree

498 37.6 37.6 100.0
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Total 1326 100.0 100.0

Thetableaboveindicatesthatthenumberofstudentswho

chosestronglydisagreeis17respondents;disagreeis148

respondents;agreeis663respondents;andstronglyagreeis

498respondents.Inconclusion,mostofrespondentschoseagree

whichshowspositiveresultinwhichitsstatementscontradict

plagiarismactivityinAcademicWriting.

4.Normalitytest
Normalitytestusedinthisresearchisnonparametrictestone

sampleKolmogorov-Smirnov.ThedatacomputedareEFLStudents’

Attitudeandstudents’plagiarism.Thetablebelowservesthevalue

ofnormalitytest.

Table4.5NormalityTest

One-SampleKolmogorov-SmirnovTest

Unstandardiz

edResidual

N 102

NormalParametersa,b Mean .0000000

Std.Deviation 4.23259460

MostExtreme

Differences

Absolute .066

Positive .066

Negative -.057

TestStatistic .066

Asymp.Sig.(2-tailed) .200c,d

a.TestdistributionisNormal.

b.Calculatedfromdata.
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c.LillieforsSignificanceCorrection.

d.Thisisalowerboundofthetruesignificance.

Thedataaboveshowsthesignificancevalue(Asymp.Sig

2-tailed)ofnormalitytestis0.200.Itindicates>0.05which

meanstheresidualisnormal.

5.CorrelationPearsonTest

Correlationtestaimsatanalyzingthecorrelationbetweentwo

variablesormore.ItisusedCorrelationPearsonTestinthis

research.Thetablebelowpresentsthecorrelationresultofthe

data.

Correlations

Students'

Attitude

Students’

Plagiarism

Students'

Attitude

Pearson

Correlation

1 .474**

Sig.(2-tailed) .000

N 102 102

Students’

Plagiarism

Pearson

Correlation

.474** 1

Sig.(2-tailed) .000

N 102 102

**.Correlationissignificantatthe0.01level(2-tailed).

ThetableaboveindicatesthesignificancevalueofEFL
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Students’AttitudeandStudents’Plagiarismare0.000whichthat

valueis<0.05.ItmeansEFLStudents’AttitudeandStudents’

Plagiarismhaveagoodsignificantcorrelation.Therefore,itcanbe

inferredthatHaisacceptedandH0isrejected.

B.Discussion

Basedonthestepsofdataanalysisimpliedinthe

researchresult,itisobtainedacleardescriptionoftheproblems

discussed.Inthisdiscussionsection,theresearchisdescribedand

comparedwithotherstudies.Therewere3researchquestionsin

thisresearch:(1)HowisEFLstudents'attitudeinacademicwriting,

(2)Howisstudents’plagiarismphenomenoninacademicwriting?,

(3)TowhatextentisthecorrelationbetweenEFLstudents’

attitudeandtheiracademicdishonestyinacademicwriting?

answeredasfollow:

1. TheDescriptionofStudents’AttitudeinAcademicWriting

Basedonthedataobtained,thehighestrespondents’

answerfellontheAGREEoptionasitgot679answers.It

showsapositiveresult.

Theresultofthisresearchhasthesamefindingwith

otherresearchrelatedtothetopicofstudents’attitude

towardsplagiarism.OneofjournalsbyNajmiRodhiya,

PrimardianaHermiliaWijayati,andHerriAkhmadBukhori

concludesthat28graduatelanguagestudentscannot
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toleratetheactionofplagiarismwhileastudentcan.The

numberofnegativeattitudestowardsplagiarism ismuch

higherthanthenumberofwhotolerates.Itmeansthat

positiveattitudeinacademicwritinginfluencesstudents’

plagiarismtowardsacademicwriting.55

Thefindingsofstudents’attitudeshowEFLstudentsat

UINWalisongoSemarangwhofinishedAcademicWriting

lecturehaveexcellentattitudeintheprocessoflearningand

writingtheacademicpaper.

2.TheDescriptionofEFLstudents'Plagiarism inAcademic

Writing

Basedontheresult,thehighestrespondents’answer

fellontheAGREEoptionasitgot663answerswhichindicate

apositiveresult.

Theresultofthisresearchhasthesamefindingwith

otherresearchconductedbyGuangweiHuandJunLeii,the

resultshowedthateventhoughtheparticipantsunderstand

plagiarisminEnglishacademicwritingdifferentlyfromAnglo-

Americanacademia,theyclearlydisapprovedofrecognized

casesofplagiarism.Theanalysesalsorevealedthatmore

excellentknowledgeofandharsherstancesonbothtypesof

55NajmiRodhiya,PrimardianaHermiliaWijayati,andHerriAkhmad
Bukhori,‘GraduateStudents’KnowledgeaboutPlagiarisminAcademicWriting’,
JurnalPendidikan:Teori,Penelitian,DanPengembangan,5.2(2020),235
<https://doi.org/10.17977/jptpp.v5i2.13184>.
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transgressiveintertextualitywereassociatedwithbroader

exposuretoandmoreexperienceinEnglishacademic

writing.56These findingshighlightcomplex and nuanced

understandingsofplagiarismandpointtothecrucialroleof

academicsocializationinshapingknowledgeofandattitudes

towardplagiarism.Inthisresearch,mostlyEnglishdepartment

studentswhohaveaccomplishedacademicwritingsubject

theyhaveself-awarenessandhonestyincitatingtheoryor

findinginpeople’sessay,andtheyaffordtoparaphrasetheir

writing.Therefore,itcanbeconcludedthatitminimalizesthe

actofacademicdishonestyincludingplagiarismineducation

field.

3.TheCorrelationbetweenEFLStudents’AttitudeandTheir

PlagiarisminAcademicWriting

Thecomputationresultcanbenoticedfrom2variables

whichindicatesthestrongpositivecorrelationtoeachother.

Thesignificancevalueis0.000whichthatvalueis<0.05.It

meansEFLStudents’Attitudeandstudents’plagiarismhavea

strongsignificantcorrelation.Therefore,itcanbeinferredthat

HaisacceptedandH0isrejected.

Basedonthedataobtained,respondentsof5th,7th,and

9thsemesterownapositiveattitudeinacademicwriting.It

minimalizesthe actofacademic dishonesty including

56HuandLei.
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plagiarismwhichhasbeenconductedby5th,7th,and9th

semesterstudentsaccomplishingacademicwritingsubject.In

conclusion,EFLstudentshighlyhavegoodself-qualityand

excellentEnglishskills.ItissupportedbyJamesOgielagbega

EnamuduandSharonOluwapelumiAkonedo’sjournalfindings

thatthenegativeattitudetowardsplagiarismsurpasstheir

positiveattitudetowardsplagiarism.Itmeansthereisweak

positivesignificantrelationshipbetweenstudents’attitude

towardsplagiarism.57

Hence,EFLstudentsareencouragedtohaveexcellent

attitudeincreatingacademicpaperoressaywithoutinvolving

theactofplagiarism.Therefore,theyhaveprofessionalwriting

capability.

C.Limitation

Theresearcherrealizedthatthisresearchwasnotdone

perfectly.Therewereconstrainsandobstaclesfacedduringthe

researchprocess.Somelimitationsofthisresearchwere:

1. Theresearchwaslimitedatthefifthtoninth-semester

studentsofEnglishDepartmentUINWalisongoSemarangof

2021/2022.Therefore,whenthesameresearchwillbe

conductedinanotheruniversity,itispossiblethatdifferent

57 JamesOgielagbegaEnamuduandSharonOluwapelumiAkonedo,
‘AcademicMotivationandAttitudeTowardsPlagiarismbyUndergraduatesin
FacultyofEducation,UniversityofIbadan’,LibraryPhilosophyandPractice,2021
(2021),1–61.
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resultwillbegained

2.Thesamplingerrorsoccurredwhentheparticipantsor

samplesofthispresentresearchresultedinsamplebias.

Whenparticipantswereaskedtorespondthequestionsinthe

instrument,theresearcherhadlimitedabilitytogainaccess

totheappropriatetypeofparticipantduetoCovid-19

pandemicsituation.Inthisregard,theparticipantswho

respondedtothequestionsmaynottrulybearandom

sampling. 

3.Theresearcherhadlackofexperienceandknowledge.So,the

implementationprocessofthisresearchwasnotdone

optimally.Butthewriterhasdoneasgoodaspossibletodo

thisresearchinaccordancewithcapabilityofknowledgeand

guidancefromadvisor.

Consideringallthoselimitations,itwasneededtodo

moreresearchaboutEFLStudents’AttitudeTowardsPlagiarismin

Students’Writinginordertogainoptimalresult.  
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CHAPTERV

CLOSING

Basedontheresultofthisresearch,thischapterpresents(1)

Conclusion;and(2)Suggestion.

A.Conclusion

1.EFLStudents’hasexcellentattitudesinAcademicWriting.Itis

proved51,2% studentscontributepositive resultthrough

answering“Agree”optionwhichconsistsofpositivestatements

abouttheirattitudeinlearningacademicwritingsubject.

2.Students’plagiarismhasapositiveresultsinAcademicWriting

whichmeans50% studentsanswer“Agree”optionwith

statementsofquestionnairecontradictplagiarismactivity.

3.EFLStudents’Attitudehasastrongcorrelationontheir

Plagiarism.Students’attitudeindicatesexcellentattitudewhile

theirplagiarismindicatessmallactivityindoingit.ItmeansHa

isacceptedandH0isrejectedwiththeresultthatthereisa

correlationbetweenEFLStudents’AttitudeandTheirPlagiarism

inAcademicWriting.

B.Suggestion

Aftersummarizingallthediscussions,thenthewriterhasseveral

greatpointstobesuggestionandwillbepresentedasfollow:
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1. Thefifthtoninth-semesterstudentsofEnglishDepartmentUIN
WalisongoSemarang

MostofEnglisheducationstudentsofUINWalisongo

SemarangwhofinishedAcademicWritinglecturehaveexcellent

attitudeintheprocessoflearningandwritingtheacademic

paper.Thus,Thestudentswhostillhavelackofskillinacademic

writingaresuggestedtolearnandpracticemoreinorderto

decreasetheactionofplagiarisminacademicwriting.Intheend

oftheyearattheuniversity,thestudentsareabletodotheir

finalprojectcalledthesissuccessfullywithoutplagiarizeother

researchers’research.

2.AcademicWritingLecturer

Thelectureristrulyadvisedtopaycloseattentionto

students'processinwritingskills,sothattheycanassist

studentsinimprovingtheirwritingskillstobeevenbetterthan

before.Thus,theyareabletostoptheactofplagiarismin

academicwriting.

Infacingthestudentswhoarenotstopplagiarizing,The

lecturersaresuggestedtofindoutappropriateinstructionsand

tricksinwriteacademicallytothestudents.

3.OtherResearchers

Theresearcherhopesthattheresultoftheresearchcan

beanadditionalreferencetothefollowingresearchforfurther

research,especiallyinacademicwritingandplagiarism.
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APPENDICES

Appendix1LatticeofInstrument

LatticeofInstrument

Variabel Description Component No.ButirSoal Jumlah

EFLStudents’
Attitude

Dr.Mohamad
JafreZainol
Abidin

Cognitive

 PemahamanBahasa
Inggrismahasiswa

 Kemampuanmahasisw
adalammembuatkaryat
ulis

 PengaplikasianBerbaha
sainggris

1,2

3,4

5,6

6
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Emotional

 Ketertarikanmahasisw
a

 Keaktifanmahasiswa

7

8,9 3

Behavioral

 Perhatianmahasiswasa
atpengajaranBahasa
Inggris

 Kepercayaandirimahas
iswa

 Kejujuranmahasiswa

 Sikaptanggungjawabm
ahasiswa

10

11

12

13 4
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Variabel Description Component No.ButirSoal Jumlah

Students’
Plagiarism

Happy
PrasidaNingtyas,
Bambang
YudiCahyono,
NiamikaElKhoiri

Behavioral

 Kreativitasmahasi
swa

 Keoptimisanmaha
siswa

 Kejujuranmahasis
wa

 Kesungguhanmaha
siswa

14

15,16

17,18

19

4

Normative

 Keyakinanmahasis
wa

 Sikapmenghargai

 Kesadarandiri

20

21

22,23
6

Control

 Kemampuanmaha
siswamem-
parafrase

24,25,26,27,
28

2
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Appendix2ListofQuestionnaire

ListofQuestionnaire

No. Pernyataan Pilihan

Sangat
tidaksetuju

Tidaksetuju Setuju Sangat
setuju

1. Sayamemahamimateri
BahasaInggris

2 Sayamudahmemahami
materiyangbarudiberikan

3 Sayamembuatkaryadalam
bahasaInggris

4 Sayamembuatesaidalam
bahasaInggris

5 SayaberbahasaInggris
denganlancar

6 Sayamengaplikasikan
kemampuanbahasaInggris
kekomunitasatau
organisasi

7 Saya
menyukaipelajaranbahasaIn
ggris

8 Sayabekerjasamasaat
pelajaranBahasaInggris

9 Sayaaktifbertanyasaat
pelajaranBahasaInggris



67

10 Sayamemperhatikan
penjelasanguru

11 Sayapercayadiriuntuk
menyampaikan
pendapatdalambahasa
inggris

12 Saya
jujursaatmengerjakantugas
BahasaInggris

13 Saya
bertanggungjawabmenyeles
aikantugasygbelumtuntas

14 Sayamenggunakanide
sayasendirisaatmengerjaka
ntugas

15 Saya
meyakinitindakanplagiasiak
andiketahuioranglain

16 Kemampuanmenulissayaber
tambahtanpamelakukanplag
iasi

17 Sayamengutipteoriorang
lainsebagaireferensi

18 Saya
tidakmenirutindakanplagiasi
darioranglain
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19 Saya
memperhatikanpenjelasand
osententangcara
paraphrase

20 Sayameyakinisedikitorang
yang
melakukantindakanplagiasi

21 Sayamenghargaiorang
ygberusahamelakukan
paraphrase

22 Sayamerasagagalsetelah
melakukanplagiasi

23 Sayameyakinitindakan
plagiasibukansolusiuntuk
membantupembuatan
tugas

24 Sayamengambilkarya
yangterdapatsumber
penulisnya

25 Sayamemparafrasetulisan
oranglainyangtidakada
sumbernyamenjaditulisan
ilmiahsaya

26 Sayamengutipsumber
dimanasayamendapatide
untukmenyusunkarya
ilmiah
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27 Sayatidakmenggunakan
ideoranglaindiInternet
tanpamengutipsumbernya

28 Sayamengutipkaryaorang
selamapenulisnya
mengizinkan
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Appendix3ValidityTestofEFLStudent’Attitude&Plagiarism

ValidityTestofEFLStudent’Attitude

Correlations
TOTAL

ST01 PearsonCorrelation .620**

Sig.(2-tailed) .000
N 42

ST02 PearsonCorrelation .774**

Sig.(2-tailed) .000
N 42

ST03 PearsonCorrelation .676**

Sig.(2-tailed) .000
N 42

ST04 PearsonCorrelation .721**

Sig.(2-tailed) .000
N 42

ST05 PearsonCorrelation .695**

Sig.(2-tailed) .000
N 42

ST06 PearsonCorrelation .681**

Sig.(2-tailed) .000
N 42

ST07 PearsonCorrelation .803**

Sig.(2-tailed) .000
N 42

ST08 PearsonCorrelation .555**

Sig.(2-tailed) .000
N 42

ST09 PearsonCorrelation .811**

Sig.(2-tailed) .000
N 42

ST10 PearsonCorrelation .660**

Sig.(2-tailed) .000
N 42

ST11 PearsonCorrelation .721**
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Sig.(2-tailed) .000
N 42

ST12 PearsonCorrelation .330*

Sig.(2-tailed) .033
N 42

ST13 PearsonCorrelation .495**

Sig.(2-tailed) .001
N 42

**.Correlationissignificantatthe0.01level(2-tailed).
*.Correlationissignificantatthe0.05level(2-tailed).

ValidityTestofStudents’Plagiarism

Correlations
TOTAL

AD14 PearsonCorrelation .459**

Sig.(2-tailed) .002
N 42

AD15 PearsonCorrelation .613**

Sig.(2-tailed) .000
N 42

AD16 PearsonCorrelation .582**

Sig.(2-tailed) .000
N 42

AD17 PearsonCorrelation .366*

Sig.(2-tailed) .017
N 42

AD18 PearsonCorrelation .464**

Sig.(2-tailed) .002
N 42

AD19 PearsonCorrelation .597**

Sig.(2-tailed) .000
N 42

AD20 PearsonCorrelation .109
Sig.(2-tailed) .494
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N 42
AD21 PearsonCorrelation .445**

Sig.(2-tailed) .003
N 42

AD22 PearsonCorrelation .527**

Sig.(2-tailed) .000
N 42

AD23 PearsonCorrelation .547**

Sig.(2-tailed) .000
N 42

AD24 PearsonCorrelation .704**

Sig.(2-tailed) .000
N 42

AD25 PearsonCorrelation .262
Sig.(2-tailed) .093
N 42

AD26 PearsonCorrelation .454**

Sig.(2-tailed) .003
N 42

AD27 PearsonCorrelation .624**

Sig.(2-tailed) .000
N 42

AD28 PearsonCorrelation .424**

Sig.(2-tailed) .005
N 42

**.Correlationissignificantatthe0.01level(2-tailed).
*.Correlationissignificantatthe0.05level(2-tailed).
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Appendix4ReliabilityTestofEFLStudents’Attitude

ReliabilityTestofEFLStudents’Attitude

ReliabilityStatistics

Cronbach's

Alpha

Cronbach'sAlpha

Basedon

StandardizedItems NofItems

.829 .833 13

ReliabilityTestofStudents’Plagiarism

ReliabilityStatistics

Cronbach's

Alpha

Cronbach'sAlphaBased

onStandardizedItems NofItems

.809 .816 13

Appendix5NormalityTest
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NormalityTest

One-SampleKolmogorov-SmirnovTest

Unstandardized

Residual

N 102

NormalParametersa,b Mean .0000000

Std.Deviation 4.23259460

MostExtremeDifferences Absolute .066

Positive .066

Negative -.057

TestStatistic .066

Asymp.Sig.(2-tailed) .200c,d

a.TestdistributionisNormal.

b.Calculatedfromdata.

c.LillieforsSignificanceCorrection.

d.Thisisalowerboundofthetruesignificance.
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Appendix6SuratIzinReset
SuratIzinReset
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