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 Abstract: Plagiarism remains a significant challenge in academic institutions 
worldwide, especially in contexts where English is not the primary language 
of instruction. Despite the widespread recognition of plagiarism as an 
ethical transgression, its prevalence continues to raise concerns. There is a 
notable research gap in understanding the specific perceptions and 
motivations behind plagiarism among students in non-English-speaking 
regions, particularly in Afghanistan. Therefore, this study aims to investigate 
the perceptions and underlying factors contributing to plagiarism among 
undergraduate English major students in Afghanistan. Through a descriptive 
quantitative research design, a survey questionnaire was administered to 
120 English major students at a public university to explore their 
perceptions and reasons for engaging in plagiaristic practices. The findings 
revealed that students demonstrated a moderate tolerance towards 
plagiarism despite acknowledging its unethical nature. Key factors 
influencing plagiaristic behavior include perceptions of lenient 
consequences, challenges with language proficiency, misconceptions about 
academic writing skills, and time constraints. This research contributes to 
the growing literature on academic integrity in diverse linguistic and cultural 
contexts. The study concludes with recommendations for students, 
educators, and institutions to effectively develop strategies to combat 
plagiarism, ultimately promoting a culture of academic integrity and 
intellectual honesty. 
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INTRODUCTION 

Plagiarism, a persistent and troubling phenomenon in academic writing, continues to 

challenge the integrity of scholarly communities worldwide. Defined as presenting another's 

work as one's own without proper acknowledgment, plagiarism undermines the fundamental 

principles of academic integrity and intellectual honesty (Pritchett, 2010; Masic, 2012). 

Educational institutions have widely condemned this unethical practice, with some scholars 

describing it as a "plague on our profession" (Petress, 2003, p. 625). The prevalence of 

mailto:abdullahm40@gmail.com
https://jssh.edu.af/jssh/article/view/26
https://doi.org/10.62810/jssh.v1i1.26
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2141-3675


Noori / Originality in Question: Plagiarism and Afghan English Major Students 

2 
 

plagiarism in higher education institutions globally highlights its status as a severe form of 

academic misconduct that violates scholarly ethics (Heitman & Litewka, 2011). 

The impact of plagiarism extends far beyond immediate academic consequences, posing 

significant threats to the reputation and integrity of higher education institutions. It hinders 

students' academic progress and has long-term implications for their skill development and 

professional growth (Magara, 2016). Despite implementing preventive policies, plagiarism's 

persistence raises concerns about the efficacy of current measures to curb this unethical 

practice. 

The term "plagiarism" has its roots in the Latin word "plagiarius," meaning kidnapper or 

enslaver, and was first used in a literary context by the Roman author Martial in the first 

century AD (Fitzgerald, 2007). Over time, the concept of plagiarism evolved, gaining 

recognition in English literature through Ben Jonson's play 'The Poetaster' and its inclusion in 

Samuel Johnson's Dictionary (Şandor, 2014). 

Weber-Wulff (2014) identifies several types: copy and paste, verbatim plagiarism, disguised 

plagiarism, shake and paste, source-based plagiarism, structural plagiarism, and self-

plagiarism. Each of these forms presents unique challenges in detection and prevention, 

necessitating a comprehensive approach to maintaining academic integrity. 

The reasons for plagiarism are complex. While some scholars have debated the influence of 

cultural backgrounds on plagiarism (Sowden, 2005), others challenge this notion, arguing that 

cultural acceptance is not the primary cause (Ha, 2006; Wheeler, 2009). Cleary (2017) 

identifies ten key reasons for intentional or unintentional plagiarism, including laziness, panic, 

lack of confidence, and unfamiliarity with citation practices. Other studies highlight false 

beliefs, academic pressure, ignorance, and contextual circumstances contributing to 

plagiarism (Gullifer & Tyson, 2014; Liu et al., 2016; Ambrose, 2014). 

Previous research on plagiarism in academic contexts provides valuable insights into student 

motivations and behaviors. A study conducted in Kuwait by Al Darwish and Sadeqi (2016) 

revealed that EFL students plagiarized to pass courses and achieve good grades, with the 

internet being the primary source of plagiarized content. Shi's (2004) research explored how 

students' perceptions of textual borrowing were influenced by their first language and 

assigned writing tasks. It found that Chinese EFL learners tended to borrow chunks of text 

without proper citations. 

In the Canadian context, Abasi and Akbari (2008) examined how ESL graduate students 

utilized sources in their writing and the influence of professors' pedagogical practices on 

plagiarism policies. Their study identified patchwriting as an academic survival strategy, 

particularly for students struggling with language proficiency and facing tight deadlines. 

Despite the wealth of research on plagiarism in various academic contexts, there remains a 

significant gap in understanding this phenomenon among Afghan undergraduate English 

major students. While previous studies have explored plagiarism in different cultural and 

linguistic settings, the unique context of Afghanistan has not been thoroughly investigated. 
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This gap is particularly notable given the alarming increase in plagiarism cases observed 

among these students, even for relatively simple assignments (Hamidi & Jalal, 2019). 

This study aims to address this research gap by exploring the perceptions and motivations 

behind plagiarism among undergraduate English major students at a public university in 

Afghanistan. By gaining insights into students' perceptions of plagiarism and the factors that 

drive them to engage in this practice, this research aims to develop more effective strategies 

for promoting academic integrity in this context. 

The significance of this study lies in its potential to inform multiple stakeholders within the 

academic community. For students, the findings will raise awareness about plagiarism and 

provide strategies to maintain academic integrity throughout their educational journey. 

Educators will gain valuable insights into the underlying reasons for student plagiarism, 

enabling them to enhance their teaching approaches and implement targeted preventive 

measures. Furthermore, university administrators will benefit from the research outcomes in 

developing and refining policies to address plagiarism at the institutional level. 

The current study aims to explore the following research questions: 

1. What are undergraduate English major students' perceptions of plagiarism? 

2. What factors motivate these students to commit plagiarism? 

3. What are the strategies that can effectively address and mitigate plagiarism? 

RESEARCH METHOD 

This study utilizes a descriptive quantitative survey approach to explore perceptions and 

motivations related to plagiarism among undergraduate English majors. Quantitative 

research is based on the premise that empirical data can reveal insights into specific 

phenomena (Frankel & Wallen, 2004), involving collecting numerical data to provide a 

comprehensive analysis (Muijs, 2010; Creswell, 2014). The descriptive survey method was 

selected for its effectiveness in quantifying perceptions, behaviors, and attitudes and 

generating generalizable results (Sukamolson & Thomas, 2007; Fowler, 1988). 

The target population comprises 420 undergraduate English major students at the English 

Department of a public university. Adhering to Krejcie and Morgan’s (1970) guiding principle, 

a sample of 120 students was selected through questionnaire distribution to ensure adequate 

representation. 

The primary research instrument is a modified version of Boumen’s (2009) "Survey of College 

Student Attitudes toward and Experiences with Plagiarism." This 52-item questionnaire 

includes five sections: demographic information, understanding of plagiarism, perceptions of 

plagiarism, motivations for plagiarism, and common types of plagiarism. Responses are 

measured using a five-point Likert scale. 
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To ensure content validity, the supervisor reviewed the questionnaire and pilot-tested with 

30 students (Creswell, 2014). Internal reliability was assessed using Cronbach’s Alpha, 

resulting in a value of .871, which indicates acceptable reliability (Huck, 2004). Data analysis 

was performed using SPSS version 24.0, with mean scores categorized as low (<2.70), 

moderate (2.71 - 4.50), and high (>4.51).  

FINDINGS  

The analysis of the survey data yielded several significant insights into the perceptions, 

understanding, and motivations related to plagiarism among undergraduate English majors. 

Demographics 

Table 1 below presents the demographic characteristics of the study's respondents. In terms 

of gender, the sample includes 120 male participants. The age distribution shows that the 

majority of respondents (61.7%) are between 20 and 22 years old. This is followed by 24.2% 

between 23 and 25 years old and 13.3% who fall within the 17 to 19 age range. Only 0.8% of 

respondents are 26 years old or older. This distribution reflects the typical age range of 

undergraduate students, focusing predominantly on young adults in their early twenties. 

Table 1. Demographic Characteristics  

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 

Gender Male 120 100.0 100.0 

Total 120 100.0 100.0 

Age 17-19 16 13.3 13.3 

20-22 74 61.7 61.7 

23-25 29 24.2 24.2 

26-28 & above 1 .8 .8 

Total 120 100.0 100.0 

Year of Study Junior 64 53.3 53.3 

Senior 56 46.7 46.7 

Total 120 100.0 100.0 

Occupational Status Employed 39 32.5 32.5 

Unemployed 81 67.5 67.5 

Total 120 100.0 100.0 

Marital Status Single 98 81.7 81.7 

Married/Engaged 22 18.3 18.3 

Total 120 100.0 100.0 

Regarding academic standing, the sample is nearly evenly divided between juniors (3rd year) 

and seniors (4th year), with 53.3% and 46.7% respectively. This balance allows for a 

comprehensive representation of viewpoints from students at different stages of their 

undergraduate education.  

Occupational status reveals that a significant majority (67.5%) of respondents are 

unemployed, while 32.5% are employed. This is consistent with the full-time nature of 
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undergraduate studies, though it is noteworthy that a substantial proportion of students are 

managing both work and academic responsibilities. 
 

 

 

  Figure 2: Year of Study       Figure 3: Occupational Status 

 

 

Figure 4: Marital Status 
 

Regarding marital status, most respondents (81.7%) are single, with 18.3% either married or 

engaged. This distribution is consistent with the generally young age profile of the sample and 

the typical life stage of undergraduate students. 

Students' Perceptions of Plagiarism 

The results reveal the respondents' complex and somewhat contradictory attitudes towards 

plagiarism. Students’ responses regarding mean score and standard deviation are analyzed in 

Table 2 below. 

The results revealed that students generally acknowledged plagiarism as academically 

unethical (M = 4.17, SD = 1.04). However, this understanding was accompanied by a 

concerning tendency to justify plagiarism under certain circumstances. For instance, students 
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agreed that plagiarizing is acceptable when faced with a heavy workload (M = 4.12, SD = 1.08). 

They also somewhat agreed that plagiarism, involving using others' words rather than 

property, is not a significant issue (M = 4.10, SD = 1.07). 

Table 2. Respondents’ Perception of Plagiarism  

 Mean SD 

8. Plagiarism is a violation of academic ethics. 4.17 1.04 

7. When faced with numerous assignments, plagiarism is acceptable. 4.12 1.08 

6. Plagiarism is a minor offense as it only borrows words, not property. 4.10 1.07 

9. Students who engage in plagiarism often achieve higher grades than those who don't. 4.04 1.05 

4. If I lend a paper to a student to look at who plagiarizes, I should not be punished  4.04 .98 

2. Plagiarism is easier and more effective because students who don’t plagiarize often lose 

marks by spending more time writing their assignments. 
4.03 1.15 

11. Self-plagiarism is harmless and shouldn't be punished. 4.00 1.09 

10. *Plagiarists' names should be publicly disclosed. 3.95 1.11 

12. *I don't plagiarize as I know proper citation methods. 3.87 1.05 

5. I might plagiarize accidentally due to a lack of knowledge. 3.61 1.27 

1. I enjoy plagiarizing. 3.01 1.34 

3. *Plagiarism is against my ethical values. 2.95 1.42 

Overall Mean Score on a scale of 1-5 4.01 .75 

*Items are reverse coded   

The overall mean score for perceptions of plagiarism (M = 4.01, SD = 0.75) indicates a 

moderately lenient to positive perception toward plagiarism among the respondents.  

Students' Reasons for Plagiarism 

To explore respondents’ motivations for plagiarism, they were provided with a list of 15 

potential reasons. They were asked to select a value point on a scale of 1-5 (1=Strongly 

Disagree & 5=Strongly Agree). Their responses are analyzed in Table 3 below in terms of mean 

score and standard deviation.  

The study uncovered several key motivators. The most prominent reason was the perception 

that similar scores are given to those who plagiarize and those who do not (M = 4.89, SD = 

0.99). This was followed by difficulties in developing ideas for writing (M = 4.63, SD = 1.08) 

and the absence of punishment for plagiarism at the university (M = 4.52, SD = 1.02). Other 

significant reasons included lack of time for proper citation and paraphrasing (M = 4.39, SD = 

1.05) and the perceived ease of plagiarizing (M = 4.10, SD = 1.20). 

Interestingly, reasons such as engaging in plagiarism for fun (M = 2.94, SD = 1.26) or a lack of 

understanding about what constitutes plagiarism (M = 2.47, SD = 1.16) received lower 

agreement scores. This suggests that students are generally aware of plagiarism but engage 
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in it for other reasons. While these factors play a role, the results indicate that institutional 

factors, such as the lack of consequences for plagiarism and the perception of equal 

treatment for plagiarizers and non-plagiarizers, are equally, if not more, influential in 

students' decisions to plagiarize. 

Table 3. Respondents’ Reasons for Plagiarism  

 Mean SD 

9. I plagiarize due to similar scores for plagiarized and original work. 4.89 .99 

14. I plagiarize because I have difficulties developing ideas for my writing. 4.63 1.08 

6. I plagiarize because there is no punishment for plagiarism in my university. 4.52 1.02 

1. I plagiarize due to time constraints for proper citation and synthesis. 4.39 1.05 

8. I plagiarize because it is easy. 4.10 1.20 

7. I plagiarize because plagiarizers and others are treated similarly. 4.08 1.21 

10. I plagiarize because I need good marks on the assignments. 4.02 1.07 

5. I plagiarize because I need to pass the course. 4.00 1.03 

11. I plagiarize because I want my teachers to think highly of my writing. 4.00 1.22 

15. I plagiarize because I don’t have sufficient research skills. 3.77 1.25 

2. I plagiarize because I can’t express myself well in English writing. 3.53 1.24 

3. I plagiarize because I have soft and careless lecturers. 3.48 .70 

4. I don’t plagiarize because I feel plagiarizing is not wrong. 2.98 1.18 

13. I do it for fun. 2.94 1.26 

12. I plagiarize because I don’t have a clear idea of what constitutes plagiarism. 2.47 1.16 

DISCUSSION 

The study reveals intriguing insights into students' perceptions of plagiarism and why they are 

inclined to engage in such practices. Contrary to the prevailing notion that plagiarism is a 

serious offense, the results indicate that students expressed moderately tolerant perceptions 

of plagiarism. Despite acknowledging its unethical nature, students demonstrated a lenient 

stance towards acts of plagiarism. This finding aligns with McCabe et al.'s (2012) study, which 

reported that students often downplay the significance of plagiarism and perceive it as a 

relatively minor transgression. Of particular concern is the positive perception attached to 

typical plagiarism scenarios. Respondents indicated that students who engage in plagiarism 

often receive higher scores than their honest counterparts, and more troublingly, they 

observed a lack of consequences for such actions. This viewpoint underscores the need for 

effective measures to address the issue of plagiarism and maintain academic integrity. The 

discrepancy between the understanding of plagiarism as an unethical act and the tolerance 

towards its occurrence suggests the presence of underlying factors influencing students' 

perceptions. 
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One potential explanation for these findings could be the lack of consistent and clear 

guidelines educational institutions provide regarding plagiarism definitions and its associated 

consequences. Singh and Rememi (2015) and Pecorari (2003) highlight the inconsistencies 

within university policies, where definitions of plagiarism and the specific scenarios that 

constitute it may vary. This ambiguity gives students a potential justification for their lenient 

perceptions, as they may believe their actions fall outside the explicitly defined boundaries of 

plagiarism. 

The study also investigated why students were inclined to commit plagiarism, revealing 

several key factors contributing to this behavior. One significant reason identified was 

students' perception of equal treatment between plagiarizing and submitting original work. 

Students believed their instructors could not detect plagiarism, creating a sense of unfairness 

for those who completed assignments independently. This finding aligns with Gullifer & 

Tyson's (2014) study, which discovered that students who engage in plagiarism often believe 

busy instructors would not thoroughly check their assignments. 

Another prominent reason identified was students' lack of ability to develop their ideas in 

writing effectively. Many students attributed their plagiarism to poor English language 

proficiency, explicitly struggling with paraphrasing, summarizing, and synthesizing 

information. This is supported by the research Noori (2020) conducted in the Afghan context, 

which revealed that Afghan undergraduate English major students faced challenges in 

academic writing. This finding corroborates the research of Bahadori et al. (2012), which 

argued that inadequate knowledge of citation, paraphrasing, and referencing contributes to 

plagiarism. Similarly, Abasi and Akbari (2008) found that students with limited language 

proficiency often resort to patchwriting as a survival strategy. 

Furthermore, students expressed a misconception that skills like paraphrasing, summarizing, 

and synthesizing are primarily relevant to research-related topics rather than daily writing 

assignments. Limited practice in these skills and a lack of explicit instruction on avoiding 

plagiarism make students opt for easier plagiarizing. Sibomana et al. (2018) suggest that 

teaching and assessment methods may not sufficiently address plagiarism avoidance skills, 

further exacerbating the issue. Spiller & Ferguson (2011) also emphasize the need for 

improved teaching methods and clearer guidance on academic writing to discourage 

plagiarism effectively. 

Time constraints and the pressure to meet assignment deadlines were significant factors 

leading to plagiarism. This finding supports Harris's (2017) claim that laziness, poor study 

habits, and feeling overwhelmed by workload contribute to plagiarism. Abasi and Akbari 

(2008) also found that heavy reading loads, imminent assignment deadlines, and high 

expectations from professors were contributing factors. However, it is worth noting that Eret 

& Gokmenoglu's (2010) findings contradict this, as they found that students primarily 

committed plagiarism due to writing in foreign languages rather than their native language. 



Journal of Social Sciences & Humanities. Vol. 1 No. 1 (2024)  
 

9 
 

These findings highlight the complex reasons behind students' engagement in plagiarism, 

including perceptions of equal treatment, language proficiency challenges, misconceptions 

about academic writing, and time constraints. The results underscore the importance of 

addressing language proficiency issues, providing explicit instruction on academic writing 

skills, and implementing clear and consistent policies to prevent student plagiarism. By 

understanding these underlying factors, educational institutions can develop more effective 

strategies to promote academic integrity and reduce instances of plagiarism. 

CONCLUSION 

This study has shed light on the complex landscape of plagiarism in higher education, mainly 

focusing on students' perceptions and reasons for engaging in such practices. The findings 

reveal a discrepancy between students' understanding of plagiarism as unethical and their 

moderately tolerant attitudes toward it. This tolerance, coupled with the perception that 

plagiarism often goes undetected and unpunished, creates a challenging environment for 

maintaining academic integrity. 

The reasons behind plagiarism are multifaceted, ranging from perceived equal treatment of 

plagiarizers and non-plagiarizers to language proficiency issues, misconceptions about 

academic writing skills, and time constraints. These findings underscore the need for a 

comprehensive approach to addressing plagiarism that goes beyond simply enforcing rules 

and punishments. 

The study highlights the urgent need for educational institutions to implement clear and 

consistent anti-plagiarism policies. Additionally, it is crucial to provide students with robust 

support and skill-building resources, particularly in language proficiency and academic 

writing. Promoting a cultural shift within academia, where original work is highly valued, and 

the consequences of plagiarism are rigorously applied, is essential for fostering a culture of 

academic integrity. 

Based on the findings, the following recommendations are proposed to address the issue of 

plagiarism: 

• Develop Plagiarism Education: Institutions should implement awareness programs 

beyond defining plagiarism to include practical skills in proper citation, paraphrasing, 

and academic writing. 

• Improve Language Support: Given the link between language proficiency and 

plagiarism, institutions should provide robust language support services, including 

writing centers and workshops on academic English. 

• Revise Assessment Methods: Educators should design assignments that discourage 

plagiarism by requiring original thought and analysis rather than mere reproduction 

of information. 



Noori / Originality in Question: Plagiarism and Afghan English Major Students 

10 
 

• Implement Consistent Policies: Universities should establish clear, consistent policies 

on plagiarism, including defined consequences, and ensure these are communicated 

effectively to all students. 

• Use Technology: While not a standalone solution, plagiarism detection software can 

be helpful when combined with education and support. 

• Foster a Culture of Integrity: Institutions should work to create an academic 

environment that values original work and academic honesty, making plagiarism 

socially unacceptable among peers. 

• Provide Time Management Support: Given that time pressure is a factor in plagiarism, 

institutions should offer resources and workshops on effective time management and 

study skills. 

Conflict of Interest 

The author declares that there is no conflict of interest.  

Acknowledgements 

I would like to express my heartfelt gratitude to the undergraduate English majors who 

participated in this study and generously shared their time and candid responses. Their 

contributions were essential to the research. I am also profoundly thankful to the English 

Department lecturers for their expertise in reviewing and validating the questionnaire, which 

ensured its effectiveness and relevance to the study's objectives. 

REFERENCES 

Abasi, A. R., & Akbari, N. (2008). Are we encouraging patchwriting? Reconsidering the role 

of the pedagogical context in ESL student writers’ transgressive intertextuality. 

English for Specific Purposes, 27(3), 267–284. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.esp.2008.02.001 

Al Darwish, S., & Sadeqi, A. A. (2016). Reasons for College Students to Plagiarize in EFL 

Writing: Students’ Motivation to Pass. International Education Studies, 9(9), 99. 

https://doi.org/10.5539/ies.v9n9p99 

Bahadori, M., Izadi, M., & Hoseinpourfard, M. (2012). Plagiarism: Concepts, factors, and 

solutions. Journal Mil Med, 14(3), 168–177–168–177. 

Bouman, K. (2004). Raising Questions About Plagiarism. In S. Bruce & B. A. Rafoth (Eds.), ESL 

Writers: A Guide for Writing Center Tutors (pp. 105–116). Boynton/Cook. 

Cleary, M. N. (2017). Top 10 reasons students plagiarize & what teachers can do about it 

(with apologies to David Letterman). Phi Delta Kappan, 99(4), 66–71. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0031721717745548 



Journal of Social Sciences & Humanities. Vol. 1 No. 1 (2024)  
 

11 
 

Creswell, J. W. (2014). Qualitative, Quantitative, and Mixed Method Approaches Research 

Design. In Sage. Sage. 

Eret, E., & Gokmenoglu, T. (2010). Plagiarism in higher education: A case study with 

prospective academicians. Procedia - Social and Behavioral Sciences, 2(2), 3303–

3307. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sbspro.2010.03.505 

Fraenkel, Jack R., Wallen, N. E. (2009). How to Design and Evaluate Research in Education. 

In McGraw-Hill Higher Education (Issue 0). McGraw-Hill International Edition. 

Gullifer, J. M., & Tyson, G. A. (2014). Who has read the policy on plagiarism? Unpacking 

students’ understanding of plagiarism. Studies in Higher Education, 39(7), 1202–

1218. https://doi.org/10.1080/03075079.2013.777412 

Ha, P. Le. (2006). Plagiarism and overseas students: Stereotypes again? ELT Journal, 60(1), 

76–78. https://doi.org/10.1093/elt/cci085 

Hamidi, & Jalal. (2019). Applying Strategies for Avoiding Plagiarism in the English 

Department of      Education Faculty at Balkh University. International Journal for 

Innovative Research in Multidisciplinary Field, 5(10), 36–41–36–41. 

Harris, R. A. (2014). Using sources effectively: strengthening your writing and avoiding 

plagiarism. In Library and Information Science Research (Vol. 28, Issue 2). Taylor & 

Francis. http://www.elsevier.com 

Heitman, E., & Litewka, S. (2011). International perspectives on plagiarism and 

considerations for teaching international trainees. Urologic Oncology: Seminars and 

Original Investigations, 29(1), 104–108. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.urolonc.2010.09.014 

Huck, S. W. (2004). Reading statistics and research (4th ed.). Boston: MA: Pearson. 

Krejcie, R. V., & Morgan, D. W. (1970). Determining Sample Size for Research Activities. 

Educational and Psychological Measurement, 30(3), 607–610. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/001316447003000308 

Liu, D., & Sowden, C. (2005). Plagiarism in ESOL students: Is cultural conditioning truly the 

major culprit? ELT Journal, 59(3), 234–243. https://doi.org/10.1093/elt/cci043 

Masic, I. (2012). Plagiarism in scientific publishing. Acta Informatica Medica, 20(4), 208–

213. https://doi.org/10.5455/aim.2012.20.208-213 

Magara, E. (2016). Copyright Infringement for Academic Authorship in Uganda: Implications 

on      Exemptions of Fair Use for Educational Purposes in Universities. Universal 

Journal of Management, 4(10), 535–549. 

McCabe, D. L., Butterfield, K. D., & Treviño, L. K. (2012). Cheating in college: Why students 

do it and what educators can do about it. In Cheating in College: Why Students do it 



Noori / Originality in Question: Plagiarism and Afghan English Major Students 

12 
 

and what Educators Can do About it. JHU Press. https://doi.org/10.1515/jcc-2013-

0035 

Muijs, D. (2012). Doing Quantitative Research in Education with SPSS. In Doing Quantitative 

Research in Education with SPSS. Sage. https://doi.org/10.4135/9781849209014 

Noori, A. (2020). An Investigation of Afghan Undergraduate English Major Students’ 

Academic Writing Difficulties. Journal of Foreign Language Teaching and 

Learning, 5(2), 99-114. https://doi.org/10.18196/ftl.5249 

Pecorari, D. (2003). Good and original: Plagiarism and patchwriting in academic second-

language writing. Journal of Second Language Writing, 12(4), 317–345. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jslw.2003.08.004 

Pecorari, D., & Shaw, P. (2012). Types of student intertextuality and faculty attitudes. 

Journal of Second Language Writing, 21(2), 149–164. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jslw.2012.03.006 

Petress, K. C. (2017). Academic dishonesty: A plague on our profession. The Ethics of 

Teaching, 123(3), 391–394. 

Pritchett, S. (2010). Perceptions about plagiarism between faculty and undergraduate 

students. Alliant International University. 

Şandor, S. D. (2014). Plagiarism in the Academia. 

Shi, L. (2004). Textual Borrowing in Second-Language Writing. Written Communication, 

21(2), 171–200. https://doi.org/10.1177/0741088303262846 

Sibomana, E., Ndayambaje, I., & Uwambayinema, E. (2018). Plagiarism in higher education 

environment: causes and solutions. Rwandan Journal of Education, 4(2), 15–23. 

Singh, S., & Remenyi, D. (2016). Plagiarism and ghostwriting: The rise in academic 

misconduct. South African Journal of Science, 112(5–6), 1–7–1–7. 

https://doi.org/10.17159/SAJS.2016/20150300 

Sowden, C. (2005). Plagiarism and the culture of multilingual students in higher education 

abroad. ELT Journal, 59(3), 226–233. https://doi.org/10.1093/elt/cci042 

Spiller, D., & Ferguson, P. B. (2011). Teaching Strategies to Promote the Development of 

Students’ Learning Skills (Issue February). The University of Waikato. 

McNabb, D. E. (2018). Fundamentals of Quantitative Research. Research Methods in Public 

Administration and Nonprofit Management, 31(2), 111–121. 

https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315181158-11 

Schminke, M., & Ambrose, M. (2014). Retraction statement for “Ethics and Integrity of the 

Publishing Process: Myths, Facts, and a Roadmap” by Marshall Schminke and 

Maureen L. Ambrose. Management and Organization Review, 10(1), 157–162. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/more.12046 



Journal of Social Sciences & Humanities. Vol. 1 No. 1 (2024)  
 

13 
 

Weber-Wulff, D. (2013). False feathers: A perspective on academic plagiarism. In False 

Feathers: A Perspective on Academic Plagiarism (Vol. 9783642399). Springer Science 

& Business. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-39961-9 

Wheeler, G. (2009). Plagiarism in the Japanese universities: Truly a cultural matter? Journal 

of Second Language Writing, 18(1), 17–29. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jslw.2008.09.004 


