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Lee, Ho. (2005). Measuring plagiarism in the second language essay
writing context. English Language & Literature Teaching, 12X1),
221-238.

This study investigates the reliability of plagiarism measurement in the
ESL essay writing context. The current study aims to address the answers
to the following research questions: 1) How does plagiarism measurement
affect test reliability in a psychometric view? and 2) how do raters
conceive the plagiarism in their analytic scoring? This study uses the
mixed-methodology that crosses quantitative-qualitative techniques.
Thirty eight international students took an ESL placement writing test
offered by the University of Illinois. Two native expert raters rated
students’ essays in terms of 5 analytic features (organization, content,
language use, source use, plagiarism) and made a holistic score using a
scoring benchmark. For research question 1, the current study, using
G-theory and Multi-facet Rasch model, found that plagiarism
measurement threatened test reliability. For research question 2, two native
raters and one non-native rater in their email correspondences responded
that plagiarism was not a valid analytic area to be measured in a
large-scale writing test. They viewed the plagiarism as a difficult
measurement are. In conclusion, this study proposes that a systematic
training program for avoiding plagiarism should be given to students. In
addition, this study suggested that plagiarism is measured reliably in the
small-scale classroom test.

[plagiarism/writing assessment, ¥7d/%0j2~27] H7}H
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I, o]d WAL o], AL %A (plagiarism)olEle &
SH7|% 9t ghed EHA 9 dAolE At 3 (E B, H2
A7 tiste] Az A 8HA] ek StAE9 4§, Fo7 2p=o|
e 2 e dojnt uip A &7 e EAZE dFE7IE s ofw
oJX =, el SAES v Rste] =gl L] o)d HAH gt
a4 Fake EAAE =2 rh(Cho, 1999).
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QAR gRolAe] B Z40) g AT 23

sEAdolh Zhers] waA ERQle] Aol A7 A71e] AA Y ARSshE R
A9l FAE Eh East005)= TAHCR 24 Al 7 FElE o 2ol
AFetainh A HAE, Bele] A% of| #4] glo] AHH o= Wzl A4 w40
Atk F WA, 18-S vk EAE BFE a1 aold Aol A3t del A
ek e slahA she wdo] AR v te e P wAE] WE &
ARA, AAAM 18d FiE tA L3S B, 23F 18& s ¥ 2™
#do] glrt

ESLgEo| o] g227] FA-ol| 3t A, Deckert(1993)= F Aol 314 Q9ld
71013 Bl7} Atk A A1EFSITE Deckerts 239 FHIAES o R Fdd
gk QAo oiste] A A} - e w&S wx] 23 Hshde shdS
= AT e Z-e diste] A9 olsE 1A %5}1 24E AR dig
T §INe] 7] Bk, /e 5T lojA e st ERERE doteta gtk
AFAIE A} ook W E, Campbell(1990)2 ES g5t BES ¥
she E WHES 43 e BTt AAH R g 34 P97t JdNSS
A A5k th Campbelle] A7+ FHo] 34 QXU ESL shesabe] 914

=)
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(Pennycook, 1996).
el A At v} o], ESL/d&ol Ao 9] el Ao disiae o=
AE A97F AP oy, x4 A7t e EAle AUHeR

& olgA AT A
Wik wAbaol ey A SAol ti ko] ATE FollA, Deckert(1993)j}
Cho(1998)& A AT FEjZ ¥4S =Asuxl gt old AR AT e =
] T

AAS Alge] 2144 (authenticity) S g, x4 dig ds YT @
AR vl P9Itk 53], Chot ARS Batol, o]dl AT 7
AR E3 Jejo] ¥AH AW oY o Yoyl 4 ALU) s B2 Z

ar o
258 vehlle AE7t 8§ ke 2R B9,

AAA Ao A B4 9FE 29 Asiusiel, 54, BSL A4
A wedl shhel adlel slahe] ARY ¢l BAE doln, wetd w4
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7 e ZHelA B ZAel dig AR EE AT ¥ Al olsh @
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SHE/Oleh 718k o g o) 9wl FAES UfeR AFS FAS BE 9%
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X 2
FAARAxA AR NG W G-AT B4 AR 2
A w9 E 29 9%

% of % of
ol dr VC SE Ve df |78 SE Ve
P 37 243 074 31.07 37 287 088 40.65
R 1 .000 001 0.00 1 000 001 .00
A 094 059 12.02 3 .001 004 14
PR 37 054 025 6.91 37 085 034 1204
PA 148 129 036 16.50 111 091 033 12.89
RA 4 001 005 0.13 3 000 003 .00
PRA 148 261 030 33.37 111 242 032 34.28
Total 182 100.00 706 100.00

P (87D, R (A, A (39, VC (449, SE (E223)

£ 32 G-ATE F3 2ol AWANE vgo R D-ATE £33 Ao}
w AT el AAE AL s 227] B2 849 Aok aesiA AF A
T oo s, AMYe AN 574X 2 Aatel ATt o] D- .
TFAAE, EU] F77L ADE Aol AW FFE vAL Yol Eelwek £
S EFE A7 AAG] Afell, 999 FE AHlA A7 sdREEE, T14E
o] AF= AFE Bl v, fdo] 354 @2 g7k AAY] A5, 499 =
g VA Agattets, AS® AFe = 772 248 23 FrF AAR
=7 whsieh ol Wokel ulg SwelA EAS ek ¢S Bk AL B4
& ¥3e 9o ug W9 o Gsdolshs ABE HE% £ on
3
FURRA+AFAAAG AW F7k AANAH e D-AF A}
7 AEA 5 gele] & e|EE /% Phi
W7 2718 X3
wa} A (PxR*A) 2 4 6777
2 5 7129
WA 271% Tee] 2e
wxp AA (PxRxA) 2 4 71501
2 5 7715

QA7 /A 5 dia] noh o AAskA A7) 18l FACET ¥4
S APy 3 ANREA, BE FrPAdle) digt ARE F¥e 17 18 AA ST
A HMeasure)S B7FHCl] 3k 24 HL2A = logite® ) =
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o olelg weRA, E 42 ANeAT, B 498 B gelo] wad e 5
g FA(L7H E Hole vl 2 d9e] #d AHBFo=A HyFeA el gt
&g A s gtk

AzH o7 AWz} ek o] 23 Raschi 8-S o] &3lo] A4 3 Azl g4
F27) Aol @ GomAE PAFeTE Aol wa AT, B EgE A7}
AAA, FHo] B2 WFE JPATUFOEA, AFAA AlFE Al T3 <)
e 743 99

x4
Brl¥qg Bx

44 Logit SE Fair-M Infit MS Infit ~

x4 -164 22 351 1.7 3

=4 -39 .20 3.06 7 -1

& 25 .19 2.81 q -2

Tx 46 .19 273 7 -1

Ao A}E- 57 19 2.68 1.0

A 5ol & 75 .19 261 12 1

Bt .00 20 2.90 1.0 -2

Separation = 4.02, Reliability = .94, Fixed chi-square = 89.7 (df= 5, p = .00).

2. A7 2H 2

AT 2 22 SNetel, Aol Gl Bl v
o AHRHel Fre dwel ARAE F 39
w2sl BrhaAel A8 2 kel dstel o
Azpel BhA, AW BN AF Fol s

I rarely found evidence of plagiarism. But I did look for parts of essays that were
completely error—free, especially if the rest of the essay contained frequent errors.
This is usually a clue that a writer has copied the original source. (Note: In this
case, I'm referring to plagiarism of the article that is part of the writing prompt for
the EPT. I don’t think it’s possible to detect plagiarism from a source other than
ones used for the test itself.) (Sue)

Suew 77 ol WAy = ofE} FiEz

=g
A EA49 5% A n A Avne oo 548 2gerhe
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Af

ohshA R e AR T Heke D AQAgeld B4 Z4e] bsw A
A

E'_
of teir= AL FHol 28A SAHD FHE A

I could “rate” or detect whether plagiarism occurred. However, because raters look
through essays quickly and review many of them, it’s possible a rater could
overlook it. On a large-scale test, it could be hard for raters to catch plagiarism if
they haven’t familiarized themselves with the reading prompt. Now, it would be
extremely difficult for me to tell if a test-taker has plagiarized a source other than
the one used in the test (Sue).

= ohe WHelAel Sally 9A E4 4 Fsel distel R A
stk U B4 JRE 24% welt b PG Ye, 40 glo
W 924 E A5t FolAe wuldle] wAZL Bl Qi B Rk Frha
stk U AA B FFAAE WS e Azl B S5l oAl
stel AW ok 7] MRl T SN AL 24 Fahe 497 Bkn &
sk B, Sallys wARFAN AR T 2 WY B 33

o) sttt e,

I think plagiarism could be evaluated if you compared it to inclass writings. The
topic would have to be given in class and the whole writing process completed
before the student left the classroom. This would give a baseline of where the
student is. This writing could be compared to a take-home writing project (Sally).
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I noticed that many of the higher proficiency students did not mention the
information from the article at all, and those who did were few of the lowest
proficiency students who copied sentences straight from the article without proper
references, from the lack of the ability to paraphrase (Sohn).
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FeatureAnalysisForm

Directions: There are four statements in each feature. Please mark on a
statement which you think best represents the feature of the essay.

ORGANIZATION
1: No organization of ideas; Insufficient length to ascertain organization
2. Simple and incomplete organization of Intro, Body & Conclusion; Lack of
paragraph and essay cohesion (do not follow smoothly, hard to follow ideas)
3. Elaborated and complete organization of introduction, body, & conclusion;

Some paragraphs and sentences are not logically linked cohesively
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4. Excellent introduction, body, conclusion; Logical link among paragraphs and
sentences

CONTENT
1: No support or elaboration of ideas; Insufficient length to evaluate; Irrelevance
to assigned topic
2. Sometimes, off topic; Main idea attempted to develop, but nor successful;
Minimal or ineffective support for ideas
3: Some development or elaboration of ideas; some use of source; Relevance to
topic; Some ineffective support for ideas
4: Main idea developed well; All major points elaborated; Substantive content;
Good support sentences suggested

LANGUAGE USE
1: Extremely bad grammar; Totally incomprehensible; Sentence variety and
complexity not present.
2: Frequent grammatical/lexical errors; Awkwardness; Little sentence variety;
Sentence complexity not mastered
3: Some grammatical/lexical errors, but still comprehensible; Some sentence
variety and sentence complexity
4: Grammatical/lexical errors do not impede understanding. Few erros, mostly
easily corrected; Sentence variety and sentence complexity —mastered;
Sophisticated vocabulary usage

USE OF SOURCES
1: Fails to use any information from the sources, Summary of source content
marked by inaccuracies.
2: Lack of synthesis (in combining student’s own idea with the information
from source content); Some source use, but may be insufficient to evaluate
source understanding; Summary of source content contains minor inaccuracies
(details) and possibly major inaccuracies (concepts).
3: Some synthesis; Overall accurately summarized, but may contain a few minor
inaccuracies (details).
4. Good synthesis; Effective use of sources to support ideas; Accurate summary
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of source content.

PLAGIARISM
1: Majority copied without citation from source information; Directly copied your
partner’s writing
2: Overt plagiarism committed (direct copying 1/3 of essay) from source
information; Directly copied some sentences from your partner’'s essay
3: Covert plagiarism committed (imperfect attempts to paraphrase, infrequent
direct copying up to 2 sentences); Directly copied some phrases and words from
your partner’s essay without citation.
4: None/ minimal plagiarism committed (citation of source desirable, but not

necessary.)

o Al o] (Examples in): English
28715 doj(Applicable Languages): English/Korean
2 &7 Z(Applicable Levels): College
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