
RESEARCH Open Access

Factors affecting plagiarism among
students at Jazan University
Hanaa A. Elshafei1,3* and Tamanna M. Jahangir2,3

Abstract

Background: Plagiarism has been described over the past decades as a multi-layer dishonesty phenomenon
emerging in higher education. A number of research papers have described a host of factors such as gender,
socialization, productivity benefit, study motivation, methodological uncertainty, or easy access to electronic
information through the Internet and new technologies as the driving forces for plagiarism.
The effects of plagiarism are pervasive and no one is exempted. Neither unfamiliarity nor ignorance excludes a
person from the compulsory plagiarism’s ethical and legal problems. Institutional misconduct threatens student
integrity, academic reputation, and professional reputation along with legal ramifications and financial penalties.

Methodology: The goal of the study is to investigate students’ propensity to use the Internet to plagiarize, factors
affecting their tendencies, and plagiarism reasons.
In this research, we analyze the perception of plagiarism and academic misconduct among students at Jazan
University, study major dishonesty factors, and study students’ views on plagiarism and misconduct laws.

Results: Examination of the responses of the students to various plagiarism situations showed misunderstandings
and misconceptions about many forms of plagiarism.

Conclusion: Our study emphasizes that the problem in our society is that students or budding innovators are
being pressured to get involved in academic dishonesty in order to perform better. To have a safe environment,
the amount of academic misconduct, theft, and plagiarism must definitely be reduced to a minimum.
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Introduction
Plagiarism could be a major research concern of investiga-
tion within the academic world. It varies from the unrefer-
enced use of published and unpublished ideas of others
and from requests for research grants to the publication of
a full paper under “new” authorship, sometimes in a dif-
ferent language. It can occur at any level of preparation,
research, writing, or publishing: it refers to print and
digital versions. In 2009, Koul et al. describes plagiarism
as a form of cheating and stealing, when one person takes
credit for the intellectual work of another in cases of pla-
giarism. According to Fishman (2009), plagiarism happens

when someone does the following: (1) uses words, ideas,
or work products; (2) credited to another person or source
identifiable; (3) without attributing the work to the source
from which it was obtained; (4) in a situation where there
is a reasonable presumption of original authorship; and
(5) in order to obtain any profit, credit, or gain that does
not need to be financial. A considerable portion of the
total number of genuine deviations from a great research
hone is evaluated by Pecorari (2012).
While numerous organizations are inquiring about their

definitions of literary theft, small work has been so far wiped
out clarifying and legitimizing it (Gert and Stefan 2015).
Nonetheless, there are many different opinions on how to in-
terpret plagiarism and what makes theft of copyright inex-
cusable because it distorts rational credit. The word
plagiarism is described, according to the Oxford English
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Dictionary online 2017, as the practice of taking the work or
ideas of someone else and carrying them on as one’s own.
This description, however, just gives some information

about it and more detailed criteria are needed to make
an act in a plagiarism case (Demirdover 2019). Accord-
ing to a study in the USA, there are five types of plagiar-
ism that occur, direct, mosaic, self, paraphrase, and
accidental, all focused on unethical issues:

1. Direct plagiarism: Without citing or pointing out
the source, the entire text or part of the documents
are copied word for word. This is one of the most
common plagiarism types.

2. Mosaic plagiarism: The plagiarizer borrows phrases,
without citation.

3. Self-plagiarism: The author uses his/her own earlier
work without crediting it.

4. Paraphrasing/rephrasing: This is similar to direct
plagiarism, except in this case the plagiarizer
rearranges the words of the text or sometimes
rephrases them according to their contents.

5. Accidental: Unintentional direct, mosaic, or
paraphrase, without citation

Many of those teaching in higher education have con-
sidered plagiarism in the classroom as a form of dishon-
esty (Jereb et al. 2018). According to a report by
plagiarism organization, “studies indicate that approxi-
mately 30 percent of all students may be plagiarizing on
every written assignment they complete.” Up to 55% of
college presidents say plagiarism in students’ papers has
increased in the last decade. Plagiarism carries severe dis-
ciplinary and financial consequences. Repeated acts of pla-
giarism will lead to dismissal from the college.
The knowledge and skills of the student are threatened

by academic misconduct; at the same time, it weakens the
ability of the instructor to assess how well the student is
performing in the course (Ryan et al. 2009). The principle
is of supreme importance in all university programs, but it
becomes particularly important in professional degree
programs such as pharmacy, medicine, dentistry, and
nursing as pass-outs (students) from such courses should
have high ethics because their expectations impact human
well-being directly (Neill 2008).
Regardless of the fact that plagiarism is carried out

at all academic levels in this study, we focus on stu-
dent misconduct and plagiarism, and why do students
use the words or ideas of someone else and pass
them on as their own? What factors are affecting this
behavior?

Material and methods
The paper and pencil surveys are conducted during the
academic year 2017–2018 at Jazan University in Saudi

Arabia. Students were informed verbally about the na-
ture of the research and were invited to participate
freely. This study was attended by a group of 381 stu-
dents, 209 males (54.8%) and 172 females (45.2%). The
ages of students range from 24 to 35 years.

Instrument
In this study, a simple questionnaire (both in English
and Arabic) with a set of 10 questions was used to evalu-
ate students’ knowledge of plagiarism and examination
misconduct. Initial questions were asked about their
gender, age, area of study, field of specialization, and
average time spent on the internet in the survey tool
(questionnaire). Additional questions were asked.
To make it understandable to students, we have trans-

lated the questionnaire into Arabic and there is no room
left for any confusing information. Participation was en-
tirely voluntary, random, and anonymous. Most
responding categories were yes/no/uncertain or dis-
agree/agree/not sure. Hard copies of the survey tool
were distributed among students from Jazan University’s
various colleges and were collected back in 10min.

Results
A total of 450 questionnaires were distributed, out of
which 381 were returned and included in this study,
with an overall response rate of 84.6% with 45.2% fe-
males and 54.8% males. Nevertheless, no unusual pattern
has been found in the responses of male and female stu-
dents. 81.5% of participants fell under the age group of
24–35. Approximately half (48%) of the participants
were students of pharmacy, 22% were students of dentis-
try, 20% were students of nursery, and10% were students
of science.
More than 55% of students were highly motivated to

research and 45% fewer; 23.5% of students spend 2 or

Table 1 Frequency distribution of the variables affecting
plagiarism among students at Jazan University

No. Percent

Gender Male 209 54.8

Female 172 45.1

Missing 69 15.3

Area of study Pharmacy 183 48

Dentistry 84 22

Nursing 76 20

Science 38 10

Motivation for study Lower 171 45

Higher 210 55

Average time spent on internet in h 2 or less h 90 23.5

Between 2 and 5 h 139 36.5

5 or more h 152 40
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less hours per day on the Internet, 36.5% spend 2 to 5 h
on the Internet, and 40% spend 5 or more hours per day
on the Internet. The general information can be seen in
Table 1.
50.6% of participants agree that to complete their

tasks and notice, they use the Internet. 40.15% of re-
spondents accepted that this was due to social pres-
sure caused by academic misconduct. Approximately
40% use plagiarism as their last resort fairly fre-
quently. 56.9% of students strongly agreed to have
strict enforcement of laws against such misconduct.
However, only 32.5% said academic dishonesty is ok
until caught. To our surprise 62.7% had no know-
ledge of punishments for plagiarism and academic
misconduct.

Only 24.7% admitted that they knew people who were
intentionally involved in plagiarism, and 52% of students
supported the idea of implementing strict rules to help
future generations (Fig. 1).

Discussion
The idea of plagiarism and academic misconduct has be-
come so popular in the current world of competition
(Bradshaw and Lowenstein 1990). Interventions aimed at
curbing plagiarism do not always overpower the incen-
tive of individuals to steal, and corruption cannot be
minimized. In 2006, Scanlan reported that student aca-
demic misconduct for colleges and universities, includ-
ing those responsible for preparing health professionals,
is a growing problem. While the introduction of honor

Fig. 1 The results of the survey in terms of percentage of response among students of Jazan University
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codes has had a positive impact on this issue, further re-
duction in student cheating and plagiarism can only be
accomplished through a comprehensive strategy that
supports an academic integrity organizational culture. A
questionnaire was issued to postgraduate students from
Sweden’s medical faculties who attended a research eth-
ics course during the 2008/2009 academic year and 58%
replied. Less than one third of the respondents wrote
that in the previous 12months they had heard of scien-
tific dishonesty (Nilstun et al. 2010). Therefore, it be-
comes our moral as well as ethical duty to make our
students aware of the harms caused by such actions and
we must also inform them about the consequences for
academic misconduct that are approved by law.
Our main objective should be to provide our students

with quality education and knowledge as well as good
qualifications in examinations and research, but not at
the expense of our integrity and dignity, which is called
into question in the course of plagiarism and other aca-
demic dishonesty. Examination of the responses of Jazan
University students to various plagiarism situations
showed misunderstandings and misconceptions about
many forms of plagiarism.
Our study emphasizes that in our society, the problem

is that it pressures students or budding innovators to get
involved in academic dishonesty to perform better.
Not only will it help to follow the rules, but we also

need to prepare our students to withstand failure. Not
only at school, but also at home, a healthy atmosphere
should be given so that our students can perform with-
out any fear of failure (Ryan 2009). The amount of aca-
demic misconduct, stealing, plagiarism should certainly
be reduced to a minimum. To avoid and keep a check
on plagiarism, we recommend proper education and
technology involvement. This should serve as a wakeup
call to transnational higher education regarding plagiar-
ism (Palmer et al. 2019).

Conclusion
The key results of this research paper indicate that new
technologies and the Internet have a clear and important
impact on plagiarism. Since most students in our study
agree that new technologies and the Web have a strong
influence on plagiarism, we may conclude that techno-
logical advances and globalization have started to break
down national borders and cross cultural boundaries.
In addition, the results could be a starting point for

more research into the impact of digitalization and the
Internet on plagiarism, and the role of socialization in
plagiarism, may contribute to the plagiarism debate in
institutions of higher education.
The variables found to be of the greatest importance

by the students as causes of plagiarism relate to time
management issues and social pressure, in addition to

the lack of clarity and incomplete policies that regulate
plagiarization.
Existing documents, procedures, and regulations do

not explicitly describe the disciplinary mechanisms for
plagiarizing students. Understanding the reasons behind
plagiarism and promoting understanding among stu-
dents of the problem may help prevent future academic
misconduct through improved support and guidance
during the time students study at the university. In the
near future, focusing on preventive measures could have
a positive impact on good scientific practice.
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