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Abstract  

This study discusses the problem of plagiarism in art learning in online 
classes. The art class was conducted using the Learning Management 
System (LMS) and attended by 31 Pendidikan Anak Usia Dini (PAUD) 
students, and arts department. This research method uses a survey derived 
from two types of data. The first data was obtained from a questionnaire 
distributed to 211 art students. Factors that determine copy-paste occur 
because of the tendency to postpone tasks, so they work at the end of time. 
The following data comes from the discussion assignment report done by 
the student. Tasks are scanned online using the application. The results of 
the analysis of plagiarism showed an average of 49.09%, with a word 
similarity level of 80.77%. Based on online scan reports, the source of 
plagiarism comes from the university repository. Students use Open 
Educational Resource (OER) in the form of dictates as material for doing 
art lecture assignments. In conclusion, students mistakenly understood 
the use of OER and digital literacy. Digital-based arts learning does not 
have a significant impact and requires the provision of academic writing. 
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Introduction  

Plagiarism has become the most popular issue among academics of higher 

education in the past two decades [1]–[3]. The availability of accessing the 

internet with easily is a factor that encourages students to practice plagiarism [4]. 

The first plagiarism term noted when Fidentinus recite Martial’s poems as if they 

were his own [5]. Plagiarism is one that determines academic ethics by releasing 

ideas, revelations, linguistic styles without using appropriate citation styles [6]. 

Aside from reported, add this category, such as theft of phrase by phrase in small 

quantities [3], [7]. Another study traces the etymology of the word plagiarism 

(‘literary theft’), from the earlier English word plagiary (‘one who wrongfully takes 

another’s words or ideas’), derived from the Latin plagarius (‘kidnapper, seducer, 

plunderer, literary thief’), from plagium (kidnapping) from plaga (snare, net) [3] 

[8, p. 801]. 

http://jurnal.fkip.unila.ac.id/index.php/aksara
mailto:riyanhidayatullah1987@fkip.unila.ac.id


Online art class: a study on the cause and effect of plagiarism 

117 | 12 

The American Historian Association defines that this is an act of misusing 

writings from other authors, such as borrowing findings, without attribution, 

significant research findings, hypotheses, or theories [9]. Plagiarists mentioned in 

various terms, such as a ‘crime’ [10], ‘theft ideas’ [11], ‘forgery’ [12], ‘thought 

thief’[13], and ‘intellectual shoplifter’ [14]. Plagiarism is not just related to copy-

paste but must be seen in a broader context as a matter of cheating [2], [15]–[18]. 

The root of plagiarism is mental fraudulence, which occurs omission, is repeated, 

and no one provides education about the importance of appreciating the work and 

thoughts of other writers. Another perspective thought it was unethical behavior 

[19], [20]. Everyone is destined to be able to write, but not all of them choose to 

be honest. Another perspective on plagiarism is an intellectual kinship between 

writers, not something that opposes intellectual property [21].  

Today copy-paste becomes very relentless and widespread because various 

devices support it. Previous studies have cited opportunities that occur as a result 

of technological advances. The Copy-paste feature opens up everyone's 

opportunity to do plagiarism digitally [22]. Ethical violations often occur against 

intellectual integrity. Self-plagiarism was used by authors to duplicate the 

scientific work of others [23], [24]. Copy-paste practices in the cyber world are 

increasingly worrying because they occur in school-age children [25]. Students 

need to be given knowledge of writing and plagiarism policies, especially for 

searches through scientific journals [26]. The use of professional plagiarism 

detection tools is an effective way to prevent this condition from expanding [27]. 

One is a new method of using statistical properties using common words and 

latent semantic analysis [28]. 

The emergence of predatory journals further exacerbated the world of 

science to suppress plagiarism (García-century, 2019). Cultural factors and 

educational background also encourage students to commit dishonesty  [30] 

Many students still do not understand about the paraphrasing power in writing, 

structure, ideas, and the authenticity of the writing style being the key (Suter & 

Suter, 2018). In writing, they need guidance from lecturers who have capabilities. 

The quality of lecturer understanding and awareness of plagiarism is the deciding 

factor in completing their work [32]. 

We have conducted although different views on plagiarism, few works two 

types of case classes (traditional courses and LMS). Corresponding to our 

knowledge, there have been no investigations focused on plagiarism online art 

learning practices in Indonesia. Thus, the data collected in this research showed 

in Indonesian online art classes. The styles and character of Indonesian students 

turned into an issue that emphasized to uncover the purposes of cheating. 

 

Methods 

This text-matching software was adopted in this research  [33], a review of 

research articles [34]–[36], and surveys [37], [38]. The issue of plagiarism or 
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copy-paste syndrome is the basis in reviewing findings of the factors that 

influence plagiarism, students' perceptions in understanding plagiarism, types of 

plagiarism, preventative measures, and forms of cases in regular and online 

classes. The study conducted over two semesters in different classes from face-

to-face (FTF) lectures and online. 

The data was divided into two, first, taken using a questionnaire for (N = 

211) students from different departments and universities. This data relates to 

FTF that uses the internet as work material for assignments from Open 

Educational Resources (OER) [39]–[45]. The other data is taken through Open 

University (UT) online lecture classes. Samples were taken from online lectures 

in senior subjects of children's skills. There are two classes and eight sessions 

each. The response to the students' discussions was taken randomly from each 

session. Based on the number of students per class of 50 people, only 31 peoples 

are active in the discussion session. The interval of students age who become 

respondents ranging from 17-22 years old with different study program 

backgrounds, such as Dance and Music Education Study programs, Department 

of Health and Environmental Sanitation, Department of Mechanical 

Engineering, Early Childhood Education Study Programs, Primary School 

Teacher Education Study Programs, agribusiness Study Programs, Department 

of  Sports, Counseling Education Study Program, and Islamic Education Study 

Program. All departments have conducted online art classes 

Data analysis utilizes the ‘plagiarism checker 6.0.8’ application and survey 

results taken by google form. Student discussion answers are collected based on 

online class discussions and checked using the application. The presentation of 

the discussion was made by the lecturer to stimulate students to give answers that 

came from their ideas. The results of checking using the application are 

categorized based on the number of students, the percentage of plagiarism, 

indicated web resources, and the level of plagiarism. In the survey data 

conducted, the data is displayed in the form of charts to find out what factors 

encourage students to do plagiarism. Both data are categorized based on the 

learning mechanism. The first has done by FTF, and students take advantage of 

open learning sources, such as YouTube, Google, Wikipedia, repositories, and 

others. Second, students do the learning process in online classes using the 

Course Management System (CMS) [46], [47] such as Moodle at UT. 

 

Results and discussion 

The first data indicates that the student is copy-pasting. Poll results (given to 

211 students) showed that qualifications and time management were highly rated. 

Fifty-one students thinking of doing the assignment at the deadline, 45 thought 

this would be more effective and efficient, 45 thought the task given was too 

difficult. Eighteen students had poor timing, and 19 felt they did not have the 
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appropriate literature. Nine people admit that being lazy is the main reason for 

getting their work done. 

 

Figure 1 The most frequently stated reasons students choose to plagiarize or 
cheat 

 

 

Figure 2 Online plagiarism checking data 

The data is the result of plagiarism checks using "online checking". From 

the 31 students who actively participated in the discussion, there were 18 students 

who had a "high" level of plagiarism (S5=100; S17=95; S9,S15,S27=91; S22=80; 

S1,S7=78; S19=77; S6=70; S29=67; S10=64; S31=59; S3=56; S11=54; S24=53; 

S12=41; S25=40 ), 7 people with a "moderate" level of plagiarism (S14=39; 

S28=38; S20=35; S18=33; S30=30; S8=26; S4=22), two people with a "low" 

plagiarism rate (S26=11; S16=3), and 4 people who do not plagiarism (S2, S13, 

S21, S23=0). The highest source of plagiarism comes from official open learning 

sources (see figure 1). 
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Figure 3 ‘Side by side’ plagiarism data checking 

'Side by side' checks are carried out by comparing papers between 

students. Based on the 31 students who actively discussed, there are similarities 

in writing at a fairly high level. S9 and S6 = 93%, S9 and S27 = 93%, S9 and S15 

= 89%, S14 and S15 = 74%. The writing was found based on the source of the open 

university digital library (Repository). 

Writing a paper is the most challenging part that every student should deal 

with; besides, art is not in everyone’s interest. Thus, completing the paper has 

several restrictions, for example: (1) giving rise to the desire to fight the lazy; (2) 

identify references corresponding to the content of the task; (3) competence in 

writing; (4) systematically create papers and use academic doctrines; (5) the 

ability to identify and select reliable online library resources; and (6) the ability 

to utilize big data and the Internet of Things. 

The writing art class is theoretically vulnerable to plagiarism, primarily 

when the activity is carried out online. There is much potential to be able to 

commit fraud because scholarly people think this has escaped the attention of 

their teacher or lecturer. They are more brave work in doing copy-paste because 

they only rely on editing skills and clean up some of the written material defects. 

Argumentation and reasoning are not tested because the courses have been done 

asynchronously.  

However, in asynchronous online learning can use the debate assignment 

method [48].  This condition is closed by the digital divide, where knowledge and 

skills are reduced due to changes in the work and social environment [49], [50]. 

Technology must be able to function for pedagogical problems that must be 

developed to be critical [51]–[54] through their creative integration into the social 

and cultural context [55]. 

Seeing plagiarism is not just a frightening academic crime but on the side 
of ignorance of the writer [31].  

In addition to writing skills, the ability to read texts, understand the 
content, and paraphrase are essential things to do [7]. Some students recorded 
their views in brief sentences. Nevertheless, they point out this work to have a 
little piracy. The reports are incredibly long and have a magnificent structure; 
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however, they have a higher plagiarism tendency. The paraphrases and sentences 
are perfect. 

Open learning sources revealed by plagiarism applications do not appear 
from google or other search tools, but official textbooks began in the online library 
on the open university site. The repository is a suitable medium for getting 
relevant sources. Students think if the questions addressed through the 
assignment come from texts or open learning sources. The phrase and expression 
conveyed have similarities with the selected task. 

The competence to rephrase, compile, and quotes were the significant 
obstructions in discussion sessions and working papers. Students get caught on 
quantity — how many pages they will form regardless of the work subject. 
Paraphrasing skills are a Long project that takes a long time to comprehend. They 
do not base their work exercises on these kinds of proficiencies, so working and 
constructing sentences are terrible for students. 

Weblogs are the highest source of plagiarism. The application records up 
to 90% similarities in writing on this page. All writings that indicate plagiarism 
are the same. Therefore, it is not easy to track where the source of the article came 
from. The qualification of students to classify issues and see open educational 
sources is surprisingly low. This case generates the work of transcribing in 
lettering is genuinely minimum. They do not accept the substance of the 
discourse of the paper as a whole (see figure 2). 

 

Table 1 . the online source with the highest plagiarism level 

No Internet webpage with the highest plagiarism 
level 

1 
http://repository.ut.ac.id/4712/1/PAUD44 

2 http://luhputulestariani.blogspot.com/20 

3 https://www.nesabamedia.com/pengertian-s 

 

Conclusions 

In order to reduce plagiarism, there needs to be new interventions and strategies 

in managing online classes for students [4]. The key was intervention; it can do 

by increasing student involvement in active learning and self-efficacy [56]. Active 

learning needs to be implemented to get meaningful learning activities and 

require students to think [57]. Active learning in the classroom can make students 

improve their memory [58]. Thus its method establishes the value of learning on 

students [59]. Many things happen in the classroom, and teachers focused on how 

to make students memorized course material, focus on learning outcomes, and 

somehow do not consider student involvement as well as the ideal classroom 

according to that view. 

Pupils have a pattern of holding their work. This style has repeatedly been 

a lecturer’s obstacle in evaluating work. The timing of the task is the fundamental 

http://repository.ut.ac.id/4712/1/PAUD44
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one. Lecturers offer rewards for duty accomplished first, but do not give 

reprimands for more specific cases about time. Time management by students is 

seen as common and easy to work with. The perception that the lecturer has 

differs from the perception of his students about the provision stipulated in the 

assignment. OER suggests information that can be reached all the times, and 

students assume it is terribly easy to complete tasks using internet support and 

numerous resources in it. The Internet brings a wide range of information in ‘big 

data.’ Many students could not accept how big data can support the literature 

reviews. They have not prepared steps and syntax in every class, especially in 

online classes. Data can be obtained through a massive open online course 

(MOOC); each student able to access this data from various courses at various top 

universities [60, p. 3]. Pedagogy is a way offered to reduce the causes of 

plagiarism, such as: attitudes, information literacy, moral obligation, and past 

habits [61]. 
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