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All submissions made by University Centre Colchester students made through
Moodle will be now be run through the plagiarism detection system URKUND.

Guidance Sheet for Staff on URKUND Reports

It is important to note that URKUND is simply a tool to help support academic
staff determine if an academic offence has taken place.

The judgement about whether an academic offence has taken place remains with
academic staff. The URKUND report should be used to help inform that decision,
and where appropriate, be used as evidence in any claim taken forward.

Staff should refer to the academic offence policy for information relating to
academic offences.

How to Access the Reports

When a student uploads a file to an URKUND enabled assignment in Moodle, at
first there is a small gear-wheel icon shown beside the file, which will turn into a
small box when URKUND has generated a report. This presentation is the same
for students, teachers or administrators. The report can be viewed by clicking on
the box (figure 1).
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A report opens up with the headline percentage of unoriginal text at the top of
the screen. For each part of the essay where unoriginal text has been found, an
orange band will appear, running down the left hand side of the text. Clicking on
the orange band will show further information, which includes the likely source of
this block of text, and the percentage of similarity to the source (Figure 2).
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h.introducing

— any written, printed or electronically stored information into an examination
other than material expressly permitted in the instructions for that examination
This listis not exhaustive
A2 In submitting any piece of work (e.g, test or report) a student shall acknowledge any assistance
received or any use of the work of others
General Considerations
A3
— A student may be found guilty of an academic offence whether or net there has been
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intention to deceive; that is, a judgement that negligence has occurred is sufficient to determine guilt.
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Understanding the Report

It is important that staff do not become preoccupied with the overall percentage
of ‘plagiarised’ work found in the document.

Detection of purposeful plagiarism is a complex process and there are many
reasons why text may be highlighted in these reports. Therefore there is no
definitive rule about at what percentage a students work should be determined
as being plagiarised, and therefore an academic offence.

The format of a report and its appendices may lend itself to returning a higher
percentage of unoriginal text than others. It is therefore possible a student with
a lower score may be found guilty of an academic offence and a student with a

higher score may not.

If a marker has concerns that an academic offence may have taken place this
should be discussed with the Head of Programme or Head of School as per the

Academic Offences Policy.

It is recommended that staff view all URKUND submissions while undertaking the

marking process and the level of scrutiny should increase according to the

percentage of unoriginal text found.
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