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An investigation of WKU undergraduates’ construction
about plagiarism: An analysis with Legitimation Code Theory

Specialisation
Gina Roach and Erxiao Wang Wenzhou-Kean University

Plagiarism has been a widely researched topic in the field of higher education
since it fundamentally violates academic integrity. However, the understanding of
plagiarism from Sino-American university students’ point of view formed by
disciplinary distinctions is still under researched. This study seeks to answer the
broad question of ‘what is WKU students’ understanding of plagiarism’, with the
special attention on the senior students who have seasoned experience studying in
higher education and their field of study. This special issue will be analyzed through
the lenses of Legitimate Code Theory (LCT), a sociological toolkit, for LCTs’
explanatory power for the similarity and difference of student’s insights into
plagiarism, or the specialisation code. Specifically, in this project, students’

definition of plagiarism is directly investigated, in order to show an intuitional
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understanding of plagiarism. However, students’ changing understanding of
plagiarism will also be discussed, and juxtapose them against students’ current
understanding. The discussion under each result will reveal that students’
understanding of plagiarism is not static and mono-faced. This study may be of
interest to instructors who instructs in various disciplines and reflect on their way of
presenting and preventing plagiarism. This study also added contribute in a

methodological way of how to access students’ understanding of a sensitive topic.
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Legitimation Code Theory to Facilitate Transition from

Business English to Business in English

FHEm | HRIMESN A K

In their four-year study, students of interdisciplinary business English program
are facing a critical transition that is from learning business English to learning
business knowledge instructed in English. Despite preparation in the business
English learning phase, many scholars have reported that business knowledge
instructed in English is still difficult for the students. Few studies have tried to
explore the phenomenon. This study tries to explain the phenomenon from the
perspective of knowledge building.

By using the framework of Semantics in Legitimation Code Theory to analyze
texts in one business English textbook and one English textbook for economics, two
research questions are to be answered:

1). How do business English courses and business courses in Business English
program build knowledge through semantic waves respectively?

2). Is there any difference in the ways the two courses build knowledge? And if
there were, differences in what aspects may contribute the phenomenon that students
that have gained substantial language skills and basic business knowledge in the
business English learning phase still feel English-medium business courses difficult?

Based on the answers, implications for teachers of Business English program to

make adjustment in practice to facilitate the transition will be discussed.
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Models of teaching knowledge in English-medium
instruction lectures: A complementary perspective of systemic

functional linguistics and Legitimation Code Theory

FEE IEE | REARRE K

Academic lecture is appreciated as an important site for teaching knowledge.
Research on teaching quality in English-medium instruction (EMI) lectures has
primarily focused on teachers’ language proficiency and the structures of the lectures.
To date less attention is given to the knowledge itself, especially the patterning and
structuring of knowledge. This study aims to explore the strategies of packing and
unpacking knowledge in an EMI lecture on the topic of Realism in American
literature and then provide the models of teaching knowledge. The data is analyzed
and interpreted with reference to the key concepts from systemic functional
linguistics (SFL) and legitimation code theory (LCT), such as field, Specialization
and semantic waves. Knowledge in the data is cumulatively built through taxonomic
relations of classification and composition, and rhetorically unpacked to the students
through the strategies of comparing, defining and expositing. These strategies recur
in the data and highlight two models of teaching knowledge. An understanding of
these strategies is fundamental to comprehensively understanding the teaching and
learning process of knowledge and to effectively designing teaching practices in

EMI lectures.

Unravelling tertiary knowledge building: A Legitimation
Code analysis of an open class on American economic

revolution

BAXH MR REORE

Knowledge-building in educational contexts is a social semiotic practice

actualized by means of meaning-making. The cooperation between systemic
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functional linguistic and Legitimation Code Theory (LCT) in the recent decade has
shown its potential in uncovering and visualizing the profiles of the processes of
knowledge-building. However, it is noticeable that the explorations focused on
university teachers’ ways of building disciplinary knowledge remain rather limited in
number, despite a voluminous literature addressing English-medium teaching.
Drawing on the ideas of Autonomy and Semantics in LCT, this research, as a case
study, examines a tertiary open class on the age of economic revolution in American
history, discussing how the pedagogic practices are maneuvered for
knowledge-building in terms of autonomy pathways and semantic profiles. The
study seeks to shed light on the possible features of tertiary pedagogic practices
oriented to building disciplinary knowledge and make suggestions about cumulative

and integrative teaching in the context of higher education.
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