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the purpose for which it was to be used. The tests were secretly scored, copies of 
the students1 answers made, and returned to the students with directions that ceoli 
one correct his own paper. Any discrepancy between th student own seorin and the 
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there were seieral points of uifferenoe noted. 
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PACTORS ASSOCIATED ITff DIS-iO.ESTY IN HIGI SCHOOL STUDENTS 

CHAPTER I 

INTRODUCTION 

ihiILe maI1 studies of student dishonesty have teen made, 

very few f these relate to the high school student. In 

fact, the writer was able to find. only two studies that 

cover the entire four grades of high school. Because oÍ' the 

writer's interest in this problem, because of the striking 
lack of data, and because a need was expressed for more in- 

formation on the subject of dishonesty in high school stu- 

dents, this study was undertaken. I1ore specifically, the 

suggestion for this studs came as a result of an experiment 

performed by N. E. Peavy* at Oregon State College, regarding 

tue dishonesty of college students. Insofar as possible, 
the techniques and procedures used in this study are purpose- 

ly made to parallel those used in the experiment conduoted. 

by Peavy. 

Inasmuch as this study deals with certain aspects of 

character training, it would be well at this point to define 

the terms as they shall be used in this thesis. Dishonesty 

has been variously defined, but, for purposes of this study 

following the defthition given by Peavy, we shall regard it 
as a violation o± confidence or trust placed in an individu- 

Peavy, 1. E. Factors Associated with Dishonesty in College 
Students. Oregon State Colle:e biaster's hesis, Unpuolished, 
1933. 
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al. It is only one of the innumerable reactions which go to 

make up aiie's character, but nevertheless an important one 

with which parents, churches, schools, and. other organiza- 

tians are vitally concerned.. It is believed. that children 

coming into the world are neither honest or dishonest by 

nature. Such honest or dishonest conduct as the child dis- 

plays is learned from parents, friends, teachers, or other 

through daily contact and in specific situations rather than 

in the abstract. Dishonest conduct is often the adjustment 

made by an individual when a conflict exists between him and. 

his environment. The individual feels the pressure of a 

neede1 adjustment and. unless that individual bas learned the 

meaning of honesty through example, teaching, practice, or 

other means, the natural adjustment made may be a dishonest 

one. The old theory that one is either honest or dishonest 

in all his activities is no longer accepted. One may be 

entirely honest in one situation and entirely dishonest in 

another. 

In this study only one specific kind of dishonest con- 

thict will be considered, that of cheating in the classroom. 

The writer wishes to emphasize that this is only one specif- 

ic kind of dishonest conduct and. that while a student may 

cheat in a test, he does not presume that this saine student 

would. lie or steal or even cheat in a different situation. 

Cheating, for the purpose of this study, may be de- 
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ftned as a type of dishonesty observed in the classroom, in 

which the individual resorts to unfair means to gain an 

advantage. In this study cheating was determined, by giving 

the student a test which was then secretly scored by the 

writer later returned to the student with instructions 

that he correct his own paper. By comparing the reslts 

ootained from the secret scoring with those obtained when 

the students corrected their own papers, it was a simple 

matter to discover any evidence of cheating. 

High school administrators and teachers have long been 

concerned with the problem of cheating in the classroom. 

However, due to the fact that information of eri oojective 

nature concerning pertinent aspects of the problem has been 

lacking, before much can be done in the direction of correct- 

ing this situation, data concerning the frequency of cheat- 

ing and. the factors associated with it must oe determined. 

The chief contribution of this study is that it may furnish 

this type of data which should prove useful in formulating 

some nthod of attacking this problem. 

It has long been recognized that something is wrong 

with the type of character training and moral instruction 

received by the youth of our country. There Is a growing 

realization that there is a need for some organized type of 

instruction which will enable the individual to make whole- 

some, honest, and socially acceptable adjustments in life. 
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If a better understanding of the conflicts and. perplexing 

situations confronting the student can be brought about, 

and a more sympathetic attitude on the part of parents and. 

teachers established, considerable progress in formulating 

a program of character eduoation should result. 

POITS O' DIFPERE10E BETWEEN THE PEAVY STUDY AND 

THE PRESENT STUDY 

As mentioned in the Introduction, this study is purpose- 

ly made to parallel, insofar as racticab1e, the study con- 

ducted. by Peavy at Oregon State College. Due to conditions 

existing in high school and to conditions peculiar to the 

particular high school consideration, following 

points of difference in the technique were deemed necessary. 

1. In the tter of administering the tests, it should 

be mentioned. that it is customary in this particu- 

lar high school to give a number of standardized 

tests at the beginning of the shcool year, but 

that these tests were administered in the classes 

d5rectly concerned with the subject matter with 

which t1e tests dealt, and by the teachers of these 

subjects. In the Peavy study, the tests taken by 

the students were administered. in the classes in 

which the experiment was being carried on, and by 

the professor under whom all of the classes were 

taught. 
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2. In the Peavy study the questionnaire which was to 

supply the necessary information to complete the 

experiment was given at the end of the term, while 

the questionnaire used, in the present study was 

filled, out at the beginning of the semester. 

3. )n the questionnaire used i,n the present study 

several items contained in the Peavy study were 

omitted. The items omitted are as follows: 

a. rateriity affiliations. 
b. he population of the student's home town. 

o. The enrollment of the sh000l previously 

attended. 

d.. tud,ent's rank in his graduating class. 
e. student's reason for entering college. 

f. The number of delinquency reports received. 

g. The number and tyoe of college acttvities. 
h. Student's grade in biethods of Study. (For 

this item the writer substituted the stu- 

dent's high school scholastic record ob- 

tamed. from the school records.) 
i. The degree of self-support. (Substituted. 

by one asking whether or iOt the student 

viored for pay after school hours) 

ti. Student's home address. (Substituted by 

one asking for the school previously at- 



tended and its location) 

4. In addition to those included in the Peavy study 

two items, one calling for the language spoken in 

the home and the other askLng whether the student 

resided in the city or came to school ori the bu 

provided for rural students, were included in this 

study. 

The remainder of the teohniaues and procedures were 

similar in both experiments and will be discussed in the 

following section. 

TEOHN I'UE 

This study was made in the 3aer, Oregon High School 

during the school year 1934-35. During the first week oÍ' 

registration, all students were required to fill out, in 

addttion to their registration blancs, a questionnaire1 

prepared by the writer for the purpose of this study, giving 

the following information: the student's name, address, age, 

sex, course registered in, whether city or bus student, 

parents living and dead, parents living together or separat- 

ed., occupation 3f parent, and his approximate salary, number 

of ürothers and sisters, number of older brothers and sis- 

ters, number f younger brothers and sisters, name of school 

attended oefDre entering Baker High, whether or not the stu- 

dent worked for av outside o± schooL church affiliation or 

1--Bee appendix for copy of questionnaire. 
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preference, nationality of father, character orgaiization 

ruemoership and. the number end. type of high school activities 

engaged in. 

It is customary to give a number of standardized tests, 

as soon as classes are organized, for the purpose of guid.-. 

afee and diagnosis and. to determine future progress in 

various subjects. This preliminary testing program included 

standardize1 tests in English, Biology, eneral Science, a 

Vcaoulary test, and. the Otis Self-Administering Test of 

Mental Ability2. The Vocabulary test administered in this 

preliminary testing program is the test used in this study 

to determine the incidence o± cheating. The students under- 

stood that these tests viere to be used for purposes o± guid- 

ance and diagnosis and would in no way affect their final 

grades in the courses. 

Iii order to maintain normal classroom conditions the 

iooabulary test was given through the English department by 

the regular classroom teachers. The writer, with the coop- 

eration of the principal of the high school, issued type- 

written instructions to the teachers relative to the time to 

be allowed, the iisposition of the papers, and. the maimer in 

which the test was to be administered.. Each teacher was 

requested to announce that the tests were to oe used for 

d.iaiostic purposes and would in no wa affect their grade 

2--This test was used. to determine student's mental rating. 
b--See appendix for copy of this test. 
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in English. The teachers were ixrther instructed not to 

grade or mark any papers, but to collect them immediately 

after time was called, being sure to keep the papers oÍ' each 

class separate, so as to facilitate handling and checking 

the papers, and trisuring each student of getting his own 

paper back. The writer arid an assistant then secretly 
soored the tests and made duplicate copies of the answers 

given by the students on separate sheets of paper. he tests 
were then returned to the teachers with another set of in- 
structions, issued through the office of the principal, re- 

questing that the teachers be absolutely certain that each 

student received his own paper to score. Teachers were also 

requested to announce to the class that to save time for the 

teacher and the office, each student was to correct his own 

paper as the answers were dictated from a key. All papers 

were again collected auid kept in separate classes and. re- 
turned to the principal's office. By comparing the answers 

after the students had scored their papers with the copies 
made b the writer and hi.s assistant it was a simple matter 
to determine who did and who did. not cheat. 

The results obtaiied from the Vocabulary test arid the 

data ootained from the Questionnaire and. Intelligence test 
were tnen carefully recorded and tabulated on several master 

summary sheets. By glancing along a line of one of these 

master sheets, one can determine not only whether a particu- 



lar student cheated, but also his ae, I. ., class, family 

status, end other informetiori given on the uestiorinaire. 

?inaliy, these data were arranged in the form of tables for 

the purpose of inspection, interpretatioi, and. analysis. 

SLIMLiABY 

In this chapter the writer has poixted out that the 

purpose of this study is to determine, Lnsofar as possible, 

the extent of cheating in the high school classroom nd to 

discover sorne o± the causes of cheating and the factors 

associated with it. The chief value of this study is that 

it will partially fill a need for data relative to dis- 

honesty in students on the high school level and will furnish 

information which may be 3ompared with that contained in the 

Peavy study ori the college level. The writer has also en- 

devored to define the meaning 0±' dIshonesty and cheating as 

used in this study &id to point out their relation to educa- 

tion and character training. The techniques and procedures 

used in this study have oeerì explained and the points of 

similarity and. difference between this and the Peavy study 

not ed. 

uhapter II will consist of a survey and summary of 

previous studies relative to student dishonesty and cheat- 

ing in the classroom. 
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OEAPTER LL 

PREVIOUS SIUDIES 

In making a study of this nature, it is quite essential 

that one make a survey of all previous studies and. pertinent 

material available. Such a survey enables one to formulate 

ideas as to the techniques and procedures that should be 

used, as well as to suggest the factors which may be asso- 

ciated with the dishonesty of high school students. The 

writer wishes to point out that all experiments and studies 

herein reported and d.escrioed, with one exception*, have 

been published and are listed in the bibliography of this 

thesis. 

. survey of the current literature on the subject of 

cheating revealed many studies involving students on the 

college and elementary school levels, but only two on the 

high school level. or sorne unaccountable reason the high 

school appears to have been almost entirely omitted, a1thoui 

it is probable that many investigations of this nature have 

been made, but the results have not been published. or 

pur;)oses of comparison and validation, studies on the other 

two levels will necessarily have to be used. The need for 

further study regarding the dishonesty of high school stu- 

dents is obviously apparent. 

Peavy, i.. E., 'actors Associated With Dishonesty in College 
Students. Uregon State College Master's Thesis, Unpublished, 
l33. 
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In reporting the following studies the writer is prima- 

rily concerned, with the incidence of cheating, factors asso- 

ciated. with it, and the conclusions drawii. .or this reason, 
little mention will be nade of the techniques used in the 
following investigatious. For the sake of convenience in 
arrangement, the followng studies will be discussed under 

three main divisions; studies on the elemontary school level, 
studies on the high school level, and studies on the college 
level. 

STUDIES OI THE ELEITARY SCffO)L LEVEL 

L. A.. Steiner (l)*, supervising principal of the public 
schools, Ingram, Pennsylvania, attempted to determine 

whether or not stud.ats in schools having a definite program 

0± character education were less dishonest than those in 
schools having no euch program. The study involved 613 atu- 
dents in the eighth and ninth grades in nine different 
sohools. Changed answers were used as a basis for determin- 
ing the percentage of cheating. Tests were first secretly 
scored by the teachers and then corrected by the students. 
In each school studied, the author noted whether or not the 
school professed to have an organized program of charì.cter 
education. Jn all the schools except two a definite program 

of character education was offered. In general, the ninth 
Numbers enclosed in parentheses indicate the source from 

which the study was taken as they are listed in the biblio- 
graphy of this thesis. 
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grade students were found to be more honest than those in 

the eighth grade. Honesty varied from 9.1 in ne class to 

78.7 in the most honest class. Vith the exception of one 

school, those reoorting a definite program of character 

education scored higher in honesty than those having iione, 

No conclusions could oe drawn, however, due to the small 

number of sohols involved. 

In a second study (2), using the same teohnique, steiner 

attempted to determine whether students cheated more or less 

as they advnoed through the grades. This study, involvLng 

elementary school eniidren in grades B'ive B and Seven re- 

vealed that there was more cheating in Five B than in Seven 

A; that those above the median in Five . cheated uore than 

those below the median; and that those above the median in 

Seven à cheated less than those below te median. again no 

conclusions were drawn since the number of cases was too 

small. A8 an interesting sidelig1t, teachers attempted to 

divide the students into five groups according to honesty. 

The teacher groupsings correlated only .4b for the Five 3 

group, and .lb for the Seven group with the actual results 

of the tests. Those low correlations would appear to in- 

dicate that one cannot guess very accurately as to who needs 

moral guidance. 

In 1931, at Eugene, Oregon, Harold S. uttle (5) com- 

pleted a study tracing 1320 cases involving pupils from 
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grad.es four to seven over a two-year period oÍ' time. In 

thi$ experiment, dJ.shonest was d.iscovered. oy the use of a 

concealed carbon device which d.Isclosed any changes mad.e in 

the aiswers previous1i given. Three school systems were 

employed in this study'; one in a rural district with an en- 

rolirnent 0±' less than two hundred pupils, one in an agricul- 

turai arid lumbering coarnunity with an enrollment o± between 

five and. six hundred, one in a railroad. and lumoering 

communit1y with a university population. The author noted 

that the tendency to cheat d.eorease. as the age of the 

pupils increased. On the first test, given in 1928, 793 

cheated; whereas on the second test, given in 1930, only 310 

cheated. Ten times as many ceased cheating on the second 

test as started cheating n the first. It was also noted 

that there was a positive relationship between honesty and. 

intelligence. O± the students having an I. . of 110 or 

over, only 11> cheated. consistently, while 22 of those 

having an I. G. of below 90 wore coisistently dishonest. 
Ihere was no indication that the grade in school hd any 

significant effect upon the percentage of cheating in the 

classroom. In other words, those in the seventh grade were 

just as honest as those in the fourth. he author reports 

that evidence seemed to indicate that the child is iriflu- 

enced much more strongly by the environment than by the 

school itself. 
.'rank . Clarke (5) gave a series of tests to 500 chu- 
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dren attendiLg daily vaeatioii Bible School In Lincoln, 

lebraeka. âges ran from eight to fourteen, representing 
grades four to nine. On a "peeking test" he found that 56 

of the boys and. 68 of the girls cheated. These percentages 
are rather high when compared with the results of other 
elemeritary school studies. 2here was no evidence that age, 
longer exposure to school or to Sunday School made any 

significant differenoe in their attitude toward. cheatiuig. 

Hartehorne and May (6) have carried on many studies 
relative to a great many forms of d.ishonesty and deceit. 
In a study involving between 1500 and 3000 elementary school 
children between the ages of nine and. thirteen inclusive, 
an attempt was made to determine the factors associated with 
cheating in classroom tests. The conclusions reached as a 

result of this study are as follows: 

1. That within the age limite of the data, there was 

only a slight association between age and. the 
tendency to deceive. The older pupils cheated 
slightly more than the younger, but the uifferenoe 
was not significant. 

2. hat sex differences were so slight as to be of no 

significance. 
3. That no relation was found to exist between physical 

condition and. the tendency to cheat. 
4. That the resemblance of siblings ir decetion was 
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about the same as their resemolance in intelligence. 
5. That children from broken homes cheated more than 

those from unbroken homes. 

6. hat colored children, and children whose parents 
were born in Southern Europe cheated mare than those 

whose parents were born in ìorthern Enrope or North 

America. 

7. That no significant difference v;as noted in the 

amount of cheating from grade to grade. In some 

school systems cheating iLcreased with advancement 

through the grades, while in others the exact op- 

posite was true. 
8. That a pronounced and positive relationship existed 

between intelligence and the tendency to deceive as 

shown by the following figures. 

PREQUENOY 0F C±EATIicG AS RELATED T') INTELLIGENCE 
Per cent I. Q,. Cases Cheating 

140--up 61 21 

120-139 196 31 

110-119 312 30 

90-109 624 46 

bO-b9 523 49 

60-79 257 70 

0-59 33 82 
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9. That students with high scholastic achievement 

cheated less than those with low achtevement, but 

when stated in terms of mental age, the relation- 

ship disappeared. 

lO. That Sund.a School attendance made no difference 

in the amount of cheating. Those no attended 

regularly cheated as much as those who attended. 

rarely or not at all. 

11. That a positive correlation existed between dis- 

honesty d the occupational level of the family 

as indicated in .igure II. 

FIGURE 

FREUEICY OF CEEATIN AND OCCUPATIONAL LEVEL 
Percent 

Occupation Cases Cheating 

Professional 404 25.7 

artisan à74 4.b 

Skilled Labor 396 46.3 

Unskilled Labor 154 55.2 

12. That ckiildren beloùging to certain organizations 

purporting to teach honesty deceived about the 

Same as children who did. not belong. 

STUDIES ON THE HIGH SCHOOL LEVEL 

P. R. ightower (7) c)nducted. an investigation covering 

grades seven to twelve inclusive. The study included 3,316 
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PtPi1 ill twelve different localities representing various 

intelligence, social, economic, cultural, xd occupational 

levels as well as both sexes. The purpose of the experiment 

was to determine whether or not ny correlation existed 

between iiolical inforrrtion and cheating in school. The 

data were not segregated according to grades or the peroent- 

ge of cheating in each grade. Ihe results of the study 

indicated that there was a slight negative correlation be- 

tween biblical information and. cheating. 

àrthur D. Dean (8) was interested in ascertainthg the 

attitude taken oy the high school student toward the matter 

of cheating in school. He therefore went directly before 

several large groups of high school students and asked them 

to answer, seriously and honestly, several questL3ns. The 

students were requested to write Dut their answers on paper 

and hand them in. He announced that he was not interested 

in knowing whose answers they were end therefore instructed 

the students to sign no names to their papers. mong the 

questions which he asked were the following: 

1. Is it right to cheat on an examinatir? 

2. Is it any of the informer's business if others 

cheat? 

3. Is it right to let others copy your work? 

4. Should a student remain honest when he sees others 

getting better grades by cheating? 
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The most typical and. most frequent answers given 'Dy students 

were: 

1. It is none of m,y business if others cheat. 

2. The class despises a tale bearer. 

3. reacher should not leave the room during examina- 

t ions. 

4. Che.ting is just the same as stealing. 

5. Those vtho cheated in sohool are just as successful 

in life as those who did not. 

ô. à student ought to oe honest even though others are 

dishonest, but it is against human nature to be 

honest when so many of your neighbors are crokeö.. 

'7. Cheating does no good. but it may save one from 

failing. 

Vhile this kind. of an investigation may not be strictly 

scientific, the writer considers it of sufficient importance 

to be included here because it attempts to obtain, directly 

from the students themselves, the seriousness iiith which 

they regard the offense. If the answers given above are 

representative of the attitude taken by most high school 

students, it is io wonder that the so-called "honor systeme 

in our high schools and colleges is being discarded. Jivi- 

dently, high school students do not regard cheating as a 

very serious offense. It becomes apparent, then, that in 

our character education program, we will have to include 
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material to combat the development of this attitude toward 

cheating in school. 

STUDIES ON THE COLLEGE LEVEL 

N. L. Yepsen conducted. two experiments, both of Nhich 

are reported in this sectioi. 
In the first study (9) , the Ohio Literari Test was 

given to a class in mental measurements along with a boy 

from a clinic. The class consisted o± 27 students, all 
teachers, ranging from lb to 55 years of age. fter the 

test was taken the papers were collected and, while the class 
was taking another test, the first test papers were secretly 
scored. Near the end of the hour the instructor suggested 

that each one score his own test to see how he had scored 

iii it. The correct answers were slowly dictated while the 

students checked their papers. i33 comparing the students 
scores with those obtained secretly it was discovered that 
29.5% of the groïp had changed theLr scores. Later, the 
same instructor carried on a similar experiment with a 

group of 53 students and found that 24.5,o cheated. The 

number of cases is too small, however, t be of an statis- 
tical importance, but the fact remains that both students 

and teachers yielded to the temtation to cheat. 
In 1929 Yepsen conducted. his second experLment (10) 

using the same technique. he subjects involved, were 59 

students, most of whom had completed at least one year of 
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college. It was revealed that 20 of the 59, or 22 cheated 

one or more times on the test. Strangely enough, it was the 

brighter students who changed their answers when the op- 

portunity presented itself to do so. Only '7 of the 20 who 

were dishonest were below the median for the class in in- 

telligence, while the other 13 were above the median. Tnis, 

however, is an unusual condition and is not characteristic 

of most experimental results as will be pointed out later. 

. G. Campbell and Helen L. Koch (11) conducted an 

e:periment during the year 1927-28 in order to determine the 

extent and degree of dishonesty among the students of a 

large university which had. an honor system. 

Three groups were used.: One group, oalled GrDup "L", 

received three lectures of an inspirational and information- 

al nature on honesty. Another group, cled Group "N", 

received no such lectures but were under the same instructor. 

A third group, called Group "Q", whi ch was used as a control 

group. Groups "L" and "N" were comparable groups made up of 

1'70 students representing all classes in college. 

One situation involved the correction and grading of an 

Otis intelligence test previously taken by the students and. 

secretly scored uy the instructor. A second situation in- 

volved three regular course examinations in which advanced 

students acted as spies and reported only olear cut evidenc 

of cheating. A surprising suggestion is noted in the fol- 

lowing figure, which indicates that cheating increased with 
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scholastic ad.vanoem3nt from freshmen to advanced students. 

?IURE III 

PERCEITAGE 0F STUDENTS OF VARIOUS SCHOLASTIC LEVELS 

WHO G EAT ON THE OTIS TEST 

OR 01 ONE OR MORE COURSE CAMIN AT IONS 

GROUP L GROUP N 
urse Course 

Class Otj Test Examinations Otis Test Exaninations 

Freshman 7.7 6.7 33.3 l.8 

ophornore 37.0 26.7 25.0 27.3 

Junior 34.2 3b.O 39.3 o4.3 

Senior 37.5 77.8 35.7 44.4 

Graduate 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

OT 33.0 ± 3.3 34.7 3.3 34.3 + 3.o 39.1 + 3.4 

In the experiment involving the three regular course 

examinations, three different types of prootoring werd used. 

1. The instructor was in the room the entire time. 

2. The instructor was in arid, out intermittently. 

3. The Instructor was out of the room d the students 

were aware that he would not return. 

48 mentioned before, several advanced students acted as 

spies arid reported only the clear cut evidences of cheating. 

The results obtained from this experiment indicate that 

cheating increased. in relation to the opportunities present- 

ed.. The following figure taken from Campbell and Koch's 

study oear out this conclusion. 
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FIGURE II 

PERCEITAGE OF STUDENTS CHEATI1G ON COURSE EXMflATIONS 

PROCTORKD WITH VARIOUS DEGREES OF THOROUGHNESS 

Type 0±' iroctoring Group L roup ! 

Instructor present during entire exam. 12.3 16.3 
Instructor frequently absent during exam. :2.5 30.4 
Instructor not present 24.5 12.0 

A summary as given by Campbell and Xoch follows: 
1. Dishonest conduct, both minor nd gross, occurred 

frequently among the students of this university 
having an honor system. 

2. ..11 degrees of dishonesty appeared--a fact which 

suggests that the categorizing of persons as honest 
and. dishonest is not justifiable. 

3. The incidence o± cheating in this study was appar- 
ently a function of tasi or motive and the ease 
with which it could be accomplished. 

4. Thoroughness with which the examinations were 

proctored or suoervised seemed. to be influential 
factors in determining the amount of cheating. 

5. Instruction, through leotures regarding honesty, 
apparently had no effect. 

6. The honest and dishonest groups did not differ 
materially in average age, mental test score, course 
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grade, or general University grade. 

7. That the cheating on examinations ircreased with 

the scholastic advancemijnt of the students is 

suggested, 'out not conclusively demonstrated by 

the data of the experiment. 

. . Campbell of the University of Southern California 

is also responsible for two more investigations relative to 

dishonesty in college students. 

The purpose of his first study (12) was to discover to 

what extent students would report errors in the grading of 

examination papers which had oeen returned to them when the 

errors were in their favor. The group tested consisted of 

15 men and 55 women, but was treated as a whole without 

reference to sex. Tw true-false tests each week for a 

period of nine weeks were given to the students. The in- 

structor carefully marked each incorrect answer and recorded 

the correct score in his class book. in putting the scores 

on the papers, however, the instructor intentionally altered 

the scores, giving some papers too few porits, some too 

many, and others their correct scores. This system was 

rotated so that each student received 16 papers, one half 

of which were incorrectly graded. Each time a set was re- 

turned, the instructor would announce that someone else was 

grading the papers and if any errors were found, the papers 

should be returned for correction. 

Campbell found that 65.7% of the students kept six or 
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more points in their favor. he also noted that 68.34 oZ 

the sophomores and 5ô of the juniors failed to report 

errors in their favor. The number of junirs included in 

tnis study was so small, however, that the results may be 

statistically unreliaole, but there is a suggestion that 

there may be a relationship between dishonesty and maturity. 

In his second study (13) Campbell endeavored to as- 

certain whether or not any relationship existed between dis- 

honesty and such factors as thtelligence, scholastic achieve- 

ment, overstatement, neurotic tendenoy, dominance submission, 

extroversion introversion, and self-sufficiency. In this 

study 173 cases representing all classes, tiicluding seniors 

and graduate students, were tested to determine tne incidenee 

of cheating. 

Perhaps the most outstanding fact disclosed by this 

study was that 9, or 56% of the students tested were guilty 

of cneattng. Several other interesting facts were orought 

to light in this study. 

1. .n Otis intelligence test was administered and the 

author noted that, in general cribbers were less 

intelligent than non-cribbers. This agrees with 

the results of most other studies regarding the 

relationship between intelligence and dishonesty. 

2. On an overstatement test, the cheaters were found 

to overstate 11.3 + 5.l,o more than the non-cheaters. 

3 Scholastic achievement was lower in the case of 
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cheaters than in the case of non-cheaters. The 

majority of other studies, with few exceptions, 

have reached this same conclusion. 

4. By administering the 3ernreuter Personality In- 

ventory it was found that: 
a. Cheaters were more meurotic than non- 

cheaters. 
b. Cheaters were less self-sufficient than 

non-cheaters. 

c. Cheaters were found to be more introverted 

and more dominant than non-cheaters. Or- 

dinarily, one who is dominant is also self- 
sufficient. This abnormality may e<p1ain 

the cheaters actions. 
..s a resut of this study Campbell implies that cheat- 

ing in class is due not only to the pressure exerted for 

high marks, but also to the ease with which cheating can be 

accomplished. Campbell also infers that the branding of a 

cheater as a separate and distinct entity is not only dan- 

gerous but unjustifiable, siice all degrees of dishonesty 

were apparent in this investigation. 
N. Fenton (14) of Ohio University performed the follow- 

Lig experiment in a psychology class of 32 college sophomores 

and juniors. In order to determine to what extent students 

would cheat if given an opportunity to do so, three situa- 
tions were used. 'irst, the inetruotoi remained in the room 
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and read. a book during the examination; secoìd, he remained 

In his office adjoining the class room, but out of sight; 

third, he left the building id walked across the campus to 

the library, beLr.g quite visible to the entire class. Ob- 

servers were seated at vantage points in the room to record 

the frequency of cheating. 

Of the 32 students included In the experiment, 63 

cheated iii one or more situations. When the instructor was 

in the room, 3l cheated; when he was out of the room but 

in the adjoining office, 39,o cheated; and. when he left the 

building itirely, 45% cheated. prom the evidence presented 

b,y tnis study, Fenton concluded that there was a pronounced 

tendency for cheating to iicrese in relation to the op- 

portunities presented. Tnis conclusion was later upheld in 

a similar experimit performed by Campbell and. Kock (11). 

when the coarse grades made by the students wer corn- 

pared with their intelligence rating it Was noted that those 

scoring high in intelligence cheated less than those scoring 

low, and. that those making high grades in the course cheated 

less than those making low grades suggesting that there is 

a positive relation between dishonesty and. intelligence as 

well as between d.ishon3sty and scholastic achievement. 

In a study reported anonymously (io), 72 freshmen and 

57 juniors in Education were given their final test before 

grades ware to be reported. for the term. These tests were 

collected and. seoretly scored. and returned to the students. 
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Each stud.ent then marked his own paper as the aflBwers were 

s1ow1y dictated from a key. The papers were then handed in 

and changes mad.e by the students rioted. It was fouiìd that 

3:3, or 4ô of the freshmen had. mad.e changes tn their favor, 

while only 14, or 25 o± the juìiors ha done so. he 

author also noted. that, when the results were compared with 

intelligence scores, there was a distinct correlation e- 

tween intelligence ad cheating. Those with high E. Q.s 

cheated consistently less than those with low I. Q.s. It 

was observed, however, that there was even a more definite 

relationship between the raw scores on the Otis test and 

the tendeno for ûoth juniors and freshmen to cheat. Thirty- 

eight per cent of the freshmen and 22, of the juniors with 

Otis soores of 50 or above cheated, while the percentages 

for those with Otis scores below 50 were 54 and 50, respeo- 

tively. 2his last observation suggests that mental age 

may be more closely associated with dishonesty than the 

Intelligence Quotient. 

. h. Miller (i&), endeavored to determine to what ex- 

tent students would report errors made in their favor in 

correcting examination papers. The papers were purposely 

graded too high or too low in order to furnish an opportun- 

ity for the students to report the errors. Over 35 of the 

73 students involved in this study were classified as 

cheaters since they failed to report errors in their favor. 

ìo reliable conclusions could be drawn, but the results 



indicated that there was little, if any, difference in the 

amount o± cheating in relation to class or sex. 

Vaughn C. Wallace (17) of iebraska State Teachers 

College presented to his freshmai classes a list of' conduct 

problems with instructions to classify them as problems of 

a major or minor nature. mong them were such items as 

"cheating on examinations", "ustng ponies", "copying pre- 

pared assignments", and. "looking on the other fellow's 
paper". 

Eighty per cent of the students replied that these were 

of a minor nature and therefore should not worry the teacher 
if they showed up in the classroom. 

Iext, Mr. Wallace asked if they lad ever made use of 

such questionable practices in high school &id how they 

justified such action. 
eventy-five per cent admitted having cheated in high 

school examinations, and 55 admitted having handed. in 

another's work as their own. The matter of justifying uoh 

ornduet is classified under five heads: 

1. "Neoesity of working for marks". Two-thirds of 

the students mentioned this item. 
2 "Did xot see any value in the subject", "Something 

that was required. to graduate",'eed.ed it to get 

into college". Such ite.ns were mentioned by 60% 

of the class. 
3. "Too many facts", "Outlines made and never used" 
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--50,o. 

4. "Temptation was too close at hand", "Couldn't help 

seeing someone's else paper"--50. 

5. "The other fellow did it". 30% gave this identical 

answer. 

N. E. eavy (18) oonducted an experimt at Oregon 

state College consisting of 354 oases. The study dealt 

largely witì freshmen and sophomores, although thero were 

a few upperclassmen included. 

.s mentioned. in Chapter I, the present study is pur- 

posely made to parallel that made by eavy. The same 

technique was employed, consisting mainly of a test, pro- 

viously scored b the investigator and. later scored by the 

student to determine the incidence of cheating. Other 

factors such as age, sex, class, church affiliation, State 

of residence, etc., were obtained from information given in 

a questionnaire which the college professor in charge of 

the classes requested the students to fill out. 

Only a few of the more important finclUigs of this study 

will be reported here since time and space do not permit a 

completo review of the study in this thesis. 

Some of the most important findings are as follows: 

1. That the percentage of those who cheated. in this 

study was 41.2, the men averaging 45.1 and the 

women 36 per cent, 'out when the factor of intelli- 

gence is taken into consideration, sex differences 
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vanish. 

2. That a positive relationship appeared to exist be- 

tween intelligence and the extent of cheating. 

3. That age seemed to have a significant relation to 

the extent of cheating, the older students being 

Lore dishonest than the younger. 

4. hat the upperclassmen appeared to be more dishonest 

than the lower classmen. 

5. That cheating was rore prevalent nong fraternity 
men and women than among independent men and women. 

6. That when only t.e father was dead, cheating was 

distinctly higher than when only the mother or 

both parents were dead. 

7. That students having only older brothers and. aisteis 
tended to cheat more than those having only iounger 

or both older and younger brothers and. sisters. 
b. That college students graduating in the upper level 

of tneir higil school class cheated 1e8s than those 

graduating iï the average or lower levels. 
;'. That there is a wide range of cheating among the 

various character organizations, the most effective 
women's organization being the Campfire ir1s, and 

the most effective men's organization being the 

.oy Scouts. 

lo. That those who participated in such activities as 

public speaidng, publications, and clubs cheated 
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less than those who participated. in athletics and 

politics. 

li. That an Inverse relationship was found between 

cheating and. scholastic achievement. 

12. Such factors as school in college, parents dead. or 

alive, together or separated, nationality, salary 

of parent, church affiliation or membership, size 

of home town or high school, number of brothers 

and sisters and type of high school activities en- 

gaged in are relatively unimportant in diagnosing 

dishonest conduct. 

13. Factors of greater importance are those of sex, 

age, mental rating, scholastic achievement, oc- 

cupation of parent, and. degree of self-support. 

MISCELLANEOUS STUDIES 

4. Buseman (19) selected. about 400 school children re- 

presenting a uniform and average group, within which valid 

comparisons of families of varying size and. composition coi1d 

be made. 

¿.1though this experiment does not involve dishonesty, 

it embraces one factor which is to be included as a part of 

the main study; namely, the number of older, younger, or 

older younger brothers and sisters each child has. 

¿ccording to Buseman, it appears that children are 

more industrious and able at school the more siblings they 
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hve up to four; that the eldest sibling has, ori the average, 

a higher class position than the median sibling, and. the 

youngest a lower position than the median. 

Vi1liarn E. Slaght (20) made a study of 140 children, 

70 of whom consistently lied, and 70 of whom consistently 

told the truth as determined. by previous tests. In this 

study he endeavored to determine whether or riot certain 

psychological abilities were closely related to untruthful- 

ness in children. He found that the intelligenoe factor 

was quite negligible, though it suggested a slight weighting 

to the advantage of the tnithful children. On the whole, 

however, he concluded that Lndivithial psychological abiliti 

were not as closely related to untruthfulness as were the 

home conditions of the pupil. 

SULvLàRY 

In summarizing the results o± previots studies reviewed 

in this chapter, only the most important findings and con- 

clusions will be mentioned. These are as follows: 

1. hat sex bears little, if any, relation to dis- 

honesty. 

2. That, although one study* concluded otherwise, the 

faotor of intelligence bears a definite and positive 

relationship to dishonesty. In general, the more 

intelligent the group, the less they will cheat in 

Yepsexi, i.. L., (lo) 
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classroom tests. 
3. hat schools having definite organized character 

education programs scored higher in honesty than 

those having none. 

4. 'That any attempt to classify students as being 

wholly honest or dishonest is unjustifiable. 
5. That, in genra1, the factor of age in relation to 

cheating is of little consequence. In some studies 
the older students were found to be the most dis- 
honest, while in others the younger students were 

so classified. 
o. That religious affiliation, Sunday School attendance 

and ciblical information bear no relation to the 

amount of ceating. 
7. That the factor of environment exerts a strong in- 

fluence on the coLciuct and character of the school 

child. 
6. That there appears to be a definite association be- 

tween honesty and the occupational level of the 

family. 

9. That the broken home exerts more of an influence 

upon the conduct of the elementary school student 
tnan on that of the college student. 

10. That students beloxiing to organizations purporting 
to give instruction in character training cheated 

as much as those Wno did not oelong. 
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li. That the so-called 1thonor systems" used in class- 

room examinations iave little effect upon cheating 

in the classroom. 

12. ï'hat cheating tends to increase in direct relation 

to the opportunities presented. 

13. That, in general, high scholastic ichievement is 

accompanied by a decrease in the amount oÍ' cheat- 

ing. 

14. That anything which tends to exert pressure with 

reference to scholastic achievement will cause a 

student to cheat. 

1f. That cheating is quite prevalent in all levels of 

our Jmer1cari schools. 

16. That there is little i.ifference in the amount of 

cheating from grade to grade. In some schools 

and colleges more cheating is found in the upper 

grades, while in others the opposite is true. 
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ANALYSIS AND INTERPRETATION OF RESULTS 

In the preceding chapter a review of previous studies 

regarding cheating and dishonesty of students in all levels 

of our educational system was presented. This chapter will 

deal with the analysis and interpretation of the data corn- 

iiled by the writer in the present stu&y. 

The procedures and techniques employed in this study 

for determining cheating were valid and. reliable. ìeither 

the teachers nor the students were aware of the real pur- 

pose ior which the vocabulary test used in this study was 

given. Lt was simply regarded as one of the many tests 

customarily given at the beginning o± the school year. 

since neither teachers nor pupils had any knowledge of the 

purpose for wbjch the test was to be used, it was admiiiis- 

tered and. taken under perfectly normal classroom conditions. 

There can be no doubt that cheating was consistently and 

reliably measured. Either a student cheated or he did not; 

tiiece was no middle ground. In other words, the opportunity 

was present if the student chose to take advantage of it. 

y comparing the copy o± the student's answers, previously 

obtained secretly, with those aiter the student had correct- 

ed his paper, discrepancies were quickly noted and accurate- 

ly recorded. 

Since one of the purposes of this study is to furnish a 
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parallel to the Peavy experiment, considerable reference 

will be de to it in this thesis. Tables similar to those 

in the Peavy experiment will be furnished in order that 

comparisons may be more easily made. 

ANALYSIS OF FDTDINGS 

In analyzing and discussing the findings of this study, 

the order In which the various factors are discussed will be 

the same as in the .Peavy study. Por the sake of clearness 

and. comparison, use will be made of tables to supplement the 

data given in the discussion and analysts. 
1. eneral Information 

L)f tne 513 cases included in this study, 171, or 33.3 

were guilty of cheating. 

TA3LE L 

GEN ERAL INFORtA.TIOU 

Oases in study .. ... ... .. 
Iunberofcheaters............l7l 
percentage cheating ...3.3 + 1.40 

2. Preguenc' of Oheati 

8 stated earlier in this chapter, each student was 

given an opportunity to cheat if he chose to take advantage 

of it. The number of opportunities, however, was variable, 
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depending on the type of errors and. the number of omissions 

on each student's paper. 

ahile it may be of interest to iow the number of times 

each student cheated, this study is not primarily concerned 

with the degree of dishonesty, but rather with its presence 

or absence. io reliable means of measuring the number of 

opportunities available could be set up, henoe no attempt 

was made to show a correlation between the type of errors 

and. the number of times the students cheated. In the fol- 

lowing table it will be noted that the range in the number 

of times the student cheated varied from 1 to 65, with a 

mear of approximately 12. It will also te noted that more 

frequencies occur in the lower intervals than in the higher. 

ittention is called to the fact that almost identical re- 

sults were obtained in the Peavy experiment. 

TABLE II 

FREQUE1CY OF OHEATIiG 

(RanRe--l-65 biean--l1.75) 
Frequency o± Frequency of 

Interval Cheating Interval Cheating 

ôl-65 2 5-3O 4 

56-60 2 21-25 10 

51-55 0 16-20 17 

46-50 2 11-15 12 

41-45 1 6-10 43 

36-40 3 1-5 73 

31-35 2 



3. Cheating ccord4 to Sex 

In the 2eavy experiment, concernIng dishonesty in 

college students, It was noted that the men cheated appreci- 

ably more then the women, out that this difference was pos- 

sibly due to the fact that the women hd higher intelligence 
ratings. In the present study, however, it was the girls 

who cheated more than the boys, percentages being 35.8 for 

the girls and 30.9 for the boys as shown in Table III. This 

difference however is statistically insignificant as the 

difference between these two percentages is so small and the 

Probable Error of the difference of 1.9 is relatively large. 

TA3LE III 

CHEATING ACCORDING TO SEX 

Sex Cases i; P.E. 

Male 256 79 30.9 + 1.95 

Female 257 92 35.8 ± 2.02 

4. Cheating ocordi to ge 

In analyzing the data given in Table IV it is noted 

that there is a tendency for cheating to decrease as the age 

of the student increases up to age 17, but from that age on 

up to nineteen ter is no consistent tendency. This may be 

accounted for by the fact that there was a lack of consisten- 

cy in the percentages of boys cheatLng in the different age 
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levels, the older boys cheating considerably more th the 

younger. The percentages of girls cheating, with the ex- 

ception of age 16, steadily decreased as the age increased.. 
lt would be erroneous to conclud.e from these data that there 
is a definite association ìetween age and dishonesty due to 

the fact that the 2rooable Errors of the various percentages 
are so large as to indicate that there would be a consider- 
able overlapping in the percentage of cheating from age to 
age. The findings of this study do not agree with those of 

the Peavy study in which it was found that there was a 

tendenoy for cheating to increase as the age of the students 
t nc r e as e d. 

TABLE IV 

CHTING ACCORDING TO AGE 

BOTd LIALE ALD FEi.LdE 
Cheating 

ge Cases N P.F. 

8 2 25.0 + 10.70 
18 2 8 34.6 ± 6.70 

17 75 24 32.) ± 3.63 

16 lib 37 31.6 + 2.b8 

15 117 37 31.6 ± 2.90 

14 134 47 35.1 + 2.78 

13 31 12 6.77 

12 1 1 100.0 + 0.00 
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TABLE Li (COntimied) 

LIA LE - 
Cheating 

ge Cases N % 

19 4 1 25.0 + 14.60 

1' 15 6 40.0 

17 34 12 3o.3 + 5.5e 

lo 52 13 25.0 + 4.06 

15 0 lb 30.0 3.99 

14 75 ¿3 30.7 ± 3.59 

13 13 5 38.o + 9.13 
PEiALE 

19 4 1 o.0 14.oO 

lb i ¿ ';5.0 10.70 

17 41 12 ¿9.3 4.79 

lo o6 4 30.4 i 3.99 

15 57 19 33.3 ± 4.21 

14 59 24 40.7 4.31 

13 15 7 38.9 ± 7.75 

1 1 1 100.0 + 0.30 

5. Cheatin ccordin to Year in High SChOOl 

According to Table V there was a consistent decrease in 

the number and percentage of students cheating from grade 

to grade with the exception of the seniors. The fact that 

a larger percentage o± the seniors cheated may be accounted 

for by the pressure exerted for credits necessary for gradu- 

ation. Many o± the seniors carried five or six subjects, 
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making it necessary for them to do most of their studying 
outside of school hours. The iifferences betvzeen the per- 
centages of cheating in the variou.s classes are not suffi- 
ciently large to warrant the drawing of any general con- 

clusion to the effect that cheating decreases from grade to 

grade in high school, and this is especially true when the 

Probable rror of these percantages is taken into account 
(See able V) 

TABLE V 

CHEATING ACCORDING TO YEAR IN HIGH SCHOOL 

BOTH MALE AJAD E11àLE 
Cheating 

Year Oases iT 

3enior 136 33 32.1 ± 3.06 

Junior 110 24 21.8 + 2.66 

ophornore 14 52 33.b ± 2.76 

Fresnan 154 59 38.3 + 2.64 

Senior 46 17 37.0 ± 4.bO 

Junior 54 12 22.2 3.81 

Sophomore 65 20 30.b 3.8ô 

Freshiiian 85 28 32.9 3.44 

PELALE 

Senior 60 16 26.7 3.85 

Junior 56 12 21.4 2.70 

Sophomore 69 32 46.4 4.05 
Freshman 69 31 44.9 ± 3.98 
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ô. Cheating Accord1ng to Curriculum 

Peavy found tbt the curriculum or school in which the 

college student enrolled bore no relation to the percentage 

of cheating. 1early the same results are found in this 
study. .n interesting fact is noted in Table VI in that 
the students enrolled in the so-oaileó vocational courses 

cheated more than those enrolled in the non-vocational 

courses. iome Eoonomics, Commercial, and Building Trades 

students were more dishonest than those enrolled in the 
Scientific, eneral, and. Classical courses. 2his condition 
may be explained by the fact that the Home oonomics and 

.uildig Trades enrollment is rde up largely of freshmen 

and sophomores, and that in tuis particular high school it 
is the policy of the administration to enroll incoming 

freshmen falling in the lower ie-fourth of their class in 

irtelligenee in these two courses. The remaining three- 
fourths of the Lcoming freshmen are permittei to choose 

their own course from the entire list. 
The variations in percentage of dishonesty between the 

groups enrolled in the various courses are so small that 
little si.iiicince can be attached to them. So many other 
factors enter in that the writer feels justified in conclud- 

Ing triat there is little if any relationship between the 

percentage o± cheating and the curriculum in which the stu- 

dent is enrolled. 
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TABLE VI 

CHEATING ACCORDING TO CURRICULUM 

Cheating 
CurriculLm Cases N P.E. 

Home Economics 25 10 40.0 -F o.ôl 

Commercial 192 70 36.5 -4- 2.34 

.Bulld.tng Trades 29 9 31.0 ± 57 
Scientific 115 35 30.4 + 2.87 

General 77 23 29.9 + 3.52 

C1assicl 1 b 25.8 + 5.30 

7. Cheating and. Status o± i.arents 

In determining the ±'fect oÍ' the broken home upon the 

character behavior of a child it appears that we should 

classify the broken home under two heads; that ìroken by 

death of a parent and. that broken by separation or divorce. 
In analyzing the data contained in the fo11owng tables 

it is noted that in Table VII there is no significant dif-. 

ference in the percentage o± cheating between girls cnd boys 

whose parents are both living. 
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TA.i3LE VII 

OHEATIIÇt ND ST.TUS OP PARENTS (BOTH LIVIi) 

Cheating 
Sex Cases N P.E. 

Male 213 67 31.5 + 2.15 

i?ernale 220 75 34.0 ± 2.15 

i3oth 434 142 32.7 + 1.52 

In the case of the broken home caused. by the aeath of 

one of the parents, however, a peculiar situation occurs. 

The boys having one parent dead cheated slightly ss than 

he boys whose parents wero both 1iviïg, while the girls 

havirg one parent d.ead. cheated appreciably more than the 

girls whose parents were both living. The percentage of 

girls cheating jumped. from 34 when the parents were both 

living to 40 when the mother was dead. and. 54.5 when the 

father was dead. iione of the three boys whose parents 

were ooth dead took ad.vantage of the opportunity to cheat. 

The writer realizes that the number o± cases is small 

and the Probable Error of the percentages large, but never- 

theless there is a strong indication that the Droken home, 

due to the death of one parent does influence the percent- 

age of cheating of high school girls. These findings do 

not agree with those oÍ' the college study made by Peavy 

relative to the effect of the broken home due to death of 

a parent. 
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TABLE VIII 

CHEATI1G D STATUS OF PARTS 

LIOTHER DEAD 
Che ati rig 

Sex Cases 

Male 17 5 29.4 ± 7.45 

emale lo 4 40.0 ±10.45 
.3oth 27 9 33.3 ± 6.12 

.'ATHER DEAD 

Male 18 5 27.8 ± 7.12 

.ernale 22 12 54.5 + 7.16 

iioth 40 17 42.2 4- 5.27 

130Th DEAD 

3 0 0.0 

irl this study, as in the college study by Peavy, the 
broken home due to divorce or separatioe had. the opposite 
effect upon dishonestj in school than that generally suppos- 
ed. to be true. L1hat is, the students of both sexes from 

broken homes of this type were oonsiderab1 below the 
average in cheating. Evidently the pressure exerted by this 
type of broken home is riot as great upon the student as that 
of the broken home caused bi the death of one of the parents 
and. consequently does not result in the ãishoriest conduct 
of the student. i.o reliable corclusion can be drawn, how- 

ever, since the number of cases is so small. 
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CHEATING AID 32A1'US OF PARENTS (LIVING TOGETHER) 

Cheating 
Sex Cases N PsE. 

a1e 195 05 33.3 ± 2.2b 

Female 199 34.2 ± 2.27 

3oth 394 133 33. ± 1.61 

TABLE X 

CHEATING AND STATIJS C)F PARENTS (sEPARATED) 
Cheating 

Sex Cases N P.E. 

Male 19 4 21.1 + 6.31 

Female 22 ô 27. + 6.41 

3oth 41 10 4.4 4.52 

d. Cheating Accordiflg to Nati ona1it 

The factor 0±' nationality apparently bears little if 
any relation to the incidence of cheating in high scìoo1. 
The cournunity in which this experiment was carried on is 
made up largely of people of English descent with a fair 
sampling oÍ' Irish, German and Scotch people and. a scattering 
representatici of the others. It ws found in this study 
that the most dishonest group was that made up of Japanese, 
Negroes, Jews, etc., and the most honest groups were the 
French and English. Variations frm the general average of 
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cheating were so small, however, that one may conclude that 

nationality bears little if iy relation to cheating in 

high scho)l. In the eavy study it was also f ound that 

nationality played a relatively unimportant role in influ- 

enoing student dishonesty. 

PABLE XI 

CHEATIN QC3DIì 23 1ATI J1ALITY 

Cheat Lng 
Iationalitp Cases L P.E. 

L1isoellaneous* 9 4 44.4 ± 11.17 

German 66 26 39.4 + 4.0t3 

Irish 74 29 39.2 + 3.3 

scotch 53 19 35.6 + 4.44 

Scandinavian 31 11 35.5 ± 5.80 

English 240 72 30.0 .. 2.00 

?rench 28 8 28.6 ± 5.67 

japanese, Legroes, Jews, etc. 

9. Cheating According to Occupation of Parent 

In the study onduo ted by eavy and in the one oíiduc ted 

by Hartshorne and Lay (o) there was found to exist a positi 

relationship between the occupational level of the frnily 

and dishonesty. In the present study, however, no such 

relationship appeared to exist. 10 important deviation from 

the general average was noted except in the case of the 



miscellaneous group thioh was made up of students whose 

parents viere engaged. in such occupations as sales clerks, 

office clerks, foremen etc. The percentage of this group 

cheating was 23.1 as cmpared to the general average of 33.3 

.ierohants, artisans, Professionals and. Laborers were slight- 

ly above average in cheating and the Farmers slightly oelow 

average. In this particular study then, it may be concluded 

that the occupational level of the family was a factor 

bearing little or no relation to cheating in high school. 

TABLE XII 

CBEATIN ACC0RDII4 TO OCCUPATION OF PARENT 

Cheating 
Occupation Cases i 

.rofessiona1 45 17 37.8 + 4.bb 

rtisan 73 27 36.9 + 3.81 

iierchant 6b 23 33.8 ± 3.87 

b1arrtr 110 33 30.0 + 2.95 

Laborer 123 47 35.2 ± 3.74 

ì.iiscellaneous* 78 lb 23.1 + 3.22 

sales clerks, office clerks, foremen, non-voo. 

10. Cbeati ccord.jng to $alary of 2arent 

The factor of the parent's salary is relatively unim- 

portant with the possible exception of students having very 

high salaried. parents. Even in this bracket it would oe 
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unsafe t draw any general conclusin regarding the rela- 

tionship between sa1ary and cheating because there are so 

few oases involved.. The following table shows that the 

students whose parenta earn relatively low salarie8 cheated. 

about the same as the general average for the whole school; 

that students whose parents make mod.erately high salaries 

cheated, a little more then average; and. that only one of 

the twelve students whose parents make over 5OOO per year 

cheated. Hence, there is no evidence in this study to in- 

dicate that there is any definite association between 

parent's salary and student cheating. This same lack of 

relationship was apparent in the study oonducted by Peavy. 

TABI1E XIII 

OdTING ACCORDING TO 5LàRYO' 2ARENT 

Salary Cases 
Cheating 

N P.E. 

5OOO or Over 12 1 b.3 + 5.33 

5O3 to 4999 77 52 41.ô + 3.73 

to 2499 410 135 32.9 ± 1.56 

1f.. Cheating tocordirig to J.umber of .i3rothers and. Sisters 

àhether one bas no brothers and sisters or whether one 

has five or more appears to be a relatively insignificant 

factor v:ith regard to cheating in high school as shown in 

Table XIV. Percentages were all close to the general average 
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for the entir3 school. The same was found to be true in the 

college study made by Peavy. 

TABLE XIV 

CHEATING ACCORDING TO NUMBER 0F 3ROTHERS Afl) SISTERS 

Cheating 
1umber Cases N P.E. 

5+ 91 26 26.6 + 3.20 

4 33 9 27.3 ± 5.23 

3 106 42 39.ô + 3.20 

2 115 3t 31.3 + 2.92 

i 106 37 34.9 ± 3.12 

0 53 20 37.7 ± 4.49 

12. Cheatiflg According 19. Older Yoiner .drothers 

s i s t e 

ahile the number of brothers and sisters a student may 

have has relatively no effect upon his honesty or dishonesty, 

the student's relative position in the family with regard 

to older and younger brothers and sisters apparently may 

have. It will be observed in Table XV that a higher per- 

centage o± the students having only older brothers aid 

sisters cheated than those having only younger, or both 

older and younger brothers and. sisters. This same result 

was observed in Peavy's study of college students. hen 

analyzed statistically, however, the differences existing 

between the various groups in Table XV practically disappear, 
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since there is a difference of only 10 between the two 

extremes and. the Probable Error of that difference is 2.49. 

TABLE XV 

CHEATING ACCORDIIG 0 OJ1DR D YOUNGER BROTHERS A1D SISTERS 

- Cheating 
Oases P.E. 

Younger 143 47 32.9 ± 2.65 

Older 130 51 39.2 + 2.U9 

Older and Younger 178 52 29.2 + 2.30 

13. Cheatiig--Cit vs. .3us Students 

The fact that a student resides within the city in 

which this high school was located or resided in the outlying 

rural districts and small towns is of little consequence as 

shown by Table XVI. 

TABLE XVI 

CHEATING--VS. 3US STUDENTS 

Cheating 
Cases 1 P.E. 

City Students 424 143 33.7 ± 1.55 

i3us Students 81 26 3.1 3.5O 

14. Cheating--Locally Trained vs. 3tudents 2rained in Other 

cho ois 

The writer was interested. in ascertaining whether stu- 
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dents trained in the local elementary schools were rre or 

less dishonest than those who received their elementary 
school training in other towns. àocording to Ta'ole VII 

there was a slight difference of 4.8 in the percentage of 

cheating in favor of locally trained studts, but the 
Probable Error of this difference (2.12) is so large as to 
Indicate that the difference is statistically unimportant. 

TÂI3iE XVII 

CHEÀTING---.iJOCALY TPJNED VS. STUDITS TRAIiD Ii 

OTHER SORO 3L5 

Cheat ing 
ohool Cases 

iaicer 347 114 3.9 + 1.70 
L)ther schools 152 57 37.5 4- 2.5 

15. Cheating and Character Qanization i.embership 

One of the chief claims for existence of such organiza- 
tions as the .oy Scouts, Girl Scouts, ir1 Re- 

serves, etc., Is that they furnish effective character 
training for the youth of the country. àn examination of 
the data contained In this and other studies will Ldicate 
that this claim may not be a valid one. In the present 
study the students reporting membership in six of the ten 
character organizations considered cheated s much as, and. 

in certaifl cases more than, the general average for the 
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entLre school. Of the other four organizations only one 

(the oroh Honor Society) cheated. significant1 1es than 

the general average. 2his latter group, however, is a high- 

ly selected one, members being chosen b,y the teachers on 

the basis of scholastic achievement, lead.ership, character, 

and service. 0±' the remaining groups, the girls' organiza- 

tion having the lowest percentage of cheating was the irl 

Scouts, and the one having the highest percentage, tLe Camp- 

fire irls. 0±' the boys' organizations, the one having the 

lowest percentage of cheating was the Y.L.C.A. nd the one 

having the highest percentage, the Four-H Club. Eany o± the 

groups are represented by such small numbers that no reliable 

oonclusions can be drav as to the rolative effectiveness of 

cheating between the several organizations is also compara- 

tively unimportant, since the Probable Error of these per- 

centages ar relatively large. 

After analyzing the data given in Table XVIII, it is 

the conclusion of the writer that the factor of membership 

in a character organization is not related to the incidence 

of cheating in high sohool. In the Peavy study the same 

conclusion was drawn. 
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2ABIE XVIII 

CHTflT AND CHARACTER ORGLNIZATION M5J3ERSHIP 

Cheating 
- Orgaiiization Oases Il P.E. 

I1S ORGALIZATIOS: 

Campfire Girls 17 8 47.1 ± b.17 

18 7 36.9 + 7.75 

ir1 Reserves b4 32 36.1 ± 357 
?our-H Club 2 3.3 +12.98 

27 9 33.3 + 6.12 

Rainbow ir1s 27 9 33.3 + 6.12 

Girl Soouts 62 20 323 4.01 

Toroh Honor society 10 3 30.0 ± 9.77 

None 106 40 37.7 + 3.17 
BOYS Oi«ìAiZATI0IS: 

B'our-.H Club 5 2 40.0 ±14.78 
Y.P.F. 6 2 33.3 ±12.98 
Boy Scouts 136 7 27.1 2.57 

Y.M.C.A. 73 19 26.0 ± 4.27 
Torch ioiir Society 2 11.1 ± 
None 0 28 35.0 + 3.60 

Young -eop1es e1lowship 

16. Cheating &xd Church ffi1iat ion or Mombershi 

2his study indicates that there Is a wide range of 
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differnoe in the percentage of cheating between the various 

re1igiou denominations; the lowest being 16.0 for the 

Liormons, and the highest 48.6 for the Christians. On1y one 

in every six of the Mormons cheated, while nearly half of 

those affiliated. with the Christian church were dishonest. 
Only a slight difference was noted between those 'tho pro- 
fessed religious affiliation and those who did not; the 

eroentage of cheating for the former oeing 33.2 and for the 

latter 35.2. 

The data given in Table XIX indicate that there are wide 

differences in percentage 0±' cheating between groups af- 
filiated with the various religious organizations. Statis- 
tically, however, these differences are not as great as they 

appear. The Probable Error of the percentages given below 

indicate that there would. be a considerable range of cheat- 
ing within each denomination if a sufficient number of cases 

could be tested. The difference between the two extremes, 

however, would not entirel disappear, since tuis difference 
in percentage is 32.6 and the Probable Error of the differ- 
ence is Ó.Ô. wide range in the percentage of oheating 
among students of the various denominations was also noted 
in the ieavy study, although the order of frequency 0± 

cheating for each grour does not correspond.. 
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TABLE XIX 

CHEATING AND CHURCH AFFILIATION OR MEMBERSH 

Cheating 
Church Cases 

Christian 17 4.o ± o.7O 

Lutheran 14 6 44.4 + 3.96 

Catholic 36 15 41.7 + 5.54 

±resbyterian 56 22 39.3 4.40 
Liethodist 77 25 32.5 ± 3.60 
i,iiscellaneous* 23 7 30.4 ± 3.54 

Episcopal 30 9 30.0 ± 5.64 

Baptist 71 21 29.6 ± 3.65 

harmon 50 8 16.0 + 3.50 
ìo Preference 108 36 35.2 + 3.10 

Christ. Science, Seventh Day Ad., Pentecostal etc. 

17. Cheating Accord in to iumber and ype of H. S. 

Activities 

In this study, the percentage of cheatingi.ricreased 
slightly with the number of activities in which the student 
took part up to three. The deviations from the average were 

so small, however that they are of no importance. Those 

engaged in four or more activities cheated significantly 
less than the average, but this was a small anó. very select 
group of outstanding students. These findings differ from 
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those of the Peavy study in whicli it was found that college 
students rnio had taken part in four or more activities 
cheated significantly more than the average. 

MBLE XX 

CHEATIITG ACCORDII 10 1'TUMBER OP ACTIVITIES 

Cheat ing 
Number Cases N % P.E. 

4+ 5 17.9 4.89 

3 49 19 3b.o 4.69 

E 32 37.o ± '4 

1 167 56 33.5 + 2.46 

0 171 56 32. ± 2.42 

Peavy found that the athletes, both high school and college, 
cheated more than average, while in the present study they 

cheated slightly less. He also noteI that the men who took 

oart in college athletics cheated more tha the women, out 

in this study the reverse was true. This lack of agreement 

is no doubt due to the fact that in college athletics take 

not only more time, but also time which the non-athletes 
devote to study, while in high school time is not so much 

of a factor. 
.ccording to Table XXI, the ty9e of activities in which 

the students engaged did not influence the ainou.nt of cheat- 
ing in class to any great extent. On the whole, students 
taking part in activities cheated less than those who did 
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not, but the differences are not significant. In regard 
to se:. d.i±'fererices, the girls tacing part in activities 
cheated more than the boys, but t'riese differences are 

negligible and little importance can be attached to them. 

TABLE XI 

CHEATING AND TYPE OF ACTIVITIES 

BOTH MALE AND FEMALE 
Cheating 

Activity Cases N P.E. 

Music 159 57 35.6 ± 2.51 

Dramatics 52 lb 34.6 -1- 4.39 

thletics 172 53 30.b ± 2.36 

Politics 9 29.0 + o.50 

Publio Speaking 37 10 27.0 

Clubs 138 37 26.b + 2.54 

PublIcations 22 5 22.7 ± 
ìone 171 56 39.b ± 2.42 

i,íusic 67 Eb.4 ± 3.72 

Dramatics 24 9 37.5 ± 6.67 
Athletics 117 l 26.5 ± 2.75 

Politics 13 4 30.6 ± b.64 

Publio Speaking 21 6 38,6 ± 6.65 

Clubs 64 15 23.4 3.57 

Publications 6 1 16.7 ±10.27 
ione 7 25 31.6 3.53 
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TAJ3LE XXI (Continued) 

FEL1.ALE 
- Cheating 

àctivity Cases P.E. 

Music 92 38 41.3 + 3.46 

Dramatics 28 lo 35.7 ± 6.11 

th1etics 55 22 40.0 + 4.46 

Politics 15 5 33.3 ± 8.21 

Public SpeakiLg 16 4 25.0 ± 7.30 

Clubs 74 22 29.7 + 3.58 

Publications 16 4 25.0 + 7.30 

ione 92 31 33.7 ± 3.32 

18. Oheating and .orking àfter School 

In the Peavy study it was found that the degree to 

which college students supported themselves correlated 

highly with the percentage of cheating. .i?hose entirely 

self-supporting cheated the most, those only partially self- 

supporting held a median position, and those not supporting 

themselves at all had the lowest percentage. In the high 

school, obviously, no comparison of this nature can be made. 

However, the writer was interested in determining whether 

or not students who were working for pay after school hours 

were more dishonest than those who were not. glance at 

Table XLII indicates that the percentage of those working 

was 26.8 and. for those not worflng 34.5. I'he difference 



òO 

between the two percentages was on1 7.7 with a Prooable 

irror of the difference of 2.6, indicating that the differ- 

ence was iiot significant. 

TAI3LE XXII 

CIIEATI AND WORXfl LFTER SCiOOL 

Cheat ing 
Cases P.E. 

iorking 71 19 6.b ± 3.54 

::t orking 435 151 34.5 j 1.54 

19. Cheating according to Grades Earned in School 

is hs been shown in other studies the factor of 

scho1 stic achievement appears to be definitely related to 

cheating; that is, those making high grades cheated. can- 

sistent1j less than those making low grades. The apparent 

relationship, however, may be due to intelligence, since 

there is a high correlation between scholastic achievement 

and mental rating. in Table XXIII it will be noticed, on1 

ô.3' of those making high grades cheated as coinparea to 5O 

of those who are failing. approximately the same results 

were found in the study made b Peavy. 
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TABLE XXIII 

CHATflG AOCORDIi 20 RADJS IR1IED IN SCHOOL 

Cheating 
rades Cases 

1.30-1.4 13 i c.3 + 4.10 

1.50-2.49 127 37 29.1 + ¿.72 

2.50-3.49 254 90 3o.4 + 2.02 

3.50-4.49 105 40 3b.1 ± 3.20 

4.50-5.jO 4 2 50.0 +16.90 

Grade of 1.00 denotes highest achievemnt 

20. Cheating ceordthg to Progress in School 

2he writer was interested in asoertaiúing the relation- 

ship between a student's progress in school and the tendency 

to cheat in class; that is, whether the retarded student 

would cheat more than the accelerated stud.ent. às might be 

expected, the students who were retarded did cheat consider- 

ably more. o determine grade placement the writer aroitra- 

ruy set age 14 as normal for fresbmen, 15 l'or sophomores, 

16 for uniors, and 17 for seniors. ny deviation from these 

ages placed the student in either the accel3rated. or retarded 

groups. ges were determined as of their ïiearest birthday. 

According to Table XXIV, the retarded students were the most 

dishonest, the norm1 students next, and the accelerated 

students the least dishonest. Very little significance can 
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be attached to these percentages since the variations from 

the percentage for the Dntire school are so smell end, in 

addition, other factors such as intelligence and scholastic 
achievement undouotedly enter in. 

TABLE XXIV 

CHEATIi. ACCORDI1 TO PROG1ESS I SChOOL 
Cheating 

Progress P.E. 

Accelerated 130 35 26.9 ± 2.62 

Lornal 264 92 34.9 ± 1.98 

ietarded 111 40 36.J + 3.14 

21. Cheating coording to Intelligence 

with the exception of one*, all studies of honesty 

taking the ±actor of intelligence into account agree that 
an inverse re1atLonsip exists between intelligence and. 

cheating. In other words, the higher the mental rating, 
the lower the percentage of cheating. The findings of the 

present study agree with te majority. Accrding to Table 

xxv, there was a ooiisistent increase in the percentage of 

cheating from the first, or lowest quarter 0±' the range of 

intelligence to the fourth, or highest quarter. ihe per- 
centage of cheating in the lowest quarter was three times 

that in the hLhest quarter. Unlie the findings in the 

Peavy study, sex differ3nces are strongly in favor of the 

os to cheirig._ 
Yepsen, 1'. Ii., (io) 
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TàLE XXV 

CHEATING ACCORDING TO INTELLIGENCE 

Cheating 
uarter Cases N P.E. 

4 38 7 lb.4-4-4.24 

3 236 72 30.5 ± 2.02 

2 173 6 39.3 2.50 

1 22 12 54.6 + 7.72 

FELLE 

4 53 15 26.3 4.17 

O 124 44 35.0 2.30 

2 o2 25 48.1 4.o7 

1 4 1 2o.0 ±14.oO 

4 15 1 5.ô±3.òô 

3 108 30 27.8 2.91 

2 9b ó5 30.4 3.31 

1 14 9 64.3 ± 
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SUIMARY C ONO LUSI ON S D RECOENDATI O S 

SUIitMARY 

In this study, the writer has gathered. nd tabulated. 

pertinent information relative to the incidence of cheating 

in high school. One of the purposes 0±' this ivestigation 

was to d.eterrnine not only the extent of cheating in a 

articular hih school, but also to discover the factors 

which might influence or be associated with it. The data 

upon whicn this st'idy is based were compiled at baker, 

Uregon high School during the school year 1934-35, and. 

involved 513 students representing all four grades with 

age range oÍ' from 13 to 19 inclusive. 

During the registration period at the beginning of the 

school year 1934-35, all students were asked to fill out, 

in addition to their registration olanks, a auestionnaire 

giving the following information: name, address, sex, age, 

olas, course registered in, parents living &id. cied, 

parents living together or separated, parent's occupation 

and approximate salary, school attended before entering 

high school, whether or not the student worked. for pay after 

school, church affiliation or preference, languge spoken 

in trie home, nationality of father, character organization 

membership, and. high school activities. 

AS soon as classes were organized., the customary pre- 

iLminary testing program was begun. Included, in this pro- 
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gram wa an Otis intelligence test, a vooabu1ar test, and. 

tests in English, Biology, and. enera1 Science. The 

vocabu1ar;i test used. in this preliminary testixig program 
was used. by the writer to d.etermine the extent of cheating. 
2hi test, which was taken under perfectly normal classroom 
conditions and administered. b the regular classrcom teacher, 
was secretly scored. by the writer and later returned. to the 
students, each student correcting his own paper. Cheating 
was determined ò,y comparing the secret scorings with those 
made by the students. Neither teachers nor students had. 

any tnow1eìge as to the real purpose for whi ch the test 
was to be uaed. The results oÍ the vooabulary test and. the 
Otis intelligence test, and the questionnaire data were then 
oarefully tabulated on master summary sheets for analysis. 

The following stateimmts summarize the findings of 

this study: 

1. The percentage of cheating in this high school 
was found to 0e the percentage for tne boys being 30.9 
and the girls 3ö.8. 

2. The oerceiìtage of cheating deorease. as the age 
increased up to 17, but from that age up to 19 no consistent 
tend.enoi was noted. 

3. The ercentage of cheating decreased frm the 
freshman up to and Licluding the junior year, but u..ped 
up to nearly average agan in the senior year. 



4. The curriculum in which the student was enrolled 

bore little or no relation to dishonest conduct in the 

class room. 

5. Students whose parents were both living cheated 

about average; however, girls having one arent dead, 

particularly the father, cheated significantly more than the 

average, while the boys having either parent dead cheated 

slightly less than average. 

. The percentage of cheating for high school stu- 

dents whose parents were living together was higher than for 

those whose parents were separated. 

7. The factor of nationality bears little if any 

relation to the amount of cheating in high school. 

ts. Practically no relationship was found to exist 

between the occupational level of the family and the tend.en- 

ay to cheat in the classroom. 

9. Cheating among high school students bore no 

relation to the salary of the parents. 

lo. The number of brothers and. sister. which a stu- 

dent had was a relati. ely insignificant factor with regard 

to oheatLnig. 

11. The students relative position in the family may 

effect his tendency to cheat; that is, the youngest child 

cheated rrre than the oldest, and the oldest cheated more 

than the median child. 
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12. Whether the student resided within the city or 

in outlying rural distriCtS and small to&is was of little 

significazice in regard to cheating. 

13. Students receiving their elementar,y school train- 

Lng in the local schools cheated slightly less than those 

receiving their elementary school tratning in other towne, 

but the difference was not significant. 

14. In general, studente belonging to organizations 

purporting to give instruction in honesty and character 

cheated as much as those who did not oelorig. The most 

effective girls organization was he ir1 Scouts and the 

least effective the Campfire irls. The most effective 

boys organization was the Y.M.C... and the least effective 

the Four-H Club. However, the number of cases in many of 

these groups was so small that little importance can be 

attached to these findings. 

15. Church affiliation or preference bore little 

relationship to the amount of cheatg in high school. 

Those reporting religious affiliation or preference cheated 

about as much as those reporting none. 

16. he percentage of cheating iacreased slightly with 

the number o± etra-curricular activities in which the sta- 

dent participated up to three; however, those engaged in 

four or more activities cheated considerably less then 

average. his latter codit ion may be attributed to the 

fact that only a small end very highly sel3cted. group of 



ób 

outstanding students were represented. 
17. 2he tipe o± e:tra-curricu1ar activities in which 

the student engaged bore little or no relation to the ten- 
deno to cheat in class. On the whole, students taking 
part in activities cheated slightly less thsn those who did. 

not, but the differ3nce is not significant. 
18. .ihether a student worked or did not work a±ter 

school hours was of little consequence in regard to cheating. 
l. The percentage of cheat1n was inversely related. 

to the students scholastic achievement. In other words, 

those making high grades cheated far less than those making 

low grades. 

20. Progress in school appeared to be definitely 
associated with cheating in class. That is, retardea sta- 
dents cheated. more than those making normal progres, and 

accelerated students cheated les3 than either of the other 
two groups. 

1. n inverse relationship appeared to exist between 

intelligence -rating and the tendency to cheat in class. 



69 

COITOLUSIONS 

s a result of the foregoing study id in light of the 

data and facts discovered therein, the following conclusions 

wer d.rawn: 

1. That cheatIng is both oornraon and. extensLve in high 

school and. presents a serious problem which must ultimately 

be dealt with through preventive and remedial measures in 

our schools. 

2. That cheating tends to increase in proportion to 

the opportunities presented. and. the ease with which it can 

be accomplished.. 

3. That within the limits of the data contained in 

this study it is practically impossible to predict with any 

high degree o± certainty who will and who will not cheat 

in a given situation. 

4. That there is a need for a more effective program 

of character education in all levels of our educational 

sys tern. 

5. 2hat it is almost impossible to distinguish between 

f.ctors which cause and factors associated. with dishonesty 

in high soiool. 
6. That intelligence appears to exert the most pro- 

nounced irfluence uoon dishonesty of any of the factors 

considered in this study. 
7. That such factors as nationality, parent's salary, 



parent's occupation, religious 

ization.membership, number and 

ties, city or rural residence, 

sisters, appear to bear little 
cheat in high school. 

3. hat factors of more 
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affiliation, character orean- 

type of high school activi- 
and number of brothers and 

relati ori to the tendency to 

importance in diagnosing 

student conduct are: sex, age, year in high school, parents 
living or dead, scholastic achievement, school progress, 
itelligence rating, and older or younger brothers arid, sis- 
ters. 

9. That aLything wnich exerts pressure upon the stu- 
dent making it re difficult for him to compete success- 
fully with other students has a tendency to cause him to 
che at. 
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RE C OIME1 DATI ON S 

1. iurther study and investigation should be conducted 

relative to d.ishonesty in all levele o± our educational 
s4ystem and. t1e results published nd made available for use 

in attacdng and preventing dishonest behavior in scnool ad 

life. 
2. 2ne opportunities for cheating and the ease with 

wiich it niay be aocomplished. shou.d be lessened through 

closer supervision during classroom tests and by the con- 

struction and use of better types of examinations. 

3. Organized programs of character education should 

be iiicluded in both the elementary and high schools. 

4. provision should be made in the curriculum and in 

activities for instruction in honesty and character through 

the use of scific and concrete situations and eerienoea 
involving the praotice of honest and desirable character 
behavior. iiere abstract teaching of principles of desirable 
character behavior is relatively ineffective and. unworthy 

of the name of character education. 

5. ¿.n earnest attenpt should e made to build up 

within the student a sincere desire to succeed Lii school 

nd in life b the exercise of honest and desirable means. 

ô. i2eacher training institutions should provide and 

require specific courses dealing with character training 
and include In those courses specific methods and subject 



matter content relative to the teaching of desirable char- 
acter behavior. 

* **** 
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Ct)PY OF Q,UESTIONNAIRE 

Lame_ __________________________Address_____________________ 

Age Se:. Class ___________________________ 
(Freshman, Soph., etc.) 

Course registered in _________________________________ 
(Comm., Classical, Scientific, etc.) 

Are you liviiig in iiaker or do you come in on a bus? 
3aker 

(Circle one): us Student 

Is your mother living? Father? 3oth living?_____ 

Occupation of parent 

Approximate salary of parent (check one) 
I ) o to 499 
I ) 25OO to 4999 

45OOO or over 

How many brothers and sisters do you have: ______How many are 
older than you? How many are younger?______ 

Give the name of the grade school you attended before enter- 
ing 3a:er High School. 
iame of School________________ City State_____ 

Do you wori for pay outside of school hours?________________ 

Vdhat is yor church preference? Are you a member? 
(-.-ethodist, Christian, etc.1 

ti onality____________________________ What is your father's na 
(nglish erman, French, i) 

abat language is spoken in your home? 

Check those orgaizati ins .iith which you are or have been 
affiliated. 
( ).x3oy Scouts ( )Young Peoples Pellship 
( )irl Scouts ( )Y.,,r.C.A. 
( )DeMolay ( )Hi Y 
I ) irl Reserves I )Toroh Honor Society 
( )Rainbow Giri I )National Honor Society 
( )Y.i.C.A. ( )Campfire Girsl 
( )Four-H Club ( )Others not listed here_ 



Th 

Check the activities which you are or have taken part in. 
)t1i1etics ( )Public Speaking 
)Cluos ( )Politics 
)Pub1icatjns ( )Dramatics 
)Music ( )Others not listed hero___________ 



CLII'TON GENERAL VOCABULARY TEST FOR 
HIGH SCHOOLS MD COLLEGES _________________ 

Raw Score 
by 

Vocabulary________ 
R. J, Clinton 

Oregon State College Time______________ 
inìnutes 

FOR1 I 

Naine 

Last Name First Naine 1iddle initial 

Age last birthday : Date of birth________________________ 
Month Day Year 

School or College_____________________________________________________ 

City 

Name of Teacher 

State___________ 

Grade or classification in school: (Draw a circle around one) 

High School: Freshivan Sophorore Junior Senior 

College: Freshmen Sophomore Junior Senior Graduate 

Campus School Enrolled in 

How many term credits have you had in English? 

What occupation are you following or expect to f oll?___________ 

Date this test was taken_______________________________________ 
Month Day Year 

DO NOT TURN T± PAGE UNTIL TEE EXAiNER TELLS YOU TO DO SO 

TO TkE ExA1nm:R: 

1, Distribute the tests with the direction not to open them. 

2. See that all pupils are supplied with pencils or pens. 

3. See that the students fill out the above title page. 

Nhen the students are through filling out the title page, say, 
"This is a general vocabulary test. Work ìs rapidly and accurately 
as you can, The directions and samples are on the next page. Turn 
the page, GOt" 



CLfl'TO1' GE}ERAL VOCABUlARY TEST FOR 
HIGH SCOLS A1'TD COLLEGES 

DIRECTIONS; From the group of fotr words or phrases in each line below, 
select the one that is nost nearly like the word at the 
beginning of the line, underline it, and write its number 
in the parentheses at the right margin. 

SA]iPlES: 1 attain i renit 2 achieve 3 give 4 attend ----- (2) 
2 climax 1 beginning 2 excitement 3 rapture 

4 cul:.ination ------------------ (4) 

i laborious i laboratory 2 enjoyable 3 misdirected 4 toilsoine---( 
) 

2 meditation i memory 2 thought 3 impulse 4 belief --------------- ( ) 

3 wearisome i persuasive 2 subservient 2 useless 4 tiresne ----- ( ) 

4 rare i interesting 2 unusual 3 rapid 4 to jump ----------- ( 
5 parcel i bundle 2parchnent 3 express 4 complement ---------- ( 
6 sculpture i scrupulous 2 chisel 3 form of art 4 parohnent ----- ( 
7 locust i bird 2 loiterer 3 locality 4 insect --------------- ( 
8 falcon i wing 2hawk 3 mineral 4 mistake -------------------- ( 
9 towed 1 whipped 2 animal 3 pulled 4 hoisted --------------- ( 
10 somber i gloomy 2 slumber 3 sum up 4 persistent ------------ ( 
li rivet 1 stream 2 revile 3 metal pin 4 hinge --------------- ( 
12 transfigure 1 punish 2 inform 3 picture 4 transform ------------- ( 
13 ejected 1 shifted 2 employed 3 expelled 4 praised ----------- ( 
14 bonzine 1 magazine 2 powder 3 medicine 4 volatile liquid----( 
15 spare 1 transfer 2 scanty 3 tall 4 room ------------------- ( 
16 rye i cereal 2 ugly 3 flabby 4 flax-- ------------------- ( 
17 superfluity i compilation 2 fidelity 3 excess 4 measurement ----- ( 
18 disavowing i promising 2 expressing 3 flouncing 4 disclaiir.ing--( 
19 expire i steeple 2 terminate 3 transact 4 obviate ---------- ( 
20 writhe 1 twist 2 fly 3 ridicule 4 persecute ---------------- 

( 

21 detrimental i to 2 additional 3 injurious 4 false --------- ( 
22 fantasy i mental image 2 unhappiness 3 novel 4 error -------- ( 
23 ravage 1 devastate 2 recede 3 bedeck 4 stimulate ----------- ( 
24 infallible i infantile 2 unerring 3 failure 4 defective -------- 

( 

25 denobilize 1 disband 2 police 3 imprison 4 organize ------------ ( 
26 worsted 1 linen 2 silk thread 3 wool yarn 4 wasted ---------- 

( 

27 immutable i hecvy 2 flowing 3 unchangeable 4 imitation -------- ( 
25 violation i vindication 2 infringement 3 disagreement 4 creed-( 
29 sanctity i security 2 clearness 3 holiness 4 cruelty --------- ( 
30 auxiliary 1 scout 2 transfer 3 aid 4 necessity -------------- ( 
31 molten i melted 2 cold 3 metal 4 parboiled ----------------- ( 
32 sustenance i substance 2 support 3 treasure 4 wealth ----------- 

( 

33 havoc 1 hammock 2 trouble 3 destruction 4 piace ----------- 
( 

34 vain i mechanical device 2 conceited 3 lenient 4 nave----( 
35 whim i delusion 2 vision 3 fancy 4 disposition---- ------- 

( 

36 refute i mitigate 2 revive 3 mock 4 disprove --------------- 
( 

37 morsel i drink 2 food 3 small piece 4 L'orbid --------------- 
( 

38 residue i debt 2 remnant 3 residence 4 sequence ------------- 
( 

39 revere i revolt 2 enlighten 3 regard with reverence 4 gild-( 
40 apparition 1 castle 2 storm 3 friend 4 phantom ----------------- 

( 



41 segrate 
42 taffeta 
43 irremediable 
44 exponent 
45 vest 
46 compliance 
47 defaration 
48 trifling 
49 urchin 
50 asphyxiate 
51 omit 
52 zest 

53 vial 

54 resuscitate 
55 enviable 
56 alienate 
57 tempestuous 
58 wily 
59 scullion 
60 lucid 

61 alleviate 
62 brusque 
63 surety 
64 subterfuge 

65 subsidiary 
66 grail 

67 vise 

68 audacity 
69 remonstrate 
70 base 

71 articulation 
72 exemplary 
73 querulous 
74 precipitous 
75 chancellor 
76 purge 
77 galvanize 
78 adze 

79 novelty 
80 merciful 
8]. resplendent 
82 usurp 
83 portico 
84 squalid 
85 truce 
86 dissension 

1 

1 

1 

i 

i 

1 

1 

1 

1 

i 

1 

1 

1 

i 

i 

i 

i 

1 

i 

i 

1 

1 

1 

1 

i 

i 

1 

i 

1 

1 

1 

1 

i 

i 

i 

1 

1 

i 

1 

1 

i 

87 cartilage i 

88 exchequer 1 

89 benign i 

90 gambol 1 

91 exhilerate i 

92 ILallucinationi 

secure 2 center 3 provide 4 isolate --------------- ( 
lace 2 silk or linen goods 3 tripodal 4 candy ----- ( 
irresponsible 2 lawful 3 incurable 4 natural ------ ( 
symbol 2 exposure 3 argument 4 captain----- ------- ( 
assist 2 endow 3 opening 4 entrance --------------- ( 
contrast 2 console 3 deny 4 concessicn ------------ ( 
fwous 2 slander 3 publicity 4 cruelty ------------ ( 
frivolous 2 cruel 3 lazy 4 queer ------------------ ( 
rogue 2 urgent 3 pigmy 4 instrument --------------- ( 
to spray 2 joyful 3 suffocate 4 punish ------------ ( 
transcribe 2 receive 3 entertain 4 discharge ------ ( 
pensiveness 2 keen enjoyment 3 wittiness 4 speed--( 
vase 2 trap 3 filthy 4 small bottl ---------------- ( 
revive 2 repeal 3 entertain 4 reprove ------------- ( 
entiusiastic 2 desirable 3 tract'thle 4 dull ------- ( 
alleviate 2 sorrowful 3 arduous 4 estrange -------- ( 
given to temper 2 stormy 3 cunnth dark --------- ( 
ambitious 2 quick 3 weird 4 cunning --------------- ( 
scare crow 2 beast 3 wretch 4 enemy-- ------------- ( 
liquid 2 laughable 3 opaque 4 clear --------------- ( 
join 2 ambush 3 lighten 4 succeed ------------------ ( 
plentiful 2 abrupt 3 strong 4 unhappy ------------- ( 
insurance 2 firmness 3 likelyhood 4 certainty----( 
tool 2 danger 3 vessel 4 evasion ------------------ ( 
substantial 2 furnishing aid 3 money 4 flood ----- -( 
small insect 2 song 3 chalice 4 farewell ---------- ( 
officer 2 sin 3 jardiniere 4 clamping device ----- -( 
awe 2 power 3 impudence 4 sweetness --------------- ( 
retrieve 2 protest 3 boast 4 console -------------- 

( 

denial 2 dull 3 prudish 4 dishonorable ------------ ( 
enunciation 2 animated 3 shouting 4 anger -------- -( 
consul 2 exterior 3 dignified 4 model ------------- 

( 

wise 2 faultfinding 3 queer 4 danger -------------- ( 
tricky 2 impulsive 3 porous 4 steep --------------- 

( 

prince 2 room 3 judge 4 accountant ---------------- ( 
grasp 2 oppress 3 partake 4 cleanse --------------- ( 
scatter 2 electroplate 3 glaze 4 devast.+;e -------- 

( 

blue 2 garden 3 tool 4 ancient -------------------- ( 
newyess 2 short story 3 toy 4 novel --------------- ( 
manly 2 good 3 mtmificent 4 compassionate --------- 

( 

splendid 2 return 3 established 4 satisfied ------- ( 
usury 2 encroach 3 re-unite 4 apprehend ----- 
porch 2 church 3 smali vessel 4 pillar ------------ ( 
stormy 2 bizarre 3 wretched 4 complex ------------- 

( 

argument 2 cloth 3 honest 4 respite --------------- 
( 

to descend 2 contention 3 assembly 4 draina -------- 
( 

tissue 2 heavy wagon 3 ligiment 4 bullet ---------- 
( 

messenger 2 exhibit 3 room 4 treasury ------------- 
( 

secure 2 lovely 3 benefit 4 gracious -------------- 
( 

wager 2 scold 3 chance 4 frisk -------------------- 
( 

exhume 2 cheer 3 turn out 4 gratify --------------- 
( 

grief 2 fluctuation 3 delusion 4 hilarity --------- 
( 



93 swarthy i strong 2 gruff 3 villanous 4 dark-hued - ( 

94 extol i laud 2 excite 3 entrence 4 broadcast - ( 

95 torpid i doriant 2 torpedo 3 superfluous 4 rigid - ( 

96 vagary i vanity 2 vagrant 3 brilliance 4 whim-- ( 

97 fealty 1 vassal 2 honor 3 loyalty 4 fearless - ( 

)8 suffuse 1 sufficient 2 scold 3 overspread 4 flaunt - ( 

99 pereiiptory i promi8ing 2 decisive 3 promontory 4 angry - ( 

loo caustic 1 cautious 2 enervating 3 causal 4 corroding - ( 

103. verdure 1 green vegitation 2 vineyard 3 pasture 4 truth ----- ( 
102 surfeit i servant 2 pleasure 3 excess 4 enchent- ( 
103 coerce 1 compel 2 cotton cloth 3 nag 4 obtrude - ( 

104 clandestine i country home 2 unhappy 3 secret 4 clarnorous - ( 

105 inveterate 1 modish 2 insidious 3 insolvent 4 habitua - ( 

106 irresolute 1 ignorant 2 hesitating 3 irresponsible 4 young ----- ( 
107 vendee i magician 2 villa 3 merchant 4 buyer --------------- ( 
108 fraught 1 disagreement 2 sìtp 3 laden 4 heavy- ------------- ( 
109 pseudonym 1 false 2 fictitious naine 3 legal suit 4 pardon--.---( 
110 carnal 1 wealthy 2 kind 3 wasteful 4 fleshly --------------- ( 
111 volatile 1 combustion 2 beverage 3 changeable 4 dangerous----( 
)2 dtsburserent 1 payment 2 dismissel 3 disavovr 4 negligence -------- ( 

113 petit i beautiful 2 minor 3 fruit 4 haughty --------------- ( 
114 har-t i bird 2 herb 3 organ 4 stag ------------------------ ( 
115 frugal i frank 2 economical 3 excitable 4 useless ---------- ( 
116 cardinal 3. principal 2 oldest 3 crest 4 orthodox ------------- ( 
117 docile 3. exiled 2 heine 3 tractable 4 haughty --------------- ( 
118 inundating i flooding 2 cheeki-g 3f].exible 4 dryinc' ------------- ( 
fl9 propensity 1 property 2 likeness 3 tendency 4 prophesy- -------- ( 
120 gabardiie i green 2 monk 3 silk 4 loose coat ------------------ ( 
121 expedite i banish 2 facilitate 3 fluster 4 excel ------------- ( 
122 chalice 1 cup 2 figures 3 chantry 4 dress fabric-- --------- (. 
123 concurrence i dominance 2 agreement 3 happen again 4 oontrast--( 
124 arduous i ardent 2 fascinating 3 laborious 4 profound ----- 
125 viands 1 food 2 clinging vine 3 gestures 4 bands ----------- ( 
126 strstagem i coolness 2 stratum 3 attifice 4 strife ------------ ( 
127 vacillate i vaccinate 2 endure 3 defeat 4 waver --------------- ( 
128 retrograde 1 renegade 2 pioture 3 recede 4 conderm ------------- ( 
129 extortionate 1 affectionate 2 oppressive 3 to plead 4 lengthy----( 
130 rapacious i grasping 2 rapid 3 generous 4 ungainly ------------ ( 
131 fervor i violence 2 heat 3 happiness 4 emMtion ------------ ( 
132 teem i be energetic 2 horses 3 pair 4 be prolific -------- ( 
133 deputatler. i to defy 2 novice 3 delegation 4 negotiation ------- ( 
134 innate i natural 2 inmate 3 inclusive 4 fanciful ----------- ( 
135 suavity i seriousness 2 import 3 sanctity 4 urbanity -------- 
136 salubrious 1 solitary 2 whole8ome 3 common 4 embellished ------- ( 
137 reniss i negligent 2 continued error 3 return 4 send ------- ( 
138 league i longitude 2 lengthy 3 covenant 4 plan ------------- ( 
139 bannock 1 banal 2 food 3 creek 4 hammock -------------------- ( 
140 respite i delay 2 forgiveness 3 relaxation 4 providence ----- ( 
141 opulent i opaque 2 unsubstantial 3 extreme 4 wealthy -------- 
142 descry i discern 2 ridicule 3 ieep 4 decry ------------------ ( 
143 arnain i violently 2 ship 3 stagger 4 comnel --------------- ( 
144 rendition i cache 2 surrender 3 program 4 preparation --------- ( 
145 pursuant i conformable 2 to pursue 3 clerk 4 to serve -------- ( 



146 extenuate 
147 scruple 
148 couch 
149 unqualified 
150 enjoin 

1 terminate 2 to diminish 3 to extend 4 discredit---( 
1 coin 2 fight 3 weight 4 valuable ------------------ 

( 

1 dismiss 2 weed 3 cover 4 express ------------------ ( 
i wholly 2 gifted 3 unreserved 4 measured ----------- ( 
1 prohibit 2 join 3 entreat 4 captivate ------------- ( 


