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ABRSTRACT

This  study aimed to investigate and prrovide F
descriptive pictwe of the cheating problem in the De LF
Salle University undetgraduate lavel. A tatal of Zap
students and 215 teachers, from the four year levels, ih
| csch of the five colleges, were cbtained through clustel
sampling and simple random sampling,respectively. Both st
of respondents were then asked to give the;r abﬁervaticnp
about the common forems of cheating behavior and the pmsﬁiblg
preventive measures to help alleviate the cheating probleml
Causes as to why students cheat were obtained only fraﬁ
students. FResults were obtained and tabulated. Generally|,
student and faculty rEsponses regarding the common forms  of
cheating behavior ternd to be quite similar, while thF
measures suggested by sach to help lessen the occurrence  of
cheating, tend to be different. Thi-ough p&rceniag@
difference, where an absolute value of 20 or more would shos
distinct diftference, student responses showed negligibl
differences, while faculty responses showed many differences

when compared across year levels and colleges.
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