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Better exams through cheating

By Ron Thompson

I want to call for an organized
conscious campaign of cheating
for the spring examinations.

You see, I used to think that the
examination system should be
abolished. And a suitable protest
would be that no one would write
exams. And I did that, but they
still tried to give me a degree.

So I gave up on that type of pro-
test.

Now, I've sold out. All I want to
do is to,make the examination sys-
tem better. I mean, you know the
old schtick: If you can’t beat them
et cetera.

I sat down for two weeks all by
myself in a closet with an armload
of books and candles.

And I thought and read and
thought and read and I didn't sleep
much and after thirteen and a half
days I said, ““Ahah!"” and I came
out and here is what I had learned.

The examination is supposed to
measure how much you have
learned about the subject material
being questioned via the examina-
tion, up until the time you write
your answers.

You would not be able to figure
out any (or at least not very
many) of the answers just by
thinking about them in your virgin
head.

So what the society does for you
is give you a place (the university)
to learn in, and books (the library)
full of information, and people
(the teachers) who know all sorts
of goodies that they were exam-
ined on and that they read and
were taught. And if you want to.
and are brave or friendly or pret-
ty enough, there are even other
people around whom you can talk
to and listen to and learn good
stuff from.

And if you've really been lucky,
the books you bought were used
and written in (in ink so you were
not tempted to erase) and that was
still another person to talk to. or at
least listen to and learn from.

Now as a psychology professor
said to his class while they were
writing his Xmas exam, ‘“‘Don't
guess, because the exams is
rigged and I'll find out and it'll
cost you. ™

And that’s reasonable, because
the exam is only supposed to
measure what you've learned and
guessing would be cheating.

But if you're not going to cheat,
there are only a few ways to get

NOTICE

Clubs, Societies, Associations, etc.

Please submit:

® projected Budget for 1969-1970
® Purpose of the organization

® names of the executive
® number of members

® planned projects for 1969-1970

in duplicate by March 15,1969 to

Finance Commissioner
—Council of the York Student Federation—
Temporary Office Bidg. Rm. A 11
York Campus

good marks.

Sleep with the professor
(cheating in more ways than one).

Know ahead of time what's
going to be on the exams (called
cheating unless the professor
hands it out in some form of pro-
test) and even then it becomes a
matter of how well you can write
or something like that.

Guessing what the professor
wants to hear (Cheating — see
above).

Having the exam only on what
the individual student learned
from the course and the reading
and his life (but that’s not an exam
in the accepted sense).

Having the exam on what all the
students have learned (impos-
sible).

So I fall back on cheating as the
only way to pass the average
exam. But not everyone wants to
cheat, or does it well, or has a con-
science that will let them do it at
all. And anyway the results would
be better if everyone co-operated
and did it together.

So what I propose is that when
the exams are passed around that
the examinees get together and
discuss the questions and decide
on the answers. If there are two or
more solutions to one problem,
then you divide up the work load
among yourselves.

And this hardly even seems to
be cheating, the more I think
about it. Because what you put
down is what you have just
learned through discussion, and
that’'s what the examination is
supposed to be measuring.

It would be even better if you
convinced the professor (or
maybe a couple of others who
know good things) to come into the
discussion, and if you brought your
books and if you sent people out to
the library for more books, and if
someone went for coffee and ciga-
rettes or whatever makes you
learn.

And if it took too long, like
maybe a week or two and you went
home at night and thought and
dreamt about it and maybe dis-
cussed it with your parents, that
would be okay because the whole
purpose is for what you write
down in the end (or even in the
meanwhile) to indicate what
you've learned about the material
under question.

And in the end, all the answers
would be right if they were the
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answers of everyone in the class
including the teachers., so that
marks would be high.

And high marks are the point of
the thing are they not. I've seen
that. I've come back.

Maybe they’'d have to move the
exams ahead a week or two or
maybe thirteen, but this seems to
be a perfectly good way to write
exams.

If we worked hard enough at it,
it would be a good way to learn
and everyone could teach every-
one and be a teacher.

And that would certainly im-
prove the faculty-student ratio.
would make even the government
love us and would make the budget
rational.

And if everyone were a teacher,
then the students could begin to
set their own exams. And to give
themselves enough time they
should do it at the start of the
semester.

And that could be the course.
And for teaching and examining
themselves (at least in part) the
students in those classes could be
exempted from tuition, and that
would make the Canadian Union of
Students happy.

And some of the radicals would
be happy because this would mean
we could get rid of some of the
administrative crap because all
we'd need would be some of those
people to keep exam records — not
collect tuition.

And when they realized that
everyone always got good marks
they could do away with the rec-
ord-keeping and they wouldn't
need the computer for that and we
wouldn’t have to throw it through
awindow.

We'd just have parties for every-
one who had been here a few
years and had learned a lot and put
flowers around their necks and
call them BA's.

(Or maybe we could even think
of something more pleasant to call
each other.)
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