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Abstract. This study was an attempt to better measure teacher’s perceptions of ethical assessment behavior. A new instrument, 
the Educators’ Perceptions of Ethical Assessment Practice (EPEAP) was developed. The EPEAP is a combination of 30 ethical 
and unethical assessment scenarios. Standards set by the Joint Committee for Ethical Evaluation Standards [1] were used as the 
basis for denoting correct or incorrect participant answers. Participants were 133 in-service and pre-service teachers selected 
from an education program at an urban midwestern university. Chi-square analyses showed that on 10 items, statistically 
significant differences were found between pre-service and in-service teachers. Results show a need to further investigate ethical 
assessment in order to facilitate new ways to create educators better versed in ethical assessment practices. 
 
1. Introduction 
 
Each year various media highlight more and more examples of educators violating existing ethical assessment norms. 
Examples of ethical violations are not always egregious and many may be undetected and not make the news. These 
violations may range from teachers using inappropriate testing material, inappropriate teaching practices, or teachers 
violating standardized testing rules. The purpose of this study was to further improve the measuring of a teacher’s 
understandings of what constitute ethical assessment practices.  
 
2. Experiment 
 
Participants were 98 pre-service education students and 35 in-service teachers enrolled in undergraduate and 
graduate programs in education in a large urban midwestern university. There were 37 men and 96 women. The 
participants were grouped into age categories from 25 years or under to 51 years of age or older. In-service teachers 
brought a variety of professional experiences to this study with representatives from high, middle, and elementary 
schools, in urban, rural, and suburban school settings.  
 
The instrument developed for this study was the Educators’ Perceptions of Ethical Assessment Practice (EPEAP). 
EPEAP was constructed to measure teacher’s beliefs about the ethicalness of a set of 30 school assessment practices. 
Scenarios potentially depicting teacher ethical or unethical assessment behaviors were developed and judged as 
ethical and unethical using the assessment standards of the Joint Committee on Standards for Educational Evaluation 
[1]. 
 
The survey was developed in both paper-pencil and online formats and contained 30 items along with five 
demographic questions. Each survey item presented a scenario in which an educator is involved in some type of 
student assessment. Participants were asked to mark for each item whether the educator’s action depicted in the 
scenario was ethical or unethical. Of the 30 items, 11 represented ethical scenarios, while 19 were unethical.  
 
3. Results  
 
All teachers were combined and the results from the full sample were analyzed. The data show that pre-service 
teachers correctly answered 18 items at a higher rate than in-service teachers, while in-service teachers correctly 
answered 10 items at a higher rate than pre-service teachers. From this table it can be seen that 18 items (60%) 
received correct response rates above 70% and 12 items (40%) were below 70% correct. 
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Table 1 
Percent Correct for Each Item on the EPEAP 
 
Percent Correct 

 
Frequency 

 
Items 

90 – 100 10 4, 6, 7, 9, 13, 17, 18, 20, 24, 28 
80 – 89 3 1, 8, 19 
70 – 79 5 12, 21, 22, 23, 27 
60 – 69 4 14, 15, 25, 26 
50 – 59 1 3 
40 – 49 1 2 
30 – 39 2 11, 29 
20 – 29 3 5, 10, 30 
10 – 19 1 16 
0 – 9 0  
Total 30  
 
A split-half reliability estimate was performed by halving the instrument. The first half consisted of the first five 
ethical items and the first 10 unethical items and the second half consisted of the remaining six ethical items and the 
remaining nine unethical items. The split-half reliability was r=.63 which, when corrected for a full scale reliability 
estimate using the Spearman-Brown Prophecy Formula resulted in r=.77.  
 
To determine the degree of agreement between pre and in-service teachers’ perceptions of ethical assessment 
practices, 2x2 chi-square analyses were conducted for each item (ethical/unethical and pre-/in-service). These 
analyses revealed that in four items (10, 14, 16, and 19) out of the 30 items (13.3%), a statistically significant chi-
square value was found in the responses of pre and in-service teachers. On each of the four statistically significant 
items pre-service teachers were more likely to determine the correct ethicalness of each item. However, caution must 
be exercised in interpreting these results given the large number of chi-square tests conducted and the probability of 
some significant results occurring by chance alone.  
 
Using total number of items correct on the EPEAP as a dependent variable, an independent samples t-test was 
calculated to see if type of teacher (pre- vs. in-service) produced different total scores on EPEAP. EPEAP means and 
standard deviations for the two groups were: Pre-service teachers (M= 20.98, SD= 2.65); and In-service teachers 
(M= 20.00, SD= 3.85). The t-test result (homogeneity of variance could not be assumed and a corrected degrees of 
freedom value was used) was not significant, t (40.41) = -1.32, p>.05, supporting the chi-square conclusion that 
differences between pre- and in-service teachers were minimal.  
 
4. Discussion 
 
On 12 items (40%) educators in the study had less than a 70% correct response rate, which was a surprising and 
disconcerting finding. It is important that educators agree on what is ethical in terms of assessment practices and that 
they are able to put their knowledge of ethical assessment practice to use in the classroom. Not understanding what is 
or is not ethical assessment practice has the potential to negatively impact students’ education. This study helps show 
that there is not a consensus on what is ethical and that many educators have trouble discerning between what are 
ethical and what are not ethical assessment practices. It is hoped that more resources and time will be devoted to 
helping educators better understand ethical assessment practice and how important it is in students’ education. 
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