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: hlgh school average and\\ lJ.VJ.ng accommodata,on, the factors

o most hl’ljhly related to seme;’ter'gra'de poxnt average, should

‘:",‘ ‘ ~be of speclal ir}terest‘ to sch\ool and um.vers:.t}I(,ojf.flelals.

o ' ’ Dlstance co\mmuted, age,.. sex,’ marltal status and rel:.g:.ous
‘ ) affz.ln.atlon\ contr:.buted 11tt1e £0, the varlabllfty of
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‘ﬁCOntrary, found that publlc hlgh school graduates and,
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Lav1n (1965), 1n a .ev1ew of research deallng w1th
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\'.~32 /seems necessary Furthermore, many of the precedlng studles
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1'3’,§5;:;[} who have attalned a thlrd year or later status, thus, only
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N R mt the rpresent study In add:.t:l.em, s:rnce apartment

dwe lers,.as one example, can llve VarJ.ous dlstances from '
the unlver31ty campus, the dlstance commuted mlght be a
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i :"" ; ‘ that when academ:Lc 'abllz.ty was controlled there wasnc: " "y
% . dlfference 1n the‘} ad;]usted grade polnt‘ave’rages xa:mong v '

%Z . V- fres.iunan men 11v1[ng ln fraternltz.es; 1n‘. reSJ.dence halls, .
}.i ; ‘ atj‘ home or off-campus..‘_ Such a\flndmg, of'cours%','confl,lcts :

i o ' \ w 1‘th.‘the ev1dence suppl:.ed by SmallWood. E ‘ ., ' ‘
,t’ Ly lIn hlS re/vlew of. l:.terature deallng w:l.'thuthe pre—\,‘\'f-.“: '
“ : dlctlon of unlvers:rty grade ;;oint average LaVJ.n (1965) |
fonnd that no general:r.zatz.on could be made regardn.ng the "
1 '\ effect of age on academn..\clachlevement since _the studles nl ‘
! . -
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l\n the c1ty, where the unlversu:y 1 1ocated In addltlon, : “

RO also examlned 1n th:Ls study. . Females were i.ncluded :r.n thlS

study as well, thus permlttlng. tfxe results to Le more v f"‘.
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'-.also reported 1n the effect : marltal status n grade p01nt

ST T 5
B e

1ﬂﬂnA.-, . average., Russo (1969) found marrled students achleved a:ni:i'“~', _,i~'
ié::_{ S hlgher grade pornt average than unmarrled students. however,L‘x‘ ,1:'3'
-k e S S R
‘f _ Jensen and Clarke (1958) found no srgnlflcant dlfference R fﬁ'uﬁgfﬁ
: Lo SOV
oo between the grade p01nt averages of marrled and s:.ngle"",,’gf,‘?'l_~ v L

o "students.,.f'”f‘~5‘?3x," "'iﬁ'\,}‘fzﬂ»?f-:'fif’iﬂ;f:‘.;'f; IR

S "a Schnelder (1965) reported no 51gn1f1cant dlfferenCes=-; . i

'gln the-achlevement of students who per81st beyond the flrst ;-QQ o

. semester, when he compared publlc and Cathollc hlgh school ?H;‘ig?

i graduates. However, llttle research has been done on the i;fJTJif

i influence of rellglouS\afflllatlon.5,Hence, rellglous affll-} ‘fbfi'ti
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exrsted lnr'he academlc achlevement of students Ln thelr,,*' o '.i.
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thlS to the dropplng out of low ablllty students before

,
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f;rst or second year students (Prusok and Walsh, 1964,

fgi.l ' Russo, 1969, Endler and Stelnberg, 1963, and Altus, 1961) ?Jﬂ'{{&f}?ﬁf“
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v R} ‘. o 1 s ! : . .. o ',_.-,‘ ‘. ". ' P ' " ’ :lu'?, y
el of flrst or second year un1vers1ty. ,Jj»-‘ﬁj;!Q V"i:-“n,_rﬁ - -_"vré{
: S, e e T 2
' Eoo Thls st/dy oan be of SLgnlficance 1n threerways‘ b o
TR ’fjfj]§ l.“ One way is’ related to the concept of better o :mf;u~.7lﬁ;f
0 .9 ““ .' . . /* ‘ \”.‘ R . . . . _"., N
S ,counselllng for studenEs,,u51ng the 1nformat10n obtalned
' from thlS study. Thls may be called the ut;lltarlan or 3

|

}
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humanltarlan 51gn1flcance. Recommendatlons to the appro-" ‘f'.'i:if}
L « 1

i

“;' ,prlate school and unlver51ty off1c1a1s regardlng selectlon
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and adv1sement procedures for students 1n Educatlon programs_g,j-m.
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2. The second s1gn1f1cance relates to the gatherlng SRR

at Memorlal UnlverSLty w111 be made.“w'”

R b
3 - "J

':?of data.for the sake of better understandlng the relatlon-35 o

.x‘- Sy

Shlp ofucertaln varlables.ﬁ This may be called the sc1ént1f1}xww}:~
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~5t”1“flhfy 3. " A thlrd 31gn1f1cance relate@ touthe use of
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'~ﬂ} be called a- sc1ent1fic srgnlflcanCe as’ well 51nce 1t furthers
'w:;the understandlng of the questlon of factors:affectlng grade L7{'f“,
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ln a- boardlng house or 11v1ng on campus ln a unlverSLty //‘f‘
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"m re51dence, account for any SLgnlflcant dlfference 1n the ,y,ﬁ..n#v"uﬁ

'

grade poxnt averages of students, when controlllng for -}ljl;“fﬁ‘t

dlfferences ln hlgh school average and measured 1ntel-l ',oyn? ‘Fﬁi
llgence? ﬁiﬁtfn’?xi ’ | :;}‘ i' E Vii , Lo ,;:g

- ’-jZL'vb 5. axstudent s sex account for any sagnlflcant i
ldlfference 1n the . "e p01nt average, wh11e controlllug\,3'J3'¥3;~?:”Z

' T L
for dlfferences 1n hlgh school average and méasured jf{'5““‘”

lntelllgence? -

M s

3.. Do ﬁlfferences 1n marltal status account for/ff{f‘ﬂ*‘ N

"~any 51gn1f1cant dlfference 1n the grade 901nt average of ‘f LTI

4 ~

students, whlle cont#olllng for dlfferences in hxgh school

Do dlfferences 1nwrellglous'aff111ation acéouﬁtf‘

for any srgnlflcant dlfferences rn the grade p01ntiav

lrages"f

of students,'whlle controlllng -for- dlf%erences in. hl‘h
N N ’ v ’ X A
school average and measured 1ntelllgence’ o

‘,1‘

'.df~ 5 What are the 1nd1v1dual relatlonthps of

11v1ng accommodatron, dlstance-commuted, age,‘sex, marltal

)

status, rellglous‘afflllatlon,_hlgh school average and ﬁfﬁ::';3¥‘:

T v et

measured intelllgence to semester grade p01nt average?

AG What 1s the comblned ﬁelatlonshlp of llVlng

j accommodatlon, dlstance commuted, age, sex, marltal status,
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1rellglous afflllatlon, Hngh school average and measured
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Commuter —-~a student who re51des off-campus and

J L.
travels dally to and from the un1versxty campus, thls term It

includes the c1ty-dwe111ng student.. I 'V.i {'7.f';'A- : .(lt

B 4 1

s "13 Clty-dwelllng student a student whose perman@nt

home ls 1n the same«town 1n whﬁth the unlverSLty ls located._

Non—commuter - a student who llves 1n ‘a. campus'

E L re51dence.u‘-”T-<:‘” ;;ﬂ.f: "'xf 'jc:'i.;n“f S

PR ‘ .
(a4 R . . . - T

i*§ S 'f ”fhfygf-° Un1versmty reSLdence -~ a place that prov1des 11v1ng

et e . - &.”\.".

”ﬁ;;x\“'i;;kﬁh‘f accommodatlcn to students onvthe unlverslty 's malp campus’ S B
‘j:?f :T?£ ffi;?:; Grade eleven sddfesw;- marks recelved by ar student : "QJ
uih.e o at.the end of hlS or herveleventh academlc year, whether on flf ;ff§
iz'flf : eakNewfoundland Publlc Exan orbon a Shared Evaluatlon Process';fl";s
,ffez“ between the scdool and the Newfoundland Publlc Exam D1v1slon.7'ii;
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ul;: ThlS researchﬁls 11m1ted ln generalrzablllty
) to thlrd year or, 1ater students enrolled durlng the thlrd ) S
,; Semester of 1975 at Memorlal Unlver51ty of Newfoundland, . “if§
Faculty of, Educatlon. 2.‘, .Q*Lf 'gf . g . fd'df,.,ﬁ7.'_€? ;:'.:i§éi
J 2'. The present study 1s llmlted to those students ’ A%;
J enrolled 1n classes 1n whlch the faculty member agreed to ) ?é
vthe use of hls class tlme for the admlnlstratlon\of the‘ o :E
- questlonnalre and the-_ntelllgence test. Thus, a ra\domf“?fhffdf ',
rsample was not selected ’:iiisdj: 3h-h i?::, ﬁrji.:iﬁtiihi
) »f?}iwiféi, For those sthdents who moved Justtprlor to.the\ o ‘
4 ﬁi study s belng conducted, the tlme perlod:of'one Semester ‘{
'}fi;?};?fgkmay not be sufflcreht to establls 55§"é£fect of‘lrcrng X
N f;i ;f*,fﬁr.r 3; Some students malntaln the'same llvrng'accom;“iw}?f:
: gf g€? ;ﬁyﬁl‘ dation Other students.move from one type of llulng B xzn;i:f?}‘ﬁ
;:%h . h‘ .u:"QAccommodatlon'to another.& It 1s not\known what 1nf1uence .;:;
;sz”.::h; dhf:ljffrequent movlng maydhave on: the results of the study.ij?:i'ﬁi..; L
Sor . }‘4'~ Thls chapter has dealt wrth an 1ntroductlon to the .;‘.,?-‘ .
NET 1 .
=)

study, 1ts purpose, and 1ts srgnlflcance to the research 1n '7f f*i

5 -

?.,;[~ﬁ/,rlfl the fleld._ Research questlons were posed and deflnltlons .;;jfﬁfy;wﬂ?

O i

. = o o e
R and llmltatlons were presented.E;The follow1ng chapter will 'k/-} R

"‘,"ﬂp?: present a selectlon of the related research.
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.  * - REVIEW OF LITERATURE = - | °
T ‘ ’ . ThlS chapter W1ll present a. selected rev1ew of ol
; the 11terature relevant to the toplc of thxs study :Thev, . ”"‘gl ﬂf
&f{ B C -chapter is leided 1nto seven sectlons' A :‘ B
.“ﬁ:'.: . L " :4:{1. Early sEhdles on. factors related to . - o \'Zj ' :
,Q‘ ( a :. unlver51ty achlevement,“ ’”1"_"55 o N Iid~fh;;
i e :J'j,;l,‘i-in:gi,flz > The relatlonshlp between type of | ' B g
: ‘ ‘.?f; | }.;5\ ‘ llv1ng accOmmodatxon and grade p01nt f{: 11.3‘:f; ;i'
0 l'm; B]lj; average at un1versaty,1 .
N
.~<L' TRt “The relatlonshlo between personal

'"”“g‘3;ﬁ45‘ ;hff:iilﬁu‘ background factors of agel sex,'~d;*3*“

. sl N San - o o

lf*ﬁﬁ'i,f‘g R - -g*.u mar1ta1 status and rellglous.affll-f“

iatlon and grade 901nt averagexat

unlver51ty, .

o . . .. PR PP
. A
- .. o,

,ﬁgpﬁ'“3ﬂ.,5;f The relatlonshlp between plgh school

' graduatlng average and grade p01nt
;lrf'=~‘-hfi.33j,,‘ average at unlver51ty,
.!.-. . “r; . .' . ' ‘ . o > L ; . .
R - 6y The relatlonshlp between measured [gﬂ

' 1nte111gence and grade po;nt average g

P ‘ n.' at unlver31ty, ’kjg . K“u“f”U?‘f%ff",
2. Summary and conc1u51ons., - - .
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_Unlvér51ty°Ach1evement ' f‘;u”;j:;iv:' L - .gfw

‘."the predlctlon of achlevement at unlvers1ty Wherever Aﬂ

f.' ;’ﬂ Durfllnger (1943) reV1ewea studles that were made

. scores,3 52 and, achlevement*test scores,. 48.-

" success 1n Colleges of Arts and Science and Teacher Colleges.hi}ﬂ:‘

- o o 7 TR L
! : . ’ N T
- N N e s et S T
.3 . v
° .. .
~ * ! N . et
. R . D
N .
i . . .
&, .
. B Lt . ., , . Sy
Y : ot e e D ‘\ oo ’ 1} .

Early Studles on Factors Rel ted to}a v ”"cf'~eﬁiufgl”f' : “'“xl}"j;ﬁ‘

. I "

’ A vast amount of researéh has been carrled out on ¢

[n} . - - ‘f

'

i ' ) . .
'p0591ble, thlS rev1ew of llterature w111 llmlt 1tself to o 35

R R VP PP PEIR e Sl

studles s;nce 1960 exceptions occur where the majorlty of j;é”’ﬁﬂ'
,»studles 1n a’ partlcular\area Were madevprlor to 1960. E :
T ’ .

. 1) .
from 1934 to 1943.,=These studles 1nclude cme seventy—flve coe

coeff1c1ents based Qn the followlng var1ables* hlgh school

. ;C~‘<vt““iﬁ
average, 1ntalllgence test scores, general achlevement tesb ‘ f]rﬁ;;l
{

scores and personallty factors. Correlatlons wlth freshman

"v.

grades 1ncluded hlgh school average,».SS' 1ntelllgence test

I Garrett (1949) prov1ded a comprehensxve revrew of ' .

the llterature deallng w1th factors related to scholastlc'flfgft'““"

iHe reported on: 194 studles between 1919 and 1947r“\ é_:ftf»;$@h3}h
"rev1ew led to the follow1ng conclu31ons :Ji‘fLA{f*jf“l Atj"wifﬁ?“l:'
. The flve factors W1th the greatest predlctlve 2;ﬂ3ﬁifix
( value were. ‘, u ,~~ o : . ’ ' "hg. . _' ,' . o
o ) .:;fa)';ngh school scholarshmp, .made . up’ ﬁ‘jf’ji; ‘ O
.., ~ ...t - of high' school: ‘average and rank‘ ' - - IR L
W e s i graduatlng class, /with-'cor- - .. - iU s
S ey ‘relations. of. .56 and/ 550 i N
;."g\'12*5\"“3‘;respect1ve1y, ' / R ”;v».'“{r,_' S
L. % .7 b) - General, achlevement tests, w1th Jﬁ:-gf"i"‘.' L
w0 Afjg-a correlation of .. 49, LA e A
R ,‘qp)b,Intelllgence ‘test scores, with . ;
't L a correlation of t.47,. . o ‘fgjﬂ",;,-',‘.‘ﬂ;ggiggn
.7 d) " General aptitude ‘test'.scorgs; ' . 0 ucoT L
s Y 2hwith oan correlatlon of w43 w0 e e
e 8), - Special . -aptitude’ test’ scores,'\“. “ PR 5
SN ‘~;w1th a; correlatxon of 41 AR R : et
. D R " T‘l o ,‘ S .
o (. [ s . A \ !
. e .Cl»r‘: - \
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'n_.: oo N . ' . ,
Y U e “'.¢é, No con31stent dlfference was found\between men 1 Dl
g ST and women in relaxlon to thelr hlgh school standlng or RS it
,:' e e L , i »; ° ) W N .. 2..
b T o o, , - Q L3
i AR : r.college performance. , : "é,f
b ,-‘\'<\ N “‘; :: : s - e ‘e I'-' - A C e e, .. N . : 3 !
Do . ot .o ) R
o ;.; 3“. When 1ntelllgence scores were examlned, the S
. - o ‘ L ‘ s
e sco;es of women were correlated more closely w1th college S
<L R , t
_ . success than were the soores df men. f l]jg:j.ﬂ}~.'\ " - E
. 2 et a Tt J'r. .
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Age dld not play too important a role. There
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and multlple predlctors were used. He found rank ln class

”,.‘ '.4“,"‘]{ :’.“‘ - ( .

58), hlgh school aVerage'( 54) and general achlevement

e ,test scores ( 54) correlated hlghest wlth colleg fréshman¢f

.l

e . s

grades.3 when these three predlctors were comblned, the l«f{fﬁ“if
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:separately for males and femaies, thus hlnderlng compar— ;U»Q

i A : T, Q
Vfg’ﬁ,f ‘ fznf” ablllty among some anEStlgathns. Research was also needed
‘ﬁg }h" {J SN 1nto the relatuonshlps between performance and dlfferent

e [ o .

e PEREE segments of the range df ab111ty H\f :

ﬂlﬂj'«:;h_. :f, »", - The predlctors 1nvest1gated in. the above studles
T , e )
' L accounted for about forty—flve per cent of the varlatlon in

‘. ‘,

. " academlc performance. Whlle no SLngle factor accounted for.'

Py - . ,r

thls much varlatlon, more than halﬁ of the varlance remalns

! ”:ﬁr unexplarned o s ORTIEE
o e e e T e e e T

Aﬁ{*n)'.. The Relatlonshlp ‘Beétween ' @ype of LlVlng Acc0mmodat10n
,ﬁl;; o and- Grade P01nt Average at Unlversitxw_“ AT

‘-.' N e
. N o

B Alfert (1966)~1nvest1gated the relatlonshlp between

the hou81ng arrangements of 153 students and the drop-out

?yh problem Hls results 1nd1cated that dropplng outfwas related
h."to the type of 11v1ng accommodatlon chosen,othe hlghest .
wwf;knumber ofxdrop-outs was reported from,those students Ln "";
. boardlng houses‘and those students llwlng at homet ~Men s‘ |
dormn.torles, gsvoc:l.etles and co—operatlves had the lowest
ﬂ'f:‘number of drop-outsr:. & .:‘ ‘ . erwﬂ?

vy
A KRN

b PR

?;531‘ o between 11v1ng accommodatlon and academ;c achlevement of .

f%@fAh i ”..T‘fﬁgif . Prusok and walsh (1964) studled the relatlonshlp
!
! * V

S Sy

e

Q}:“*fpﬁiiwhen academic ablllty was controlled, there was no dlfference

oo . "‘ .’h'

Tq'ln the ad]usted grade p01nt averages among freshmen llVlhg
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ablllty through the use of the Amerlcan College Testlng

.

Progr and hrgh school grades. The present 1nvest1gator

o

w1ll\use the Lorgi-Thorndike Intellﬂgence Tests and hlgh

.
- " . Y
-, . . -. . ! .
R

school grades 1n an attempt to repllcate the flndlngs of

Prusok and Walsh.“ Prusok and Walsh used.an anaiysls of

R

S e tmies

7 ot

from l 070 puplls._ The present study W1ll not examlne data

from fraternltles but w111 further d1V1de the off campus ' S

group 1nto apartment dweblers and boardlng house dwellers. };f ,gi: lmiﬁ
-%,ﬁ.,“:ﬁ Hountras and Brandt (1970); n explorlng the,fd<';r.:.%lhnfh,hl
reiatlonshrp betheen type of student resxdence and.academac j;’}f:{:£:
L% achlevement,;found that the comblned grau§“6f5 e51dence hall"iulh: :3
‘students had a hlgher~mean grade p01nt‘average than dld ' X
students who’re51ded off—campus.‘ They:found(no< ‘ ‘h} g
dlfferences when they compared the type of.colleee the ' e
tudents attended h‘ffﬁ;(:;;.f.{; _,:,i.u_,wuiiﬁ{%lp;;f:jh _,;i: :
V ' Matson (1963) studled flve types of 11V1ng accommo-N;}f}tl‘ :
datlon’at Indaana UnlverSLty‘to determlne thelr relatlonshlp‘ ~ ?

to academlc potentlal, acadeﬁlc achLeVement and the !ength

of stay at thevunlver51ty;, He grouped the thlrty frater—'-'

‘e

iAo .

nltles at the unlver51tyraccord1ng to hlgh prestlge, middlef\l.

prestlge and 1ow prestlge,:two other types of 11v1ng accom—\j::f‘y
N CA \ '. , - ) '_‘.<

modatlon‘studled were dormltory students and off-campus A f?
students.f He. found hlgh prestlge fraternltles had studentsiifQ;trj}' E
of hlgher academlclpotentlalathan dld'the other four groups;f":t 1 a
however, by the fourth year no substantlal.darferences:,:E%:i};ﬂjﬂfu'

exlsted between the flve campus groups. He attrlbuted thls f‘”‘ '
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achievement .

more hkely to drolp out of unlversn:y when ‘lJ.Vlng off-campus o

,.Afor in a’ res:.dence—hall \

. . ) ‘ . ‘ h -~ ' ) o !
~fJ.nd1,ng to the dropplngx out of low ab111ty students prlor :
,~to the senlor year... ‘No’ statlstlcally s:.gnlflcant trends , §
,were reported between the fJ.ve types ‘of. lJ.vn.ng accommodatlon' . .'_ o ?
.and the academlc.‘g‘rade p01nt a‘verage.: HOWever, the results “\:;' ,;".,“%
:;"”Alndlcated that fraternltles v;lth an. average or better ', ‘ :
'.'r'eputation and re51dence halls prov1ded the best atmosphere :

.'for academlc achlevement. Those students 11v1ng off-campus

N

."or 1n a low prestlge fraternlty scored lower on academic , '“fv. BN

FJ.nally. the study reported that students are

,' '“‘ﬁ"'-Matson s study lS 1mport‘ant to the present mvest:.-

of 1ow ab111ty students prlor to thelr sem.or year. If the e
1ow risk students have dropped out, then um.vers:.ty accom—'»v
modatlon 1s not a factor 1n determlnlng grade poz.nt avera@e._; :

4
P

However, 1f a relatlvely homogeneous group remams and the SR

grades are’ st:.ll d:.fferent, ’then dropplng out prlor to the S )

fourth year would have to be el:.mlnated as a‘

,,,) e

, ctbr caus:.ng -

homogene:.ty between such groups:.‘~ Matson s f:LndJ.ngs are all L

he more 1mportant because of the controls he used J.n hJ.S

+
, ‘. ~
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pWHofpledged a fraternlty Were less~11kely to drop out,,.;','”‘ ‘/(5
ifthe academlc achlevement of fraternlty members was as hlgh '4_ -

”{as, if not hlgher than, that of 1ndependent students, both

etln the freshman year and over the four year perlod ﬂ: ?'.

, ‘ Call (19’74Q matched‘tl&lvo hundred resn.dence students
’f;wlth two hundred commutlng students.on the'basrs of sex, :
Lucollege class, marltal status and rntelllgence to determlne

\

'.whether the scholastlc averages of re51dent students at E~" fw

',l

\,_, ST

Pro .

P et R iy, et
R P R

“York College,APennsylvanla, were': 51gn1f1cantly dlfferent AR

e l

'. !.

.\.‘.

N

7from those of commutlng students.

. ;a~

‘ ‘W,;*:no 51gn1f1cant dszerence~between resxdent and commuting

xHe found that thexe was “i\j.kf::*

‘.\\

thereif

tently hlgher averages than dld re51dence students,'

'ﬁ'as‘no srgn1f1¢ant dlfference.i Unfortunately, Call d1d notvy

Lt -

provrde lnformatlon on the natu;e pf the commutlng students

students 11v1ng rgz

*ift f1ve factors- ac

s .

o

em:c success, persOnallty, part1c1patlon
;m=:‘;: 1n extra—currlcula

PR

and 1nvolvement 1n community affalrs.~fStudents frém the

e
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the samples he then:examlned the total resxdent and~commut1ng‘,i;;fv'u.

ct1v1t1es, study hablts and attltudes,ﬁ:'lﬁ?yfiv‘
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'"fthan those students 11v1ng off campus rn boardlng houses,

'Zdesplte the fact that the off-campus gﬁplls Had the second

et L e S

'n;f;‘g.‘ﬂ 'ng hlghest hlgh school average of the gr ups studled He dld B l&

;- ff‘f'~:7r"£not control for 1ntelllgence, nor d1d he study female

TR lfunlver51ty students. Smallwood's study was’ llmrted to "ﬂ;
'*,,;f only four types of on-campus res1dence settlngs and off—

ﬁ;'x:".’i' . f~'campus lodglng students. ;t'“.tt*

¥

"hs’fJﬂﬁ e i..r _ Grant (1968) studled the relatlonshlp between type ghf .

'JOf unlverslty hOUSlng and academlc achlevement.: She d1d ;‘5;i‘ e
. iﬂnot flnd a 51gn1flcant relatlonshlp between academic fj,;;“'h__: S j
?‘ ';an the Studles Of the effeCts”°f 11V1n9 accommodatlon on ;rfi}f};;J\f%;F
:uffriunluer91ty grade p01nt average.‘ Many of the studles dld ,3?i“5:;.4i“u:ff
kn'5u~¥Qf.;not‘alv1de off-campus housing, to account for the dlfferent s )
I ”{-;iitYPeS-STCh as~}1Vlng at home’ 11V1n9 ln an apartment or '

f{; ;;ﬁllv1ng 1n a boardlng-house.; Furthermore, few studles n fmtkfoL

"

fexamlned one faculty, dlfferences may exlst 1n the academlc

s

Ceoce T SR : x.,‘frl;
”‘4; ,expectatlons of students enrolled 1n dlfferent facultles.rkw Y

.
% v . . et :[\L— L ‘;"(l
ﬁﬁ SR 'T'The present 1nvestlgatlon w1ll attempt to broaden the I
9‘"; < . v
YN T o 0
A “—lnfOrmatlon 1n these“areas as well as attempt to resolve :
Rl B % w‘l‘.‘ "‘. .
%éj : Tthe comments by Matson regardlng nqn—51gn1flcant dlfferences
P .. ".«1n unlverSLty grade polnt average due to’ the 11v1ng accom-="j¢?;zu'
L0 Tt Do il . ‘ RS RN S
S {fmodatlon for Senldr students.q o "
JE L I A A 2
K : B NPT :
B " N VL
‘- : o n :
S, ., SR '~1f,‘t . AP S Bl
."*.'“‘?l}"'-,f'.';'.“..:l:’f- R e e T ”"“‘"‘-‘*“‘"“”"“ SN B s
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™. TR 20.
X ., o . 2 . " oo . ‘ - . e ‘
, . The Relatxonshlp of. D:Lstance Commuted and Grade - EE ARAS
‘ Pornt Average at Un:.versﬂ:l j"“’ RRRR e .;' T

A rev1ew of the lz.terature falled to 1e§'caté any . -

B

:_ S o ; studles in whlch dlstance commuted and 1ts effects on ):he
.. ’ - . : LIS R -

grade po:Lnt average of students was 1nvest1gated lt lS A

g e kv A

i

. hoped that thJ.S study Qin prov1de 1nformat10n on- the o ’,‘;.f‘.'
: relatlonshlp between these two factorsw. , It 1s of partlcular -
- ‘ .'m(\portance to examlne the factor of dlstance commuted smce b\"i
SR S ) ‘may lnfluence not only the type of llvmg acconunodatxon RS . -
d but also the' unaverslty grade po:mt average. N Call's study ’ §
. of _:r,esxldence and commutmg’ students, for sexample, dld not , g
( 1nvest1gate the effects of dlstance commuted. . S % ;.;'jf:'.,
a . The Relatlgnshlp Betvueeh Background Factors and B h ‘
: UnJ.vers‘J.t‘y!Grade Poz.nt Average R o 3.' o | Vi
g \ ‘ l.,:_ Age ‘as. factor 1n unlvers:Lty grade pomt average. \ ) Ai
‘% .. At Memor1a1 Unlvers:Lty,‘ SOth. and vMoore (1970) studled a~
2 o fnumber .of poss:.bi.e correlates of academlc adjustment.., They, : : '.,
‘ E“i * found that younger students (18 and below) dlsplayed better :
oL “,','\_'.Icu‘rrlcular adjustment than d1d students l9rand over.. S
% - - \ . . ) - ‘-"'Sulllvan (196}) l studled the factors that may vhave\
%E /\) j".",.‘contrlbuted to a lack of ~;uccess for a group‘. of Memor:.al | % /
Z{; -",’;,‘/f : Unlverszlty students..‘ He found that the proportlon .of fall‘ﬂre - ‘
1{ N "-’;v..‘.j;\",*'was lower for students flfteen and 51xteen years 7of age, S
, : "-‘_w',however, he d1d not fmd' a correspondlng hlgh proport:.on of \
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to the fact that 1n 1966 mature students (those wlthout

T unlver51tx entrance requlrements but over thelr twenty— : -

flrst blrthday) ‘were flrst admltted : The factor of mature

‘ students 1s sflll relevant to the present.study N S'f -*:»'

BTN RN SR PR L Ll g '

i}';.:” .Ai - ",_ N Frerlchs (1973) related the academlc achlevement

of 1, 435 female nur51ng students to age (younger or older.“!

i;f "';' . ”j°' than twenty-three), marltal status and nurs1ng experlence.'
LA . .. . \\\ ,
R f She found that students in the older age range achleved

grade pomnt averages approx1mate1y one grade poxnt hlgher : L

. . - ! .
»‘. oo L , . ‘

than the younger students.:“

5. -

ﬂ::}“;fi ii-; qu}ﬁﬂfﬁn; usso £1969) studled the relatlohshlp between flrst

'semester freshman and flrst semester sophomore gradé"p01nt - ”ri"l'Atw
T%. ““:;fgf;f averages;ﬁ He found that students who were above the medlan ﬁé}:'f;'l b
?%ﬁj ix C age.of the populatlon uhder study were more successful than»iw,igﬁylt{
| '; students below the medlan age.:fliff"‘ ' '..’ f'. . f} Q‘ e e
‘ A number of'studles dlsagreed w1th the use of age ‘.if?;?!ikﬂ,

\fas a predlctor, 51nce thelr flndlngs reportedoa lack of ‘1,fd‘if"

X <,‘ 4 o ,‘

”351gn1f1cant dlfferences betWeen dlfferent age groups.w~;;;i_7ﬂlﬁ' s

L Lavrn (1965),'report1n§ on- hlS rev1ew of llterature related
PR "',‘v'\ . \~. N ’ .".:_

-to the predlctlon of academlc performance, found that nolh',}z
;1‘:-: : r\generallzatlon regardlng the‘effect of age on academlc

achlevement could be made, 51nce the studles 01ted were

}{:jff contradlctory. iﬂéf .' ”_ 4 : . : L .}
‘jf{ffff;ﬂ Jex (1966), 1n establlshlng predlctlon tables for 'E ;

thevstate of Utah, dld not break down the college-bound vw[ﬁff:.f

ﬁV,fj‘,iayf‘ populatlon by age. He consldered thls 1mpractlcal desplte “”e';ﬁ;f

demonstrated dlfferences 1n performance, because the Lfﬂ];x‘f‘ffﬁ;.ﬁ

g

. 3
(PR SR
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X N " £ . 22.
‘: result:.ng g.ncreased forecastlng efflclency of such break—"
' downs seemed rather small compared to the 1ncreased work
GRS | - . >
f . 1nvolved oo g S " . C ‘ IR o
% A Lafferty (1969) stud:.ed the 1nf1uence of age on:
‘ ‘the PredlCtabllltY of. graduate recoz;d exam:.natxons wand f.ound_'
% _ .no. 51gn1f1cant dlffer,eaces J.n the means of graduate record _ .

.

‘-"'ﬁ.' 3 o .. " eany age group

R 1 Grant (1968) reported that age showed no sn.gnlflcant'i
) . S relataonshlp to academlc achievement... “ _ '.“41':;"" ) -
‘ \: Lo “':L S 'Dhus, the results of studles on the effect of age o ~
b wdl ; ._'—Ton‘um.vers:.ty gra‘de p01nt average haVe been elther‘ 1ncon—“~"~.".
' : clus1ve or’contradxctory The present study hopes to further 5
" .-‘, a examlne the faé\tor of: age.- Many ‘of’ the prev:.ous studles ‘
Vel exammed age as \berng 1n cat\e'gorles.‘; Thls study w1ll deal :
w1th age asAa ‘contlnuous varlable.?. '_‘ g L 'k" i
; ‘ ) ' 2 Sex as.a factor“m unlyer51ty gradevp.o::.nt average. - 3
Endler and Stelnberg (1963) found that whlle females dJ.d not‘ . :
: dlffer apprec:Lably from males on \hlgh school performance, |
’ females dJ.d s:.gnlflcantly better than males on flrst year . R
‘ ;" unlverslty grade pornt average.,_.. In addltmn, males exhlblted:'il
;t ‘a smgnlflcant ‘drop in oyerall academ:.c performance from ., .
?‘; o hlgh school to college, females dld not’exhn..bzl.t such a drop. f
When Endler and Stelnberg exammed the drfferent predlctors SRR
of aptltude and achlevement they found that females were ‘-"‘."

.._. RS .. - N ‘\ .
BB more predlctable than maleﬁ m that the correlatxons ’be- : i

~« o

tween the dlfferent pred:.ctor var:.ables and f::.rst ~year

B e o . .: ' . -.‘ .
oLt un:.vers:.ty grade p01nt average were hn.gher ’for females than :
,3: ,' .V B Vv - . .. ! ,'
(‘}‘ ‘-‘: . )A"*',‘,;;’:""/Aﬁ e -';,‘h e PR ,,_.”_,,,, ,....', . - - e ‘. (m N Lt T e ey e .

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



‘,'...',J—-:o-r' T

t - e . . . e Lo . X Lo o —_— .
. oot . . . I PR . B i L ,
o et R T vt mree e o PO R R U= N r‘*“”.
. . . h N - T L e
. e . s PN . ' .
' M - . . [ v

4 ).; .
e Truesdell (1972) studred the records of 1, 258 ST ,{f
T S A\ S R
students to determlne the predlctlve accuracy of flve . @p
.Amerlcan College Test scores on grade p01nt average. He :

found that whlle males had s1gn1f1cantly hlgher Amerlcan {a~' 'v"~f;_iﬁ“

%

o [
AR . ollege Test scores, females had 51gn1f1cantly hlgher mean.A

Py ‘ grade p01nt averages." - _j,*ﬂ s S A

T | e, Hew1tt and Goldman (1975) found that for a glven
,ablllty proflle college women, On the average, achleVed Lff%yf

hlgher grades than dld men., They reported that thls dlffer-.:ﬂfi

A A A S Ko

j,l Zwifence ‘was probably an artlfact of the sex dlfferences 1n

_ ,major fleld ch01ce._m | - ~‘;i" fﬁ 'ﬂ' 3‘ ;
% A Duff and Slegal (1960) studled overachlevement 1n : .
2' ‘ ‘fifan.attempt to determlne the relatxonshlp between personaf . };~:f;f:: 5
l'i"?}ffj;nyff:-fhlstory data and academlc overfand—under achlevement ,V/'f%;ﬁffiﬁfh‘f5‘fg

.....

L

““,aTherr concluSLOn was that females tended to utlllze thelr '.Ei*”

ablllty more effectlvelx«than/dld males.,jr;f lﬁﬁgfj*;'f“;,ﬁfl;\37:}fgyﬂn

.m" ¥

Sodh1 and Moore (1975), 1n thelr study of correlates ff<,nlrgff

3:of academlc adJustment at Memorlal UnlverSLty, found females

' to be more mature.and to hold a hlgher comp051te score on ,'}"ﬂ-*

"

3
b
% o . - ’ AN
i"'f AR the Borow s College Inventory of Academlc Adjustment.um.'f.. RIS
;. Coco e o N N B '}.Qﬂfﬁf
; Sulllvan (1966), ln hlS study of the factors that
&Q‘;i.:;f J‘f»ffcontrlbuted to a lack of student success durlng the Chrlstmas

’ . ' a )' e 4 . ’. N
‘examxnatlons at Memorial Unlver51ty, found the percentages e e

i

"?{of females who falled to be lower than the percentage of

a

‘ﬁl-;lflg; f,55wumales who falled. Furthermore, the‘percentage of females

: L ‘\who d1d well was hlgher than the percentage‘of males who
S - - TR .
, B » ! ' 1 , )
'; . o R s
: PP RPN ' T T e »
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’ multlple regress:Lon anf,.

‘ an attempt to predlct‘ grade pomt average at the end of ‘ A

' scores of s:Lx hlgh school courses were the predlctor .\.

' \.-‘ - ".;' j\ . il ’
. i . . R . . . A . ; Vo
2 Fou o pescare .‘:‘{ PRSP r'w;:"'-»«d-f ot ' ‘,"-,.‘,', RIS .
i ‘ . - : - \' ;i
i v T 4 e E:
] o £
1 24!‘ s !‘
= x° R
Michael,» et al.

'

(1962) found that when a group of
A

209 male and 233 female freshman grade po:.nt averages vwere

compared, usmg hlgh\uool grade p01nt average and o - L ¢
Scholastlc Aptltude Test scores as’ predlctorsr the achleve-— 4
ment of femafl.es in. hberal art colleges could be predlcted coe

l' N N N A ‘
: B .‘ . . o

w1th greater accuracy than that of men..

T T S s e St 8 SOIL I By ) i bR .t
[ . Lo L A
N B B T '~: ' S

Lew1s (1962) studled l 158 men and 840 women to s

\ . ST
select from a batter/y of elevén predlctor varlables those
var:.ables wh:.ch would y:.eld the best predlctlon of flrst S SR

[N

quarter grade po:l.nt average. , Estlmates of 'the crlterlon

flrst year unwers;mty. They found higher correlatlons on

= all varlables for females thanlfor males. D . , RRETHRRS 5

f'. Hossem:. (1975) ; comparlng groups of successful,

unsuccessful and average pup.tls, found that* females 1n

« ,H \v

general scored hlgher mean grade p01nt averages than dld(

males, both 1n h:.gh school and J.n unlversa.ty

e

s r/'“, . v,

. of the Clty of New VYork Unlvervslty. College 'freshman grade

po:mt average was used as fthe dependent varlable wh:.le the

'
&
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FAE,

arfd 8 951 females who were ln grade thJ.rteen 1n Ontarlo
w1th academJ.c grades Jover a’ permd of three years 1n fJ.ve Ay

] Ontarlo unlverSJ.tles. L

o AmerJ.can Colleges._

' °btalned grade pomt averges of 2 50 or above““

= 251
varlables. 'Thelr findlngs showed females ‘to, be more / .
pred%table than males in academ.c settlngs. . S '
) o

Seashore (1962) analyzed data for predlctlng high

schdsl and college grades from the leferentlal Apt:l.tude

~.Test and reported sex dlfferences favorlng females when

all subtests were admlnlstered 4, ™ |
USlng an analys:.s of yarlance technlque, Stanley 2 :
(J)967) showed that over a s:.x-year per:.od female freshman ’ ‘ ,
grades 1n th:.rteen coeducat:.onal state colleges 1n Georg:.a "“7"
were better pred:.cted by a standard:.zed verbal aptltude i ‘

test than were the grades of males.-,.' ::,j: g 'f‘\,‘,‘:' " R

Khan (1973) correlated scores on« a pred:.ctor battery,

\

i cludlng aptltude and achlevement‘ tests,

for 10 379 males N

PRt
\.,

S »
,.' .!.. ‘ e s

\,x >
v R

HJ.s conclus:.ons were that the

correlatlons between pred:.ctors and achlevement for females S " T

a .
’-
'

wére hlgher than 51m11ar correlatlons for males. . -~ RN
Astln (1971) presented selectlon data for 2 300

Hn.s flndn.ngs J.nd:.cated that women tended

to, get better(grades thanrmen durmg the:.r freshman years. ,'.{":

Half of the women,‘ as cgmpared with a th:.rd of the men,

b By contrast ’

.a‘- . ‘i . . T

tw1ce as many men ,btaln d freshmen grade p01nt averages

°

below l 50 on; a fou‘ Pq nt scale. e e e

RS : PRI
' . i ‘
N

Aller (1963) ln‘stlgated student marital ad;ustment

and related 1t to academ:.c chlevement. : He found that
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) -‘;-fbeen found., In addltlon, the debate as to the 1nf1uence . .‘
of the sex factor contlnues. Jex (1965) 3 as one example,

Y
LIS

B ‘~"‘ \, r . .'«~
, Even though the research

) ,elther there was no sex dlfference, or females had hlgher

X ’ e

' ‘ "2'6".' M

hJ‘o.gher grade point averages me'r:é‘.e‘arned by\married womeh:

' than by marr:.ed men. ‘ |
| Altus (1961) correlated hiqh school averag‘e, the . ‘7 : ) \
Scholastic Aptltude Test and 51xty items from a study—habn.ts y
quest;onnalre with fJ.rst semester grades and found females ,
more predlctable than males. 1 R . ( . -

Lav1n (1965) . ln a rev1ew of research related to
the - predJ.ct:Lon of academlc performance, found that the ) s

correlat:.on between lntelllgence and performant:e was hJ.gher

: for females than for males, that J.s, the performance of x‘\‘--v",‘ ‘

M i

.

s

correlatlons w1th 1ntelllgence than d1d males. Females - AR o
g performance 1n umver51ty was more nearly 1n accord w:.th t

o

the:.r measured ablllty. i ’_ ‘.,‘, AR 3

Contradlctory resul’ts to Lavm s research has sxnce

‘1n establ1sh1ng predlctlon tables for the state of Utah R

'found women to be more predlctable than men. However ¥ he "

-dJ.d not develop separate predlct.ton tables éor each Tex. B

“Women, although they achleved better than men, 'ln college,
: N ':. ¢ 4'.;\ ‘ o

T
N .

also achn.eved better than men :.n h:Lgh schoolll. Payne, 51:_ PRI

' «4 .a1.> (1973) 5 J.n the appllcatro‘n of b10graphical data to the .

v s
sl




, N 3 - : DT ; . .." ‘L-..',’. - \ N
‘f' ] i r . i‘ P s " - ‘. iy - )
i ° ) s R
5 ) g ’ 5 . .
S : c
i ’ v ‘
g L S SO
‘§ - predlctlon of academlc achlevement, dld not flnd females
- o 3 ‘ ;
E . to be more predlctable than- males. Lovett (1969), Mazur
§ - “(1968) and WOrthingtOn (.19"69_)4 , in .separ‘at‘e .:_stud.les, examined
3 - the influenee of bioc‘graphic'al'-'.f.actors on’ academic achieve-
- ment and re‘ported ‘a 'nonsignificant .relat-ionship bet‘ween'

: ’ sex and achle‘?ement Jones (197Q) correlated scores on

: the Short Test of Educatlonal Abll:Lty and second—s\emester
R : grades m varloug/ subject area,so for 284 male and 263 female

¥ ,' . ‘ . students An the’ seventh grade.. H‘e d:Ld not flnd any s;Lg—'

m.flcant dlfferences between males and females. ’

v

e 8 :;" Despite the debate over the %ﬁnfluence of sex on

.

" -~
‘s -

males and do perform better 1n un:.versrty Hence, 1t 1.s

N
o -
oy

. Ca . e

level the dlfferences 1n achlevement between males and
fémales.*:f;-5571*;;,:*vz."Aﬂ***«afa;;.-ﬂ.;vfs

favor the stat%ment that females are more predg.ctable than

related to achxevement .m unlversity. G:Lven the major:n.ty
of studles\ that favor females over males J.n predrctlon and

actual achlevement 1t 13 1mportant to exam1ne on a iocal

3.1 Marltal status as a factor J.n unlverSLty grade

v . . .
L 0
o PN

- 2

w. o7,

18 P
e AL S e T
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s:Lngle veterans at the Unlver51ty of Wlsconsz.n. _ He found

‘ that the marrled veteran was academlcally more successful

¥
B

hd

et e L e BT T L T

';i‘m'portant to examlnﬂ the role of the Sex factor J.n any study ',"" G

p_lnt average._\ Frump (1947) StudIEd a group of marrled an,d

s than the smngle veteran.. Furthermore, he found those who 1: ;.

f were marrled and had chlldren earned hJ.gher grades than those,"
A B R T who were marrled w1thout chlldren.

i 1" - ; ;' I -.
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AP m";ﬂ~: Frederlksen and Sthrader (1951)'1nvestlgated fresh- "iy' PRI
o ' men and sophomores Ln 51xteen Amerldan COlleges and found %
¢ ‘ S . ' .". . o : . !
- a 51gn1flcant tende fqr marrled veterans to scholast- S &
U 1cally outperform 'ngle veterans.'~f" ,h"ff‘gl~_ ’f 3 i
R L : ' e R S
NETAR RO _'gfﬁ;'_' In a. study of a. somewhat dlfferent type ﬂamllton R i
'? . ' :~; {511947) reported that veterans were dorng work superlor“to 'J“,"hag:
" 3 ,'."'. -C' ‘ .I: el . ['“.. [ '. i . .

3

S ... that done ln thelr years prlor to marrlage. ;i:%w ‘h: ‘”~'.'V REAREIRS

Vmﬁ:';m'i . ;:fﬁ.\f“i;; Aller (1963) 1nvest1gated student marltal adjustment ff',;Vf
L AR . and’. related 1t to academlc achlevement., She £ound that the°' .
1i»f,--x‘ Aig":f~ grade 901nt averages of marrled men and women were hlgher -

P than the grade p01nt averages of 51ngle men and women.ij

. s e - AN o, o 'S '
. Student parents earned sllghtlx hlgher grade p01nt averages s
. . o ‘v . . ." ."./..-‘ 2 , . v-
e than dld nonparents.‘ ngher grade‘p01nt aVerages were -

::mﬂwf"been_marg edrall four Qf thelr‘college years to-students

N N
. 0
LR o e !
r. .
> ’ . . e(
RN R ‘A
1

;Tg"::tjﬁ%; equai schoIastlc ablllty There was no 51gn1f1cant dlffer—i*”“"*'

'

%{ 'in§;§f };E 'ence 1n grade p01nt average, although the 51ngle students

ol %;}zy obtalned a sllghtly hibher grade polnt average.‘lThls study

AT . RN 5 - o
. r~‘,~ ' \")"“ T .
' Sy R has sxgnlfxcance for.the present 1nvest1gat10n 1n that 1ts _Jrrﬂ¥t33~

CORERNY
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generallzablluty of the‘study open to questlon., B

o
s .

In contrast, Frer;chs (1973) studledul 435'femaleh~a‘f,“ R
: - v e IR
nur51ng students 1n Illln01s anﬂ found that marrled women A

. e

i SR
- achleved one grade pofnt hmgher than dld thelr slngle b . g;
e - s f

; - ‘ ] “? VT S
g_ semester freshman aﬁd flrst semester sophomore grade p01nt

_,lh.’yay'z. ) averages of a group of students“attendlng Arizona junlor

i e rcolleges.~ He found that students who were marrled acpleved
1E Lo E'f a hlgher grade p01nt average than d1d unmarrled students.
"-{~.,‘f«5ﬂ,i}3x,¥gm:f‘.As w1th preVLOus factors, contradlctory results ’ 'fﬁ:{“ylﬁﬁ ﬁ

1,

0\ N ,".‘¢

grade pqdnt-aVerage» Because of the contradlctoryrresults

“m:
»
Ny
un
('1‘
H
m
l.Q
-
-
o7
T
-
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&y .
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o
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e
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B
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0
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e
.
H
0
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r’-
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o e AT el apa g e e o

BN ‘-

and the use of veterans, nur51ng students and Junlor college

puplls,~a further examlnatlon of the effecﬁ
. \ e . v DDA =
on unlver51ty grade poant average is necessary J
s R \q . o '.* Ty '

':fdn' Rellglon as a-factor ‘in unlver31ty gradeggolnt

o L. < oo
‘. s . , “

i AE e
;. e . average. Thls factor lS one of the more drfflcult to'fpb*,~, 2
B ~} evaluate as many extraneous varlables may affect any re- R LT

N

latlonshlps studled, examples of su¢h egtraneous varlables.~f*~‘

w”i¥1{"lg’1nc}ude dlfferlng value Systems.and dlffeilng comm1tments,f¢?"~

*

to\tﬁe paftlcular rellglonfd

K

.cateé'

E T i & TR CSPRTEIPRE SRS N )
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iif :;‘ . . partlcular rellglous affillatlon a member of the sample " . ﬂf
belongs because of the contlnged denomlnatlonal nature of .oi i?;&
: the school system in Newfoundlandaand Labrador.t What ‘ i : ” :%f.
effggﬁé thls type of system has,on unlverSLty educatlon is . c_ ~§f

7?' ' _j; f o unknown Thus, an ana1y51s w1ll ‘be .carried out to determlne,i‘ , ;11?5
Q?;“Tul : . “A w1th1n the llmltatlons of thlS study, 1f rellglous affili- r-"' 'H;
jA ;}'i _ ' : ,atlon lS related to unlver51ty grade pornt average. Ehe ‘ ‘i
;; :J i ,follow1ng studles outllne some flndlngs regardlng the effects . 3_}}.h‘
‘;., ) ;'}I f attendance at.a publlc or parochlal school on subsequent L l;ful
&%ﬁ '-?JQN:; grades, as. well as some of the problems lnherent 1n research -nt~:2$;t4“?

. 1nto thlSrtOplC.‘.‘:i}:T:f wfﬁAxtjﬁii;:&%;;;.ﬁn‘;ﬁljr: 3:{f :V' ﬂi'? q
‘izji Schnelder‘(l965) studled a number of varlables :‘;f,{fl?: ﬂt*“:”
affectlng pupl;c and Cathollc hlgh school graduates at T 1 :
j:’unlver51ty.,,Among the vaﬁlables compared were personalrty,;t ; ;
status, age at entrance.and unlverslty érade p01nt average:}‘fog;hiiliE';
The SLgnlflcant flndlngs support the statement that publlc:‘ hffff:;;;,fs

hlgh school graduates and Cathollc hlgh school graduates : .td

are more allkeothan dlfferent 1n the Varlables studled ; Noiyﬁf'

.- B ~:

'”;.SLgnlflcant dlfferences were found 1n the achlevement of

SN “
P 4,4

Uﬂthose puplls who contlnued b%yond the flrst_semester.-

©

:However,,publlc hlgh school graduates‘scores 51gn1flcantly

‘e
q R

"U-hlghér at the end of the flrst semester, when adjusted for

entrance examlnatlon scoresn “1}~ﬂ”‘

o e

Lav1n (1965) rev1ewed research relevant to the

B i'.‘.

“m}k«ik BT B
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3 « Lo - h I
:;{,;,jl’ff. L However, he.poxnted out the effect of soclo-economlc Y e j;;?
;ji I ; staths 'on the rellglous varlahle, when SOCLO-economlc :Vlﬂ‘ ‘ ;. “1?2
l. | status was\controlled, the effects of rellglon on.achleve- | "gﬁ
o'ment dlsappeared Furthermore, Lav1n p01nted out the | ‘wa
'; L P ;' unknown 1nfluences of value systems assoclated w1th dlfferent “%1
ﬂ' ' . . rellglons.. o : E o "; .I o S . | o P
.Hi;‘ oL : - ' Astin (1971) studled seleot1v1ty data for 2 300 Ei@nk R {ﬂ
: & | . Amerlcan colleges a%d reported that whlle Cathollo and non-.. .ij
:ﬁ;.: "f N {f;', Cathollc glrls obtalned srmllar freshman grade p01nt averages,."
B | " | the ‘catholic. glrls“ grade pornt averages were “Lower than ' ,f‘fl 5};
- T was predlcted,'glven thelr hlgh school grades and‘academlc‘; | n
‘ : ‘ablllty.:. R A '} o JTE . .I,
| . PR R . TR PR
N The Relatlonshxp Between ngh School Average and AR
L Unlver51ty Grade P01nt Average f“;n ”‘: ﬁy‘ ~5?5»v,¢jf}ﬂ
L SR 'WOnly two studles were fodnd to contradlct the ‘state=
*Q“'méht that.hlgh school average 1s the best slngle predlctor N
o - gra Sedlackl and Brooks

of unlver51ty grade pornt avexageTf
He " \,, ', a' o ..

e

: (1972) studred a number of predlctors of flrst semester .

freshman grade p01nt average and found that'hlgh school )

i o grades drd not correlate 51gn1frcantly w1th college grades ;
;\x'::‘a o for elther males or females..&;';fé‘ﬁzﬂnﬂﬂifa ; o | 'T
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IO IR 0 o s “ | X
3§1, cote “%‘”fnot flnd a. relatlonshlp between hlgh sohool‘graduatlng i
e : ; R -
§7f R average and un1vers;ty grade,pelnt average.‘if"yi ‘ ah
'i‘f TR | K There are many studles that support the posrtlon o - . \zx
ﬁl " that the hlghlschool record ls the best 51ngle predlctor *%‘
gq' ' of unlver51ty grade p01nt average.l For example, Wlse (1960) g
E: J demonstrated that .as’ the percentlle rank 1n the hlgh school a
; graduating class racreased so dld the percentage‘enterlng : 'f‘J

college and the percentage graduatlng from college..

0

S ~;:. . ? From a group of: nlne predlctors Conklln and Ogston

(1968) found hlgh school.average to be the best predlctor g}

:

L g: of flrst year success-at unlver31ty ‘fAmong the other

,.sr,‘.

:fnfﬁ: ‘ﬁ predlctors used were the Cooperatlve Academlc Ablllty Test, SREIN

- R A s

the Eysenck Personalrty Inventorygand the‘Taylor Manlfest

il . K

R T T

Y

By

=§}'fj;-g:#; 51ngle predlctor of flrst year flnal grade'averages to be‘*.ﬁw

A ‘ the hlgh school auerage.c Thls‘tlndlng‘uas based on’ a'f”fﬁ"“ ?
L;;f . :'1‘.ﬁ comparlson of varlous aptltude and ach;evement mea‘;res, ‘ - o
1;5;J!'fA'fﬂfﬁﬁi;?{L . McCormlck and Asher (1964) stﬁdled the Otls rest .- ﬂ}#:%ﬁ;“ ‘
ézdﬂ B ‘gh:‘ °f Mental Maturlty, the SChOlaStlc Aptltude Test, The\School/ T ,2
;zTT éj;igfili and College Ab111ty Test, the hlgh school grade oornt‘average 1
§§' ; S%A'I“ni«and the grades earned in flve currlculumlareas durlng the /'-ﬂ" .

;; RENEN . th;ee years of senlor hrgh’school 1n order to predxctlthe ”(f}f;;~g3ﬁ? ﬂﬁ
%; -; grade p01nt average 5} students 1n.severa1 collegesff The /.fdfkﬁfrl.?
§;~ ) ) best 51ngle predlctor was found to be the hlgh school .f[ﬁi:“ ." -

?? . ?' average,.wlth a correlatlonjof 59 ~MThe best comblnatlon;:;“. e
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fThls comblnatlon gave a correlatlon of .69. The authors

ot

RN - “o , Co < . L Ul
SF P . . . . .
ped : “ A S L A L g
i.é’ _ Scholastiic. Aptitude Test (Verbal),-the‘currieulum'grade . v
;ﬂg Vet poinﬁf,verage in mathematlcs, 5001a1 studles ‘and forelgn TN ii
L . L rs . R Ty
;f%i Alanguages and the overall hlgh school grade polnt average. ‘ ! A”§;
j? suggested a need for the development of predlctlon equatlons él
w - from each school,' It ls‘unfortunate that even a correlatlon' =)
:\;“' ' . of .59 Stlll leaves approx1mately 51xty-four per cent ﬁn— .

accounted for yarlance. Comblnlng varlables reduced the L Ce

5l . amount of varlance to be accounted for to approx1mately, *
s S flftY’One per cent. Predlctlon Wlth these flgures glves . ‘
: '-ffa*j‘: ‘no better than a flfty-flfty Chance of accuracy ~:5{1- SR

c ~~ﬂ‘f‘f”ffu3¥”i“i Scannel (1960) correla&ed varlous measures of ‘?ﬁﬂlV:'”“

n I A

bt T 3y A s S e S e e .

L achleVement and attaipment wlth the freshman grade p01nt ‘.'}@“3353

‘ f,n average and the fourZyear; cumulatlve col&egé’;f;de P°1“t'% 2 s
. . aVerage of 3 202 students at the State Un1versxty of Iowa:-
,.;f‘fi T" HlS flndlngs showed that hlgh 5chool grade p01nt average ﬁ:{hj;ﬁ.fjtfufﬂ
o Vi was the best smngle predmctor of college succeSS: yleldlné “,?E;;ﬁiﬁh%:'
a correlatlon of 67 w1th freshman grade 901nt_average and \ 2:

59 wlth fourth year grade p01nt average._?**"

B RS R et N

- ;' Mlchael and JOnes (1963) studled the enterlng ' b
” students at the ollege of Letters, Arts, and Sc;ence of iﬁziff;?f~5
j : the l‘I“l"e‘-”SM‘-y £ Southern Callfornla for the years 5356 d ‘i ‘
%ﬁ, l;f;;;? | through 1961 a d found that, con51stently,'the record of ‘).f;:nf%m:
.;ll”: -"’;wh ;academlc achl'vement.ln hlgh school had been more predlctlve )
3 . “ »of college wo:k than the Scholastlc Aptltude Test.} Thls ‘
. ' ‘ ) flndlng was for both males and females.“ When both the hlgh:gx
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the resultlng values were more predlctlve than 1nd1v1dual

oo =

.‘,;.‘y.-';*}..'Wn-tf}.,mw, PN s g e, L NS S

= .PIEdlctOIS- They concluded that a reductlon in the varlance ;
?y in predlctors,"such as hlgh school grade: pornt averages '?
" : ' -and scores ‘on scholastlc aptltude tests, may be expected ' .!
: . Where colleges requlre hlgher mlnlmum standlngs for‘ | : :;;
fi: adm1551on. | R A: ' | ' " ' - ?f%f
{‘? Haney,AMlchael and Gershon (1962) studled the:‘ di'fﬁ;ﬁ," ;:L{

‘preplctlve value of a number of aptltude and personallty

o - measures,.as well as the hlgh school course averages, w1th o ®

I T respect to grades of freshman tralnees rn student nurSLng.’ RS ;/22
O -a."gThey found that the chemlstry grades 1n hlgh school were ol y:
\éfwyzaf'f'l"3:fsllght1y more predlctlve“of grades 1n four tralnlng co rf'”;' 3
]:than was the overall hlgh school grade pornt average.uf' ‘ :
:V,Qfo'f;frcourses 1n hlgh school related'to latef/tralnlng than to‘ f, '

ﬁ“j?’ffff; fi*eflook at total hlgh\school graduating average., However,¢;ff.?1nf?

L ',few researchers have un‘eftaten thls tasg,.lndeed, Jex \':.;f

N “33(1966)‘has refuted/its value. He examlned'all academlcz£;”§;"'
»fv 'Z;'[Ale. iSubJects as/6§;/sed to all hlgh school subjects but dld not '
;f; ! A ~ico££elate spec1f1c subjects w1th subsequent tralnlng.fd'exf?;utls%ﬂ::
ii ) ,“://tudled twenty—two post\hlgh school 1nst1tdtlons 1n the fj;;f;l
%ﬁn' State of Utah and develoSEd tables to predrctfacademiC* I ;' ‘
giit 4iuf§performance beyond hlgh sch?ol.‘ HlS study’demonstrated ‘ifif?
Eé: 2 1;that hrgh schooliaverage and achlevement test scores would .t?ffifﬁilZg'
%31 ”predlct college success for an entlre'state'w1th con51stencyl g y

) , : : Tt
g

i;ffﬁ5f¢'~g‘ ;j and valldlty., The; 1gh“school average consrstently emerged‘,f.*kf“"“
ST 2 I
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R “the’ same whether it was computed from all grades or grades

(N

P A .
RATUIDER mpns it e . e L
4
. .

in, academlc courses only While comblnlng hlgh school

romten

average and the average of achlevement test scores 1mproved

e T

predlctloh, the addltlon of a thlrd factor only sllghtly :

/

o v ralsed the multlple correlatlon and comblnatlons of more

. T
L : '

L than three predlctors were statlstlcally 1ndefen51ble.

Furthermore, the 1nclusron of non-academlc factors met w1th

$

success as measured by course grades could be accounted for_

by hlgh school average and achlevement test scores. Jex

f. also found that hlgh school grade average.more accurately

predlcted 1n1t1a1 college success, whlle the flrst quarter

ot

college average more accurately predlcted graduatlon from '

. ey, Ot K

"1college‘ Four bas1c subjects were used Eo“calculate hlgh
. L . iy . : :
‘g school averagey these were elevent%/grade Engllsh, math—

-
»'"‘ ® W ‘-., . ,/.

,r

o
/

R /o
Mlchael,,et al.' (1952) studn}ed”ZOQ male and’ 233

female freshmen grade 901nt averageSxto determlne the"'1

R s“h‘}

predlctlve valldlty of hlgh schoolkgrade p01nt aVerage and

the Scholastlc Aptltude Test.-hU51ng correlatlonal and

‘...

hlgh sohool grade 901nt average was more predlctlve of

i - .o . . ; i e R
feepos . . - - . a ":.\ K e r

SRR 4vq“ﬁ‘:{}"success 1n college than elther part scores or total scores

R4
~

(

Aptltude Test ylelded a hlgher predlctlve valldrty. K
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S | predlctlve efflclency of" hlgh school average was essentially_

llttletsuccess. Nearly half of what accounted for academrc,

\. g " '~n‘" K ' o"

ematlcs, soc1al studles and natural clence.xff“u:“f%ﬂ}gf.ﬂ

multlple regresszon analysrs they found that for both sexes

a-':..a; ‘

comblnatlon of h;gh school grade p01nt average and Soholastlc
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© oo . Sulllvan (1966), 1n a study of the lack of success - ';
-of students at Memorlal Un1versmty durlng the Chrlstmas e

i : 3

Examlnatlons of 1966, found the Grade XI performance to be o §

H

_51gn1f1cant1y assoc1ated with success at Memorlal UnlverSZty. :

An extremely hlgh percentage of: those who failed the , Jm'
-

Chrlstmas Examlnatlons ‘had an average mark of seventy or \-~l

R e e L T LI ST,

~§ ' , below ln Grade XI Newfoundland Publlc Examlnatlons. Students .
’ who passed had an average mark of elghty or. above ln thelr\ ffw
o 'Grade XI examlnatlons. | L ,;‘y _' o L \\\\ “;i
- '_4' - '.;"., Hosselnl (1975) surveyed all unxversmty students L fjf \'13
. TT who'' had a grade p01nt averagevof 3. 0 or more (successful) ’ N fh;;g{
.rg;;:g}.;\L:u_ff'las well as those who had a grade p01nt average of less than BRI it%;
glh"y" :3'";752 0’ (unsuccessful) A thlrdmgroup was randomly selected Iihg?
fi nfrom all puplls between the grade!oornt average of 2 0 and :{"T;
L ﬂ,fiz 99.‘ HlS analy51s showed that the overall mean of the 'fﬁfﬁlﬂeingQEf
;fﬂﬁf;ux} Jhi \ hlgh school grade o01nt average of the successful—group eas 'hhfi,v' 5

Nh51gn1f1cantly hlgher than the unsuccessful group or the‘r

>

Lthlrd group.gn'u,ﬁ-,\} “f.xrﬁ.ﬁj'ff‘fi.j;gf"fft‘/j”:-%ﬁﬁ‘i§§5”;7;:¢h;f

'“Nilﬁ., f""ﬁf' Altus (lQGP) correlated hlgh school*average, the -§

Y “

fgScholastlc Aptltude Test and SLXty 1tems from a study hablt

gwﬂ{,h;fquestlonnalre w1th flrst semester grade poxnt average.' He‘

*3found the best Pred;ctor to be hlgh schooltaVerage." SR

k

"ui’”f;:“xf : The Amerlcan College lestlng Program (1965) found l.ffgr..;

';yxfiaw;j:that a 51mple average

'quthe hlgh school studentks flnal yfﬂ _fy”hpq*

;v;:fff'f"lgfcourse gradés ln eleventh grade Engllsh, mathematlcs, soc1al
.. ‘ L ‘ ~:.. ’ W \41 ST R

*‘Zw;7f,_ y:'ﬂﬁgstudles and natural sclence proved Just as predlctlve of

”&icollege success as the usual average comprxsxng all hlgh

-.‘: "
i -
RN
"t "
I T
L.
3
1
<
e
"E

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



ot

R S ot S e

R N

‘as the best 91ngle predictor of college success was the«ﬁ;

“§h1gh school average. 5'3 f?t.ﬂ?'Q“»w;n\S

‘::n'showed the best 51ngle predlctor to be an average.of the~;"

“ﬂwas con51derably hlgher than that of an average of the

e e e TR R L BV JU ' O TR

‘
4

school grades. ?hiS'was'confirmed by Jéx (1966) in a later

{

Astin,(l971),hin his study of Selectivity~data for
\

2,300 Amerlcan colleges,vreported that the majorlty of hlgh

study.

school students who 1ntended to enroll 1n college should
be prepared to recelve average grades below those that
they are used to rece1v1ng ln hlgh school He reported a

correlatlon coefflclent of 50 for the relatlonshlp between

i

hlgh school grades and college performance.-

P, [

Lav1n (1965) found that of all the measures used

'1n predlctlon\batterles, the one that con51stently emerged

P

L ¢ "u
.

"\ , . . o oy
. a'\‘:

1,
.

'g;qulrements at the Unxversmty of Toronto.. Hls flndlngs\f

L T EE

., ~ 5 AR )

‘:marks obtalned 1n the grade thlrteen Departmental Examln—

.- A ,...r ¢ . .

;'at;ons 1n Algebra, Geometry, Trlgonometry and»Statlstlcs,‘

\ .,,v"

'marks obtalned on all papers wrltten. Other varlables

\
\ .

':;studled were grade twelve average, Schorastlc Agtltude Testf“

s .
. a \ "" ' ,uu.-".n

"Nelson-Denny Readlng Test and teacher ratlngs.u f

. “
PR

It appears from the lnformatlon ln the prev10us L

s

\Atstudles o, the relatlonshlp between high school average and

"egunivers1ty grade poant aVerage that approxlmately flfty

“;“..

Flemlng (1962) studled the use of varlous predlctlve;gyﬁ

wvlfactors for the 1mprovement of unlver51ty adm1551on re-t~3~w-3”

S

{{Phy51cs and Chemlstry., The predlctlve value of thlS average SN

i gend S O I ML AN

Ay gty T it gt e T T
A o -
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wE o can be accounted for by magh school average. ThIS‘lS.the :J
v hlghest amount of varlance accounted for by any SLngle

'!Q“" - B %edictor.. Wlth some correlatlons ranglng up to 70,-tﬁereﬁ

s

is a relatlvely hlgh 9051t1Ve correlatlon indlcatlnq a goodf

v

f;&f g'\; ' relatlonshlp between the two factors. ~Thus, 1t is p0581b1e“

» to_use hlgh—school*average as ‘a control varlable whlle

B ' L 1nvestlgat1ng a. number of othet varlables., Unfortunately,«
1%1"»*‘ P some of the hlgher correlatlons, such as McCormack's and o

K

Asher s (1964), resulted from the use of one hlgh school

'7~as predlctor, thus 1ncreasrng the correlatlon.

I

. ».
\\‘ .

‘fgfpls Stlll unaCCounted for when only hlgh school average 1s

.f/used.to predlct unlver51ty grade p01nt aVerage.\‘Research

’?ﬁhas been carrled out uslnglstudy hablt ltems and actual

)

”‘and numer us other factors wlthout apprecratlvely reducing

s

':controlled for the effect of 1ntelllgence., Thls study w111

s
v

:i'by local hlgh school graduatlng averages and w111 1nvestlgate

'\.Al’ n

'iother factors such as dlstance commuted, age and measured

I f’,lntelllgence to see 1f 1n comblnatlon these can reduce even

further the amount of varlance. R

Tl foi’:" Because the present study w1ll use“thlrd year or
“'"""‘-'ig:%ﬂ~:later studbnts the correlatlons are: not expected to be as

ey ? -

:ijuestlonnalres, varlous achlevement tests, reading pestsni” L
'“fthe unaccounted for varlance. In addltlon, few studles RN

‘Afattempt to determlne the amount of varlance accounted for f-"-”
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) . ‘ . 39. |
T correlatlons between hlgh school average and unlversrty : - ';

. ‘ achlevement for senlor students. ‘ y
¥ .y
.a" , « ;2
4“- . ' ' ; g ‘g |
A S ~ . The- Relatlonshlp Between Measured Intelllgence and i
£ UnlverSLty Grade P01nt Average . o ) §-
;Z Cronbach (1949) rev1ewed research(deallng Wlth fﬂ
f ‘ 51ngle tests of 1ntelllgence used to predlct overall ‘ -
f academlc grade poxnt averages at the college level He -
'§ reported correlatlons of 50 to 55 between measured ablllty

B ~ {
i _and” grade p01nt average. Henry (1950) completed a 51mllar ,
ﬁ. reV1ew and arrlved at conclus1ons sxmllar to those of .
e Cronbach Whlle the range 1n correlatlons 1s not hlgh, :
: N part of the varlatlon was probably due to the use of ' . S .
gpgfifjhf'i“f;' dlfferent types of 1nte111gence tests. C ,fh}ﬁ -MjVL;'gj? SR |
[T ,: DRV R * ' 'T.w . ., —'”*4 L, S .o . ‘.. . ';’ ‘: "j‘. -
ghjkn}'gs‘:pju'ﬁg:";f Lav1n (1965) reported on more recent research and TSR
f;} h“;Lg?" found that,correlatlons average 50; w1th a range of 30
f;' E ..70. He attrlbuted the varuatlon to the use of dlfferent
?%ﬁ,' types .of . ahlllty measures and the different sex composrtlon h‘f‘;'fﬁi;
o v. B . ) DA E <
= of the samples studled that ls, some studles used both
i ‘sexes’ whlle others dlfferentlated thelr samples on the ba91s !“:,-fw

N

afmex. T T T

;§' | je<:2}9ﬂ‘“fid' Cronbach (1949) cxted studles in whlch a.battery ;ggtlfoifv'm

%ﬁ} "f::;xv~ of - predlctors was used to predlct an overall 1ndex of college e

: n waperformance., Multlple correlatlons of such batterles w1th jafﬁ?dfif
~ AT e y . T e

AL TGOS

college grade pornt average run between 60 and 70.- Lav1n }iffj'fiff;

- (1965) conflrmed thls frndlng 1n a more recent'rev1ew'of I
research, hlS average correlatlon belng .65.~ ‘ :}‘ .
Wygum.y,sm 3 W"“\

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



........

-,

O et S TR U VU L e B epeme

a ' Cattell and Butcher (1968) summarlzed research . o Ly

‘carried- out in Brltaln .on the predlctlon of Lchlevement

from general 1ntelllgence.. They reported t at a test of
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el
H
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e arlthmetlc. They dld not 1nvestrgate how eff ctlve_lntel-

Q‘}ﬁ ' - llgence was as a predlctor when compared 1 'ﬁ
;. | suche as overall hlgh school average.l o
;; Wlse (1960) studled ‘the effect of
gﬁ 311 ence, among other varrables, on’ grade 301nt 5
N His - flndlngs 1ndlcated that as: meagnure irtelllg ﬁ;(
f; .1ncreased the percentage of youths radua 1ng from college (fj
; ?1a1ncreased.z:;:Lh“kf;j;:f:T;ﬂfx( tﬁg B - 1
~. : | Gowan (1957) studled measures ' DR
» ~achrevement, hgmely'the Amerlcan College Entrance Exam and . ﬁ‘g
l the Iowa h;adlng Test, plus thelKuder'Preference Record. ;"ng
: He found theileast useful to be the 1nterest‘areas of thez?fl . " .
. pupll The highest corgelatlon was; between 'eadlng ablllty '7a”i\ﬁ7f;;
| ~"- and scholastlc achxevement.iuif“a@ ”f:flr¥"§,j:~;hf:gj'i ikgiffldiirgf;i
;ft\ In a related study, Klnkelman (1955) xamlned the e
L

seven.: He found that the puplls' progress ln all school
subJects, except art, were p051t1Ve1y related o 1ntellectual lilfﬁlj

ablllty

'tf Slnha (1966P)ptud1ed the responses of \gthigh;f:i‘”fJ”:f:;:d‘

1nte111gence tegt and an anxlety scale.‘ He f"und that low 71 .
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"“».-': ‘ _ . . ‘r - . :n" : . ‘ 'j . . \
?'f’.l i ’ N K
g . . N . N .
g x '
vE : . o . ° 41.
:§ ' . achievers at univensity had a lowerlintellectual’leuel . ) -
g - than did hlgh achlevers. o o -l o ,»';y
_5 N Elllott (1971) used Lntellectual, motlvatlonal ' r§4
i . v . g';
;‘ .and personallty factors to predlct academlc achlevement. 1
,%«: .
These items made up hlS College Academlc Achlevement Scale. i
¢ Hls results, u51ng 502 college students and a valldatlon T ffA“
. of 166 college students, lndlcated that academlc achlevement N ’
. . . . 'v)",
ﬂ% . ' was related to 1ntelllgence, Wlth hlgher achlevers hav1ng s R
I§ , \v hlgher lntelllgence scores on the 1ntellectual 1tems 1n B - ';35
;f71.'“‘ ' hls scale. , . ',:‘ff(f 7f~‘ _ 'fth, 'xﬂf‘»i‘ih‘ . B
uﬁ\v o McBee and Duke (1960) studled the effects of o :, u_fl"§ﬁ
b H : . P N . ‘. .. é A
S ; "
‘e ' IR
e :'gence and achlevement; 4“'” }'fpl ,f3?fj‘ifﬁ"*kﬁ[?t}“";Wi?;51;fs‘f}':?f
Sex, type of program, re51denoe chosen and 1nter ;ﬂ:‘;'
E llgence were some of the factors Redford (1968) 1nvestlgated_;’ R
.to determlne thelr effect on grade poznt average 1n Junlor ' . -
college.ﬁ She found that the composxte of predlctor vara—3"'l .;j-ﬁ“ijal
f: ables showed a greater degree of relatlonshlp w1th academlc 1Qﬁ -
c success than dld any one sxngle predlctor Q-;
e . o j o b
, jpredlctor was found to be lntelllgence.ﬁ , . ‘ v
A QJ; Sullzvan (1966) found abOVe average abillty (IQ of . L
e T ety PR shﬁ"
e L -llo or above) to be a necessary quallflcatlon‘for success
B R . T, , + o
?'.“"Z‘:i'“‘,x‘\iln college.- Thls findlng became evrdent 1n her studyxof -

‘lhcka oy b s
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e " - . r - . ) ' o f. e e 5

" .': ‘: /; " ' ’ '{ 'l‘ l‘ l\ “.'. ;v;“‘ - 1 42- t ..‘ -"‘.4'

o - ; . i Ny KA - i

A * ) . Ki . . v . 3 . * !

. z“.' _ i o - ‘_' .‘ . i

;é _ the colleglate ach1evéhent of 673 graduates of a. large city . %p

e T PRI - \ s A i e .
L e publlc school system. R ,,.‘;-f ‘-i- -}u “_ <hf; T NS

Ll O . B ) e G

LI ey

3 ::'-;é‘ . Stone (1957) found that a welghted comblnatlon of ',”"ff"w

K f'fﬂ{uf7\'“ cL certaln 1ntellectual, 1nterest and personallty varlables ”*fﬁ’}f B

e contrlbuted s1gn1ficant1y to academlc achlevement in a -Iy}f3f¢3f‘;,bui'

“ e Rhy31cal scxence and mathematlcs\purrlculum The addltlon - }{;:’nf;ﬁf
‘ .. Tof the non—lntellectual factors ‘more than donbied the AR
' eff1c1ency 1n predlctlng crlterlon scores. 5 ‘§

x~;,*ﬁff«;j;1}{' Astln (1971) studled the selectxvxty data for 2 300

‘,¢ o ta
o 'I‘..‘, o n.‘

Amerlcan'colleges and found correlatlons of ”35 for men anq N

g
&

&

Slnce many studles 1nd1cate a relatlonsh}p between 1ntelffi,ﬂ”
B . T \, [

S TS g

N

llgence and academlc achleVement,¢Grant's\study may be a-

cha happenlng. Another explanatlon whlch appears to be

v
’

unxver51ty achlevementp

1.

<

:. * "’ . ‘.'!.‘-'A . i
shlp between the two varlables for néies.;~l

l

iRl te T - RN, ‘~~wﬁ?ﬁ&w
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un'xplained varlance. As prev1ously noted, the present

Hfﬁ;‘gzgl .stu y wrll atteﬁpt to do thlS by examlnlng varlables such fg‘f
K ‘;f,z .as’ dlstance commuted, agé and hlgh school average.,' R
h.ﬁt}:ﬁf"r”a' Many of the studles dld not‘ocqur An settrngs
o fi comparablexto the settlng of the pres%ht study.J For example,.

1
v

}

Junlor colleges, elem%ntary grade schools and nur51ng

schools are somevof the settlngs for the prev1ous research.

) ! -
e “r . {

‘;ij?tgﬁt Theopresent study w1ll anestlgate the 1nfluence of rntel-f‘

; ' e
: w .

llgence on thr% year or later-unxversrty students 1n an

3

'p01nt average. Furthermore“ most of the studles C1ted d1d

e

,report correl tlons above..so, wlth fluctuatlons above and

below possrbl attrlbuted to dlfferences 1n the 1nstruments

s , . ,.

used to.measure 1nte111gence.” Hence, for part of the analysls

i e
of thlS study lntelllgence w1ll be used as

- l"E'-

,lcontrol whlle‘"

e .".’

i
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ARE T | the less W1ll be the coeffLCLent of correlatlon between two d_}f e

o Q--évarlables.h Hénce, as a group of students progresses through j‘. - ¥4:

unlvers:Lty the group becomes more homogeneous and lower than | e o
{. ".usual correlat;ons are to be expected. . Douglass f‘:ilso poxnted .
i l';3°Ut that-only rare1§ does'the use of more then three pre—-rﬂ;ﬂ\ ; -
'75fi;}i?fij'd1ct1ve varlables add materlally to the correlatlon between S .
" dthe predlctors and the predlcted crlteraon of success. ThlS
\ '.'study w111 test Dougl‘ass' content:l.on. \ s
) \~L‘E“ \Durfllnger (1943), “in hls swmnary of flndlngs re-}ﬁifjji‘%teffgﬁﬂ
- '-"“f': lated: to the predlctlon of college suocess, concluded by o ﬁ‘ "':
:f “‘Ti}statlng that.. ; B i ER : ':ﬁ

B . A , A SN .
'.l‘he fJ.ndJ.ngs from one lnstitutlon canno?t be

N S ' atransferred unaltered to' another college: -

R TP, ?i”"'w1thout ‘¢considerable ‘lossin validity'but

pl1e S 0 they can and ‘do’ indi¥ate' the general tremd: . il T
R "o of thinking.and a few of the conclusrons L BRI D
o ‘ "."=3“4jwhlch,may be - spec1flg or, general. (P 259) ,J;\_;=Q{v
1:.‘."”1;.'*.." R * LIRS

R ThlS study w1ll attempt to repllcate on a-iocal level many

;_}-wiM%;‘of the f1nd1ngs regardlng the predrctor‘varlables reviewed

R , . - ...‘ o . . ) NN et LTl e ,:
\ . R o o R .‘ . ’ ". ‘ . T *'\ et T e . L. B o . o .
- J.n th:l.s chapter. ,f_ T S T T *

w.o L “ .\ b S g b. i "~‘ s . .‘ S )

f-:,:.- LT ', oo 'I‘he f:.rst sect:.on of thls chapter dealt w%th early

- Studles or factors'related to unxvarSLty achlevement. Very
. C ,; v - A T
e S llttle 1mprovement 1n the correlatlons achleved J.n thesew

WLt v . . “ .m\

f ;ﬁ"i: ]“,3”\ early studies has been achleved 1n Later studles. Predlctor,fg
! : ,
2.

kY
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‘i;-'i e 1n 1evel of ach:.evement and w:.lI achleve better..' Therefore,- :
A . oo ) ' . . S s
P » ) . ¢ oo ‘ ey, oo . <l"_
J.t 1s necessary to cont:mue to examlne the role of sex J.n '
l'l B

pred:.btn.ve studles, smce dn.fferent predlctlve equat:.ons
"_". . | may be necessary for males and females. Marltal status 1s . “ R .‘"f;'.?:

K . . N

an, area of few, yet contrad:.ctory, studles. L Furthermore, -

‘ many studles of the ,role of mar:,tal status 1n qnlverSJ.ty I
AR achlevement'dealt w1th ;mrelalted settlngs such as junlor B v .
| colleges, nurs:x.ng students and veterans. Further local
J.nvestn.gatlon is’ necessary.' The. effects-of rel:.glous ' RPPRE
S aff:.llaeron on uanersxty grade po nt av'erage.are open ﬂto S
. qUestlon, especually smce few studles dealt w:.th such b o S

¢ B Y

rellglous aff:.llatlon on unlver51ty grade p01nt average ‘
WJ.ll be analyzed pn‘:.marlly because of the denommatmnal . )
natthre of the prov:l.nce 'S school system...\ Any conclus:Lons;‘f-f_"-:"'if‘ ’\
E é.rawn from th:.s analysis w;.ll be held as very tentatlve,-{«:’,‘:..::'."I‘: ‘
I ‘ ngh school average : ; ’
and heasured J.ntelllgence arel; F
‘,-- ( research .J.'S‘ volumlnous., ) In both .cases, ‘1t‘,‘1.s generally = ‘

L %4 FATE N
7

o
v
- ST,
5?‘- N
N ! :
bA I3
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.~ ! »'
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-
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3 N acha.evement. Henc’e, both varlables w1ll be used as controls

g in the ana1y31s of other predlctor varlables :.n the' present

o

(study : Furthermore, both hlgh school average and measured ' 7;
- S 1nte111gence w:.ll ‘b‘e. ‘the . subject of analysms to determlne ‘%
, . L "the amount‘ of ~var;)Lance“ aecohnted for hy each ‘ln univers:.ty
i | gra'de po:.nt a\}erage.‘: ‘ ’ : | ’

4

[

&
¥

sufles as pomted out by Lav1n (1965) ana the call for ‘.

i
e
.

local research, thxs study W1ll attempt to repllcate the

"

Foeme i

flndlngs of prev1ous ;anestlgators and -Wlll attempt to

R

4\;; :
hiiE A
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Ratned 20 RS S

LE S ‘... . 7~ "CHAPTER III R S T
w0 - METHODOLOGY < - . i‘i :
e R d: S Thls chapter descrlbes the procedures followed 1n.ﬂfri’A BN

‘ cor'xduc’t:.ng the .study. Spec:.f:.c sectlons 1nclude. descrlptlon

gf',lyv e , of the sample and the sampllng procedure, background to the f;‘ff

data collect10n° method of data collectlon' descrlptlon of

“\’ KA ' [ v'..

Fét ST the 1nstruments used and scorlng and ana1y51s of datauﬂ“

O ‘ -"i: P : SR ot T St

L Educatlon. Whlle 1n1t1a1 perm1351on to ente‘r classes was

i K f"’}e Aoa ey
Sty BRI R }"‘”?""”" e
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e classes were gJ.ven the opt:Lon of partlclpatmg m the AR ‘/'

S research ox usn.ng the perlod to work én-a course—related
' i\ ) v R '
matter. The Reglstrar s Offloe agreed to permlt access to

N

the flqes of those students who have glven thelr consent

.\4

KRB O who were not agreeable to partlc:Lpate and thus would con—‘ ‘. ;

TR trlbute to the valld:.’ty of the‘ results: o ".'
oo The populatlon stud:.ed conta:.ned 411 students.:
L " ] '
Of thls number 192 students,rrepresentlng 46 7 per cer\lt, .
¢y ﬁ‘ g ’

were contacted 1n the:.r classes. Only 8 students refused

‘to part1c1pate 1n the study:

Lo

GJ.ven 1ncomplete data, as

.\':

. 5 ‘ f

and 46 1 per cent of the sample, ‘respect:rvely. Whlle m.ne—"l AR

teen reported beJ.ng married the majorlty of the students,

.o~
[

‘-v P)..

the vanous‘ liv:.ng acconunodatn.ons selected for ,study. '

B e rie b LR

the sample, compdsmg 52 per cen

€0 2
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to be a\part of the study.‘ Thls approach ellmlnated those I .

4,
% . : 'rable 1 presents da‘ta on the number of students 1n




(Roman Cathollo), had 15 students or 14 7 per cent of the

ey
Lt

K f‘/ T sample. Boardlng house students were close to unlversn:y

LN S ‘resn.dence students :|.n number, .hav:mg 14 or 13 7. per cent. e

s % &

R Those students stJ.ll ln,vn.ng at home numbered 20 and made

= A PNT LN

""up the remalnlng 19. 6 per cent.. L
. § . . N

Voo

. - TABLE.T : ,

' pescription of Living Accommodations. . .. -

APar:tment SR
- (includes’ 31ngle
‘.-and shared) i :'-‘i el

lemg w:.th Parents ’_ 'J"_\g: e .

Boardlng House N .,,'_‘, ..i ~.‘

other relat:.ves)

. SRR V- S S & I FRO
Um.vers:.ty Resuience . ,
" (includes - Church resmences TR eemE T
on campus) ' '

"(includes 1iving w:.th N ’
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- . . -

Army studentfs numbered elght whlle those 1lst3.ng themselves

O A e b2

T T - 'as other numbered nlne, e o L

-

,

TABLE. I1

i
‘

m;'.;.@. s e b ST o

A .~ . = Dpescription of Religibﬁé',l‘éfﬂliét’ion

,,
S

o . . .
3 . )
) . “
Ly N . fr
v‘v : e
" . N f
i —— - L
! ,_._——1 - ~
1
‘ . .

R T AP Number J.n . ".Per-cent . I o j.t

b DI I
I

pié b
ol S

o A :
¢ "

. Ch

and 51xteen students were 1n thelr flfth year. D ' .

. P . [ & . e '

4L,

B A._z (Ed ) program. COnjomt degree programs of B.Ed

v

.

B. Sc., or B p E vtotaled 39 cases or! '38 3
. I‘. \_. .

w1th the B A. ,'
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= ‘. mABLE III B S
Type of Degrees, being Pursued .

- . B . -
. . . '

IR T -
I M e e D L

T ‘ . . Type of L - Number. in " .. Per céh; . - . 3
P o Degree SR -Safiple ’ ,\ of Sample

| o .‘.B.'A. (E‘ci.) L s e
yéf;ifgl;fﬁu,;‘; B, A., ‘Bs Ed. {“_‘;' -f'f“:'j;,fff;gaj’f-gull‘lfiﬂ 25 6?:"3’"?i5ff"

Lo T B Ed” B p Ef ‘J%;"'ffifan”gﬂkfgfyj_Qiggfjﬁ”'"”

Background to the Data Collectlon,

e ",'-_."' efore beglnnlng the data collection verbal consent

N : ’ .- R ,' Y
LT ;

from three sourdes w,as necessary. In June 1975, thls consent

“\ o ‘,-

was ga:.ned from the Department of Educatxon of the Provxnce ..‘

hd

1

of Newfoundland"qnd Labrador. 'I‘hls consent entltled the

3

' ) _' fsample, prov:.ded ",they gave thelr wr:.tten agreement to the K
1nvest1gator.‘ The wrlter also gamed perm1551on to assess
. the flles of studentsa involved J.n the study from the ‘ ~f~

' ;'Reglstrar s Offlce at the Memor:.al Un:.versn.ty of Newfoundland.

TR Sia: % SR
e =
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5

IR R A G 3V - e meate

e -'%w".i_ o

After the aata “.cE'Jllection' be'gén, the '—Registrar‘.é:

Offlce :Lnformed the wrlter that wrltten student consent was :

reqm.red.. Thls st:LpulatJ.on was met by requestlng students N

S ] ﬂ.:to s:.gn thelr name next to thelr student number on' the"

,
.

g Questlonnalre (see Appendlx B) . '_ 'L L .,‘«', .

.
e i A T A et o

O R, LR TR
RN R E T GOt T, S ettt
~

RGO TG e

‘ IR o ’I‘he data collectlon began 1n July, 1975 and was o ,:';."‘
‘c0mpleted in August, 1975. ‘ The month of July was usedwas ) . v
‘ ; - a startlng p01nt so that the last day for undergraduate ,r

students to drop courses w:n.thout academa.c prejudice, June C L g

. o
ey .
e R B

28' had passed.; In addlt,lon to 1eav1ng the sample rela- Lo

S ‘4-,

- tJ.VElY J.ntaci: for the rema:znder of the semester, the use A A

.o N o

e

' R ,‘ AR In the begmnlng of July the wrlter began v1s:.t1ng " ] -
classes to adma.m.ster the Quest:.onnaire and/the Lorge- R .

p< S RO A "v'. - . F-:'-. ) ",.:', - " :i’
A ‘ Thorndlke Intelllgence Test,_Form 1 - LeVel H.._-_g;{;._ ay TS O
S L ay : j T e =

, Each class recelved two v:Lsa.ts.,” Durlng the flrst

St st ig SR A,

vxs:.t the purpose of the research Was outllned, the Ques—';

S,

- <v ~
eats Ve

oy B
fE IR N-SRRPRGIPRREE &
—

~

Bt {of

- Tom e
. * - e . -

| . tn.onnalre was admmstered and the Verbal Scale ~of. the

;\

mtelllgence test was adm:m:.stered. The second VlSlt was

Y . ‘

Py

\’. -

used to admmlster the Non—Verbal Scale of the 1ntelllgence

N3
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X,
{
ot

SRR

Descrlptlon of the Instruments Used

'..~'College Edltlon - Level

"ls composed of flve subtests Vocabulary, Sentence Com
.'-"plet:l.on, Arlthmetlc,

‘5_ ‘Verbal Analogles . -. Figure Clasmficatlon, o

"'f twenty-seven mJ,nutes worklng tlme.

Psychology, Un:.versity of Southern‘ California,

o N PR - . T ‘ B ,

. In. late August, 1975, the grades‘ of thé students’

~for the ‘I‘h:er Semester were released At “this .f'p‘oint files

v ’

- i =
! '

were recorded .

N '

Attempts through class professors were made J.n

P Ve . . s Lo PR M,
. . L e B R T N B . T e
e it T IRl A At e et L e vena
- ¢ ot o7 o i.' -, LT ' : ;
- . N .

/' \ ' * N . c o, . o . . , . .- 3 .

3 - . . 1 A -

| N o L. , . . . - i .

‘of the Regn.strar 3 Offlce were assessed and student grades

early August to contact students w:.th mcomplete or sp01led

forms. Only four students completed the requlred J.nfor-‘ _' :

' matlon in- thlS way 4 ST

R
ot

The 1nstruments used J.n procurmg the J.nformatwn

,,ﬂ(

,“.the wrlter (see Append:l.x B) . Each of'these mstruments

~
ST

if“for\t}hls' study were.1 The Lorge—Thorndike Intell:.gence Tests, el

V:_";w111 be descr).bed .1n detall 1n th:l.s sect:Lon.' 1:5?-.“': 3

. B et DT
By o

l. . 'l‘he Lorge-‘I'horndike l’ntelllgenCe Tests, ColleL B

Edltlon - Level H.' Tha.s test, whlch con51sts of a verbal"“'

1,

: J.n grade tWelve and those beglnning college., The Verbal

l t

’ battery, th.ch has a workmg t1me of thlrty-flve mlnutes,;'"

Reasoru.ng, Verbal Classlflcatlon and

. "
‘!\'

"Flgure Analogles composed the nonverbal”:section,"requlring

et

‘ ,.battery and a nonverbal battery, 1.s desxgned for students

* i

umber Ser:Les and ‘
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¢ ’ * o S i Ay
. N o U P | S
. . . -
t .
' . - 1 .
¢ 1 . ' G

v -

o . . ...the Lorge-Thorndlke Intelllgence Test
' compares’ favorably with'other tests of
. - general J.ntelllqence «that are available
.. Lo from .commercial’ pliblrxshers. Thé College ,
: - ,. Edition (Level H) shpuld continue to make -,
ah” 1mportanb contribution to the counsellrng

.and placement of 'superior high school students-

A L0 : 'who, are seeklng adm:Lss:Lon to college.

< -'Another wr:Lter ln Buros ’ ErIc F. Gardner, Professor
e of Educatlon and Psychology and Cha:.rmaﬁ \Department of ‘

' Psychology,_ and Dlrector, Psychologlcal Serv:.ces andTResearch

o

.:-.’- RS . S Centre, Syracuse Un:rverSLty, wrote of the Lorge—‘l‘horndlke. P

. P )

Bt

by rev:.éwers of the earller Lorge—-Thorndlke:«_', S
See e S ama T are warranted. * In fact, .thesevare, ,supenor N T
SET W rs e T T test ;batteries with: superior ancillary . R
oo il o5l materials..and. should, have gréeat value. for AR,
R e e e the purposes deflned by their ‘authors." S e
o ' " The. .Major weakness is that the‘College.. . .. . "0 °

-“mended- for college -students, - has’ mlnlmum:'_. g
data’on college” students compared with™: -
the klnds supplled at the lower levels.

2] 'T, ,-‘::' ’ L A th:l.rd wrlter 1n Buros, John H RQsenback Pro— i :

.
e

In general, the favorable comments made e T ‘35"’

Edlt:Lon, ‘whigh obvibusly“is being recom-. - = . .. ( e |

e

et Tt e e

o ;Z-, SRR fessor of Educat10na1 Psychology and Head of the Department, E
N ST State Univers:.ty of New York ag Al~ba‘ny, stated that .in theu.. S

2 DU L case of the Lorge 'I‘horndlke. L '_"“*,‘ 1\_:'}" c
3 SR Lo An overall assessment of Level " leads one il on e

ol ET oo .. o7 lérto mixed conclusions. - The lack.of. appro= i

o L ﬂ - :’prlate norms ‘and wvaliddity. data i8 . offset, R PR

i N ", in part, by’ the acknowledged overall. quallty R N

{ S 7.0l of the.items (content validity),. satis-/ = %

T a,y'factory levels of ' reliability,.and good '~ - *; - i+

g s 0o o .performance’ .characteristics of the lower: =~ .. .o

Wy T s level. forms. ...The test user should-be:.’  ~.°' 0 . "7Wr b sl
T “fwary of making any. other than the most - W e et e

oo ‘. ";‘,Zf'.".u e l:,general interpretations unless local norms BT N
B oL e Trh oyt o iand, chopefully, locally der:fved val:n.dlty T e
L «wdata are at his dlsposal o s <

‘-«"‘Thus, 1t would appear that as a general screenrng

P =‘z' -l
1{u-L"\1 SR Pl
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T ‘ - 55, P
- o average lntellectual range (85 115), the Lorgev-'rhorndlke - E
) T . ;Intelllgence Tests, College EdJ.thn - Level H, are satls- ' : . i%
' X 'factory ‘ T e Lo RS | }
- ’ A rea‘sonable‘admuustratlon t:Lme, the fact that a ;' ‘g
' group test was necessaiy, and the'presence of bog verbal §
' and performance type rtems‘were alSo 1mportant cons:rderatlons \ ,§
\ . . - whlch ‘the Lorge Thornd:.ke Intelllgence Tests;\ College , L ,‘” ) §
oo Edltlon - Level Hy met. No other tests were found to SU.lt.. . .i
© “the purposes and scope of this study ' Newfoundland and : é‘%
o % o 'Labrador students enter unlversrty from Grade XI at ah age‘ \,
" "3\“": L _.-‘of‘”a‘uho‘ut saxteen years.'. By the tlrne they\are' 1n\the:|_r RS ",
- .-_‘":‘-’thlrd yea*fr‘they are about elghteen¥or" ‘nlneteen years old.l__ o j
"'“\f‘f"'-;"Whlle the Lorge-'rhOrndike does not .c’o'rts:l.der age levels, : ;
. " o '.'"1t‘:.n_s a College Level Te‘s't"for\ AmerJ.can students 'enterlng ‘ )
¢ | " .::"":"t‘c‘ollege from/ grade twelire.." Th:.s would make them ‘seventeenl'lyljif .
‘ "“‘,V'Land ael'ghte;n years'of age. .ﬂ‘hus, the two groups are roughiy SRR
ol . | ‘ comparable :|_n gge.‘ S 2 " e
* Ny ' 2 The Quest:,onnalre- 'rhe questlonnalre was O ‘ 7
:; . | "‘V?‘developed by the wrn.ter to collect data on\the students "‘
: . ‘ _ ;hometobm,. place of b:x.rth, educatlonal ba&:kground, mar1ta1 : .Lt ,‘*
i; L id ."f.,’status, age, sex, 11v1ng accommodatlon, dlstance commuted,.'»‘ ! 4,
i o -"“relz.gious afflllatlon and' parental ocq,upatlon.‘- Mor.e data ‘. AN
ii than requ:.red such as hometown, ) type of school from th.Ch Sl |
- i the student graduated‘an‘d' parental occupat:.on y:lere gathered, : i‘l:_ﬂ-*‘

oxd '.‘u Er,.
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' o o . . s
1 \ . Rt s e - e el T Gy L, L R G 2t n ema = epn . . )
. ‘ .. B R
3 . \ A !
| e TNy .
’ AR .g-
\ \ . . .
‘ A . Lo
® <
. I3 e . .
- v - .
— . .
~ s 4 T,
- Lo o . o . . R PRSI N , .
‘A ks v, © oy ‘ - v - . o e *

.'was adminlstered to 56”students durlng March, 1974.‘ These“
q;“<, ”f ) 56 students were made up oé volunteers from dlfferent types
;. ' ‘.of 11V1ng accommodatlon.. Wh;le all were‘thlrd or gater {hu.;;]
| ’ iyear students,jnone ;ere‘lnvolved in - the stpdy. Studentsy.*

-

Lt T U I TR R et G T xa < oy s o
.
,

N

"weré asked to complete the questlonnalre, p01nt1ng out

‘ ‘ \ o~ T
'.,;problems after completlon.: Thls questlonnalre\ls found ;k\\

..Appendlx A. Based on the pre—téstlng, the follow1ng changes

l¢§f ”T;A:v':;'were made.‘ o T _—
o K SO :}v} Questlon 1 - grade XI records was mlstakenly . I )
e RN o . ‘vxleft off the: flrst question- - . -“;' Ce
i e 0 .7+ ‘naire, "but added -to ‘the sec0nd RYR
S S B U questlbnnalre., VR = e
Sy -0 e oo (fU'Question-4 - this- became question 5 on the L T
LT s - “second questionnaire. Since cen
o T e e o= w7 " place of birth and hometown - ¢ ﬁ)fﬂkvfﬁ
ol U LS e T may . cbe different, . questlont4 R RN
e J.?-L<\~f; .. . on the second questionnaire - - P A
G i Ten T oot asked, for thelr place of brrth R
o NIRRT s . w*QﬁestionfS -fdropped 51nce bnly Educaﬂlon gﬁfl}f'iﬁffiﬁ
O T AR P students 'were involved. . g N
7?grj' “ ‘Question. 6 = lncludlng thls semester" was B
B “{- e 1;;t,,placed at the: beglnnlng 'to glve 'j R
N e e e more’ clarity, .. R
X _0:fuhﬂf s,h‘Qﬁestion~7té5became questzon 13 on the. second- f&'“}g
L : o o e L form. ' 'The word "present"wwas ‘\3=“a;f':
1?;. e ,H_.,|g*»jl.~ -‘.;“Q': . added to: glve more clarlty.:.~ e AR
B T R Questlon 9 - became questlon 16 X\ S
&,;L .o o . . . -\u‘ c :. - e . 7" . n.‘
i, P Questlonilo-'made more SpeCLflC by the IR
Foo o o S -":;_ . L addition of \"At the tlme of . T
$OON L e e ‘your graduatlon ‘ E.__fﬁf' L n
35:;,'.' -,.': .. ," ‘.,' . e‘”A. . '.‘,’ “. .‘. . '. , P . ‘.v, . .:l '_ - : ~",‘;
PO ETLERER IR s .Question 11 - use of the past tense on the 4';M‘:_;",;
* Aot oi 0 - second form since. some schools. . *".. - . ...
i ‘ eo.t-too - 1.7 - were closed since the’ students “{“~ﬂi;.l’%
" - ﬂﬁfl PETIRRS v'lgraduated. b .4,_-3:;..“'4?'_:
SQA'}h‘fd f:,ngffipf Thirteen questlons were added to the second form S
A U of the questlonnalre to gain® addltlonal lnformation., The jfﬂf
". -T' r "‘w _.- il -
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“f -' \ S
*§‘~ b B ! 1 , ' -ﬂ
. ‘1:" N ."'
S ‘ . L T ° 57. 4
A{: \ \ c‘_ - ,\ 3
;'?‘ . K ’ ) . ‘ . ‘ N 5, ,‘3
:ﬁ;;r - o second form of the questlonnalre carrled a cover letter out— *'g
o llnlng the general purposes of the research whlch is fom&% ':‘A‘:,' -
_‘; ! ) : . ,..‘ e : . . " .' " : 4 TR . O ; ‘ ~.. L I
RS . in Appendlx C.. e e ;g f_ L '1('51“.; o RO 5a “}
3 - The rev1sed questlonnalre was. admlnlstered to! ten SRSEICEIRIEN Fy
I e ang;'_"' : forsed - R
= ' , more students not 1nvolved ln the studyﬁ These students A
\ﬂ were from other facultles., In addltlon, two members of the

O ;}':fl . wrlter s commlttee examlned the questlonnalre. No changes ST i:
PR -were made as a. result of these examlnatlons.. The questlon—

%“ ‘ 75.' f’ :3 nalre was also shown to offlcfals of the Reglstra{\s Officé.,_,

, . ' After the flrst claSs of students had been admln-‘-
Vo 5}; '3' }stered the questlonnalre, the Req}strar s‘Offlce informed
-; B b 4 ; the wrlter that written perm1551on show1ng the student' o
- : f“‘ﬂ 3,51gnature was’necessary for access to thelr files. Whlle 1A"Vﬁ3

no space had been allocated for thlS perm1551on on the :ﬁ'f: thfa'

. j;i} ”__1 questlonnalre, the request was met by asklng the students

.t

;e ,\,.;1,-4,; .,]‘,'.-@":1;

E . E to 51gn therr name op9051te thelr student number. Some °ﬁ

% - the Samp]:e'ofallEd to sign thelr name, although they gaVe .

%E' ’ - ifl"f'complete 1nformat10n on the quest10nna1re.¢ Some attempts

to C{gntact these students were successéul and thelr ques— . R

IEY 'ft‘ B “uitlonnalres were - usable-‘:-::wo_: -";13 ;’1ftﬁ;t?f:.:tof.7.'ﬁf?ﬁd3«t'1i i
! ° . . IR ‘ : . -
,{fﬁ ‘. Scorg.ng and An;lys:.s of Data R , 4-
iff 4 f{ﬂje_paf'fuif The 5cor1ng of the 1ntelllgence test and the ques—h”° ifi}ifjl ’

e L e tlonnalre were clerlcal tasks carrled out by the researcher.‘
R S 2

The Lorge-Thorndlke InteLllgence Tests were hand-scored

Id

LRI
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{
7
W
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. .

. 'TData from the Department/of Educatlon and Reglstrar s.h“

if; N Offlce were read from thelr records and tabulated on‘the . 4

Efgg. . researcher s~sheets. f;;,“;ﬂh*,t': :31'7: ;i.[;]J'-,iff?i J fik'isii' f

:lgf a The total score on the Lorge-Thorndlke, the hlgh B ;
.kz. ’school graduatlng averages, the mean grade p01nt averages - *13;
‘%i . : 'for thlrd semester, 1975, the total grade p01nt average : A?

‘;i¥= | ; ;:‘whlle at\Memorlal Unlver51ty, and the lnformatlon from the ;

Afj‘) :ff-'-gf‘ j.questlonnalre were transferred to codlng sheets and from f'if~V

P, rthere punched on I B.M. cards to- be stored on- disc in the

'f%}?-,'ff”:f L;r;computer.g An outllne of thls arrangement 1s found 1n 'ﬁh' : éf‘ o
B Ch Appendlx o Frequenc1es were calculated for each category K L

NS P N

'% L :jof each of the dlsqrete variables of 11v1ng accommodatlon, ~gﬁ“qy ) fﬁ
- ) fflr°,fsen, marltal status and rellglous afflllatlon. ‘heans,« B
,v.,‘ :;Ustandard devratlons and ranges were calculated for each‘“ ’
S “ftfof the contrnuous varlables of dlstance commuted, age, hlgh 3
;f :school/average, measured 1ntelllgence, grade p01nt averages
' q'~}for thlrd semester and fcr total grade point average.,:: .;i;;f'
%. N%_Pearson Correlatlonal COefflc ents were calculated for. each‘“w
hffti?i: of the contxnuous varlables w1th the dependent,varlable of e

'fﬁf'= ﬁ”’{grade po;nt average. A one-way analysxs of varlance was :~-f}ﬂ”;,3
L performed ‘on the drscrete varlables ‘to. determine which S

~‘Jcategor1es of the varlables 51gn1f1cant1y affected grade vf”f'

'.'U'}'"i{:;*;polnt average. The correlational matrlx thus derdved was~ .
;' g Jbidifor later use in the‘regre351on analysis.. 'ﬂ;3{'f‘l ,l; f’*.Q;EV
o - ‘ , N
L The computer program Analysls/of Covariance from - Rk
1fxthe StatlStlcal Package £or the SOCial Sciences (Revrsed) ‘ L
ﬁ‘fwas used to analyze the data. The object of thls analysxs f;il;h
.ﬁ. LJ. ‘ ‘ . ‘tf“ST,
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was to ensure that the results observed may'be attrlbuted

o jjfi.w1th1n 11m1ts of error to the varlable under con31deratlon

. ¢
r-"

and not to an extraneous varlable of hlgh school average

“ n"“."~f1, or measured 1nte111gence. ThlS is & statlstlcal method for

© avaryet s-a;r-f. TR ™ L

: = controlling or adjustmg &or the effects of experlmentally

;;‘ "g.uncontrolled varlables, thus p rmlttlng a more valrd

{ . evaluatlon of the outcome of the study. .Thls:ana1y31sf'.
SRR t. would help a;swer the research questlons numbered one :', :",L.J
"éﬁ\,’;.‘“fij .f through four. »_53.,3~:x:l'al,f',5j =f‘[,ﬁinugf¢€

Zf. S :: In addltlon to the preced;ng analy51s the computer

Eal ‘j i program Multlple Regre981on AnaIYSlS from the Statlstlcal

igﬂ ’ Package for the Soc1al Sc1ences (Rev1sed) was used to lf}"fxﬂ‘d
i}‘ ‘ process the data and help answer research‘questlons f1ve1iﬁ

§? \ Q ”liand 51x.; ﬁehce a study of the ilnear relatlonshxprbetueen

t.the 1ndependent Varlables (type of 11v1ng accommodatlon,

dlstance commuted, measured 1ntelllgence, hlgh school

graduatlng average and the personal background factors)
o

and the dependent varlable (thlrd semester grade p01nt

)

ifﬁ’ﬁ_ ,@‘fﬁ ﬁ"average) could be undertaken-‘ .This analySLS could be used

. :§ whlle taklng 1nto-account the 1nterre1at10nsh1ps among the'ﬁ’

! %:. (O v';-‘1ndependent'var1ab1es.;zztj<f{j;};::j 5”}f . jF'"‘f ta;:5'

Si 5 3] ﬂjf : The ba51c coucept of thlS analysls 1s to_produceg

?%, ‘ -f; ‘«aullnear coﬁblnatlon of 1ndependent varlables whlch w111 .

g{, ‘ fﬁJatcorrelate as hlghly as p0851b1e w1th the - dependent varl—i

%i::x ,:,“?ﬁiable. It 1s the reaultlng lxnear comblnatlon whxch 1s f}hf.,,:f
;T&»"~:‘$;f&ii' hsed to. predlct values of the dependent varlable.A The S
é: o 4‘f 'H) drfference between the predlcted value and the actual value

YOO, IO
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’sudh as llvrng 1n an apartment, 11v1ng w1th parents, llVlng

' ;:\: 0 ¢ | o s Yot
' ' " R 5 ' o , 3 .
\ . ~ ' 61, ‘ ={
. KR A Cor . . ) Lk o e o . e S .
et T T T CHAPTER IV R v e R
Tt T S ’,\r %
' . e . L L .'.?\" o f
. NP ‘1‘”‘ e T L o, "2.
L ANALYSIS OF DATA e e ]
‘“" : :“'1 -A L "-'- -"l‘" »‘ . ,“- " ’ - N h , ' ‘3
:l, . - . N N ": : ‘.A.‘r‘ ALY ’ 4 N PR .‘."". ! . ! vy N . ‘ M ,

ThlS chapter presents the statlstlcal analysrs of

the results of thlS study w1th respect to the 51x research

questlons presented ln Chapter I Descrlptlve statlstlcs,-«f.w
‘ Bl ey T
analy51s of varlance, analy31s of covarlance and the :gu{?*z‘ .

N

Scheffé method of multrple comparlsons were ussd for

research questlons one through four..~ Multlple regre551onb

Does the cﬁrrent type of 11v1ng accommodatlon,

)

e . ‘

/ d

o

Tal I v '

ln a boardrng house or 11v1ng on campus 1n a unlver91ty

re51dence, account for any srgnlflcant drfference 1n the |
grade éolnt average of.students, when controlllng for dlf-;;:.
ferences rn hlgh school average and.neasured lntelllgence?
(“%;j: In,examlnlng thls questron a comparlson of the mean\l
semester grade pornt average of students enrolled ln each ;

'f:”; ‘the effects of measured 1nte111gence and h1gh school grad-fit?f

of the four types of llving accommodatlon was carrled out-

' 3

uatlng average were controlled., An analysrs of covarlance

was then applled

A i
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. ) o L - : . ] B r ~.5.2'“_~_'
ol x 'I'able IV present‘S the mean semester grade point "
: Loy averages,, along wmth the:.r standard dev:.at:.ons, for the SR
L e | students 1n each of the four types of 11v1ng accommodatlon. :
Mean Grade Po:.nt Averages of Students :Ln Four leferent o
.i" L e 'I'ypes of L1v1ng Accommodatlon ) 7 L
Lot G R Tl T ' i ‘b o
., ' " Wf ' : "
. s - B . . » " ‘ e,
4 U Mean Grade o
Type of {,.x.vn.ng ; . P01nt Average Standard ‘
Accommodatlon SN (3 pd:mt}scale)* '_ Dev:.at:.on
Unlver51ty Res:.dence‘ e -
,.:(;.ncludes church res- S

Boardmg HOUse , W
f:{includes -living w1th
,.'other relatlves)

‘LJ.va.ng W.‘Lth Parents
. T Ir .
Apartment RN
(includes smgle \a\nd
shared) Co

: L e :
T O T NS Mean Grade : Mean Standard : ‘
’ el e T Sl e Po:mt Average e De\n.atlon .
ey T T . . B L - W e
{If . ; B . .: Ay A . w 'v_-’ ‘ . N i
oy : N ;
R e ' <

T X

- .
R 4

placed on'a 4 point scale. ‘A represents 37 po:.nts, B:"

,. ___-«' représents 2 points,-C represents l point and D’ or. F
s SRR R represent 0. pomts.;, . : '
1

ROASA

AR
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Table IV shows that puplls who were 1iv1ng w1th 5‘5

~“ithel:c parents scored hlgher mean semester grade pornt f?‘:;imfll

ftaverages that d1d students who were 11v1ng 1n apartments, ;
'}f“‘gunlver51ty resmdences or boardlng houses.~,\’“'5"‘"~f»; {H

‘

When these results were analyzed, u31ng the.ana1y51s o

-

po ‘j’fff‘of covarlance and removmng the effects of measured lntel—"\

'fuillgence and hlgh school graduatlng average,'lt was found

':bthat 11v1ng accommodation srgnlflcantly ( 001) affected the

B i"ffi,i,'j_mean semester grade po;nt average of the StUdentSa_;Af.hf'

summary of thls 1nformatlon is presented 1n Table V.,

RN -" - ",— .

. Scheff s method was then performed on. the semester;:” :
‘W:{i:grade pomnthaverades‘to determlne the hetter dlscrlmrnator ‘ajtf?ﬁffr
:ﬂ}among the types of liv1ng accommodatlon.“; Table Vl presents L
“i{”the'results of thls analysms. yf:afﬁfﬁ”h '??f ' ‘
i f\ An examlnatlon of Table VI reveals that there'was %1
'ﬁﬂlno signlflcant dlfference 1n student semester drade\polnt' : ~? ;
5average between students llVlng 1n unlver51ty re51dence \ N N

1fand those l;vxng in boardlng houses and apartments.“f-"

When the semester grade p01nt average of students

o

i‘Q(lllVlng 1n unlverslty re81dence were compared w1th those of IR

W

‘*students 11v1ng w1th parents, a 91gn1f1cant dlfference at

nthe 05 level was found, thls showed that thoSe 11v1ng w1th fhff‘7

Vﬁfjthelr parents obtaxned significantly hlgher semester grade

%‘;fuf 'ﬁfﬂg;ffﬁ}POlnt averages. The same result was found when students 1;71 ‘if:f:
f‘é "‘: T . '(,‘ v"u N - . - . l \ ' - ! » a R .“"' e ‘:' ) L i “ v"‘;s" | ) "' g '
af ‘.,<-".'Vij28cheffe s method of- multlple comparlson used the F test I
P Y T -and' employs the criterion -that the probabillty of -re= _':' L :
% ST jectlng the null: hypothe81s, when it 1s true,_should not
3 ;t“grigj-‘“ exceed .0lox 05 S RN ol L
o -5-n,_ R . . 3 C 'ﬂVT-‘J' :5f IR,
% o }fl S PRRE 'Ju‘ L . ‘%i ot ‘ B

TRy o . l ""‘ “ ! | : El '\*"'
RS s] ¢ -
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. H YL

11v;ng 1n boardlng houses and 1n apartments were compared

to those 11v1ng w1th parents. ,;'L"ﬂfﬁ'j:}_:nf?.ul“‘ﬂW;4}7 St

S s mABEE VY R ERCI |

N S s '. ‘ . ,,4‘ ‘ .‘A ’, B .A ,‘,.:,l .._“. E ~“- . ! ‘)‘ :::
‘ Summary of Analy51s of Covarlance of Semesﬁer Grade P01nt .'ij
R N S 5 R R
P AR Average by Type Of L1v1ng Accommodatlon T : b g‘
Vo e o 4"‘ . “'«-. N
R 5\? (Controlllng for Measured Intelllgence andflx'.ﬁg“ '%
| ' T ngh School Average) : Lo o g

; Sum Degrees i'baf'-j R A :

Jof of. Mean PR Slgnlflcanbé‘—_~“‘__'

o Squares* Freedom Squarefn . S of F Uqﬁf

‘ a”Measured.-. ;
Intelllgence«-

'ﬁj b ngh Sehiool. -

Average SRR

Maln Effects
‘of LlVlnq

Accommodatlons*

‘fEkﬁiained'Coeﬂf L

='ryp,,1var1ates ‘and - o, e e >
L Maln Effects** 16 28 Jf};gsy v 34255 ST
o S _‘ U R ) R .

*"Maxn Effecta“'refegs to’ the 1nfluence~of 11v1ng accom-
modatlon on semester grade p01nt average. ﬁ-:‘ .

**“Explalned Covarlaéés and Main Effects",refer to the

combined lnfluence of measured 1ntelllgence, hxgh school
average and,11V1ng accommodatlon.., ‘ A :

410"
x}'é L
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S - . TABLE VI " ... % !
: .. . , . e . AR R o, )

. . e . ; - . . e
et c . o . . . '

Comparlson of leferent Types of LlVlng,Accommodatlon, as-aff

( ) to thelr Relatlonshlp to Semester Grade P01nt Averages ”\zi
i P . ., . : : o .. . ‘ AR ) . " . L "_.r"-"/ i coE .“)‘,“A”« N <— B ','.. o,
... “Typés Compared -7 ' ' ' .  Resulting F* . ..
% ' " .‘ni“' ‘-.;v"h : S AP e ‘ U y : ’ ."-..-’.".v‘ul ,-\..”‘ L . o
4 uhi'x}e'r'sity. heéa‘ide'ncé w'i-th. "Boa{rd-ihgi House-" ~ . ..96
i “,Un1Ver81ty Resldence w1th Parents' . “7.51%% N
: Unlve,rsrty Res:l.dence wn.th Apartment ShoL T ,".03‘ o !

iy’ . ‘ K B .,

f“Boardlng House w;th Parents 35“';*t;"571 13 88**

:'Boardlng House w1th Apartment ffﬁgjx““ﬂ"‘ 07

A

jYParents w1th Apartment

.
,‘:

o uafunlver31ty Residenceuand Apartment[g\
;_1w1th Boardlng House and Parents L

5 JE *Requlred F for 31gn1f1cance at 05 level , \ A
68 S *gfﬁ'v **Slgnlficant at .05 level jz*s‘thg.“ﬁf: _;fji;Vf'f;i 5

W

e Two further comparlsons were'made.‘ The flrst 1n-71"

}volved a comparlson of the semester grade point average of

;fstudents who 11ved w1th parents w1th a comblned mean semester

-

: ?Jgrade 901nt average of students 11v1ng“in the remaxnlng ‘

'u.

S house and un;ver31ty re51dence)
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?who llved w1th thelr parents..ii “ﬁ'jn*

C

?affect semester grade p01nt a:

‘r,:other students.”“~“;lg“'

Research Questlon II

S R \
s average for males and females 1n the study,

o e a1, O et s et BN A s, . ¢ L
- . At : . s

semester grade p01nt averages. A second comparlson 1nvolved

comblnlng those students who were llVlng wmth parents and

3

those 11v1ng 1n a boardlng house and comparlng thelr semester
T .
grade p01nt average to the semester grade p01nt average of
i O

students 11v1ng 1n apartments and unlverslty re31dences. ﬂfl*' -

;

ThlS was done because several of the students studled llVed

s NS
. 3

w1th relatlves 1n a boardlng ho se situatlen.- A 51gnif1cant

» e

dlfference was obtalned betwée »these two groups. .Howeveri

h

boardlng house students obtalned the lowest semester grader

p01nt average of students 1n tLe four types of 11v1ng

0

. i I o
accommodatlons.. Hence, the SLgnlflcant dlfference was due

;to the much hlgher semester grade p01nt aVerage of students

" “ i [ A

‘ .thS, the answer to rosearch questlon number'one ﬂﬂf

i,

fe

fwas that the type of 11v1ng ajcommodatlon does srgnlficantly

T ! cn f A‘:v

. G . :
'.dlfference 1n the grade\p01nt average, While controlllng for

¢ - .

dxfferences 1n hlgh school average and measured lntelllgepce?

Table VII presents the mean semester grade point

“ l,A
IR
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Male ',u_'ﬁyﬁﬁijj,g’, 1 58 1.‘; Sl ek e

; 'aﬁ%,” the .os leveln
- ’ ',"'I. '." B t*‘:«; - ; .'f..g ,(;'3 e N q
and hlgh school graduatlng average were controlled a p051t1ve ;l'

but non819n1f1cant dlfference between males and females was\

&

! ‘a’g.i"“‘i" found. A eummary of thlS analysxs ls presented in Tableﬁﬁ.

AP RL VIII.,.fﬁf'ff‘Vﬂ\g;ngfg'"

‘“

st T L . A
. . . . t ro . K

; ?jx'[fa‘f'}f average and measured intel?igence? ‘Q
pd S T TR : R s : Ve
hS o e L

. ;\.p-\\ v cl 8 S "
R N
Ciefer q‘;}, g&? e ;mf'us e
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. "I'.-"< ”{ . w7

- Summary bf Analy31s of covarlance of. Semester Grade P01ntf<

L Average by Sex ;:v’ftrf”'

H
»

(COntrolllng for Measnred Intelllgence and L

o ﬁ'{ﬂ}‘“ff Hiqh School Average) fﬁlfg5,_'f;#
\L ) . : ! J:-‘. :v,\ a ' ‘ )
&" N 5’4": i o i 3,
Lo Sum - Degrees .
Source of. . of " .:of - Mean

Varlablon ‘g" Squares Freedom Square

‘Significance. -
(. Ao. <R‘of. ;F._v L

]

E ."‘Cib'\'r'a‘riatesf": 13 59";..' 3 f;_"{z5 i 1 6.80
i L ,' Measured R ' L
X jg;; Intelligence

b ngh School
Average .y3”

Maln Effects
of Sex* '

o jj{ Explarned Co—‘“'“
s ,‘;o,} ‘variates and :

k 'fd‘t'. Main Effects**.
UL P USRS S

.l; ! v, .

Aol o ' L

»;-T”fiéi *"Explalned Ccovaridtes and Maln Effeets" refer‘to the L
» 4Q£ -,;; - combined 1ﬂ¥1uence of meaSured 1ntelllgence, hlgh school
% ; aVerage and sex on semester grade point average.gns

M .o . AN v <
. N . B - ] . o
) o N .

;;"“*,i“"#,,q'.‘ﬁ?jf3 Table»Ix presentswthe mean semester grade p01nt
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ST T e e
Lo T /
K A, Comp;rz.son of the Mean Seméster Grade Po:.nt Average .of
, S '_ S:Lngle and Marr:.ed Students J.n the Sample ‘-: :

L e Mean Grade Po:Lnt
“Marital . .2 T Average (3'point -f Standard

kg 7 singlg 4. ez LD Taigel U euss
S Ly DLhe LT S T T R

L. Marriea o 1g 1.72 ..

Point Average, ..
: '(3 point scale)

A Summary of thn.s analysn.s J.B\ presented in Table x.
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. . . . L e E '. ©
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R A Source of S .0 of ' of . Mean . = Slgn;chance :
N —Varlatlon .
. .I e ' o R . . v
v '3 K . :\ '” \ Py < " o R - . . . R . C ;: L - A
S N R A S P L R 001
: SN jCovarlates:.,‘_J,,}3;59};“,T_%h”v:”a6;3Q¢.x&qf;7,r~,~°°°1
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Squares Freedom Square ~F - of F TR

>

A

- -

o Coe Y P
N e 3 : . ’

. §ﬂl . ."ﬂ' b.~H1gh School LT S S R Coh
Lo ) ‘:' ) . Average, " : L ‘u"‘ 4 77. ‘? .”«/-‘ 4.77/ ' 28-‘-21 . ‘4' -;.,001} .:'.'.I‘ v

.o “Maln-Eﬁﬁegts‘%’,ALEfLQSSTY; :?;~ftm':‘twﬁif53:?}':fiﬁf;ffﬁiigcfrs‘:f‘
T 1.u Of Mafital .. =~ .0 oo Tt e e e
A Status*‘ TN - SANNPUES EICUERIIN. & BRRNNS BX1: IR -1 SR
Expfafﬂed Co-»‘w_h']j‘?;",.ff=0";;gf.# ;~j.f‘”g9‘ UL B SR
© °  variates .and. ... UL T .~-“' ' ' L T e

) .. Main Effécts** 1393 " 030 4. 64 27 44 B ) A

[

"5'Si§« "'*"Maln Effects" refers\to the 1nfluence of marltal status P
o "5-3- on demester- grade point aVerage.//H~ ST ; o BEEE

'fi{f 'f“:f',:i **"Explaxned Covariates and Main’ Effects" refers to the p/.-T‘

R S Y
ne RPN COmbinedinfluence of measured intelligence, high school s

e A.““,.”iq'i average ‘and parital statusAon semester grade point . ' :‘;,sm_‘
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'~averages and- the standard dev;:?ions for students in the* R |

PO : A

o ' s g

o .o T - N P . <L ) . '., PR . Q . .*. - U . _ L “\..

Caanal &
[V

.Var1°gsrr¢119%9us'denomlnatlons,_'”‘"

T AT S x{...-\\;“T&msgr._ S
T A e J Lo o

,,,Mean Semester Grade P01nt Averages and Standard Dev1at:n.ons

b A of Students 1n the Varlous Rellglous Denomlnations : 4 ;
a0 Pt ‘ ~ IR

~¢-,'

S et U7 Type'of .. ' Number ' . Mean Grade Point .
. ' .- 7+ Religious . of .. Average (3- point . Standard E
: . Denomination. : Students ., - scale): = Devxatlon, AR

o I‘Angllcan R 31 L 160 R .66
L 5?ﬂ\‘ United Church, S22 0 cales it Ts4

. ‘.; g .‘ :‘,'ROman Cathollc ' ,..‘32 o 179 Lo .49 ‘a

g ey ki e

S Other"-‘; C el es T o s2,

,\'%‘a, ) \ . . . ) o L .
'g‘. . N LT o= 1020 00 .1";71‘.' R .55
) N A Mean Grade Pornt ' Mean .:. e

‘ Coo.ve. oY . - .. - . . Average of-all’ ' Standard. -
e e oo e 0 Groups (3 point .. Deviation.
I b ed R S geale) )t T e

P L e T R
A
/
\
e
’

< e 4 AR examlnatxon of thJ.s table reveals that there was

§ ‘gsome degree of variatxon in the semester grade pomt averagesp S
PR ) Lo e g -
: S h'l‘hose stuaents m) the "other" category scored higher tham

. . any of the students fwho were m the remaind.ng enominational

; N N o . : ‘ ’ . N .-i,, '. « . . . N . o %

St g
2R "‘ w»"i"f SRR I AN
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categorles those of the Angllcan falth were the lowest

-

However, no 51gn1flcant dlfferenceé/were found by an analysxs

" “of. varlance. In addltlon, when the effects of measured

+

1nte111gence and ngh school average were held under control

poxnt averages..

‘presented in Table XII

”Eijesearch Questlon V

A} 3
R

i . »

\

»

L AN S RS

{2

e

. .
o

o G v

b4

v -

b o s e i

[ ‘g o point 3verage.‘.m~

N : '
¥ \ &ka_.a |
i R perform the\statxstxcal
v g research question five.
i . '.1_..“/“ be found in,gab;e XIII;
33 .‘{‘./ R S Yt S
S AR N
\ v, . H \\ . X
' ) A\ N ! ’ :\ \ \x
o L
“;L'. R e ~a to u o
APXARLTAE, : “"W.:T”‘T«’ ﬂ‘m@éﬁ?i L W

"lntelllgence to semester grade pornt average?

L to. drop these from further analysrs.

"no s1gnif1cant dlfferences were found 1n the semester grade

[
.

A summary of- thls covarlate ana1y31s is ”,h

7

What are the 1nd1v1dual relatlonshlps of 11v1ng
.accommodatlon, dlstance commuted age, sex,\marrtal status[

}t,;f””f“ rellgl us afflllatron, hlgh school average and measured

Ty L2

‘Because marltal statuS\and rellgious afflllatlon
- were . not ﬁound to be statrstrcally srgnlflcant in' terms
of semester grade- p01nt average by ‘an analy51s of variance

" or by an analysrs of covarlance, the 1nvestlgator decrded

.Sex, because it was _;'

.slgnlflcant accordlng to the analysrs of varlance, was
retalned. It 1s lmportant to note that when the effects
‘of measure? lntelllgence arrd h:n.gh school average were

removed sex did not, srgnlflcantly affect semester grade

Ve

" . Lo
A . . . o \

"A stepwrse mult ple“regression'program was' used tof

"\ '
analysxs on'the data to answer '

L
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1 . e ”r'“»rABLE XTI - ,
wh o - Summary of Analys:.s of Ccyvarlance of Semester Grade Pornt

L R ‘. . j 'Average b}t&Re‘llgious Afflllatlon B, ' o

0

«
.
-
B
- ey ”"““”’}‘x“'

(Contr0111ng for Measured Intelllgence and

-

3 3 . ."f" T L H:Lgh School Average)

3 2 f
: o . . Sum . Degrees . R o :

o  Source-of - - “of - . of ' ‘- Medn - Slgnif:l.cance
‘ / “.. .Variation. . Squares Freedom Square . .F. . - | of F

Rl

: Covariates 13.592 . 2~ 6.80 40.81 .. - .00l
e e . ) : . 1 “'_ ’ L . " v ' ' ' ,
T a. Measured I R e .
Intelligencer 3,660 1 3.66. 21.98 _ ~.001 .

: G b ngh <School ~'.. " ) ‘. - ' ‘,,' :‘ . ) i ..‘” N ' ‘ : — . -. l.l‘.,' .‘I. ’_ “‘.'
UL Average~ S 4,773 . 1+ .- 4.77. -28.66 - ..001 - ..

S

O e S

r

) - Maih Effects L o Lo oL ,
8 " -, of Religious . e I e T
o Affiliation* . 1,094 0.4 U027 1,64 0 0169. o s
‘ ‘ Explalned Com - Lo ha o T
variates ‘and S S, L A :
_ .. Main Effects** " 14.686 .6 . . 2.45 14,70 . .001.
- . s t N . . ) L L e . N ! L . T . : .
A ,' ol 3 )

*"Maln Effects“'refer,s to the J.nfluence‘ of rellglous affll-
1at10n on semester grade .point,. average. . . S

. *"Expla:.ned Covarlates and’ Main Effects" refer- to the
P : comb:.ned in /luence of measured intelligence, high school
o average and’ religious afflliatlon on semester grade
po:l.nt average. : L A R

FEAL e AT

e T 3o
.

o P
. . Wi
’ [
. . .
S : Lot
5 A L .
¥ ; .
[
. .
T,

7 W e
i‘r

‘%‘ A8 ‘Q.\'K{éf
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VJfJTABLE-XIIIL\..

-

- ain

‘ -Multlple Regressmon Analy31s of Semester Grade P01nt Average
'\_' N v

. .. with: Selected Varlables

oot v

hY
R sl

. ; o . . - T
Selected . - Multiple . R .. ° . 'RSQ Single. " <. 3

©  Variables JOR Square: . Change . . 'R. .~
. L , o oo . :‘“ } . ‘, Lo T , g

" D2 Living'Accommodatieﬁz-=__ SRR S P SRR
"" O (Parents) .. " L 0266 ' ) ’ ‘c 071 j‘ 0071 X 'll266 . L .

r
‘1;" Dl L1v1ng Accommodatlon LT Coe T ol
: M A _\' (Boardlng House) .. .283 ' -._.080 .. f.OlO.'ﬂ -.148 :
Lo | D3 L1v1ng Accommodatlonh* : 1@ o L Coe ""_
' . (Apartments) . o .292 “.085 10005, S=,132

yU D4 sex’ . . ;394*~f“-~~148—» .633 “a,.248ﬂ'”{$g

.9

.
~ A"

- /Distance Commuted = 428" ,ff .183 ., " .035 ‘159j

Age .t .428f'-'7f.;83“”~. L0001 - -.100
Measured - Lo R ce
Intelllgence N e 6720 ;451f§\ ',258‘.,‘_.538 N

3

' High Schqol Avefage‘g'l_.758"ff*7;575'“"ﬂ;123 o 55713
7. . D5 Living Accommodation - . T I -.-";i° L

S - (Boarding House) X‘ oD , co .o T L
R T Sex (Males) L7590 ..576»';_ +0008 . }039.’“g3 Lo

et b s i St B A AP RARR IR L SR TRV L LS R e et R
-

e o D6 L1v1ng Accommodatlon ST .
oo (Parents) X -~ . - . e oy
. Sex~(Males). - '"- .759 7" (577 ®000 =273 0

D7" Livxng Accommodation:"._ e e T e

i S (Apartments) X oo e e e e e e
e 4Sex (Males) Co e e80T o578 0 002 0 -0165 . - o b

\
. "
: N !
\ ' v £
. B
‘e AN
o Bt
BES ‘ D
‘
. Y P
: i
\ ., .
T | K
- v N !
. ; .
‘I-‘ 1 . "
. ke L N \ '
o . .
‘ B LTSI -
i ‘
. “ v
3 oS
A A . 1

;’!ﬁ?ﬂ . 3 ‘»,:',-::aq,:,.\»w':«.v:‘-:zu\'-*:‘m‘.'h. S ‘ ' ’ mv-d o , \u'wm"«:‘l ',";“
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AN f , 75. |
I E . |
“ b R - ~ '
e Sl S ‘ \ ]
‘.E C ' An examlnaELOn\pf thlS table reveals that the , %
E?E . zlnfluence of 11v1ng accommodatlon “on semester grade poxnt :‘i
',é- ' average totaled approx1mately 8 5 per. cent.' The larger . 'g
TR , . ’
£ ~port10n of thls was taken up by those students who llved v f
: .| .with thelr parents, 7.1 per cent. o ”. ;" .'*..' i
S sex accounted for approxlmately 6. 3 per: ‘cent. of i
i . . . . t “:’{/
f ' T '.the varlance contrlbutlng to semester grade p01nt average. o %.
N - - 3
oo : Dlstan e commuted accounted for approx1mately 3. 5 per cent "ﬁ ¥
f, ) ‘ ’ . of the varlance contrlbutlng to semester grade po;nt average.' ?
O AR . By far the largest amounts of .variarce contrlbuted by ‘any L :
N ‘,of.the varlables came from'grade‘eleven average ‘and measured h .
AR (‘-1 : 1ntelligence, the two control varlables. Grade'eleven'.
S ,~;" : .”fnuaverage accounted for approxxmately 12 3 per cent of the .
O LR ;_f'varlance 1n 'seméster grade p01nt average. .Even though’thls
‘ %. 2 7was the second largest value contrlbutlng to semester grade
;%QV:" ? o p01nt average, the overall effect 1s Stlll less than a flﬁth \
C R ! ”~ L.
\QL\ § of the total varlance. Measured lntelllgence -accounted for
‘ii” f the largest amount of varlance 1n semester grade p01nt L~
) W'v~.fjv : ' . W S
‘ Kf'” . '_f\\verage,‘that of 26.8 per cent . ST LU
g. ,~;“~. ,'- ’ i . ) B v . ' L - ."\ . '-. N
| g Researc Questlon\VI ’ ' R

4 \

What is the combined‘>elatlonsh1p of 11v1ng accom* V

Betje SN Sy

ﬂ odatlon, distance commuted,_age, sex, marltal status,

e | o -rellglous afflllatlon, hlgh school average and measured C

e ol & - N I TN
TNy : ' ' -
S ;; »intelllgence to semester grade poxnt averages? ‘ ) S
o - ' S

. 'P The R square column of Table XIII,presents the

PN N ‘

o ; v‘addltive 1nfluence of the varlables, type of 11v1ng accom-“.

[ £y, " : e . ) “-\‘l . .

< \‘ ' { : ‘;. C Q. , N

N : v ' > _ Yot

“k o ’ , .:" L v N

:“ll'af T L N ) IV S Gl ; e w3
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‘.e ' ’ .
by ; : . = 31
M f . : . . 1Y ;’
iE ' 76. ?
i’ e . ! ’i“
b . modation, sex, measured mtell:.gence, d:.stanc:e commuted, Lo PR
- age and grade eleven average. ,Mar-:.tal status and rel-J.gJ.ous 'f:g‘
W

N = !

aff:.l:.at:.on were’ omltted because of thelr lack of s:.gm.f- |

" e K approxlmately 42 5 per cent of wh,at contrlbutes to the ‘

‘ icance. to the study, accordlng to both an analysm of

L)

I TR NG

1 °

, Variance and ‘an analys:.s of covarlance, us:.ng measured o

mtelllgence and,grade eleven average ‘as covarlates. ."The'.:

T e

varlance shown totals approxlmately 57 5 per cent of all AR :. o

variance J.n semester grade polnt average. In other -words,

.. . A
R e e S e 8 SR i,

PPN

;f' S o varlabll'fty in semester grade point average is Stlll left
' : unaccount\ed for. ‘These‘ values are‘ appLoximates, sinc‘e N
' . ' marital status and relrglous afflllatlon were dropped, e . SRR
"\. ) ‘ ‘. ‘. . R
g.{ BN however, 1.t is doubtful,,grven thelr lack of s:.gmf:.cance, . v A
R if they would have /accounted for much more of the varJ.ance. N
| ,' .. % In summary then, the total. 1nf1uence of the vari- = - 3 -
3. . . AT . co co ,‘i
g ) ‘ ables studled, on semester grade pomt average was approx-» ' ‘
s 1mately 57 5 per cent.
s % "r s ; ThJ.s chapter has presented an analysrs of the data o
ol - pertarn:.ng to the srx research questlons posed in the study.
1 - .o Chapter v w1ll present a dlscussa.on of this analysrs and:
;;% v make recommendatlons pertlnent to the use of thls lnform-
%} : , tlon and to areas, for future study. R '
o W e R
L : ' \ . :
1, } . . - - Y .
> Z‘r . e - Lot .
) e S ' ; A
P ’I S TR ' :
EE e ' ‘ ! - . =
ii\ ! ) Lo ' . ¢ )
:-X' / 3 : B , .' ‘ o :
’ "’ . AN '.'
’;’\L l"‘» ,"‘:‘ ( 4 “—n;a\r.:/,-.;)}h.x n et "‘[l\';‘
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'CHAPTER V .

A .. : . . L o : " ‘
+ DISCUSSION AND, RECOMMENDATIONS ™ . y 5

ot e . K o . . ) . . P v B

' . Coeme

.
“1

. . R!
- Pt ey - . A
. . B BT B
- - - . * - .
. .o . .
. t .- - -
L]
.
o
-

The purpose of . this study was’ to determlne the i
y o .effects of the follow1ng varlables .on semester graf}e p01nt o o .,)'

average of thlrd year'or later Educat:l.on students at

R

1
. ., e . ; Ve o
v . f . \ N . '

.,Memorlal Unlversn.ty S P L BT

L. 'LJ.VJ.ng accommodatlon coe

E . . c. -
T e TN L Gymeny s e, e e o AN
. - o)  F
- . .

‘

- . -,

S T PR Dlstance commuted _g‘:‘f B T 2 "
BaAgeT oo wteten o L T '

-, . ‘K ) N 4». <. Sex . . . ‘Y . T . ",- . . .‘-. .':‘«~,‘

e o 5 Mar:.tal status e R ) D, "‘4"_'.-‘.'\;".

IR S PR -8 Rellglous afflllatlon BT ES
I ’ - n. N woa P ’
-SSP e ngh school graduatmg average SR
F T e (also a.control var:n.able) R A
R N 8.7 Measured 1ntelllgence : —— IR
o ', o " (also a control varlable) R B '
. . . N N @ M u. I ; " A “‘ . e . '."
) .‘Such J.nformatlon would not only be of research 1nterest, y
L. i . . . ' " “’I." . "

o but. would also be of use to those who adv1se prospect:.ve

o

.and current students at Mem9r1a1 eThe study J.nvolved 102 L L :

A . v R Y-S .
Y students enrolled durlng the\ thlrd semester in the Facul"tyf AU
% ’ s - N A—s'_ " . h " . v . - e ’ v o
i B . Tt ../' o0 s . : , .\&‘:. v .

e e of Educatlon. E e T e

Coat R N

L _'f[ ThlS chapter is organlzed into "two parts. Part 'f'}
v LT e ’ ) R ."‘.' e
o N . N . ] . .:".

‘one deals w1th the discussion of the results of the study, § A

T\ :;while part two outlmes thé recommendationsr The dis~ e

R . . "'o,'." el

R '_~ : cuss:.on of the results follows the order of the“‘f‘esearch ‘ “

. ‘ . N ., s
: N . e -0 T ‘n. '. 1 oet
L guestions posed J.n Chapter I LTy 3 '
\ " R ’ . ' s U, - v
. "4.'1'; b e Lo
i SRR g
UANNTRR R ) o 5
L7 "« N Y \‘. . s -

' g g
R R < EA R (T

Cpe s A R
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, k 78, - i
) Dlscu531on.‘;_, ) L B ' | "
. o ' l G)e type of . l:.vmg accommodatlon was sllgnlf-“'
| — 1cantly related to the semester grade polnt average, when - ) 2
: R measured mtell:.gence and hlgh school graduatlng average ~_5 ; ;E
? were controlled'.. Puplls who l:Lved w1th their parents ‘
. 1 ' i L obtalned 81%n1f1oantly hlgher semester grade p01‘nﬂt averages
’ R , S than did those who 1ived 1n an apartment, .:Ln a boarﬁng
N o ' o house or in a unlvermty re51dence on campus.' ThlS infor- ,. -
:"' a matlon jo‘an be presented to ourrent,,.an,d prospect"ive students .l | .
v '@"«.':'-A o :. jr!'.A.at' Memorial UniVersity 'Unfortun'ately', it does 1Aitt1e'1 to. - 5.
#‘: ) . -,"' _'f help a student whose parents' home 1s heyond commuting ) ST
ST | dn.stance. It does, however, raise questlons for off1c1als ‘ %
.! ‘at“hemorlal Unlversn.ty, such as: | 4 | .) | PRI 1
:; L T , Should unlvers;Lty resxdence settlngs be more:. . ‘
"z - ' ~‘ ‘ l:.ke a student's home'? L " o C SRR
. ! b. Should students contlnue to 1ive J.n board:.ng ‘
:;-. L houses while attend:.ng university? . . . o ' o g ' o
| - " These fmd:.ngs expand upon those of Smallwood (1971)
‘ Hls study, which J.nvolved first year through f:.fth year ) .
L . , students, 1nd1cated that students llVlng in: on—campus i
g | re51dences did mgn:u.ficantly better academlcally than d:.d ‘
§ . students 11v1ng off-—campus. However,' he dld not " study
Et ,' .; females or students liv:.ng at ‘home;- nor did he control for ' 5
‘_’ ' : “." the effects of mtelllgence. . The present f:mdings ares 1n L
{% " agreement w:.th his. general conclusion that pupils living
( ' f . :m a board;.ng house do obtain the lowest semester grade -
",::' n & ., pomt‘ averages of .the ty‘pes studled the flndings differ g;
S Y ‘ ce e T ‘14,1/-' ' S oy
_m —'4 " " - S -"‘ 'l"ﬂ‘\‘h o ) AR
i . ‘ " LT ' J',-' > |
S S T ey g e AR R
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'-from those of -Smal'iwood_since thosel 'subj'ects l'iving With

.. ‘
eHES
!
'

LA Sk

o their parents were found to have the highest semester grade

'
e e et = = e

' po,int averages. Distance from universuty was found, in

Y

TETREVEY

this study, to- be unrelated to semester grade poz.nt average, _ gt

e

_but the type and degree of parental superv:.s:mn and assrst-

T ance ,were-not investlgated Further study may determine

.‘ . . . ‘ M
. . . ' °

_— J:.he effect of such factors. - B

SR f When students lJ.VJ.ng w:.th their parents were S

et e e L 4 aem T

"‘C&‘,;ﬂ" e

.

compared with:-a comb:.ned group of students llVlng J.n the
: LT 'remain:mg three types of livmg accommodation (apartment, ‘

i

boarding house and univerSity resxdence) ‘the results stn.ll

. et s

o 'showed that’those l:.vmg w1th parents earned s:.gm.flcantly

It
IN

higher semester grade po:.nt averages. With the exception .

. of those llV}ng w1th thelr parents, all other types of 11v1ng

=

accommodation J.nVOlVed some degree of parental 1ndependence.

- It may be loglcal to assume that di.fferent person-'
.ality types choose to live at ‘home than in a more 1ndependent -
: lsetting. ThlS question was not investlgated by the writer.
However, any study in this area would have to be limited to
L : those pupils who have a choice since some students are
jforced to leave liome “to attend univers:Lty e ST
. Matson (1963) attributed the  lack of differences ' ”
'between types of ;Livmg ac;conunodatlon and academlc grade o o
. point averages to the fact that his sample was relatively . oo A
. }homogeneous, given the droppmg (out of low ability students. "

‘Since the present sample studied was relat:Lvely homogeneous

1n terms of Paculty attended and measured 1ntell;gence, and . S

i i

5 B PN Cede - mlt" .
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%‘ | 3 80.
s }::_f’,_,*__p_____ B s1nce the semester grade pon.nt averages stJ.ll Signlflcantly
fg favoured students llv:l.ng at home, 1t may be all the more '

.
-

f'pdlcatlve that liv:.ng accommodatlon does indeed J.nfluence

semester grade. point average. - .

-

ThlS study was llml.ted to the 1nvestlgat10n of one,

oy wn"mdﬁﬁx“

« semester and 1nformat10n on the du!({tlon-of each student~s'-’

. stay in- a partlcular type of 11v1ng accommodatlon could not '

P modatlon on grade po:.nt average was not assessed, thlS too .

could be an area for further study.

N

predlctable than males and perform better in’ umver51ty.

The present J.nVestlgat:Lon, w1thout controlllng for the -

"average, also found that the subj'ect's sex had a signif‘i.c‘a'n‘t
effe\Ct,v favouring tfemales.-” This finding was c'onSistent with

- the maj'ori'ty of th'eprevious research. In/fact, Lav:m (1965)
,‘_’..‘,-. LI ] v" 1 )
i in hrs review of stud:.es preva.ous to that date, reported no .

*

“ . studles where males exceeded /’females in these factors.

‘s AP
A T

o ,,...y..-«:-s-c*r

Many of the prevz.ous studn.es (Ender and Stelnberg,

1966) examined only £irst year students and d:Ld not control

L4
for the effects of measured rlntelllgence or hJ.gh school

I L

*average.- In ar‘number of studles where ‘the effects of elther

LS M

: hlgh school average or measured :mtelllgehce was controlled, "
[ o , , both factors- were not used as controlf Hew:.tt and Goldman ‘
: L (::975), Duff and Sez.gal (1960), V:Lck and gowaaay (1952) and

L ' . . [ NI .
© . . 1 . H Lot e

‘-, “‘;.‘..l . L ':': ¢
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KR R be determaAed. Hent::a_:t/lrna—Ong term.effect of 11v1ng accom-.'
g Prevxous research reported that females are more~:»

effects of'measured intelligence and hn.gh ‘school graduating»,,

' 1963, Truesdell, 1972 Sodhi and Moore, - 1970, and Sulllvan,a'
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0' . . l: 4 . LT

1 ' L Hossein 1'975) were among the researchers who fell J.nto

thls categor . The present 1nvest1gat10n then exam1ned the

. ‘effect of the sex factor by remov:.ng the effects of the

"E . covariates of measured :Lntelllgence and hlgh school average. | " .
When thJ.s ‘was done, sex no longer had a s:.gniflcant effect

on semester gradé point A\ierage. This .‘LS 1mpostant because '-
","~ " o 1t.prov1des' an J.ns;Lght :Lnto the sex factor prev:.ously un-
? ' ' o accounted for, namely that the 1ntelllgence of a pupJ.l and e
’; : g hisuhrgh school‘graduatlng average are more important than o ,,. b
’°his sex.. I . / . o e
! : ] 3. - Much of the prevxou/s research 1nto the effects ‘
; " . of" marltal status ‘on unJ.vers:Lty grade po:Lnt average used e
?": " o veterans, nurs:.ng students and Junn.or college pupils as
- . subjects. : Thus, contradictory results ex:.st re/garding the
’ - ' influence of- mar1ta1 status on universrty grade point . average, )
% S L ‘ 'J.‘he current mvestigatlon found that ‘marital status had no
é . o sxgnificant effect on subsequent semester grade point average.
g ) c However, no controls for the length of the marriage or the ’Aav.‘.’i
T ' number of dependents were made. It is poss:.ble that these - -
33 and other variables, such -as financ1a§l status and whether . |
%' - the couple lived together‘ or were separated whlle attend'ing
%l un:.vers:.ty, could mfluence subsequent g::ad\es. ) } i .
P -:":"“' S N The present flndings concur with the findmgs of L * :
; ' Jensen and Clarke (1958) who found no srgnlficant differences
‘ ‘ ' in grade p01nt .average between marrled and single males.

'l‘he two samples are comparable in that the Jensen and Clarke

i . R . .'« \: I . . v . .“
Wik 7 é:; ‘.ia.rt’*:,u i #
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- ' year or later results as well' as f:.rst and second year.

vy
o RN

o ‘a‘vrmmwa;;g.
-~
.
[ < B
N
.

: . The present study J.nvolved only nmeteen marrled pup:Lls.

‘ . Thus, some cautlon should be exercised in apply:.ng the //i(\ )

i L. ~.results of thlS aspect of the study. ( Vo -, ,// ‘ o
* - o 4 Students in'-the present sample dld not show a _/

L e .."l‘relatlonshlp betWeen rellgrous aff:.l:.atlon angd. .semester”grade E
) SR ‘.' 'point average. It :leimportanat to ‘note that this study did )

'j' , o ' o :'-:not examlne students 1mmed1ately upon entry to unlverslty, '
; R .'hence, the lnflue\nces of rellglous aff‘lllatlon may be” some-' )

W. | ‘ :what decreased by the tJ.me students arer in. their thlrd year ‘ .
i N Eurthermore, as noted in- Chapter II, rellgious afflllatJ.Ol:l‘f "
o and J.ts\mfluences on um.vers1ty grade po:mt average :Ls , .
~~ . further confused by‘ the effects of the part:.cular@ hlgh school
i ‘ L one graduates from in Newfoundland How strongly one acceptsl

% T ; L and’ follows .the partrcular value system of ‘his denomlnatlon', '::

v

g _and Lndeed, how-d:.fferentv the value systems really are,

- »':should be the subject of another type of study. . In effect, '

a whole multitude of varlables can 1nfluence- the factor of

I -
N

rellglous afflllatlon.’ 'I‘he prevmus research examlned the -

effects of attendance at a publ:uc or paroch1a1 sohool on ' '

N .

subsequent grades. Knowledge of rel:.glous affll::.ation as

P i St o
.

Co at un:.vers:.ty would thus appear limlted A suggestlon a»for

i‘ . . c . ,,_/ \
B e C future research could be to examme the J.nfluence of varlous
* ‘ B speciflc parochial schools on unlver51ty grade pOlnt average. .
A T o 5! .Slnce a, discusslon of several of the factors 7
K o oo - o . ; i ) - ’ v Lz
u . . relevant to Aresearch quest:,on five prec’eded \this sectlon, N
i o : f 4

‘ » - 4l“. e . . -

’ ~ N oo, , R L
\ ‘ - . o R «\- :11 -A- s i
:-n I-‘n‘_' B e".‘""".b R ‘.‘L‘ ‘; N )',\‘. .\ v(#"’*. “’H y N

Hot e Mﬁt.\“&’"!s.%;s:‘ LA e T
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: R .. .the foiiowing~-discuSSion will relate to-’thé’ factorg of.

E‘ | dlstan‘ce commuted, age, hlgh school average and measured
‘j:\%\;\\“;-zl 1ntellﬂlgencde’. . e T tﬂ . L | - .
" Co . “. - 3 " - As was’ shown :Ln Chapter IV, the effec&t of’ dlstance }
. I - commuted on semester grade po:mt average accounted ;E;r only
‘ ' 3 ) per cent of the varlabblllty in. those scores.. Thus, J;n‘

) R p tlal answer to research quest:n.on flve, dlstance commuted .:';"
; Ce '“.. had no, 51gnrflcant effect on semester grade ponlt average o L
);‘ . '.' « ror gost students. *Howevé!‘: there 'may be an effect orzu :_

i ; , ': - - . factors. other than gradeé po;.nt average. dlstancejcommuted "
:r . g . could be found to bé rela,ted for exampl,e,_to study hablts. i
’: . ' Thus, as_‘far as furtherlng J.nformatmn on the 1nf1uence of

dlstance commuted on semester grade poant avx rage la con—

3

> ;T;ﬁ:‘," 1:"%3

cerned,\thls study has, ‘for the flrst k

" \ 1nVest1gation ™ ght prove mgre valuable.) 'As far'.«a.s cou’nsel-‘ L

%; , llng 1nd1v1dual puplls ms concerned’, the effect of d" stance‘

& : R commuted on ;emester grade poxnt aver’agev‘need not be"a' — -

? J ?'.', ‘ " . Partlcular /concerh- . L k' ', R -_.l“ .‘,\,?’v ‘5 :i; R

R a ,; - Contrary to many of the prev:.ous studles,' age was ey

} . ) ‘ ( _\ | examined as a continuous varlable ia t}xe present :lnvestigatlon. L

~—, z ‘ T ',l‘hlsv change J.n approach was mage m“ an attempt to resolve j.‘:i‘ ”

s thé cOntr%ctory nature of prevaous flndlngs. ?.‘t ‘was found <

o g ‘I) N Ve
S e R

(? §i P
m‘H "{57 }f x"i" YIS
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n- tlme, prov:.ded' Ty,

ﬁ ) some factual 1nfo_rmatz.on._,, Desp:.te t limrtatlon of the o :
. o tz.me of ohe semester, it appez?rs 10g1ca1 glven the low“\v‘-""’

B E level of var:.ab'i'i ty, accounted for, to conclude that further

& , A I 1nvest1.gation of: the effects of distance commuted on. semester

”gmade po:.nt average would be of llmlted use,{;ong term e
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\v\

"hat“age contributedathe least of all the factors to the

s memolie

3
s oo
‘

'At aVerages, less than onént
v : o , R g . \ . ._‘ . \\ \J ,_»} -«.r. EEERE
ST gﬁqr cent of the vari\\lllty ln semeste gradg/point averages}_

PRI N -
M RN A T
NS T
B A falil
. . J
. - . -

-~
- .‘..‘m—ﬂr'—!?%
- - et
B T . R
|

s

.

,_\\' N

e . :
cduld be attrlbuted\to the effects o~/5§e.;' 1le contradlct—,;

-,

-~ 3

S " 1ng the work ofilocal r%gearche;%_SUCh as Sulllvan (1955)1g._,i ?1 ;i
;i}ﬁﬂfif;:p(i{ﬁjf‘and Sodhlhand'Moore (1970), who studle\\flrst year~pup1fs{fiﬁ;;fi's\i¥i\
: B the present/flndangs support the e;zdeh 3 . ;.;'-4—vii¥§;
W, e e - . \ VAR i~ §
. §§7\;f:_. Lafferty (1969) and Grant (1968) ThlS flndrng could ; , ‘if-\w$f
'}i:*fgn ;;if;jf‘ allay fears, partlcularly of mdre mature students; that ‘age’ ( \\/; 4
RIS affects grade po‘mt avexage~ R B < \ T B
4 R hlghMSChOOl average was not the best 51ngle P;éd;étor °f t‘ \fg.
; ngh sChool average accounted\\\ ;
f{ ,for 12 3 per cent of»the varlance 1n semester grade p01nt ‘Nf:; %‘ _;;
; 2% alerage.‘ ThlS lower than usual 1ﬂfluence of hlgh SChéél ';i ?:}} ~{::
s faverage‘may be attrlbutable.to two factors._'gne fagtgr"”” Iy ’
v concerns the Hééﬁof terd,yearwor later students ‘in the O R
study.f As previously noted (Jex,,1966), the predlctlon of/ ’jéﬁéliifl %

'ti colleqe performance by hlgh school average decreases 1n

- 'a) o ) "‘
\\\ accuracy as students' tlme away from hrgh school lncreases.u o

7;n ﬁnothe; factor\contrlbutlng to the lower than usual 1nf1uence RO

x ~.

T~ « -'~«

of hlgh school average concerns the:use of a‘sample of

puplls from a\iargennumber of hlgh 8 hools.qutudles by 'F\ulnﬁ'gf

o McCormack and Asher (19641 demonstrated that hlgher cor- gqihw..jjﬂg

By o relatlons resulted from the use of\one hlgh school as'h ‘?,.},i;fﬂfﬁ i
N L-" ~et ) Tl e Dy 'l‘
’3 = predxctor., ngh school average had the seqond hlghest amount
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_:::T":" i
v o N
'f\ ~\l’€ Lo R T L . . C N
an 1mportant consmderatlon fpr/prospectlve and current -
\\\\ students as well as for~un1ver31ty off1c1ars 1nvolved 1n5' flq_
SR .‘;ij‘}fsel srlon‘procedures._ff N ol SN
' ‘/ The haghest amount of Varlablllty 1n semester grade K ijfh
: - ) - . 2 A S R
< LY P
f’p01nt—average, that.' 26 8vper cent,/yas accounted\for‘by . -
R > B SN PR AN '
Ameasured 1nte111gence.ﬁ Th \\\-tradrcts the majorlty of s ST
e ’ ST ' ¢ RS R
prev1ous research whlch found hlgh\school average to account RN

!
!
for the greatest varlablllty The results\gf thlS study '{~:&T f{a'!ff

A

'7._may}suggest that high\school average is a usefuf short—term .'kf‘ﬁ\\;<§

predictor for unlver51ty perf\rmance, but that measured ,i '{;
I lntellectual skllls arga better long—range predlctor..fuff
' SURATIN o :

Few of the preV1ous studles examlned, as thelr Subjects, ju:{;f

students 1n an\educatlon faculty at the thlrd year or later ;

of their unlver51ty career ‘thus,»few dlrect comparlsons

can be made?vﬁﬁowever;*lt 1s amportant to note th ‘ " :
amount of Varlablllty\aésqpnted‘for ln prev;ous studles” ‘ . f
'ranged from flfteen per eentﬂto thxrty-flve ?er cent, with Tgﬁmff5j ;
' an average of about twenty—flve p.r cent, thls average .‘v”"”*: “\ :

It 1s 1mportant for students to know that mea,’

: :ed\’ intel- \ . it
].;” '}ﬁ‘ ligence is an 1mportant factor 1n accountlng for Fh'k§¥;.&§”jff_ ”;Wﬁuf
s, T ) A 3 . o Ll ) ~'\ S

ARE : G
varlablllty 1n semester grade p01nt average.‘ It 1s also

. ' .,, \7 ,\‘ u,‘ . L

el 1mportant for unlver51ty and school off1¢1als to be aware/

: of, and use, 1nformation of thlS type in. the adVLSement of AR
puplls. .ggumﬁ;i*“.u.?‘" J'ﬂ' C SN 3-4' o

\ P ‘-'.. ' L . : .
e h ’,,k -\,' . '4 LI e

¢ s " [

ﬂ)f{:,':‘ The amount of varlab ty accounted\for byﬁlhe

. ‘

factorS\Qi marltal status and reriglous afflliation wera§

B P
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R ’,accommodatlon, with the majorlty of that varJ.abll:Lty belng \ '
) o attrlbuted to those students who llve wn:h the:.r parents. Rt
. W D é ~". v E

, " 5.

In o\her words, wh:.le 'llvx.ng"m a board.mg house 1s relate‘d

UL to 1ower semester grade po.Lnt averages, J.t does not account o

I -~ ,!

for a s1gn1f:.cant* amount of var:.aa::.on :.n grade po:z.nt average.,_ -

7 A “‘, Sex of the student was'< found to account for1 about

S 51x per cent of the varlablllty 1n semester grade pomt

e g ('um.vers:l.ty It should be noted of course, that other factor
g

— e

\\ relatlonshlp of the varlables under study to semester grade

./" : Ve

Tl p01nt average". : Mar:.tal status and rel:LgJ.ous .aff:.l:.atlon

AR A WP

; i \.ﬂ ._ were omn.tted because of the:.r lack of stat:.stzcal s:.gnJ.f—
i ' J.cance J.n the earller analysis. ) The ‘rema,ln{tng var:.ables of
:{ 11v1ng accommodatlon, dlstance conunuted, age,,. ser,‘ hlgh ‘
s N ‘?'rl‘:-;‘sohool aVerage and measured mtelllgem:e were found to

P ;‘ ,{ <

e '»‘_...‘.V._::

; account fo{ 57 5 per cent of all the varlance 1n semesterl"vv.-';'

R s
RPNy N i

\ ' ; grade po:mt a\rerage.“ Th:.s 1eaves 42 5 per cent of “£he
< A\.. ' ‘—" \ A' I3 N - AREETY
varlahce not accounted for.\-
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AT "-"‘v"“."-'w.em_«:-r»:,.3:'&_‘":.':{;:4-.-2 Neay e
SR . U
i ) The remalnlng 42 5 per cent of the varJ.ance may ST S
.Y . . N e L . . T O A e T
. 'g‘" . . o - NG ..,. '_."‘ R ,~:_ '/ .x‘.‘_‘ ,‘:‘. . v L ,\'A»;
S A 7 . Ul come, from a varletyrof sources.¢ TS I % .
: ‘4 ‘,': < : L v o v .‘_‘N‘\\ " l' .A = v : o VT ! A4
e T 1 \\The sample was composed of a basz.cally homo— . 3
; f."“: LT \\\‘;\ R - il e ‘
R S geneous .group, as. po.1nted out J.n Chapter II. Douglass LT

S -7,‘ Sk (1967) reported that the more homogeneous the group the o
el L 1ess w:.l,l be the resultlng correlatlon between the varl- e \

. - . .
LB . . N . .
B % c g . L. " ~ .

LT ables. The prem:.se that thlrd year or 1ater students form

N 0 ° LRI N

D a relatlvely hOmogeneous group ma.ght be an~explan ion for T '

\, z‘ T L

"..fr;rl' S - part of the variance 1¢ ft unaccounted for. Douglass also

< .
IEPPSCEre PLARE S ULl SO

g went on to show that more than three pred:.ct:.ve varJ.ables,
chosen to be not hlghly 1nterrelated do not usually add
S R . materlally to the correlat:.on between the predlctors and the

predlcted crlterlon of success. o "’f:-':, e B \\ ‘\, s :

P
EEE . o U P S 'r-”'
Tetee ) ‘ :

3-,-., 2 Numerlcal grades, although mathematlcally

Coee ot a et i b \ "vu . \EL . \:, ;,‘ bR ""

B ThoimT ;_r':/; exact, J.nclude in thelr attalnment a complete set of c\' = .
cumstances related to. motlvatlon, teachlng style, type S :
.- A . '_‘ ‘\‘ \

of eva]iuat:.on and many other factors. , It is poss;.ble that L
RPERY e "~ g N

i part of the unaccounted for vara.at:.on resulted from such

R tc or s B
, : ” o factors. o RN ‘ ;:‘\‘: A K _ x

: ‘ S S 'I3l Complete ’random:rzat;.on cannot be‘claimed sr ce\.'. : .

;j R (.,wpermlssn.on for entry :mto the classes had to be obta:.ned
; R from the 1nstructors (see Chapter I)\. - .: _:;:’f_ : ‘4
i o PR . ‘1 " 4 The tJ.me penod of only one semester' has bbeen | l

[ X
S . '.'

prev1ously cqmmented on, .as was the laCR Of knowledge as ‘to

LTy
/

| L o i th.ch students moved from one type\oi 1iv.1.ng accommodat:.on

to another on a frequent bas15._

N '
. .
1y L. %
L3 % N - v
w? v AL b .
LA X N - » R
v Sy —
I v -
' R ' o .
o 3 4 .
A} ¢ H . . .
Wy r. N N
. A
¢ -1
.
oA A
Al .
A > .
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‘tentlon that further reflnements, even lf poss:.ble, would

?/" L . o ‘ : -

“..not appreCLably 1mprove the amount of Vamablllty accounted (g

s “'*.,,"--fc»r"..‘ :Unknown or unmeasureable qual:.tles may alwajrs ex;\.st. ‘ X §
{ ,More llkely, the var:.ance J.S due to a: combl.nat:.on/ of\ the . %
_ A ., : ' ,‘ ,'_"‘,factors studled and the yet unknown qualitles.\ Large : “
:"f l;-samples studled on a long-—term bas:.s ;nay account for greater D i
e e amounts of varlance. ) t ’ f'é
: R i A frnal commeht relates t.o the value' of these flndmgs
' \ce\ ‘to proépectlve um.vers:rté stukdents.,- Certalnly/, prospectlve AT
:.t.,:‘ »students have a »rlght to know what factors are most llkely, ,

2 SIS 1:to’ contrlbute tcr var:x.atlon :Ln thelr grade polnt average. .
"i'::"KnOWJ.ng the source of \some of the varlatlon/can be heIpful'

B0 - .and smllar studles all J.nformatlon pertlnent to the counsp'l- - :

'\ ~,.‘.,'_..-.

‘»"'.l:.ng of prospectlve and current students should be made .‘

LB
20

.

-

- w 'j'i_._.":.f‘""ava:l.lable to school and umverslty off1c1als. Care should.

Ao ! A 1

; be exerc1sed J.n the 1nterpretat:|.on of this J.nformatz.on.

R A
PR A i
"

«

1’ R for 1ts relatlonshlp to lower sgmester grade po:l.nt averages.j
g Ve, T e '.3 The unlverSLty should undertake a sifudy of "‘the Ny

} .

i
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o / and 1ts relatlonship to the motlvatmonal and aca)slimlc LT

;: ‘ functiornng of the students.;.,_.: . ' & \‘ g \ <
‘ - _‘I"‘\‘:‘..‘—:“: 4.. Larger samples&studled on. a more longltudlnal | ,.
S ) | bas:..s may, _account “for greater amounts of Varlance..,“':":- B l 3.
: Sy " s e, L JOURPE
L 5. School off1c1als 1nvolved' ln the counselllng of '
’ : ;'f' prospectlve‘unJ.Vers;tyt students.'should”utlllze 1nfo’rmatlon
K Tl < -

R " ,' 01’1 the students intelllgence and hlgh school averages tol K e
g - A B R A

Y

,
I
:
\
+
.
.
.
:
i 5845 T e

S help in thelr adv:.sementﬂ -: j ‘j ? . L e ':1'
K '« 6. Further research J.nto the rel:.gJ.ous affJ.l:Lat:.on :

hlch

var:z.able should focu“s attentlonr og the schools from‘w

‘should
‘at” complete random sampln.ng can tak place. Free
o access ‘to pupll records, when necesfsarf ’student permrssion: T
has been obtalned, «by duly appoﬁ'nt searchers should be )
contlnued. : These factors would contrlbute to@r{ore mea(?xx— b
: '-Qng,ful flndings. . . ; ' y " ,~ 3

' ,ﬂ 9.\ Further researcﬁ 1nto the effects of valués, VL B
' hoine study hab:.ts, personallty and persona;l. concerns of RSt

' ,«:;,’Z‘-‘“ _ the students on student grade p01nt averages should be : f'_'7: :

| conducted ,rﬂ-?.;7ﬁz«¢{;‘Sﬁlkzéﬁ.ﬁ, ,.}'5 5 ;<f“ '
I {' 10', Further research 'shoald be conducted :mto why '
v ‘zf;_ ,students who wexe l:w:mg wi‘th théx.r parents drd signlf,lcantly,‘ , e
b
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s :;1',4: ~n;' The follow1ng questlons relate to researéh belng
BT carrled out at’ Memor1a1 Unlver31ty towards the completlon
. .0 of a MJEd. in Guidance and . Counselllng.’ Answers to these’
T V;*questlons should help describe more. concretely the factors
'y:“w“uthat contrlbute to.. a student belng suCCessful at Memor1a1

' 4 Research has shown that the tyPe of 11v1ng accom— f
o AR modatlon, the termlnal ‘high school average, . the type and -
< . .. . .-size.of 'high school,attended, the parent's occupation, the.
Set .. s .» distance commuted and” the: 1ntelllgence of "the student are
LT ;Trelated to- academic success., Unfortunately, ‘the" type .or
N "23;,““}degree of the .relationship isoften unclear or variable.
i coete o Ine ‘terms of ‘the' programs, at Memorlal Unlver51ty projections’
b T ,,2';;;;{from resdarch doné. e€lsewhere must be used since llttle ST

-4

- wryf;jrjresearch has been done w1th1n thlS unlver51ty. .'mu

<y

You have been selected because you have béen suc-‘:ﬂ

- ,cessful in’ reachlng the ﬁpurth or. 1ater year at: Memorial

2 Please help by .giving -your. permlss1on to use.; your : grade XI
-and’ ‘University records ‘on’ an' anonymous ba51s.z Also, please
answen the follow1ng questlons.;w., . : :

e e RN TR Afigf-,‘iﬁ g‘ﬂ-" Fred French coT L
B S DIV RCTE Graduate Student R

‘Dric L.,Klas PRSI
Thesxs Superv1sor o
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