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THE PROBLEM

Om of th« JRoat iBportant probl«M confronting education and paychology to-

der *«*!• «i^ ^« causes behind a atudlMit's dlsmlfl**! trm oolltgo bwauao of

«cad«raic failure. Durinf; the first year away from hone the student must loan

to budget hia tiwe and it ia necesaary for hi« to tettOM aocuatowwi to the aome-

what unreatricted freedoa he finda at eollaga in comparison »lth the controla

which ha found at hoae, SomatiiaeB it takea a atudest a seaeater to hacfloe aat-

tled in hia new anvironaent, and ther. he la able to proceed Intelligently »ind

actively aa a new member of the eaapvta*

On the other hand, there ara those atudenta who aeew to be completely un-

able to adjust to the requircaenta of college and who are found repeatedly with

gradas ao low that, after being reinstated et laaat once and sometlmea two or

tlirea Mmm, it ia necaasaiy to add their names to the aver growing dismisaal

list, Thar* are innuMrabla reasons giver; by studenU aa th«< oaoaaa for fail-

ure to mairtain a passing awarage. Accordlag to whnt they say soae of these

ladiTldu:>l8 rre working too r>any hours a week to be able to adt^iataly cover

their claaa assigaaaats, soaa are worried about peracmal mattera, and there

ara thoaa rt» aee* to indicate that they just don»t cara aad Uist they can get

a good Job without a college edue»tion.

Bowawer, there are atudeata who have manifested avorafe or poorer thaa

awerag* ability on orientatiwi teste nnd who are still able to carry the cua-

t«««ry hours of cl* sa work, be sctlve in extra class RCtiviticB, end pertxaps

corry a wortc load to aid their financial status. For saaa reaaan these In-

dlvlduaXa aaaage to stay awMy from the diPmisael list while others who hara

shown about the aaaa scholastic ability are included,

thy !• this latter group uaable to aoeceed? tlany Invtstlgators have noted
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factors other than intelligence which they congider significant,

PKEVIOUS STUDIES

A Miiter of writers have found that several factors other than intelligence

are Ivportant in acadeaJ.c success or f«ilure« Wellfice (1949) found ttet the

oorrelatioM between course grades >^nd ACE scores are saall. Be oc»ncluded that

althoui^ the scores wxj be used ts one of several aids, one aust refrain fra«

putting tmdoe eisj^als upon the results of this exhaination as a predicting

factor. The teat cannot indicate what extra class or personal influences will

•ppwir on the scene to alter the predicted grades in either a positire or a

Mgative Banner, Fusfeld (19A9) stated thet the outside factors proasing upon

tbs student during the one, two, three, or four years in college greatly affect

«ead«ado ftohleveoent. Athletics, financial need, and extra class activities

•m pevtaps th» primary categories for these extra scholastic pr< ssures. Con-

sequentl.7, a student aay have a oonparatively hif^h ACE score but turn right

mxmmd end produce at a low level. Therefore, according to Fuafelc, one can-

not euoeessfully predict from the ACE test alone. According to Qoadmmi i

(1945) one of the standard credos in psychology is that, aaoog college students,

aoadenic echieven<?nt is not substantially oomtensurate with intellectual abil-

ity beoause of so aaqy qualifying feotors confronting the student during the

four years,

Btrris (1940) mentioned the relation betreen college gzmdM and a ntnber

Of factorai intelligenoe, age, a«s, faaily cirouastaaces, physical conditions,

personality factors &nd ettributee, interest, liberallsa, the subjeots studied

in hi^ fichool, the siae and location of the institution, the tinte spent in

staSy* readl&c ability, student load, fraternity aeabership and athletic aldli-

ty. He ccr.tintied to sayi



Th« essential factors in student achiaveiiient are. In the order of
their Inportaiioe: (1) ability (or Intelllgeooe or soholastlc aptltudej
etc.); (2) effort (or drive or degree of rtotlyation, eto,)j (3) clrcua-
stnnco (perscnal, social^ eoononie, aoadttnlct etc.). Tests tap only the
first. Two-thirds of the components ere not taken Into ftccoimt.

In addition to the factors other than intellig«ice Inirolved in aoademle

suecess discussed in the provloiis atudleai there are problems azi^ing out of

an unwise vocational oholoe, A nnater of writers hnve indicated the neoessi^

for helping the student on this point. According to Punke (1951) a general

nisunderstaiMllnf of the nature of Intelligence un<^ of test results bring* on •

feeling of anxiety. Intelligenoe teats are to be looked upon not to revenl ne«

capacities but as offering a nev vay of estinating the ext«nt to which people

differ in their capacltif s. The acjor aim of testing should be to help students

in their developsentf to help students recognise the aspects of their Intelleo-

toal developamat which have been neglected end which are most in need of Atten-

tion, or to recognise lines along which they might exp'^ot to find further de«

elopBiant easy or difficult.

Punke (1951) stated that youth are too io'^ture to face unpleusant or

*inflnti<mary truths' and that the way to keep then liaioetttre is to continue to

treat the* as saeh end prevent then from having experieneea that will help then

ature. Learning about oneself and analysing data would help a student to eval-

uate hlBfielf rnd provide valuable experience for developing independene* and

self-respect. Touth should be given relaited Informrition t<nd someone to work

with (not fyr ) them in outlining a program for future growth and developstent in

the social order that rettlly exists. The best method depends xtpon the prevail-

ing attitudes and the level of understanding.

Test results should be vised to help youth get a r;ioro objective understand-

ing of their Interests, potentialities, and limitations, and to plan their fu-



t*r«B acoondingly. Withholding residts is withholding iB|>orUnt information

«feioh youth should tAk« into acoouat in arriving at JudgMota eff«eting th<^lr

ftttut*c^s. Frotecting thea Is keaping thas fron knowing what fat« haa in atora

for then, Araenlan (1942), in a study of 125 collage freehscn, ooneludad that

stutfanta aho grosaly ovar- or tmder-estija; te their abilities, kaovladga, and

•djvatwttt, ara, aa a group, laaa intelligent ^^nd lesa veil 8djust«d«

Th£it the college student naada halp in vocatimuil selection is evident,

Yocationfiil interesta <)>nd seleotlmta on the pert of students do follow a general

patterns vocations which require advanced professional training ere ganeralljr

selected \^ the students slth higlh aental abilltlee, while occupations which

raquira little or no aoada-de training are selaotad bgr atudenta iriw have rala*

tively lower aental abilities. This conclusion was reached by Kitoser (19^9) on

the baeia of results found on a ^tudy of 590 students at Fittsbttrg, California*

Webb (19^9) Bsda a atuiy of A21 students which showed that fifty-five percent

of the Individuals had chosen no vocation or v?ere imeartaln aa to the appropri-

ataoass of their dioiee. Of this grov^, fifty-nine pereent were elrtyady juniors

or aaniora in college.

One of two oonditlOBa aay exist at tbs present tine: (1) universi-
ties aay ba teaching efficiently a group of Individuas who are aot sure
why tl»y are being teught, orj (2) the students aay not be teui^t effi-
ciently and still, they are not prepared to decide on their vocation and
the purpose of the university is sorely to provide a tlna-knowledga apan
during which thegr »«y decide.

Caller (1951) recopnlMKl the influence of social closa on children's choices

of occupations. As the child shifts fros one choice to another he is indicating

the trends of his thou^t and his values. The youns^er children of tha lower-

olasa are aore influenced by extrinsic reescms than are the upper^i«iddle class

childrwi. The older children do not show this diff<?rence. No statistically

significant differeneae are found batwMn yoimger and older children within each



•ooial claas. HoreTer, one eennot sttggMt that the higher proportion of puplla

glT-ng extrinsic rBfaSons indicatea greater iBr.aturity, Th« Tipp»r-«lddl« el«M

chUdr«i wan frequently (significantly) chose their father»» occupations. Thie

!• a sifiiR of high status.

On the values teat given ty Geller at Chicago the upreMoiddle boys had

higher scores. The two age groups rated the eaM} i.e., the altruatio r^aeone

rtttad high while the extrinsic r-asons rated low. Lo^er olaaa boya *rere moti-

vated ly pxtrinslc reesona rather than altruistic reasons to a nush greater

extent than are upper-«iddle olaes boya. The girls of the two groups did not

differ on their eeorefi. The older girls had higher vb1u» aeores than younger

girls in each of two schools.

In selecting professions, the lower-etatus jobe were chosen least often.

The i5»p»rHri^dle claas boys chose occupations which hf^ve hlrher social status.

This tendency appeared more with the older boys. The same result was shown

with the girls, although to a lesser extent. Social class definitely Infiu-

anoed the occupation choice of high school students and the reasons for their

choices, Httiny of which curry on to oollege,

Waloh (1949) found that oocupatiena at the professiotial leval were ranked

highest iri his study while those at the saai-skilled and skilled levels were

ranked lowst. There was little variation ty aax. Experience, schooling, and

pasaage of tlae aeeiMd to have little influence on attitadaa t«ward occupation^

al prestige. In compering the ranking by freshjicn with thr ranking by teaohara

Im fotnid n correlation of •96.

Educators should atteapt to develop an appreciation of all wortMklle oc-

oupations ty the leaders themselves, In-aervice training for classroom teachers,

aubjeot apaeiallata, and counselora should break dowrj the aental seta relatirg

to the statue of different occijqaetiona. Functional, occupptional coursaa should



be offered which would abendon te«cd>ing *en BBSse* and bring to Moh stodeat

ImovXedgv of siid mcp&rit>no9 in a* aany occupations as possible. This would en-

able 8tud«Bta to n-^ke a sore rational eoraparison of aptitudes, Intereetay and

aULlitiea with qnallfications , requircnenta , find the opportunities at hand*

Kitson (19^) asked can one, in the end, predict vooi tional .r^ucoess? This

tependa iqx>n the individml'a degree of intelligence, hia baalth and plijrsicBl

status, eccmomio cirouB»;tances of the family, social environaent, eiK>tion»l

atabilltjr, aoral and vocaticnal fsotors (drire, character), specialized skill

and kaoiwledge, and a piaoh of *luck* thrown in for good aeacure. Not to be

foz^tten are the unforeseen circumstances which can end will arise* The ata»

4Umta* iaduftriousBasa, aofarietjr, initiative, IsaginAtiMi, persistence, and so

forth, are inflaesoed by his personal and eooncxnic status, he-ilth, tmd any pre«

vlous eaqperlesee* VIth all these in h^ad, then would one dare predict?

llttlDlMWald (1946) has found that little is known about the difference be*

tweaa tlie students who sake realistic ocational ohoiees and those 1^ sakw

uarealisii«j ones. When a student falls to face the facts squareljr he frequent-

ly aeXeeta an occupation which does not correspond with his abilities, interests,

and persca^^tality. Or, he has not looked into the fact that the occupation may

be ovcrcrowfled . The choice nay have been aade, without the aid of a competent

eounselor, becKuae of one of three reasons t (1) ehaaoei (2) current popularity;

or (3) lack of knowledge, according to Stubbtrss (19i48), The individual will

need assistance in chaagiBg a vocational choice Incorrectly made. Heck (1942)

•Bd EMdetaawald (19^6) made studies which purport to show that greater realins

results idien pupila hfive been given ocoupetlonal inforswBtion,

On the other hand, Hoppock»s study (1935) has provided evidence to warrant

the UKPesition that about two-thirds of the e»ployed population maaage to fiad

•atisfying Jobs without aay speolal esaietance or guidance either t*lle in school



or out in the field. He concluded to say that cotoaselora In schools -^nd college*

have noted that the aajorlty of stodttts aede aatisfaotozy edocatiOQal plans with-

out the benefit of counseling*

It has been brought out in the preceding pages thf.it (1) there are important

factors other thfin intelligence in collegiate aeadenio suomss, (2) aany foreee

te>nd to result in unvirie rocational 8f«lection, and (3) evalUBtlon of these fao*

tore, so es to aid the student in improving his vocational and •dueatiwial ob-

Jeetivea, Is important in reducing aeadeaic failtire.

One possible hypothesis that apparently has never be«n studied is Uutt la*

terii»j?t BBturlty is one of the iBii>ortant factors involved in acKdwoic cuccess or

failure. In this study an attenpt was aede to test this hypothesis bj coc^par*

ing interest aaturity scores of Guoce^sful and unsuccesaful students,

PROCEDURE

Lists of alMieate dlsaissed because of acadoDie failure were obtained froa

deans of all schools <m the «uip\is of Kansas State College for the seoond ssmis*

ter of 19^9-1950 and the first aeaester of 1950-1951,

CuEsulftllve record folders for the students on the lists were taken froa

the files of the Counseling Bureau, All foreign studeots, married stuients,

and veterans were oaitted froa the atudy in an effort to ellainate as nany var»

lables as possible. The stadeats were divided into three groups according to

the date of entrcnce and were handled in these divisions throu^out the study.

The flTBt group included those individusls lAo entered Kaasas State College aa

trcGimm in the Pall, 1948, while the second f^^nd «jlrd groups included the stu-

deata who had entered in the Pall, 1949, and in the Pall, 1950. Stvdeats who

had not ratered Kansas Stat* College as freidoMB were also oalttfid froa the

study.
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Trcm tho ooRilatiT* records the folloving inforaatloft wkB Uktot the d«t«

of <9ntx«no0 as a freehaan, sex, ege at the tiae of ontrance, the school in vhioh

tlie stwleat wee n^Joring, i^nd the nwi soorea and the percentile ranka from the

Indivldufil'a intereat aaturlty soore on the Strong Vocational Inter««t Blank and

fMA the iaerloan Council on Education Kxasdjiatlon. Kitti t)]is infozvation, an

attiMspt wae Bade to aatch each attjient mho was dl^laaed fra« s^iool la every

ptirtlcular except the Intereat witurity score, with a student wbo Ma atlll in

school. An alphabetical aeUiod waa eaplojed In matching) i.e., the first atu-

dent following each dlsmlaeed student in the olaaa roll whoye data jaet the re-

quinUMUits was used in the aatohlng group. In Hatching the American Council on

Edueatioo I^tndiatlon raw soore, a deviation of not over five polnta was allowed.

In mt^tlag age, a deviation of not over two years was alloi^ed.

Both the diSDlssed studetits and the ones matched with them were divided

accordiTig to year of entrance nnd the achool in which they vsere enrolled, that

is I agriculture, engineering and architecture, home econOTiica, awi arts and

science'-:

«

Due to the lack of ACF: raw scores at tJie first percentile for students

still in school it was neeoasary to (Moit sevea stuieBta who were or the Fally

19'iO, dlfflBlssal Hat and three individuals who were cm the dlsRissal list of

January, 1951. It was iMpoasible to match these students beeause there were

80 few still in school who had scores at this low level. Two studmts were

eliiBdasted fron the study because it was laif:ossible to s^toh ago and, also, threo

wetorans &nd one foreign stuieDt were omitted froa the sto^. There were no

Harried students on the diamissal lists. This left 2A7 pairs of students to be

used in the study.
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USKM

IB oMvr to Indioate the ccapambllity of the at«^bed groups, the »eam

and standsrd devletione of the sooree on the ACE ere shonn in Table 1,

\ Table 1. CoBtpArison of the ACE results for the dismissed nsnd the in

t
chool groi^ps.

School 1 7ear
1 1 DJ^rndssed I Ifl School

I X (T-

Ag. 1%B 3 95.6 U.2 95.3 16.2

1949 28 80,3 U.5 80.9 U.82

1950 25 67.5 23 .^ 67.7 23»3

mk 1948 15 101.2 16.7 102,5 16.1

1949 30 90.2 20.3 90.8 23.7

1950 U 90,3 14.5 90.1 K.5

n 1948 2 88.5 5.45 86.0 3.0

1949 7 78.3 22.8 76,4 20.0

1950 2 67.5 4.62 70.0 6.7

Aft8 im 11 90.9 22.8 92.3 23.2

1949 56 79.2 19.5 79.6 20.1

1950 54 78.5 22.8 79.3 19.5

TIm formalAB, X end IT" " ffW ftf {f^mf .fiautf, fcoresr

were tts«Mi • The siBilerity betv^een the neenn end the standard deviations in the

MtclMd groups Indleates th« sucoeoe of the ioatohlng on the basis of ACE scores.

Qaly la groups f^hero the nnaber of eaees ves fifteen or less iras the differenoe

in menn score* mi Bueh «• one point*
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The differences \>f interest maturity scores between the dismissed and in

school groups together with the significance of these differences is shown in

Table 2. The standard error of the differences between the means of the matched

groups by years was found for each school. The formula u^ >'.F^.— was
^H- T~

used for this analysis,, To findi the significance of 1bhe difference. the formu-

la t »
^in - Xout ^^ employed to test the null hypo^thesis, Xj^ was used to show

cr-^

the students still in school and X^^ to represent those who were dismissed.

Table 2, Significance of the differences in interest maturity scores
between the dismissed and in school groups.

I

School. t Year
:

t N
J

Ulsmlssed

: X
, In' School , I

: X Wt
)m. in,

Means
;

-32.4 61.9

t

i %

.52Ag. 19A8 3 1.7 U.6 -30.7 123.

19il9 28 -74.8 115. -23.8 104.3 51. 46.9 1.087

1950 25 -36.1 125. -97.4 106.9 -61.3 37.4 1.69

Total 56 -53.4 -57.1 - 3.7 23.0 .158

ESeA 19A8 15 -27.2 103. -21.0 77.1 - 6.2 30.3 .205

19-^9 30 -18.0 73.5 -40.3 113.0 -22.3 30.3 .735

1950 U -26.3 111,0 -.4 100.5 25.9 38.3 .675

Total 59 -22.0 -25.9 -3.9 19.0 .21?

HE 1948 2 18.0 137.2 117. 35. 99.0 172.0 .576

1949 7 -12.6 81.9 97.3 103.0 109.9 43.8 2.5

1950 2 -23.0 4.0 39,0 40.0 52.0 37.3 1.395

Total 11 -8.9 88,4 97.3 36.7 2.63
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Tabl« 2 (conel,). Significance of the dlffereneea In interest eaturity

soorea betTreen the dimiiaeed and is ecdiocl groiqia*

"""
, ,'

t Di8aiss<!d I In School i Diff , in : C

—

^b^ i

a^hnol » Teer I H lJ SzLl ^ ' ^^^^? 1 S-^^

MS 1948 11 24,2 107^ 62*6 76.1 38.4 43.3 .885

1949 56 19.6 115. 1.10 118. -18.6 23.9 1.

1950 54 2.46 103.8 29.5 91.4 27. 18.1 1,5

Totel 121 7,9 19.3 11.4 14.1 .81

In none of the groups wae there any significant difference.

There was no eridenea fro« theae data that the interest maturity scores

fro« the Strong Vocational Interest Bltnk neaflured an important factor in aca-

demic BuccaBB. Fiorthsr evidence of thf^ failure of interest maturity scores to

dlff«r«Hitiate the two groups is shown ty the fact that seven of the sixteen

dlffereiteaa between the aaana were negatlva aa compared with nine positive dif-

ferences.

AlthOD^ the Bsans of the groups showed no significant differences, <»i

account of the large standard deviations a few large erratic scores might

sariou83y h»ive affected the aetms. A st^idy of the original data slight show a

tendwacgr for scores of unsuccessful and succsEsful studmita to be grouped dif-

ferently'. In order to investigate this, Table 3 i«s constrxicted.
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Table 3. Intenst jrnturity score* for dl»iBla»«d w»d in school et.udenta Ir the

school of efrleulture

S^ortie iln School i Dismieeedt In Sehoolt PlawHi»4l tn ^g^ooJ

200
180
160
UO
120 2

100 2

80 X ^
60 1 1

40 1 1

20 2

J 3

-20 1

W^ 2

.60 1

.80 2

-100 1
-120
-KO
-160 3

-180
-:%)0 1 1

-220
-240 2

-260
•S80
-300
•320

1950

2
2
1
2

3
2

1
2
2
5

2
1
1

2
2
X
2
1
4

2
1
2
I
2
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Tabla 4, Intereet jsaturlty scorns for dlsmlHeed and in school studeots in
the school of enei»^ring and ardtiitaoture.

1 1%,o t m? ; "l95Cs

Sawg I Ip bp^ool
,1

r In School 1 DiwlBged J In School J ^lilfffifffflrf

180

(MWMrtft^n^^

1
160 1 2 1
T/,n 1 X
120 1 2
100 1
flO 2 2 1
60 1 2 1 1
40 1 3 1 4 1
ao 3 1 2

2 2 3 7 1 2
-20 2 5 4 2
-40 3 2 1
*60 1 2 2
-80 1 3 1 1 1

-100 3 1 1 2
-120 1 2 1 2 2
-uo 2 1 1
-160 1 3 I
-180 1
-200 1 1
-220
-24C 1
-260
-260
-300 1
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T«b2« 5* Xntereat RAturity eoorea for dlsmlflsed and in school students in
th« vehool of hoow •ecnomlos.

t 19m t

M
194«) 1 1^>50

ttffpre? JLJl. School J Dlffjrdsacd : Jla School 1 DisnisEed I In j;chool t Dlaslssw

2^ 1
220

*

200
ido 1
160
UO X 1 1
120 ^

1CX3

80 1 1
'

60 a X
AO 1 1
20 1

1 1 1
-20 1
-40
-60 1
-80 I

•100 1 1
•120 1
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Table 6, Interest aetiirity scores for dlamissed ^nd In sichool students in
the school of arts and sciences.

: 1948 t 1949 t 1950
Scores » In School 1 DlBBissed x In School t Disnissed t In School x Dismisaed

220 X
200 1 X
180 1 X
160 3
uo X X 3 2
120 X 2
100 6
80 X 2 9
60 X 5 i
40 4 1 9
20 3 7 3

X X 3 xe
•20 X 2 3
-40 X 4 2
-60 4
-80

-100 2
-120 X 3 T
-140 I 1 2
-160 3 2
-180
•200 X 2 3 X

> •

-220 X
-240 X
-260 2
-280
•300 X

A study of the preceding tables raveaXed BO tendency for the pattern of

•oor«B for dismissed students to be different from that of the successful stu-

denta* In each group the scores of both the disi&issed and
1 the sueceeaful stu-

dents vers scattered throu(»h approxlaately the sane range. Exoept tor the seven

pupils in the home eoonosiea group of 1949 it •Has not possible to find a cutting

point that would segregate an appreciably greater nueber of either dissdased or

Guecesf•ful atndenta than of the other group.

/'
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This titvdy has not shoro that lntere«t maturity lef«l ie not of lapor-

tanee, but no evicloaee ha» been pr<?eent«d which indicatcB that interest na-

Uurity l«trely aa Beasured hgr the Strong Vocational latereut Blank Mwbles cma

to diseriaiaata batv«i>««i dlMBlaaed and in school atudente. The study haa not

•ho«B that intorfat Mitarity level is one of the many factors other then in-

talll^aaMM that affect the student 'e aeholaatie achievement*

SWOISTIOIIS K)R FDRTHIiR STUDY

The r«8ult8 from thle study do not give any indication cf the prohablllty

of finding important differ«ices by the procedure used. If further atudies

ar« mt0, it ia suggeatad Uiat the aatehiag be done on the baaia of an intelli-

genca t«£t other than the ACE, and that the natehing be baaed upon other fac-

tors sudi aa reading ability, in addition to intelligence.
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rh» writer deeply mppvoi»t«B and la alooeraiy

gxat«ful for the tjow sad l&teraat gkwn alsoat

«itlr«]jr Bft»r offioa houra by Dr. D, T, Shomlter,

Aaaoolfita Profasrar, Kanaaa St«t« College, in guiding

htr through the reaeareh fend fonsfition of tbi« the^ia,
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TabU 7. Data on stvdrats entering Kanaas State Collega aa freahaan in tba

All of 1948 or 1949 who were dianlssed during the aeooad aeaaater

t

t

of 1949-1950.

1

t

>

1 t

1 Maturity i\ ACF

} t Ferrentile ; Raw : Percentile

Vmbar i Date t Sex s he» : School 1 :>core t Banka 1 Score ,.«,
,I^«*a

1 4B F 18 H EC -119 9 84 26

2 49 H 19 Ag. -10 20 12 27

1 49 If 18 4«« -129 9 77 19

4 49 M 18 Ag. 79 56 85 31

5 49 H 17 Ag« -223 2 76 18

6 49 18 Ag. -U7 8 65 8

7 49 M IB Ag. -161 6 71 18

S 49 H 18 Ag. -233 2 85 31

9 49 M 17 Ag. 4 33 65 8

10 49 M 19 Ag. 83 52 92 42

U 49 M 17 Ag. 108 77 63 7
12 49 M 17 Ag. -71 20 101 56

13 49 M 18 Ag. -7 29 103 58

U 49 M 18 Ag. -2a 1 74 16

15 48 M 17 Ag. -106 5 84 26

16 49 M 17 Ag. -170 5 104 60

17 49 M 18 Ag. 42 45 m U
U 49 » 19 Ag. ^1(2 1 64 3

19 49 M 18 Ag. -275 1 105 62

20 49 17 Ag. -U2 8 78 21

21 49 H 18 Ag. -178 4 77 19

22 1.9 M 19 Ag. -111 5 66 9
23 49 H 17 Ag. -127 10 67 10
24 49 M 17 £ & A -156 7 94 45
25 49 U 17 1 ft A -U5 12 101 56

26 49 M 16 I & A 49 68 72 U
2? 49 H 18 Ift A 1 29 90 38
28 49 M 17 Kft A 28 48 107 68

29 48 M 20 EIrA 47 34 102 50

30 IB M 18 E ft A -196 4 68 9
31 m M 18 I ft A •130 3 77 U
32 48 ' 22 E ft A -82 4 105 54

33 49 M 18 Eft A •57 20 66 9
34 49 M 18 Eft A 66 62 105 62

35 49 H 18 B ft A 53 51 118 82

36 ^ ' M 18 B ft A .80 8 95 40
37 48 M 17 E & A U 62 106 57

38 49 H 21 E ft A u 24 72 ^
99 49 II 17 E ft A -8 38 76 U
40 49 M 18 £ ft A -21 26 83 29
a 49 M 18 Eft A -178 5 55 3
42 49 H 17 Bft A 50 57 76 18
43 49 II 17 Eft A 72 62 151 9f
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Table 7 (cont.)

"""
t t

t t

t

t t i Iiaw :

I i-'ntAirlty • AlF

Pemsentile X hav t Percentile

fonV'-r : Dste : £ra t Ape I School ; Scot© : Ranks t Sccr^ } Fankfl

U 49 U 17 1.&.A U 42 80 83

45 48 M 17 E & A 58 107 61

46 48 17 E & A -83 18 98 44

47 48 IV E & A -170 5 120 83

40 49 18 E «c A -93 12 63 7

49 49 17 A & 8 44 52 75 16

50 49 18 A & S -58 22 52 3

51 49 IB A IcS -3 29 73 15

52 48 17 A & S -205 3 88 23

53 49 18 A.&S 202 95 74 16

54 49 17 A & S 62 57 67 10

55 49 17 A ft S 54 57 64 7

56 49 17 A & S -132 10 61 6

57 49 18 A ft S -6 29 89 29

58 49 19 A ft S -49 11 86 33

59 48 18 A ft S 27 39 n 36

£0 49 18 A ft S 83 60 96 48

61 48 18 A ft S -a 24 m 30

62 49 17 Ak, 86 67 68 U
63 49 20 Ag* 56 a 101 56

64 48 17 4g. 11 42 98 44

65 4B 18 Ag. 13 33 111 78

66 48 18 Ag. -19 26 78 18

67 48 19 E ft A 18 23 118 30

66 48 18 E ft A 164 86 29

69 ^ 22 I ft A 96 56 77 18

?0 48 19 E ft A 58 40 110 66

li. 48 17 E ft A 80 67 U7 78

72 48 18 B Ko 155 SI 93 36

73 49 17 I Eo -32 18 64 7

74 49 19 E ft A 47 33 66 9

7f 49 20 £ ft A 127 90

76 49 18 Eft A -10 29 101 56

77 49 17 E ftA -25 33 87 35

7« 49 17 Eft A •22 33 116 80

79 49 18 IK k -35 24 60 5

io 49 18 Eft A -65 17 85 31

SI 49 17 I&^A .67 20 78 n
82 49 18 K ft A U6 81 120 83

83 49 19 Ag. -61 9 94 45

84 49 18 Ag. -23 26 87 35

85 49 17 Ag. .22 33 77 19
86 49 17 Ag. -170 5 104 60

87 49 17 A ft 8 47 52 109 71

88 49 19 Aft 8 ^40 33 82 27
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TaU* 7 (Concl.]\

t
• • X : J 3;fiter<l^%, yft^ttrit.v ; A<pi-

1 1 \ 1 1 Ran t Percentile t liam t PfTcentile

Rmber 1 0at« t vScx t Ar« X School 1 Scor« i Banks Score t Banks

89 m M 21 Alt £ 42 32 88 38
/ 90 49 iS 17 Aft S 90 60 UB 72

91 49 M 21 A & S -120 3 53 3
gK 49 F 17 A A S 5 38 105 62

93 49 M 17 A & S -304 1 48 3

94 49 M 21 A ft S 153 81 93 44
95 49 F 19 A ft S -U6 8 75 17

96 49 M 17 A ft S 1 29 104 60 -

97 49 22 A ft S 66 a 74 16
98 49 F 16 A ft S -25 33 111 74
99 49 F 19 Aft S -8 29 9? 49

100 49 M IB A ft S -207 3 58 5

101 4S M It A ft S -205 3 82 23
102 48 H 18 A ft S 86 60 131 91
103 48 M 18 A ft 8 27 39 51 2

104 48 H 18 A ftS -130 9 m 31
105 49 H 22 Aft S 148 76 50 3
106 49 N 18 A & S 26 39 129 91
107 49 M 20 A £ S -27 18 50 3 • r

106 48 H 17 A ft S 141 85 92 35
109 48 H 18 Aft S 35 45 134 92
no 49 K 18 A ftS 37 45 91 40
Ul 49 li 20 h L 3 a 34 84 30
112 48 F 17 A ft S 19 48 91 34
113 49 M 18 A ft S -134 8 75 17
lU 49 M 18 A ft S -23 26 87 35
115 49 M 18 A ft S -172 5 94 3
116 49 H 17 A ft S -216 2 61 6
117 49 F 22 A ft 8 59 33 70 12
118 49 « 18 Aft 8 -152 7 80 23
119 49 M 17 Aft £ 42 52 91 40
120 49 M 18 Aft S -120 9 82 Z7
121 48 M 19 A & 8 -20 16 69 9
122 49 V IB Aft8 -8 29 98 51
123 49 F 16 A & S -215 2 51 3
13!4 49 If 17 A ft S -235 2 67 10
125 49 F 18 A &S 81 60 96 48
126 49 M IS Aft A 9 33 62 7

y

t

-
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Table 8. Data (on atudants entering Kansas State Collag* iiS fraahaien in the

fUl of 1948, 1949, or 1950, who wv diaalMad during th«. first

samMtar of 1950-1950.

It

t

t t t

I

1 Interest Maturity t ACE
t Raw t Percentile t Raw 1 Percentile

llmlMr : Date t Sex I AKe t School t Score t Ranks i Score t Ranks

X 50 U 18 4g. -134 9 62 4
2 50 H 18 Ag. 207 96 97 38

y 50 M 18 Ag. -183 4 80 16

A 50 M 17 Ag. -64 20 85 21

5 50 M 18 Ag. -8 29 46 1
6 50 It 17 Ag. 1 42 85 a
7 50 H 18 Ag. -1 33 46 1
S 50 M 17 Ag. -160 1 32 1

9 50 M 35 Ag. 75 29 92 31
» 50 M 19 Ag. -75 8 76 13

U 50 M 18 Ag. 75 56 96 37
1» 50 U 18 Ag. U 45 43 1
29 50 M 17 Ag. 103 61 60 3

U 50 F 18 Ag. •202 4 85 21

15 50 8 18 Ag. -288 1 90 28

U 50 U 19 Ag. -200 1 44 1
17 50 u 20 Ag. 99 56 32 1
20 50 u 18 Ag. 3 33 40 1
i9 50 M 18 Ag. -28 24 49 1
ao 50 M 19 Ag. lU 66 •9 27
a 50 H 19 Ag. -27 18 79 15
22 50 M 18 Ag. -75 U 50 1
23 50 M 18 Ag. -49 21 99 42
24 50 M 19 Ag. -246 1 32 1
25 50 H 18 Ag. 117 72 90 a
26 50 H 21 K & A -123 3 76 13
27 50 M 17 E & A 127 81 87 24
28 50 M 18 £ft A -250 1 100 44
29 50 H 18 16 A -109 12 59 3
30 50 M 18 S& A -10 29 93 32
31 50 H 18 E « A -23 26 88 25
32 50 M IS I ftA -25 16 117 71
33 49 S 21 S ft A -132 8 87 35
34 50 M 17 lA A 67 56 80 16
35 49 H 18 K & A -15 26 76 18
36 50 H 18 K & A U3 81 105 51
37 48 M 18 E & A -202 4 106 57
38 49 M 19 E & A -57 21 125 89
39 50 U 17 } & A 135 81 92 31
40 50 U 18 E &-A -125 9 95 35
41 49 M 18 S& A -15 12 101 56

42 50 M 18 Eft A •8 29 101 45
43 50 M 19 Elc A -U6 3 78 U
44 50 H 17 X*A 9 23 69 u

/



-

24

Table 8 (oont.)

%

mmmm
t t : Jntei-est Maturity i AGE

% t t t t Raw )t Parcentlle x Ktt« t Peroantile

Bunbor t Date X SCK t Ag« t sc; ooi : Scoro 1! Rartks x Score 1 Eanka

A5 49 19 E ft A 9 23 69 11

A(> . 49 18 A ft S -129 8 77 19

Uf 50 18 A ft S 180 89 86 23

40 50 19 A ft S 38 45 53 2

^9 50 18 A ft S 60 51 48 1

50 50 18 A ft S M2 24 70 9

51 50 19 A ft S -205 1 76 13

52 50 18 ^4 S 69 56 89 27

53 50 18 A & S -137 8 60 3

54 50 18 A ft S -162 6 58 3

55 50 18 A ft 8 91 52 91 29
56 50 19 A ft S -99 6 86 23

57 50 18 A ft S -72 9 88 25

58 50 18 A ft S -159 6 110 61

59 49 18 A & S 127 77 lU 78

60 50 18 Aft 6 33 28 67 6
. 61 50 18 k tk ^ 61 51 90 28

62 50 19 A ft S 78 46 36 1

63 50 18 A ft S 35 45 90 28

64 50 18 A ft S 73 56 64 5

65 50 18 A ft S 99 66 75 12

66 50 18 A ft S 95 60 85 21
67 49 18 A .':- S 16 33 95 47
68 49 18 A ft S 82 67 36 1

69 50 18 A ft S -57 21 86 23
70 50 21 A ft S -36 11 47 1
71 49 18 A ft S -161 6 56 3
72 50 18 A ft^ 15 33 76 13

73 50 17 A ft S -2 42 90 28

74 50 19 A ft S -103 5 70 9
75 49 19 A £.£ ^ 29 97 49
76 50 18 A ft 3 •4 29 86 23

77 50 19 A ft S 116 a 60 3
78 50 18 A ft S 86 80 45 1
79 50 19 A ft S -133 2 76 13
80

,
50 19 A ft 5 ^ 20 71 9

81 49 17 A ft S »18 33 78 21
82 50 18 A ft S -30 15 70 9
83 50 19 A ft S -20 26 120 75
84 50 IB A ftS -117 12 67 6
85 50 18 A ft S 177 89 a4 20
86 50 18 A ft S 119 TO 106 54
87 50 18 A ft S 33 51 107 55
88 50 18 A ft 8 44 52 104 50
89 50 17 A ft S -Id 12 65 3
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t 1

}

1

t

1

t

1 Interest Maturity : ACE
t t Raw t Percentile t Raw t Piercentile

Habere Date J.„?e?? 1 Ai?« J School : Score t Ranks : Score J Ranks

90 50 M 18 A & S -59 21 73 10
91 50 U 18 A & S -153 6 97 38
92 50 18 A & S -127 9 66 6
93 50 20 A & S 31 28 100 55
9U 50 18 A & S •10 29 62 4
95 50 17 A & S 216 96 93 23
96 50 18 A & S 81 60 90 28
97 50 19 A & S 113 75 105 51
98 49 19 A & S -253 1 79 22
99 50 20 A & S 66 A7 85 21

100 49 19 A 6 S 36 15 82 27
101 50 20 A ft S A3 34 81 17
102 50 19 A & S ^0 15 52 2
103 50 20 A ft S 182 84 107 55
104 49 18 A ft S 81 60 96 49
105 50 17 A ft S -166 5 86 23
106 50 18 A ft S 79 56 55 2
107 50 18 A & S -184 4 50 1
108 49 19 A ft S 77 56 58 5
109 50 18 A ft.S 20 39 128 84
110 49 18 A & S -11 38 74 16
111 50 21 A & S 7 20 67 6
112 49 19 A & S -133 3 72 U
113 49 19 A ft S 188 91 98 51
lU 49 18 H Ec 58 51 72 U
115 49 18 H £e -104 12 83 29
116 49 18 H Ec 9 33 84 30
117 49 18 H Eo -123 9 42 2
118 50 18 H Ec -27 24 64 5
119 49 19 H Ec 76 56 97 49
120 i9 18 H Ec 78 56 106 65
121 50 19 H Ec •19 16 71 9
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Table 9. D&ta. (on atudante1 still In Bchool In the fall of 1950-1951

atched with atudento diomlaeed during the ••omidl 8«i«est«r of

t

1949-1950,

t t 1 (, Interest Maturity ,..{.
ACL

1 i t t t Raw )1 Fercentilati Rbw t Percentile

IfUBber t Data 1

48

S6X

M 18

t School 1 Soore 11 Rank t Seore i Rank

H Ec 152 81 83 25

49 M 20 Ag. 104 29 tt 27

49 18 if* U 33 7? 19

49 19 Af. •219 2 89 31

49 19 48. 97 66 t5 15

49 18 Ag. 4 33 65 8

49 19 Af. 102 60 n 13

49 18 Af. 5 33 86 33

49 17 Af. -161 10 61 6
10 49 19 Af. 83 52 9B 42
u 49 a Af. -99 12 66 9
12 49 18 Ag. 34 45 101 96

13 49 19 Af. 31 28 103 58

U 49 19 Af. -173 5 73 15

15 49 18 Af. -243 1 86 29

16 49 18 Af. 130 77 102 97

17 49 21 Af. •74 5 65 8

18 49 20 Af. -120 3 64 7
19 49 19 Af. -245 1 106 65

20 49 17 Af. 94 67 78 21

21 49 18 Af. -43 21 H 16

22 49 19 Af. -161 6 a 6

23 49 19 Af. 130 74 68 U
24 49 22 Bft A 4 20 W 49
35 49 18 B t A -116 12 100 95
a& 49 21 B& A 77 U 72 U
;i7 49 18 Ift A -205 4 n 40
28 49 23 E A A -a 26 113 70
2f 48 17 Sft A -71 20 105 94

30 48 25 SfrA 92 50 70 10
31 48 18 E « A -154 7 80 20

32 48 18 B* A •80 18 106 97 V

33 49 24 EftA 179 74 70 12

H a 23 Eft A U 13 104 60
35 49 19 Eft A •29 24 118 82
36 48 18 Eft A -55 U 96 41
37 48 18 Eft A U 13 107 61

38 49 18 Eft A 33 48 73 19
39 49 18 BftA -95 15 75 17
40 49 18 BftA -25 26 89 31
a 49 18 £ & A -120 9 60 9
42 49 18 £& A 49 68 72 U
43 49 18 Eft A 20 39 151 99
44 49 M 24 Eft A -144 1 78 a

'
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Tablt 9 (oontj.

t ) t t : Intoraat Maturity t ACF

1 1 t t t Raw 11 Perosntile i Raw 1 Percentile

UbfC

A5

1 Data t SpTH t Aff« t School I 5coi*e 11 Rank $ Score t Rank

48 18 tkk -25 18 110 61

A6 48 18 S&4 -12 29 95 40

WJ 48 17 B6A -33 24 123 88

48 49 18 K6 A -173 5 m 10

49 49 18 A ft S 22 39 78 21

50 49 18 A ft S -178 5 55 3

51 49 18 A 6 S -74 17 70 12

52 48 20 A ft S 51 a 83 23

99 49 18 Aft S 32 48 71 13

54 49 19 A ft S 178 89 73 15

55 49 19 A ft 8 -210 1 61 6
56 49 IB AftS -18 26 61 6

ff 49 19 A ft 8 -77 8 84 30

58 49 17 AftS -64 20 85 29

59 48 19 AftS 69 56 94 38

60 49 18 AftS 99 66 W 49
6& 48 18 AftS 56 51 98 33

62 49 IB Aff. -27 9 6f7 10

63 49 18 Af. 48 45 98 51

64 48 18 Ag. 40 52 97 42

65 48 19 Ag. 71 46 115 75
66 48 18 Ar. -203 4 74 23

67 48 18 Eft A -153 6 121 83
68 48 19 Eft A 118 72 86 29
69 48 18 Eft A 56 51 76 15
70 48 20 E ft A 84 52 no 66
71 48 18 E & A -42 21 116 77
72 48 17 H Ec 82 67 89 32

73 49 17 H Ee 42 52 57 4
74 49 17 E ft A 16 42 71 13

75 49 17 E ft A .3U 1 132 93
76 49 18 E & A 172 89 98 51

n 49 23 E ft A 130 68 86 33
n 49 28 E ft A -10 16 121 85
79 49 18 E & A -178 5 55 3
•0 49 24 E ft A -30 5 86 33
81 49 18 E ft A -126 9 74 16
82 49 17 Bft A 79 62 123 87
83 49 19 Ag, 83 52 92 42
84 49 18 ks. -92 12 91 40
85 49 18 A . -43 21 74 16
86 49 18 kg. 73 56 106 65
87 49 18 AftS -50 21 113 76
88 49 17 AftS 75 62 81 25
89 49 17 AftS 39 52 92 42
90 49 18 AftS -56 21 119 83
91 49 18 AftS •161 6 56 3
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T«bl« 9 (concl,).
-

% x \ : X Jf^terest i-^--K^ty 1 ACI

1 t X : t R«« t i'eroentils t H-AM t Peroentll*
StBBber 1 Date I S«x i Ai?e 1 School : Score s Rank i Score t

92 49 1r 17 A & S U9 85 105 62

93 49 11 19 ft S 124 74 53 3
94 49 11 20 A & S -76 7 93 44
95 49 1

i- 18 A ft S 184 93 74 16
96 49 11 25 A ft S 165 •0 104 60
97 49 11 18 A ft 8 23 39 76 18
96 i3 1' 16 A ft 8 118 88 109 71
99 49 1P 18 Aft S 35 S8 95 47

100 49 11 18 A ft S 105 «6 61 6
101 48 11 18 A ft S 217 96 82 23
102 4B 11 19 A ft S 44 34 131 91

103 4B 11 20 A ft S 59 41 54 2

104 48 11 18 A ft £ -U8 8 89 32
105 49 11 18 A ft S 80 60 46 2

106 49 1i 18 A ft £ 156 §6 128 90
107 49 11 19 A ft S -51 21 49 3
108 48 11 19 A ft S 57 40 92 35
109 48 1I 17 A ft S 124 n 139 95
110 49 11 18 A ft S 105 66 90 38
111 49 I1 18 A ft 5 36 45 82 27
112 48 1' 18 A ft 8 Ul m. 91 34
113 49 1f 18 A ft a -115 12 78 21

lU 49 1i 19 A ft S 36 ^ 33 89 38
115 49 11 19 A ft S .266 I 59 3
116 49 11 17 A ft S .210 2 65 t
117 49 1r 18 A & S 133 7? 72 U
118 49 11 20 A ft 8 XOO ~ 57 78 21

119 49 11 22 A ft S 175 7» 92 42
120 49 11 18 A ft S .29 26 83 29
121 48 11 17 A ft S 18 a 70 9
122 49 11 18 A ft S 105 66 99 53
123 49 1r 18 A 6 S -120 10 48 3
124 49 11 18 A ft S .148 8 63 7
125 49 1

f 17 A 6 S 76 62 96 48
126 49 1I 18 A ft 8 150 70 67 10
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T«bl« 10. Data on studantfl1 Btill in school in the fall of 1950-1^751

laatehcd with atudenta dlamlaaad the flret aemastar of 1950-

1953

t

t

1

t

t

t

t

t

1 ACE

1 Raw t Farcentila t P.a» 1 Percentile

Wmibmr t Date : Sex I Aga I Scbbol t Seori t Bank t Score t Rank

1 90 18 Ag. -U 26 67 6

2 90 18 Ag. -172 5 96 37

5 90 18 Ac* -79 U 78 U
i 90 18 Ag* -332 1 85 21

5 90 18 Ag. -99 5 55 1

6 90 18 Ag. -42 24 85 21

7 90 20 Ag. 39 34 91 1

• 90 19 Ag. -142 2 35 1

f 90 17 Ag. -91 15 89 27

10 50 19 Ag. -84 8 79 12

11 50 18 Ag« -45 21 97 38

12 50 18 Ag. 3 33 40 1

13 50 18 Ag. -160 5 60 3

U 50 19 Ag. -253 1 84 20

15 50 18 Ag. 71 96 91 29

16 50 18 Ag. -82 U 40 1

17 50 19 Ag. -246 1 32 %
18 50 18 Ag. -200 1 41 t
19 50 20 Ag. •200 X 45 1
20 50 18 Ag. -129 9 91 29
21 50 21 Ag. -193 1 T6 13

22 50 18 Ag. lU 81 55 2

23 50 18 Ag. -135 8 100 U
24 50 18 Ag. 27 29 29 1

25 50 18 Ag. -25 16 100 44
26 50 19 C ft A -87 8 72 10

27 50 IB E ft A 21 39 U 23

28 50 18 Ift A 161 86 101 45
29 50 18 Ift A -78 U 60 3

30 50 18 Eft A 68 56 95 35

31 50 18 E ft A -12 29 86 23

32 50 19 E ft A 93 66 118 73

33 49 20 E ft A -25 26 85 31

31 50 18 Eft A -121 9 7« 13

35 49 18 Eft A 33 48 73 15

36 50 18 S ft A 193 84 106 54

37 48 20 Eft A 84 52 106 57

36 49 18 Eft A -119 12 . 130 93

39 50 18 Eft A 41 23 94 34
AO 50 18 Eft A -133 9 99 38

AX 49 18 S ft A -m 12 98 51

A2 50 19 Eft A -72 9 104 50

43 50 18 Eft A 22 39 79 12

U 50 18 Eft A -102 12 90 28



30

Table 10., (opnt.)

t

1

1

1

t

1

t

1

1 iBtarest Ma-,urltv t AOS
1 Ra« 1 Percantlle 1 Raw 1 Percentile

Nuaber t Oat* } Sex t Ak« 1 School 1 Score 1 Flank t Score t Ilank

A5 i9 18 £ & A -173 5 67 10

46 49 17 A A S 100 72 75 17

47 50 18 A ft S -70 17 86 25

4S 50 18 A & S 33 39 5f 1

49 50 18 A & 8 /91 52 49 1
50 50 18 Aft S 99 66 65 9

51 50 19 A ftS 53 53 71 9
52 50 20 Aft S 21 39 88 25

53 50 19 A ft S -33 26 65 9

54 50 18 A &- S 30 39 59 5

55 50 18 A & S -67 1 90 28

56 50 16 A ft S -94 15 63 19

57 50 17 A ft S -9 38 85 21

58 50 17 A ft S -19 6 108 57

59 49 20 A ft S -129 3 113 76

60 50 18 A ft S 22 39 67 6

61 50 18 A & 8 128 77 91 29

62 50 18 Aft S -148 1 39 1

63 50 18 A ft S 233 98 V 32

64 50 19 A &S 61 52 m 8

65 50 16 A ft S 69 56 79 15

66 50 19 A AS 28 26 #9 26

67 49 18 A ft S -32 24 97 49
66 49 19 A ftS 47 40 n 1

69 50 16 A ft S 75 62 Wk 23

70 50 19 A ft S -29 26 fO 1
71 49 16 A ft S -164 5 40 5

72 50 16 A ft S 133 77 77 13

73 50 18 A ft 8 -80 U 9t 31

74 50 19 A ft S -205 1 69 5

75 49 18 A ft S 65 56 91 44
76 50 19 Aft S -100 5 85 21

77 50 18 A ft 6 -u 29 64 9

78 50 19 A ft S 33 33 46 1

79 50 18 A &S -42 28 77 13

80 50 18 Aft S -170 5 m 7
81 49 U A ft S 15 33 79 22

62 50 18 A ft S 51 51 71 9
63 50 21 A ft S U3 64 121 72

U 50 21 A ft S 171 92 66 6

•9 50 17 A ft S -87 18 79 15
66 50 18 A & S 120 72 107 55
67 50 If A ft 8 65 56 ICS 57
68 50 16 A ft 3 184 89 107 55
89 50 18 A ft S -10 29 62 4



n

Table 10., (oonol.)

: t t 1 1 Jnl^ereat Matu^ty ! ACf
t 1 t t 1 Raw 1 Percentile 1 Raw 1 Fercentlle

Hmiber i Date t Sex 1 Age i School t Score t Rank t Soore t Rank

90 50 M 19 A & S -uo 8 n u
901 50 H IB AAA 146 81 99 42
SB 50 M 18 kkS 82 60 65 5

99 50 II 18 kkS -51 21 105 n
% 50 M 19 A ftS 76 29 67 6
W 50 M 18 A 6 S 174 89 94 35
% 50 U IB A ft S -32 24 92 31
9t 50 M 18 A ftS 43 52 105 51

98 49 M IS Aft S -120 10 78 21

99 50 H 18 A ft S 108 66 87 24
100 49 M 18 Aft S 5 33 •4 30
101 50 H 20 A ft S 66 47 •5 21
102 50 M 19 A ft S •<7 a 49 1
103 50 H 20 A ftS 189 91 105 51
104 49 F 18 A ft S -50 23 9} U
105 50 M 18 A ft S 163 86 •9 26
106 50 H 18 Aft 8 83 60 f2 2
107 50 H 18 A ftS -U 28 SO I
106 49 M 18 A ft S -129 9 62 7
109 50 M 18 A ft S 61 51 128 84
110 49 P 18 A ftS -278 1 69 U
lU 50 H 19 Aft S 51 51 ^ 4
112 49 H 19 A ft S 62 40 72 U
113 49 M 18 A ft 8 70 62 98 51
lU 49 F 18 R Ee -75 U et 10
115 49 F 18 R Eo 87 60 H n
116 49 F 18 H Ke 196 93 89 n
117 49 F 18 R Eo 154 85 45 2
118 50 F 19 8 £e -11 29 «i 5
119 49 F 18 H So 27 39 93 44
120 49 F 18 R Ee 250 99 104 60
121 50 F 18 H Eo 69 56 76 U

•
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The problem of the study vas to determine some factor in addition to in-

telligence that influences academic success. The interest maturity level of

the Strong Vocational Interest Blank ufts selected because it seemed possible

that it might be in?>ortant and because apparently its value had not been in-

vestigated.

Dismissal lists were obtained from the deans of all schools on the campus

of Kansas State College for the second semester of 19h9-19<Q and the first se-

mester of 1950-19^.. All foreign students, married students, and veterans

were omitted from the study in an effort to eliminate as many variables as pos-

sible. Students vho had not entered Kansas State College as freshmen were also

omitted from the ntudy,

The students were divided into three groups according to date of entrance

and were handled in these divisions throughout the study. The first group in-

cluded those individuals who entered Kansas State College in the fall of 19li8,

lAile the second and third groups included the students who had entered in the

fall, 191j9, and in the fall, 1950.

Each student v4io was dismissed from school was matched in every particular

except the interest maturity score with a students iwho was still in school.

The date of entrance as a freshman, sex, age at the time of entrance, the school

in which the student was majoring and the raw scores from the individual's ACE

examination were held constant vdth an allowance of two years in age and five

points on the ACE.

Ho statistical difference was found bet;^en interest maturity scores of the

matched groups described above.

This study has not shown that interest maturity level is not of inportance,

but no evidence has been presented which indicates that interert maturity level,

as measured by the Strong Vocational Interest Blank, is one of the many factors

other than intelligence that affect the student's scholastic achievement.


