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INTRODUCTION 

The use ot marks of scholastic achievement ae a baeie tor e~aluat­

ing ~ioue phase• of the educational system has developed naturally. 

From the beginning, echool• have emphasized the significance of scho­

lastic marks, in one form or another, as criteria of scholastic achieve­

ment , and from theae criteria many and varied comparisons have been made. 

An individual measures hie educational progress in terms of scho­

laetic RILrks received; a school gains noteworthy recognition because of 

high scholastic standards of its students; the university looks with 

favor on the high school students with highest grade averages; and the 

high school forms an opinion about the elementary educational prepara• 

tion or ite students by the scholastic marks given in high school. 

However, evaluations are not al ye scientifically sound, based 

upon reliable data. An occasional reterenoe to one •chool in a com­

munity as being superior to another is likely to be only an expression 

of opinion, but it may cause tacilies to change residence to permit 

children to attend a sup .oeedly superior school. It has been an in­

centive for the author to ke a comparatiYe study or elementary 

school groups in Ponca City. 

The Ponca City School System is readily adaptabl to a study or 

this kind, having six elementary schools and one Junior high school. 

Centralization of students in one junior high school tandardizes the 

conditions on which the data were secured. 

To forestall possible adverse criticisms, and jealousies, arising 

locally, the specific names of elementary schools have been omitted in 

writing the thesis. Instead, each school has been referred to as group 

l, 2, J, 4, 5, u, or 1• 
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PURPOSE OF THE STUDY 

The purpose of this study is to make a comparison of the scholas­

tic achievements of elementary school groupa, during their seventh grade 

year in Ponca City Junior High School, in an attempt to determine wheth­

er or not there exist any appreciable differences in their educational 

preparation according to the elementary school which they attended. 

The value of this study appears to be twofold; first, an accurate 

and intelligent interpretation of the data compiled should indicate 

where educational differences and deficiencies exist in the elementary 

schools of the Ponca City system; second, the method and procedure es­

tablished in preparing this theais may be followed by persons doing 

similar research in other school systems . 

Thi$ thesis, limited definitely to a comparison of scholastic a• 

chievements or elementary school groups during the seventh grade of 

the Ponca City Junior High School, is baeed on original data . Neither 

identical nor similar research bas been done preTiously in Ponca City. 

A careful examination of the available source material in the Oklahoma. 

Agricultural ancl echanical College library did not reveal any identi• 

cal research having been done elsewhere . 

SOURCE or DATA AND METHOD OF PROCEDURE 

Data used in this study were secured from two sourcea. From the 

permanent record• in the office of the Ponca City Junior High School, 

seventh grade enrollments,. scholastic marks, and intelligence quotients 

were obtn!ned. In the office of the superintendent of schools, perman­

ent records of elementary school enrollments provided information nec­

essary for placing students in their proper groups for making compe.ri-
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aona . 

The ecope or this study covers a period of three years, seventh 

grade group tor the school yean 1936-37, 1937-38, and 1938 ... 39 being 

included. A separate nd complete list of students nrol.led in the 

seTentb grade during each or these three yea.re s x:ade . s were 

listed according to former elementary echool membership. Seven groups 

were thus established as basic units for co paring achie~ mente. Six 

or the s ven groups represent the six elementary achoola in Ponca City• 

while t.he seventh group is composed or etudents who attended element• 

ary schools in other towns or' echool districts . 

A comparison or acholamtic achieve ents as presented in this thesis 

y either credit or discredit the s~hool cl'larged with the responeibil• 

ity of the educational preparation of its 81.udents . Following thie 

premise, any school which assW'll8a such responsibility ehould al.so haft 

the privilege ot directing th training of its students over a reason­

ably Jong and continuous period of school time . In keeping with thia 

line of reasoning, the name of any student not attending the same ele­

mentary school during tbe fourth, firth, and sixth g.rades waa removed 

from tha group list . The minimum requirement tor e-oneeeutiv attend• 

ance in any one achool s thus fixed to include at least the last three 

yea.re, a period sufficiently long for the achool to influence the ed~ca,,,, 

tional preparation or its students and to assume major responsibility 

for their acholastic achievements. The final group list for 1936-37 

had 127 namees the 1937-38 list bad 167 na.1n1ulJ and th 1938-39 U.t 

had 122 names . 

The next step in the plan of procedure involved. the tabulation of 

scholastic ks given students in subjects taken during th ir seventh 

grade year . Scholastic marks in English, n:ath ma.tics, science, social 
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studies, industrial arts, music , and physical education wera tabulated. 

Also, the intelligence quotient for each student was tabulated. Data 

were then compiled in tables I to VII , X to XVI, and >.IX to X:XV, inclu­

eive, to show distribution or scholastic marks given each group during 

each of the three years 1936-37, 1937-381 and 1938-39 respectively, and 

to interpret thie distribution in ten.as of grade point averages. 

The system of marks used in the Ponca City Junior High School to 

report achola.etic achievement is A, A•, B, B-, c, c- 1 and F, ranking 

from A, highest, to F, lowest or failure. Ta.bl.es used in this thesis 

to show distribution of scholastic marks are expressed in terms of 

these letter marks. 

F9r purposes of figuring grade point averages , a numerical value 

was substituted for each scholastic nark. Translated. in tel"Bl8 of num­

bers, A equal• 6, A• equals 5, B equals 41 B- equals 3, C eq,uals 21 

c- equals 11 and F equals o. 

Grade point averages in all subJecte were recorded in tablee VIII, 

XVII, and XXVI, each t ble showing a complete comparison of scholastic 

achievements or all groups during one year. Intelligence quotient 

averages were computed and incorporated as parts of these three tables. 

Relations of total gra.de point and intelligence quotient averages -..re 

compared graphically in tables IX, XVIII, and XXVII. 

Total grade point and intelligence quotient averages for each of 

the three years included in this study were tabulated in table XXVIII 

and figured to give the total grade point averages , and intelligence 

quotient averages, fo each group over the three year period. Rela• 

tion or grade point and intelligence quotient averages were compared 

graphically in table XXIX. 
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A further study or the scholastic achieve nts of elementary 

school groups during their seventh gr de year was eed on compari­

son of grade point averages in academic and special subJectat English, 

Dllthematics, science, and social atudieat were conaidered as academic 

subjects, while industrial arts, music, and physical education, were 

considered as special subjects. 

Grade point average 1n both academic and special subjects for the 

year 1936--37 were tabulated in table XXX. From these data, grade point 

averagea in acade c and special subjects "9re figured tor comparison 

with each other and with the grade point averages of all subjects . 

Similar tabulations and computations were made for the years 1937•38 

and 1938-39, as shown in tables XXXII and XllIV r-eepecti vely. Graphic 

compariaons for academic, special., and al1 subjects for each year were 

mde in tables XXXI, XXXIII, and XXXV. Final tabulations for compari­

son of grade point averages over the three year period were recorded 

in table XXXVI; the final relationahi~, ehown graphically, o acudemict 

special, and all subjects were rm.de in table XXXVII. 

RESULTS 

Data compiled and uaed. in naking a comparison of scholastic achieve­

,nente of elementary school groups in Ponca City Junior High School a.re 

presented in tables I to XXXVII. A careful attempt bas been made to 

organise pertinent data in logical sequence, thereby developing a com­

plete statistical picture from •nich definite conclusions could be form­

ulated. An analysis or these tables reveals many variations, most or 

which a.re of minor significance and will not be discussed in detail. 

Table I shows group 4 to be highest in English with a grade point 



6 

av rage of 3.568. This is .631 of a point re than that of group 2 1n 

aecond place,. and 1.378 points greater than th low ayerag of 2 . 190 

1Dade by group 7, closely f'ollowed by group S withe. 2.194 average. 

It t be noted that group 4 received tour ot th five A marks given tor 

the year, while group 7 made no Aia, but had oven-teen c- marks, a pre­

dorni tely high number. 

In mathematics, table II show group 4 ag in at the top with a 

.295 gin over group J. A wide margin• 1.367 points, aepara.tee 

group 4 and group 1 in last pl.ac with a grade point ave ge of 1.928. 

All other gl"OUpB are reasonably close to the total grade point average 

ot 2.692. 

In science, table III shows group 4 ahead with 3.454 average. 

Again group 7 ia low with 2.190, which is 1.2~4 points lower than that 

of group 4. Group 7 continues to score heavily in the n ber or C­

and F marks . , 

Tabl IV shows a t.mi.Y rsa.l distribution of grade Jnarks 1n social 

studies, only groups 3, 4, and S failing to register in all claseiti• 

catiorus. Groups 4 and 1 rank highest and lowest with grade point 

averag s of 3.454 arld 1.952 respectively, a difference ot 1.so2 points . 

Table V shon group 4 predominating with a 3.500 average, . 700 

of a point mor than groupl, the .nearest competitor. Group S shares 

the lowest average. 2.250, with group 1 • 

Table VI, showing reeults 1n th oubJect of music, bas five excep­

tionally high grade point averages. Group 2, with a 4.395 average, and 

group l, with a 4.000 average, rank tirri and eecond. Groupe 49 5, and 

6, have an verage of 3.750 poin'te each. The lowest average, 2.761 is 

t.hat of group 1 and is 1.634 points below group 2. Groupe 1 alld 3 are 
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xtNmely low in c.omparieo.n with the grad& point average of all groups . 

In physical education, table VII sbon group l with th high a.ver-

ge ot 4.162. Group 4 with .081 is only a !rac-tional. point below. 

The 2 . TOO of group 3 is the lowest • point average recorded. It is 

1. 462 point lower than the a--verage of group l, and .972 of point l•se 

than grade point a: rage of all groups . The distribution of acholAstic 

ka 1n th lower cl.assificatione i8 e u, only t lv c-• a a.r.d one 

r being tabulated. 

A comparison of d point and I . Q. avera.gea, table VIII, show 

group 4 with the highest total grade point ave e in all aubJ eta tor 

1936-37. xce~ing 1111aic and physical education, group 4 ranks first 

coaaietently. . The I . Q. aTerag ot this group is lOj, third highest 

tor all groupa . lncident.ly, group 3, with the high t I . ~. &Terag•, 

112, bas grade point &Y«tr·age of 2. 790, 11:hicb i the third. lowest . 

Group 7 he.a the lowest total average, 2. 324 .. which is . 65 Gt point 

below the total average tor all uoups nd 1 . 2 2 point · l so than the 

highest. average of group 4 . Group 7 ranka l.aat in all subJects, except 

physical education. 

A comparlaon Qf total grade poi t and I . • avftnlgea is shown 

graphically in table IX . The scholastic achieve nt of group 4 ia 

greater in relation to its I . Q. averag than that ot any oth r group. 

Groupe l, 2, and 6,. show similar rela.'tionshipe , but not in u great 

proportJ.ona. Tbe achinement. of group 7 ie lower in relation to 1ta 

I . Q. averag than that of any other &rou.p. Group 5 •hon the cloeeat 

relationship between grade point and I • • ave.ragea, although both are 

slightly below the average• for all groupe. 



TABLE I 

Dietrib\ltion or 1cholaetic marks given in seventh grade English dUl"ing the echool year 1936.37 

Grade 
Group "'·-'ha- of U1111"lt• Given Point 

A A• B B- C c- F A --·-
l l 4 ll 13 13 1 3 2.730 

2 1 lO l5 1 7 2 2.937 

3 2 2 2 5 l 2.916 

4 4 8 13 T 8 4 3.568 

5 4 10 ll ll 2.194 

6 3 8 3 6 2. 400 

1 3 6 6 9 1'1 + 2.190 

Tot ale s 24 44) 6l. S6 53 6 2.132 

c» 



TABLE II 

Distribution of scholastic marks given in seventh grade mathematics during the school year 1936-37 

Oroup u .. -"-r nf' -- . j •iYAn 
Grade 
Point 

A. A- B R- C c- F A.veraa11 

l 5 8 18 12 1 2 2.730 

2 2 10 16 15 4 l 2.750 

3 l 4 2 4 l 3.000 

4 2 3 12 18 7 2 3.295 

5 l 2 s 13 1 8 2.694 
.. 

' 2 l 6 8 3 2.550 

1 3 3 6 ll 14 5 1.928 

Totals 3 18 43 79 64 39 8 2.692 

'° 



TAB.LE III 

Distribution or scholastic mark.e given in aeventh grade science during the echool year 1936-37 

Ora.de 
Group number of' Marks I ,i,ven Point 

A A.- B '- C c- :r Avaracra 

1 J 5 16 8 13 1 3.1,3 
. 

2 4 10 11 12 4 l 2.89; 

: 

.3 1 ·2 2 1 2.1;0 

4 3 3 18 10 T 3 3.454 

5 3 6 9 1 9 2 2.472 

6 3 4 3 8 2 2.900 

1 2 5 12 8 10 s 2.190 

Totals 6 21 01 61 62 3S s 2.862 
-

t 



TABLE IV 

Diatribution of acholaetic n:arke given in ae-.enth grade social atudiee during the school year 1936-31 

1.t .. -..._.,,. nj~ "·-i.· .. Gii ,an 
Grade 

Group Point 
A. .. A• B n.. 0. t"- i' l\.~--O'A • 

l 3 4 10 19 9 5 2 3.038 

2 l 6 ., 20 9 4 l 3.041 

3 l 2 3 6 2.833 

4 2 6 ll 12 9 2 3.4$4 

5 2 4 5 4 6 14 l 2.,00 

6 2 4 4 4 6 2.6oo 

1 l 2 s 3 12 13 6 1.9,2 

Totals 9 27 44 65 55 44 10 2.811 

.... 
t-4 



TABLE V 

Distribution ot scholastic uarke given 1n seventh grade industrial arts during the school year 1936-37 

Grade 
Group Point 

.A. A• B B- C c- r IAveraa• 

l , 10 13 16 4 2 2.800 

2 2 1 19 14 6 2.729 

3 1 l 2 6 2 2.416 

4 1 6 l? 10 4 4 3.;00 

5 l 5 1 12 ll 2.2;0 
.. 

6 5 6 8 l 2.750 
... 

1 7 8 15 8 2 2.250 

Total• 3 13 S4 65 15 36 4 2.720 

.... 
I\) 



TABLE VI 

Distribution or echolastic marka given in seventh grade muaic du.ring the school year 1936-37 

Grade 
Group lit,,-1.....- t'JJf' u.-1r. C i ,ran Point 

A A• B B- C c- :r l";" ____ 

l . s 1; 16 9 s 2 4.000 

2 8 l.6 14 1 l 4. 39.5 

3 5 3 2 2 2 . 916 

4 8 9 1 ll 5 l 3 3.750 

5 2 9 12 5 1 l 3.750 

6 3 s 3 5 :1.. 3 3.750 
-

' --

7 3 3 10 1 b 10 3 2 .7()1 
-· 

Tot ale 29 51 67 4'/ 29 19 6 .3.720 

t', 



TABLE VII 

Distribution of soholaatic marks given in seventh grade phyeical education during the school year 1936-37 

'U. • n.r u.,._ .. _ Qiy•n .. Grade 
Group Point 

A A• B B- C c- F rt.veracra 
.. 

l ' 9 9 11 2 4.162 

2 3 8 9 s l 5 l 3.62; 

3 4 1 l 2 2.700 

4 1· 6 ll 9 4 4.081 

s 4 4 s 2 3.666 

b 9 4 3.692 

1 1 l ll CJ 6 5 3.000 

Tote.le 17 28 57 44 18 12 l 3.672 

.... 
41, 



TABLE VIIl 

Grade point and I. Q. averages or seventh grade etudents during the echool year 1936-37 

I'!.--~• Pni.nt AvA "AaA in Total 
Group Social Ind.. Phys. Grade Ptt I, Q. 

ti' ...... , .... Jllt:th ~ft ........... Studies Art• u ..... ft F.dun. Aver&.!%• Avera.a• 

l 2.730 2.730 3.1;3 3.038 2.800 4.000 4.162 3.230 ,, uo 
I 

2 2,937 2.1so 2.89; 3.041 2.129 4.395 3.625 3.196 107 

3 2.916 3.000 2.750 2.833 2e416 2.916 2.700 i 2.790 
I 

112 

4 3.568 3.295 3.454 3.454 3.500 3.1,0 4,081 3.586 
,, 

109 

s 2.194 2.694 2.4?2 2.500 2.250 3.750 3.666 I 2.789 ... , 101 

~ \\' 
6 2.400 2 .• 550 2.900 2.6oo 2.750 3.750 3.692 2.948 102 

1 2.190 1.928 2.190 1.952 2.250 2.761 3.000 
,, s 

2.324 103 

Total 2.732 2.692 2.862 2.811 2.120 3.720 3.672 2.980 106 
A.yarA.cra 

~ 
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TABLE IX 

Comparieon of total ~de point and I. Q. avera.gee for the school year 1936-37 

Group 2 Group 3 Group 4 Group S Group 6 Group 1 

r---

.--- - -- - r--
r----

.-

All Groupe 

1 

J 

i 0 

0 

0 

0 

.... 
fl'-



17 

1th table X, the study ot comparisons for 1937•38 is begun. It 

is ediately noted that the grade point averages in Engl.ieh are close-

ly grouped. The highest averngo, 2.967, of grou1> 2 is .503 of a point 

abov the lowest average made by group 6. 

Table XI ehotre the distribution of marks and averages for the­

tics. Group 3•s average of 3.055 ie barely above the ].042 of group 

4 . Ho v r, there is a coneiderabl . drop to the 2.295 average of 

group 7, a difference of • 760 of a . point. 

In science, table .Xll shows all averages to be generally lo er. 

The distribution of A and A- marks is Tery low whi1e an inc.r se ia 

noted in the number of C and. c- classification•. Group 3 has an aver­

age of 2.833, which is .470 of a point above the 2.363 points of group 

1, a relatively small difference between the high and low point aver-

ages .• 

The 3.257 point average of group 4 ie highest in soeio.1 stud.iee, 

table XIII . Point averages of all groups are generally higher, nnking 

a correspondingly high total average of 2.934. F.ven group 7, with the 

lowest average, has a 2.636 score. 

In industrial arts. table XIV, group 2 is highest with ~n average 

of 3.274. This ia only a small fraction or a point above the 3.228 and 

3 . 214 averages of group 4 and 6 respectively. Group 1 ia low with a 

2.727 average, .547 of a point less than that or group 2. 

The distribution of high echola•tic marks i n music is exceptionally 

large. Table XV ahows that out of a total of 334 marks given, 227 wer 

A's, A-'•, and B's. Group 6 surpasses all others with the very high 

average of 4.6o7. Group 5 follows with 4.369, only .092 of point 

ahead of group 3's average of 4.277. It i noted that group 6 and 

group 3 did no-t receive any marks below B-, while group S received only 
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one mark, a c, below that l vel . Group 7 is lowest again with an average 

of 3.500, a comparatively high achore in itaelft but still 1 .107 points 

below that of group 6. 

Table XVI shows the distrit>ution or marks and grade point ayeragea 

in physical education. Group 2 is first with an average of 4. 000 points. 

This is .765 of a point more than the 3.235 average of group 1 in last 

place. The remaining groups sho a very narro~ range or variation in 

their averages , none being more than .165 of a point above or below the 

total grade point average of 3.665. Special attention is called tot.he 

fact that no F marks were given. 

A umnary or grade point averages in all subjects is contained 

in t ble XVII showing grade point and I• Q. averages for the year 

1937-38. Group 3 -is highest with a total grade point average of 3 . 269 . 

Highest rankings are more widely distributed arnong the various groups 

than s the case in 1936-37. Group 2 placed first in English~ indus­

trial arts , and physical education; group 3,- first in mathematics 8.lld 

science; group 4, first in eocial studies; and group 6, f i rst in grade 

point averageJ group 3 is highest is I . Q. average, having 111. The 

grade poirxt average or group 1 is loweat of o.ll for the year • ._nglish 

is the only subJect in 'which this group placed other than last. 

The graphic comparieone. ot grade point and I . Q. averages in 

table XVIII show that a very close rela:Uonehip exists between the two 

tor most groups . Groupe 3. S, and 6; ar exceptiona.l.ly close in this 

respect . Aleo, the comparative relationehip between groupe does not 

show any great degree ot ftl'iation. Group 1 presents the JDOSt striking 

difference with the loweet grade point average of 2. 754 and an l. Q. 

average of 106, one point above the average for all groups. 



ietribution of acholastia 

Group 
A. .A-

l 1 6 

. ~. 

2 3 lO 

3 

I 

4 u 
.. 

5 l 5 

.. 

6 2 

1 1 5 

Totals 6 39 

TAB 

te given in seventh grade Englieh during the school year 1937-38 

. Number of Marks 1 1 van 
Grade 
Point 

B ~ C c- F (varaae 

17 8 . 13 12 9 2.515 

9 16 12 8 4 2.967 

5 8 4 l 2.944 

10 13 19 14 3 2.657 

9 12 ll s 3 2. 826 

6 5 1 6 2 2.464 

5 10 10 10 3 2.522 

6l. 12 76 56 24 2.691 

.... 
'° 



TABLE XI 

Distribution of acbolaetic narks given in seventh grade ma.thematics during the school year 1937•38 

.. -.. . of U1n•k:a ( i van Grade 
Group Point 

A A• B B- C c- r Avoraa-• 

l 6 12 15 18 l2 3 2.590 
' 

2 l 4 16 13 1.5 9 4 2.709 

l 2 s 6 3 1 l 3.055 

4 2 8 16 22 10 ll ~ 3.042 

5 s 8 14 12 1 2.826 

6 4 5 'I 1 5 2J857 

1 2 l 5 9 12 13 2 2.295 

Totals 5 30 67 86 11 58 ll 2.748 

N 
0 



TABLE m 
Distribution ot io ·ks gi th acionoe duri.ng ~ho aehool year 1937•38 

Grade .... n4' .. • . j :i_yef\ Group . Point 
A. .. A• B ~ : 0 c- F AYl!IPlll:r1'!1 ' 

l ll 22 1a u 4 2 • .378 

2 2 5 ' ll 16 14 12 2 2.12, 

3 4 9 3 2 2.8.33 
•.. 

4 . a 1; 15 20 12 2.814 

s .l 8 9 15 10 l 2. 418 
'' 

6 6 9 'I 3 l 2.571 

1 l J 6 6 15 ll 2 2.363 
'· 

Tot ale 3 1, 6l 8~ 94 61 lO 2 • .;86 
.. 

~ 



TAB1E XIII 

Distribution of echolaetic marka given 1n seventh grade social etudiea during the 1chool year 1937.38 

- . Grade 
Group . Number' nf' • l 4v.a.n Point 

.. A A• B a. 0 c;.;. F Ahnure 

l 9 14 14 l.9 9 l 2.878 
' . ,., 

.. 

2 2 7 8 16 14 lJ 2 2.709 

3 2 7 .3 4 2 3.166 

4 6 8 18 13 17 7 l. 3.257 

5 1 1 14 u 6 l 2.891 
. "' 

' 2 4 4 8 6 4 3.142 

'I 1 2 9 12 10 8 a 2.6.36 

Totals 11 39 61 60 81 49 1 2.934 

I\) 
N 



TABLE XIV 

Di•tri'but ion of echolaatie marks given in seventh gm.de industrial arts during the school year 1937•38 

N11mh,,.,. n f' U Al'"rlll ('H V Aft 
Grade 

Group Point 
.. J.. A• B 'R.. C c- F Averall'A .. 

1 4 14 19 24 4 l 2.803 

2 · 5 3 22 14 10 8 3.274 
-

3 · 6 9 2 1. 3.111 
--

' 4 , 2 3 23 24 l? l 3.228 

5 2 ll 14 17 2 2.913 
-

6 l 2 8 9 1 l 3.214 

1 1 ll 14 l l 6 l 2.727 

Totals u 12 95 103 88 2.3 2 3.03.5 

~ 
~ 



Dietribution or 1cholastic 

Group 
A A .. 

l 6 15 
1 

2 6 l l 

3 1 s 
.• 

' 

4 l 24 

5 10 10 
-

6 6 8 

1 3 4 

Toiala 33 17 

TAB!E XV 

ks given 1~ eeYenth grade music during the school year 1937. 38 

- Grade 
NtnnM,. n~ l,!Arlu1 I ·i. ven Point 

B :a- C c- F A.Yerao• 

22 7 8 3 3 3.712 

2T 13 4 l 3.983 
.. 

10 2 4.277 

19 20 3 3 3.871 

14 ll l 4.369 

ll 3 4.6o'/ 

14 15 1 l 3.soo 

117 73 23 . ' . ., 8 
•. 3 .. 3 . 964 · 

\. 

I\) .... 



TABLE XVI 

.Distribution of scholaet:ic marks given in seventh grade phyeical oducs.tion during the school year 1937•38 

. . . 
Grade .. .. o~ 11 .. -.... l l ven Group 

, 
Point 

A A• B :e. C c- F ~v•-rr• 

l l 13 . 8 12 6 2 3.642 

2 4 14 . 10 13 3 l 4.ooo 

. 
3 l 4 4 l 3.500 

4 l 10 lJ 12 1 311674 

5 3 6 3 9 5 3.730 
-

. .. 

6 2 4 l 2 3.666 

1 1 6 8 6 u 2 3.~35 

Totals 10 52 50 S? 35 5 3.66S 

~ 



TABLE XVII 

Grade point and I. Q. averages of seventh grade atudenta during the school year 1937-38 

OrA.da Poi n+. .A.ver&D'A i l'I Total 
Group Social Ind.. Phys. G·ru. pt. I. Q. 

1l'nn14ah 11111.th 5 .. 4 ......... Studi..es Art.a Vu•i t!! Jtduft . }..------ ---- --

l 2.515 -- 2.590 2.378 2.878 2.803 3.712 3.642 2.931 104 

2 2.967 2.709 2.12, 2.709 3.274 3.983 4.000 3.19; 100 

3 2.944 3.055 2.833 3.166 3.111 4.277 3.;00 3.269 lll 

4 2.657 3 .o.c.2 2.814 3.257 3.228 3.871 3.674 3.220 100 

5 2.826 2.826 2.478 2.891 2.913 4.369 3.730 3.147 106 

6 2.464 2.857 2.571 J.142 3.214 4.607 .3.666 3.217 107 
--

1 2.522 2.29; 2.363 2.636 2.727 3.;00 3.235 2.754 106 

Total 2.691 2.748 2 • .586 2.934 3.03; 3.964 3.665 3.105 105 
AVA'rlll7A 

I\) 
O' 
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TABLE XVIII 

Comparison of total grade point and I . Q. aye.rag•• tor the ·•cb.ool year 1937 ... 38 

Group 2 Grollp 3 Group 4 Group 5 Group 6 Group 1 

n • I -, r 
'-1 

- -
i---1 

,- 1--1 -· 
r-

I I 

ill Group• 
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-I 
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Table XIX showe t.he data. c:e,mpiled for Engli·eh, the first subject 

to b:9 considered in comps.ring achievements for 1938•39,. the third and 

last 1ear inclllded. in this study. Two particularly high grade point 

averages are recorded-. The 3.638 point average 0£ gr<lup 2 is the high­

est and is 1. 013 poin~s above the 2.62$ average of group 3 in last place. 

Only groups 2 and Shave aYeragee above. th& average tor all groups. 

In mathematic,s, table lli, grcup Sis highest with an average of 

3•476-. which is .869 ot a point greater than the 2. 6oT average of 

group 1 and . 431 of a point a~ve ~he 3 .04.5 average of all groups. 

Table XXI, ehowing data in. the eubJeet of science, presents a 

gJ"e&t-er range of grade point aYeragea. Group 5 ie highest with an 

3. 833 average, almost a B rating. The ,xtr•mely low average or 1.875 

points ~e bJ group 3 111 1 . 9;S8 poi:n'ts less than the highest. The d.if-,. 

terence is great•r than the total grade point average ot group 3. 

Groups 1 and l preeent COfn~tively low av•ragee with 2. 678 and 2. ,.,, 

res:pectiv ly. 

Table XX.II ahon fov groups wi:th rela:tively high grade poi nt 

averages. or th&ae, group 5 is highe~ w1:,t.h an a.wn.ge or 3.738. fol­

lowed in order by uoupa 4, 2, and 6, with averages of 3.480, 3 .. 361, 

and .3.3;3. In contrast, group 3 has a low average of 2.000 points,. 

while group l's aveFag& of 2 .. 911 and group T' s average of 2. 714 a.re 

both low in <M>mparison to the 3 . 262 average or all groupa . 

In industrial arts, table XXIII shows aix groups with grade point 

a:verages of' more than 3 pointe . Their range in variation is rel.a.ti vely 

small in comparison with the 3. 331 average o-f all groups. Group 5 

ranks highest again with a point avel'S.ge of 3.619 . Group 3 possesses 

the l.oweat average·, 2 . 750 . 



Th& peak of high average in mueic is reached in table XXIV . 

Grade point averages of 4.880 for group 5, 4.527 for group 2,, 4. 3.$2 tor 

group 6, 4.269 for group 4 and 4.022 f'or group l re outstandingly high. 

The highest , 4. 880, is .698 of a point greater than the 4. 192 average of 

all groups, and 2. 380 points greater than the 2.500 average of group .3. 

Scholastic rka in the A, A-, and B cls.csitications are predominant. 

Table XXV shows that group 4 is highest with a grade point aver­

age of 3. 861. in physical education. Group 5 is next with 3. 761, only 

.l.00 of a point less . Group 3, with an average or 2 • .500, is . 900 or a 

point below the average of J . 400 for all groups . No uarka, and only 

two C- mrke are included in the distribution of scholastic marks. 

A comparison of grade point and I . Q. averages for the entire year 

1936-39, t.a'ble XXVI, shows group 5 in top position with an average of 

3 .. 819, almost a B rating. For all subJects• group 5 bae five highest 

and two second highest aYeragea, which is exceptionally consistent •. 

The I • • average of group 5 is 101 , th second highest for all groupa . 

Group 3 is last in the rankings for 1936-39, replacing group T which 

•• loa t tor 1936-31 and 1937.38. -Group 3' a average ot 2. 428 is 

1.391 points lower t.han tiret place and . 8o2 or a point lees than the 

3. 230 a.yerage for all groupa. Although lowest in grade point aYeragea, 

group 3 is above the I . Q. average or all groups 9 having 107. 

A graphic interpretation of grade point and I . Q. averages tor 

1938-39, tabl.e XXVII, presents two comparatively wide variations. The 

achievement or group 5 is well above the I . Q. average for the grollJ>• 

Group 3 show a condition in the opposite direction with an achievement 

an ge considerably lower than its corresponding I . Q. average. Other 

groups show eloaer relationships, group land 6 being best in this 



TABLE XIX 

Diatr1but1on of acholaatic me.rka given 1n ••venth grade English during the school year 1938-39 

·- .. . ,. 

- - or u,u .. ks i i. ven Orade 
Group Point 

A . 
. 

.A.• . B B- 0 c- F A.. . 

l 7 '1 13 lO 1 2.931 
-

2 13 1 10 3 2 l 3.638 
-· 

3 2 3 1 2 2.625 

4 2 3 15 16 lO 6 3.096 

5 l ll 6 15 s 4 3.428 

6 8 4 4 13 4 l 2.882 
. '• ~ 

1 4 s 6 10 l 2 2.821 

Total.a 3 46 46 67 52 26 4 3.121 

~ 



TABLE 

Distribution or scholastic marks given in seventh .de nathematice during the school year 1938-39 

;.: ..... • .. -~ of' l{A"rkA r: -fvan 
Orade 

Group Point 
A A• B n... 0 < c- F A.va<rAt:rA 

l 4 6 5 12 j 7 1 3.068 

2 s 1 9 8 10 3 3.211 

3 2 3 2 l 2.750 

4 2 1 4 - 18 9 11 l 2.807 
. 

5 4 5 9 15 'I 2 3.476 

f) 2 6 s 9 1 4 l 3.147 

7 1 4 4 5 ; 6 3 2 .607 ' 

Totals 18 29 38 70 49 34 6 J.045 

vJ ... 



TABLE XXI 

Distribution of scholastic marko given in seven~h grade scionce during the school year 1938-39 · 

' Oracle 
Group .n __ ,._ __ nf' YA.rks Gi.ven Point 

A A• B Ba 0 c- JI' Avor .. ue 

l 6 5 14 6 13 2.659 

2 l 6 8 . 9 10 2 3 . 2;0 

3 2 4 l l 1.87.; 

4 l 7 12 16 10 5 l 3.115 
. ' 

s 6 8 9 ll 8 3.833 

6 2 6 1 7 6 6 3.205 

1 l 10 3 1 1 l 2.678 
. 

Totals ll 33· 51 62 51 33 3 3.098 

\.,., 
N 
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TABLE XXII 

Distribution of echolaetio mrka given in seventh grade social studies during the school year 1938-39 

.. . 
Group nf' . 

A A• B :e-

l l 1 ll 1 

2 1 -13 s 

3 l l 

4 10 18 14 

5 l 12 13 9 

6 5 9 14 

. 7 , "u ~ C 
3 1 4 

,,, 
' ... ' . . . Totals 2 44 72 54 . ... 

,, .. • .. . 

. GivAn .. 

C c- F 

a 9 l 

8 3 

3 3 

1 3 

5 2 

5 l 

8 5 l 

44 26 2 

Grade 
Point 

~veraaA 

2.977 

3.361 

2.000 

3.480 

3.738 

3.353 

2.714 

3.262 

~ 

~ ­
~ 

C) ~ (") t--t '.-'i ...., ...... ~ 
kl b:t ~ 
~ J::rj ,':" ~ 
._ /;I.. ~; . ·-l :,-,.,ts:.;: 

N ~~ ,..._ i .... ;..... vJ 
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TABLE UIII 

Distribution or scholastic me.rka given in seventh grade industrial arts during the school year 1938-39 

H •• nf' _U,u•ka n, ---
Grade 

Group- " 
Point 

A A- B 'R. C c- F AV81'11..D'A 

l 2 6 13 14 8 l 3.471 

2 1 11 lO 8 3.472 

3 2 2 4 2.1,0 

4 2 1 19 18 12 3.288 

; 2 6 17 9 1 l 3.619 

6 1 11 14 ; 2 i 3.02, 

1 6 7 s ; 4 l 3.107 

Total a 6 27 80 72 49 8 2 3.331 

~ 



TABLE XXIV 

D1atribut1on of 1cholaatic marks given in aeventh grade music during the school year 1938-39 

Grade 
Group 

u. ~ of' Ua.r .k.11 i liven Point 
.A. .A.• B 'A- C c- J' .A.veractA 

l 14 2 12 6 1 3 4.022 

2 8 11 10 6 l 4.527 

3 5 2 1 2.;00 
.. 

. 
4 ll 8 20 10 3 4.269 

5 14 u 15 2 4.880 

6 l5 l 9 2 s l l 4. 3.52 

'1 2 2 6 10 4 4 3.142 

Tota le 64 35 72 41 22 9 l 4.192 

~ 



TABLE XXV 

Diatribution ot eoholaet.ic marks given in 1eventh grade physical education during the achool year 1938-39 

Number or Ua\'"lrA ~-1.ven 
Grade 

Group Point 
.A A- B B- C c- F I.Averai7a 

l 6 2 15 1 3.233 

2 4 6 a 10 3el42 
·- - - . .. 

3 4 4 2.;00 

. 
4 13 ll 6 6 3.861 

s 2 s 4 6 4 3.701 

6 2 s s 3 3.400 

1 s 3 7 s 2 3.181 

Totale 2 35 31 51 39 2 3.400 

...., 
O' 



TABLE XXVI 

Grade point and I. Q. averages of seventh grade eiudente during the school year 1938-39 

n- ..1- Poii-1-t A...._.- ·- .~e in Total 
Group Social Ind. Phye . Grade J>t 4 I. Q. 

11' ... nl 4 t:1h Mat.h SciArtl!e Studies Arts Music 'Rduf!. "-;-~""8 Av•racre 

1 2.931 3.068 2.6.59 2.977 3.477 4.022 3.233 3.195 104 

2 3.638 3 .277 3.250 3.361 J .427 4.527 J.142 3.523 105 

.3 2. 62.; 2.7;0 1.875 2.000 2.7.50 2.500 2.500 2.428 107 

4 3.096 2.801 3.u.s 3_.48o 3.288 4.269 3.861 3.416 104 
"" 

5 J.428 J.476 3.833 3.738 3.619 4.880 3.761 3.819 107 

6 2.882 J.147 3.205 3.353 3.029 4.352 3.400 3.338 109 

1 2.821 2.6o7 2.678 2.714 311107 3.142 3.181 2.892 104 

Totals 3.127 3.045 3.098 3. 262 3.331 4.192 3 . 400 3.230 106 

\,v 
-0 
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TABIE XXVII 

Comparieon ot "total grade point and I. Q. &"lerageu tor the •chool year 1938-39 

Group 2 Group 3 Group 4 Group 5 Group 6 Group 1 

-

- -
,----. -- - -

-

-

ill Groups 

20 
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0 
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0 
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r•spect . Be ides group 3, group 1 is the only other to eho an unfav­

orable relation betwen grade point and I . Q. averages . 

Table XXVIII shows a compilation of the total grade point and I . Q. 

averages over th three yee.r period . Group 4 is highest with a grade 

point average of 3.401 • . The lowest average is that of gro11p 7, 2.657. 

The a.vera.ge tor all groups is 3.105 pointa. Attention is called to the 

proximity of aoh group's average to the average ot all groups . Group 

4 is .302, group 2 ia . 200, group 5 is .147, group 6 is .063, and group 

l is . 014 or a point above tho average. Group 3 is .276 or a point be­

low, while group 1 bas the largest margin of differ nee wit h . 488 or 

point below the all group average. The r. Q. aTerage for all groupe 

OY&r th three year period is 106.. Th8 highest is 110, the lowest 104. 

Group 3, with the high6st I . Q. average, ie next to the lowest in grade 

point avorag , while group 4, with one ot the lowest I . Q. a.era.gos, 

104, is the higbest in grade point aTerage . 

Turning to table XX1X for a graphic picture of the grade point and 

I . Q. rel tionahips oTer the thret) year period, it is noted that the 

range ot variations is comparatively narrow. Gr oups l and 6 show the 

clo.aest r lationshipa between grade point and I . Q. averages . Also, 

the• two groups ehow the closest relationship to the all group a.ver­

ag a. Groupe 4, 2, and 5 show grada point averages •lightly above 

I . Q. averagea, but the amount ot variation in relationship& is mna.ll . 

Group 4 •hon the widest Nlationship between its own grad• point and 

I . Q. averages, but in comparison with the averages. of other groups 

and the all group average, its Yariatione are not so pronounced. 

Groupe 3 and 7 show almost identical relationships be't en grade point 

and I . Q. averages . However, in comparing grade point averages wit.h 



.~ .. 

TABLE XX.VIII 

Grade point and I. Q. averages or seventh grade students over three year period 

Grad• Pnint. AT-- ---
Total 

I. :). Av•raa• • 
Total 

Group Grade Pt I. Q. 
1q~ n 1917- ~8 lQ~A..~g AveraaA 1<n6-~'7 lQ~'l-~8 1cn8-~q A.v::.-;;-- --

l 3.230 2.931 3.195 3.u9 llO 104 104 106 

2 3.1.96 3.195 3.523 3.30; 107 100 10; 1.04 

3 2.790 3.269 2.428 2.829 112 lll 107 110 

4 3.586 3.220 3.416 3.407 109 100 104 104 

; 2.798 3.147 3.819 3.2;2 101 106 107 105 

6 2.948 3.211 3.338 3.168 102 107 109 106 

1 2.324 2.754 2.892 2.6;7 103 106 104 104 

Total 
All 2. 980 3.10; 3.230 3.10; 106 10; 106 l.06 ,. ______ 

.,. 
0 



TABLE I.XIX 

Oompa.rieon of total grade point and I. Q. aTeragee oTer lhree year period• 1936 to 1939 

.& 
Group l Group 2 Group 3 Group 4 . Group 5 Group 6 Group 1 All Group• 

~ 

r ,---

r, -f 
= -
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-
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other and all group averaees, group 7 presents a. great.er range of re-

lationships than does group 3. 

Up to thi point in the thesis, the study of scholastic marks and 

intelligence quotients hae been made on a que.ntative basis. or making 

comparisons on the be.sis of correlation between grade point and I . Q. 

averages, coefficients or correlation ere figured for each group dur-

ing each yearly period, as well as for the three year period. The re-

aulta are presented here . 

co :WlCIEN'l'S or CORRELATION N 
GRADE POINT AND I . Q. AVERAGES 

Grou 193§:37 1917- 38 1938-39 1936-J9 

l ,'.523 .f.834 l -748 ; .723 

2 f . 665 1.582 f.807 f .665 

3 f . 477 .;.. 212 f . 464 f .361 

4 l-524 f.1,6 f . 410 1.628 

5 1.691 ,'.666 1.630 f .653 

6 f . 426 1.48o ;.680 1.484 

1 f . 774 f . 786 f . 498 f . 702 
All 
Groups f.558 f . 723 f .597 l-631 

An analysis of the charted coefficients or correlation indicates, 

in general, a good, positive degree of correlation between grade point 

and I . Q. averages tor most groups . 

The highest coetticient recorded ia ,'.834, that of group l tor 

1937. 38 . Group l also ehowe the highest eoeffici.ent of correlation 

for the three year period• 1.723, eTen though its coefficient of 

;.;23 for 1936-37 i• considered. only fair to good. 
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Group 2 1hon positive correlations of . 66.5' •• 582, and .807 con­

Heutively for the three yea.re, and coefficient or f .665 over "the 

t e year period. Thia la.et figure ranks gro\1.p 2 in third place a­

mong all groups tor the three year period~ 

Group 3 shows consistently lower correl tioilB over the entire per­

iod or the study. Coefficients ot f .411 in 1936-37, f.212 in 1937•38, 

and f . 464 1n 1938-39 are not atrOllg indications of positive relation­

ahipe between grade point and I . Q. averages. The .f.212 is aspeciall:, 

inBigni.fica.nt . Over the 1936-39 period, group 3 is lowest ot all group• 

with a coetfieient ot /.361, which is .362 or a point lower than t.he 

highest coefficient of group land .276 or a point below the average 

coefficient of al.l groups. 

The widest range of n.riation in correlations is presented by 

group 4 with a coefficient ot .f~4l0 in 1938-39, the aecond lowest 

recorded for any group, to a coefficient ot .f.796 in 1937. 38, the third 

highest for any group. Between these extremes is a f .S24 tor 1936-37. 

A poaitiv-e coefficient ot correlation of f.628 over the 1936-39 period. 

places group 4 in firth position among all groups . 

Group 5 ehowe the steadiest correlation between grade point and 

I. Q. avere.gea throughou't the three years . Coeffici&JJts. of .f . 691 in 

l936-3Tt .;.. 666 in 1937-38, and /.630 in 1938-39 are exceptionally close 

to each other and• at the same time, indicate a good correlation be­

tween grade point and I. Q. average• • Group 5 ia f'ourth highest a­

mong all groups with a coetfici.ent of' correlation ot .f.653. 

In 1936-37 and 1937. 38, group 6 shows coeft1eienta o£ f .426 and 

f . 480 respectively. These are considerably lower than the / . 68o re­

corded tor 1938-39. For the 1936-39 period§ group 6 shows a coetti• 



cient of correlation of r.484, which is next to the lo est for all 

groups . 
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Group 1 shows a strong degree o:f col'T'elation between grade point 

and I . Q. aver ea tor 193&-37 and 1931•38 with coefficients of f•1'14 

and j.786 respectively, but drops orr considerably in 1938-39 to a 

coefficient of r.498. However, its coefficient of t •702 tor the three 

year period is second highest tor all groups. 

A further analysis of data in the thesis lave a general impreeo­

ion that grade point averages in special subjects are higller than in 

academic subJects. To determine definitely whether or not this i~ 

true, a comparison of grade point averages 1n special and academe 

eubJecte is begun in table n.x. A survey of the grade point averages 

for 1936-37 show that the 3.283 avera.g for all groups in special sub­

jects is .529 of a point greator than the 2.754 average in academic 

suoJects. Only group 3, with an ayerage of 2. 790 points in special 

and 2.875 points in academic subjects, shows an average in favor of 

th academic subjects. The total averag i.n industrial arts, 2.720, 

is slightly lees than the 2. 754 average tor academic subjects, but the 

extra high averages in mus.ic and. physical education are sufficient to 

off set thia. 

A graphic comparison or grade point averages in academic, special, 

and all subjects, table XXXI ahon the averages in special ubject to 

be higher, excepting group 3• 

For the year 1937.38, the comparison of grade point averages in 

cademic and special subjects, table XXXll, shows that the average for 

every group is higher in special subjecte. The total average for all 



group• ia 3.573 points, .819 of a point gJ"eater than the 2.7;4 aver­

age in cademic eubJ•ota . 
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Table XXXIII shows th w.riationa in relationahip that exist be­

t1N•n academic, special and all aubJects . 

Tal,l• XXXlT show ecaparison• for 1138-39. Again the average in 

epecial oubJecta are above tho• in cademic subJecta . Thia is true tor 

all groups. The difteren~ in total averages in academic and special 

subjects is . 472 of a point, the amalleat rgin of difference between 

the t.wo during any of the three years. Compan.tin relationahips for 

1938-3~ are shown in table XX.XV. 

A sunmary of the comparison of grade point av rages in academic 

and special •ubJecta over the three year period, table lllVI, show 

that each group's annt.ge in special aubJecta ia higher than ita aver­

age in academic •ubJects. The total a erage of 3 .542 in special eu~ 

jects is .6oS of a point more than the 2.847 average 1n a-cademic au~ 

Jecta. Comparative relationships are SWIElariaed graphically in table 

xxrllI. 



TABLE •, M , 

Comparison of grade point averages in academic and special subjects during the ochool year 1936-37 

a -- .. __ ., i Suhiact• Snan .. al Suh1aeta Grade Pt. 
Group Social Ind . Phya. Average 

'I' ..... , i ah Math Seianl'!e StudiAa AVBr&!78 Arts Uutit! t:!dun. AVA"rAaA All Sub. 

1 2.730 2.130 3.1,3 3.038 2. 913 2.800 4.ooo 4.162 3.654 3.230 

2 2.937 2.7;0 2.895 J .041 2.906 2.729 4.395 3.625 3.;83 3.196 

l 2.916 3 .000 2.150 2.833 2.a1s 2.416 2.916 2.700 2.677 2.790 

4 3.;68 3.295 3.454 3.454 3.443 3.500 3.750 4.081 3.717 3.586 

5 2.194 2.694 2.472 2 • .500 2.465 2.2;0 3.750 .3.666 3.222 2.789 

6 2.400 2.;50 2.900 2.6oo 2.613 2.1so 3.750 3.692 3.397 2.948 

1 2.190 1.928 2.190 1.952 2.06; 2.2;0 2.761 3.000 2. 670 2.324 
. 

l'otale 2.732 2.692 2.862 2.811. 2,754 2.720 3.720 3.672 3.283 2.980 

.... 
"" 
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TABLE J.XXI 

Comparieon of grade point &Teragee in academic and ap•cial •ubJecte for eohool year 1936-37 

l G 2 3 G 4 s G 6 0 1 ll G 

-
- -- - - -- --

-- - - - --- -- -
,---. l 

' 

' 

CJ Academic eubJecte t:::] Special subJecte c::J All subJecte 

-
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TABLE XXXII 

Comparison of grade point averages in academic and special subjects during the echool year 1937-38 
"':I~ 

A .. -..f ... -.c Subieota ", St>eoial Subjects Grade Pt, 
Group Social Ind . '"" Phys. Average 

Enrtlit11h Math 5!!"• ..... • StndiA11 A··-----·- A.rte U:11111 a Edun. AVAPA.(lS A 11 Sub. 

l 2.515 2.590 2.378 2.878 2.590 2.603 3.712 3.642 3.386 2.931 

2 2.967 2.709 2.725 2. 709 2.778 · 3 . 274 3.983 4.ooo 3.752 3.195 

3 2.944 3.055 2.833 3.166 3.000 3.111 4.277 3.:,00 3.629 3.269 

4 2.657 3.042 2.814, 3.257 2.943 3.228 3.871 3.674 3.591 3.220 

s 2.826 2.826 2. 478 2.891 2.756 2.913 4.369 3.730 3.671 3.147 

6 2.464 2.857 2.571 3.142 2.759 3.214 4.607 3.666 3.829 3.217 

1 2. ;22 2.29; 2.363 2.636 2.4.54 2.727 3.500 3.235 3.154 2.754 

Total1 2.691 2.748 2.586 2.934 2.754 3.035 3.964 3.665 3.573 3.105 

& 



TABLE XX.XIII 

Compa.rieon ot grade point averages in academic and special 1ubJeete tor school yee.r 1937 ... 38 

Group l Group 2 O.roup 3 Group 4 Group 5 Group 6 Croup 1 All Groupe 

.c 
---- -c; -- - -- - -- -- -- --i-- ,-- .---.c - --

~ - - -- .---
.. .. -
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~ 
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c::J Academic subjects c:::J Special subJecte D All aubJecte 



TABLE XXXIV 

Comparison of grade point averages in academic and special subjects during the school year 1938-39 

A!!.Ademi Sub_iect.a Snani .. 1 Subieota Grade Pti 
Group Social Ind. Phye. Average 

F.T1a1 i 11h \(1tth s~,f ............ StudiAA Avera"'• Arts Muail'l Educ. Avera.eta A.11 Sub. 

l 2.931 3.068 2.6;9 2.977 2.909 3.477 4.022 3.233 3.577 3.195 

2 3.638 3.277 3.250 3.361 3.382 3.472 4.521 3 .142 3.714 3.523 

3 2 . 62,S 2.150 1.815 2.000 2,313 2.750 2 • .500 2.500 2.583 2.428 

4 3.096 2.807 3.115 3.480 3.12.5 3.288 4.269 3.861 3.806 3.416 

s 3.428 3.4?6 3.833 3.738 3.619 3.619 4.880 3.761 4.087 3.819 

6 2.882 3.147 3.205 3.353 3.147 3.029 4.3..52 3.400 3 • .594 3.338 

1 2.821 2.607 2.678 2.714 2.705 3.107 3.142 3.181 3.143 2.892 

Tota.le 3.127 3.045 3.098 3.262 3.029 3.331 4.192 3.400 3.501 3.230 

~ 



TABLE XXXV 

Comparison of grade point average• in academic and special tubJecte for school year 1938-37 

Group l Group 2 Group 3 Group 4 Group 5 Cro1ap 6 Group 1 All Groupe 
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TABlE XXXVI 

Comparison of grade point averngea in academic and apecial au0Ject1 over throe year period 

~ 

Grade pt. 
Group L .... .i--.a ft ~•~h.C4a~t9 5 ........... 1 :ulo,1•cta Average 

1cnt-n 1Q~7-'Ul 1Q~R-~Q AYA-17A ' 1<ru-n l<H7•<8 1Q'i8-:i9 AvaPAcra A 11 S11b. 

l 2.913 2.;90 2.909 2.804 3.654 3.386 3.;11 3.539 3.119 

2 2.906 2.778 3.382 3.022 3.583 3.752 3.714 3.683 3.305 
-, 

/' - ~ 

J 2.875 3.000 2.313 2..729 2.677 3.629 2.,83 2.963 2.829 

4 3.443 2.943 3.125 3.180 3.777 3.591 3.806 3.725 3.407 

5 2.465 2.756 3.619 2.947 3.222 3.671 4.087 3.660 3.252 

6 2.613 2.75c, 3.147 2.840 3.397 3.829 3.594 3.o07 3.168 

1 2.06S 2.454 2.105 2.408 2.670 3.154 3.143 2.989 2.657 

Totals 2.754 2.754 3.029 2.847 3.283 3.573 3.;01 3.452 3.105 

~ 



TABLE XXXVII 

Compe.rieon of grade point averages in academic and special 1ubJeota over three y•ar period 

4 _0 Group l Group 2 Group 3 Group 4 Group S Group 6 Group 7 All Groupe 
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CONCWSIONS 

Keeping in mind that the expreaaed purpose ot thie theeia is 

limited to a compa.riaon of schol&atic achievements of elementary 

achool groups du.ring their HYenth grade in Ponca City Junior High 

School, an interpretation of data collected and analysed eetablishea 

three definite oonciwsione, which are eummari&ed herein. 

Eluentary school grouptt in tii. Ponca City system do not ehow 

auf'ticient. ditf'•rencee in scholastic achievement over the three ye 

period to conclude that any appreciable difterencae exiet. However, 

over yearly periods ot the atudy., certain si,gnitioan:t difference-a 

are conclusive . Group 4 ranks conaiate-ntly higher than all other 

groups during 1936-37. Group S ranks consistently higher than all 

other groupe during 1938-39. Group 1 ranks lowest during 193'-31 

and 1937-38, while group 3 holds the lowest rank tor 1938-39. 

1-ementary school groups in 'the Ponca City system rank higher 

in grade point averages than the elementary school group& trom other 

towns. 

All element.ary achool groups rank higher in scholastic achieve­

ment in special eub.jecte than in academic subJecta . 
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