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INTRODUCTION 
.,, 
The educational world is vitally interested in the 

growth of the junior college movement, which promises' 

to modify greatly higher education in America Thought-

ful educators are eager tor tacts, tor any information 

which will throw light upon its present status and torm. 

a basis tor policies ot future development. { Wllile sev

eral distinct functions are claimed tor this latest 

member ot the educational family, there is a general 

agreement that one of those t ·unctions is the preparation 

of' part ot its students tor advanced work in the upper 

division of senior institutions. Upon this function, 
. . 

definite facts have been presented. 

V 

>('There is some contention that students transferring 

from the junior colleges to se.nior colleges should be 

more select than native students ot the senior colleges 

and universities, because or the raet that the weaker 

students rrom the junior colleges are not likely to raise 

the extra effort necessary to change to the senior in

stitutionK on the other hand, there are those who 

believe that since larger numbers are admitted to the 

junior colleges, the product sent on to the senior in

stitutions should be lees select. ,( Only about one-t'i!'th 

ot the students !'inishing the junior college oourse trans

fer t o the senior colleges. 



One ot the best criteria for judging a taotory is 

the quality of the product it puts out. The quality of 

the preparatory work ot the junior college is measured 

by the grade point average of students who transfer to 

senior institutions. 

Yi 

,A'"The junior college has made college education avail

able to the masses. It may relieve the higher institu

tions of the overcrowded conditions and meet the popular 

demand tor higher education. On the other hand, if the 

work oftered by the Junior colleges is interior to the 

extent that the transferred stu.dent cannot use the pre

requisi ts with success to continue work in the senior 

college, the higher institutions must either lower their 

standard ot work or send the gradua~es of the jwiior 

colleges home as failures_._ 1 

PURPOSE OF THE STUDY 

It is the purpose or this study to determine whether 

or not the student transferred from a Junior c.ollege to 

a senior college is as well prepared to continue his 

work in the higher instltution as the student who has two 

years or training in a senior college. The study will be 

based upon the summary or an investigation ot the perform

ance or students transferred to the Oklahoma Agricultural 

and Mechanical College from Oklahoma and ollt-of-state 

junior colleges and the lower division ot Oklahoma state 

teachers• colleges compared with a similar summary ot an 



investigation ot the performance of the native students 

ot the Oklahoma Agricultural and Mechanical Col1ege. 

vii 

The data used in this investigation wil1 cover the 

period from 1930 to 1937, or the period during whieh the 

psyehological entrance test has been given in the Okla

homa Agricultural and Mechanical College. The native 

students are given the test as freshmen, while the trans

ferred students are given the test as juniors. This 

may make some ditterenoe in their respective ranges. 
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CHAPTER I 

THE PROBLEM OF 
ADJUSTMENT OF JUNIOR COLLEGE TRANSFERS 

vV'The adjustment of transfer students in a new insti

tution is both institutional and individual in nature. 

Some students are socially more mature and would adjust 

themselves in the new institution under even the most 

disadvantageous oircum.stanoes, whc»le some transfers are 

less mature than the average freshman. On the other 

l 

hand, many problems are institutional in nature. Any

thing that causes the student to make a complete read

justment to new conditions would naturally require a longer 

period of time than tor students that have experienced 

similar conditions. f 1n general, it takes the same time 
l 

for transfer stud.ents to become adjusted to social and 

scholastic surroundings as it does tor the freshmen.)( -
A study was recently made by Mr. Joel V. Barreman 

ot the relative scholastic achievement ot transfers and 

native Stanford students in the Elementary Sociology 

class. This study involved 827 students, or the total 

enrollment in this Sociology class over a period of ten 

quarters, from 1928 to 1g33. There was a total ot 475 

native Stanford students and 352 transfer students. The 

transfers were then divided into what he termed · ·recent 

and former transfers. T.he recent transfers had been there 

two quarters or less betore enrolling in the Sociology 



class; the so-oalled former transfers had been in the 

university from three to ten quarters before enrolling 

in the olass. 1 

2 

A comparison of these two groups of transfers with 

the native Stanford students brought out striking differ

ences. The reoent transfers were lower than the native 

students in sociology percentile-grades by a signif"ioant 

difference, the critical ratio be ing 4.69. However, 

this group of reeent transfers was also considerably 

lower than were the native Sta1,1tord students, the critic

al ratio being 4.03. On the other hand, the former 

transt'ers had grades about equal to those ot the native 

Stanford students. with a critical ratio ot .40; and 

likewise, th-eir entrance teat grades were nearly equal 

to those of the native Stanford students, with a oritioal 

ratio ot .97. 2 

It is evident. therefore, that the recent transfers 

who had enrolled in the so-0iology claas had somewhat 

lower native ability as shown by the entrance test, than 

the former transters. In other words, the quality ot 

transfer students has been getting poorer, as shown by 

this study at Stanford Univer.sity. The dit'ter8lloe in 

the grades ot the recent and former transfers co\lld not 

Report: "The First Annual Junior C<:>llege Confer
ence," University ot California, Berkley, California. 

2 
Ibid. 



be entirely accounted for by the entrance test soores. 

The dif'terence in sociology grades between the recent 

3 

and former transters gave a critical ratio ot 2.38, where

as the difference in entrance test scores between those 

two groups ot transfers gave a critical ratio ot 1.53. 

Hence another conclusion may be drawn, namely, that former 

transfers were better adjusted to university atmosphere 
, 

and were able to make better grades • .Another finding was 

that there was practically no difference in grades made 

by transfer students from other senior colleges and those 

from junior colleges. This would indicate that it was 

not primarily a lowering of quality, but a matter ot ad

justment. 

Another study in the same field was that of transfers 

who had been given a second trial quarter. During the 

preceding year it became evident that a number or students 

who almost made a "C" average during the first trial 

quarter might profit from a second trial quarter. EXaotly 

two-thirds ot those who were given a seeond trial quarter 

made good--that is,made a nett average. A series ot inter

views which were held with these students, made evident 

the need for a longer period of adjustment. The evidence 

arising f'rom the interviews indicated that these students 

did not f'eel a handicap because of the trial quarter 
3 

status. 

3 
.ill!· 
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CHAPTER II 

THE JUNIOR COLLEGES IN THE UNITED STATES 

The tirst real separation ot the junior college 

from the senior college came with the reo.rganized Uni

versity ot Chicago in 1892, under Dr. W.R. Harper, 

so.metimes called the Father ot the Junior College. He 

made the freshman and sophomore work a distinct division 

which he called the Academic College, with the upper 

two years called the University College. In 1896, the 

terms Junior College and Senior Oollege were adopted, 

and they have been in general use since that time. As 

tar as is known, this is the first use of the term 

Junior College, although it was not until a tew yea~s 

later that it was ~sed to designate an institution en-
1 tirely different from the university. 

Dr. Harper considered the philosophy and problems 

of this new institution,, which included the advantages 

and disadvantages of the complete separation ot the upper 

and lower division. He states the advantages of the sepa

ration as follows: 
) 

1. Many students will rind it convenient to give 
up college work at the end ot the sophomore 
;year. 

2. Many students who would :not otherwise do so, 
will undertake at least two years of college 
work. 

w. c. Eells, The Junior College, p. 47. 



3. The professional sohools will be able to 
raise their standards ot admission, and in 
many oases, ID8.1lY who desire a professional 
eduoat.ion, will take the tirst two years ot 
college work. 

4. Many academies and high schools will be en
couraged to develop higher work. 

5. Many colleges which have not the means to do 
the work ot the Junior and senior years will 
be satisfied to do the lower division work.2 

In later years this separate administrative organ

ization has been made in a number ot universities, al

though the designation Junior college has been reserved, 

as a rule, except in the University or Chicago, tor 

lower division institutions and the terms upper and 

lower divis ion are more common tor the degree granting 

inatitutions . This segregation has been aocomplished 

in at least eight large universities, althou.gh in none 

ot them has there yet been complete abolition of the 
3 

lower division. 

A gr adual elimination ot the lower division has 

been started by Jahns Hopkins University on the east 

coast a nd Stantord Univers ity on the west coast. It was 

the intention of Dr. David Starr Jordon, as early as 

190'1, to limit Stanford University to the upper division 

by 1913, but at that time there were not sut'tioient 

jWlior colleges i n Califorllia to justify sueh a plan.4 

a 
w. R. Harper, President's .Annual Report, University 

of Chicago, July 1902, Vol. i, p. 46. 
3 
w. o. Eells, The Junior College, p . 47. 

4 
filg_., p . 48. 
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Some writers have traoed the beginning of the junior 

college movement as tar back as the Renaissance, to the 

prolonged secondary se-hool ot Sturm at Strassburg, in 

the sixteenth century. There is some connection in form, 

but the real influence a.rises from a modern dew.and rather 

t .han a traditional one. 

There are two principal reasons tor the development 

ot the junior college: the overcrowded condition ot the 

upper division and the fact that the lower division is 

rea1ly secondary in nature and should be handled a s such. 

Through this treatment, the upper division is l eft free 

to devote itself' to collegiate work or r eal merit. 

The first public junior college organized separate

ly from a degree granting institution is still in exis

tance. This distinction goes to the Joliet Junior 

College, Joliet, Illinois, which began operation in 1902. 

It was due directly to the influence of President Harper's 

work in the University ot Chicago in encouraging the 

development of the lower two yearo of college work in 

connection with the high sohools. 5 

Table I shows the increase in number of Junior 

colleges taken at five year intervals since 1900. It 

shou1d be noted that the first junior colleges as 

T. M. Dean, Junior College Journal, Vol. 1, 
pp. 429-32, April 1931. 



separate organizations, were private. The tirst legis

lation authorizing Junior colleges was passed in Calit'-
6 tornia in 1907. 

TABLE I 
GROWTH IN NUMBER OF JUNIOR COLLEGES, 1900-35 

Year Total Public Private 

1900 27 0 2'1 
1905 32 l 31 
1910 55 3 52 
1915 89 15 '14 
1920 165 40 125 
1925 292 88 204 
1930 430 162 268 
1935 518 213 305 

w. C. Eells, ~ Junior College, p. 73. 

'1 



CHAPTER III 

THE JUNIOR COLLEGES IN OKLAHOMA 

The junior college had its origin 1n Oklahoma with 

the establishment ot Oklahoma Presbyterian College tor 

Girls at Durant in 1910.1 This institution had previous

ly ex.isted as Durant College and Calvin Missionary In

stitute, tounded in 1894. 

The University Preparatory School was rounded by 

the Legislative Assembly ot Oklahoma Territory, March l, 

1901, at Tonkawa. The college department was added in 

1920 and the institution became known as the University 

Preparatory School and Junior College. 

8 

The first State Legislature established six district 

agriculture schools :March 20, 1907. The purpose ot 

these schools was to give work or secondary level, stress

ing agriculture and the related subjects. Since that 

time two ot these institutions have been abolished and 

a third has become a tour year college. 

Murray State School ot Agriculture, one ot the three 

remaining schools, continued to function as a secondary 

agricultural school until 1924, when it was authorized 

to add junior college work. 

Conners State School of Agriculture at Warner, and 

the Cameron State School of Agriculture at Lawton had 

Junior College D1re.ctory, Junior College Journal, 
January 1932, p. 245. 



similar history. By an act ot the Eleventh Legislature, 

approved March 24, 1927, the two institutions were given 

the status of junior colleges. 

The first State Legislature in 1909 also establish

ed the Oklahoma so,hool ot Mines and Metallurgy at 

Wilburton. I't was given junior eollege standing in 1927 

and t.lle name was changed to Eastern Oklahoma Junior 

College. 

The Miami School of Mines was created by the State 

Legislature in 1919. At a special session ot the State 

Legislature in 1924 the name was changed to Northeastern 

Oklahoma Junior College, and the institution was given 

the status of junior college. 

'l'he Oklahoma Military Academy was established in 

1919 and was given authority to add junior college in 

1923 by act of the State Legislature. This institution 

and Northeastern Oklahoma Junior College are members ot 

the North Central Association or Colleges and secondary 

Schools. 

The State Board ot Education has set ap standards 

tor aooreditiag junior colleges. The standards define a 

junior college: 

A junior college is an institution of' higher 
learning with. a ourricUl.WI covering two yea.rs ot 
college work which is based u.pon the eon tent, or 
to suppl.ement the work of secondary education as 
given in any accredited f'our year high school. 



With reference to admission, they provide that: 

The junior college shall require admission, 
at least fifteen uni ts of high. school work. The 
work of the junior college shall be organized on 
a college basis so as to secure equivalency in 
prerequisits, scope and thoroughness, the work 
done in the first t wo years ot a standard college . 

They require tor teachers as follows: 

The minimum school requirements of all 
teachers ot classes 1n the Junior college shall be 
graduate from a standard tour year college and in 
addition, graduate work in a university ot recog
nized standards amounting to one year presumably 
including the master's degree. 

Other standards fix the size of olasses, number of stu

dents, library and other equipment. 

10 

The State Board of Education has designated a committee 

whioh is responsible tor the inspection of the state junior 

colleges. This committee is made up of one member each 

of the following: Oklahoma University, Oklahoma Agricul

tural and Mechanical College and The State Department 

ot Education. 

At present there is no law on the statute books of 

Oklahoma which establishes or regulates municipal junior 

colleges, yet there are thirteen such institutions in the 

state. The first public municipal junior college was 

established at Muskogee in 1920. 



CHAPTER IV 

A SURVEY OF THE LITERATURE BEARING Oli 
THE SUCCESS OF FERFOBMANCE OF THE JUNIOR 

COLLEGE TRANSFERS IN THE UNITED STATES 

The preparatory function of the junior college has 

been its major work from the beginning. Over 3000 stu

dents in California junior colleges were asked, in 1929, 

"Will you go beyond the junior college in your educa

tion?" Ninety per cent or them answered in the artirma

tive.1 

The work ot the junior college is comparable to the 

lower division of the universities. Bow suocesstul is 

the junior college transfer who enters the university as 

a junior in comparison with the work of the native 

student? This is the aoid test of the success at the 

preparatory function. Data are available in answer to 

this question involving the experiences of several col

leges and universities in different states. 

The earliest investigation of this matter was made 

by Koos, who studied graduates ot junior colleges in 

1919, 1920, or 1921. Be secured records of 95 junior 

college graduates who entered 13 universities and six 

colleges, and compared them with 75 juniors at the Uni

versity ot Minnesota. The median mark of the junior 

1 
w. C. Eells and H.F. Jones, "Higher Educational 

Aspirations ot Calirornia Junior College Students," 
California Quarterly~ Secondary Education, Vol. 6, 
pp. 239-44. 

ll 
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college group was 80.o; or the Minnesota group, 79.8 

which showed a slight superiority tor the Junior college 

group. This difference is not signiricant, 1n view ot 

the small number concerned and the diftieulty or compar

ing marks in 19 ditferent institutions, where marking 

systems as well as standards varied widely. In this 

study, Koos made an extensive analysis of mental test 

scores and date, from which he concludes: 
/' 

The most obv.ious point o:t significance in the 
findings just presented as to the mental character 
ot Junior college students is that the authorities 
in higher institutions, more especially our state 
universities, have little or no grounds for the 
!ear that the junior college in its. present state 
ot development brings into their upper years a 
flood of mentally incompetent students. These data 
make clear that Junior college students are in 
this respect about on a par with students ot the 
same classitieation in most colleges and uaiversi
ties.2 / 

The most extensive studies of junior college transfers 

have been made in California universities. 

A brief study made at Stanford University of thirty 

junior college transfers in 1923-24, and of forty-tour 

junior college transf.ers in 1924-25, showed almost exact 

identity or grades in oom.pa.riso:a with all other students. 

The number of oases was too small to be ot wide signifi-

canoe. 

A more extensive investigation, made at Stanford by 

w. c. Eeels in 192?, dealt with eighty junior college 

2 
L. v. Koos, The Junior College, pp. 103-4. 



transfers f'rom 1923 to 1926. This study was supported 

by another and more extensive study by the same author. 

It dealt with transfers from ~hree distinct types of 

public junior colleges in California: ( C\.) independent 
'···~~...: 

junior colleges, (2) Junior college departments ot high 

schools, and (3) Junior college departments connected 
\ 

with six of the state teachers' colleges. 3 ..,.1 

During the t ive years from 1923-24 to 1927-28, in

clusiveYstan:f'ord University received 510 students by 

transfer trom junior oolleges012 rro:m nine independent 

junior colleges in Calitornia, 40 from eight junior 

colleges at the high sohool type in California, 210 :f'rom 

six ju:n.ior colleges ot the teachers• college type in 

California, and 48 :rroa fourteen non-California Junior 

colleges scattered from. Al.abama to Washington. Of the 

13 

510 students, 317 had completed their courses in the 

junior c olleges, and therefore entered Stanford University 

with upper division or junior year standing. Since this 

smaller group was more nearly homogeneous and more truly 

representative ot the complete junior oollege product it 

was used as the basis ot stu4y. The group consisted of 

264 men and 53 women. CoDl];)arisons were made of ability, 

and of aocomplishment. ~ he Thorndike lntelligence 

W. c. Eell,s, The Junior College: Its Organization !M 
Administration, pp.-rT0-87. 



Examination was used tor all undergraduates entering the 

Stanford University. 4 

14 

No significant differences were found between the 

students from the dif'terent types of junior colleges, but 

very significant differences were found bet~een the junior 

college students as a whole and the two group.a used for 

comparison. The groups of Junior college transf'ers, both 

men and women~ showed marked superiority over the corres

ponding groups or native Stanford students, and slight. 

superiority over upper division students transferring 

from standard tour-year collegesX Similar results were 

found when the previous academic records were used as a 

measu.re at ability. 

Four distinct :measures of the actual accomplishment 

of the Junior college transfers were used. 

The academic accomplishment at Stanford University 

of each junior oollege transfer was oomputed for each 

quarter or residence work. '?he group or native Stanford 

men used for comparison represented an alphabetic sample 

of 200 men who entered Stanford University as freshmen in. 

the a.utWlUl or 1922, 137 of whom graduated. The group of 

native Stantord women represented a similar sample ot 51 

women from. the same class. It should be noted t .hat these 

4 
w. c. Eells,~ Junior College, pp. 256-7. 
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numbers cannot be taken as a measure ot elimination since 

many of the students were still in the university when 
5 

the study was made. 

)<1'aota regarding the survival of the junior college 

transfers indicate that nearly 85 per oent have graduated 

and the per oent increase~ ,each yealt--(luring the fo ur-year 

period studied. The native Stanford group used for the 

comparison have only slightly better survival records, 

and the superiority may be accounted for by the tact that 

they had had two previous years in the institution. 

First-year mortality in an institution is always the 
6 highest. 

A third~ easure or the accomplishment or the trans

fer s,tudents is shown by graduation honors received. 

Where normally 15 per cent ot the graduates received 

honors, 23.6 per cent of the Junior college transfers 

graduating achieved this distinction.Z--

1,~ The :t'ourth comparison consisted oA~e per cent of 

each group undertaking graduate work in the Stanford Uni

versity. The contrast between the two reo ::,rds is strik

ing. Almost 50 per cent or the transfer students undertook 

W. c. Eells, The Junior College, p. 258. 
6 -
Ibid. , p. 260. 
7-
Ibid., p. 261 . 
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graduate work while only a little over 25 per cent ot 

the native students have done so. Apparently the ohanoes 

of securing students for graduate work among junior 

college transfers is twice as great as the chance of se-

curing graduate students among those who entered the 

university as freshmen. 8k' (f6if- - :2<f 

A study made by Showman at the University of Cali-

f'ornia, Los Angeles, of l'l men and 36 women transfers 

shows a different picture troa the study just considered 

at Stanford. He compared 53 transfer students with 250 

native students over a period of tour semesters and found 

the transfer students distinctly interior to the native 

students. 
g 

His figures are as .follows: 

Men Grade Point 
Average 

Junior College • • • 1.30 
Native California. 1.53 

Women 

Junior College •••• 1.33 
Native California ••• 1.54 

Jones and Robinson also made a study in the University 

of California at Los Angeles of 409 junior college trans

fers from 24 junior colleges. This study was mainly con

cerned with the difference in the grade point average 

from the various Junior colleges. There were from one to 

8 
w. c. Eells, The Junior College, p. 262. 

9 
~ •• p. 266. 
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70 transfers from each of the 24 junior colleges and the 
10 range of the grade point ratio was from 1.7 to 0.7. 

Dean o. A. Shaw, ot the University ot Mississippi, 

at the seventh meeting of the American Association of 

Junior Colleges gave a report on 56 graduates ot Hillman 

Junior College. Every one of the graduates maintained a 

satisfactory standard in the institution of higher learn

ing to which he went. ·He also reported on 96 transfers 

from Peral River Junior College. Those transfers ranked 

from A to Bin the institutions transferred to during 

the first year. 

The Report of the Texas Educational survey Commission, 

published in 1924, gave studies of records of 100 transfer 

students to the University of Texas in comparison to 100 

native students. The mean scholastic index was 5'1 for 

the transfers and 73 for the native students. The Com

mission commented:11 

The conclusion seems justified by the facts, 
that, in so tar as preparation tor advanced col
lege work ot a high grade is concerned, the 
standard of work in junior colleges is low and 
inadequate. This leads to two conclusions: In 
the first place, there is aeed on the part of 
the state for closer supervision or existing 
institutions to protect students from ultillate 
railure in advanced work. In the second place, 
there must be elo-se super vision and control in 
standards adopted for public and state support
ed junior colleges. 

0 
Ibid., p. 267. 

11-
c. H. Judd, Texas Educational Survey Report, Vol. 3, 

p. 45. Austin Texas, 1924. 



In a report made before the Association ot Texas 

Colleges in 1930, by Dean W. s. Allen, the records ot 

330 junior college graduates from 26 junior colleges, 

from 1910 to 1929, at Baylor University, were studied. 

Tne average grade was 83.4. For a random sample group 

of 3.30 students with four years at Baylor the average 
12 

was 83. 5. The grades were virtually the same. 

w. c. Eells,~ Junior College, pp. 273-74. 

18 
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CHAPTER V 

PERFORMANCE OF '!BE JUNIOR COLLEGE STUDENTS 
IN OKLAROUAA. AGRICULTURAL AND MECHANICAL COLLEGE 

19 

It is the object or this chapter to measure the 

success of the transfer students. to the Okle.b.oma Agricul

tural and Mechanical College in terms of grade point 

averages. 

The study covers the records of 248 tranaters from 

Junior colleges in and outside of the state of Oklahoma 

and the lower division or the teachers' colleges of 

Oklahoma. 

Because of the work being done on Whitehu-rst Hall, 

the regular location of the registrar's office, the stu

dents' records were kept in small quarters in the Engi

neering building. 

The records were not easily accessible, and as a 

result, this study was made from the records ot grades 

that were available to the author during the first two 

weeks of June and the first two weeks of July, 1937. 

The selection of both native and transfer student.a 

was purely random, consisting of 52 junior college trans

fers and 188 native students who graduated from the Okla

homa Agricultural and !deobanioal College in 1937, and 1 g.a 

transfer students that had finished an average ot 33 col

lege hours of work here at the Oklahoma Agricultural and 

Meohanieal College and were in school in 1936-37 . 



In the fall ot 1937 the grades earned in this in

stitution will be given the fallowing values: A, 4 

grade points; B, 3 grade points; c, 2 grade points; 

20 

D, l grade point; F, no grade points. This new evalua

tion of grade points is used in this study. Under the 

old system and the one in most general use at the present 

time, A was given 3 grade points, B, 2 grade points, 

C, 1 grade point and D and F were given no grade points. 

Under this system the ave-rage or C grade was equivalent 

to one grade point. Under the new assignment o! grade 

points, the C, or average grade is equal to two grade 

points. To those who have been accustomed to thinking 

of a one point as average, two points will be thought or 
aa B. In this study the average grade, that is the 

middle grade, is 2.5 grade points. Tb.is is arrived at 

by taking an average ot one hour of A, one hour or B, 

one hour of C and one hour ot D. 

'fhe following table shows the grade point average 

in comparison to the psychological entrance examination. 

Table ll 
COMPARISON OF TRANSFER AND NATIVE GRADES GROUPED 

ACCORDING TO THE PsYCROLOGICAL ENTRANCE TEST 

Entrance Exam1na.tion O&l 2&3 4&5 ~7 8&9 
Tranater grades l.Sl 2.17 2.49 2.71 3.oe1 
Native grades 1.44 l.84 2.09 2.26 2.76 

The test is scored and .Placed on the normal ourve of 
distribution. Each two numbers represent a letter grade, 
tor instance, the greatest number o~ oases fell into the 
group headed 445, whioh repre,sents students with the 
ability to do rtC", average, work. 
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VThe 188 cases of native students made a grade point 

average of 2.52 in the lower division and a 2.83 grade 

point average 1n the upper division. The work in the 

upper division shows an increase ot .31 grade point, 

which compares favorably with a study made by J. R. 

Gerbrioh and R. L. Kerr at the Univers ity of Arkansas2 

and the study made by H • .M. Shannon at the University or 
3 California at Los Angeles. 

v· Tlle 52 transter s made a grade point average of 2.68 

in the jUllior colleges and 2.'15 grade point average for 

the two years' work here at Oklahoma Agricultural and 

Mechanical College. The transfers showed an increase or 
.07 grade point in their Junior senior work here at the 

Oklahoma Agrieultural and Mechanioal College over the 

work in the junior colleges. 

Records ot the choice ot school tor 388 boys and 

140 girls from junior colleges of Oklahoma for the school 

years of 1935-36 and 1936-37 are shown in the tailes 

below. 

Boys 

Girls 

TABLE III 
SCHOOLS ENTERED FOR 528 TRANSFER STUDENTS 

TB.AT WERE ENROLLED AT OKLAHOMA AGRICULTURAL 
AND .MECHANICAL COLLEGE IB 1935-36 and 1936-37 

Agricul- Engl- Com- Home Educa- Science 
ture nee ring 

107 109 

1 2 

2 

meroe Economics tion Literature 

98 

19 45 

22 

35 

52 

38 

J. R. Gerbrich and R. L. Kerr,"SUcoees or Transters 
at the University of Arkansas, "Junior College Journal, 
J a wary 1936, Vol. 0 1 p. 180. 

3 
H .• M.. Shannon, Bulle-tin on Junior College Transrers, 

p. 3. 



The following tables show the average number or 

college hours carried by the native and transfer stu-
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dents in the upper division at the Oklahoma Agricultural 

and Mechanical College by semesters. A random selection 

of 26 native girls and 26 native boys arft compared with 

25 transfer girls and 26 transfer boys. 

TABLE IV 
AVERAGE NUMBER OIi' COLLEGE HOURS CARRIED 

BY TRANSFER AND li} . .'l1IVE STUDENTS IN THE UPPER 
DIVISION AT THE OKLAHOMA AGRICULTURAL AND 

MECHANICAL COLLEGE IN 1935-36 AND 1936-37 

SEMESTERS 
5 6 7 8 

Transter Girls 15.64 15.56 15.80 14.80 

Transfer Boys 15.54 15.15 15.81 16.73 

Native Girls 15.54 16.10 15.61 15.04 

Native Boys 16.57 17.68 16.59 15.61 

In this study, 972 records of students were exam

ined. Comparable data were obtained from the records 

of 433 students, both native and transferred. The trans

ferred students represent state supported junior colleges, 

state municipal junior colleges, out-of-state junior 

colleges and three oases from state private junior col-

leges • 

.All cases used in this study are those of students 

who have received degrees from the Oklahoma Agricultural 

and Mechanical College ranging over the period at seven 

years from 1930 to 1937. There were three eases taken 
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from the records of 1930 and 256 oases from the records 

of 193?. The sampling was purely random as all avail

able records ot transfer students completing four 

semesters or work in junior colleges and lower division 

ot teachers colleges were used in this study. A similar 

number or native students records were gathered at random. 

The following tables show the relative performance 

of the transfer and native students by schools, sex and 

institutions transferred from. The grade point average 

ot the transferred work is shown in the first column. 

The freshman and sophomore work of the native students 

is averaged and used in comparison with the transferred 

work. The work ot both native and transfer students is 

sho'Wll by semesters in the junior and senior years at 

the Oklahoma Agricultural and Mechanical College. 

TABLE V 
GRADE POINT AVEBAGES OF 15 NATIVE AND 14 TRANSFER 

STUDENT& IN TBE SCHOOL O:E' HOME ECONOMICS 

Native Women 

Transfer Women 

*Lower BJ Semesters 
Division 5 6 7 8 

2.59 2.48 2.83 2.93 

2.49 2.53 2.54 2.61 

*Freshman· and Sophomore College Work. 
**Junior and Senior College Work. 

**Upper 
D1v.1s1on 

2.71 

2.54 

From this random sampling, the sohool of agriculture 

received the greatest number of transfer students. 



TABLE VI 
GRADE POINT AVERAGES OF 53 NATIVE AND 40 

TRANSFF..R STUDENTS IN fflE SCHOOL OF AGRICULTURE 

Lower By Semesters Upper 

24 

Division 5 6 '1 8 Division 

liatives 2.54 2.87 2.85 2.66 2.88 2.87 

Transfers 2.84 2.58 2.43 2.55 2.12 2.57 

Transfer students entering the school of commerce 

showed· the gr eatest decline in grade point average for 

the first semester ot junior work at A. &.M. The trans

fers dropped .48 grade points while the native students 

raised .19 grade points during the titth semester work 

as compared with the first two years ot college work. 

TABLE VII 
GRADE POINT AVERAGE OF 40 NATIVE AND 24 

TRANSFER STUDENTS IN THE SCHOOL OF COMMERCE 

Natives 

Transfers 

Lower 
Division 

2.55 

2.81 

By s emesters 
5 6 7 8 

2.74 2.72 2.97 2.98 

2.33 2.66 2.69 2.94 

Upper 
Division 

2.85 

2.66 

Native students in the school of science and liter-

ature showed the highest grade point average ot any 

group in this study. 

TABLE VIII 
GRADE POINT AVERAGE FOR 20 NATIVE AND 27 TRANSFER 

STUDENTS IN THE SCHOOL OF SCIENCE AND LITERATURE 

Native 

Tr anater 

Lower By Semesters 
Division 5 6 7 8 

2.57 

2.82 

3.06 2.82 3.12 3.09 

2. 59 2 .58 2.oa 2.ao 

Upper 
Division 

2.02 

2.00 
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TABLE IX 
GRADE POINT AVERAGE OF 41 NATIVE AND 20 

TRANSFER STUDENTS IN fflE SCHOOL OF ENGINEERING 

Lower .By Semesters Opper 
Division 5 6 7 e Division 

Native 2.31 2.48 2.79 2.73 2.93 2.73 

Transfer 2.86 2.46 2.54 2.97 2.86 2.71 

'!'.ABLE X 
GRADE POINT AVERAGE FOR 12 NATIVE AND 22 

TRANSFER' STfJDENTS IN mE SCHOOL OF EDUCATION 

Lower By Semesters Upper 
Division 5 6 ' 8 Division 

Native ·2.63 2.67 2.6'1 2.90 3.16 2.85 

Transfer 2.74 2.60 2.65 2.75 2.86 2.72 

A study of transrer and native stu.dents at Stanford 

University in Calitornia made by c. w. Eeels showed that 

women students were slightly superior to men students. 

This study also reveals that women have a higher grade 

point average than men as shown by the table below. 

TABLE XI 
GRADE POINT AVERAGE FOR 56 NATIVE WOMEN, 61 NATIVE 

MEN , 43 TRANSFER WOMEN AND 43 TRANSFER MEN 

Lower Bi Semesters Opper 
Division 5 6 7 8 Division 

Native Women 2.59 2.79 2.84 2.90 2.97 2.88 

Native Men 2.46 2.66 2.75 2.90 2.93 2.81 

Transfer Women 2.76 2.52 2.57 2.72 2.88 2.67 

Transfer Men 2.60 2.51 2.63 2.60 2.82 2.64 
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In the following table, all available oases of 
; 

transfers from out-o:t-state Junior colleges, municipal 

junior colleges in Oklahoma and transfers from the lower 

division of Oklahoma State Teachers Colleges were used ' 

in comparison with 39 students from Oklahoma State con

trolled Junior colleges. 

TABLE XII 
GRADE POINT AVERAGE FOR 27 OUT-OF-STATE 

JUNIOR COLLEGE TRANSFERS, 33 OKLAHOMA MUNICIPAL 
JUNIOR COLLEGE TRANSl'EiS, 39 OKLAHOMA STATE 

CONTROLLED JUNIOR COLLEGE TRANSFERS AND 17 
TRANSFERS FROM THE LOWER DIVISION OF OKLAHOMA 

STATE TEACHERS COLLEGES 

Lawer By Seaesters Upper 
Div. 5 6 7 8 Div. 

Out-ot-State 2.59 2.'15 2.88 2.93 3.02 2.89 

Municipal 2.51 2.65 2.72 2.79 2.95 2.77 

State Controlled 2.77 2.62 2.6'1 2.65 2.86 2.70 

Teachers Colleges 2.62 2.52 2.42 2.86 2.81 2.65 

The following table shows a comparison of transfer 

students from three state supported junior colleges and 

a random selection or native students from Oklahoma 

Agricultural and Meehanieal College. There were not 

enough available oases ot transfers from Conners State 

Junior College, Northeastern Oklahoma Junior College, 

Eastern Oklahoma Junior College and Oklahoma Military 

Academy to be t.2sed in this comparison. 



TABLE XIII 
GBADE POINT AVERAGE OF 21 STUDENTS FROM 

:MURRAY STATE SCHOOL OF AGRICULTURE , 30 STUDENTS 
FROM THE UNIVERSITY PREPARATORY SCHOOL 

AND JUNIOR COLLEGE, 38 STUDENTS FROM CAMERON 
STATE SCHOOL OF AGRICULTURE AND 86 NATIVE S'l'UDENTS 

OF OKLAHOMA AGRICULTURAL AND MECHANICAL COLLEGE 

Lower By Semesters Upper 
Div. 5 6 7 8 Division 

Murray 2.59 2.27 2.67 2.60 2.57 2.53 

Okla. Prep. 2.85 2.65 2.55 2.68 2.76 2.66 

Cameron 2.83 2.21 2.30 2.49 2.67 2.42 

Native 2.53 2.78 2.'19 2.90 2.95 2.87 

27 
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CONCLUSION 

'f,b1s study has dealt specifically with the perform

ance or transterred students from Junior colleges and 

the lower division. of teao.hers oolleges as contrasted 

with native ·students or the Oklahoma Agricultural and 
-

J4echan1oal College . 

/A brief survey was made or the literature bearing 

upon the perf'ormanc.e ot junior. college studeats in senior 

institutions throughout the United States. The substance 

ot these studies was: junior college transfers to higher 

institutions in California were slightly superior to the 

native students; transfer students to higher instit11tions 

in Texas were slightly inferior to distinctly in:f'erior 

to the native students; transfer students to the Universi

ty of Arkansas were distinctly interior to native stu

dents. 

A study made at the University ot Chicago, using the 

same method of evaluating grades as is used in this study, 

showed the grade point average of native students for 

the junior and senior years to be 3.20; the grade point 

; average tor the transfer students over the same period or 
time was 2.74. The grade point average of native students 

in the junior and senior years at the Oklahoma Agricul

tural and Mechanical College, as found in this study, was 

2.85; the grade point average tor the transfer students 

was round to be 2.65. 
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Junior college students who graduated from the Okla

homa Agricultural and Mechanical College in 1937 showed 

superiority over those w.ho graduated at an earlier date. 

This indieates that the junior colleges or Oklahoma are 

making a permanent plaee in higher edacation in the 
. ... ~~ 

Sta te_._.J) 
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