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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

A college admissions comnittee must examine and weigh c¢arefully the
qualifications of those applying for enrollment in the college. In
genéral, such a committee must accept or reject the applicant on the
basis of data of widely varying degrees of reliabilitye~i,e., the second-
ary school recommendation, secondary school grades, rank in graduating
class, standardized test scores, and the recommendations of alumni,

ministers, teachers, and friends of the family.

I. THE PROBLEM

.

Statement of the problem. .In theory, the recommendation of the
gecondary school should be one of the most important items of informae
tion concerning an applicant's qualifications for admission to the
college, The principal or guidance officer is a professional educator
experienced and, in some instances, trained in the techniques of
appraising the qualifications of the applicant to enter a specific
college. In practice, how much weight can an admissions committee
agsign to the secondary school recommendation? Specifically, how valid
are the secondary school recommendations for students applying forz
admission to Richmond College?

Value of the study. The 1960's are expected to bring increasingly

large numbers of appiications to the colleges of the nation.  With so

many applicants for the presently limited number of places, admission



committees will be faced with the increasingly difficult task of dee

ciding whom to admit and to whom admission will be denied. It is hoped
that the findings of this study wiill, to some degree, be helpful to the
Admissions Committee of Richmond College in their future determinations

of qualifications for admission to the college.
IX. PURPOSE

Purpose of the study. In making this study, answers were sought

to four main questions, (1) How reliable was each of the five categories
of secondary school recommendations? (2) Does this reliability vary
with the classifications of persons making the recommendations?

(3) Does thies reiiability vary with the size and kind of school?

(4) Under what circumstances- are the secondary school recommendations
nost, or least, valid? The answer to each of these questions, it is
hoped, will reveal the validity of secondary school recommendations as

criteria for admission to Richmond College.
III. PROCEBDURES

Selection of the cases. One ¢lass of freshmen entering Richmond

College was selected for a detailed study of their college records to
deternmine to what extent these records validate, or invalidate, the
secondary school recommendations. It was decided that the class should
be followed for a five year period to include those who, for a variety

of reasons, might need more than the normal four years to graduate,
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Consequently, the Freshman Class of 1955-56 was selected as the latest
class to have the teqﬁisite lapsed time of five years,

For the purpose of this study, it was decided to select from the
official roster of Freshman 1955-56 only those cases with the following
qualificationss (1) The student must not have been enrolled in
Richmond College prior to the summer session of 1953, (é)' He must not
previously have attended any other college, (3) He must not have leftg
the secondary school prior to 1955. On these bases 212 cases were se-
lected from the official roster of 405 in the Freshman Class of 1955«56,.

A study of the permanent record cards and personnel folders of
these 212 cases necessitated the elimination of three additional cases
from the study. One of these three was eliminated because he died in
October, 1957, Another was eliminated because his records at Richmond
College did not include a transcript or a recommendation from: the
secondary school he had last attended. The permanent record card of the
third case was not available, Thus, there are 209 cases in this study,

Conversion of grades., In analysing the academic achievement of

the cases, it was decided to convert the customary letter grada to some
numg:ical value to facilitate efforts to obtain accurate averages for
large numbers of cases. The grade A was given the value of three
points per semester hour; B, two points; C, one point} D, zero points;
E, minus one point; and F, minus two points. The grade rating uaed:in

this study was determined by dividine the tatal mumher of points by the

3
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sun of the semester hours taken., Thus, the minimum grade rating was .

=2,000, and the maximunm was 3,000,
I¥. DEFINITION OF TERM3

Catesories of recormendations. The Secondary school recormene

datibns were divided into five categories: (1) highly recommended,
(2) reconmended, (3) recommended with qualifications, (4) not recom-
mended, and {(5) not indicated. The last category was se§ up to ine
clude all cases for which there was no indication in their recoids that
they were, ot were not, recommended to Richmond College,

Persons making the reccumuendation, The persons making the recome’

mendation at the secondary level were divided into five classifications,
(1) principal, including headmaster, and acting headmaster; (2) ase
sistant principal, including vice principal and assistant headmaster;
(3) guidance officer, including rounselor; (4) other, for secretary
and registrary and (5) none, for all cases in which no name or title
appeéred on the transcript or recommendation,

Kinds of secondary schools, The secondary schools were classified

as (1) private, (2) urban, and (3) rural. A school was considered
private if it was ne? financially supported by tax funds levied by any
political body., Urban denotes any public school located in a2 none-fazm
area, or in a town with a population of 2,500 or moze persons actdrding
to the United States Census Bureau figures for 1950, The classification
rural rvefers to a public school in z nom-urban area in which the econony

is primarily agrarian,
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Size of secondary:school. ZEach school was clagsified by the size

of .its 1955 graduating class, . A school vas classified as small if there
were fewer than fifty members in its graduating class. A school with as
nany as fifty, but fewer than one hundred, members in its graduating
class was designated as medium, A school was considered large if it had
as m#ny as¥one-hund:ed in its graduating class, |

Disposition of cases. In following the 209 cases through theirx

stay in Richmond Cbilege. five classifications were made of the final
disposifion.of the cases. (1) CGCraduate means any one of the cases who
graduated .from Richmond College through June, 1960.. (2} Withdrﬁwal
w&thbﬁt prejudice refers to all cases that transferred to the Businesa
School of the University of Richmond or to another college, and to all -
that uithdrewsfor any other reason whiie‘they Qere not on the academic
deficiency list, (3) Academic drop-out designates all cases that have
not returned to Richrond Coliege following a semester in which tﬁeyz

(a) uére on the academic deficiency 1ist, (b) were suspended for academie
deficiency, (¢) withdrew for failure to meet.the terms of their academic
probation. (4) Disciplinary drop~out refers to all cases that have not
been readmitted to Richmond College after they were suspended or dis-
nissed from the college for disgiplinary reasons, (5) Still enrolled
includes those .cases that were enrolled in Richmond College in the
second semester of the session 1959-60 but did not graduate in June,

1960, and all who are candidates for degrees in August, 1960,



6

The acadenic deficiency 1ist, The acadenic deficiency list i3 come

posed of all students who fail to meet the academic minimums set forth

in the following regulations of Richmond College.

DEPICYENT STUDENTS

To remain in college, a student must pass at least nine
semester hours each semester, In addition, to be eligible to
return to college for the succeeding session, the following
requirements must be met:

A firsteyear student must earn at least eighteen semester
hours and twelve quality credits during the full session,

A second-year student nust earn twenty-one semester hours
and twenty-one quality credits during the full session,

A thirde-year, fourtheyear, or any other student must earn
at least twenty-four semester hours and twenty-four quality
credits during the full session.

Any student who at the end of the first semestez has failed .
to meet the minimum requirements above may appear before a
faculty conmittee by whom his request to matriculate for the
second semester will be considered, No application from an
upper classman will be considered unless it has been endorsed
by his parent or guardian,

All reinstated students will be om probation for the suc-
ceeding semester, but in clesses where the mid-semester reporta
show good fradea, the Dean of the College may remove the
probation. .

IUniversity of Richmond Bnlletin. Richmond Callege Catalogue
Number for 1956, p. 37.




(HAPTER 11

AN ANALYSIS OF TIHE RELIABILITY QOF

SECONDARY SCHOOIL RECOMMENDATICHNS

The data presented in this study were compiled from the permanent
recofé cards and personnel folders in the files of Pichrond Cellege.

The secondary school recommendation fry each case was weighed agauinst
his record of academirs ochievement in college, From this cemparison a
deternination wes made es to vhot extent the recormendatien could be
justified,

Table I shows the number of cases that (1) graduated, (2) withdrey
without prejudice, (3) became academic dropenuts; (4) were xtill ene
rolled., and (5) were disciplinary drop-outs from each of the five
categories of secondary school recommendations., The same information
is presented in percéntages in Table II, The two tables should be read
together,

From these tables it was noted that of the 32 cases that were
highly :e¢ommended, 17 groaduated, 12 withdrew withovt prejludice, and
3 were acadenic dropeouts. Fewer than one-tenth (9,37 per cent) of the
cases were academic drop-outs, while nore than haJf (53.13 per cent) had
graduated, The 12 withd:awals‘without prejudice were 37,50 per cent of
the cases, V;

The 139 cases in the recoémended cateé;ty were distributed as

follows: 44 graduates, 44 withdrawals without prejudice, 30 acedemic

drop-outs, 11 still enrolled, and 1 disciplinary drop-out. GCraduates



TABLB X

'RESULTS OF RFOLLOW UP STUDY OF CASES DISTRIBUTED ACCORDING TO
THEIR SECONDARY SCHOOL RECOMMEHDATION

= —
Categories of  Total Graduated Withdrew with- Academic Sti11 Disciplinary
Recommendations Cases u out prejudice Drop-out  Enrolled DProp-out’
(1) Highly
recommended 32 17 12 3 0 0
(2) Recommended 130 44 44 30 11 1
(3) Recommended with
qualifications 12 3 3 6 0 0
{4) Kot recormended 14 0 6 6 1 .1
{5) Kot indicated 21 4 8 -8 1 .0

TOTALS 209 68 73 53 13 2




 TABIB II

DISPOSITION OF CASES AS PER CENT OF CASES

IN BACH CATEGORY OF RECOMMERDATIONS

Categories of - Total Graduated Withdrew with- Academic Still Discipiinary

recommendations cases out prejudice drop-out enrolled drop-out
per cent per cent per cent - per cent per cent per cent

(1) Highly

recommended 15,31 . 53,13 37.50 9.37 0.00 0,00
(2) Recommended 62.20 33,84 33.84 23.08  8.46 0.77
(3) Recommended with :

qualifications 5.74 25,00 - 25.00 50.00 0.00 0.00
(4) Not recommended 6.70 0.00 42,8 42.86 7.14 7.14
{(5) Hot indicated 10,05 19,05 38.09 38.09 4.76 -~ 0,00

TOTALS 100,00 32,53 34,93 25,36  6.22 0.96
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and withdrawals each accounted for about one-third (33.84 per cent) of the
cases; academic drop-outs, nearly one-fourth (23.08 per cent); and those
still enrolled, less than one-tenth (8.46 per cent).

Of the 12 cases in the third category, :ecomﬁended with qualifie

citioﬁs, there were 3 graduates, 3 withdrawals without prejudice, and:
6 academic drop-outs. The 50 per cent rate of academic drop-outs in
this group is double the per cent who graduated. It is also morg'than
twice‘fhe.academic drop-out rate for cases in the second category, and
over five times that for cases in the first category.

| Since all of the cases in the fourth category were not recommended
for admission to Richmond College, they might be expected to have a
poor record of achievement. This expectation is supported by the data
in Table I. The 14 cases were distributed as follows: 0 gradﬁates,
6 (42,86 per cent) withdrawals, 6 academic drop-outs, 1 (7.14 pét cent)
still enrolled, and 1 disciplinary dropwout. |

- 'Of the 31 cases that were neither recommended nor not recommended,
there'ﬁeré'4 graduates, 8 withdrawals, 8 academic drop-outs,‘and“l still
enrolled. As in the third category. the number of académic drop-outs is
twice the number ofigraduates. The academic drop~out rate (38.09 per |
cent) is higher and the graduate rate (19.05 per cent) lower than the rates
for any of the three recommended categories.

" Of the 209 cases in the study 68 (32.53 per cent) graduated, 73
(34.93 per cent) withdrew without prejudice, 53 (25.36 per cent) were

acadenic drop-outs, 13 (6.23 per cent) were still enrolled, and 2 (0.96

per cent) were disciplinary drop-outse
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Table IIT reveals that although the cases in the first category come
priseq only 15,31 per cent of the total cases, they produced 25 per cent
qf the graduates and only 5.66 per cent of the academic drop-outs. ‘This
group also furnished 16,44 per cent of the total ﬁithdtawals without
prejudice,

_ The cases in the second category represented 62.20 per cent of all
cases, This group supplied 64.71 per cent of the graduates, 60.27 per
cent of the withdrawals, 56,60 per cent of the academic drop—outs.

84.62 per cent of those still enrolled, and 50 pexr cent of the discip-
linary drop-outs.

The thiré category represented 5.74 per cent of all cases, but
fugnished 11,32 per cent of the mcademic drop-outs, about twice the
proportinngte share for this group. Although the number of graduates
was equal to the number of withdrawals in this categqry, the 4,4} per
cent of total graduates was siightly higher than the 4,11 per cent of
total withdrawals. |

The fourth category had 6.76 pei cent of the cases, but,fuznished v
ne gradugtes..'This gréup had 11,32 per cent of the academic drop-outs,
50 per cent pf the disciplinagy drop-outs, 7.69 per cent of the stiil\v
enrolled, and 8,22 pexr cent bf the withdrawals, |

The 21 cases in the fifth category represented 10.05 per cent of
all cases, yet this group'furnished only 5.88 per cent of the grkduates
and 15.10 per cent qf‘thc‘aéademic drop-outs. This group also had f.69

per cent of those still en;olled and 10.96 per cent of the.uithdrawﬁ;a.



- TABLB II

~ THE PER CENT OF CASES WITH BACH TYPE OF RECOMMENDATION IN BACH
CIASSIPICATION OF THBE RESULTS OF THE POLLOW UP STUDY

Categories of  Total Withdrew with- Academic Still Diseciplinary
Recommendations cases Graduated out prejudice drop-out enrolled drop-out
per cent per cent per cent - per cent per cent per cent
(1) Highly '
recommended 15,31 25.00 16.44 5.66 0.00 - 0.00
(2) Recommended 62,20 64,71 60.27 56.60 84,62 50.00
(3) Recommended with
qualifications 5,74 4,41 4,11 11,32 0.00 0,00
(4) Rot recosmended 6,70 0.00 8.22 11,32 7.69' | 50,00
{5) Not indicated 10,05 5.88 10,96 ’ 15.10 7.69% , 0.00
TOTALS  100.00 100,00 100,09 100.00 100,00 100,00

(4]
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it is interesting to note that this group furnished about 50 per cent
more academic drop-outs and 40 per cent fewer graduates than its pro-
portionate share, |

Table IV presents the number of cases enrolled and the grade
tatings each semester for the cases in each of the five categories of
recomﬁendations. The last Iihe presents the total en:cilaent'each
semester and the mean grade rating for all cases. The ﬁiné cases that
withdrew without prejudice and the one case that was temporarily suse
pended for disciplinary reasons have bécn excluded from the first se-
nester figures because they had no grades.

An analysis of Table IV shows that the cases in the first category
maintained a mean grade rating considexably above the mean rating of all
cases throughout the eight sémesters. Those in the secoad-category
maintained a mean grade rating above the mean semester rating for all .
cases in every semester except the fifth, For this group, thé greatest
decrease in enroliment from 6ne semester to the next (23 cases, 24.72 per
cent of enrollment the preceding semester) coincides with the one signi-
ficant decrease in mean grade ratings between successive semesters. The
cases in the thizd #atego:y had the lowest mean grade ratings of all groups
in the first, second._and fourth semesters. Their rating increased from
,093 the fourth semester to 1,035 the fifth semester, after a decrease in
enrollment of 43 per cent from the fourth semester. The cases in the fourth
category had the lowest mean ratings of all cases in all senesters exe

cept the first, second, and fourth. At no time was their rating above



TABLE IV

RUMBER BNROf,I,BD AND MBAN GRADE RATING FOR CASES IN BACH CATEGORY OF
RECOMMBNDATIONS AT THE END OR EACH SBMESTER FOR POUR YEBARS
PR S RS S ST S = ]

CATEGQRIBS of Semester 1 Semester 2 Semester 3 Semester 4 Semester 5
recommendations '

no, rating no. rating no., rating no. rating no, rating

{1) Highly

reconnended 30 1.425 28 1.305 23 1.550 23 1.465 18 1.559
(2) Recommended 126 o592 108 «811 91 «800 89 «893 67 «770
{3) Recommended with : _

qualifications 11 =,353 10 -,239 7 0394 7 +093 4 1,035
{4) Not recommended 12 161 10 «030 10 -.131 8 «537 4 -.060

(5) Not indicated 29 285 14 «509 13 703 12 «816 10 «831

Semester Mean 199 «58% 170 «799 144 .832 138 926 103 «»892

U

1



TABLE IV (CONTINUED)

— —
= —

Categories of

Semester &

Semester 7

Semester 8

All semester

recommendations
No, rating no, rating no, rating mean rating
(1) Highly - : :
tecommended 17 1,716 15 1.825 15 1.677 1,523
.(2) Recommended 63 1,089 55 1,158 49 1.291 «882
(3) Recommended with
qualifications 3 1.480 3 1,430 3 1,523 «330
(4) Not recommended 1 «310 3 980 5 1,000 151 -
(5) Wot indicated 9 1,002 4 1.485 5 1,320 «704
Semester Mean 1,188 1,304 1,368 #5908

et
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the mean for all cases in the respzctive semesters. The nean rating
‘ for‘cases iq the fifth catego:y':qse steadily as the number of cases
egrol;ed decreased, until their mean was abévehthe nean for sll cgses.in
the seventh semester, |
From anbanalysis of the data that have been presented in this

chaptér. it appears that the most reliable secondary school recormenda-
‘ ‘tiog is thgt of the‘fourth category, not recommended. Of the 14 cases,
not one graduated, and oply one was still enrolled in 1960, Acadgmie
drop-outs and disciplini:y action accounted for one-half of the g?oup.
‘Although none of the group was an academic drop-out the first semester?
3 (28,57 per cent) were on the academic deficiency list.3 Only one
case remained in college after the fifth semester, Finally, the very
low grade rating for this group substantiates the conclusion th#t the
secondary school appraisal for the group was justified,

v‘The next most reliable reccmm:ndation appears to be that of the
fir;t category, recommended highly, This group, from which only 15.31
per cgnt of the cases in the stﬁdy were drawn, produced 25 peé cgﬁt
pfbthevgtaduates énd only 5.66 per cent of the academic drope~outs, The
17:3.:atio?of graduates to academic drop-outs is extremely high, Of
the 156‘deficiencies,-this group was responsible for only 8 ($5.13 per
cent). Thé grade rating for the group yag in all semesters higher than

the highest semester mean for all cases, which was that of the eighth

ch Table XXI in Appendix.

5 _
cf Table XXII in Appendix,
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semester, The academic success of the group demonstrates the high.
degree of accuracy for this recommendation.

- The second category of recommeudatibns appears to be ruch less -
reliable than category one or four., This group furnished 62,20 per cent
of the cases, 64,71 per ccn£ of the graduates, and 60.27 per cent of
the~uithdrawals. The group also furnished 91 per cent of its proportionate
"share’of acadenic drope-outs, The ratio of graduates to academit drope.
outs is onli about 3 to 2, The mean grade rating for this group is
.882,-slight1y below the ,908 rating for all cases. In enly the first
and seéond éemestets was the semester mean for the group above that
for all cases. At the end of the first year there had been 38 on the
 deficlency list, and 46.67 pér cent of the acadenic drop-outs from this
group had occurred. However, 68.46 per cent of the group stayed in
co;lege thrdugﬁ the fourth semester. This is slightly higher than the
66,03 per cent of all cases that were enrolled through the fourth.
gemester, It is also 16 per cent greater than the 58,89 per cent of
the Freshman Class of 1948-49 that remained for a similar period.4~
It appears that the only conclusion that can be made at this time is
that the recommendation in the second category is reliable in a majority
of cases. It is hoped that the study of related factors, as set forth
in the succeeding chapters, may determine more definitely the reliability

of this recommendation,

o '4H1111am Mclean Trausneck, “Some Pactors Relating the Success of
Richmond College Students to Their lHigh School Preparation™ (unpublished
Master's thesis, The University of Rictmond, Richmond, 1950), p. 13,
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The group recommended with qualifications had only 12 cases, 25
per cent of yhom.graduated and 50 per'cent@of‘whom were academic drop-
outs, The ratio of graduates to withﬂrawals without prejudice was the
same as that for category two, However, the ratic'of greduates to .
acadenic drop-outs was only 1:2 as comparéd with the 3:3 ratio for
category two. This group supplied twice its proportionate share of
' ac#demic drop-outs and almost twice its share of the academically deficient
students, The grade rating of this group the first semestér was «,353,
the lowest of any group in any semester., After the fifth semester, when
two-thirds of the group were no longer in college, the grade rating rose
above the mean for all cases,

A recormendation with qualifications indicates some doubts on the
part of the recommender, That these doubts were justified in some cases
is supported by the college records. However, it is to be expe&ted
that the number of academic drop-outs from this category should not be
twice the number of graduates, Therefore, it is concluded that the
recommendation with qualifications is not a reliable indicator of success
| in college in a majo:itf of cases. The degrees of unreliabilityAﬁay be
established more definitely after a study of related factors. |

No indication of any recommendation is by negation a recommendation.
A comparison of the achievement of cases in this category with that of
cases ih the third catggo:y-showe that the ratio of graduates to
- academic diop-outs is 1:2 for both categories, but the percentage of

withdrawals without prejudice from the fifth category (Table II, page 9)



19
is larger than that from the third.: Thercfore; it apbears that no
recommendation at allyis»almost the equivalent of a recomﬂendation with
qualificatidné.

In general, the secondary school recommendation will enable an
admissions committee to distinguish between those appiicants who will
most érobably pass and those who will most probably fail, However, to
‘determine more accurately the degree of success or failure, it seems

more sensitive instruments are needed.



CHAPTER IIX

AN ANALYSIS OF THE RBLIABILITY OF THE RECOMMENDATIONS

MADE BY THE SECONDARY SCHOOL OFFICIALS

The person responsible for making the secondary school recomnen=
datioﬁ for a student seeking college admission is aware that he must
naintain the integrity of the sqhool if admissions committees are to
accept the recommendations of the school in the future, He makesvthe
recomnendation with the knowledge that his judgement of the student may
be in error. Further, he knows that his recommendation cannot accurately
‘meazsure the influence on the student of the environmental change that is
in store for the successful college applicant, 'The recommending person
is undet'somg pressure from parents and the comsunity to obtain college
adnission for those students who desire 1t;vfor he knows that, to some
degree, the college preparatory program of his schooi will be judged by
the measure of acceptance hig students attain with the'college of their
choice, |

Table V shows that of the 209 cﬁses in the study, principals signed
the transcripts or madéntge recommendation in 152 cases. Assistant princi-
pals made tecommendatigns for 29 cases, guidance personnel for 17 cases,
and the secretary or registrar for 6 cases. In 5 cases no one signed the
transcript or made & recommendation.

The recommendation nost oftgn made was that of category two., recom=

nended, which occurred in 130 cases. There were 32 cases which were



TABLE ¥

DISTRIBUTION OF RECOMMENDATIONS MADE BY
SBCONDARY SCHOOL OFFICIALS

mmm

Recommended with Not Not

Total Highly omme

Recommending cases recommended Rec nded qualifications recommended indicated

official . o ‘ .

no, no, per cent no, per cent no, per cent no, per cent no. per cent

Principai 152 24 15,79 98 64,47 8 5.26 9 5.92 - 13 8.56
Assistant '
Principal 29 4 13.79 19 65,52 2 6,9 R 3 10.34 1  3.45
Guidance . . . : : ‘
Officer 7 4 23,53 9 52,95 2 11,76 2 11,76 - 0 0.00
Other 6 0 0,00 & 66,67 o 0.00 0  0.000 = 3 33,33
None 5 0 0,00 0 0,00 0 0.00 0  0.00 ‘5 100.00

TOTALS 209 32 | 15;31 130 62,20 12 5,74 14 6.70' 21 10.05 .

—————— omveso—
———

134
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highly recommended; 12 cases were recommended with qualifications; and
there were 14 cases not recommended. In 21 cases the student was neither
- recommended nor not teCOmmended,ithe iecoﬁmending per#on, either deliber-
| ately or by oversight, failing to nnke'nhy’kind of recommendation. It
was noted that thizty—five\casea (13,75 per cent) were admitted to
Richménd,Cbllege withont the endorsement of the secohdary school, or
contrary to its recommendation.

An analysis of Table VI reveals that 58.82 per cent of the cases
for whon the guidance officer made a recommendation had g:aduated, vhere-
as only 32.89 per cent of those recommended by the principal and only
20,69 per cent of the cases recommended by the assistant principal had
graduated, The rate of academic drop-out from the group retommended by
~the guidance officer was only 17.65 per cent, but from the principal's
group the rate was 26.32 pef cent, and from the assistant principal's
group, 27.59 per cent. The rate of withdrawal without prejudice from
the group recommended by‘the assistant principal was 37.93 per cent;
that from the principal'’s group, 34,87 per cent; and from the guidance
of ficer's group, only 17.65 per cent,

A comparison of Table VI and Table VII reveals the same pattern
exists when all cases not recommended are excluded, Table VII probably
gives a more accurate overall appraisal of the recommendations of the
three main recommending persons, because of the exclusion of the éases

they definitely did not recommend for admission,
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" TABLB VI

DISPOSITION OF CASES RECOMMENDED BY EACH

TYPE OF RECOMMENDING PERSON

——.
—

—

o smm—

T

Total ted Withdrew with= Academic Sti1l Disciplinary
Recommending cases Graduate out prejudice drop-out enrolled drop=out
person ,
no, no, per cent no, per cent no. per cent no. per cent no. per ceant
 Principal 152 50 32,89 53 34,87 40 26,32 8 5.26 1  0.66
Assistant |
- Principal 29 6 20,69 11 37,93 8 37.59 4 13,79 0 0.00
Guidance
Officer 17 10 58.82 3 17,65 3 17.65 0 0.00 1 5.88
Other 6 0 - 0.00 4 066,66 1 16,67 1 16,67 0 0.00
None 5 2 40.00 2 40,00 1 20,00 O 0.00 0 0.00
TOTALS 209 68 32.53 73 34,93 53 25,36 13 6.22 2 0.96

p——

—
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TABLE VII
DISPOSITION OF CASES RECOMMENDED WITH
ALL CASES NOT RECOMMENDED EXCIUDED:

— — — s m |
- Total ~ Graduated  Withdrow with=-  JAcademic -  Still 0 . Disciplinary
Recommending. cases : _____out prejudice’ drop=out " .enrolled ‘drop~out

person . S 4 L , . .
S noe no. per cent noe per cent’ noe. por cent' 1noe. per cent . no. por cont

Prinoipal W3 50 396 U8 3350 38 2656 7 L85 0 0,00
Assistant - o ; ., o

Prinoipal . 26 6 23,08 10 06 6 2308 L 1538 o0 10400
Officer 15 0 66.6_5 3 20,00 1 667 0 _6.00 1667
Other 6 0 0.00 o 6666 1 667 1 ié.{ﬂ o 0.0
Nomo 5 2  10.00 2 10400 1 20,00 0 0.00 o 10400

TOTALS 195 68 3488 67 336 LT 2o 12 6.5 1 051
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Table VIII is an analysis of the foilow-up study of ‘the cases that
were recommended highly by each of the classificatxons of recommending
persons. This table shows the guidanc— officer ] recowmzndation to be
most accurate, for all four of the cases he reconmended high;y graduated.
‘Of those recommended highly by the assistant princip#l, half gr@duated
and haif withdrew Qithout prejudicé. Of the twenty-four recommended
highly by the principal, 55.83 per cent éraduated, 41.67 per centvwith-
dréw, and 12.50 per_cenf were Qcademic drop;outs.
Table IX is an analysis of the follow-up study of cases appféised
2s iecoﬁmended. The table again shows that thé guidance officer made the
- most relxable recommgndation, fot over half (55. 56 per cent) of his
students graduated, and not one was an academic dropeout, More than
one-thxrd (36,73 per cent) of thc principal’s g:oup graduated, and neaxly
one-fourth (24 50 per cent) were academic drop-outs., The recommendation
_ of the ass;stant principal appears nnreliable.‘ Although fhe acadenic
drop-outs were on1y126.32 per cent of the cases in this group, oanly
13,79 per cent graduated, However, 21,05 per cent were stili enrolled,
It ii nbted in Table.x that the asaistant principal and the guidance
officer eaéh reconmended with qualifications only two chses, t§o small a
nﬁmbef of cases {rom which to draw valid conclusions,. However, one case
from each group graduated., Of the eight cases recommended with éualifi-
cations by the pringipai. only one (12,50 per cent) graduated, a&d five
{62,50 per cent) wete academic drop-outs.
Table XI shows that of the fourteen cases that were not rec#mmended,

the principal was responsible for nine; the assistant principal, three;



 TABLE VIII

DISPOSITION OF CASES RECCMMENDED HIGILY BY BACH

BACH TYPE OF RECOMMENDING PERSON

I

e, ——
e > ———

i

Total Graduated Withdrew with- Acadenic Stiil - Disciplinary
Recommending cases out prejudice drop-cut enrolled drop~-out
person ”
00, no., per ¢ent no, per cer_xt no, per cent no, per cent no. per cent
Principal 24 11 45,83 10 41,67 3 12,50 0 0,00 0 0,00
Assistant
Guidance
Officer 4 4 100,00 0 0,00 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00
Othez 0 0. 0 0 0 0
None 0 0 0 4] ] + 0
TOTALS 32 17 53,13 12 37,50 3 9.37 .0 0.00 0 0.00

i
|




TABLE IX

DISPOSITION OF RECOMMENDED CASES BY BACH -

TYPE OF RECOMMENDING PERSON

Total Withdrew with- Academic Still Disciplinary

Recommending cases Graduated out prejudice- drop-~out enrolled drop=cut .
person no’. no,. pe:; cent no'. per cent no, pei: cent no, per cent no. per cent
Principal 96 36 36,73 32 32,65 24 24,50 6 6.12 0 0,00
Assistant
Principal 19 3 15.79 7 36,84 3 26,52 4 21,08 0 0.00
G\:idan‘cev : .
Officer 9 5  55.56 3 33,33 8 0.00 0 0.00. 1 11.11
Other 2 0 0.0 2 50.06 1 25.00 1 25,00 0 0.00
Rone o o 0 0 0 0
TOTALS 126 44 33,34 44 33,34 30 23,08 11 8,46 1 0.77



TABLE X

DISPOSITION OF CASES RECOMMENDED WITH QUALIFICATIONS

 BY EACH TYPE OF RECOMMENDING PERSON

b eeromamase ettt orm— mymans- — —— v e
T ——_————————— ——— —— -

Total Graduated Withdrew wifh- Academic Still Disciplinary
Recommending cases out prejudice drop-out enroiled drop-out
person , :
no. no, per cent no. per cent no. per cent no, per cent no. per cent
Peincipal. 8 1 12,50 2 23,00 5 62,50 0. J.00 0 0,00
Assistant .
Ptincipal 2 1 50,00 1 30,00 4] 0.00 0 ] 0.00 0 0.00
GQuidance
Officer 2 1 50.00 (4] 0.00 1 50,00 0 0.00 0 0.00
Other 0 4] 0 0 0 1)
None 0 0 4 0 0 0 0
TOTALS 12 3 25.00 3 25.00 6 50,00 © 0.00 0 0,00

82



_ TABLB XI

DISPOSITION OF CASES NOT RECOMMENDED

_ Total Graduated Withdrew with- Acadenic Sti1l Disciplinary
Recommending cases out prejudice drop-out enrolled drop-out
person , y : V :
: no,  no. per cent no, per cent no, per cent no. per cent no. per cent
Principal 9 0 0,00 S 55,5 2 22,22 1 1141 1 11,11
Assistant : , L :
Principal 3 0 . 0,00 1 33.33 2 66,67 0 0.00 0 0.00
Guidance x ‘ )
Officer .2 0 0.00 0 0.00 2 100,00 0 0,00 0 0,00
Other. - 0 0 l 0 ) 0 . 0 0
None ‘ - 0 0 . 0 (v} 0 0
TOTALS 14 0 0,00 6 42,85 6 i 42.86 1 7.14 1 7.14

6c
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and the guidance officer, two. None of this group graduated, but one
from the prineipal’s group was still enrolled, Of the other eight cases
from‘the principal’s group, only two (22,22 per cent) were academie¢ drope
outs, one was a discipiinaxy drop-out, and five withdrew without prejudice.
Since ail of the guidance officer’s group and two~thirds of the assistant
principﬁl's group were acadenic dropeouts, it would appear that the
principal's reconmendation was not as reliable as that of the other two,
However, the number of cases 1s perhaps too spall to substantiate this
conclusion, Altogether, it appears that a student who is not recommended
by his school is an exceedingly poor prospect for admission to Richmond
College, n

Prom an analysis of the date in Table XIT, it was noted that in
five cases no cne signed the transcript nor made any kind of recommendg-
tion for the applicant, Of these five unclassified cases; two graduated,
two withdrew, and one was an academic drop-out., Of the sixteen other
cases for which there was no indication of any recommendation, the
principal signed thirteen of the trgnscripts; the sécreta:y or registrer,
two; and the assistant principal, one. Since no recommendation was made,
there is no way to judge its vaiidity. Houwever, it appears that an
unsigned transeript may be an ovérsight, but a signed one with no recome
mendation tends to have the force of a qua;ified recomnendation,

From the data presented in this chapter, it is indicated that the

recommendation of the guidance officer is'highly reliable in all categories.



TABLE XII

DISPOSITICN OF CASES FOR WHICH NO

RECOMMENDATION WAS INDICATED

Total Graduateqa  Withdrew with- Acadenic Still Disciplinary
Recommending cases ocut prejudice drop-out enrolled drop~out
person
no. no, per cent no. per cent no, per cent no,., per cent no. per cent
Principal 13 2 15,38 4  30.78 6 46.15 1 7.69 0 0.00
Assistant \ '
Principal 1 0 - 0.00 0 0.00 1 100,00 0 0.00 0 0.00
Guidance
Officer Q o ‘ Q 0 0
Other 2 o 0.00 2 100,00 0 0,00 © 0.00 0 0.00
None 5 2 40.00 2  40.00 1 20,00 O 0,00 ) 0.00
TOTALS 21 4 19,05 8 38.0% 8 38.09 1 4,76 0 0,00

11>
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Of the cases for which he was responsible, only three were academic drop-
outs, Of these three cases, two wefe not recommended, and the other was.
recommended with qualifications. The percentage of graduates from cases
recommended by the guidance officer was the highest of all recommending
pergons, Table VI, page 24, shows that exactly two-thirds of the cases
recormended by the guidance officer graduated.

’ The reliability of a recommendation by the principal appears more
difficult to establish, Of the principal's recommendations in the first
and second categories, the number of cases graduated was greater than the
combined number of academic dropeouts and those still enrolled, The
number. of graduates from each of these categories was also larger than the
number. of withdrawals, However, only 12,5 per cent of the eight caseé
recommended with qualifications graduated, and only 22.22 per cent of.
those not recomuended were academic drop-outs, It would appear, then,
that the principal'’s recommendation is reliable in a large number of
cases in the first category and in the majority of cases in the second
category of recommendations, However, his recommendations in categories
three and four appear less reliable.

It seems that the recommendations of the assistant principal are
highly reliable in categories three and four, but the number of casés_
is too small to justify a valid conclusion. The 3:5 ratio of graduates
to academic drop-outs for the cases re¢6§mended by the assistant princi-
pal in category two seems to indicate that his recommendation i3 somewhat

unreliable in this eategory.
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In summary, it is indicated that the validity of the seéondary
school recommendation does vary among the groups of recommending persons
in the following panner:

(1) The recommendations of the guidance officer appear’to be highly
valid. (2) The recommendations of the principal seem to be valid in'a
najority of the cases, except in category three (recommended with quali-
fications)s' (3) The recomsendations of the assistant principal tend’

to be reliabie in all categories except the decond (recomwended)s



CHAPTZR IV

AN ANALYSIS OP THE RELIABILITY OR THE SECONDARY SCHOOL

RECOMMENDATION BY THB SIZE AND KIND OF SCHOOL

The schools in the study varied in size from one small rural school:
with a graduating class of 4 to a large urban 8chool with a graduating
class of 950. No private or urban school was as small as the smallest
rural school, but no rural school was as large as the Jargest private
school, To what extent are such differences among the secondary schools
reflected in differences in the reliability of their recommendations for
adnission to Richmond College?

Table XIIT shows the distribution of cases by size and kind of
secondary school, Arranged by size, there were 126 large schools, 40
medium schools; and 93 small ones., Of the 126 urban schools, 109 were
large, 11 medium, and 6 smali. There were no large rural achoolé, 12
medium, and 27 small., Of the 44 private schools, 17 were large, 17 medium,
and 10 small,

Table XIV shows the distribution of the recommendations by size and
kind of school from which the recommendation came, Among the classifie
cations of schools, urban schools made 60,29 per cent of the recommendationsg
rural, 18.66 per cent; and private, 21.05 per cent, VWhen the schools were
classified by size, it was found that large schools made 60,29 per cent
of the recommendations; small schools, 20,57 per cent; and medium schools,
19,14 per cent.: I+ would seem that Richmond College obtaiﬁs a majority

of its students from large urban schools,
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TABLE XIII

DISIRIBUTION OPF CASES BY SIZE AND

KIND OF SECONDARY SCHOOL

Kind Small Yedium Large - Total
Urban 6 11 169 126
Rural a7 12 ) 0 39
Private 10 17 17 44
TOTALS 43 40 126 209

e



TABLE XIV

DISTRIBﬁTIONS OF RECOMMENDATIONS

BY SIZE AND KIND OF SCHOOL

Total Highly Recommended with - Mot ~ Hot

Recommended

School ~ Sases recommended qualifications  recommended indicated

no, per cent no, per cent no. ‘per cent no, per cent no, per cent' no, ‘per cent

Urban 126  60.29 17 : 13;49 77 61.11 8 6,35 = 9 7.14 15 11,91
Rural -~ 39  18.66 o  23.08 24  61.54 4 10,25 0 000 2  5.13
Private 44  21.05 6 13,64 29 65,91 0 0.00 5 11,36 4 9,00
Total, 209  100.00 32 15,31 130 62,20 12 5,74 14 6,70 21 10,05
Small 43 20,57 s 11.63 28  65.12 4 9430 4 9.30 2 4,65
Medium 40 19,14 8  20.00 24 60,00 2 5,00 2 5.00 4 10,00
Large 126 60,29 19 15,08 78 61.90 6 4,76 8 6,35 15 11,91
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Further analysis of Table XIV shows that rural and medium schools
tend to recommend highly a greater percentage of their students than do
schools in any‘othqt claésificatioﬁ. Rural schools and small séhools
seen to make a recommendation with qualifications for a larger percentage
of their students than do other schools. None of thé‘ruralwschoola’
found it necessary to refuse to recommend any of their students, On the
other hand, the percentage of students not recommended was Qighest
among small schools and private schools, Private schools did not make
a single recomnendation with qualifications, but théy had the highest
percentaze of éaaes tecommeﬁded.

Table XV shows that 38.49 per cent of the cases from urban schools
and 37,30 per cent of cases from large 8chools graduated from Richmond
College, Only 20,45 per cent of the cases from private schools, 22,50 -
per cent from medium schools, 25,64 per cent from rutal,‘and 27,91 per
cent of cases from small schools graduated,

The per;entagé of withdrawals without prejudice was highest among
cases from mediwn schools (55,00 pér cent) and lbwest ambng’f&qsg f:om
small schools (25.58 per cent). However, éhe percentage'af académic
drop-outs was highest among cases from small gchools.(34.88 per cent)
and lowest among medium schools (22,30 per cent)., The small schools
also had the highest percentage of cases (11.63 per cent) still enrolled,
and the medium schools had the lowest (0.00 per cent),

Table XVI is an analysis of the disposition of all cases recommendsd

highly by each classification of secondary schools. This table shows



TABLE XV

~ DISPOSITION OF CASES RECOMMENDED BY SIZE

AND KIND OF SECONDARY SCHOOL

A e i e T e et e

Total - . . téd» Withdrew with- Acadenic Still Disciplinary
. s CaASLS adua out preludice drop=out enrolled drop-out
School .

’ no.  no, per cent no. per ceant no., per cent no, per cent no. per cemt
Uzban 126 49 33,49 39  30.95 30 23,81 6 4.76 2 1.59
Rucal 3 10  25.64 16 41,03 10  25.64 3 7.69 0 0400
Private 44 9 20,45 18 40,91 13 29.55 4 9.09 0 0,00
Total y 209 68 32,53 73 34,93 53  25.36 13 6,22 .2 0.9
Smail - 43 12 27.91 11 25.58 15 34,88 5 11,63 0 0.00
Medium 40 9 22,50 22 55,00 9 22,5 0  0.00 O  0.00
Large 126 47 37,30 40 31,75 29 23,01 8 6,35 2 1,59
Total , 200 68 32,53 73 34,93 53 25,3 13 6,22 2 0.9

8¢



TABLE XVI
 DISPOSITION OF CASES RECOMMENDEBD HIGHLY BY

SIZB AND KIND OF SECONDARY SCHOOL

Total Withdrew with- Academic Still Disciplinary

) Graduated
Sehool cases ‘out_pregudice drop-out enrolled drop-out
no. no.. per cent no, per cent no., per cent no, per cent no. per cent
Urban:
Small . O 0 o 0 o 0
Medium 2 2 100,00 0 0.00 0 Q.00 0 0.00 0 0.00
Large i6 11 68,75 3 18,75 2 12,50 0 0.00 o 0,00
Total 13 13 72422 3 16,67 2 11,11 Q9 - 0,00 0 0.00
Rural: - i
Small 5 1 20,00 4 80.00 o 0,00 0 0.00 0 0.00 -
Large ) Q0 Q A 0 D '
Total ] 2 25,00 6 75,00 0 0.00 0 0,00 0 . 0.00
Private: : ‘
Small 0 0 , 0 : 0 0 0 _
Medium 3 1 33.33 2 66,67 0 Q.00 0 0.00 0 0.00
Large 3 1 33.33 i 33,33 1 33.33 0 0.00 0 0,00
Total 6 2 33,33 3 50,00 1 16,67 0 0.00 0 0.00
Totals: 32 17 53,13 12 37.50 3 G437 g 0.00 2] 3,00
- Small 5 1 20.00 4 80.00 [} 0.0 - © G400 0 0,00
Medium 8 - 4 50,00 4 50,00 0 o 0,00 0 0.00 Lt} 0.00
Large 19 12 4 21,05 3 - 15,79 ] 0,00 0

63.16

0,00
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that 72.22 per cent of 'the cases recomsended highly by ucban 8choblsl
graduated, whereas only 33.33 per cent of those recamﬁendéd‘highiy”ﬁy"‘
private schools graduaiéd, and only 25.00ipet cent of thosekfrdh>rﬁr§1
schools graduated. The large school also had a higher peréehiagéléf :
cases to graduate thau did medium and small sciaools, which had 50.00 per
cent and 20,00 per cent respectxvely. |

| The per cent of cases withdrawn wighout prgjudicu was a& follows:

urban, 16,67 per cent; rural 75.00 per cent; private, £0.00 peryéent;‘
small, 80,00 pex cent; nedium, 50.00 per cent; and large, 21.05 per cent,
The academic drop-outs were all from large schools, where the pexceantage
was 15,79

It appears that the least reliabie schools, whem they feéoégend't
student highly, are the rural and susll schools, éqpécialiy fhé small
rural schools whose recommendation appearS‘ﬁost unxeliébié;v’rhergibﬁﬁ
with the most reliable recommendation seems to be the urban school,
especially>the medium urban school, althouga 1argé'schodls in gcnetil
appear to make a reliable recommzhdati&ng' The privﬁie‘scﬁobih ate also
unréliable when they recommend highiy, but not as unreliable as the’tural
or small schools, |

Table XVII shows that, of ihe groups of scinools from which 130 cases
were recounended, urban schools had the largest ?eicéntage 6f:graduatéé
(358.96 per cent), closely followed by the large schools (36.71 per cent),
The urban and the large schools also had the smallest percentage of

academic dropeouts (19,48 per cent and 18.99 per cent} itspectively).

.
Y



TABLE XVI1I

DISPOSITION OF RECGMMENDED CASES BY

SIZE AND KIND OF SECONDARY SCHOOL

Total Graduated Withdxe! with- Academic Still Disciplinary
School cases out prejudice drop=out enrolled drop=-out ..
no, no, per cent no. per cent no, per cent no. per cent no., per cent
Urban: .
Small -4 2 ~ 50,00 0 0.00 2 50,00 O 0.00 Q0 0.00
Mediun 8 2 25,00 5 62.50 1 12,50 0O 0.00 0 0,00
Largpe 65 26 40,00 22 33,85 12 - 18.46 4 6.15 1 1.54
Total - 77 30 38.96 27 35,07 15 19.48 4 5.19 1 1,30
Rural: -
Small : 17 6 35.29 3 17,65 5 29.41 3 17.65 0 0,00 -
Medium 7 1 14.2% 4 57.14 3 28.57 0 0.00 0 0.00
Large < 0
Total 24 7 29,17 7 29,17 7 29,17 3 12,50 0 0,00
Private: - p
Small 7 2 28.57 2 28,57 2 28.57 14,29 0 0.00
Large 14 3 21,43 S 35,71 3 21,43 3 21,43 ) 0,00
_Total 29 7 24,14 10 - 34,48 8 27.52 4 13,79 0 0.30
Totals: 130 44 33,84 44 33,84 30 23,08 11 8.46 1 0,77
Small 28 10 35,72 5 17,86 9 32,14 4 14,28 0 0,00
Medium 23 5 "21.74 12 | 52,17 ] 26.09 o 0,00 0 0.00
Large 79 29 6.7 - 27 34.18 15 . 18.99 7 8.86 1 - 1,26

mimam—r. ——— ee— p——

™
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While the small school has the lowest rate of withdrawal without prejudice
(17.86 per cent). it also has the highesf ;atg of academic d:op-éﬁts
(32.14 per cent). | | | |
In general, the urban aﬁd the large'schools. again seen to have the
nost‘reliable recommendations and the private and medium schools the
‘least reliable recomméndations. Specifically, the recormendation of the
large urban séhool is the nmost reliable, uwhile that of the medium rural
and med;un private school is the most unreliable. |
| Table XVIII is an analysis of the 12 cases recommended with quali-
fications. Because of the small numbe? of casesyfrom all classifitations
except urban and large, it 18 perhaps impossible to make many valid cone
clusions.» However; there appears to bz a tendency fo? this recomnsndation
to be highly reliable when made by a large schooi‘and a little.less re-
liable when made by an urban school, None éf the cases recommended with
éualifications from rural, or small, or medium schools graduated, while
50.00 per cent of the cases from large schools and 37,50 pei éeqt from
urban schools gfaduated. ’ . | |
Table XIX shows that when a school of any classification states
tha@ an appliecant is not recommended by the schbol, the recommendation is
most reliable, Sin?a no case not recommended graduated, the general re-
liability of this recommend;ticn is measured by the pétcehtagg of acadeais
drop-outs compared aith the percentage of withdrawals and those still eu;
rolled. On this basis, the recommendation of the private school, appears

valid to a greater degree than the recommendation from other schools.



TABLE XVIII

DISPOSITION OF CASBS RECOMMENDED WITH QUALIPICATIQNS

BY SIZB AND KIND OF SECONDARY SCHOOL

i

rm —
—n— —

Total Geaduated Withdrew with- Acaderic Stiil Disciplinary

Sechool cascs out prejudice drop-out enrolled drop-out
no. no. per cent no. per cent no, per cent mno. per cent no, per cent
Urban:
Small. 1 0 0.00 O 0.00 1 100.90 0 0,00 0 0,00
Medium 1l 0 0.C0 A 0,00 1 100.00 Q Q.00 Q 0.00
Lacge 6 3 50,00 1 16,67 2 33,33 0 Q.00 0 0.00
Total 8 3 37,50 1 12,50 4 504,00 0 0.00 it) 0,00
Rural:
Medium 1 0 0,00 1 300,00 0 0,00 0 0.00 0 0,00
Large ¢ Q 0 0 0 0 :
Total 4 0 .00 2 50,00 3 50,00 0 0.00 0 0,00
Private: ) h
Small 0 o Q 0 0 0
Medium 0 0 0 0 0 0
Large Q 3] L) Q 0 Q
_Total Q o 0 Q , 0 0
Totals; 12 3 25,60 3 25,00 6 30,00 0 0,00 0 0,00
Small 4 0 0.00 1 25,00 3 75.00 1] 0.00 0 0.00
Hedium & 0 0,00 i 50,00 1 50,00 0 0,00 0 0.00
Laxrge é 3 50,00 1 16,67 2 33,33 ¢} 0.00 0 0.00
s e et it e et ———
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TABLB XIX

DISPOSITION OF NOT RECOMMBNDED CASHS BY

SIZB AND KIND OP SBECONDARY SCHOOL

S ——— e i v
s matre—— ———— — -

Total Geaduated Withdrew with~ Acadenic Still Disciplinary
cases out prejudice drop-out enrolled drop=out
School
no, no, per cent no. per cent .no, per cent no, per cent no. per cent
Urban:
Small b § 0 0,00 1] 0,00 0 0.0Q 1 100,00 0 0,00
Mediunm ] 0 0 0 ' o - : 0
Lacge 8 0 0,00 4 - 50,00 3 37.50 0 0.00 1 12,50
Total 9 Q 0.00 . 4 44,44 3 33.33 1 11,11 1 11.11
Rural; : '
Small 0 0 0 0 0 : 0
Medium Q 0 0 0 0 (4]
Large 0 0 0 O 0 QO
Total ) 0 0 0 0 0
Private:
Small -3 0 0.CO 1 33,33 2 66 .67 0 0.00 0 0.00
Medium 2 0 0.Co 1 50.00 1 50,00 0 0.00 0 0.00
Large 3] 0 0 Q0 Y 0
Total 5 O 0,00 2 40,00 3 60.00 O 0,00 0 0.00
Totals: i4 Q 0,00 & 42,86 6 42.86 1 7.14 1 7414
Small 4 0 0,C0 1 25,00 2 50.00 1 25,00 4] 0.00
Medium 2 1 X 0.C0 1 50,00 i 50.00 0 0.00 0 0,00
Large 8 0 0.00 4 50,00 3 37.50 0 0.00 1 12,50
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From an analysis of,Tlee XX, it appears that no recommendation of
any kind from a private school is almost the equivalent of not reconmended,
Of the four cases from private schools, none gradﬁated, three withdrew,
and one was an academic éxop;out; No recommendation from a large urban
school appears to be equivalent to a recommendation with qualifications
half the time and not recommended the other half, for three of the
fifteen cases graduated, one was still enrolled, and six vere_aéademic
dropeouts, |

In sumnacy, it appears that any recowmendatibn»f:om a large urban
school is.generally reliable and is the most reliable of all‘séhdois;
The recommendations of sﬁallvutban and medium urban schools appear ze=
iiable in only half the cases,

- The recomnendations of small rural schools are reliable in.a majority
of cases, but that of the medium rural school is unreliable in a ﬁajoriti
of cases, For all rural schools. the reliability of a recommendation is
much lower than that from the urban schools, |

In general, private school recommehdatioﬁs are usually uanreliable
for all recommendations except that of not recommended, which'is highiy :
reliable. lowever, the small private school is reliable in its recon-
mendations in a majority of cases., Of the 44 casea from private schools,
24 were from military séhoéls aﬁd 20 from nonemilitary schools. If the
cases not recommehded are eiiminated. 23 were recomnended from military
schools and 16 from non-military schools; Of the 23 cases from military

schools, 3 (13.03 per cent) graduated, 4 (17.39 per cent) were still



TABLE XX

DISPOSITION CF CASES BY SIZE A¥D KIND OF SCHOOL

WHEN NC RECOMMENDATION WAS INDICATED

o —— sy

—

Total Graduated Withdrew withe Acadenic Sti1l Disciplinary
cases ont prejudice drop-out enrolled drop-ocut
School
no, no, per cent no., per cent no. per cent no. per cent no., per cent
Urban:
Small 0 0 o 0 0 0
Medium O 0 0 0 : 0 O
Large 15 3 20,00 ] 33.33 6 40,00 1 16,67 0 0.00
Total 15 3 20,00 5 33.33 6 40.00 1 16,67 0 0.00
Rural: ‘
Small 2 1 50,00 0 0,00 1 50,00 0 0,00 0 0,00
Mediwm 0 o 0 0 . -0 0
Large 0 0 g g 3] 0
Total 2 1 50,00 0 0,00 1 50,00 0 - 0,00 0 0.00
Private:
Small 0 0 0 0 0 0
Medium 4 0 0.00 3 75.00 1 25,00 0 0,00 0 0,00
Large 0 0 0 0 : 0 0
Total 4 Q 0.00 3 75,00 1 25,00 0 - 0,00 0 0.00
Totals: 21 4 19,04 8 38,10 8 38,10 1. . 4,76 0 Q.00
Small 2 1 50,00 0 0,00 1 50,00 0 C.00 0 0600
Medium 4 o 0,00 3 73.00 1 25,00 0 ¢.00 Q 0.00
Large 15 3 20,00 5 33.33 6 40.00 1 16,67 0 0.00

on o
BESS — —— e amees
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enrolled, and 6 (26.10 per cent) were academic drop-outs, Of the 16 ceszs
recommended by non-military schools, 6 (37,50 per cent) graduated, and
only 2 (12,50 per cent). were acaciemic drop-outs, 'Thus. it appears that
recommendations from non-military private schools are quite reliable,
but those from private military schools are nost untgliab'le.

In general, the recommendations of large schools are reliable in a
n;ajoritfr of‘ casea; those of medium schools in about half the cases; and .
those of small schools are unreliable in » majority of the cases, .

- ThHerefore, it was concluded that the reliability of the v.mcoaim’ézéda-
tions does vary greatly with the sige and kind of secondary §chool
making the recommendation. It is possible for an admissions committee’
to estimate, in a general way, by the size and kind of school how much,
or how little, acceptance to give a recommendation from a secondary .

’SChOOIQ



CHAPTER ¥V
SUMMARY

This study has revealed that the validity of secondary school
recomnendations of applicants for admission to Riclmond College does
vary with the kind of recommendations, the school official making the
recommendation, and the size and clasaification of the secondary school,
If one, or 2 combination, of these factors is considered, an sdmissions
comnittee may be able to distinguish between those applicants who will
most probably pass and those who will most probably fail,

PFrom the first phase of this study, it was indicated that the most
valid recommendations are those at either end of the range of recommenda-
tions--i.e., recommended highly and not recommended for admission. 7This
high degree of validity was maintained for these two recommendations
throughout the study and, in general, was not influenced by such factors
as who made the recommendation or from what size or kind of school the
técommendation was made,

Prom the study of the applicants who were in the second category
(recommended), it was concluded that this recommendation was reliable in
2 majority of cases. However, the validity of this recommendation varies
greatly with the different ciassiiications of recommending persons and
with the size and kind of school.,jlt was fouhd‘that such a :eéeanzndation
nade by a guldance officer was highly reliable, but one made by an

assistant principal was often unreliable, Further, it was found that
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this recommendation was reliable when made by a large urban school or
a non-military private school, but was unreliable when made by &
medium school or a private military school, .

This study indicated that an applicant recommended with qualifi-
cations is a relatively poor risk for college., It was found that omly
one~fourth of such students graduated, while one-half were academic
failures, Such a recommendation is apparently valid when made by a
guidance officer or by a large school. In generzl, howevgr, this recome
nendation is an indication that the applicant is more likely to fail
than to pass his work at Richmond College.

The,study showed that when there was no recommendation of any kind
made for an applicant, he was likely to be less successful than an
applicant recomnmended with qualifications, but more successful than one
who was not recommended. However, no indicated recommendation from o
private school is very nearly the equivalent of a refusal to recommend,

From the second phase of this study, it was revealed that the
recommendations of the guidance officer were highly :éliable and the
most valid for all categories of recommendations. Of those whom he
recommended or recommended highly, not one was an academic drop-out,
Of those whom he recommended with qualifications, one-half graduated and
one-half were academié drop-outs, All of those who were admitted cone-
trary to the recommendation of the guidance officer became academic

drop-outs.,
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The recommendation of the principal was found to be reliable in a
ma jority of cases, except when he made & recommendation with qualifications,
Although the degree of reliability varies with‘thé_type of recormendation
and is never as reliable as a recommendation made by a guldance officer,
the recommendation of the principal was found to be more reliable than
that of an assistant principal, |

When the factors of size and kind of school were incoxporated into
the study, it was found that the recoumendations from ilarge urban schools
were the nost reliable, and the least reliable were from private military
Schools,

In general, the recommendations of rural schools, private schools,
and pedium schools were found to be unreliable in a majority'of casesSe .
However, those from nonemilitary private schools and émall rural schoole
were reliable in 2 majority of cases,

in conclusion, it appears that, on the basis of this study, an
adnissions committee may be able to agcept with assurance the recome
mendations of the guidance officer and, with a little less assurance;
reconmendations froam larpe urban Schools. It further appears that the
committce may find it prudent in scue cases {o place littile réliance on
the zecommendationé of small schools, rural schdbls, private military
schools, or the recommendations of assistant principals, |

It is recommended to the Adaissions Committee of Richmond College
that those applicants who arc recommended highly by their secondary

schools will most probably be successful in their college workj for of
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those admitted with this recommendation, more than half will graduate,
and only about one-tenth will be academic drop-outs,

Over a five year period, about one~third of those admitted with a |
recomaendation of recomnended will graduate, and almost one-fourth will -
be academic drop-outs, Nearly one-tenth will still be enrolled, and
about one-third yill have withdrawn,

Of the applicants accepted with a recommendation with qualifications,
about one-fourth will graduate, but one-half will become academic drop-outs,

When an applicant has not been recommended for admission to Richmond
College by his secondary school, the Admissions Committee has a very
reliable indicator that the applicant will not be successful in his
work., Of the fourteen cases not reconmended, only one has been sSuccesSse
ful to any appreciable degree, and he had been unable to graduate in the
five years covered by this study,

It appears that the Admissions Committee should insist on receiving
some kind of recommendation from the applicant's secondary school. Of
the twenty-one cases admitted without any kind of recommendation, only
four graduated and eight were acadenic drop-outs,

It is also recommended that the findings in thie study should be
followed up at regular intervals that the Admissions Committeg may have
additional information which may serve to help them in the difficult task
of student selection.

The findings of this study suggest several questions which night

be answered in other studies. (1) Why are the recommendations of
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guidance officers so much more reliable than those of principals or -
assistant principals? (2) Are the reliability of the recommendations
of large urban schools and the unreliability of small and rural schools
a reflection of better preparation of students in large urban schools?
(3) Do students from large schools adjust more readily to the dewands
of a college environment than do students fron Emall schools and rural
A schools? {(4) How effective is the system of‘academic probation at
Richmond College?

Further study of topics suggested by these questions may give
adnissions committees additional information to aid in student selection,

and thereby decrease the number of failures and withdrawals from

Richmond College.



BIBLIOGRAPHY



BIBLIOGRAPHY

American Council on Education, Predicting Success in Professicnal Schools,
A Report Prepared by the Committee on Student Personnel Work of the
Anerican Council on Bducation (Menhasha, Wisconsin° George Banta
Publishing Co.. 194%), 187 pp.

Pine, Ben jamin., Aﬂmission to American Colleges. New York: fﬁatper and
Brothers, 1946, 217 pp. S :

MacIntosh, Archibald, Behind the Acadenic Curtain. New York: Harper
and Brothers, 1948, 149 pp.

Whitney, Prederick L, The Blements of Rcsearch. New York: Prentice
. Hall, Inc., 1950. 435 pp. : . - L

_B_._ Periodicals

Baker, Elizabeth C. and George A. “Factor Analysis of High School
Variables and Success in University Subjects for the First Semestex
in the University,™ Journal of Experimental Bducation, 24: 315-18,
- June, 1955, T R T <

Berdie, Ralph F. "Improving Evaluation in Student Recruitment and
Selection,”™ Personnel and Guidance Journal, 343 481-6. April, 1956,

"College Admissions in Ghio,“ School and Society, 85: 258, Septeabe: 28,
1957,

"Commencement,™ Reporter, June 9, 1960, p. 4.

Daniel, Walter G. "Testing High School Students for College," School
Life, 33: 143-4, June, 1953,

“Flunked Out,™ Time, September 20, 1948. pp. 76-77.

lewis, William A. "Scholarship and College Entrance Tksting, Personnel
‘ and Guidance Journal, 38: 759-60, May 1960,

Pierson, Lé:oy R. "High School Teacher Prediction of College Success,”
Personnel and Guidance Journal, 373 142-5, October, 1958.

"Poor Selection or Inzdequate Prepa:ation?" School and SOciety, 74:
139, September 1, 1951,




54

"Relieving College Enrollment Pressure,™ School and Sdciety, 85: 315-16,
October 26, 1957,

Salley, Ruth C, and Weintraub, Ruth G, ™"Student Records of Entrance and
Graduation,™ School and Society, 691 404-6, June 4, 1949,

“Something Has to Give," Time, June 6, 1960, p. 42.

"To Rank or Not to Rank,” Nationaldﬁducation.Association Journal, May,
1960, pp. 26-27,

Wald, Richard C "The Impending Cempus Crisis," Saturday Review,
Septenber 14, 1957, pp. 22-24.

Warren, Roy B, "A Study of Applicants for Readmisiion to College."
Personnel and Guidance Journal, 34; 553-8, May, 1956.

Weeks, James S, "The Predictive Validity of A.C.E. and S.C.A.T.,"
Personnel and Quidance Journal, 38: 52-4, September, 1959.

C. Uppublished Materials

Trausheck, William McL. "Some Factors Relating the Success of Richmond
College Students to Their High School Preparation.”™ Unpublished .
Master's thesis, The University of Richmond, Richmond, August, 1950,

D, Miscellaneous : C .

| Universitykgg'Rlchmond Bulletin, Richmond College Catalogue for 1956,



APPENDIX



TABLE XXI

NUMBBR OF ACADEMIC DROP-OUTS FROM BACH CATEGORY OF RECOMMENDATIONS

DURING OR AT THE BND OF BACH SEMBSTER

Categories of Semesters
gecommendations Totals
1 2 3 4 s 6 7 8 9 10

(1) Highly

recormended 0 1 0 ) 1 ) 0 0 0 o 3
(2) Re;onmended 8 6 2 4 1 2 5 1 1 0 30
(3) Recommended with
© qualifications 0 3 0 3 0 0 ] 0 0 0 6
(4) Not recommended 1] 2 1 0 2 0 0 1 0 0 6
(5) Mot indicated - 2 2 0 3 1 ) 3 0 0 0 0 8

TOTALS 10 14 3 10 5 3 5 2 1 0 53

§6



TABLE XXIX

NUMBER OF CASES ON THB DERICIENCY LIST FROM BACH CATBGORY

OF RECOMMENDATIONS AT THE BHD OF EACH SEMESTER

o o e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e s e

Categories of Semesters ,
recommendations Totals

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

(1) Highly
recommended 0 2 0 3 2 0 0 1 1) 0 8
(2) Recormended 23 15 3 22 6 7 6 7 2 4 95
(3) Recommended with ,
qualifications 4 6 1 5 0 0 0 0 o o 16
(4) Not recommended 4 6 3 1 2 1 0 1 0 0 18
(5) Not indicated 4 5 1 5 1 3 0 0 0 o 19
TOTALS 35 34 8 36 11 11 6 9 2 4 156

9s
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To Priﬁcipal: Mail blank, typed if pos-
sible, directly to the Office of Admissions
at this institution.

CERTIFICATE FOR ADMISSION
to
RICHMOND COLLEGE
University of Richmond, Virginia

Give

key to grading system.

First name

Last name

Number and Street

of

graduated from the
expects to be

Student’s blrth date

on 19

Student attended this school from

Name of school

, and has completed the work shown below.
.Name of parent or guardian

Address of school

| £ 2SN

Other schools attended

Applicant ranks approximately number

... from the top in a class numbering
Second......

Under ““Remarks™ give name of other school(s) in which specific credit was earned. Spec

able, check appropriate quartile): Upper. Third...... Lowest.......
Class periods ............ minutes ............ times a week ........... weeks a year. Passing mark............
This school is accredited by (check) Regional Assn............. , State........ , Other (specify)

College recommending mark

. students.

(If class rank is not avail-

ify if credits allowed for service in Armed Forces.
Specnly by “PG" any subjects taken after graduation.

Indicate by “T*

subjects mow being studied, and by *‘S§’’ subjects taken in summer school.
COURSES Sxxedai:d ofcwgle-k Unit REMARKS Courses S}:::i:d O?W:’):k Unit REMARKS
,2,3, Done |Credit 1, 2, 3, 4| Done [Credit
EncLisH—First Year SociaL Stupies
Second Year Civics
Third Year American History
Fourth Year U. S. Government
World History
Economics
LatiN—First Year AGRICULTURE
Second Year
Third Year
Fourth Year
FrencH—First Year Business EpucatioNn
Second Year
Third Year
Fourth Year
SpanisH—First Year DraMATICS
Second Year
Third Year HoMme Econowmics
Fourth Year
MATHEMATICS
General Math,
Algebra, 1st Year INDUSTRIAL ARTS
Algebra, 2nd Year
Geometry, Plane JourNaLISM
Geometry, Solid
—__Trigonometry Mecu. Drawing
Sciences
General Science SpEECH
Biology
Chemistry VOCATIONAL SHOP
Physics
Music
OTHER
Signature Title.



TEST DATA

Please record below the requested information regarding any standardized tests administered to the applicant. Be sure to give the full name
of each test. Show under “norm group” that group with which the applicant was compared in order to determine the percentiles, 1.Q., etc.

Date Raw Per- B
administered Full name of test score 1.Q. centile Norm group

* American Council on Educ. Psych. Exam., Q. oo y

....................................... Form, 19....... Edition L.

APPRAISAL

Important: Please record frankly under the headings below any information which would help us understand and guide this student at this
institution.

1. Preparation—Check the statement expressing your opinion of this applicant with respect to preparation for college.

( ) Superior ( ) Good ( ) Average ( ) Doubtful ( ) Inadequate.

2. Character, basic integrity —
3. Steadfastness, seriousness of purpose —
4. Exceptional capacities or talents —

5. Extracurricular activities —

6. Health —

7. Emotional balance, relationship with others —

OTHER DATA

List high school subjects this student has failed

Has this student been registered at any other college or institution? .....cccocooeoeveeeceeeeenenes

If so, in what institution?

This certificate is forwarded with recommendation for admission to college.
without

Other comments —

Signed.....cocooo....... Position coneern

~ L-5611—10M , B o



RICHMOND COLLEGE
UNIVERSITY OF RICHMOND, VIRGINIA

SUPPLEMENTAL CERTIFICATE FOR ADMISSION

To the Principal or Headmaster:

,
Please complete this form and return it to the Director of Admissions, Richmond College, University

of Richmond, Virginia.

This is to certify that ..o ettt e et ene e eeeas has completed the work shown
Name of Student

was graduated from the eeetemeeeeteas s ecat ettt s casanemerenserans

in detail below, and
not (Name of School)

Of et . o) + QUSROS
Address of School Date

This certificate is forwarded wmzt(l)lut recommendation for admission to college.

Record for Final of Preparation
. (Semester, year)

) Grade of Unit
Courses Work Done Credit Remarks

This student ranked number .............. inaclass of .............. students. (Please indicate approximate rank, if exact

rank can not be given.) .

Comments, including Final Honors earned; plans for graduation in Summer Session, etc.:
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