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CHAPTER I, , ‘ 1.
NATURE OF STUDY AND SOURCES OF DATA,. -

The purpose of this study is the comparison of the work
done by,stﬁdents from privetely endowed colleges with that
done by students from public colleges. It proposes to de~
termine Whether‘the'sfﬁdents ‘who come from privately en-
dowed -colleges make as good grades in the Uhiversity of
_ Kansas as those who come from public colleges.

The particular problem with which this study is con=-
cerned is whether the work as given in the first two years,
in/privately endowed colleges in Kansas enables the stu-
dents ﬁo do work in‘the advanced’years at the state univer-
sity as well as does the Work whioh is given in the early
yeare in public collegee. , A

A$ the present time there is a great deal of transfer-
1ng from one 1nstitution to another. This is especially true
at the division point between the second and third years of
.:“the eollege course.A Koos, 1n has book “;he Junlor College“
’says. ®In the middle western colleges, at 1east for a full
' nalf of the student body of the Zour year period. there is
g disruptlon by the openlng of the third,year.“; |
| Koos further states that this disruption is 1ncreasing
instead of deore351ng.’ The questlon of the relative effect-

iveness of some colleges becomes an important one, on account

1. Koos, Lenard Vincent, the Junior College (page 86)Pub-
lished by the University of Minnesota, Minneapolis, May 1924.
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of this extensive transfering from one institution to anoth-
er.  Thg zegeiving institution is frequently asked to accept
the eredits reported on the transcrifts from.otﬁer institu-
tions at their fage value. | |

As many of the tranefefing students transfer from
'smaller to larger inatitutions, it becomes paaaible to make
a comparative stuﬂ; in a large institution of the grades of
those students who have come from different»typesvof smaller
calleges. |

In this way, an estimate may be secured of how effective
the training in these different types of colleges has been.

This kind of training given in the first two years of
vcallege work probably has some direct effect on.whether st~
‘dents do satisfac$9ry advanced work. waevef,:there are ade
ditional factors which contribute to the success of school
work, such as other,enviranmenial influences, or the innate
capacity of the individuai, generally termed-“intelligence.f

It is not a part of this'inv&étigationyio include a |
study of intelligence of the students, as adequate intelli-
gence records are not available for the students conéérned.
However, thoy are doubtless a random sampling of thei:
groupe in the matter of intelligence. ' Then since the in-
telligencelgaotient remains practically constant for any
individual over a period of years, it would not be affected
much by this transfer to another college. Furthenmore. the
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ucérrelation bet&een~intelligence and grades made in collége
is apparently not very significant.?® | | |

There are in the state of Kansas seventeen privately en=
dowed cclleges, whose work is fully accredited and which have
" a total enrollment of 4,964 students. There are seven fully
accredmted junior colleges, supported by citles. ThSBe ha#e
a total enroiment of 711 students. The five state institu-
tzons of colleglate rank have a total enrolment of 8,763 stu—
| dents. - Thus it appears that thlrtyasix per cent of.the‘total
enrolment of the college students of Kansas are in the pri- |
-vately endowed colleges.5 o

| It might well be akked whether this thirty-six per cent
of students are receiving scholastlc tramning equal to that
received by those in the public colleges., It might even be,
: aSked why the privately endowed colleges continue to campete
- with the state supported schools of higher learnlng. The
- answer is that they ére}the product of a long de#elopment aﬁﬂ
, thai they actually supnlement the work of the state schools.

One writer says, “Before the aneteenth Century, the
founding of academies and~colleges in America was almost
-golely the product of religidus'interests and éhurch ehter?
prise, As a rule, the impulse that lead to the organlzaxion
of hlgher learnlng was distinctly and strongly religious, |
2. Pintner, Rudolf, Intelligence Testing. Publishedby o

Henry Holt: a.nd Company, New York, 1924, :

3 OBrien, F, P,, A Junior College in Hutchinson. Not
in pxint. ~ v ,
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eoﬁetimee>eveh“warmly and nerfowly denomiﬁatiohel.” éﬁere has
been, 1n the paet generation, a marked monement among the de-
ncminetional colleges and universities away from the sectar-'
ian spirit toward an interdencmlnational position."4 |

| The term yrivately endowed college ‘seems appropriate in
conhectlon wzth thls study, since it includes non-sectarian
ccllegee ae well as denominational collegee. ; i :

B Denom1nationa1 collegee, in the Uhited Statee, are numer-c
ode. For the year ending in June, 1918 the Bureau cf Educa-
ticn received reports from 672 universities. colleges. and
professional schools. Of this number, 118 were independent |
profeselcnal schools, lll were public institutions, and 443
‘were prlvately endowed institutione.5 |

.“ In the western part of the United States, the pr1Vately
» endowed colleges are chiefly small colleges, however in the
eaetern part there are large colleges and universities that
are privaiely endcwed.5" . | ‘

| Ex-Pres;dent Harper, of the Uhiversity of Ghicago, in )
his book7 “The Prospects of the Small CQIlege‘,’says that
the denominational college is ineeparably connected with the

4., Crooker, Joseph Henry. Religious Freedom in American .

%gggation. Published by Unitarian Association, Boston,

5. United States Bureau of Education Bulletin. 1920. ‘Wo. 30,
page 5.
6. United States Bureau of Education Bulletin, 1920 go. 30,
7. Harper, William Rainey. The Prospects of the Small Col-
‘ lege {page 4)., The University of Chicago EBress, 1900,
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denominationél college and that it is the result of the Aﬁéié
kcan spxrzt. He llsts some of the advantages of the small
college as follows. : |

Ccntaet_with 1nstructois.'

Development of responsibility.

Loyal support'bf fabulty and alumni,

Adaptation to needs of certain individuals, and

Economic advantages. |

The catalogues of a number of denominational colleges
- have been eonsuited to detérmine‘the aims of such colleges,
| These alims have been stated in various ways. One aiﬁ which
seemed to represent fairly well the content of all of them
was, “To develop not only thorough scnolarship but noble
Christian character,® One may wish to know whether these
schools are realizing their aims, As leadership and Chris-
tian character are very difficulﬁ to measure, no attempt is
made to measure them in this study; |

Each year. the Unlver81ty of Kansas receives many stua
dents transfering from various colleges., A large maaority
of them enter the College of Liberal Arts at the University.
These students may be ciassified into (1) thoséucoming ffbm
the privately endowed colleges and (2) those~cqming’frmn
public colleges, The grades that these students make while
in the University of Kansgas are.availablevforkstudy, The -

grades made previously while in other colleges are shown on
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'théir t#apsﬁgipt recérd,Hwhicthhey‘muét‘file_at the Uhiverﬁ
sitye . | ;

| v With‘tthe~d§ta‘at”hand,“it,may,be determined which of
these typésﬁbf:students,make thevbest scholastic record while
in the University of Kansas. Since the grades i the last
two coilegé yearsfare all made in the one ipstitution,they.l:
-are doubtless fairly comparable.‘

It is. of course true that the grades differ w1thin the
Univers;ty,‘that is, a certain grade might not mean the aamg
in one department as it does in another department, More. .
than that, grades often differ in different courses in the
same:department.: But the same grading system is presumably J
used throughout the University, which tends toward at least‘
a. fair degree of uniformity. AV I |

It was necessary to choose a representative group of Lx
students from the University of Kansas for the purposes of
this study, The entire junior class of the Coliege‘of,Libfi
eral Arts for 1922-23,was}chosen,_vThis'glass included 500 .
students and did not involve any selection from within thg',
group, since the entire group was taken.-} .

It is not possible to say whether the junzor clase of
that year represented any particular sort of selection but
so far as:the facts.are known it did not.. P )
| The junior class of that year was chosen in order to

secure the grades of students who have since had opportunity
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- to complete both the junior and senior years of work. This
list of students was secured from the University catalogue.

The records .of their grades were secured from the permanent

- .record cards in the files of the Registrar's office of the

University. Xttwasjdifficult to secure the record of all of"
the five hundréd_students,,as some were not filed in the per-
manent files, ‘butv.af‘ter congsiderable persistance all needed

~ records were securéd.

It was necessary to work out a technique for tabulating
‘these grades. Illustrations of these tabulations will show
how this was done. Thektabulations include only the students
of the junior class of that year.

Table I Illustrmtlon of the manner of tabulatzng the
' grades of a student,

T T e S G A 400 S R a0 e G S I O ) O W u--a-n- - - . v - 2 S o S > > > Gl S o St e S e WD S 6 S W

t1st year:2nd year“ﬁrd year: 4th year

Name of student

. College .. ~ - Southwestern K,.U,- - K.U.
" No.of hrs. of grades 32 C 2A 10C 6B 12 C
‘ 21D -6 B: 10D 8D
" Total no.of hrs,of grades ' 53 28 : 26
Weighted grade. o 1.60 o 2,00 - 1.85
Name of student : S Lo
College , k.U, - KLU, K.U, Ko :
No,of Hrg.of grades 19 C. 5B 15D l14C 7B 7D
o 11 D i0 ¢C 13 D 33 C
Total no.of hrs.of o o . T C
grades . 30 ' 30 27 37

B W e OB T s W E A PO ST T e e S I M O WP G SIS S MRS e W OB TN S S W N U AU S G TS S G ST R A

- e o o - oy

These illustrations of how the t'ablue.tidns weré mede show that
the A's, B's, C's and D's were tabulated separately for each
‘year of work and for each student. Then 1t Was necessary'to
have the grades transmiited by a suitable welghting system in-

to comparable values for further study and comparison., The
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sysﬁem Which was used for uhis purpase was as follows:

4thatd$f
"RELEE
NP LY LT

 Applying this weighting plan to the grades of a student

who haﬁ in one year;

'8 A's

& B's
10 Cts

10 Ds

one may £ind by gimple arithmetical provedure fbwt

2 A's= 8 ,

6 Blg = 18

10 C's = 20
10 D¥'s = 10

Total -« 56

The weight ed mean grade is then found by dividing the total
number of credits earned (56) by the total number of hours .
taken (28). 1In this instance, the weighted grade is 2.00.

' The grades for the first two years on any individual's
transcript wexe tabulated together without distinguishing
kwag they appear on the permanent record cards,.

The grades of ‘incomplete’ and FTailure were not included
or weighted with the other grades, bul were countcd separ-
ately For the different groups being cemparéd. They fere:
tabulated in red ink to faeilitate the count ing of thcm.
The transcriﬂts from ather schools do not show any record of
the incompietes and failures for st udents wko took their

first two years therein, Consequently +afe—iten Sorthe
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eeaeeq&en%éy no compaxison could be made in this item
for the flrst two years of college work. ;

Table II. NUmber cf students included in this

etudy Who spend first two years in

, PriVately Bndowed Public - Uhiversity  Total
’ Colleges Colleges = of Kansas . L
105 | 101 204 . 500

| Of the 105 studente who came from privately endowed
colleges, 35 brought transcrlpts from colleges out31de of
the etate of Kansas. Of the 101 students who came from
publlc colleges, 38 brought transcripts from outside of
the state.
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CHAPTER 11
mszwmmn mn ANALYSIS ox* m:m

\

In c13581fy1ng the data callected students were first
grouped according to the colleges from whleh.they came, A
kseparate c?a331flcat10n was made for each collego from which
-three or more students came, exceptlng that the Garden City
Junior Gollege which had only two representatives in the
Unlversity} was included in the analysise

Table III mean Scholarship grades# of students from

denominational colleges.

Number of stu- Grades as’ = Average
Colleges from which dents coming to Fresh.-Soph. grades as
students came =  K.U, as Junlors in college Jr.~Se,
o - 1922-3 . - in KU,
2. FKansas Wesleyan 8 2.56 239
3. South Western 7 2.45 2.33
4, TFairmount 6 2.51 2,03
6. ,Ebntlcello Semlnary 5 ' R.67 2.50
8, Emperia College 3 2.24 2408
9. Catholic Colleges 6 2.88 2051
- 10. HMisc., Denominational - : .
10 Colleges 33 259 ' 2.56
11, Miscellaneous Non-Sec- : - ' ) _
tarian Colleges 12 2.14 2.52

Total Number of students 105 -

% For explanation of weighted averages used see page 7.
Table II should be read thus: Column 1 shows a list

of colleges from which the stuﬁents included in this study

come. The heading, Miscellaneous Dehdminatipnal Colleges,



1,
includes all denomznational colleges from which only one
or two students came tc the Univer81ty 1n 1922?t:§g£:§§31“
tarian Colleges includes all non-sectarian colleges from
whlch only one or two students came to the Uhiversity in
the year indicated. |

The number of students that came from each college is
shown in Column 2 of thzs table. Column 3 shows the aver~
age of the grades made 1n the flrst two years of work in
the college from which they came. The average grades were
found by using the procedure shown in the illustratlon of
Table I. »

The averages of grades made in the 1ast two years by .
the same students in the University are thén shown for .
comparison. These avéfages'Wére also found by using the
weighted grades from the tabulations referred to above,

By coﬁparing the weighted averages of Columnrs with thcse\
of column 4, it may be determined Whether these students .
made ag high average grades in the Uhiver31ty as they did
in their previous college work.,

In the cases of colleges represented by a small
nqmber of students, the‘average‘is'of course less signifi-

cant because it is less reliable,
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Table IV. Mean Scholarship Grades of Students From
. Public Solleges. |

’u.-n-m‘b.ﬂnnl‘u-ﬂ-aun--u—n-—---u

Number of stu-  Grades ad  Average

colleges from7which dents coming to Fresh.-Soph, Grades as
students came ‘K.Usas juniors in college ~Jr.=-Sr,
e 1922-1925 : in K.U,

2.8  1.98

- College - 2
-1 2e Pittsdburg Normal 4 3,01 2476
.3, Kansas State Normal 4 3.6 2.96
. 4, Kansas City (Mo.) A S B PU . ’
Jr. College - 38 2.56 2.58
5. Kansas State Agri- o o L : ,
; cultural Collége L 14 ’ 231 , 2.32
6, Misc, Public Colleges - 17 - - - 2.30 2.32
-7, Other universities - 22 2,65 2.69
"8, Total number of students = R
f 101

'TablefIv‘should rgad the same as;Tab1e III, except that
vTable‘IV‘inclﬁdés facts forlstudents from public colleges amil
Table 111 relates to students from privately endowed colleges.

The arerages of grades were then secured for the stu-
dents 1nd;cated in each of the three types of colleges in- |
cluded in these tables both for the first two years and the
- last two years of collége work, These facts are showm in
Table V. - | |

Table V. Hean Scholastic Grades of Students According

To Typesv0f COIlegé¢ ' |

.,Number of  ¥ean for  HMean for

Type of College Students  the first  the last
, ' v : Studied. Two Yeardé Two Years
"+ Privately Endowed 105 . 2443 2,43
Public Colleges 101 2455 251 .
‘University of Kansas 294 ' 2.41 : 2.49

Total no., of students 500
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~ In the interpretation of Teble v, one may note that: The
students from the privately endowed colleges do exactly as |
well in their scholastic record after they are in the Univer-
© . gity of Ransas as they did during the first two c:oliege years
and almost as well as thos@ students who have téken-their ene
 tire work at tne University of Kansas. i‘hbse students who
toock work in some public _ccllega previous to their coming to
the University of Kensas made the highest scholastic average
of the three groups while in the University. k‘

This table further shows that those students from public
colleges made a little lower a?eré.ge in their scholastic
tecord in the University of Kansas. than they did during the
preceding two years of work. In contrast to ihis, thosc who
‘_tsél:‘ their entire work in the Gniversity of Kansas inérease«i
their own average grades during the last two years, |
V There was a wide range of difference in grades ambng
the institutions comprising the yrivaiely endowed colleges, ¢
so that the averase for this group is not altagethef true
for any one of the privately endowed célleges. Perhapé the
same thing might be said of the public colleges concerned.
in this study.

There are several reasons why the records of grades of
the first two years made by students from the privately en-
dowed and the public colleges are not as completely reliable

as the grades which were made in the University of Kansas.
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 In the first piace. the grading Systems are different
 in the various institutieﬁs¢ Secondl , when the transeripts

come to the Advanced Standing office of the University of
. Kansas, some of these records lave to be translated into the
syatem that the University uses. T?en.lin the third place, -
thete is sa@e psssibilities‘nf errors or changes in transcrib-
ing the'graaés which are sent in from these colleges.

It Wasiihought that median grades might be more signifi-
~cant than the mean grades, accordingly the medians were found
for,thelgrades in these three types of colleges. They are
&hown in the‘next table,

TABLE VI - Median Scholastic Grades of Students according to

_type of=collége.‘

Type of College No, of Students Median for Median for
, - from these col- the first the last
, v - leges two years - two years
Privately endowed @~ 105 - 2.444 2.404
Public colleges 100 2,570 2.459
‘University of Kansas = 294 . - 24345 2.411

- Total No., of students 500

| In the interpretation of Table VI one,may note that the
students from the privately endowed colleges do almost as
well.in their scholastic record after they are in the Univer-
sity ef Kansas as‘they did during the first two college years,
and almost as well as those students who have taken thelr en-

tire work at the University of Kansas., Those students who
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took work in some public college previous to their coming to
‘£he University of Kansas mad: the highest scholastic average
of the three groups while in the University.

This tabhle furthar shows tnat those atudents from public
colleges made a little lower average in theif scholastic
‘record in the ﬁnive?sity of ﬁansas than taey did during the
preceding two yéars of work. In contrast to this, those who
‘took their entire work in the 3hivér81ty of Kansas increased
their own average grades during the last two years.

The ‘incompletes’ and ‘¢ailures’ which were tabulated sep-
| arately for all the students involved¢ in this study are shown
in Table VII. (See following page.) The letter QIffis used
to designate incomplete and the letter ®I" to designate fail-
ure.This table shows that the 105 students from the private=
iy endowed colleges received 124 hours of I's and 345 hours
~of F's in the last two years of their work in the University
of Kansas. This record gives an average per individual of
.59 hours of I's and 1.64 hours of F's for each of the two
'years.

The 101 students from the public college group Teceived
295 hours of I's and 519 hours of F's during the last two
years of their work, which give an average per student of
1.4 hcurs'of I's and,2.57 hours of F's for each of these:
‘years.

The 294 students who took their entire college work in

the University of Kansas feceived 580 hours of I's and B57



TABLE VII - "Ineompletes"'and "Failures” of the 500 Students. (Mean averages)

---‘—---—..-—ﬁ-o - wm e e We es e e e e em

Pype of Ho. of Ko of Aver~ No. of Averw UNo. of Aver- ©No., of Aver-

College  Students I's age PF'g in age I's  age F's in age
in 1st in 1st of I's 1lst 2 of 's in of I's last F's par
2 yrs. 2 yrs. per yr. yrs. per yr. last periyes 2 yrs. JTe
‘ A 2 yrs. , .
Privately ‘ ‘
Endowed 105 No.Record 124 «59 345 1.64
Public SRR -
Colleges 101 "o - 297 1.49 519 2457
University T - | v
of Kansas 294 661 «97 1212 2,09 = 580 1.00 657 1.14

- e e e WR s e we A M OR A R me AR e dm e

*9T
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hours of F's in the last two years of their work. This gives
them an average of 1.00 hours of I's and 1,14 hours of F's.
Thesge same students made 561 hours of I's and 1212 hours of
F's in the first two years of their work at tﬁe University of
Kansas, giving an average of .97 hours of I's and 2.09 hours

of ¥F's for each student for each year.

- In the 1nterpretatmon of Tablc VII, one may note that the
average number of F's is smaller for the third group than for
“the othgr two groués.- Also that there is a great reduction
in the average number of F's received in the last two éears
by the students who took their entire work in the University
Vof‘Kansa;. ,S§udents from privatély,endowed colleges held by
far the Eestjxecord on the average number of hours of work
that was incomplete.

Scatter diagrams were prepared to show the relation be-
twesn grades made the first two years and the grades made

the last two years by each of the three groups of students.
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In Table VIII a greater number of students have=a_w
;}grades abcve 3,00 in thexr freshman-sophomore ‘years than
fgdo the same students in thelr junior-senior years. But

ffno euch difference appears in comparlng ‘the grades below

i?1;80 in the ‘two perlods.” | B .
; ‘The total 1s seven less than previously reported

{jbecause it dnas not include those students who had not .
,fcomplet a two years of work before caming to the Uni-

?;versity



s of students from public colleges

Average of grades of first two years of college.

Average of grades of first two years

- the last two year

sufee wel»

TABLE IX - Comparison between grades of the first two years and grades of

10
s
7
14
19
13
6
4
5
5
4
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In Table IX a greater number of students have
 grades lower than 1,80 in their junior-senior years
‘than do the,same;étudentswin“their freshman~sophomore
&ears.‘»Bﬁt no suﬁh difference appears in comparing

the grades above 3,00 in the two periods.
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There were 294 students in this group but five did not stay long enough after
enrolling in the junior year to have any grades recorded.

Correlation (Pearson llethod)

Cofficient of

*



In Table X twice the number of students have grades
below 1,80 in their .,fi’eshmam-s‘ophomore years &han do}
the saxﬁménfs in their junior-senior years. But. no
suchvdiffexl'ence appears in comparing the grades above

3.00 in the two periods,
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There Were seven students from privately endowed colleges
who had not eompleted 60 hours of college work before coming
to the University. Theee were not included in the preceding
tabulatien as it was conszdered that their records were not
entirely. cemparable to those of students who had completed 60
hours or more ef college work. The cofficent of correlation
found for the three types of colleges are assembled for com-
parzeon in the next table.-'
TABLE XI. Geffieien%e of correletion Between grades made in -

T the first two years and those made in the last

- two years stated for students from the three types
- of colleges., , A

- Type of Colleae COfficient of Correlation P.E.
‘Privately Endowed . o AN . :
Gollege L M - o524 "« 049
Public Colleges ~ .4170 - .oatzl
k,,\Universzty of Kansae - .6863 . .021

| From Table XTI it is seen that the eorrelatlon between the
grades made the first twe years and the grades made the last
 two years 13 higher for the students Who took their entlre
work at the Unlvers1ty of Kensas than for elther of the other
two typea of collegesgr Being better ad;usted to the instltu-
tlon may be one factor that has caused thls hlgher correlation.
The correlaticn is higher for the privately endowed college :
than for the public college.

It is necessary to know how these students who came to
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the ﬁniversity from other imstitutions ranked in the colleges
‘,from which they came to determine the degree of selection .
Whlch they represented w1th reference to the total students
in the flrst twm vears in those‘colleges‘ To ascertain this
informaﬁion, it’wgs necegsary fo:secure a fabulaﬁion of the
aetualﬁgrades which were‘made by these students as a basis
 of the comparison to be made, Héwever, suchiiabﬁlations were
 not'avai1ab1e even in the cblleges'comérising fhese groups.
| In‘ordér‘to‘secure such data, it was necessary to visit
the coliegés and tabulate facts directly from their records.
It seemed imnésaible to make this analysis for all of the
colleges from which the students inc*uded in this study had
come. A few typical colleges were- employed in this analysis
to represent all,

.TABLE“XiI.7 Showinq what selection “Transfer Students® are
" of their own colleﬂe clasaes in Trnshman-
Sophomore years. o  ‘ |
- Name of College Total Enrole ﬁbanl Ebaﬁ No.ofﬁthése

ment of the  Average Average - transfer
‘Fr. & Soph. grade of| grade students,

years of all Fr, of trans- 1922-23
these col- & Soph, fer stu-
leges C students dents

©in who came

gschool to the Uni-
yr.'21-2 ver31ty

- Central College

(IJr.Col.) 53 3.37 3,07 10
¥cPherson college 182 2.67 = 2.49 11
Baker 378 2.25 2,10 6
K.C. (no._z:rr Col, 925 2,57 2.56 38
Univ.of Kansas. 2146 2.22 2041 249

The averages which are shown in the third and fourth col-

umns of Table XII were worked out by means of the weigh-
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ing SJstem whlch has already been explalned and employed in
this report ‘

The grades of all freshman and sophomore students of the
school year of 1921-22 Nere tabulated for the purpose of se-
eurzng the average of thevcollege>grades during the flrst two
eollege yeais. The record of the fieehman gradee of that‘year
eere more evailable than those of the pfeoeding year, Aecord-
ihgly the~greees of twovsuccessive freshman years were teeated
1es eomparable and thoee of the latter included in this an44y~
SIS . .

The a#erage‘Of all freshman and Sophomore grades made”in
the school year' 1921-22 at Gentral College is higher than
the average for the portlon of those students who came to the
Unlver51ty of Kensas for their Junlor and senior work, If |
these grades for the year 1ndlcated are a true index, the
Unlver51ﬁy may be getting students from that college which
are not as good ad the average of its students. The same
thing seems to be true concernlng Baker and McPherson College.

Central College McPherson‘College and Baker are denom=-
1nat10na1 collegee. Kanses City (Mlssourl) Junior College
’ie eupported by the city. Thus the two types, privately en=-
dowed and public colleges are represented in thle table,

v If the years studied are truly reoresentatlve, and if
the‘privately endowed colleges 1nvest1gated‘are typical pri-
“#etely endowed collegee, then the‘ﬁhiversityiof Kansas is

getting students fromtthe privately endowed colleges who
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‘rank sligﬁtly below the college éverage in scholastié work,

Hawever, with similar provzsos in mind the better stu~

denta of the fzrst two years of Uhiversity work are the ones
who contznue thelr work in the Uhlversity for the last two

years, thelr average grades in the last two years are higher

than uhexr average in the flrsﬁ two yearss.

R meCn TR SRR G

SUMGIARY m CONCLUSIONS

| l. Thirty~31x percent of the students enrolled 1n col—
legeb in Eansas are in privately endowed colleges. Hany
transfer students from these colleges come to the staxe uni-
versity to complete the 1ast twe years of their college work.

2, From the tranﬂcripts of these students filed with thé

Registrar's offlce at the Uhlver31ty and from their 1ater schol-
astic records flled in the same offlce, th;s comparison of stu-
v'dent grades was made, '
| 3. The records examined concerned 500 students who were
in the junior clags in the College of Liberal Arts of the Unive
ersity in the year 19?2~192a., Of these, 294 had taken fresh-
an-sophomore work in the Uhiversity, 101 in other public
colleges and 105 innprivately endowed colleges.

‘4, The students who had taken freshman-sophomore work



ax the University showed an 1ncrease in median grade in the
Junior~senior yearse ‘"he reverse was true of thosb coming
from private colle&eé and other publlc colleges, yet the lat-
ter group earned uhe hzghest median grade of the three groups
"1n the junior-senlor Jears ax the Ehlversity,

.5. The smalles» average numbor of “fallures" in the
junlor»senlor years was made by the students who had taken their
first two years at the Unlversth.

6, The cofficient of correlation between grades of the
first two yearg and the last two years was .47 for the other
Vpubllc colleges, 53 for the prlvately endowed colleges and
w 69 for the students who took thelr entire work at the Uni=-
 vers1ﬁy of Kansas. Thevhlghest Qoefficlent perta;ned to the
11atter g”oup. A | jiv | > > :" o

 ,7, An analy51s maﬁe 1n a few tyylcal colleges of grades
1n the flrst two years of work suggests that the students who :
" come to the Un1verszty for the junior and senior years of |
work 1n general are sllght y below the scholastlc average of

\the college classes from which they come,
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