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This final report of a two-stage project describes

an effort to determine whether students receiving instruction in
freshman English composition perform better on standardized tests
than students who do not receive similar instruction, when both
groups are in college the same length of time. The second phase of
the experiment detailed in the report involves 1,040 matched pairs of
students from the University of Northern Iowa, the University of
Iowa, Kent State University, the University of Colorado, and Northern
Illincis University. Using the Ccoperative English Tests: English
Expression (COOP), the College Entrance Examination Board (CEEB)
English Composition Test, and a theme as test instruments, the
authors include computer-generated test results covering frequent
intervals over the 2-year period on: (1) overall performance, (2)
performance by ability quarters by sex, and (3) performance by sex.

Background,

procedures, summary, and recommendations are included.
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FOREWORD

This is the final report of Research Project 2188, amended,
under a contract between the United Statas Office of Education and
the University of Northern Icwa, An interin report, covering a
pilot phase of the study, was completed in December 1966.1 Project
3177, extending the present research for some of the same students
through the senior year, is scheduled for completion in 1970.

The investigators express their appreciation to the many
individuals and organizations which have assisted in bringing this
Project to fruition. First among these must be Dr. J. W. Maucker,
President of the University of Northern Iowa; others are Vice
President William C. Lang; Dr. H, W, Reninger, formerly Head of the
Department of English Language and Literature; Dr. Keith McKean,
present Head of the Department; and Dr, Marshall Beard, Registrar.
Had the administration of the university not had the courage to
allow students to omit a course frequently considered to be vital
to their success in college and in 1ife, this project could not even
have begun. Acknowledgment is alsc extended to the officers and
staff of the cooperating universities, especially Dr. Harold Kelling
at the University of Colorado, Dr. Richard Braddock at the State
University of Iowa, Dr. Orville Baker and Mr. Gordon Magnuson at
Northern Illinois University, and Dr. Kenneth Pringle and Mr.

George Whitesel at Kent State Universicy.

For a careful reading of the manuscript, which revealed a
number of miscues and oversights so that they couid be corrected
Prior to publication, we are indebted to Dean Emeritus Martin J.
Nelson. He should not be held responsible for any which remain.

To Mrs. Alice Prigge, our typist, we are uniquely indebted
for her alertness, diligence, and resourcefulness. She aided us
in overcoming many difficulties and pointed out shortcomings
which might otherwise have persisted through publication.

Finally, the investigators owe a debt of gratitude to the
students who participated in the investigaticn, They were
cooperative and helpful, whether they were in the experimental
subgroup or the control subgroup. We hope that the impact of the
findings reported here wiill justify the students' cooperation.

lJewell, Ross, John Cowley, and Gordon Rhum, Iﬁterim Report:
The Effectiveness of Coliege-Level Instruction in Freshman Composition

(Cooperative Research Project 2188), Cedar Falls, Iowa: State
College of Iowa, 1966. The State College of Iowa became the University
of Northern Iowa in 1967.

15



SUMMARY

This is the Final Report of Research Project 2188 as amended.
The hypothesis involved was that on tests related to writing,
performance of students receiving instruction in freshman English
composition does not differ significantly from the performance of
similar students not receiving instruction in freshman English
composition, when both groups have been in college the same length
] of time. The research was conducted in two stages. The first
v stage, at the University of Northern Iowa, began with the fall
4 semester, 1963, and concluded with the spring semester, 1965. The
: first phase was reported in an Interin. Report. The second stage,
i in which the University of Northern Iowa was joined by the
University-of Iowa, Kent State University, the University of
Colorado, and Northern Illinois University, began in September 1964
and ended in May 1966. The present report concerns the second stage.

| In the fall of 1964 the basic pool of 4,190 freshman students
4 from five institutions combined were subdivided randomly, within
1 sex and ACT English score, into experimentals (N=1,408) and controls
(N=2,782). The experimental students did not enroll in freshman
composition courses; the control students did. Following testing
3 at the beginning of the fall semester of 1964, 1,040 matched pairs
- of students were formed on the basis of sex, age, and scores on the
Cooperative English Tests: English Expression (COOP), College
Entrance Examination Board English Composition Test (CEEB), and a
theme. The three tests were again administered at the end of the
first semester, second semester, and fourth semester. Numbers of
fully described matched pairs who persisted were, respectively, 597,
365, and 122.

Results partially confirmed and partially denied the hypo-
thesis. Of nine main comparisons--COOP, CEEB, and theme at the end
of the first semester, the end of the second semester, and the end
of the fourth semester--the null hypothesis was denied on three,
the control students performing significantly better than the experi-
mentals on COOP and theme at the end of the first semester, and on
COOP at the end of the second semester.

Test scores were also analyzed in terms of sex and ability
level of students. Females performed consistently better than
3 males, particularly at the lowest one-quarter of ability. Teachers ﬁ
4 and researchers should not overlook this differential between the 1
sexes in performance on tests related to compositicn. It was also
at the lowest ability level that there were the strongest indications
of some superiority of the control subgroup over the experimental .
subgroup. |
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Data were also analyzed for each of the three criterion
measures for the 122 pairs who were available at the final testing
date. In this analysis--using a constant N of 122 instead of
diminishing N's (597, 365, 122)--none of the nine comparisons
between experimental subgroup and control subgroup yielded a
significant difference in means.
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BACKGROUND

Statement of the Problem

Research in college composition has not been plentiful, and
most of the studies reported have concentrated on comparing some
innovation with a standard procedure. Variables have ranged from the
number of student papers written through the amount of teacher comment
on each paper to the influence of such subjects as rhetoric and grammar
on the performance of the student. In every case the other element in
the comparison was the particular arrangement of freshman composition
at the institution in which the research was done. Seldom has a
statistically significant difference appeared, and the difficulty is
that, even where it has, the difference has been between a particular
innovation and what might be termed standard procedure. A tacit assumption
in such research has been that the "standard" course improved student
writing and the question was whether the innovation would produce a
result different from that produced by the standard course. These
investigations seldom included comparisons of the results with an
arrangement involving no formal instruction in English composition.

A second difficulty with the research reported has been that
the statistical comparisons involved a relatively small number of
students. The question is always present as to whether the sample
employed is sufficiently large and broadly based to be reasonably
representative of a given group--for example, all entering college freshmen
in a substantial number of American colleges. In those few instances in
which a statistically significant difference has been found, the degree
to which generalizations beyond the samples investigated may be made is
uncertain.

The present investigators decided to attempt ' to overcome both
of these deficiencies. They planned to compare students who had
received no instruction of the sort generally given in freshman
composition with comparable students who had received such instruction.
In order to develop statistics for a reasonably broad and a reasonably
diverse population, they planned to engage several institutions in
replicating the experiment. This procedure would give a numerical,
geographical, and academic varioty to the population. If the results
in the participating institutions were in substantial agreement, the
conclusions could be stated with considerable force.

The goals of the investigation, then, were to test two hypo-
theses:

(1) That the ﬁriting performance of the students enrolled
in a freshman composition sequence is not significantly
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different from the writing performance of students not
enrolled in a freshman composition sequence when the
two groups have been in college for an equal length of
time.

(2) That the results obtained in (1) will be present in
many colleges or universities.

A by-product of the testing of the hypotheses would be the
accumulation of statistics based upon a reasonably large and diverse
sample of students who had received no instruction in college
freshman composition. Such a set of statistics might prove useful in
providing a realistic and stable base for investigating the effect of
innovation as well as of the "standard" course itself. Meaningful use
of these statistics could be made only if the investigators testing
an innovation utilized the evaluative instruments employed in the
present investigation.

The investigation was divided into a pilot phase, conducted
at the University of Northern Iowa* from 1963 to 1965, and a major
phase which ran from September 1964 through May 1966. The major phase
i1s reported in this document. The results of the pilot study are
available in the interim report. Procedures followed in the pilot
phase were replicated at the University of Northern Iowa and at four
other universities: the University of Colorado, the University of
Iowa, Kent State University, and Northern Illinois University. Each
of these institutions has been assigned, randomly, a number from one to
five. Future references will be by these numbers and not by the names
of the institutions.

Selection of Cooperating Universities _

The United States Office of Education authorized a total of
8ix institutions in the experiment. The investigators originally
intended to include institutions that were varied in size and type:
large, small, liberal arts, engineering, private, public, and so
forth. Since a freshman class of close to 1,100 would be necessary
to ensure sufficient retention, after two years, the total enrollment
of each institution had to exceed 4,000. Some effort was made to
include geographical distribution also. Time became a factor in the
selection because the project was approved in April 1963, and the
schools had to be selected in the fall of 1963, in order to enable
them and the investigators to plan adequately for the start of the
project in the fall of 1964.

*On July 1, 1967, the State College of Iowa became the
University of Northern Iowa. Thus the whole investigation was
completed while the school was called a college, while the report is
being written under the new name. University of Worthern Iowa will
be used throughout.
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Of the thirty schools that responded to the first letter,
only five remained after the second round of correspondence, all
public universities: the University of Colorado, the University
of Iowa, Northern Illinois University, and Kent State University.*

Composition Programs in Participating Universities

Figures 1 and 2 present data concerning these participating
institutions and their freshman composition programs. Institutions
2-5 were of similar size in 1964-65, all being more than twice the
size of University 1. Total freshman composition enrollment, fall,
1964, ranged from about 1,100 to about 4,111. Men constituted almost
exactly one-half of the freshman enrollment at four institutions, but
only 38 percent at the fifth. Graduate assistants were used for
instruction at 3 of the 5 institutions. Teaching loads for full-time
staff varied from 9 to 12 hours and class size from 22 to 30 estudents.
Some form of exemption from composition, and some method of optional,
outside-of-class help were available at all institutions. Across-
the-board class sectioning was the practice at one institution, sec-
tioning for only high students at two, and no sectioning at two.
Credit allowances for composition varied from 5 to 8 semester hours.

There was variety in the content of the programs. All empha-
sized exposition in the first semester or quarter, one emphasizing
it for the year. Other common emphases the first semester were
organization, central idea, and sentence structure. One institution
included argument the first semester. Variety was greater in the
second semester or quarter than in the first: the one institution
continued exposition, two stressed argument, one imaginative writing,
and one literary analysis; three included some literature during the
year, two did not. Three institutions required research papers in
the second semester or third quarter, two did not.

There were differences in matters other than content. The
number of themes for the year varied from 16 to 22. The number of
in-class themes varied from 2 to 8, with one university not reporting
that item. Data concerning theme length were incomplete. Average
theme lengths reported for the first semester were 300 to 500 words,
for the second semester 400 to 950 (the latter includiang a 2,000-word
research paper), and for the third term 1,250, including a research :
paper. j

§ *The sudden death of Dr. Herbert Hackett of the State University i
4 of New York at Buffalo after the project was underway led to the
| elimination of that institution.
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Institution ;

One Two Three Four Five
Total Enrollment 5,519 13,380 13,252 12,672 14,480 ?
Total Freshman 'f
Enrollment Sept. 1964 1,914 2,800 4,563 4,842 3,171
Total Freshman
Enrollment May 1965 1,649 2,700 4,400 3,849 2,974
Approximate Perceat |
of Men Freshmen, ;
j September 1964 38 50 50 50 53 :
’ Number of Instructors ;
in Freshman Composition {
Full Time 14+ 20 48+ 41 12 ]
Number of Graduate ¥
Assistants as Instructors 3
in Freshman Composition 0 23 8 0 84 5
A
Normal Teaching Load 9 hrs. 10-12 hrs. 10-12 hrs. 9 hrs. 10-12 hrs. ]
Average Class Size 30 25-26 25-30 27 22 3
Exemption from Freshman ,ﬁ
Composition Possible? Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes i
Classes Sectioned High High ]
by Ability? only No No only Yes* ;
ﬁ Optional Outside-of- f
§ Class Help Available? Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes ]

+Two part-time instructors also. §
*Sections determined by Placement Test Scores. ]
FIGURE 1 1

% GENERAL INFORMATION ON 1964-65 ENROLLMENT AND FRESHMAN
COMPOSITION CLASSES FOR EACH INSTITUTION
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Length
of Program

Credits

Emphasis -
Term 1

Emphasis -
Term II

Emphasis -
Term III

No. of Themes
Term 1

No. of Themes
Term II

No. of Themes
Term III

No. of In-
class Themes
Term 1

No. of In-
class Themes
Term I1

One

2 sem.
5 sem.

Exposition,
Development ,
Sentence
Structure,
Conventions,
Lang. Study,
Organization

Exposition,
Effective-
ness & Style
Semantics,

10

1

Two

2 sem.
6 sem.

Reading &
Writing
Expository
Prose,

Institution

.. .. Flve

2 sem,

8 sem.

Exposition,a2 Speaking,

Central Idea.Reading,

Three Four
3 qr. 2 sem.
9 qr. 8 sem.
Exposition,
Opinion,

Argument,
Organization,

Organization,Clarity,

Sentence

Structure,

Precision.

Central Idea,

Argument,
Logic,

,Rhetoric,

10

2

Imaginative
& Emotional
Writing.

Research,
Literary
Analysis,

2/3

2/3

Literary

Analysis,b

Research
Paper,

10

3

3Final grade determined by 500-word theme and objective test.
bFinal grade based 2/3 on writing, 1/3 on literary analysis.
CEight speeches in addition.
One must be revised.

FIGURE 2

Writing,
Listening,
Written &
Oral
Exposition,

Reasoning,
Argument,
Criticism,
Research,

11¢

COMPOSITION PROGRAMS AT PARTICIPATING INSTITUTIONS, 1964-65
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No. of In-
class Themes

Term III 0 0 0 0 0]
Theme Length
Term I 300 words 500 words
Theme Length
Term II 400 words 6-8 pp. 667 words 950 words®
Theme Length
Term III 1,250 words
Research Paper
Required No No Yes Yes Yes
| Literature
Term I No No No No
Literature
Term II No No Yes Yes No
Literature
| Term III Yes

©Including a Z,000-word research paper.

FIGURE 2
CONTINUED

24




AR By T T R S

Special mention should be made of the program at one
institution--a communications approach, combining reading, writing,
speaking, and listening. Eleven themes and eight speeches were required
each semester. There was emphasis on exposition and argument, a research
paper was required but no study of literature was included. This program
differed materially from all the others.

Therefore, several major types of composition programs were
included in this study: communications approach, stress on exposition
only, stress on exposition and argument, and stress on exposition and
literary analysis, some with and some without research papers. The
programs involved are representative of those at many state universities
requiring composition.

Related Research

No research has come to the investigators' attention which is
directly comparable to the present study. Nearly all the research
compares some innovation with a standard procedure. Such studies
ordinarily vary the frequency of writing in the composition course
as the experimental variable. Most of these obtained no statistically
significant differences in the performance of the groups of students
at the end of instruction. A summary of projects with some relevance
to the current study iz given below.

Arnold, Lois. Effects of Frequency of Writing and Intensity of
_Evaluation upon Performance in Written Composition of Tenth
Grade Students (Cooperative Research Project Number 1523),
Tallahassee: Florida State University, 1963, University
Microfilms No. 63-6344.

Miss Arnold conducted her research in 1961-1962 at two
Florida high schools, in each of which a teacher was scheduled to
teach four groups of students in the tenth grade. The four
groups at each school were average classes, determined by sec-
tioning on the basis of scores on the following tests: Pintner
General Ability Test, Metropolitan Achievement Battery, School

and College Ability Test, and Differential Aptitude Tests.

Students were classified as low average, middle average, or high 5
average on the basis of the DAT scores. Nothing is said of ;
student-to-student matching. The experiment lasted for the
school year. Each teacher at each schcol used four teaching
methods, a different one for each of her four classes as follows:
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1. Infrequent writing, moderate evaluation: one theme,
approximately 250 words, each six weeks. Evaluation was
concentrated on one matter each time: once on sentence
structure, once on organization, etc.

2. Frequent writing, moderate evaluation: some writing four
times a week, varying from two sentences to two pages or
more. The evaluation was handled as in 1 above.

3. Infrequent writing, intensive evaluation: one theme each
six weeks, approximately 250 words. Every error in
usage, sentence structure, and mechanics was marked and
detailed comments written on the paper. Students cor-
rected all errors, revised or rewrote until the paper
was satisfactory.

4., Frequent writing, intensive evaluation: one 250-word
theme weekly, evaluated meticulously as in 3 above
(Pp ) 40"2) .

Two evaluative instruments were used, STEP Essay Tests ani
STEP Writing Tests, the former a writing test, the latter an
objective test. Both were administered at the beginning and at .
the end. Three experienced (former) English teachers independ-
ently rated the STEP Essay Tests, the pretests in December and
January, and the post-tests in May and June.

Miss Arnold reached four conciusions:

1. There is no assurance that intensive evaluation is any
more effective than moderate evaluation in improving
the quality of written composition.

2. It must not be assumed that frequent practice is in
itself a means of improving writing.

3. There is no evidence that any one combination of fre-
quency of writing and intensity of evaluation 1is more
effective than another.

4, There is no indication that frequent writing and inten-
sive evaluation are any more effective for one ability
level than are infrequent writing and moderate evalua-

tion (p. 62).

1 In this study there was no significant difference between the perform-
ances of men and women.
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The University of Northern Iowa investigators wonder whether
| graders might have evaluated more alike had they conferred on an

* occasional paper (four correlations were in the 0.50's, the others
being 0.62 and 0.76), and why, in a gains study, all themes were not
scored at a single time with prethemes and post-themes mixed. A
table showing comparisons of the terminal data only would also have
been helpful. That is, how did the groups compare at the end?

Buxton, Earl W. '"An Experiment to Test the Effects of Writing
Frequency and Guided Practice upon Student's Skill in
Written Expression." Unpublished doctoral dissertation,
Stanford University, 1958. University Microfilms 58-3596. 3
[As reported in Braddock, et al. Research in Written Composi-
tion. Champaign, Illinois: NCTE, 1963, pp. 58-70.]

This experiment involved 257 students in the University of
Alberta who were enrolled in a special "one-year 'emergency' !
course designed to train teachers for Alberta schools.'" All 257, :
who constituted the entire enrollment in the emergency program,
carried the same courses (a ''canned" schedule). The total group |
was divided into six classes: two control classes, in which :
students did no extra, out-of-class writing; two writing classes, i
in which students wrote a 500-word paper each week as an extra
out-of-class assignment for a total of sixteen weeks; two
revision classes, in which students did the same amount of )
writing on the same assignments as the writing classes. Writing
classes were not required to write on the assigned topic and
received only a brief paragraph of teacher comment at the end of
each theme; there was no marking of errors nor commenting in the
margin, and students were not asked to do anything with the
parers after getting them back. The revision classes were
reguired to write on the assigned topic and papers were marked in
terms of unity, organization, logic, correctness, and such
matters, with a general comment at the end. Students in the
revision classes were asked to correct and revise their papers in
class on the day the papers were returned and discussed. The
teacher was present to give aid.

Criterion measures were two parts of an earlier edition of 1
the Cooperative English Tests: 'Mechanics of Expression'" and 3
"Effectiveness of Expression' (alternate forms before and after), :
and a theme. Each of two readers assigned a 'content' score and 1
an "error" score to each theme. The content score was based on i
fifteen factors with some factors weighted more than others. A 1
maximum potential score was allotted for each factor. Each ]
reader determined how much of that maximum to assign to that factor
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in each paper. The error score was determined by counting errors 1
in spelling, punctuation, or mechanics. The points assigned for each ]
of the fifteen factors in a paper by each reader were added; then the ]
count for errors was subtracted from that. The scores for the two

readers were averaged, and that mean was arbitrarily divided by three
to get a usable scaled score. N

The results of Buxton's study show that the revision students-- 1
those whose papers were carefully marked and who were required to
revise them--made a significantly greater gain in writing achievement
as measured by the themes during the seven months of the study than
did the writing students--those who wrote the papers but did not revise
them. There was a more significant difference in galn scores between
the revision students and the control students, who wrote none of the
themes; this difference favored the revision students. Concomitant
conclusions: theme ratings are reliable if the raters are thoroughly j
practiced in their system and frequently check on what they are doing, ?
and (since there was no significant difference betwesn the groups on
the objective test scores) the theme ratings in this study measure
something that the particular objective test used did not measure.

It is not clear whether the division into groups took into
account the balance of men and women. If, for example, the revision B
classes had more women than either of the other two groups, that could A
affect the results. !

Heys, Frank, Jr. "The Theme-a-Week Assumption: a Report of an
Experiment," English Journal, 51 (May 1962), 320-22.,

This experiment dealt with varying the amount of writing and
the amount of reading in high school English classes. Two classes 1
in each of the four high school grades were '"as closely matched as :
was possible under the normal sectioning practices of the school."
The two classes in each grade were taught by the same teacher; one was
designated as the writing class and the other as the reading class.
Students in each writing class wrote a theme a week. After it was
closely graded, the students corrected or rewrote it. Students in
each reading class wrote a theme every three weeks, and spent one class
day a week reading books of their own choice. Nothing is said concerning
grading or rewriting of the reading-class papers. Evaluation instru-
ments consisted of the STEP writing test and a theme, one of each
administered at the beginning and at the end of the experiment. The
themes were evaluated by three ETS readers using a nine-point scale.

The students in reading classes achieved a slightly greater
improvement in writing scores than did those in writing classes. ;
Generalizations arrived at by the investigator: .
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Frequent writing practice probably yields greater
dividends in grade 12 than in grades 9, 10, 11.

Frequent writing practice probably yields greater
dividends with low groups than with middle or high
groups.

Frequent writing practice with low groups probably

yields greater dividends within the area of content
and organization than within the area of mechanics

or of diction and rhetoric.

The claim that "the way to learn to write is to write"
ie not substantiated by this experiment.

5. The claim that ability to write well is related to the
amount of writing done is not substantiated by this
experiment.

6. For many students reading is a positive influence on
writing ability.

7. The influence of reading on the ability to write
appears to be a separate factor, not directly related
to the teacher's personality and enthusiasm (p. 322).

It is not clear how the fourth generalization is supported
by the experiment. Since all students in the experiment wrote
themes, how can it be inferred that the data failed to support
the notion that students learn to write by writing? Furthermore,
Heys does not indicate whether the improvement mentioned was
statistically significant.

Kincaid, Gerald L. "Some Factors Affecting Variations in the Quality
of Students' Writing." Unpublished doctoral dissertation
(Michigan State University, 1953). University Microfilms No.
5922.

This experiment attempted 'to determine whether a single
paper written on a given topic at a particular time [italics
Kincaid's] can be considered as a representative sample of his
[the student's] writing ability--and thus provide a valid basis
for evaluating ability at any time in a writing course." It is
of interest, not because it deals with a directly related problem,
but because it has implications for any study using theme readers
to evaluate results. A group of eighty college students was
divided into four subgroups, each of which wrote two papers in
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one two-hour session on the same day and another two papers in a
similar session a week later. Three topics were used: Groups A
and C wrote on topics 1 and 2 each time (both argumentative);
groups B and D wrote on topics 1 and 3 each time (one argumenta-
tive, one expository). Groups A and B wrote each time without
examination pressure (papers not counted toward grade); groups C
and D wrote without pressure once, and with it the other time
(papers counted on term grade the first time and not counted on
term grade the second time). Papers were rated by three instruc-
tors selected from the freshman staff, the rating being made on

a ten-point scale (1 unsatisfactory, 10 superior) on each of five
categories: grammatical conventions, sentence structure, diction,
organization, and content. The score for a paper could lie
between 10 and 50; it was determined by computing the mean of the
two closest ratings; if the two extreme ratings were equidistant
from the middle rating or if the two closest ratings were more
than five points apart, the mean of all three was used.

Kincaid drew the following conclusions from this study:

1. . . . the findings from this study cast considerable
doubt upon the justification of the customary practice
of using five letter-grades to designate [individual]
achievement in a writing course when a single paper
provides the basis for that designation (p. 97).

2, If an evaluation of overall or average imprcvement is
all that is desired, it can be obtained from a single
sample of each student's writing for a pretest and a
post-test. . . (p. 99).

3. . . . in order to develop a program for evaluating indi-
vidual student improvement in writing (for strong as well
as for weak students), it would be advisable to obtain
several samples of writing by each student--samples of
writing on different topics on the same day and on the
same topics on different days. And such samples should
be obtained for both the pretest and the post-test

(p. 99).

Two matters impress the present investigators: 1) The theme
topics used by Kincaid were simpler than those used in the University
of Northern Iowa investigation. If more difficult topics had been
used by Kincaid the results might have been different. 2) The
findings of the Kincaid investigation support the use of group
average scores on a single pretheme and a single post-theme.
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Kreisman, Arthur, et al. Pilot Study in English. Mimeographed ]
report and dittoed summary of statistics. Ashland, Oregon: 3
Southern Oregon College, 1963 (no pagination). 4

This is the report of a pilot study designed '"to investigate j
techniques and writing skills as a possible means of establishing ;
the basis for a more extensive research program.'" It is interesting
because the results led the Oregon investigators to abandon further
experimentation, and because one of those investigators suggested a
study like the University of Northern Iowa study. In the Oregon study,
both college freshmen and high school students were involved.

' _Control and experimental groups were matched at both levels: the 89

college students on the Verbal and Quantitative scores on SAT, the

| total score on SCAT, and the sum of two ratings on the STEP Essay
Test; the 108 high school students on the score on the California
Test of Mental Maturity and the sum of two ratings on the STEP Essay

. Test. Both control and experimental students were in each class.

, The control ‘students wrote a theme a week (a total of 9 for the college

group, 36 for the high school group); the experimental students wrote
a theme a month (a total of 3 for the college group, 10 for the high

, school group). Evaluation was based upon comparison of the STEP Essay

5 ratings at the beginning and at the end of the experiment.
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There was no significant difference between the college f
experimental and control groups. The results for the high school &
groups varied. There was a significant improvement for the below-
average high school students in the control group (more writing);
there was a slight (non-significant) drop in achievement for the ;
above-average students in the control group (more writing). There was 3
no significant difference in the experimental group (less writing).
Dr. Cloer, the statistician, wrote: "It would appear that the
principal beneficiaries of the experience in writing were those subjects 3

of below-average ability or those who might be called 'under-achievers,'
(1)

P R Ty S AT

Comments quoted from Kreisman:

1. No adequate instrument for testing [composition] seems
available.

2. The difficulty of obtaining a sufficient number of i
| students to make the experiment valid was one of the f
| major obstacles. ;

3. . . . a purely quantitative experiment has little
chance of being valid.

3l
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4, . . . one term of writing practice is not sufficient to
form a foundation for judgment regarding the develop-
ment of writing ability.

5. . . . frequency may indeed be a factor in the developuent
of writing ability.

6. . . . all experiments of this nature are of no value and
invalid on an a priori basis.

In the light of the University of Northern Iowa study, the :
following additional comments are of special interest, the first by ]
Kreisman, the second by Cloer, the statistician: ''The emphasis 1
that we thought might be fruitful [for future research] would be 3
one which dealt with student-teacher relationships or with maturation 3
of students regardless of the courses they took,'" and ''Perhaps a §
better 'experimental group' would be one that did no writing (in |
English classes) over the experimental period."

McColly, William and Robert Remstad. Comparative Effectiveness of 4
Composition Skills Learning Activities in the Secondary

| , School (Cooperative Research Project 1528). Madison: Uni-

| versity of Wisconsin, 1963.

e iy S

This study attempts to answer three questions:
Does more writing alone result in better writing?

Do more of '"functional non-writing composition
learning activities'" (practical instruction: working
with student-written papers, emphasizing spelling,
proof-reading, revision, etc.; group discussion;
teacher evaluation and comment) result in better
writing?

| Does tutoring with immediate feedback (having the

; teacher present while the writing is being done and :

: advising the student during the process) result in ;
better writing? (p. 18)

| To answer the first question, dealing with the effect of the
quantity of writing on improvement in writing, the investigators
used two classes in the eighth grade and two classes in the ninth
grade. To answer the questions relating to 'functional non-
writing activities'" and immediate feedback (tutoring), three
classes in each of the tenth, eleventh, and twelfth grades were
used. Covariance techniques and, to the extent possible, random 3
selection of samples were employed. E
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To explore the effect of the amount of writing on improve-
ment in writing, control classes in the eighth and ninth grades
wrote a theme a month; experimental classes wrote a theme a week.
All other class activities and assignments were the same. During
the year, the eighth-grade control classes wrote 9 themes and the
eighth-grade experimentals wrote 35 themes. The ninth-grade
_control classes wrote 8 themes, the experimentals, 34.

To study the effect of non-writing activities and tutoring,
one control class (a monthly theme with functional instruction),
.and two experimental classes (weekly theme and functional
instruction), were organized at each grade level. About 9 writing
tasks with functional activities were completed in the control
classes, about 34 in the experimental classes. There were no
individual conferences or "tutoring" activities in the first of
these experimental classes in each grade. There were about 27
regular "tutoring" sessions in the second experimental class in
each grade. Thus, a ratio of 4-1 was maintained in writing tasks
with functional activities between the experimental and control
classes. o

Criterion and covariate measures for all students in the
experiment included: SCAT (IA, IIA, IIIA), Nelson-Denny Reading,
ITED ("Correctness and Appropriateness of Expression" and
"Ability to Interpret Literature"), previous English GPA, overall
GPA, and writing samples, two written before the experiment and
two written at the end.

Based on this experiment, the answer to the first question
is no. Results indicated that increase in the amount of writing
by itself has no significant effect upon the writing proficiency
of high school students. Again, based on this experiment, the
answer to the second question is affirmative; the answer to the
third question is negative. Experimental classes with weekly
theme and functional instruction improved significantly compared
to the control classes. The experimental classes with tutoring scored,
at the end of the experiment, about half way between the control
classes and experimental classes without tutoring.

Rohman, D. Gordon and Albert Wlecke. Pre-writing: The
Construction and Application of Models for Concept
Formation in Writing (Cooperative Research Project No.
2174), East Lansing, Michigan: Michigan State Uni-
versity, 1964.

This is one of the very few studies that have resulted in a
statistically significant difference between control and experimental
groups. Six sections of a college sophomore course in expository
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writing with an emphasis on pre-writing activities constituted the

~ experimental groups. Six sections of a college sophomore course in

expository writing with an emphasis on pre-writing activities
constituted the experimental group. Three sections werc taught

each quarter for two quarters. The rest of the students envrolled

in the same course (11 sections in the Winter term, 10 in the

Spring term), constituted the control group. The total number of
students involved in the experiment is not disclosed. The experi-
mental course contained six units: 1. The role c¢f the writer.

2. The escape from category (the concrete rather than the abstract).
3. The escape from cliche (avoiding someone else's way or words).

4. Dynamic relationship to the subject (an urgency to express

what the writer has "discovered"). 5. Concrete analogy (expressing
one's '"discovery'" by comparison with something like it). 6. Refine-
ment (finishing the essay). Three major techniques were- used:
keeping a journal, meditation, and use of analogy. The control
sections were taught as each teacher wished to teach them, with the
exception that all instructors of the control sections assigned two
500-word themes on topics used in the experimental sections. These
themes were used in the evaluation.

Evaluation of the experiment involved four devices: 1.
statements written by students in answer to the question: What
did you like or dislike about the course?, 2. statements by the
teachers who taught the course, 3. '"objective' evaluation by readers
who did not teach the course, and 4. '"subjective'' evaluation by
teachers who did not teach the course. No objective testing was
reported.

Evaluation by students was strongly favorable. Major items
were that the course was enjoyed, that it developed freedom in
writing and in the discipline of writing and thinking, that criticism
of student writing led to involvement in the process of writing, that
attitudes toward writing had changed (regarding, for instance, the
relationship between thinking and writing), that the use of analogy
led to greater concreteness and clarity. Negative criticisms, which

were relatively few, included the following: the course was too short;

it was too piecemeal; not enough grades were given; class criticism
was too negative; the journal was an invasion of privacy; the use of
analogy was mechanical.

Instructors gave a number of reactions to the experiment, but
their enthusiasm tended to center on three matters: the journal
as a device to stimulate students to meditate about their experiences
as well as to formulate their meditations in writing, the emphasis on
the pre-writing process, and the freshness and soundness of the
writing done.
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The essays for '"objective" evaluation were selected from the
total submitted by control and experimental subgroups on the two
topics used by both subgroups. There were 226 experimental and
409 control essays evaluated. No information is given concerning
how these essays were selected. Essays were judged on a four-
point scale: 4. superior, 3. above average, 2. below average, 1.
incompetent. Three standards, unity, coherence, and emphasis,
were guides for the readers. There were eleven readers, four high
school teachers and seven college teachers. They worked in teams of
eight, three who read at the first session not reading at the
second, and three others substituting for them at the second. Each
theme was read twice. About 85 percent of the grades assigned were
either the same for each theme or only cne point different, indicating
that the grading was relatively reliable. The results showed a statisti-
cally significant difference between the experimental and control
groups in favor of the experimentals. === =

Four members of the English staff not involved in the experiment
read the papers "subjectively." They were given a randomly selected
sample of 50 experimental and 50 control themes. Rohman and Wlecke
informed these readers concerning which set was experimental and which
.. was control. Some investigators would not have done that. The readers
were asked to answer a series of three questions: "Which set of essays
seems to have more originality and in what ways? Generally, in which
set of essays does it seem more important for the writers to express
themselves and not be misunderstood? Which set of essays gives the
greater sense of form?" (pp. 130-1) In addition, the readers were asked
a series of specific questions concerning only the experimental essays,
.such as: "Do the techniques employed in the experimental essays--the
meditation in the 'Loneliness' essays, and the analogy in the 'Coming of
Age' essays--seem to provide a more coherent means for the instructor to
gauge the success or failure of an essay?" All four readers gave the
experimental group of essays the higher rating.

, Rohman and Wlecke leave so many questions unanswered that the
report is difficult to interpret. How many students were in each
sample? Were the students of the experimental sections similar in
ability to those in the control sections? Did either sample have
appreciably more women than the other? How were the themes that were
evaluated selected? Do the 226 experimental themes represent a sampling
comparable to the 409 control? Would a sampling of the control students
have written as enthusiastically of their course as the experimentals
did? To what degree did the Hawthorne effect operate? What implica-
tions has this study for composition programs generally?
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Sutton, Joseph T. and Eliot Allen. The Effect of Practice and
Evaluation on Improvement in Written Composition. ;
(Cooperative Research Project No. 1993). Deland, Florida: .
Stetson University, 1964. |

{ This study randomly divided college freshmen into five .
: groups. The first two of these (Groups I and II) served as con- ]
% trols. During the period of the experiment, these two groups

] received no instruction in composition and wrote no papers except
; the six criterion themes which provided the "before" performance
and the six criterion themes which provided the "after'" perform-
ance. Group I wrote all twelve themes within a four-week period
at the beginning of the semester. Group II wrote the first six
criterion themes the first two weeks of the semester and the
second six criterion themes the last two weeks of the semester.
Groups III through V were the experimental groups, and all wrote
six criterion themes the first two weeks and another six the
last two weeks (as did Group II). In the ten-week interval
between the writing of criterion themes, Group III wrote no
papers but did evaluate four peer papers each week; Group IV
wrote one theme each week which was evaluated by the members of

, Group III; and Group V wrote one class theme each week which was
3 evaluated by a "professor."

i e

E Five readers read each theme twice, once to rate it, once :
to rank it in an order of excellence relative to the other eleven . ]
themes by each writer. Rankings were basad on five criteria: 1ideas, ;
mechanics, wording, forii, and flavor, each one of which was scored

on a five-point scale. A total for the six "before" themes for

each student as graded by all five graders, divided by thirty (6

themes x 5 graders) gave an average score for each writer. The same

was done for the six "after" themes, and the averages were compared.

Particularly in relation to the University of Northern Iowa
study, Sutton and Allen's enterprise is interesting. First, none of
3 the students in any of the groups received direct instruction in
composition. Such instruction as Groups IV and V received came
from the marks and comments on their papers. Group III gained
experience in editing, though uninstructed in the procedure. Groups
I and I1 had no experience whatsoever with composition except the
twelve criterion themes. Thus, to a degree this study is similar to
the present one in that no direct instruction in freshman composition
was given and that some of the groups wrote only the criterion themes.
It is different from the present study in that there was not a direct
comparison between those completing a freshman program of writing
instruction and others not in the freshman English course at all.
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The results in the Sutton and Allen study showed an unusual
inconsistency between the themes and the objective tests. In
theme performance, the members of the five groups showed a sig-
nificant decline during the experimental period. A decline was
observed for the five groups combined and for each group
separately. This decline was, of course, unexpected. The authors,
in speculating about its source, state: 'Unfortunately, it appears
that the very procedure necessary to secure such stability [among
the theme performances] introduced other factors that may have had
a deleterious influence on the results." The frequency of writing
of test themes which were neither returned to the student nor
commented on seems, in the opinion of Sutton and Allen, to have
created an attitude of boredom and impatience among the students.
On each of the two objective tests, the Cooperative English Tests:
English Expression and the College Entrance Examination Board
English Test, the students showed significant improvement. This
was true for the five groups combined, and there was no significant
variation among the five groups in this respect.

Wolf, Melvin H. Effect of Writing Frequency upon Proficiency in
a College Freshman English Course. (Cooperative Research
Project 2846), Amherst, Massachusetts: University of
Massachusetts, 1966.

This study involved six 'regular" sections of college fresh-
man composition and four remedial sections. Two of the regular
sections, designated experimental-high frequency, wrote 39 themes
in the school year; two sections, designated experimental-low
frequency wrote 8 themes in the year; two sections, designated

_control, wrote 15 themes in the year, the usual number in fresh-

man composition at the University of Massachusetts. Two remedial
sections, designated experimental-high frequency, wrote 20 themes
in one semester; the other two, designated control, wrote 8
themes in one semester. These themes were carefully evaluated by
the instructors and were revised and resubmitted by the students.
The objective test used was Cooperative English Tests, Form 1C.
Six themes were used as tests: two written at the start, two at
the end:of the first semester, and two at the end of the second
semester. The remedial students, being in the study only one
semester, wrote only the first four test themes. Evaluation of
the test themes was done by ten instructors under the direction
of an experienced instructor who had been a reader for the Educa-
tional Testing Service. Wolf drew two conclusions: 1) writing
proficiency did not improve with the increase in frequency of
writing, 2) there was a high correlation between the scores on
objective tests of grammar and mechanics and scores of themes as
determined by the reading team. Since COOP has a section on
mechanics and a section on effectiveness but usually yields a single
score, it is not clear how the second conclusion was arrived at.
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PROCEDURES

The overall design of the project involved selecting experimental
and control subgroups at each university and testing them on four
different occasions: the beginning of the freshman year (September
1964), the end of the first semester (January 1965), the end of the
first year (May 1965), and the end of the second year (May 1966).
Members of the experimental subgroup received no instruction in
freshman composition; members of the control subgroup did receive
instruction in freshman composition. The performance of these sub-
groups was compared at each testing period to determine whether the
observed differences in their performance on the criterion measures
were statistically significant. Care was taken that the members of
each subgroup at each university would be representative of the total
freshman class entering that univereity in September 1964. Members
of both experimer,tal and control subgroups pursued a normal academic
program except that the experimentals omitted the freshman composition
course. The experimental subgroups took other courses instead of
freshman composition, usually other general education courses, Oor courses
in the major or minor.

Establishing Matched Pairs

Procedures for establishing matched pairs of students were
developed to supply a number of pairs at the start sufficient to assure
that after the attrition of two years enough pairs would remain to
enable the investigators to draw sound conclusions. These procedures
were predicated upon an incoming freshman class of 1,100 students,
the approximate size of the freshman class at the smallest of the
five universities in September 1964, and large enough to guarantee at
least 300 matched pairs at the start. One-third of the 1,100 at each
institution were designated experimental students and not permitted
to enroll in freshman composition (experimental pool); the remaining
two-thirds were designated control students and required to enroll in
freshman composition (control pool). The selection of the students
from the experimental pool necessarily antedated their actual enrollment
in September 1964 in order to assure that they would not be enrolled in
freshman composition.

It was necessary, in those institutions which would enroll more
than 1,100 freshmen, tuv devise a procedure which would reduce the
potential participants to that number before the selection of the
experimental and control pools was made. When approximately 85 percent
of the expected, new, beginning freshman students had been cleared for
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admission at each such institution, 1,100 students were selected
from the total group by a random process.

When the group of 1,100 was established at each institutionm,
the next step was to select a subgroup which would include approxi-
mately one-third of the 1,100, would contain a ratio between men and
women representative of the total group at each university and would
reflect the range of performance of that group on the English section
of the ACT (at four institutions), or the verbal section of the SAT
(at one institution). First, the students were divided by sex, and
then within each sex, ranked from high to low in terms of standard
scores on the English section of the ACT or the verbal score of the
SAT. By use of a table of random numbers, the investigators selected
33 percent of the students of each sex at each scocre level. The
students thus identified at each university became the experimental
pool; the remainder of each 1,100 became the control pool.

Matching for all schools was performed at the Data Processing
Center at the University of Northern Iowa after the September 1964
testing. After the themes had been scored, matched pairs were formed
for each participating institution. Criteria for matching were age,
sex, theme score, and a score representing combined performance on
the CEEB and the COOP. Students were matched exactly on sex and
theme score, within one year on age, and within three points on the
combination of CEEB and COOP (Z-score).

The matching may be illustrated from actual data from three
pairs of students. The numerals represent, in order, the student's
sex (1 for male, 2 for female), total theme score (sum of two ratings),
year of birth, and combined objective test score.

Subgroup Sex Total Theme Score Year of Birth Z-Score
Experimental 2 10 1945 111
Control 2 10 1946 111
Experimental 1 6 1945 85
Control 1 6 1946 85
Experimental 1 11 1946 111
Control 1 11 1946 113

The combining of the scores of the two objective tests was
accomplished by using the CEEB Standard Rating and the COOP Converted
Score, transforming each into a new standard score on a scale having
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a mean of 50 and a standard deviation of 10, and adding the two resulting
transformed scores. The computer was instructed to examine the scores

of an experimental student and to search the control pool for the best
possible match. As indicated in the discussion above, the ratio between
the experimental pool and the control pool was approximately one to two.

Evaluative Instruments

Three tests of performance in composition were used: the
Cooperative English Tests: English Expression (COOP), the College
Entrance Examination Board English Composition Test (CEEB), and a
theme.

Objective tests. COOP and CEEB are objective tests. The COOP
appealed to the investigators because it had been employed in previous
research at the University of Northern Iowa and seemed to serve as a
reasonably satisfactory indirect measure of student writing ability.,
The CEEB, unlike the COOP, is a "secure" test. It is changed from
administration to administration and a serious attempt is made to
assure that students will have no prior access to any of the test
items. It was included in part because of its greater security and
in part because of a high correlation which had on one occasion been
secured between performance on it and evaluations of writing samples.
Following is a 1list of the specific test forms employed on the successive
testing occasions:

Testing Date CooP CEEB
September 1964 Forms A & B GBO3
January 1965 alternating HBO1
May 1965 at each HBO2
May 1966 university JB02

The COOP contains 90 items--30 on Effectiveness and 60 on Mechanics.
Total time limit is 40 minutes. The CEEB contains from 100 to 110

items and has a total working time of 60 minutes--20 minutes recommended
for each of three sections. From test form to test form the elements
tested by the CEEB vary somewhat. ‘Representative elements include
paragraph organization, construction shifts, sentence correctness, and
usage. The varicus forms of the test are regarded as equivalent but

not parallel.

Theme. The theme was a paper written within a two-hour period
on a single topic provided by the investigators. Students were urged
to remain for the full two-hour period, though they were allowed to
leave after an hour and twenty minutes. An explanation of the method
for selecting topics, a theme instruction sheet, and the topics used
on the various testing dates are included as Appendix A.
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Themes were evaluated by teams selected by Fred Godshalk,
Chairman of Test Development in the Humanities at the Educational
Testing Service, from the pool of readers used by the Educational
Testirg Service in its theme-reading program. These teams were
usaed beccuse of their wide experience with theme reading and
because many of the same readers would be used on successive
scoring occasions.

The ETS readers were accustomed to a 4-point scale. The
University of Northern Iowa investigators preferred a 9-point
scale. The goal was to employ a scoring scale which would permit
the separation of the themes into a reasonable number of quality
levels without presenting the evaluators with so many rating
categories that undue time would be consumed in pondering fine
distinctions. A compromise was adopted: a 9-point scale (1 to 9)
with emphasis on 2, 4, 6, and 8.

When Mr. Godshalk communicated his standards to the readers,
they were asked to think of the normal curve as split in the
middle, with each segment so created split again halfway between
the median and the extreme. This created four categories: much
below average, below average; above average, much above average.
It did not provide specifically for the average rank. Readers,
already accustomed to the 4-point scale, found it easy to use 2,
4, 6, and 8 as their main grades, but they were able also to use
the odd numbers whenever it seemed that a particular paper had
some characteristic requiring a grade between two of the even
numbers. Since each paper was read by two readers and the ratings
summed, the total possible range of scores for a single paper was
from 2 to 18. An explanation of the reading procedure is given in
Appendix (.

It is recognized that the validity of these evaluations
depends upon the degree to which Mr. Godshalk's judgment of
student writing, as modified by discussion with the readers, is
sound. Mr. Godshalk has an unusually wide background in
evaluating the writing of college-bound high school seniors.2
The readers were from a variety of geographical backgrounds and
a wide range of educational institutions. Mr. Godshalk has for
years supervised groups of readers like these; the readers have
worked together as teams in just such reading situations. Though
neither Mr. Cowley nor Mr. Jewell consistently compared their
evaluation of sample themes with that of the groups, when they
did, there was no pronocunced disparity between their ratings and
those of the readers. In the judgment of the investigators, the
validity of theme evaluations is as high as it is possible to
achieve in a project of this sort.

2Godshalk, Fred, Frances Swineford, and William E. Coffman.
The Measurement of Writing Ability, New York: College Entrance
Examination Board, 1966.
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A different topic was used on each testing occasion, the themes
were evaluated at different times, and reader personnel shifted from
reading to reading. For these reasons, to report differences between
testing dates as gains would be misleading, and this has not been done.
Rather, differences between the experimental subgroup and control sub- ;
group after the exact matching in September 1964 are presumed to result 1
from the absence or presence of instruction.

Reliability

Cooperative English Tests: English Expression. This instru-
ment, published in 1960, is composed of two parts: 'Part I:
Effectiveness,' thirty items; and "Part II: Mechanics," sixty items.
The time limits are 15 minutes and 25 minutes respectively. A student's
score is the total number of correct responses. This raw score is
transformed into a Converted Score by means of a table provided by the
publishers of the test. For Form 1A, the possible range in converted
scores is from 115 (raw score of 0) to 191 (raw score of 90). For the
tvo forms of the test (1A, 1B) recommended for use with college fresh-
men and sophomores, the investigators were able to find reliability
evidence only for the twelfth grade level. The correlation between
parallel forms was 0.84 and the standard error of measurement was on the 1
order of 4.00 converted score units. ]

The College Entrance Examination Board English Composition Test. 4
This is one of the CEEB achievement tests. Evidence about the ]
functioning of this instrument seems to be directly concerned with ;
validity. This is reflected in one of the earlier reports on the :
instrument, which appeared with the title "Composition Test Shows High ]
Validity on Reliable Criterion of Writing Ability." 2 excellent
84-page report called The Measurement of Priting Ability” also dealt
primarily with the validity of the College Entrance Examination Board
English Composition Test (CEEB). It is realized that to achieve
validity a test author must at the same time achieve reliability. A
third source of information was The Sixth Mental Measurements Yearbook.
Holland Roberts, one of the three reviewers of the test, commented on
reliability: '"For the composition test a Kuder-Richardson formula 20
reliability of 0.85 and a standard error of measurement of 39 is
reported, indicating satisfactory discrimination among thﬂ members of
the test group.'

= #

3"Composition Test Shows High Validity on Reliable Criterion
of Writing Ability," ETS Developments, XI (January 1963) 1 & 4.

4Godshalk, op. cit.

5Roberts, Holland [a review of the CEEB English Composition
Test], Sixth Mental Measurements Yearbook. Ed. Oscar K. Buros. 3
Highland Park, New Jersey: Gryphon Press, 1965, p. 590. 4
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Theme. The theme test consisted of an impromptu paper, 300-500
words in length, written within a two-hour period. A new topic was
used at each testing session, and at each session only one topic was
provided. Typically, the topic consisted of a quotation set in a
framework intended to link the topic and the student's experience
(see Appendix A). Experimental and control students wrote at the
same time and in the same place.

Each theme was evaluated by two readers working independently
(see discussion, page 41). Each reader assigned each paper a
numerical value on a scale extending from 1 to 9. It is thus
possible to examine the extent of between-reader agreement in
assigned ratings.

As stated in the Interim Report, page 55, the investigators
believe that a meaningful basis for thinking about theme reliability
is in terms of the extent of agreement between the two independent
ratings of each theme. For the present discussion, the theme scores
of 90 matched pairs of students were examined. The 90 matched pairs
were all of the pairs available at one university in May 1965; they
are included among the 365 matched pairs, the total for four insti-
tutions,* whose theme performance of May 1965 is reported in Table
XXVI. The tabulation below displays the inter-reader consistency
in theme ratings for the 180 students--90 experimentals plus 90
controls.

Difference in Two
Ratings of Theme Number of Themes

46
62

52

nupwnN=O
N O O

Mean Difference = 1.33

This tabulation gives only the absolute value of the differences.
An estimate of a reliability coefficient derived from a distribution
of differences in the two assigned ratings would need to take into
account the direction as well as the amount of the differences.

*After the first semester the data at institution 4 were limited
and incomplete and therefore not included in the totals.
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Approximately one-fourth of the 180 themes were assigned the
same rating by the two independant readers. More than half of the
180 themes (108) wera rated no more than 1 point apart. Only 20 of
the 180 papers showed an inter-reader discrepancy of more than 2
points. The maximum inter-rceader discrepanecy was 5 (for 2 of 180
themes). The maximum possible intev-reader discrepancy was 8.

The degree of inter-reader consistency portrayed in the above
tabulaticn can also be represented by a voefficient of correlation.
The tabulation beiow indicatez that the Pearson pcoduct-moment r
between the two sets of ratings for the 90 experimental themes was
0.22, for the 90 control themes 0.18. Thus if the theme were
regarded as a 9-point test, the coefficient of correlation of rating
consistency wonld be on the order of 0.20.

Reader 1 Reader 2= Reader 1 + 2
Subgroup N X Mean S.D. Mean S.D.  Mean 8S.D.
Experimental 90 0.22 4.98 1,30 4,83 1.3 9.81 2.05
Control 90 0.18 4,92 1.34 5,03 1.31 9.96 2.04

However, it is more appropriate to regard the theme as an 18-
point test, for the score used for each student was the sum of the
two ratings, with a potential range of 2 to 18. The coefficient of
0.20 could then be conceived as the correlation between scores on
two readings of a haif-test. Actvally, however, it 1is the range
of the rating scale rather than the length of the test which is
being doubled. 1In such a context it is possible to estimate the inter-
reader correlation on an 18-pcint scale by basing the correlation on
two ratings of the same test. The Spearman-Brown Prophecy Formula
would yield a coefficient of 0.33 in this event.

The foregoing discussion cf theme rating reliability in terms
of coefficients of correlation suggests the complexity of the
assumptions, interpretations, and arbitrary decisions involved. For
most purposes the extent of agreement between two independent ratings
assigned to a single paper, as illiustrated above for 180 papers,
provides the clearest picture of theme~-rating reliability.

Inter-reader agreement represerits only one aspect of theme
reliability. Involved alsc is the fact that a student's performance
probably differs from day to day and from topic to topic. Because
of problems like these, though there is considerable acceptance of a
theme as a desirable form of measuring instrument in English composition,
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there is considerable doubt that ratings can be assigned reliably.
Thus, degree of inter-reader consistency in assigned ratings is
of major interest. While the grading of any essay test is diffi-
cult, the grading of themes is especially complex, particularly
because there is a minimum of commonality among satisfactory
responses to a topic.

FINDINGS AND ANALYSIS

General Data

The data are treated first to show the nature of the per-
sisting samples aud then to clarify the results at each testing
period on each criterion measure. Testing was done on four occasions--
beginning of the first semester, end of the first semester, end of
the second semester, end of the fourth semester. The numbers of
matched pairs were, respectively, 1,040 (original group), 597, 365,
and 122,

The Samples

Table I presents a composite picture of the entering freshmen
at the participating universities, reporting their performance in
September 1964, on seven variables. The number of freshmen per
institution varied from 705 to 943, selected in the manner described
on page 38. The 4,190 freshmen, representative of the freshmen
entering the five participating universities in September 1964,
constitute the sample from which all subgroups were drawn. The data
in Table I provide evidence of the extent to which the persisting
experimental and control subgroups, composed of matched pairs of
students, remain representative of the parent group. None of the
information in Table I involves student performance after September
1964.

Line one shows the performance of the 4,190 students--the
experimental pool plus the control pool--in September 1964. For
example, their mean percentile rank in high school class was 67.02.%*

*The percentile rank data were reported by four of the
participating institutions as the percentage of individuals with a
high school rank lower than that of the given individual. One
institution reported the tenth in which each individual ranked; in
this instance the investigators used 95, 85, 75, . . . . We have
computed mean percentile rank, realizing the limitations of such a
procedure.
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Line two indicates that the 1,408 members of the experimental pool
had a mean percentile rank in high school class of 66.37, while
line three indicates that the 2,782 members cf the control pool had
a mean percentile rank in high school class of 67.35. On the
remaining six variables, means for the experimental pool! and the
control pool also show a close similarity.

Establishment of matched pairs resulted in 1,040 members of
the experimental pool being paired with members of the control
pool. The 1,040 matched experimentals made up the experimental
subgroup; the 1,040 matched controls made up the control subgroup.
The fact that matching was exact for Total Theme Rating may be seen
in the means of 9.00 and standard deviations of 2.22. The subgroup
means were also similar on the other variables. For example, mean
percentile rank in high school graduating class was 66.33 for the
experimentals and 67.92 for the controls. It is worthy of note that
the means for the matched experimentals and the matched controls
were close to the means for the respective pools. That is, the
process of forming matched pairs yielded experimental and control
subgroups representative of the parent group--the 4,190 entering fresh-
men who constituted the project pool.

Attrition reduced the number of matched pairs from 1,040 in
September to 597 in January. In the matched pairs design a complete
matched pair must be dropped if only one member of the pair leaves.*
The degree to which the two subgroups have been 'refined" by the loss
of members over the first semester may be examined. Comparing line
four with line six reveals that the 1,040 members of the experimental
subgroup beginning the semester had a mean percentile rank in high
school class of 66.33, while the 597 members of the subgroup completing
the first semester had a mean percentile rank in high school class of
69.31. The corresponding facts for the control subgroup are 67.92
and 70.44. Analyses for tha other variables show that there was a
similar selectivity factor operating which caused the January sub-
groups to be slightly superior to the larger parent subgroups.

Data for the full freshman year also show the selectivity
associated with attrition. At the end of the academic year, the
percentile rank for the experimental subgroup (N=365) was 70.82,
while that of the control subgroup was 71.48--changes of 4.49 for
the experimental subgroup and 3.56 for the control subgroup.

*Though the matched pairs design is vulnerable to high
attrition, it has advantages which counterbalance this weakness.
See discussion, Appendix B.
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Data for the complete two-year period likewise show the
influence of attrition and absences from test sessions. In May
1966 the persisting members of the experimental subgroup (N=122)
show a mean percentile rank in high school class of 73.93, and
the control 71.64.

Another way of examining the extent to which persisting sub-
groups of matched pairs excelled the original subgroups of matched
pairs is in terms of the placement of mean scores in the September
distribution of student scores. For this purpose the CEEB test and
the distribution of scores for the 4,159 students who, at the outset,
comprised the experimental pool plus the control pool will be used.
The tabulation below shows that, for the 1,040 matched experimental
students, the mean CEEB English Composition Standard Rating was
472.04 and that for the control students the mean was 472.13. Each
of these means lies at approximately the 49th percentile rank in the
distribution of the 4,159 scores.

Mean CEEB Percentile Rank Based on
Standard Rating September 1964 Distribution
September 1964 Subgroup (N=4,159)
September 1964
472.04 Experimentals (N=1,040) 49
September 1964
472.13 Controls (N=1,040) 49
May 1965
484.19 Experimentals (N=365) 54
May 1965
482.81 Controls (N=365) 53
May 1966
496.88 Experimentals (N=122) 58
May 1966
493.32 Controls (N=122) 57

This analysis has shown that whereas among the 1,040 original
matched pairs the typical CEEB score had a percentile rank of 49 in
September (close to the expected 50), for the 122 matched pairs who
completed testing through two years of college the typic¢al CEEB score
had a percentile rank of about 58 in September. Thus the degree of
selectivity over the two years was on the order of 8 to 10 percentile
rank points on the CEEB.
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At the end of the freshman year (May 1965), 365 matched
pairs remained. The experimental subgroup had a September CEEB
mean of 484.19, which corresponds to a percentile rank of 54 in
the distribution of the 4,159 scores. The corresponding figures
for the control subgroup were 482.81, and 53.

The tabulation above also shows the percentile rank in the
September 1964 student score distribution for the mean scores of the
members of experimental and control subgroups who completed the May
1966 testing. For the 122 experimentals the September CEEB mean
was 496.88, and the percentile rank 58. The 122 controls had a mean
of 493.32, and a percentile rank of 57,

All Tests--September 1964 through May 1966

Whereas in Table I all test scores were those available in
September 1964, both Table II and Table IIT present performance
at successive testing occasions. Table II presents the performance
at each of the four successive testing periods beginning with
September 1964, of the 122 matched pairs who completed the entire
testing program; Table III portrays the performance of all persisting
matched pairs at each of these four successive testing periods.
Inspection of this table will reveal the differences in performance
on each of the criterion measures for the two subgroups at the
beginning of the fall semester, 1964-65; at the end of the fall
semester, 1964-65; at the end of the spring semester, 1964-65; and
at the end of the spring semester, 1965-66.

The experimental students did not receive instruction in
freshman composition; the control students did. The data in Table
III permit the key comparisons of the project; those between the
performance of the experimental and control subgroups on the
criterion measures at successive points in their college careers.

Intercorrelation Data

Table IV shows product-moment coefficients of correlation
for all possible pairs of variables among a set of eight variables.
The 597 students are the experimental members of matched pairs who
completed the first semester of the freshman year at the partici-
pating institutions.

The following specific points may be noted:
How did percentile rank in high school class correlate

with all the measures of English composition ability? Between
0.20 and 0.30.
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How did the September scores on the two objective tests
correlate with the January theme scores? 0.46 for COOP; 0.44 for 3
CEEB; 0.46 for COOP + CEEB (Z~score). 3

How did the January scores for the two objective tests
correlate? 0.56 for COOP vs. CEEB.

How did the September scores and January scores correlate?
0.66 for COOP; 0.65 for CEEB; 0.47 for Theme. How did the September
COOP and CEEB scores correlate? 0.64.

Did the January scores on the CEEB correlate higher with %
the September CEEB scores than with the September COOP scores? ]
Possibly slightly; 0.65 with CEEB, 0.63 with COOP. ]

The above intercorrelation data for the experimental
students are similar enough to the data for the control members
of the matched pairs which are reported in Table V that no detailed
discussion of Table V is included. 1In general, the magnitude of
the correlation coefficients is in line with those for other
similar situationms, including the Interim Report of the present
study.

First Semester Sample

COOP, September 1964~-January 1965

Table VI is the first in the series of tables in which,
for each of the three measuring instruments, student performance
is analyzed to show basic comparisons of test performance for .
persisting experimental and control students: within subgroups .
between beginning and final means, and between subgroups. :
Associated means, standard deviations, r's, t's, and male and female
comparisons are also displayed in these tables.

Overall performance. The primary comparison in Table VI is
between the means for the experimental subgroup and the control sub-
group after the first semester of college (1964-65). On COOP the
difference in means was 1.01--164.94 for the controls and 163.93 ;
for the experimentals. The correlation between the scores of the
597 matched pairs of students was 0.52. The t-value of 3.273 jg
significant. 1It is noteworthy that a relatively small difference
in means--just over one converted score point--is significant.
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One of the factors in this result is the relatively large sample
(N=597) which yielded a relatively small standard error (S.E.=0.31).
Relationships between size of sample and size of standard error may
be seen in data from the following tabulation which is calculated
from data in the Interim Report which preceded the present report.6

Number of Difference Standard Error of

Subgroups Matched Pairs in Means the Difference
End-of-first
semester 166 0.59 0.51
End-of-second :
semester 113 0.66 0.75

i End-of -fourth

: semester 31 0.23 1.28

In Table VI the experimental-control mean difference in
January is shown as 1.01; the t-value is-3.273, which is significant.
The standard error is 0.309. This indicates superiority for the
control students--those who had received a semester of composition
instruction.

These figures, when compared to those reported in a relevant
section of the Interim Report, indicate the value of relatively
large samples when differences between means are small.’ In the
pilot szudy, with only 31 matched pairs, the difference in means
on the COOP between the experimental subgroup and the control sub-
group ir. January of the first year was 3.00, the standard error
1.13, and the t-ratio 2.65. Had the standard error for the 597
matched pairs in the current study been 1.13, the t-value would
have been 0.893, which would not have been significant, instead
of 3.273, which is significant.

Sharl AN S Al

This superiority for the control students over the experi-~
mental students was found to be about the same for males as for
females. It will be seen from Table VI that the differences in
Januvary means were 1.06 for males, and 0.98 for females. Both are
significant.

6Interim Report, Table IX, page 36.

71bid.
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The lower portion of Table VI comp:res males and females
of the experimental subgroup as well as males and females of the
control subgroup. In January the females had mean scores about
3.70 higher than the males in both the experimental and control
subgroups. This superiority of the females is significant.

It is instructive to examine the mean change scores from
September to January. The mean gains varied from 1.64 to 2.84
for the two principal subgroups and their male and female components.
What is the meaning in terms of test performance of a change on
the order of two COOP Converted Score points over a semester?
If one works within the September distribution of test scores and
their associated percentile ranks, it is evident that an increase
of two Converted Score points may be achieved by an increase of
three raw score points. Advances of this magnitude result in
corresponding percentile rank increase of 10 or 11 for scores near
the median and of 4 for scores having percentile ranks of 10 and 90.

The most noteworthy finding presented in Table VI is the
extent to which females as a subgroup excel ‘males as a subgroup.
The superiority of 3.77 or 3.69 is almost twice as large as the
change in mean scores for the entire group during one semester
of college. Thus at the beginning of the first semester, females
possess a higher mean tast score than the males do at the end of
the first semester.

Performance by ability quarters. In Table VII the emphasis
is on performance of experimental students and control students
at each of four ability levels. The ability levels were established
on the basis of student performance in September 1964 on two tests:
COOP and CEEB. A Z-score was obtained by combining derived standard
scores for these tests.* The four-ability levels were based on the
4,136 students for whom Z-scores were available: the experimental
pool plus the control pool for all five institutions. The fact
that the highest quarter and the lowest quarter contain the smallest
nuabers of students (N=126 and N=134) may be explained primarily by
the difficulties in matching near the extremes of the distribution.

Evidence presented in Table VII enables one to answer the
following question: Was the superiority of the control students
about equally present at all ability levels? There is considerable
fluctuation, the second highest quarter showing the greatest control-
experimental difference (1.91) and the third highest quarter least

*See discussion of Z-score, page 39.
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(0.31). However, at all four ability levels the January mean for
the members of the zontrol subgioup was higher than the mean of
the experimental subgroup,

This kind of review of rhie evidence by ability levels as
well as for the overall subgroups will be reported for each of
the first two semesters and for che full freshman year.

Since for thaz total sample of 597 maiched pairs the control
mean was significantly higher than the experimental mean, it would
be anticipated that there would be a stavistically significant
superiority in favor cof the control subgroup at some of the ability
levels. It was only in the sezond highest gquarter that this was
found. Such a straightforward analysis, although an over-simplification
of what would be required in a thorough consideration cf relationships
between main effects and interaction, is nevertheless useful in
examining the extent to which findings for the various ability levels
seemed to be consistent with the findings for the total subgroups.

Performance by ability gquarters by sex. Before proceeding
to a consideration of the evidence for the two sexes at each of four
ability levels, it is important to recognize a feature of the
situation which has a2 distinct bearing on the analysis.

A positive correlation exists between sex and performance on
tests of English ability with females outperforming males (Tables VI
and VIII). This results in the presence {both in the initial and
the surviving matched pairs) of a larger ifemale-male ratio in the top
ability levels than in the bottom ability levels. In the top quarter
(Table VIII) the ratic is 99 to 27 (3.6 to 1) and in the lowest
quarter the ratio is 56 to 78 (0.72 to 1). The mean differences by
quarters between females and males tend to be systematically smaller
than the overall mean difference between the sexes. The reader may
note this fact by comparing the mean difference in January COOP of
3.77 between experimental females and experimental males overall
(Table VI) with the mean female-male differences at the four ability
levels as presented in Table VIII: 1.56, 1.38, 0.99, and 1.66.
To arrive at the overall mean difference by using the mean differences
at each of the four abiiity levels, it would-be necessary to employ a
weighting procedure which took into account the fluctuation of the
female-male ratios at the four ability levels. This characteristic
of the data, while a proper reflection of the samples used, does
introduce a complication in interpretation of the evidence presented
in the quarters-by-sex tables (Tables VIII, XI, XIV, and XXIX).

Table VIII completes a series which reports COOP evidence for

the first semester of the freshman year (1964-65). The uniqueness
of Table VIII is in the presentation of the facts for males and
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females by ability level. In the highest quarter, within the
experimental subgroup, the January mean for the 99 females was

1.56 higher than the mean for the 27 males. This difference {is

of about the order of the difference which prevailed on the
September scores (1.87). Among the control students in the highest
quarter, the females had a January mean which was 2.35 higher than
.} the male mean. In September the difference had been 2.12.

In addition to the top quarter, the lowest quarter also
.revealed noticeable superiority of females over males on the COOP.
" Within the experimental subgroup the mean difference in January

was 1.66; within the control subgroup, 2.45.

In the two middle quarters, there was a consistent but
smaller advantage in favor of the females on January scores. It
is noteworthy, however, that on the September scores, three of the
four comparisons show the males to be slightly ahead of the females.

| The data in Table VIII illustrate a fact which the investi-

g gators have emphasized: females out-perform males as groups,

A appreciably and consistently, even at various ability levels. An

3 inspection of the basic data shows that only at the top edge of the
distribution (the top 2 percent) do males equal or excel females.

At the bottom edge of the distribution the reverse is true; the male
group falls below the females.

CEEB, September 1964-January 1965

) Overall performance. Table IX shows that the number of
3 matched pairs completing all September and January CEEB tests was
597. The facts presented are:

(1) Within experimental subgroup and within control subgroup:
September mean and standard deviation, January mean and
standard deviation, difference in means January minus
September; correlation, and t-ratio.

G (2) Between experimental subgroup and control subgroup:
difference in September means, correlation, t-ratio;
1 difference in January means, correlation, t-ratio.

(3) Data described in (1) and (2), except for correlations,
by sex.

For the-total ‘experimental subgroup, the January mean was 29,37
higher than the September mean (507.12 minus 477.75). This change
in mean is significant; the t-ratio is 10.354 with 596 degrees of
freedom. For the total control subgroup, the mean gain was 30.47,
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also significant (t=10.262, degrees of freedom, 596). Thus the
experimental students and the control students advanced about the
same amount on CEEB during the fall semester, both gaining signi-
ficantly.

An analysis of the January test. scores reveals that the
mean for the control subgroup is 1.76 points higher than the mean
for the experimental subgroup. This difference on CEEB is not
significant (t=0.506). The data regarding September means for
controls and experimentals confirm the similarity achieved in the
matching process; the correlation of September CEEB scores between
menbers of matched pairs was 0.82.

The middle portion of Table IX shows the performance of
each sex in each of the two subgroups. For the males the mean
gains during the semester were 32.53 (experimentals) and 34.32
(controls). The- corresponding figures for females were 27.32
(experimentals) -and 27.98 (controls). Again, the evidence on

CEEB for the first semester shows that the experimental treatment
and the control' treatment were about equally efficacious in
producing change in performance on the CEEB. Mean gains by males
exceed mean gains by females by approximately five points. The
t-ratios for January-minus-September means are of the order of
7.00 for males-and for females. :

The lower portion of Table IX shows that within both the
experimental subgroup and the control subgroup the mean for females
exceeded the mean for males significantly at the beginning and
also at the end of the first semester. The mean gains over the
semester were slightly higher for the males than for the females--
of the order of 33 points compared to 27 points. The superiority '
of female performance over male performance at a given juncture is
of about' the same-magnitude as the superiority of an eud-of-semester
mean over a beginning-of-semester mean for either of the sexes.

In other words, even among beginning college freshmen, the females
are about a semester ahead of the males on the CEEB as a measure of
writing ability, and this difference remains at the end of the first
_semester,

Performance by ability quarters. From Table X it is possible
to determine whether the difference of 1.76 in overall means in
January CEEB, favoring the 597 control students, resulted from a
fairly uniform differential across the four ability levels. Such
was not the case. For the lowest one-fourth of the students, the
mean for the control subgroup was substantially higher than the
mean for the experimental subgroup. For the three highest quarters
of ability the means for the control subgroup were slightly lower
than the means for the experimental subgroup.
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Another ncteworthy feature of Table X is in the column
reporting difference in means, January minus September. It will be
noted that in general these differences increase from the top
ability level to the lowest ability level. For example, in the
highest one-quarter the differences are 7.24 (experimental) and 2.97
(control); in the lowest one-quarter the differences are 49.18
(experimental) and 60.05 (control). -This inverse relationship
between mean gain and ability level, for both the experimental and
control subgroups, is consistent with the 'data reported for COOP in
Table VII, page 30, where the top one-quarter showed gains of 0.36
(experimental) and 1.62 (control) while the lowest one-quarter showed
gains of 3.66 (experimental) and 4.78 (control). In this kind of an
analysis one must recognize the possibility that for. a high ability
level the increase of scores on a second testing may be restricted by
test ceiling. Inspection of our raw data indicates, for example, that
the top male on COOP in September had a perfect score, while the top
three females were only three points away from perfection. Obviously,
on a second testing, their room for improvement was sligh:. Further-
more, regression may provide part of the explanation of the limited
gains on the second testing. Conversely, for the lowest one-quarter,
there is ample test ceiling and some increase in mean scores which is
attributed to regression rather than to actual gains.

Performance by ability quarters by sex. Table XI completes the
presentation of data for CEEB for the first semester, 1964-65. This
table corresponds to Table VIII for COOP, both showing comparisons
between sexes within subgroups at each of four ability levels. The
right-hand portion of Table XI shows the superiority (or inferiority)
of means for females as compared to means for males. At each of the
four ability levels there are two comparisons: experimental males
with experimental females and control males with control females. Of
the eight resulting comparisons' in- September, the one that is noteworthy
is within the experimental subgroup in the lowest quarter: the mean
for females was 28.39 higher than the mean for males. In the three
highest ‘quarters the female-male disparity was not conspicuously
different from zero in terms of the scale on which standard scores are
reported ‘and favored the males as often as the females. -

An inspection of the male-female comparisons in January suggests
two observations: one is that in the lowest one-quarter, the experi-
mental females maintained the significant superiority which they
displayed in September; the other is that in the highest one-quarter,
the control females showed a substantial (52.10) mean superiority in
contrast to a near-zero (3.86) superiority in September. The marked
superiority of the highest-quarter control females in January resulted
more from a substantial negative change (-34.93) on the part of the
males than from the modest (13.30) positive change over the semester by
the females.
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It is desirable to compare CEEB evidence in Tables IX, X,
XI with the COOP evidence in Tables VI, VII, and VIII. These two
tests were the ones which yielded September-to-January change
scores (for the themes, it was not appropriate to compute change
scores. See discussion page 42). Do students who have received a
semester of instruction in freshman composition score higher as a
group on these objective tests at the end of the semester than
comparable students who have not received such instruction? The
answer is 'Yes" if one judges by COOP scores, "No" if one judges b
CEEB. Do females and males benefit about equally from such .
instruction? The answer is 'Yes" for both the COOP and the CEEB.
Do students at four ability levels benefit about equally from such
instruction? The answer appears to be '"No" for both the COOP and
the CEEB.

Theme Rating, September 1964 and January 1965

Overall performance. Table XII‘'presents theme performance for
the 597 matched pairs of students who ‘completed the tests through
the first szmester (September 1964-January 1965). Theme performance
is generally considered to be the most direct measure of writing.
Theme evidence for this study is unique also in that the matching
procedures used required that the experimental and control means in
September be identical. Interpretation of January means of
experimentals and controls is therefore free of the qualifications
which would have been necessary had tiuere been unequal September

‘means and standard deviations.

The N's involved in Table XII are all reasonably large. The
two largest subgroups are the 597 experimental students and the 597
control students, that is, the 597 matched pairs. Data in the top
portion of Table XII show that at the end of the first semester of
college, the mean theme performance of the controls was 0.27 higher
than that for the experimentals; the obtained t-value was 2.299, and
siguificant. Students receiving instruction such as that given in
the first semester of freshman English composition performed signifi-

cantly better on the theme than students who did not receive such
instruction. The variable under investigation was the presence or

absence of instruction in freshman composition. In this experiment,
such instruction had a positive influence on student writing per-
formance.

It will be recalled that for the analyses on COOP and CEEB
there was a significant advantage on the COOP for those who had
received instruction, but not on the CEEB.
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Although this situation prevails for both males and
females, the middle portion of Table XII reveals that the overall
superiority in means for controls is due more to scores made by
males thar to those made by females. In January, control males
had a mean total theme score which was 0.45 higher than that for
the experimental males, whereas the control females had an observed
superiority of 0.15 over the experimental females. The 0.45 for
males was associated with a significant t-value. Thus the
generalization above regarding the positive effect on college
freshmen of one semester of instruction in composition may be refined
by saying that these resulis are more distinctly characteristic of
the male students than of the female students.

The bottom portion of Table XII compares the performance of
males and females within the experimental subgroup and the control
subgroup. These data relate to i:he question of whether, or this
direct test of writing performance, the females perform better than
the males. The mean difference in favor of the experimental females
in September was 1.00. Similarly, the mean difference in favor of
the control females was 1.00. These differences are significant.

How, then, do males and females compare in theme scores after
a semester of college? The females have increased their superiority
over the males, the difference in mean performance being 1.52 within
the experimental subgroup and 1.22 within the control subgroup.
Change scores on themes cannot be legitimately computed, owing to the
difference in topic and time of evaluation; therefore one cannot, as
was possible on the COOP and CEEB, analyze the change in score between
the beginning and the end of the semester.

A number of comments are pertinent. In the fundamental com-
parison--597 experimental students against 597 control students on
January theme--the obtained mean difference of 0.27 favoring the
controls was significant. The 235 control males contributed more
than did the 362 control females to the January finding of overall
superiority of controls over experimentals. That is, control males
surpassed experimental males (0.45) to a greater extent than did
control females surpass experimental females (0.15).

The magnitude of these various between-subgroup differences
in theme score means may be thought of in terms of mean-difference-
necessary-for-significance of about 0.25 to 0.30. Thus one of the
striking facts is the superiority of females over males, a condition
which prevailed at the outset and is usually accentuated during the
first semester of college attendance. There is a consistent tendency
for the females to perform better than the males in group comparisons
on all three criterion measures: COOP, CEEB, and Total Theme Rating.
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The total sample of 597 matched pairs was composed of the
following five institutional N's:

Institution Male Pairs Female Pairs Total
1 65 135 200

2 65 62 122

3 34 90 124

4 9 11 20

5 _62 _64 126
Totals 235 362 597

It is helpful to examine the extent to which the findings for the
combined institutions were observed consistently among the five
constituznt institutions. In four of the five institutions, at

the end of the first semester, the control subgroup mean exceeded
the experimental subgroup mean. However, in only one of these

four institutions was the mean difference, in favor of the controls,
statistically significant. In all five of the institutions, the
females surpassed the males at the beginning of the freshman year,
and the differential ircreased by the end ofthe semester.

Performance by ability quarters. Table XIII contains total
theme means for the experimental students and the control students
at each of four ability levels. Since the means in September were
identical for'any matched pair'or subgroup of matched pairs, it is
especially informative te look'at the January means. It will be
noticed that the control subgroup superiority of 0.27 for the total
group (bottom portion of the table) resulted from the lowest quarter scores
(mean difference of 0.67) and from the second high quarter scores (mean
difference of 0.31). 1In the top quarter and the third high quarter
the experimental and control students were essentially the same.

Performance by ability quarters by sex. From Table XIV it is
possible to see the mean January theme ratings of males and females
within the experimental and within the control subgroups at each of
four ability levels. These ability levels were established on the
basis of a combination of September COOP and CEEB scores. Table XIV
also contains additional descriptive information: the Z-score means
which were used in establishing the four ability levels, and the
means and differences in means on September theme ratings.

The three columns at the right-hand side of Table X1V
present the key comparisons. Generally in the eight comparisons,
the mean of January theme ratings for the females was higher than
for the males. The single exception was with the experimental
students in the highest quarter, where the means for males was 0.08
higher than the mean for females. Another way of summarizing the
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facts portrayed in Table XIV is by noting that the superiority of
females over males was most prominent in the two lowest quarters--
and within those two quarters, more so within the experimental
subgroup than within the control subgroup.

The following tabulation shows, for the 597 matched pairs
who completed the first semester, the number and percentage of
males and females who had been in the upper half and in the lower
half on the September ability distribution according to two deter-
miners of ability levels: the Z-score, a combination of two objective
tests; and Total Theme Rating.

PROPORTION OF MALES AND FEMALES IN JANUARY WHO WERE IN UPPER
HALF AND LOWER HALF OF SAMPLE IN SEPTEMBER

Number in Men Women
January Number Percent Number Percent

On September Z-score:

Upper Half 304 92 30 212 70
Lower Half 293 143 49 150 51
Upper + Lower 597 235 39 362 61

On September Theme Rating:

Upper Half 359 117 33 242 67
Lower Half 237 117 49 120 51
Upper + Lower 596 234 39 362 61

The analyses by ability level thus far have all been based on
the Z-score (objective-test based) ability levels. For the 597
matched pairs who completed the first semester testing, 235 (39.4%)
were males. Among the original set of 1,040 matched pairs in
September the percentage of males was 40.6. It is evident that
about the same proportion of males and females persisted through
the first semester. It is noted that of the 235 persisting men,
39.1 percent were in the upper half of the objective-test distribution,
vhile 60.9 percent were in the lower half. For the females, the
corresponding percentages were 58.6 in the upper half and 41.4 in
the lower half.

Persistence of matched pairs of students of the upper one-
half in ability and the lower one-half in ability was  dependent upon
the ability measure employed. For the Z-score measure of ability,
persistence was approximately equal for the upper and lower halves
(304, upper, 293, lower). For the essay measure of ability, persis-
tence was greater for the upper half (359) than for the lower half
(237).
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If the persisting men are categorized in terms of the

September theme distribution, it is noted that 50 percent were

in the upper half and 50 percent in the lower half (117 in each);

for the persisting women the percentages were 66.9 (242) and 33.1
L (120). Thus among the 597 matched pairs who persisted through
3 the first semester, the superiority of the female portion over
the male portion in terms of September performance was slightly
greater for the theme criterion than for the objective-test
criterion.

Table XV contains information concerning the 596 matched
pairs of students whose performances were portrayed in the
tabulation on page 74. From the data of Table XV it is possible
F to see the make-up of the sample by ability quarters as determined
- by September theme rating. Within each quarter there is an indi-

: cation of the number of males and females and the mean scores within
each subgroup on September theme and on Z=-score (two September
objective tests combined). Since the ability quarters were

: established in terms of theme ratings (in contrast to Z-score on

: preceding tables) and since‘'matching between subgroups was perfect
‘ on sex and theme rating, the differences among ability levels are
n sharper' in the "Theme" column than in the "Z-score" column. The
- mean differences between adjacent quarters on theme for males were
. : 2,12, 1.96, and  2.19; and for females 2.26, 1.87, and 1.96.

First Year Sample

‘Table XV conc.nded a series of tables which presented ]
L the performance of th: 597 pairs of students who completed the j
E testing at the end of the first semester (September 19564-January ;
B 1965). The next series of tables, beginning with Table XVI and |
- extending through Table XXXIII, will present data for the 365
E 3 matched pairs who completed the entire 1964-65 academic year, and
iy ! were tested in May 1965. These students constitute a subgroup of
1 the 597 matched pairs whose performance has just been summarized.
] These 365 matched pairs of students were tested in May as well as
in September and January.

COOP, First Semester 1

- Overall performance. Table XVI presents COOP performance

| of the 365 matched pairs at the beginning and at the end of the
first semester, 1964-65. Four main comparisons are given: between
subgroups in September; within subgroups, September to January;
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] TABLE XV
THE 596 MATCHED PAIRS WHO PERSISTED THROUGH JANUARY 1965: MEANS ON

SEPTEMBER THEME AND SEPTEMBER Z-SCORE! BY SEX BY SUBGROUP BY
ABILITY LEVEL ESTABLISHED ON SEPTEMBER THEME RATING

Mean, Sept. Mean, Sept.

Quarter N  Sex Subgroup Theme Z-Score
Highest 1/4 43 Male Fxperimental 11.78 104.81 ;
" 43 " Control 11.78 104 .46 |
" 114 Female Experimental 11.84 109.61 |
" 114 " Control 11.84 109.69 -
]
2nd High 1/4 74 Male  Experimental 9.55 98.12 :
" 74 " Control 9.55 98.12 ;
" 128 Female Experimental 9.58 104.48 E
" 128 " . Control 9.58 104.66 L
3rd High 1/4 69 Male Experimental 7.59 90.75
" 69 * _ Control 7.59 90.91
" ‘ 96 Female Experimental 7.71 98.11 :
" 96 " Control 7.71 98.08 -
Lowest 1/4 48 Male  Experimental 5.40 84.00 .
" 48 " Control 5.40 83.83
" 24 Female FExperimental 5.75 91.00
" 24 " Control 5.75 90.75
Total Group 234 Male  Experimental 8. 94.40
" 234 " Control 8.54 94,36
" 362 Female Experimental 9.54 103.51
" 362 " Control 9.54 103.58
1Combination of Cooperative English Test: English Expression and College
Entrance Examination Board English Composition Test, September scores.

See page 39.
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between subgroups in January; between the male and female portions
of these subgroups. Table XVI may be compared with Table VI,

which presents COOP data for the 597 matched pairs who completed
the January 1965 testing. In both tables the means for January show
a superiority for the control subgroup over the experimental sub-
group. For the 597, the superiority was 1.01, and for the 365, the
superiority was 1.25. A noticeable variation between males and
females in the two samples was that, for the 365 matched pairs in
January (Table XVI), the control males were not substantially
superior to the experimental males, whereas for the 597 matched

1 pairs (Table VI), the control males were significantly superior

] to the experimental males in January.

One of the functions of this comparison of partially over-
lapping samples is to permit inferences regarding the nature of the
matched pairs who were lost from the experiment between January 1965
and May 1965. Except for the control males, who constituted only
about 37 percent of the control subgroup in Table XVI, the two
samples, 365 pairs and 597 pairs, are very similar. Consequently,
the 232 pairs who vanished over the second semester apparently were
not appreciably different from the 365 matched pairs who remained.
To put it differently, the loss of the 232 matched pairs apparently
did not alter the representativeness of the remaining sample.

Performance by ability quarters. Table XVII, as compared to
Table XVI, shows the experimental-control comparisons at each of
four ability levels. A picture of the gains on COOP during the first
semester is presented in the column headed "Difference in Means,
January minus September." As was the case for the parent sample of
597 matched pairs (Table VII, page 59), the semester gains among the
sample of 365 matched pairs was relatively large in the lowest quarter r
of ability. The 80 experimental students in the lowest one-quarter 1
shcwed a mean gain of 3.80; the 80 control students in the same '
quarter had a mean gain of 5.34. These changes may be compared to
1.91 and 2.97 for the total group of 365 matched pairs.

For the overall sample of 365 pairs, the January COOP means
showed a superiority of 1.25 for the control subgroup. This overall
mean difference resulted from the following mean differences at the
four ability levels: 0.46 (highest), 2.16, 0.31, 1.75 (lowest). The
differences for the second and the fourth quarters are significant.
However, since there is no definite trend, the mean differences by 1
ability level should be interpreted cautiously. 1
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4 g CEEB, First Semester

u Overall performance. Table XVIII presents the same com-
E parisons of CEEB data for the first semester that Table XVI gave
;3 of COOP data for the 365 matched pairs surviving in May 1965.

For the experimental subgroup and the control subgroup the
mean gains on CEEB, September to January, are of the order of 30
standard rating points--30.14 for the experimentals and 28.72 for ;
the controls. These gains are significant. Similarly, the analysis
by sex shows significant mean gains for males and for females. An
; inspection of the January minus September column of Table XVIII
4 shows that the control males had the smallest mean gain, 20.52.

The key comparison is between experimental mean and control
mean subgroups in January. The two means were very close in January,
as they had been in September: the January difference of -2.79 is
not significant. The comparison of subgroups by sex also fails to
: reveal any significant mean differences. The correlations of CEEB
- | ) scores within subgroups and between subgroups are in line with
() expectation. The September-January comparisons yield related r's
l' ; of the order of 0.60. The between-subgroup r's, also related r's,
were approximately 0.80 in September and 0.40 in January.

] The bottom portion of Table XVIII compares CEEB means for
males and females within the experimental subgroup and within the
control subgroup. The superiority of the females was about 26
standard rating points in September and increased to 31.40 within
the experimental subgroup and 38.96 within the control subgroup in
January, both differences being significant. ]

There was substantial agreement in January between the
‘ findings for the 365 matched pairs available for the first two
-3 semesters (Table XVIII) and the 597 matched pairs available at the
3 end of the first semester, Table IX, page 63).

_ Performance by ability quarters. From Table XIX, containing
CEEB data for the first semester by ability levels, it is evident
that mean gains were largest in the two lowest quarters. For the
; larger sample (597--Table X, page 65) the semester mean gain was on
4 the order of 30 standard rating points. Table XIX shows that for
; the 365 pairs, the mean gains were 20 standard rating points or less
1 for students in the highest two quarters in ability, whereas for
the students in the lower two quarters of ability, the four mean
gains were 49.77 (experimental), 33.80 (control); and 40.72
(experimental), 62.10 (control).
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The comparison between the 365 experimentals and the 365
controls at the end of the first semester shows two interesting
facts about the lowest one-quarter: it was the only one-quarter
in which the control mean excelled the experimental mean, and this
was the only one of the four quarters at which the between-subgroups
difference is significant.

In summary, these CEEB data for the first semester of the
365 matched pairs indicate overall similarity between the performance
of the experimental and the control subgroups. On end-of--semester
comparisons between subgroups, the control subgroup excelled
significantly in the lowest quarter, while the experimental subgroup
had a slight but not significant advantage in the upper three quarters.
The two lowest quarters showed greater gain than the two upper
quarters.

Theme Rating, First Semester

Overall performance. The data in Table XX, covering the
theme ratings for the first semester for the 365 matched pairs sur-
viving in May 1965, may be related to the first semester data for
the 597 matched pairs surviving in January 1965 (Table XII, page 69).
This is helpful in considering the extent to which the matched pairs
finishing the full freshman year are representative of the matched
pairs completing only the first semester of the freshman year. The
first two lines in Table XX show data for 365 matched pairs who were
included among the 597 matched pairs depicted in the first two lines
of Table XII. It may be noted in Table XX that in September the mean
theme rating for the smaller group (N=365) was 9.23, whereas the
corresponding figure for the larger subgroup (N=597) was 9.15. The
persistence rate for males was slightly less than for females:

57.0 percent and 63.8 percent, respectively. Such evidence of a
slight selective factor in this kind of longitudinal study would be
expected.

It was noted, from Table XII, that at the end of the first
semester the 597 control students had a mean theme rating which was
0.27 higher than that of the mean for the 597 experimental students,
and that this difference was significant. 1In Table XX it is shown
that for the 365 matched pairs, the mean difference on January theme
in favor of the controls was 0.26. Coupled with a relatively large
standard error, this mean difference is not quite significant.

In general, however, the analysis by sex for the 365 matched
pairs (Table XX) yielded results which were consistent with those
for the 597 matched pairs (Table XII). In both tables, the
September means for the females were higher than those for the males,
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and in both cases, the January means showed an even greater superi-
ority for the females. That is, the initial difference did not
disappear, as it is sometimes averred to do.

Performance by ability quarters. Data in Table XXI show how
the overall mean difference of 0.26 on total theme rating in January
(10.21, control; 9.95, experimental) was apportioned among the four
ability levels. The overall mean difference is not quite significant,
but in the lowest quarter the observed mean difference of 0.69 is
significant. However, the fact that the observed mean difference
for the second quarter approached significance suggests the com-
plexity of control-experimental comparisons by ability level.

Two instructive facts are included among the auxiliary evidence
in Table XXI. One of these facts is the correlations between the
total theme ratings of September and January, within subgroups within
ability levels, and overall. Within each of the ability levels, the
r's are low, typically in the 0.20's and 0.30's. The overall r's
are 0.44 and 0.34. The relative smallness of all of the r's may be
due in part to the relative unreliability of theme ratings (see dis-
cussion of reliability, page 43). The second fact concerns the
influence cf range of talent on the magnitude of correlation

coefficients; the r's within the ability levels tend to be lower
than the overall r's.

COOP, Second Semester

Overall performance. Table XXII is the first in a series of
tables showing data for the second semester of the freshman year.
The data in this series of tables involve the same 365 matched pairs
dealt with in Tables XVI through XXI.

From the column "Difference in Means, May minus January"
(Table XXII), it is seen that gains on COOP during the semester were
between 1-1/2 and 2 converted score points, and that these gains are
all significant. Gains during the semester were roughly similar for
experimentals and controls, and for males and females.

The control subgroup began the second semester with a
significant mean superiority over the experimentals (1.25) and ended
the semester with a smaller, but still significant, mean difference
over the experimentals (0.79). The breakdown of the data by sex
shows that, among males, the controls began the semester 0.54
higher than the experimentals and ended the semester 0.28 higher; on
neither of the two occasions is the difference significant. For the
females, the controls had a significantly higher mean’ than' the ‘experi-

mentals at the beginning (1.66) and at the end (1.10).
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The recurring fact is that the greatest differences in means
on COOP are found in comparisons between females and males, regard-
less of whether they are experimentals or controls. Within the
experimental subgroup, the superiority of the mean for females over
the mean for males was 2.75 in January and 2.95 in May. The corres-
ponding figures within the control subgroup were 3.88 and 3.77.

All four of these differences in favor of the females are significant.

‘ Performance by ability quarters. Data in Table XXIII enable
the reader to identify any student ability levels at which the
January-to-May gains on COOP are noteworthy. The lowest quarter of
ability showed a relatively high mean gain for the experimentals
(3.21) and a relatively low mean gain for the controls (1.09). At
the beginning of the second semester, the mean of the lowest one-
quarter of the control subgroup was 1.73 higher than the corresponding
experimental subgroup mean. At the end of the second semester, the
observed difference between these two lowest-quarter subgroups was
considerably less, 0.40.

The second highest quarter of ability is unique in that both
the January and the May between-subgroup differences favoring the
controls are significant (2.16 and 1.23 respectively). The mean
difference in May was 0.93 smaller than the mean difference in

January.

It was only in the third high quarter that the control
subgroup superiority was greater in May (1.41) than it had been in
January (0.31); the 1.41 mean difference is not significant.

Thus, in general, the second semester of instruction did not
maintain the superiority of the controls over the experimentals.
During the second semester, the experimentals out-gained the controls,
who continued to receive instruction.

In the analysis by ability level, the investigators were on
the alert for patterns of performance which would have implications
for curriculum and instruction. Thus if a noteworthy fact emerged
for the top one-half or the bottom one-half, or the top quarter or
the bottom quarter, one might see a possible application of such
findings to exemption or sectioning. With COOP data for the second
semester, no clear-cut pattern emerged. The lower half yielded two
facts which illustrate the absence of a pattern: the relatively
large gains by the controls of the third highest one-quarter and
the experimentals of the lowest one-quarter. The investigators wonder
whether such facts as those for this sample are chance findings or
whether they are indicative of the actual situation for the

population sampled.
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CEEB, Second Semester

Overall performance. Table XXIV contains second-semester
CEEB data of the 365 matched pairs surviving in May 1965. Comparable
CEEB data of these same pairs for the first semester are in Table
XVIII, page 81 The within-semester analysis shows that during the
first semester the mean gains by experimentals (30.14) and by controls
(28.72) were very similar. During the second semester (Table XXIV)
two noteworthy facts emerge: the gains were smaller than for the
first semester and the controls outperformed the experimentals 12.74
to 2.65. Thus, for this sample, the increment for one year occurred
primarily in the first semester--for the experimentals almost all of
it and for the controls about two-thirds of it. All of this is
reflected in the column showing t-ratio. During the first semester
(Table XVIII) both the experimental subgroup and the control subgroup
made highly significant gains, whereas during the second semester
(Table XXIV) only the controls gained significantly,

For the 365 pairs of students, end-of-semester differences
between means of the experimental subgroup and the control subgroup
were not significant. At the end of the first semester the subgroup
means differed by 2.79 favoring the experimentals; at the end of the
second semester, they differed by 7.30 favoring the controls. The
obtained mean difference of 7.30 standard rating points is associated
with a t-value of 1.640, short of significance at the 0.05 level.

For 364 degrees of freedom a t of 1.97 is required for significance.
Under the given conditions of variability and correlation, an observed
mean difference of 8.86 would be a significant difference. For
example, had the control subgroup mean been 525.80 instead of 524.28,
the difference would have attained significance.

What would be required to have a mean difference of 8.86
standard rating points? The CEEB has 100 to 110 items, depending
on the form. An increase of one raw score point is typically
associated with an increase of about six standard rating points.
Thus if, on the average, members of one of these two subgroups had
made one or two more correct responses than did their counterparts
in the other subgroup, the resulting subgroup means would have
differed significantly.

A reference distribution of student scores may serve as a
vehicle for additional thinking about the within-subgroups and
between-subgroups analyses presented in Tables IX, XVIII, and XXIV.
The following tabulation shows, for each of six mean standard
ratings, two for each testing period, the percentile rank which each
such rating had in a distribution of September CEEB scores (N=4,159)
and in a distribution of May CEEB scores (N=730).
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Percentile Rank in a Distri-

Rounded Mean bution of Student Scores in i
Subgroup ‘ Standard Rating September 1964 and May 1965 !
Experimentals (Sept. 1964) 485 54+ 38
Controls " 484 54 37 ]
Experimentals (Jan. 1965) 514 65 50 ;
Controls " 511 64 49 i
Experimentals (May 1965) 517 67 51 ]
Controls 524 68 55 3

This kind of analysis also emphasizes the similarity of the
observed means of experimentals and controls. In a distribution of
student scores, the corresponding percentile rank differences were
typically 1. For example, the January means of 514 and 511 corre-
spond to September percentile ranks (among individual scores) of 65
and 64, respectively. The mean gains during the semester may be
examined in a similar manner. If the typical end-of-semester score
is placed in a beginning-of-semester distribution of student scores,
it appears that the improvement is 10 or 11 percentile rank points.
This finding--only a modest increment in performance as a result of i
an additional semester or year of instruction plus maturation--is -3
illustrative of a rather general condition which is perhaps not
sufficiently appreciated by teachers of English.

ootz

The present investigators had previously acknowledged this
aspect of year-by-year instruction in curricular areas common to
consecutive school levels.8,9

Performance by ability quarters. One function of Table XXV
is to look beyond mean second semester gains of 2.65 (non-significant)
standard rating points by the experimental subgroup and 12.74
(significant) by the control subgroup through examining second
semester CEEB data by ability levels. At none of the four levels

8Jéwell; Ross M., et al., Final Report of the Communication
Experiment Conducted by the Department of Languages, Speech, and
Literature of the Iowa State Teachers College, 1955-58, (Cedar Falls,
Iowa, 1960).

9Jewell, Ross M., and Gordon J. Rhum, The Relative Effective- ]
ness of Two Methods of Instruction in College Freshman Composition: 4
Closed-Circuit Television and "Normal" Classroom. (Cedar Falls, Iowa:
State College of Iowa, 1966).

92




* (3593 paTTe}-~0K}) TOAST G0'0 3B JUBOTITUSTSH

4 armsheis Rt s ALY "SLWW OB i ol

*6€ 33ed sag “°sogoos asguezdes ¢3sag uot3I1soduo)
YsTT3uy pJeog UoTleuTwexy 2oueIIUY SSS[T0)H pue uotrsseadxy ysr{duy :3Ssy YsTTSuy earjesadoo) JO UOT3EUTquWo),
: , #LES®E V9°0 ¥PL°CT ¥6°8L 82°%2S E£¥%°28 ¥S°1IS 9T °ST 96°00T G9€ °3uo0) o

$S5€ 099°T #%°0 0€° 4 829°0 L¥°0 6L°C - anouay
8€L°0 G9°0 S9°2 T0°28 86°9IS 68°I8 E££°¥IC PE°ST 88°00T Gog °*Jadxy  Tejof

L6L°0 €5°0 ST°S~ 09°09 ¥2°IS¥ ¥S°LS 6E£°9S¥ L8°9 ¥8°03 08 *juo) u
6L 098L°0 2T1°0 66°9 =I86°C $Z2°0 96°€Z v/1
POS'T PE€°0 €8°1T GL°8S SZ°¥¥v LV°8S €P°ZEV VL°9 GS€°08 08 “‘Jodxy 3somo]
#L29°€ VE€°0 ¥5°GZ TE°8S LE'Z0S 2L°LS ¢8°9LVy LL°E O1°V8 08 *3uop v\a
68 9%2°'T ¥0°0 1I2°11 I8L°T 20°0 19°¥V1~ : Y3ty
9€0°0 81°0 82°0- OV°6S 91°I6% €8°2S €V I6¥ 99°E Ti°¥6 06 °Jodxy pag
*EEL°C BE°0 L6°6T GO°E9 8Z°'¥¥S SE£°9lL SE°VES 29°€ TO°90T 9IT “°3uos w\ﬁ
STT#092°2 00°0 €8°8T £68°0 66°0 I§°L - ’ Y3ty
: 680°T 9¥°0 8L°9= 6S°E9 9V°G2S €€°P9 £2°ZES TS°€ €6°SOT 911 °*aodxy pug

1S9°0 09°0 8¥v'¥ 28°%9 SO°I6S OF'TL 2S°98S SL°9 6C°T2T 18 *juoj W
08 ¥IL°T €1°0 ¥S°ST~ 800°T 0Z°0 OF°g - ZA*
TOV°T €€°0 €9°0T 8S°LS 657909 OP°6S 96°S6S 6L°9 €8°TZT T8 °Jodxy 3say3dty
Jp oTiey-3 I “3Jiqg ovitg-3 I “IITG OT}ey-3 I “IJIg “a'S UGSH Q'S Uesy g 'S ©eeR N dnoa3qng I33aenp

*dxy snutu ’ *dxy snutu G961 ‘uep snutu G96T Aey C96T ‘uepr aJ09g-7 °*3dag
Toxjuc) ‘suesy T0J3uU0s ‘suedpy GG6T Le ‘sueapy durjey 3utiey
ey utr *J1TQ ‘uef ur 13T UT 90ULJ93JT(Q °ue3s g44) ‘uels guso

SNOIINLIISNI TANILWOD
‘ SNVIIH
SISAL NOILISOdWOO HSITONT quvod NOILVNIWVXE FONVHING HOFT

‘SNOTLVIAGQ (QTUVANVIS

:SUEIAVAY

AXX J14VIL

*SOILVI-1 QNV
TT¥00S-Z X4 ‘S96T AVH ANV S96T ANVANVL NI
‘100 NO SINHGALS A0 S¥IVA GAHOLVH S9E JO HINVWIOJAAd FHI




S 2 e L

st S AR MRS At aaa

" B
e it r

\
did the experimental students have a mean gain which was signi?icant.
Progress within the highest quarter and lowest quarter was moderate;
however, in the middle quarters there was a slight loss. Somewhat
the reverse pattern evolved for the control subgroup. There were
strong gains in the two middle quarters (19.97 and 25.54), both
significant, a slight gain in the top quarter, and a slight loss in
the lowest quarter, neither significant.

The principal comparisons are between experimental subgroups
in May. The mean difference of 7.30, favoring the controls, was not
significant. Only at the second ability level was the control sub-
group mean significantly higher than the experimental subgroup mean:
18.83, t-ratio of 2.260. At the highest quarter, the experimental
subgroup mean surpassed the control subgroup mean (606.59 compared
to 591.05; t-ratio of 1.714).

Theme Rating, Second Semester

P

Overall performance. Table XXVI shows the performance on
theme in January and in May 1965 by the 365 matched pairs of students
in the First Year Group. Analysis of theme data is limited to a
comparison of the experimental subgroup and the control subgroup on
each testing occasion. The basic fact in Table XXVI is that neither
in January nor in May was there a significant mean difference between
the two subgroups. The control subgroup was somewhat ahead--the
mean differences were 0.26 (January) and 0.13 (May). Within each
subgroup, the mean for females was higher than the mean for males.
For experimentals, the mean differences were 1.33 in January and 0.52
in May. For controls, the corresponding figures were 1.01 and 0.58.
It appears that during the second semester the males, although still
significantly lower as a group, had narrowed the gap considerably.

Performance by ability quarters. One of the main functions
of the analysis by ability levels is to see whether the overall
analyses do, in fact, mask important characteristics present at
one or more ability levels. The facts for the four ability levels
presented in Table XXVII indicate that none of these levels is associ-
ated in any special way with the overall mean superiority of 0.13
held by the control over the experimental subgroup. Only in the
highest quarter was the experimental mean higher than the control
mean (by 0.40). None of the differences by ability level were sig-
nificant.
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COOP, First Year

Overall performance. Tables XXVIII and XXIX present data
for the full freshman year: September 1964 through May 1965.
These tables correspond to the series of tables for the first
semester (Tables XVI to XXI) and the series for the second semester
(Tables XXII to XXVII). Such a first semester, second semester,
and combined semester report is based on the performance of the
365 matched pairs of students in the First Year Group.

In this section, attention will be focused upon gains for
the nine-month period. On COOP, the gains in mean converted score,
reported in Table XXVIII, September to ilay, were 3.90 (experimental)
and 4.50 (control). TFor the COOP, the mean gain by the experi-
mentals was accounted for about equally by each of the two semesters
(1.91, first semester; 1.99, second semester).* For the controls,
about two-thirds of the gain for the year occurred during the first
semester (2.97 for the first semester, 1.53 for the second semester).
Gains for each subgroup were significant each semester.

The September-to-May gains for the two sexes were similar:
the smallest mean gain, 3.77, was by the experimental females; the
largest mean gain, 4.63, was by the control females. Both of these
gains were significant.

A recurring, striking aspect of the findings, the consistent
superiority of female means over male means, is seen in the
approximately three-point mean superiority in both September and
May. The reader may note from Table XXVIII that this differential
is approximately three-fourths as large as the mean freshman year
gain on COOP (3.90 and 4.50). The question, How far are the males
behind the females on COOP? might be answered by determining at
what deferred testing date the COOP mean for a representative group
of males students would be likely to equal the September COOP mean
for a representative group of female students. The answer:
apparently about seven months after September, or about March of the
freshman year. To put it another way, the males lag behind the
females by an interval of about seven months.

Performance by ability quarters by sex. Table XXIX, like
Tables VIII, XI, and XIV (pages 61, 67, and 73) contains the most
complete analysis made of the data by the investigators. It is a
breakdown, by ability quarters, subgroup, and sex. The column
headed "COOP, May minus September Mean' shows that September to May

*See Table XVI, page 77,and Table XXII, page 87,for these
data.
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gains were largest in the lowest one-quarter, and that these
relatively large gains were noted for both males and females, and

for both experimentals and controls. That is, at this point,
magnitude of gains was more a function of ability level than of
treatment or sex. In the lowest quarter, the differences between
COOP means in May and in September were of the order of six converted
score points, compared to overall mean differences of about four
converted score points.

CEEB, First Year

Overall performance. Table XXX shows that mean changes on
CEEB during the freshman year were 32.79 and -41.47, broken down as
follows:

Subgroup _ First Semester* Second Semester** Full Year
Experimental 30.14 2.65 32.79
Control 28.72 12.74 41.47

Thus the increment for the year was attributable primarily to the

first semester. Therefore, the progress reflected in the analysis

for the full year was not much greater than the progress achieved by
the end of the first semester. It appears that a fair amount of

change occurred during the first semester whether instruction was
present or not, while even the modest change during the second semester
required the presence of instruction. No explanation for this reduced
rate of gain during the second semester suggests itself to the investi-
gators. In the discussion of Table XXVIII, page 98, the investigators
pointed out that the COOP data showed a limited tendency for the change
during the first semester to be greater than the change during the
second semester.

Performance by ability quarters by sex. Table XXX indicates
that for ability levels and sexes combined, the mean gain by the
experimentals was 32.79 and by the controls 41.47. In Table XXXI, the
same September-to-May CEEB data are presented by ability levels by sex.
It is realized that as smaller groups are used for analysis, the
resulting evidence is less reliable. The intention is to identify
any suggestions of underlying facts which may be obscured by the larger

*See Table XVIII, page 81.
**See Table XXIV, page 91.
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picture. The column headed "CEEB, May minus September Mean' ]
shows that the largest gains occurred in the two lowest ability
quarters, that these gains were of similar magnitude for males
and females, experimentals and controls, and that they were all
significant. These mean advances varied from 46.59 (experimental
females, third quarter) to 63.63 (control females, third quarter).

o o

Even though there were only 17 control males in the top
one-quarter and the results are therefore subject to sampling ?
error, it is nevertheless noted that for these 17 males, there 1
was a mean decrease in CEEB performance of 35.76 (t=1.815, not
significant) from September to May. When the investigators
analyzed the performance of this group by semesters, they dis-
covered that the mean change during the first semester was
-40.00, and during the second semester +4.23.* These 17 males
happened to represent only three participating institutions.
Two of the institutions had no control males in the top one-
quarter who performed on all three testing occasions.

Theme Rating, First Year

Overall performance. According to Table XXXII, at the end :
of one full year of college the mean theme rating for the 365 ’
control students was 9.76, and for the 365 experimental students,
9.63. The difference of 0.13 was not significant; a t-test for
1 related measures yields a ratio of 0.864. When the analysis was
‘ made for the sexes separately, the results resembled those for the
combined sexes (see lines 3, 4, 5, and 6 of Table XXXII). In the
lower portion of Table XXXII is the comparison of theme ratings
by sex. The findings for the experimental subgroup are similar to
those for the control subgroup. At the outset (September 1964)
the theme mean for the females was 0.63 higher than that for the
males and at the end of the freshman year, the superiority was 0.52
for the experimental females and 0.58 for the control females. All
these differences are significant. The fact that on the theme, the
superiority of females over males was approximately the same at the
end of the freshman year as it had been at the beginning of the
year may be examined on the basis of the facts fir each of the two
semesters. A semester-by-semester analysis shows that at the ;
beginning of the first semester the female mean theme score was ]
0.63 higher than that of the males both for the experimentals and 3
for the controls. At the end of the first semester, a comparison 4
of male and female means indicates the experimental female mean

' ¥The analysis for the first and second semesters for these
17 males is derived from the computer output; it is not presented : ]
in any of the tables included in this report.
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was 1.33 higher than that of the experimental males, while the
control female mean was 1.01 above that of the control males.*
Thus, midway in the freshman year, the females exhibited a

greater superiority over the males than they did at either the
beginning or the end of the freshman year. It therefore follows
from all this that on the testing at the end of the second semester
the males performed better relative to females than at the end of
the first semester.

It was pointed out above that the obtained mean difference
of 0.13 between experimental subgroup and control subgroup (Table
XXXII) was not significant. How large a difference in means on
total theme rating in May would be significant? For the given
conditions of variability and correlation, it is possible to
develop an estimate. The standard error of the mean difference
is 0.146. Thus an obtained difference in means of 0.29 would be
required for significance. A mean difference of 0.29 would have
been present had 58 of the 365 control students received a rating
one point higher than their actual rating.

The broadness of the scoring units for total theme rating
may be noted in this connection. The distribution (N=1,978) of
total theme ratings for both matched and unmatched students who
wrote in May 1965 had a median of about 10. That is, a total theme
rating of 10 had a percentile rank of 50. Near the center of this
distribution, a shift of 1 point in theme rating is associated with
a shift of 15 points in percentile rank:

Total Theme Rating Percentile Rank
11 65
10 ‘ 50
9 35

Total Theme Rating

' September 1964 May 1965
N Mean S. D. N Mean S. D.
4,147 9.03  2.59 1,978 9.52 2.41

*See Table XX, page 84.
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Performance by ability quarters by sex. Table XXXIII
shows the theme evidence for September 1964 and May 1965, by
subgroup, by sex, by quarter. In general, there was a direct
relationship between quarters of ability (as derived from sccres
on two objective tests in September) and mean theme ratings in
May. The right-hand portion of the table indicates the difference
in means between females and males by subgroup by ability level
in May. At the top of the ability distribution, the male means were
higher than the female means--on the order of 0.40. At the center
and lower part of the ability distribution, the female means were
higher than the male means--from 0.42 to 0.83. None of the dif-
ferences in means for females and males were significant; this is
in part related to the fact that the N's were relatively small.

Two Year Sample

COOP Performance, First Semester

Overall performance. Table XXXIV contains COOP data based
on the 122 matched pairs of students who completed the entire testing
program. Performance is here reported over their first semester,
September 1964-January 1965. The control subgroup made a greater
gain than did the experimental subgroup (controls=2,59; experimentals=
1.88), though the difference in performance between the two subgroups
at the end of the semester (1.12 in favor of the controls) was iiot
quite large enough to attain significaiice (attained t=1.956, 1.98
required for significance when N=122, degrees of freedom=121).

Performance by sex. In the middle portion of Table XXXIV the
data are compared by sex: male experimentals compared with male
controls and female experimentals with female controls. The males
in the two subgroups attained about the same mean gains and end-of-
semester means. The female controls, however, ended the semester
significantly superior to the female experimentals (difference of
1.49, t=2.036).

The lower portion of Table XXXIV compares males with females
within each subgroup. Here the females show a significant superi-
ority over the males in both the experimental and the control
subgroups at the beginning of the semester, that is, in September
1964 (3.65 for experimentals, 2.79 for controls). At the end of
the first semester, the difference between males and females in the
experimental subgroup (2.24) is no longer significant, owing to the
greater gain of the males during the semester (male experimentals
2.77, female 1.37--see middle portion of the table). The female
controls maintained their significant superiority over the male
controls at the end of the first semester (3.26), having gained
slightly more than the males (2.76 to 2.30--middle of the table).
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COOP Performance, Second Semester

Overall performance. Table XXXV shows the second semester
COOP results for the same 122 matched pairs whose first semester
COOP performance was reported in the preceding table. The overall
results are similar to those of the first semester. Both experi-
mentals and controls made significant gains during the second
semester (2.59 experimentals, t=5.041; 2.32 controls, t=4.939) as
they had in the first semester. The difference in subgroup mean
of 0.85 in favor of the controls at the end of the second semester
was not significant (attained t=1.506, 1.98 required for signifi-
cance with 121 degrees of freedom).

Performance by sex. Comparison between males and females in
each of the two subgroups is presented ir the middle and lower
portions of Table XXXV. The gains made by both sexes in each sub-
group on COOP during the second semester were significant (middle
portion of table). Within the experimental subgroup, the differences
in means in favor of the females (about two points ahead in both
January and May) were not significant. Within the control subgroup,
the difference in favor of the females (about three points ahead in
both January and May) was significant.

COOP Performance, First Year

Overall performance. Table XXXVI, containing COOP results
for the 122 matched pairs who completed the testing for the project,
shows performance over the nine months from September 1964 to May
1965. The gains for both the experimental subgroup and the control
subgroup (4.47 and 4.91) are significant. The mean difference
between the performance of the two subgroups on the May testing, 0.85
in favor of the controls, is associated with a t-value of 1.506,
with 1.98 required for significance. In short, the 122 members of
the experimental subgroup performed substantially the same on COOP
as their control counterparts at the beginning and at the end of
their freshman year, despite the absence of instruction in freshman
composition for the experimental students.

Performance by sex. Essentially the same picture emerges in
subgroup comparison by sex. The experimental males made a slightly
greater gain than the control males over the nine months: 5.50 and
4.80. The between-subgroups difference in favor of the male controls
declined accordingly, from 0.93 at the beginning of the fall semester
to 0.25 at the end of the spring semester. The rounding of decimals
causes the apparent discrepancy. In the female pairs, on the other

hand, the controls increased their advantage, moving from a superiority

of 0.10 in September to a difference of 1.19 in May. All of these
May differences were significant.
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It is instructive to arrange the four mean gains, September
to May, in order of size.

Experimental Males 5.50
Control Females 4.97
Control Males 4.80
Experimental Females 3.88

It is clear that the absence of instruction did not handicap the
males on COOP, and that the experimental females exhibited the
smallest gain. The noteworthy fact is that because of the greater
gain of the males within the experimental subgroup, the mean of the
females was significantly higher than that of the males in September
(3.65), but not in May (2.03). Within the control subgroup, the
female mean exceeded the male mean significantly both in September
and in May.

COOP Performance, Second Year

Overall performance. Table XXXVII presents the performance
on COOP of the 122 persisting matched pairs who completed the May
1966 testing and compares their performance on that occasion with
their performance in May 1965. The top two lines report the per-
formance of the 122 experimentals and the 122 matched controls.
Each subgroup performed essentially the same way in May 1966 as in
May 1965 (mean declines of 0.67 for experimentals, 0.25 for
controls). Those having had instruction did not perform signifi-
cantly better on COOP than those not having instruction at the end
of either the first year or the second year.

Performance by sex. Dividing the subgroups by sex and exami~-
ning the results reveals that the males of both subgroups were
similar in their May 1965 performance (mean differences of 0.25).

On the May 1966 testing the control males showed a significant
superiority (mean difference of 3.75). This difference results from
a decline in performance by the experimental males (-2.07) coupled
with a gain by the control males (1.43).

The bottom portion of Table XXXVII contains the array of

COOP scores, May 1965 and May 1966, which shows most clearly the
relationships between males and females within experimental sub-
group and within control subgroup. In May 1965, the female mean
was 2+ points more than the male mean in both subgroups, though
this difference was significant only in the controi subgroup.

However, in May 1966 the experimental female superiority was &4+
points and the control female superiority almost disappeared.
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This situation refliects these main facts: female subgroups :
generally surpazss male subgroups; between the two Mays the experi- 4
mental males and the contiol females lost ground. In spite of the E
fact that control males were significantly superior to experimental >
males and that experimental females were significantly superior to
experimental males in May 1966, the general finding for the
sophomore year is an absence of mean gain for both the experimental
and the control subgroups.

COOP Performance, Two Academic Years

Overall performance. Performance at the beginning of the
freshman year {(September 1964) and at the end of the sophomore year
(May 1966) on COOP for the 122 matched pairs completing all project
tests is the subject of Table XXXVIYI. Over the span of two
academic years, the experimental and control subgroups show similar
g ‘ significant gains: 3.80 for the experimentals (t=4.960), 4.66
for the controls (t=7.053). A t of 1.98 is sufficient for sig-
nificance, degrees of freedem=121. The control subgroup started
slightly higher (0.41) than the experimental subgroup and gained
slightly more (0.86), but the end-of-two-year-difference (1.28)
between subgroups is not significant (discrepancy is the result of ‘
rounding). As at the end of the first year and at the end of the 4
second year, there was no significant difference in COOP scores
between those who had composition instruction and those who did
not when the two years are taken together.

i e A S

% Performance by sex. The control males out-gained the experi-
mental males over the two academic years, 6.23 to 3.43. This dif- ]
: ference in gain was great enough to provide the male controls a May
j 1966 mean significantly higher than the male experimental mean

; (difference of 3.75, attained t=2.645, 2.02 needed for significance
% with 43 degrees of freedom}.
4

] The female experimentals and controls had essentially the

§ same mean gains--4.00 and 3.78. This similarity in mean performance
; by the female experimentals and controls existed both in September
1964 and May 1966.

The lower part of Table XXXVIII shows relationships of the
sexes within each subgroup. The females were significantly
superior to the males in September 1964: experimentals 3.65 and
controls 2.79. In May 1966 the experimental females continued to A
show a significant superiority over the males (4.21) but the ;
control females did not maintain a significant superiority over ;
the control males (mean May 1966 difference=0.34). Within the 3
control subgroup the two-year mean gain by the males was 6.23, and 3
by the females 3.78.
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Summary

Tables XXXIV through XXXVIII have presented COOP data for 122
matched pairs for four segments of the first two years of college
and for the full two-year period. The general evidence concerning
mean COOP gains is summarized in the following chart:

First Semester Second Semester

Exp. Exp.
Cont. GAIN Cont. GAIN
First Academic Year Second Academic Year
Experimentals Experimentals
Controls GAIN Controls NO GAIN
Two Academic Years
Experimentals
Controls GAIN

There was a no-gain situation only during the sophomore year interval.

The main comparisons in this study deal with experimental and
control subgroups. The evidence indicates that there was no sig-
nificant difference between the scores on COOP of those who had had
instruction in composition during the freshman year and those who had
not had such instruction.

CEEB Performance, First Semester

Overall performance. Table XXXIX is the first in a series of
five tables presenting the performance on CEEB of the 122 matched
pairs who completed the entire testing program for the project. Table
XXXIX concerns the performance at the beginning and at the end
of the first semester in college, September 1964, and January 1965.
The top two lines of Table XXXIX present the performance of the
entire group of 122 pairs. Both the experimental subgroup and the
control subgroup showed a significant gain in performance during
the semester. The improvement of the control subgroup over the
semester was not as great as that of the experimental subgroup
(23.22 control, 34.86 experimental), with the result that in January
the control mean was 15.20 less than the experimental mean, accounted
for by the September disadvantage (3.56) and the smaller gain
(11.64). This shows that of the group completing two years those
not having composition instruction in the first semester scored
significantly higher on CEEB at the end of that semester than did
those having such instruction.
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Performance by sex. Significant gains were made during the
first semester by the experimental males {(351.82), the experimental
females (36.58), and the control females (31.63). The gain of the
control males (8.32) was not significant. The smaller gain by
control males resulted in a significant superiority on January per-
formance in favor of the experimental males (difference=31.43,
t=2.233). Though the experimental females gained more than the
control females (36.58 to 31.63), the difference on January means
(6.04) was not significant.

Comparison of the performance of male and female members
of the same subgroup shows a similar conclusion: that the females
were somewhat, but not significantly, superior to the males in
both subgroups in September (14.84 for experimentals, 21.69 for
controls). When January comparisons are made, experimental and
control females have increased their superiority over the corre-
sponding males, the experimentals by 4.77 and the controls by
23.31. The superiority of control females over control males in
January (45.00) was significant. That is, instruction in composi-
tion had a significantly greater effect on CEEB scores for women
than for men at the end of the first semester.

CEEB Performance, Second Semester

Overall performance. Table XL is the second in the series
presenting performance on CEEB of the 122 matched pairs completing
the full project testing program. Data in Table XL are for the
second semester, January 1965 and May 1965, test administrations.
The experimental subgroup started the semester 15.20 points higher
than the control subgroup, gained almost nothing during the semester,
and ended the semester 4.31 points lower than the control subgroup.
In contrast, the control subgroup showed a significant mean gain of
19.54. At the end of the second semester, there was no significant
difference in the overall performance on CEEB between those who
had had composition and those who had not.

Performance by sex. The mean gain of 19.54 by the control
subgroup resulted from a mean gain of 22.93 by the 44 males and
17.63 by the 78 females, both of these being significant. The mean

‘gain of 0.03 by the experimental subgroup resulted from a mean gain

of 7.00 by the males and a mean loss of 3.90 by the females. The
significant superiority of the experimental males over the control
males on CEEB in January was lost in May, though the difference
(15.50) was still in favor of the experimentals. The control
females gained slightly more than the control males, although

not enough to produce a significant difference between them.
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Comparison of the performance of males and females within
subgroups consistently shows females superior to males, with
significant superiority for control females both in January :
(45.00 points, t=2.685) and in May (39.70 points, t=2.732). g

CEEB Performance, First Year

Third in the series reporting performance on CEEB for the
122 matched pairs completing the full project testing program is ]
Table XLI, which gives the facts for the September 1964 and May 4
1965 administrations of CEEB, the beginning and the end of the ]
students' freshman year in college.

Overall performance. Examination of the data indicates :
that the experimental subgroup began the year with a slight (3.56) ]
advantage. Both subgroups made significant gains over the testing ]
period, the experimentals improving by 34.89 points (t=5.507) and 4
the controls by 42.76 points (t=6.934). Both gains were highly :
significant. The difference between the two subgroups at the end
of the second semester was slight (4.31), indicating that instruction
in composition had no significant effect on CEEB scores at the end
of the year.

Performance by sex. Within the male group, the experimentals 3
had a slightly higher mean gain than the controls: 38.82 to 31.25. 1
Within the female group, the controls had a higher mean gain than the
experimentals: 49.26 to 32.68. All four gains were significant.
At the end of the first full year, the experimental males scored
higher on CEEB than the: control males (15.50), and the control
females scored higher than the experimental females by an almost
identical amount (15.49).

Comparison by sex within subgroups shows that while the
females in both subgroups were superior to the males, the experi- ‘ :
mental females were not significantly so (8.71); the control ;
females were significantly superior (39.70). 1

CEEB Performance, Second Year ;

Overall performance. Table XLII presents the performance 1
on CEEB in May 1965 and May 1966, of the 122 matched pairs who ]
‘completed the entire testing program. In examining this table it
is important to remember that, during this second year of the study ,
(1965-66), neither the experimental subgroup nor the control sub- i
group received instruction in freshman composition. During this
twelve-month period each subgroup displayed about the same improve-
ment, and in each case the improvement was significant. It is
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noted that the mean CEEB gains during the sophomore year, on the
order of 20 points, were about half as large as the mean gains
during the freshman year (Table XLI). As in previous between-
subgroup comparisons on CEEB, neither subgroup displayed a
significant superiority on the May 1966 testing.

Performance by sex. The comparisons of males and females are
presented, as in previous tables, in two ways. In the central por-
tion of the table there is a between-subgroups comparison of males
and females. Both experimental and control males improved signi-
ficantly on CEEB during the second year; the males in the experi-
mental subgroup performed somewhat better than the males in the
control subgroup on both occasions. In contrast, the females of
the control subgroup whose gain during the sophomore year was not
significant, performed better both Mays than the females in the
experimental subgroup, whose gain was significant. None of these
mean differences between subgroups for the males or females on
either testing occasion were significant.

In comparing males and females of a given subgroup, a
noticeable dissimilarity between the subgroups is apparent. Within
the experimental subgroup, the two sexes performed in essentially
the same way in May 1965 and in May 1966, though the females dis-
played a slight advantage. Within the control subgroup, however,
the females displayed a strong advantage on both occasions. The
control females exhibited the highest mean scores of any of the
four subgroups.

CEEB Performance, Two Academic Years

Overall performance. Table XLIII compares performance
on CEEB of the 122 matched pairs who completed project testing
through May 1966. The period between tests is four semesters,
from September 1964 to May 1966--the beginning of the freshman
year to the conclusion of the sophomore year. During this period
both the experimental and contrcl subgroups made significant
improvement on CEEB. Both the experimental and control subgroups
had beginning freshman means in the 490's, had two-year gains of
about 58 points, and thus had ending sophomore means in the 550's.
The gains were significant. Between-subgroup mean differences
were not significant; composition instruction had no significant
effect on CEEB scores at the end of the second year.

Performance by sex. When the evidence is analyzed by sex
by subgroup, mean gains during the two years were roughly the same
for males as for females. These four gains varied from 51.23 for
control males to 63.05 for control females, all significant. Dif-
ferences between control and experimental males, slightly in favor
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of the experimentals both in September 1964 and May 1966 (7.93
and 17.84), were not significant. Differences between the female ;
experimentals and controls were slight. ]

When male-female performance within subgroups is examined,
the females in each subgroup are found to be superior to the males, ]
with the control females showing a significant superiority of ]
33.51 points (t=2.374) on their May 1966 means, the experimental
females showing a non-significant superiority of 9.54.

Summarz

Tables XXXIX through XLIII have presented data for 122
matched pairs of students on CEEB at each of four testing points
in the first two years of college and for the full two-year period.

4 The general data showing gains on CEEB are summafizéd’in,t%e following
: chart: Co

First Semester Second Semester

Exp. Exp. s
Cont. GAIN Cont. GAIN A
% First Academic Year Second Academic Year
- Experimentals Experimentals ;
Controls GAIN Controls GAIN f

Two Academic Years

g Experimentals
* Controls GAIN

§ As the chart indicates, gain occurred between each set of testing t
i occasions. Over no segment of time did the students in either sub- :
g group fail to make some gain in performance on CEEB.

Theme Performance, First Semester

P o oy

Theme performance for the 122 matched pairs available
through the first two college years is presented in Tables XLIV
? through XLVIII. The data for the first semester appear in Table
' XLIV. Each table contains facts about theme ratings at the
beginning and at the end of the given interval. Analysis of theme
ratings is between subgroups for each testing occasion, and not
within subgroups between two testing occasions. As has been
pointed out previously, it is not meaningful to investigate change
in theme performance over a specified interval (see page 42).

s st LSS S s
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Overall performance. In September 1964 the experimentals
and the controls had identical means--9.31, because perfect matching
on theme score rating was required. At the end of the first
semester, the control mean was 0.22 higher than the experimental
mean; this difference was not significant.

The correlation data are of interest. The matching pro-
cedures produced an r of 1.00 between the September theme ratings
of the 122 experimentals and their 122 matched controls. The r at
the end of the first semester was 0.29. This substantial decrease
in the coefficient of correlation stems from the following: the
relatively small number of rating values (the rating scale ranged
from 2 to 18), the factors of unevenness in achievement within the
matched pairs, and the unreliability present in the theme ratings.
For the two objective tests, COOP and CEEB, the between-subgroup
correlations were, in September, lower than 1.00, but in January
higher than 0.29. (additional discussions of correlation data will
be found on page 50.)

Performance by sex. The analyses by sex show that in Janu-
ary the mean for control males was higher (0.36), though not
significantly higher, than that of experimental males. Control
females were even less superior (0.12) to experimental females. In
September the mean for females was 0.38 higher than the mean for
males in both subgroups. In January, the differences were 0.99 for
the experimental subgroup and 0.76 for the control subgroup. Of
these four female-male mean differences, only the 0.99 was sig-
nificant.

Theme Performance, Second Semester

Overall performance. Table XLV contains the end-of-first-
semester theme data which were reported in the preceding Table
(XL1V) and also the end-of-second-semester theme data for the 122
pairs who finished the full project testing program. At the end
of the freshman year, the mean theme ratings for the experimental
subgroup and the control subgroup were only 0.06 apart (9.93
experimental, 9.87 control). That is, as measured in this project,
theme ratings of students finishing two years of college who had
completed freshman composition were not significantly different at
the end of two semestetrs than theme ratings of students who had had
no freshman composition. '

Performance by sex. The experimental-control similarity was
present for both the males (mean difference of 0.20 in favor of the
experimentals) and the females (mean difference of 0.00). The
disparity between the mean for females and the mean for males was
less at the end of the second semester than at the beginning of the
semester. Within the experimental subgroup, the mean difference,
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females minus males, dropped from 0.99 (which was significant), to
0.37 (which was not significant); within the control subgroup, from
0.76 to 0.57 (neither significant). Thus there is a suggestion
that at the end of the second semester the males were in a better
position relative to the females than they had been at the
beginning of that semester.

Theme Performance, First Year

Overall performance. The September and May data for the
1964-65 year in Table XLVI complete the analysis of theme per-
formance of the first two semesters. The key fact is that the
experimental subgroup and the control subgroup, which had identical
means in September and a differential of only 0.22 in the middle of
the year (Table XLV), also had near-identical means in May (dif-
ference of 0.06 in favor of experimentals).

Performance by sex. There was also close agreement between
the September data and the May data as regards the superiority of
females over males: 0.38 for both in September, 0.37 (experimentals)
and 0.57 (controls) in May. None of these differences were signifi-
cant (approximately 0.80 would be required for significance).

Theme Performance, Second Year

Overall performance. Table XLVII covers the sophomore year.
It is unique in that it represents the period during which neither
the experimental nor the control subgroup received formal instruction
in freshman composition. In May 1966 the experimental mean (9.70)
was 0.31 higher than the control mean (9.39), a difference too small
for significance, though slightly larger than the mean difference at
the end of the first year (0.06).

Performance by sex. The analysis by sex yielded results
similar to those of the total group, the experimental males scoring
0.43 over control males, experimental females C.24 over control
females. Corresponding mean differences at the end of the first
year had been 0.20 and 0.00. The most interesting disclosure of
Table XLVII is that the experimental males, who were 0.37 behind
the experimental females at the end of the freshman year, were 0.11
ahead of the experimental females at the end of the sophomore year,
and that the superiority of the control females over the control
males dropped from 0.57 at the end of the freshman year to 0.08 at
the end of the sophomore year.
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How, then, did the mean theme ratings at the end of the
sophomore year compare with those at the end of the freshman year?
First, those who had no freshman composition performed on both
occasions about as well as those who did have freshman composition.
Second, the slight superiority of females over males on theme
rating, evident at the end of the freshman year (and, on nearly all
objective tests at all testing sessions--see Tables XXXIV-XXXVIII
for COOP, Tables XXXIX-XLIII for CEEB), did not exist at the end of
the sophomore year.

Theme Performance, Two Academic Years

Table XLVIII depicts theme performance at the beginning and
at the end of the first two college years. Analyses of theme data
are always between groups as of a specified date and never within
groups between two specified dates.

Overall performance. The data in this table are very
similar to those of Table XLVII, the data for May 1966 being
identical. By May 1966 the experimental subgroup scored a little
higher (0.31), though not significantly higher than the control
subgroup; both subgroups had the same mean in September 1964.

Performance by sex. In September 1964 males and females
had identical mean theme ratings within subgroups (experimentals
each 9.07, controls each 9.45). In May 1966 experimental males
exceeded control males by a difference of 0.43; experimental
females exceeded control females by 0.24. Neither of these
differences is significant. Experimental females were 0.1l ahead
of experimental males, control females 0.08 ahead of control males.

Conclusions for the data in Table XLVIII are the same as
those for Table XLVII: after two years of college, students not
receiving instruction in freshman composition performed as well
on the theme as students who had received such instruction.
Females, who were superior to males, not significantly on theme
(0.38), significantly on objective tests, in September 1964,
were negligibly ahead (experimentals 0.11, controls 0.08) in May
1966. In September 1964 the mean theme ratings for females were
superior (not significantly) to those of males--0.38 for each
subgroup. Two academic years later, the scores of the females and
the males were even closer together.
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Summary

As the investigators do not believe the theme performances
can be legitimately examined for gains, the summary below indicates
the relative position of the subgroups of the 122 pairs who completed
the full two academic years of the investigation on theme performance
at each testing point. The following chart is based upon Tables XLIV
through XLVIII.

Beginning of First Semester End of First Semester
Exp. Exp.
Cont. SAME Cont. CONTROL HIGHER
End of Second Semester End of Fourth Semester
EXP. FXPERIMENTAL HIGHER EXP. EXPERIMENTAL HIGHER
Cont. Cont.

The difference in favor of the controls at the end of the first
semester was great enough to be significant. On the May 1965 and May ﬁ
1966 testing occasions, the difference, in favor of the experimentals,
was not significant.

SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS, AND OBSERVATIONS

Overall Findings

The present study tested the hypothesis that the writing
performance of students enrolled in a college composition sequence
is not significantly different from the writing performance of
comparable students not enrolled in a college freshman composition
course when the two subgroups have attended college for an equal
length of time. The total sample was composed of a representative
sample from each of five state universities.

Students who received instruction excelled students who had
not received instruction at the end of the first semester, and
tended to surpass them at the end of the second semester; at the
end of the fourth semester the two groups performed about the same.
The data are summarized in the tabulation below. In this presenta-
tion C signifies that the control subgroup, the students who
received instruction, had the higher obtained mean. E signifies
that the experimental subgroup, the students who did not receive
instruction, had the higher obtained mean. C* signifies that the
controls had a significant superiority, E* that the experimentals
had a significant superiority.
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January 1965 May 1965 May 1966

Number of (end of 1st (end of 2nd (end of 4th
Test Matched Pairs  Semester) Semester) Semester
COOP ’ 597 C*
CEEB 597 C
Theme 597 C*
coop 365 C* C*
CEEB 365 E C
Theme 365 C C
coorp 122 C C C
CEEB 122 E C E
Theme 122 C E E

It is evident that at the end of the first semester the 597
students who had received instruction in freshman composition per-
formed significantly better than those who had not--on COOP and Theme
performance. At the end of the second semester, the 365 control
students performed significantly better than their experimental
matches on COOP, but essentially the same on CEEB and theme. In May
1966 the 122 control students and their experimental matches per-
formed in essentially the same way.

Experimental and control subgroups were compared 18 times.
These facts concerning the performance of the subgroups may be
summarized both from the point of view of the number of times a
given subgroup excelled the other and from the point of view of the
performance of the subgroups on each of the three test instruments.
Summarizing first from the point of view of the number of times one
subgroup excelled the other:

l. 1In the 18 comparisons, 4 showed a significant difference
between the subgroups, in all 4 the control subgroup excelled.

2. 1In the 14 comparisons which did not reveal a significant dif-
ference between the two subgroups, the higher obtained mean was

achieved 9 times by the controls and 5 times by the experimentals.

3. At no testing point was there a significant difference between
the subgroups (122 pairs) who completed two years of college.

The controls attained a superiority in observed mean 5 times, the

experimental subgroup 4 times.

Summarizing next in terms of the performance of the subgroups
on the testing instruments employed:




1. COOP - The control subgroup mean was significantly higher
than the experimental subgroup mean in 3 comparisons and
somewhat higher in 3 comparisons.

2. CEEB -'In none of the 6 comparisons was there a significant
‘difference between the means of the two subgroups: the
obtained means favored each subgroup 3 times.

3. Theme'- The control subgroup mean was significantly higher
once. On the other 5 occasions, the obtained mean favored
the controls 3 times and the experimentals twice.

In terms of testing instruments, then, COOP yielded superiority for
the controls; the theme, if it favored either subgroup, favored the
controls; the CEEB evidence suggested essential similarity between
the control  subgroup and the experimental subgroup. In general,
COOP denied  the hypothesis, the theme leaned slightly toward denial,
and CEEB'neither confirmed nor denied the hypothesis. "

Do college students who have had formal course work in freshman
English composition perform better on tests related to writing than
comparable students who have not had the formal course work? Evidence
of performance-on the tests used in this study has shown that the
answer at' the end of -the first semester is "Yes," at the end of the
'second semester, a qualified "Yes," and at the end of the fourth
semester, “No."  The two subgroups of students who finished the two
years appear to-be substantially equal.

The design of this study has combined' the performance of students
from-several universities, each of which had a freshman program some-
what different from each of the others. At each university, members of
the control subgroup received their instruction from several different
instructors. Each instructor interpreted-the official syllabus of his
institution in his own way.' None of the evaluative instruments employed
‘in‘ this study was attuned to a particular instructor or a particular
university. - Thus such differences as appear between controi and experi-
mental subgroups reflect the common elements which are present independently
of the unique’ standards and qualities stressed in a particular program
or class. Because the obtained differences are based on such common
elements, they constitute only a partial basis for evaluating a program
at one of the cooperating universities.

Findings by Sex

In both the Interim Report and the present study, the
investigators have been interested in the relationship between
sex of students and their performance on tests related to compo-
sition. The investigators' belief that there is such a
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relationship influenced the matching procedures, which employed

sex as one of the criteria for matching students. Throughout the
present report, except when numbers were so small that a division
by sex would have led to confusion, performance has been reported
both for total subgroups and for the male and female components

of those subgroups. The present discussion summarizes the findings
concerning performance by sex.

_Superiority of female performance. It is useful at the
outset to examine the distribution of performance on a national
test, as it was in terms of such a distribution that the samples
were selected. Data are at hand showing the performance of a
normative sample of 882,080 high school seniors, and of 703 fresh-
man males and 1,075 freshman females enrclled at the University of
Northern Iowa in the fall of 1966. As described on page 39, the
selection of students for the current investigation was in terms
of distributions of scores on American College Testing Program, a
separate distribution for each sex. The following tabulation is
an illustration of the differences among the three distributions
of ACT scores.

Percentile
Rank National Percentile Percentile
College-Bound Rank, UNI Rank, UNI
ACT English High School Freshman Males Freshman Females
Standard Score Seniors N N=703 _ N=1,075
33 99
31 99 99
30 99 99 98
24 81 76 56
21 59 43 22
14 13 3 0
11 5 0 0

Among the illustrative standard scores included are, for the females,
the highest score (33), the lowest score (14), and the score half-
way between (24), not necessarily the median. For the males, the
highest standard score was 30, the lowest 11, and the score half-way
between, 21. The superiority of the female is clear when one notes
that the middle female score (24) has a percentile rank of 56 in the
UNI female score distribution, and of 76 in the UNI male distribution.
The middle score of the male range, 21, has a corresponding percentile
rank of 43 in the UNI male distribution and 22 in the UNI female
distribution. In short, the typical male performs less well on the
ACT English test than does the typical female.

The differences in performance of males and females illustrated
in the tabulation above are reflected in the male-female performance
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of the 1,040 matched pairs (422 malas, 618 females), from the
cooperating universities in September 1964, the outset of the
study. The performance by sex, and the t-ratios for differences
in mean performances, are shown below.

Female
Subgroup N Sex Variable Mean S. D. minus Male t-Ratio d.f.

Exp. 422 M coopP 159.12 7.55
4.16 8.877* 1,038

Exp. 618 F coopP 163.28 7.32

Cont. 422 M CooP 159.07 7.48
4.30 9.307* 1,038

Cont. 618 F CcooP 163.37 7.19

Exp. 422 M CEEB 445.83 85.41
44 .11 8.368*% 1,038

Exp. 618 F CEEB 489.94 81.99

Cont. 422 M CEEB 446.67 85.01
: 42.84 8.170* 1,038

Cont. 618 F CEEB 489.51 81.52

Exp. 422 M Theme 8.37 2.26
1.05 7.688% 1,038

Exp. 618 F Theme 5.42 2.09

Cont. 422 M Theme 8.37 2.26
1.05 7.688% 1,038

Cont. 618 F Theme 9.42 2.09

*Significant at 0.01 level (two-tailed test).

The superiority of females reflected in the above tabulation
may at first glance seem at variance with conclusions reached by
other investigators. In an attempt to probe the male-female per-
formance in writing, the investigators examined the studies of Hunt
(1965), Riling (1965), O'Donnell and Griffin (1967), and Loban (1966).
All of these are studies of the development of syntactic control in
children. The authors comment, directly or indirectly, on the dif-
ferences in performance between males and females. Hunt indirectly,
and O'Donnell and Griffin directly, indicate that though males are
initially at a disadvantage, the '"gap" closes as the students grow
older. After indicating that "In writing, . . . , girls in Grades
3 and 5 appeared to be superior to boys" (p. 96), O'Donnell and
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Griffin state that "In the seventh grade . . . the relative

positions cf the sexes were clearly reversed on the scales taken

to indicate syntactic skill." {p. 96). Hunt's tabulations of

: T-units shorter than nine words and longer than twenty words

} 3 (pp. 28 and 31) would support somewhat the same conclusion, as

b at the eighth and twelfth grade levels the boys write fewer T-

o ] units shorter than nine words than do the girls, and at the twelfth
ﬂ grade level they write more T-units longer than twenty words than

do the girls. The number of words per T-unit is used by Hunt as an

] index of maturity in writing.

Riling (p. 87) and Loban (p. 90), on the other hand, assert

that the best boys do better than the best girls, but clearly
imply that in general the boys do worse than the girls, and that
the worst boys are worse than the worst girls. In an attempt to
check on the latter point, the present inves:igators examined per-

E formance on COOP of 4,190 students for whom data were available in

4 the present study (see discussion, Table VIII, page 60). The

1 investigators stated ". . . that only at the top edge of the distri-
bution (the top 2 percent) do males equal or excel females. At the
bottom edge of the distribution the reverse is true; the male group
falls below the females.”" (p. 62). This conclusion is supported by
examination of the quarters-by-sex tables for the test instruments
(Tables VII, p. 59; XI, p. 67; XIV, p. 73; XXIX, p. 99; XXXI, p. 102;
XXXIII, p. 107. These tables show, both in the means for the males
and in the means for the females, and in the proportion of each sex
in the top and the bottom quarters, that the male distribution tends
to the lower quarters, the female to the higher quarters. In short,
the statements by Riling and Loban are consistent with the findings
of this study--that while the very best writer, or performer on tests
related to writing, may be a male, the mean of the males is lower
than the mean of the females.

It is important, also, to remember that the O0'Donnell and
Griffin, Hunt, Riling, and Loban studies concerned the syntactic
virtuosity of the children studied. That is, the investigators
inquired into the kinds of syntactic structures the students
employed. It is on such measures that they estimate the linguistic
maturity of their subjects. In the present study, such matters were
hardly noticed. Neither the objective tests nor the theme evalu-
ations involved analyses of sentence structure, T-units, or other
syntactically defined linguistic entities. It is not possible to
compare the two kinds of studies in any direct way. One may theorize
that the readers of the compositions in the present study reacted
in some degree to the syntactical resourcefulness displayed in the
papers. However, the degree to which such resourcefulness, or par-
ticular manifestations of such resourcefulness, influenced the
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readers' decisions is, of course, unknown. For the most part, the 5
readers were probably not aware of the syntactic elements in the ]
papers. i

The relationship of male to female means presented in the k
various tables throughout this study is summarized in the fol- |
lowing tabular representation, irn which F stands for a female mean
not significantly greater than a male mean, an M a male mean not -
significantly greater than a female ..ean, and an F* or M* a sig-
nificant difference.

Sept. 1964 Jan. 1965 May 1965 May 1966
Test N Pairs® M/F Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont.

CooP 597 470/724 F*  F* F* F*

CEEB 597 470/724 F F F F

Theme 597 470/724 F*  F* F* 'F*

COOP 365 268/462 F* F* F* F* F* F*

CEEB 365 268/462 F* F* F* F* F* F* ]
Theme 365 268/462 F* F* F* F* F* F*

COOP 122 88/156 F* F* F F# F F* F* F

CEEB 122 88/156 F F F F* F F* F F*

Theme 122 88/156 F F F* F F F M F

4The reader should remember that each succeeding N represents the
persisting members of the preceding N.

In the 54 comparisons presented, males out-performed females
or. one occasion and the females were significantly superior on 35--
the males were never significantly superior. Thus females performed
significantly better than males on nearly two-thirds of the testing
occasions. The control females were significantly superior on 19
occasions. There is therefore little doubt that in the population
studied, the females were superior on tests related to writing
ability. Twenty-six of the 30 comparisons made through May 1965
show the females significantly above the males. In the group which
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completed testing through January 1965 (N=597 pairs), the females
were significantly superior on all theme and COOP comparisons,
superior by an amount short of significance on CEEB only.

Gains by sex. The summary presented above indicates that,
whatever may be the situations at the extremes of test score
distributions, the mean performance of females is consistently
superior' to that of males in the group which persists through the
first year of college. Do the males ever 'catch up"? The evidence
to answer that question is apparently not in, but there is a
suggestion in the performance of the 88 males and 156 females who
completed testing through the second year of college. Though their
performance does not disclose male superiority, there is a slight
indication that female superiority is decreasing, as the experi-
mental males on the May 1966 theme attained a mean somewhat, but
not significantly, greater than the female mean. Of the 24 com-
parisons presented for these 244 students, 9 show the females
significantly superior, none shows the males significantly superior.
Whether this trend would continue, and whether it indicates a
leveling of performance or the persistence of the better male pairs
would be difficult to say. Another possibility might be a difference
in males and females in response to the test situation. In any
event, one may firmly conclude by reiterating a statement made in
the Interim Report ". . . that in investigations concerning compe-
tence in composition the ratio between sexes must be takan into
account in the groups whose performance is being studied.” (p. 65).

Thus far all comparisons of male and female performance
reflect the relationship between the sexes on specific testing
occasions. They may be summarized by saying that the mean of the )
females was superior at the beginning of the freshman year and
remained so during the freshman year. A different question is
whether one sex appears to benefit from instruction more than the
other. The tabulation below presents a summary of the gains on
the objective tests for the 365 pairs completing the first full
year of the study. Asterisks indicate significant mean gains.

The difference between male and female performance on themes is
included only for completeness (the reason for this has been dis-
cussed on page 42). In the theme portion of the tabulation,
asterisks represent significant differences between male and female
means on theme performance as of the testing date.
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Test Subgroup Sex N Sept.-Jan. Mean Gain Jan.-May Mean Gain

COOP  Exp. M 134 2.26% 1.87%
CoopP Exp. F 231 1.71% 2.06%
coop Cont. M 134 2.68% 1.60%
coop Cont. F 231 3.14% 1.49%
CEEB Exp. M 134 26.97% 7.01
CEEB Exp. F 231 31.98% 0.13
CEEB Cont. M 134 20.52% 13.40%
CEEB Cont. F 231 33.48% 12.36%
Diff. in Mean Diff. in Mean
Jan. Theme (F-M) May Theme (F-M)
Theme  Exp. M 134 9.11 9.30
Theme  Exp. F 231 10.44 1.33*% (F) 9.82 0.52% (F)
Theme Cont. M 134 9.57 9.39 N
Theme Cont. F 231 10.58 1.01* (F) 9.97 0.58* (F)

On COOP both sexes in both subgroups made significant mean
gains both semesters. During the first semester the experimental
males gained slightly more than the experimental females; during the
second semester the experimental females gained slightly more than
the experimental males. Among the controls, the situation was
reversed.

On CEEB significant mean gains were achieved by the
control males and females both semesters, but by the experimental
males and females only the first semester. As with COOP, there was
inconclusive evidence concerning the possible superiority of one sex
over the other in gains.

Theme performance. On theme performance, the females
scored means significantly greater than those of the males both
in January and in May of the freshman year. Following are
summary statements concerning sex and performance on tests related
to competence in written composition:

1. Though the best performance may be by a male, the
mean of female performances is consistently higher,
frequently significantly higher, than the mean for
males.
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This being true, in investigations concerning student
performance on tests related to composition the percentage
of males to females must be taken into account.

3. The disparity of performance between the sexes in tests
. assessing ability in composition persists at least through
] the sophomore year of college, with the possible excep-
] tion of actual writing performance.

] Performance by ability quarters, by sex. It is informative
F - - to examine performance by ability quarters, and within quarters,

1 by sex. Performance on each of the three testing instruments is
first discussed separately, followed by a summary statement.

l. COOP - For the 597 matched pairs of students who completed
the first semester, analysis of the January 1965 COOP
scores for the two subgroups showed that the control mean
was significantly higher than the experimental mean. An

] analysis by quarters of ability showed that at all four

] ability levels the control mean surpassed the experimental

3 mean, significantly so at the second highest level. When

E the means for males and females within treatments were

] compared at each ability level, it was found that in the

highest and lowest levels the female mean exceeded the

male mean. The COOP data by ability level did not reveal
any instances of superiority of experimentals over controls
or of males over females.

2. CEEB - On CEEB, the evidence for the 597 matched pairs
showed similar January means for the experimental sub-
group and the control subgroup in terms of the score
scale involved. The noticeable exception to the overall
evidence was in the lowest quarter, in which the control
mean was significantly higher than the experimental mean.
The analysis by sex by ability quarters showed that the
control females surpassed the control males significantly

B in the top quarter, and the experimental females sur-

] : passed the experimental males significantly in the lowest
L quarter. In each of the two middle quarters, the females 4
and males were about equal. 1

3. Theme - On the theme, a significant mean difference
favoring the controls was found at the end of the first
semester in the comparison for the complete subgroups and .
in the comparison for the lowest quarter. 1In the top ”
quarter and the third quarter, the subgroup means were
basically the same. The general finding concerning males

143




ctosz ok bl R L 2 i 2 SN Ty ARt e i 5t e Tl AN TEI R AR T« 2 511
kot s AN S AR DAL e 50 s - tresgemmei

and females was that the females definitely excelled in
the lowest two quarters, more so within the experimental
subgroup than within the control subgroup.

Summary - If one looks at the analysis by sex and by

ability levels of the evidence on the three testing instru-
ments, the lowest quarter in ability seems to be unique.
Here is to be found the most frequently recurring indication
that control subgroup means are higher than experimental
subgroup means and that female means are higher than male
means.

This summarization has been based upon data through the
first semester. It is for this sample of 597 matched pairs,
the largest sample available for this purpose, that it is
most defensible to utilize the finer analyses by ability
and sex.

Number of Students

The amount of difference between treatments in treatments
studies in college freshman composition is almost certain to be
small. Students are in their twenty-fifth and twenty-sixth semes-
ters of instruction in composition, having begun learning to write
in the first grade. It is characteristic in situations in which
instruction has been carried on over an extended period of time
that the greatest change occurs early in the instruction, with the
curve flattening out as instruction continues. With composition,
rapid increases occur at the fifth and the seventh grade (cf.
0'Donnell, p. 90). Though the O'Donnell study does not extend
beyond the seventh grade, data in Hunt (p. 37) suggest that the
mean improvement each year from the fourth to the twelfth grade is
about 5 percent. Braddock (p. 7) gives the same figure.

The test for statistical significance is an estimate of the
probability that the difference which is observed is so small as
to be attributable to chance, or so large as to be attributable to
instruction, or instruction plus maturation. Significance at the
5 percent level says that the difference observed would be likely
to occur by chance only five times in one hundred if the given
research were replicated. In working with probabilities, the
chance that a given mean difference will be significant is greater
for a large sample than for a small one. As may be seen from the

discussion in this report (see discussion of first COOP table, p. 54),

the chances of attaining a significant difference increase dramati-
cally with an increase in the size of the experimental sample.
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Thus when an investigator anticipates a small difference
at best, a large sample is almost mandatory. In the opinion of
the investigators, at least 100 pairs should be involved. It was
partly to attain a larger sample that the investigators included
other universities in the present study.

Matched Pairs

Particularly if an investigator is to follow college students
beyond a single semester, the matched pairs design has the advantage
of assuring continued comparability of the experimental and control
subgroups. Students withdraw from college for many different
reasons. The greater the number of academic terms (quarters or
semesters) over which an experiment runs, the greater the number
of students who will leave. The matched pairs design assures that
such departures will not result in disparate subgroups. Particularly
in regard to the importance of male-female differences in composition
performance (see pp.167-168) differing proportions of men and women
in the subgroups studied could easlly distort results.

Another advantage of the matched pairs design (if students
are matched exactly on one of the evaluative instruments) is that it
permits a check on some of the computer programs developed to produce
the statistical summaries and analyses. For example, in the present
study an error on one of the computer runs occurred in the calculation
of the t-ratios, used to test the significance of the difference
between the experimental and control subgroup means. Had the pairs
not been matched exactly on theme score, the error might have gone
unnoticed. Similarly, the correlation coefficients between scores
earned on two administrations of one of the objective tests were
suspiciously low. Inspection of the data revealed that some of the
scores had been aligned erroneously--Student A's score was assigned
to Student B--and this had produced the low correlation coefficient.
The ease with which such internal checks may be made certainly
recommends the matched pairs design. Both of these checks on the
accuracy of the data would have been difficult or impossible 1in a
covariance design; both were easily made with the matched pairs
design.

A further characteristic of the matched pairs design 1is that
it permits the calculation of correlations between the subgroups.
These across-subgroup correlations are, of course, essential for
some of the analyses.

Thus, though the matched pairs design increases the rate of

attrition, the investigators feel that the increased ease in making
comparisons, in maintaining the similarity of the groups on the
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matching characteristics, and in detecting errors more than
compensates for the difficulties. A more extensive presentation
of the considerations which led to the employment of the matched
pairs design is in Appendix B.

Themes as Tests

Though themes are properly used as evaluative instruments
in research in composition, their use creates problems. Braddock
(1963, pp. 6-15) discusses these problems at length and makes
recommendations coricerning ways of attempting to meliorate them.
The present investigators, now completing their third treatments
study, also have recommendations.

The central problem in using themes as evaluative instru-
ments is that they do not lend themselves either to useful
quantification or to consistent evaluation. To quantify demerits--
for misspelling, for poor reference, for anemic development--will
provide numbers which may then be manipulated, thus giving an
impression of certainty and objectivity. But it is an illusion.

The fact is that themes are primarily aesthetic objects, and
Judgments concerning them are aesthetic judgments. Each theme

1s unique; each judgment is to a considerable degree an expression
of personal preference. Though themes may nonetheless be used in
treatments research, the uniqueness of each theme and the large
degree of subjectivity in the rating, force great care in evaluating
procedures. In terms of these and other considerations, we make the
following recommendations:

1. Students, or groups, should be matched exactly on sex.
The present study demonstrates that among college fresh-
men, females as a group score higher on both objective
and subjective tests of writing than do males. Failure
to match on sex may easily lead to erroneous conclusions.

2. Since themes are unique aesthetic objects, they are
influenced to some degree by the conditions under which
they are produced. Performances on different testing
occasions--such as at the beginning and at the end of a
semester--should not be compared. Gain (change) scores
are likely to be more misleading than enlightening. Rather,
the students should be matched exactly on the evaluation of
their initial performance, and compared on the second
performance.

Thus the second recommendation is that subgroups be matched
on theme performance at the beginning of the study, and that
the effectiveness of the treatment be assessed in terms of
performance at the conclusion of the study.
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3. The third recommendation is that only one topic be used
for each test theme. Though it is true that some students
will not do their best on the topic, it is also true that
others will. The only way to provide more than one per-
formance is to provide a different topic, and since the
investigators believe each topic is unique, it seems better
to assume that, as a group, the performance on one theme
would be the same as the performance, as a group, on a
second theme.* A corollary of this recommendation is that
readers should evaluate only one topic at a time.

4. In treatments studies within a university, re ders should
follow an analytic procedure based upon the aspects or
elements of composition stressed in the course. The deter-
mination of the efficacy of each treatment in producing the
desired writing behavior is the goal of treatments research
in composition. '"The desired writing behavior' needs to be
clearly defined and understood by the evaluators.

5. Testing conditions should be the same for both the experi-
mental and the control subgroups. Not similar; the same.
The best arrangement is for all participants in the study
to write at the same time in the same room.

6. In a general investigation, such as the present one, in
which the question is whether two samples of students drawn
from five universities with five different composition
programs perform differently when one sample has received
instruction and the other has not, the theme evaluation
must be general--wholistic--rather than analytical.
(Recommendation 4 refers to a specific course in a single
institution, in which different procedures for attaining
the same specific goals are being investigated.)

*Braddock advocates the use of two themes on each testing
occasion, the better performance for each student to be used in the
comparison, and a choice of topics. When the University of Iowa
accepted the invitation to become a part of this study, Dr. Braddock
requested and was granted permission to apply to the USOE for a
separate grant. The grant was forthcoming. Using themes written for
the present study in September 1964 and May 1966, together with
separate themes written for him, by the same students, on each of
those dates, Braddock made a comparison using the better theme by each
student on each date. The study, Evaluation of College-Level Instruc-
tion in Freshman Composition: Part II, is complete and may be obtained
by writing to Richard Braddock, Rhetoric Program, University of Iowa.
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RECOMMENDAT IONS

A characteristic of our research which was both a strength

and a complication was the presence of multiple criteria. Three
tests were employed, and these were administered at three different
junctures in the students' first two college years. Furthermore,
data were analyzed for both a constant N over the three testing
occasions and for the maximum N on each testing occasion. The
results, therefore, are not represented by a single, quantitative
index. Instead, there are 18 sub-comparisons. The findings are
not consistent among these. An inevitable characteristic of
longitudinal research is some attrition of sample members. It was
beyond the scope of the investigation to study directly the

participants who dropped out at successive stages.

as overall scholastic averages, majors, and grades in specific
courses might or might not have been useful in harmonizing the
findings in the 18 comparisonms.

With full realization of the complexities and the difficulty

of arriving at a definitive interpretation of the evidence, the
investigators offer some rather definite recommendations.

l.

2.

The investigators do nct recommend the elimination of freshman
English composition at this time.

Data from this study suggest that required freshman
composition as it was taught in the participating state
universities during the period of this study had a
definite effect on performance of the students tested

at the end of the first semester, a less definite effect
at the end of the second semester, and no effect at the
end of the fourth semester. Because there was some
evidence of superiority favoring those with composition
instruction at two testing periods, the investigators

do not recommend the elimination of freshman composition.

The investigators recommend that if the course is continued as
a requirement, innovative practices be tried and their value
assessed.

The data do not strongly support the types of composition
programs studied in this report; the investigators

recommend further studies exploring the results of
instruction centered on the new rhetorics, the new grammars,
the production of films as stimulants to writing, small
group instruction, individual instruction, speaking as a
base for writing, and similar techniques which have been
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developed since the inception of the present study,
to see if such approaches might be effective.

3. Course objectives in freshman compcsition should be stated
in the most specific terms possible.

"Improvement in writing' is a vague goal to set for the
freshman course. It is particularly vague in view of
the fact that the amount of improvement which may be
expected, in the twenty-fifth and twenty-sixth semesters
‘ of the students' exposure tc some kind of instruction in
o writing, is very small. In such a situation, one must
specify "improvement'" very carefully.

] 4. The present study contains basic information on test per-

E § formance for a group of students who had proceeded through
E ] one, two, and four semesters of college without direct
instruction in freshman composition. These data constitute
a bench mark against which the performance of other groups
~an be compared. The investigators recommend such use.

The investigators reccmmend that institutional norms and
national norms for tests designed to measure performance in
writing be set up for males and females separately. Results
of research which does not separate male and female per-
formance should be interpreted with care.
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APPENDIX A

Theme Topics and Instructions

The principles followed in selecting topics, the use of a
single topic on each test administration, and the equivalence
of topics actually employed need to be discussed briefly.

Three criteria were established in selecting topics for
the theme tests: the topic must be of a middle level of
abstraction, it must be related to the students' experience, and
it must call for an individual rather than a stock response. A
middle level of abstraction avoided favoring either the students
who were skillful in exploring general principles or the
studenty who happened to-have special knowledge related to a
specific topic. A topic related to the students' experience and
knowledge allowed them to support and illustrate their general
statements with particulars readily available to them. A topic
calling for an individual rather than a stock response provided
a test of the students' ability to establish and support an
original thesis.

The use of a single topic rather than a choice among several
topics on each testing occasion avoided the introduction of an
additional variable whose influence would be difficult to estimate.
Such a restriction seemed justified by the fact that the
students' performance as individuals was not under investigation.
There is no reason to believe that if the students had had a
choice of topics, comparison of their group performance would
have been different from that resulting from a single topic.

Equivalence of topics across testing occasions was not
vital, as students' change scores on theme performance were not
considered in the conclusions in this study. Though it was
hoped that the topics used would be comparable to one another,
any lack of similarity which may be present cannot be used
meaningfully in speculation about the results achieved. The
subgroups were compared with one another on their performance
at each testing occasion. Changes from occasion to occasion
within subgroups were not investigated.

155




On the following pages are the instructions and theme
topics for the various testing sessions. The complete
instruction sheets, with places for the readers' ratings, the
name and number of the student, and the like have not been
reproduced as these details are irrelevant and reproduction
difficult. It should be noted, however, that the original
instruction sheets were sc arranged that the graders could
learn neither the student's name nor the date on which the
paper was written, and the second reader could not see the
rating given the paper by the first reader.
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(Theme Instructions for September 1964)

THEME INSTRUCTIONS

The paper which you are about to write will be judged on your
success in presenting your thoughts in a clear, unified, well-
organized manner, observing the conventions of standard written
English. You should think about the topic until you have deter-
mined what idea you want to convey to the reader and the general
procedure you will follow in doing so. Then you may write your
paper. Do not hesitate to make a brief outline if you desire to
do so (use the back of this sheet). An outline is not required.

You should write as neatly and legibly as you can, but you should
not hesitate to make changes between the lines if you believe
them to be necessary. You do not have to copy the paper over.

WRITE ON ONE SIDE OF THE PAPER ONLY. If you need more paper,
ask for it.

Begin on the third line of the first sheet, and WRITE ON EVERY
LINE THEREAFTER.

You must write with INK or BALL-POINT PEN.

Be certain to write your STUDENT NUMBER in each of the blanks
(two at the top, one at the bottom) provided for it on this
sheet, and in the upper right-hand corner of each page of
your theme.

Turn in all of the paper given to you.

You must stay at least one hour and fifteen minutes.

LENGTH: 300 - 500 words.

TOPIC

Today a young man who wears a beard or a girl who prefers slacks to
skirts has difficulty in finding employment in most work which serves
the public. Changes in fashion are announced one day und adopted

the next. In business, promotions are made with great emphasis upon
how well an individual meets the ''image' the employer wishes to
create. In school, those who do as they are told and give the answers
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expected of them are rated high by many of the faculty; those who
do what "everyone else' does are popular with the students.

Now consider a famous quotation: 'Whoso would be a man must be a
non-conformist."

Relate the material in the opening paragraph to the quotation,

indicating whether, on the basis of your observation and experience,
you feel the idea expressed in the quotation is true.
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(Theme Instructions for January 1965)

THEME INSTRUCTIONS

The paper which you are about to write will be judged on your
success in presenting your thoughts in a clear, unified, well-
organized manner, observing the conventions of standard written
English. You should think about the topic until you have deter-
mined what idea you want to convey to the reader and the general
procedure you will follow in doing so. Then you may write your
paper. Do not hesitate to make a brief outline if you desire

to do so (use the back of this sheet). An outline is not required.

You should write as neatly and legibly as you can, but you should
not hesitate to make changes between the lines if you believe
them to be necessary. You do not have to copy the paper over.

WRITE ON ONE SIDE OF THE PAPER ONLY. If you need more paper,
ask for it.

Begin on the third line of the first sheet, and WRITE ON EVERY
LINE THEREAFTER.

You must write with INK or BALL-POINT PEN.

Be certain to write your STUDENT NUMBER in the blank provided
at the top of this instruction sheet in the upper left-hand
corner under the Total Score box. It should also be written
on each page of your theme. Do NOT write your name, or the
name of your school, in any place other than the blank provided
at the bottom of this sheet.

Turn in all of the paper given to you.
You must stay at least one hour and fifteen minutes.
LENGTH: 300 - 500 words.

TOPIC

In the United States, popular entertainment reflects the ideals

of the great middle class of people. For example, we seldom see or

read of a young couple struggling to make ends meet, of psychological

problems that cannot be resolved, of the blood that accompanies
violent death, of the horrors of war, or of the wearing routine of

life day in and day out.

On the contrary, no problem is too complex

for solution, no disaster occurs to the Good, no reward to the Bad.
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It is hardly too much to say that most young people in the United
States form their expectation of their lives as adults from the
distorted image presented by television, movies, and books rather

than from their observations of the lives of the adults about
them.,

Reflect upon these statements and determine whether you agree
or disagree with them or feel that they should be modified in some
way. Then write a paper indicating the manner in which your

experience and knowledge have led you to the conclusion you have
reached.
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(Theme Instructions for May 1965)

THEME INSTRUCTIONS

1. The paper which you are about to write will be judged on your
success in presenting your thoughts in a clear, unified, well-
organized manner, observing the conventions of standard written
English. You should think about the topic until you have deter-
mined what idea you want to convey to the reader and the genzral
procedure you will follow in doing so. Then you may write your
paper. Do not hesitate to make a brief outline if you desire to
do so (use the back of this sheet). An outline is not required.

2. You should write as neatly and legibly as you can, but you
should not hesitate to make changes between the lines if you
believe them to be necessary. You do not have to copy the paper
over.

3. WRITE ON ONE SIDE OF THE PAPER ONLY. If you need more paper,
ask for it.

4. Begin on the third line of the first sheet, and WRITE ON EVERY
LINE THEREAFTER.

5. You must write with INK or BALL-POINT PEN.

6. Be certain to write your STUDENT NUMBER in the blank provided
at the top of this instruction sheet in the upper left-hand
corner under the Total Score box. It should also be written on
each page of your theme. Do NOT write your name, or the name
of your school, in any place other than the blank provided at
the bottom of this sheet.

‘7. Turn in all of the paper given to you.
8. You must stay at least one hour and fifteen minutes.

9. LENGTH: ‘300 - 500 words.

TOPIC

As society becomes increasingly complex, the number of people upon
whom we are dependent increases. Daniel Boone killed a bear and

ate it. When we buy steak, we purchase the services of the person
who produced the animal, the person who fattened it, the person who
took it to market, the packing company which bought it, slaughtered
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it, and dressed it, the trvcker who transported it to the store
from which we bought it, and, of course, the grocer himself. Each
person must do his part if we are to have the steak. Even this
Picture is greatly over-simplified. There are, for example, the
gasoline which fueled the truck and the truck itself. Considering
the interdependence illustrated by the story of the steak, how free
are we to guide our own lives? Are we liberated from stalking,
killing, skinning, and cleaning our dinner, or are we robbed of
our independence? Can we say, as Henley did, "I am the master of
my fate, /I am the captain of my soul"? Does modern technology
liberate us or dominate us? Present your opinion, based upon your
knowledge, observation, and experience.
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(Theme Instructions for May 1966)

- THEME INSTRUCTIONS

The paper which you are about to write will be judged on your
success in presenting your thoughts in a clear, unified, well-
organized manner, observing the conventions of standard written
English. You should think about the topic until you have deter-
mined what idea you want to convey to the reader and the general
procedure you will follow in doing so. Then you may write your
paper. Do not hesitate to make a brief outline if you desire to

do so (use the back of this sheet). An outline is not required.

You should write as neatly and legibly as you can, but you should
not hesitate to make changes between the lines if you believe them

to be necessary. You do not have to copy the paper over.

WRITE ON ONE SIDE OF THE PAPER ONLY. If you need more paper,
ask for it.

Begin on the third line of the first sheet, and WRITE ON EVERY
LINE THEREAFTER.

You must write with INK or BALL-POINT PEN.

Be certain to write your STUDENT NUMBER in the blank provided
at the top of this instruction sheet in the upper left-hand
corner under the Total Score box. It should also be written
on each page of your theme. Do NOT write your name, or the

‘name of your school, in any place other than the blank provided

at the bottom of this sheet.

Turn in all of the paper given to you.

You must stay at least one hour and fifteen minutes.
LENGTH: 300 - 500 words.

TOPIC

.

Conventional is a word frequently used to refer to customary

attitudes, beliefs or actions. In the United States it is a
convention for men to be clean-shaven, women to wear a certain
amount of make-up, boys to be interested in sports, and girls to
be interested in becoming wives and mothers. A person who is
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unconventional in some way departs from the conventions of action
or belief of the society of which he is a part.

With this explanation in mind, discuss the following statement:

"Convention is society's safeguard, but also its potential
executioner." To what extent and in what ways do you agree with
this statement? Use examples and details from your knowledge and
experience to support your conclusion.
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APPENDIX B

Choice of Experimental Design

In planning research, some of the most complex questions
are concerned with the choice of experimental design. The
questions are both theoretical and functional. These two kinds
of consideration come together when one finally must decide the
best way, under the circumstances in which a given study will
be made, to collect and analyze data for meaningful samples of
students. In the present study, three circumstances dictated the
choice of a matched pairs design.

The first circumstance was the college administration's
stipulation that students who were to receive the experimental
treatment be informed of the fact prior to their registration.
It seemed essential that such students, their parents, and the
faculty advisors be given advance information about the purpose
of the research and its impact on them. These experimental
students would not receive instruction in freshman composition--
a major departure from normal college experience. iiven the
faith of students in the importance of composition,” to have
denied them enrollment on registration day without prior warning
Could have induced anxiety and resentment, possibly producing a
kind of "reverse" Hawthorne effect. Added to this would have
been confusion in registration, irritation among advisors, and
concern among parents.

Thus the investigators were compelled to select, in advance
of September registration, the students who would receive the
experimental treatment. As described on page 38, this procedure
involved selecting a pool of students from those who, by approxi-
mately July 1, 1964, had met admission requirements and expressed
their intention to enroll in the given institution. There was,
of course, no assurance that all of the selected pool would actually
enroll. This pool, which was a random sample from the July list,
would not be a random sample of the September freshman class. That
is, some entering freshman students had no opportunity to be
included, and some who were included in the July group did not enroll.

A second circumstance was the duration of the investi-
gation. The experimental design called for the students to be

1Jewell, Ross M. and Gordon J. Rhum, The Relative Effective-
ness of Two Methods of Instruction in College Freshman Composition:
Closed-Circuit Television and 'Normal' Classroom. Cedar Falls, Iowa:
State College of Iowa, February, 1966, p. 48.
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tested through the end of their sophomore year. That relatively
heavy attrition would occur was certain;* that it would have an
equal effect on both treatment groups seemed unlikely. Among
other considerations, the control students would be enrolled in
a course which frequently causes students trouble, while the
experimental students would not. In any event, the possibility |
that attrition would occur in such a way that the two treatment
groups would become progressively dissimilar could not be ignored.

Related to the attrition problem was the importance of i
maintaining the same ratio of males to females in both of the 4
subgroups. The investigators believed, and their belief is sup-
ported by data subsequently examined (see page 140),that females
would perform somewhat better than males on measures of compo-
sition ability. Should the ratio between sexes in one group ]
become substantially different from the ratio in the other group, |
the likelihood of distorted results would be present. X

A third circumstance was the audience which would read ]
the research. As the investigation concerns the effectiveness §
of a course usually taught in departments of English, members :
of English departments would be the group for whom the report was 4
primarily intended. It seems fair to say that such an audience g
would have considerable difficulty in following the intricacies
of analysis of covariance. Though this consideration may at
first seem somewhat frivolous, its pertinence to the potential
impact of the project is nonetheless real.

In the light of these circumstances, the investigators
became convinced that the matched-pairs design should be employed.
Matching after September registration insured a list of students
who were actually enrolled. Use of the matched pairs design ]
with sex as one criterion made certain that the ratio between '
males and females would be the same for both subgroups not only
at the beginning, but at any subsequent point in the investigation.

Use of matched pairs minimized the possibility that in the

attrition which would occur over the life of the experiment some

factor would operate unequally to reduce the similarity of the .
subgroups. Finally, use of matched pairs enabled the investi- !
gators to present results in a manner which would make them
readily available to members of English departments and directors
of freshman composition.

*The Registrar of the University of Northern Iowa
estimates that the attrition for a freshman class 1is on the
order of 19 percent, and the attrition has reached approximately
40 percent by the end of the sophomore year.
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The investigators could, of course, have set up the sub-
groups from among the students whose data were available in July,
taking first a random sample of the total group, pairing them,
and then for each matched pair of students randomly assigning
cne member of the pair to the experimental treatment and the other
member of the pair fo the control treatment. However, in July the
only pertinent test data available for the students was their per-
formance on ACT English. As the investigators wished to match as
closely as possible, they decided to wait until more tests could
be administered during the fall semester orientation period. Doing
so permitted matching as reported on page 39, by age, sex, theme per-
formance, and a score derived from performance on the CEEB and COOP.
This precision in matching provided increased confidence in the
similarity between the two treatment groups. Closeness in matching
was also facilitated by the fact that the supply of subjects was
greater in September than it was in July.

Three additional points. Since there were only two treat-
ment groups, the matched pairs approach was more feasible than if
there had been several treatment groups. Secondly, the investi-
gators did not have to use, indeed did not wish to use, intact
classroom groups for the control treatment. Finally, in methods
experiments generally, random samples of a real population are not
attainable. Near-randomness is achieved only in the beginning
stages, and not in the groups which actually complete the experi-
mental period.
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APPENDIX C

Procedure for Evaluating Themes

i e e K

Prior to each reading session, Mr. Jewell would send to
Mr. Godshalk about forty themes, selected at random. From this
sample Mr. Godshalk would determine the general nature of the
total set of themes. He would choose a number of themes that in
his judgment were typical of range and treatment, and Mr. Jewell
would have these duplicated. These became the sample themes used
during the reading as practice themes.

Mr. Godshalk's main responsibility when the raters (the
smallest number was nine) had assembled was to communicate to
them the criteria for evaluating the papers. First, he would
have Mr. Cowley and Mr. Jewell describe the purpose of the
investigation, the circumstances under which the papers had been f
written, and the students whc had written them. He would then 2
explain the rating scale. When all questions concerning its
application had been answered, he would distribute several sample
themes tc be rated. After he had made a tally of the various !
values assigned to these papers, he would allow individuals to
explain their ratings or to question his rating. If a rater
seemed to be over-reacting to something in the papers, something
which Mr. Godshalk believed from examination of the sample papers
was typical, he wculd so inform the readers and caution them :
against misinterpreting particular aspects of the papers. }

Before setting the readers to work “in earnest, he would
remind them that since they were experienced readers their first :
Judgment of a theme as a whele was probably as valid as any sub- ]
sequent judgment they might make of the same paper. Therefore,
they were not tc pause and consider but were to read and respond. ]
As the rating session progressed, Mr. Godshalk would note whether =
any particular rater seemed to judge consistently in a way ]
different from the other raters. At relatively frequent inter- ;
vals, he would interrupt the reading to allow the readers to relax
and would read alcud papers which had been passed on to him by
individual readers., Frequently, these papers posed special
problems which Mr. Godshalk would have the group discuss, always
making clear his own judgment. The goal of the initial orientation
and of the subsequent breaks in the reading was for Mr. Godshalk to
convey to the readers his criteria and to get them to standardize :
their scoring so that they would agree in their ratings. The i
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reading would be most "perfect" when all of the readers rated all
the papers in the same way that Mr. Godshalk would rate them. In
practice his standards would be slightly altered if a consensus
indicated they should be. Thus, the validity of the evaluation
could be no greater than the validity of Mr. Godshalk's criteria
as modified on occasion by discussion with the readers.
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PERFORMANCE IN INDIVIDUAL UNIVERSITIES

The project was designed to yield information regarding
instruction in college freshman composition at state-supported
universities offering varied freshman composition programs. In
the light of the broad purpose of the study, comparison of
performance among individual universities was neither a primary
nor a secondary objective. That is, no attempt has been made to
assess the apparent effectiveness or lack of effectiveness of the
programs at the individual universities. Rather, the focus has
been on the total group of students.

The investigators agreed that each university should
receive a report of the results relating to its own students.
Presented on pages 182 to 190 are summary tables of some of the
basic facts of the performance at individual universities. Inter-
pretation of the evidence in these tables must be tentative,
primarily because the samples are so small. Also because of small
samples, no summary of May 1965-May 1966 performance is included.

Below are summary statements based on Tables D-I through
D-IX. 1In preparing the following summary statements the investi-
gators identified only what seemed to be the most prominent

departures from the composite picture for the participating uni-
versities.

First Semester (September 1964-January 1965)
COOP. (September to January gains)

l. Gains for university 1 were in general greater than
those for any other university.

2. For university 5, gains made by the controls, both
males and females, were relatively 1low.

CEEB. (September to January gains)

l. The gains at university 1 were in general greater
than those for the combined universities.

2. In universities 2 and 3, the mean gains were generally
below those for the combined universities.

3. University 5 is special, as it was the only one at
which the experimentals ended the semester higher
than the controls.
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Theme. (January 1965 means only, no gain scores for
themes analyzed)

1. In university 1, the control minus experimental
mean difference was greater than it was for the
combined universities.

2. In university 2, the experimentals performed
somewhat better than the controls.

3. In university 3 the mean theme scores were lower

than the mean for the combined universities.
This was especially true of the males.

Second Semester (January 1965-May 1965)

COOP. (January to May gains)
1. University 5 had the greatest gains.
2. University 2 had the smallest gains.

3. In university 1 the control minus experimental
value was greatest.

4. Among the males, the mean gains in university 1 were
smallest.

CEEB. (January to May gains)

1. In university 1 the control minus experimental
difference was relatively large.

2. In university 5 at the end of the freshman year, the

mean for experimentals was greater than the mean for
controls.

3., Within universities there was fluctuation in mean
gainé between experimentals and controls, males and

females.

Theme. (May means only, no gain scores for themes analyzed)

1. University 2 had mean theme scores higher than
those for the combined universities.

180




T T T A R I R R RS

University 3 had mean theme scores lower than those
for the combined universities.

Difference in theme score in favor of controls was

greatest at university 3.

First Year (September 1964-May 1965)

R s ki L S g

COOP.

1.

(September to May gains)

The greatest gain was made by the experimental males
at university 5.

The greatest control minus experimental difference
at the end of the second semester was at university 1.

(September to May gains)

The highest gains were made by the female controls
at university 1.

The lowest gains were made by female experimentals at
university 2.

The greatest control minus experimental mean difference

in May 1965 was at university 1.

Theme. Summary above under Second Semester.
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TABLE D-XV (1)

THE PERFORMANCE OF 43 MATCHED PAIRS OF STUDENTS ON COOPERATIVE ENGLISH TESTS:
ENGLISH EXPRESSION IN SEPTEMBER 1964, JANUARY 1965, MAY 1965, AND MAY 1966; INCLUDIN

DIFFERENCES IN MEANS, STANDARD DEVIATIONS, AND t-RATIOS:

Cooperative English
Test Conveited Score

Diff. in

UNIVERSITY 1

Diff. in
Jan. Means,

E Sub- Sept. 1964 Jan. 1965 Means, Jan. t-Ratio Cont. minus t-Ratio
i group Mean S. D. Mean S. D. minus Sept. r df=42 Exper. r df=42
%3 Exper. 162.91 6.76 164.56 6.05 1.65 0.74 2,274%
} 2.40 0.65 2.795%
k Control 162.30 6.78 166.95 7.09 4.65 0.71 5.730%*
£ Cooperative English Diff. in
f, Test Converted Score Diff. in May Means,
: Sub- Jan. 1965 May 1965 Means, May Cont. minus :
4 group Mean S. D. Mean S. D. minus Jan. r t-Ratio Exper. r t-Fatio
; Exper. 164.56 6.05 166.63 6.30 2.07 0.64 2.555%
§ , 1.07 0.41 0.945
] Control 166.95 7.09 167.70 7.10 0.74 0.72 0.908
% Cooperative English Diff. in
N Test Converted Score Diff. in May Means,
T3 Sub- Sept. 1964 May 1965 Means, May Cont. minus
1 group Mean S. D. Mean S. D. minus Sept. r t-Ratio Exper. r t-Ratio
i Exper. 162.91 6.76 166.63 6.30 3.72 0.70 4.771*
3 Same as above
4 Control 162,30 6.78 167.70 7.10 5.40 0.75 7.048%
|
; Cooperative English Diff. in
3 Test Converted Score Diff. in May 1965 Means
; Sub- May 1965 May 1966 Means, May Cont. minus
1? group Mean S. D. Mean S. D. minus May r t-Ratio Exper. r t-Ratio
| Exper. 166.63 6.30 167.88 7.52 1.26 -0.06 0.805
0058 -0013 00308
] Control 167.70 7.10 168.47 8.73 0.77 0.07 0.458
;; Cooperative English Diff. in
1 Test Converted Score Diff. in May 1966 Means
o Sub- Sept. 1964 May 1966 Means, May Cont. minus
P group Mean S. D. Mean S. D. minus Sept. r t-Ratio Exper. r t-Ratio
5 Exper. 162.91 6.76 167.88 7.52  4.98  0.03 3.236*
] Same as above
Control 162.30 6.78 168.47 8.73 6.16 0.29 4.250%

*Significant at 0.05 level (two-tailed test).
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TABLE D-XVI(1)

THE PERFORMANCE OF 43 MATCHED PAIRS OF STUDENTS ON THE COLLEGE ENTRANCE EXAMINATION
BOARD ENGLISH COMPOSITION TEST IN SEPTEMBER 1964, JANUARY 1965, MAY 1965, AND MAY 1966
INCLUDING DIFFERENCES IN MEANS, STANDARD DEVIATIONS, AND t-RATIOS: UNIVERSITY 1

College Entrance Exam,
Board Stan, Rating

Diff, in

Diff, in
Jan, Means,

Sub- Sept. 1964 Jan, 1965 Yeans, Jan, t-Ratio Cont, minus t-Ratio
gr oup Mean S. D, Mean S. D, minus Sept. r df=42 Exper. r df=42
Exner. 473,30 80,17 524,05 74,83 50.74 0,66 5.108:
- - 5021 0040 00384
Control 480,86 80.05 ©518.84 84,42 37.98 0.51 3,013+
College Entrance Tixam, Diff, in
, Board Stan., Rating Diff. in May Means,
Sub- Jan, 1965 May 1965 Means, May Cont, minus -
group Mean S, D, Mean 5, D, minus Jan, r t-Ratio Exper. r t-Ratio
Exper, 524,05 74,83 6523.63 67,17 - 0,42 0,59 0,042
26,79 0,36 2,049
Control 518,84 84,42 550,42 81,01 31,58 0,66 2,990
College Entrance Exam, Diff, in
Board Stan. Rating Diff., in May Means,
Sub- Sept. 1664 May 1965 Means, May Cont, minus
groun Mean S, D. Mean S, D. minus Sept, r t-Ratio Exper, r t-Ratio
Exper., 473,30 80,17 523,63 67,17 50,33 0,56 4,655
Same as above
Contryi 480,86 80,05 550,42 81,01 69.56 0,64 6,581
College Entrance FExam, Diff, in
Board Stan, Rating Diff, in May 1966 Means,
Sub- May 1965 May 1966 ¥Yeans, May. Cont, minus
group Mean S. D, Mean 5, D, minus May r t-Ratio Exper, r t-Ratio
Exper, 523,63 67,17 536,91 79,76 13.28 0,61 1.308
16,65 0.54 1.482
Control 550,42 81,01 553.56 71,17 3.14 0,70 0,340
College Entrance Iixam, Diff, in
Board Stan, Rating Diff, in May 1966 Means,
Sub= Sept., 1964 May 1966 Means, May Cont, minus
group Mean S. D, Mean S. D. minus Sept. r t-Ratio Exper, r t-Ratio
Exper., 473,30 80,17 536,91 79,76 63,60 0,59 5.717:=
R Same as above
Control 480,86 80,05 553,56 71.17 72,70 0,59 6,803:

#Significant at 0,05 level (two-tailed test).
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TABLE D-XV(2)

THE PERFORMANCE OF 23 MATCHED PAIRS OF STUDENTS ON COQPERATIVE ENGLISH TESTS:
ENGLISH EXPRESSION IN SEPTEMBIR 19044, JANUARY 1965, MAY 1965, AND MAY 1966; INCLUDING
DIFFERENCES IN MEANS, STANDARD DEVIATIONS, AND t-RATIOS: UNIVERSITY 2

Cooperative Tnglish Diff. in

Test Converted Score Diff. in Jan. Means, .
Sub- Sept. 1964 Jan, 1065 Heans, Jan, t-Ratio Cont. minus t-Ratio
group Mean S. D. Mean S. D. minus Sept. r df=22 Ixper, r df=22
Exper. 166,35 6,60  1068.74 7.66 2.39 0.80 2.42L«

0.87 0.54 0,605

Control 166,09 6.74 169.61 6.20 3.52 0.75 3.558%
Cooperative English Diff. in
Test Converted Score Diff. in May Means,
Sub- Jan. 1965 May 1965 Means, May Cont. minus
group Mean S. D. Mean S. D. minus Jan. r i-Ratio Exper. r t-Ratio
Exper. 168,74 7.66 169,48 7.13 0.74 0.67 0.579

1.35 0.65 1.147
Control 169.61 6,20 170.83 5.71 1.22 0.84 1.667

¢ Cooperative English Diff. in 1
! Test Converted Score Diff. in May Means, E
§ Sub- Sept. 1964 May 1965 Means, May Cont. minus ]
| group Mean S. D. Mean S. D, minus Sept. r t-Ratio Exper. r t-Ratio 5
: Exper. 166.35 6.60 169,48 7.13 3,13 0.90 4,657« f
| Same as above {
; Control 166,09 6,74 170,83 5.71 4,7  0.76 5.057% i

; Cooperative English Diff. in !

§ Test Converted Score Diff, in May 1966 Means 1
g Sub- May 1965 May 196G Means, May Cont. minus _ 2

§ group Mean S. D. Mean 8. D. minus May r t-Ratio Exper, r t-Ratio 1

% Exper. 169,48 7,13 171.00 8.11 1.52 0.88 1,836

0.30 0.51 0,200

o b

Control 170.82 5.71 171.30 5.55 0.48 0.88 0,812

; Cooperative English Diff, in 3
§ Test Converted Score Diff. in May 1966 Means |
; Sub- Sept. 1964 May 1966 Means, May Cont. minus ]

group Mean S. D, Mean S. D. minus Sept. r t-Ratio Ixper, r t-Ratio .

Exper, 166.35 6,60 171.00 8,11 4,65 0.87 5.374:
Same as above
Control 166,09 6,74 171.30 5,55 5.22 0.69 4,960

#Significant at 0.05 level (two-tailed test).
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THE PERFORMANCE OF 23 MATCHEL PAIRS OF STUDENTS ON THE COLLEGR ENTRANCE EXAMINATION
BOARD ENGLISH COMPOSITION TEST IN SEPTEMRER 1964, JANUARY 1965, MAY 1965, AND MAY 1966;
INCLUDING DIFFERENCES IN MUANS, STANDARD DEVIATIONS, AND t-RATIOS:

College Entrance Exam,

TABLE D-XVI(2)

UNIVERSITY 2

Diff. in

H

Bpard Stan, Rating Biff, in Jan. Means,
Sub- Sept. 1064 Jan, 1965 Means, Jan. t-Ratio Cont. minus t-Ratio
group Mean S, D, Mean S. D. minus Sept. r df=22 Exper, r df=22
Iixper, 547.04 T4.24 542.09 81.08 - 4,964  0.84 0.525
-15.22 0.44 0,785
Control 548.48 75,01 526.87 89.73 -21,61  0.49 1.207
College Entrance mxamn, Diff, in
Board Stan. Rating Diff. in May Means,
Sub- Jan. 1965 Hay 18385 Means, HMay Cont, minus
gr oup Mean S. D, Mean 5, D, minus Jan. r t-Ratio Exper, r t-Ratio
Exper, 542,09 81,08 545,69 %4,17 3.61L 0,76 0.274
6.61 0,37 0,319
Control 526.87 89,73 652,30 77.89 28.43  0.02 1.611
College Entrance Iixam, Diff. in
Board Stan. Rating Diff, in Hay Means,
Sub- Sept. 1964 May 1945 Means, May Cont, minus
group Mean 5, D. Mean 5§, D, minus Sept, r t-Ratio Exper, r t-Ratio
Exper. 547,04 T4.24 545,69 94,17 - 1,35 0.72 0,097
Same as above
Contrnl 548,48 75,01 552.30 77.89 3.83 0.56 0,250
College Entrance Txam. Diff. in
Board Stan. Rating Diff, in May 1966 Means,
Sub- May 1965 May 1966 Means, May Cont. minus
group Mean S. D. Mean S, D. minus May r t-latio Exper, r t-Ratio
Exper. 545,69 94,17 572,22 75.43 26,52 0.74 1.968
"13.61 0059 0.940
Control 552,30 77,88 558,61 75.24 6,30 0.54 0,453
College Entrance Exam, Diff. din
Board Stan, Rating Diff. in May 1966 Means,
Sub- Sept. 1964 May 1966 Means, Hay Cont. minus
group Mean S. D, Mean 5. D, minus Sept. r t-Ratio Exper. r t-Ratio
Exper. ©547.04 74,24 572,22 75.43 25.17 0.74 2,196%
Same as ahove
Control 548,48 75,01 558,61 75.24 10.13 0,57 0.784

#Significant at 0,05

level (two-tailed test).

233




T

(3593 paTTRI-OMI) T9AST G0°(Q I® IUBDTITUSISy

Iv°0 GL°C 1676 G9°'T [8°Y €9°'T vw0°S T0a3u0) 99/¢
<¢ ¥006°¢ LETO 19°1- :
cL°0 ¢9°C CS°TT €T T6°S I€°T T19°6 "19dxg  99/¢
¥9°0 w9°'C LB°6 A2 SERVA R 7%°T 00°6S Tox3uo) Gg/g
(A4 g8y T 90°0- 60°T-
06°0 £2°C 96° 01 BE'T 76°S G¢'T ¢€%°§ "19dxy  G9/¢
~z
S
6C°0 ¢T1°C 8L°0T1 66T 6E°¢ OT°T €%°S To13u0) ¢9/1
(A4 609°T 6C°0 £38° 0~
8T°0 88°T T9°TI1 LC°T ¢€8°§ 8T'T 8L°S *aadxy  G9/71
G0"¢C (876 Toa3uo) %#9/6
[A4 000° 0 00°T 00°0 9TqeTTRAR ]J0N 9TqeITEAR J0N
. G0°Z (86 ‘xadxzq  49/6
"F'P OI3RY-3 dxg y3tm -dxg sSnurw-Iuo) ¢ I19p=ay YITM °(q 'S UEBIK -Q 'S UEIR °‘q 'S UEIR dnoagqng a3e(q
*juo) ‘1 Te30l awayJ uo T 1°peay ‘a 1B301L rA 1
sueaj ur ° 3314 3uyriey awayjg Suriey swayg Suriey sweyl

¢ ALISYIAINA :SOIIVY-3 ANV ‘SNOILVIAZQd QUVANVIS “SNVIW NI
SAONTYIAATA ONIANTONI <996T AVH ANV “G96T AVH ‘G961 XYVANVL ‘4967 WAGWILISS NI
SONIIVY dWIHI OMI A0 TVIOL FAHI NO SINIANIS 30 SYIVd QEHOIVH €7 J40 FONVWIOA¥Ed FHI

(Z)IIAX-a I19V1




Gl oo aoh s o

R T i, Yoot

vwm‘:xmmm RN SRR o d s Sl b o, e e

Table

D-I(3)

D-II(3)

D-III(3)

D-1IV(3)

D-V(3)

D-VI(3)

D-VII(3)

LIST OF TABLES
University 3

Achievement as of September 1964 of a sample of
1964-65 Freshman Students and of Various
Persisting Portions of that Sample: University 3

Performance of Available Samples of Matched Pairs
of Students on Three Criterion Measures at
Beginning, Middle, and End of First Year and End
of Second Year of College: University 3

The Performance of 124 Matched Pairs of Students on
the Cooperative English Tests: English Expression
in September 1964 and January 1965; Including
Differences in Means, Standard Deviations, t-Ratios,
and Comparisons Between the Sexes: University 3

The Performance of 124 Matched Pairs of Students on
College Entrance Examination Board English
Composition Tests in September 1964 and January
1965; Including Differences in Means, Standard
Deviations, t-Ratios, and Comparisons Between the
Sexes: University 3

The Performance of 124 Matched Pairs of Students on
Total Theme Rating in September 1964 and January
1965; Including Differences in Means, Standard
Deviations, t-Ratios, and Comparisons Between the
Sexes: University 3

The Performance of 40 Matched Pairs of Students on
the Cooperative English Tests: English Expression
in September 1964 and January 1965; Including
Differences in Means, Standard Deviations, t-Ratios,
and Comparisons Between the Sexes: University 3

The Performance of 40 Matched Pairs of Students on
the Cooperative English Tests: English Expression
in January 1965 and May 1965; Including Differences
in Means, Standard Deviations, t-Ratios, and
Comparisons Between the Sexes: University 3

235

AT AT TSR SR AR qm‘,w—vwwwwﬂ

Page

239

241

242

243

244

245

246




Table Page

D-VIII(3) The Performance of 40 Matched Pairs of Students on ]
the Cooperative English Tests: English Expression 3
in September 1964 and May 1965; Including
Differences in Means, Standard Deviations, t-Ratios,
and Comparisons Between the Sexes: University 3 247

D-IX(3) The Performance of 40 Matched Pairs of Students on ]
College Entrance Examination Board English
Composition Tests in September 1964 and January
1965; Including Differences in Means, Standard
Deviations, t-Ratios, and Comparisons Between the
Sexes: University 3 248

D-X(3) The Performance of 40 Matched Pairs of Students on
College Entrance Examination Board English

} Composition Tests in January 1965 and May 1965;

i Including Differences in Means, Standard Deviations,

t-Ratios, and Comparisons Between the Sexes: ;

University 3 249 j

g D-XI(3) The Performance of 40 Matched Pairs of Students on
College Entrance Examination Board English ]
Composition Tests in September 1964 and May 1965; ;
Including Differences in Means, Standard Deviations,
t-Ratios, and Comparisons Between the Sexes:

University 3 250

D-XII(3) The Performance of 40 Matched Pairs of Students on
Total Theme Rating in September 1964 and January
1965; Including Differences in Means, Standard
Deviations, t-Ratios, and Comparisons Between the
Sexes: University 3 251

D-XIII(3) The Performance of 40 Matched Pairs of Students on ]
Total Theme Rating in January 1965 and May 1965; ]
Including Differences in Means, Standard
| Deviations, t-Ratios, and Comparisons Between the
: Sexes: University 3 252

D-XIV(3) ' The Performance of 40 Matched Pairs of Students on
Total Theme Rating in September 1964 and May 1965;
Including Differences in Means, Standard Deviations,
t-Ratios, and Comparisons Between the Sexes:
University 3 253

236

g g g S e




Table Page

D-XV(3) The Performance of 11 Matched Pairs of Students on
Cooperative English Tests: English Expression in
September 1964, January 1965, May 1965, and May 1966;
Including Differences in Means, Standard Deviations,
and t-Ratios: University 3 254

D-XVI(3) The Performance of 11 Matched Pairs of Students on
The College Entrance Examination Board English
Composition Test in September 1964, January 1965,
May 1965, and May 1966; Including Differences in
Means, Standard Deviations, and t-Ratios:
University 3 255 1

D-XVII(3) The Performance of 11 Matched Pairs of Students on the
Total of Two Theme Ratings in September 1964, ;
January 1965, May 1965, and May 1966; Including
Differences in Means, Standard Deviations, and
t-Ratios: University 3 256

LaiEE S Rer St S SR e LR

i e e




Ee s

Y DA PO A B S oot .0 ST

s T

TL*L <2L°991
P0°9 B8L°LYT
GZ°8 &L IVl
G5L°L SE°Z91
T&°L si°2y1
TT°L 0¥ gyt
8L°L 28°0Y1
9€°L 60°T91
LL*8 LZ2°191
LS°8 2e°T91
0L°8 0€°191
0 'S ueay

3100Gg

po3 J9Au0y °*dxy
Ysridug dooo

s o Sz
Sl AR S i

P " B

9Tqe1TRAY 30N

e1°c 0L°22
6y 08°1Z
19°€ G6Z2°'z2
85°¢  SL°1¢
15 T9°1Z
IP°c 0S°1Z
1L°¢ 06°12
T Z8't 09°1Z
" §9°t 6L°12
‘a °s ue3y
31095 ‘°uejls

9jtsodwosy [oV

€ ALISXIAINA

SINZAALS NVAHSIYd S9-V961 4O ITdHVS V 40 V961 YAHHILAYS A0 SV INIWHAITIHOV

u 86°8T 28°LL
SO0°ST 60°6L

9g°c 02°1¢ 20°6T SL°0L
T2°¢ O01°1¢ 99°12¢ 00°yS
£E°C ¥8°0¢C 6V°LT T5°1L
2¢’c L6°0¢ 60°0c 06°LY
8L 6L°0C c9°8T ¥I°89
gL°e G9°0¢ 81°0C €£5°¢Y
Iv°e 80°1¢ v9°6T TL° LY
2e°€ 9L°0C S2°0C 19°€9
8E°E L6°0C G6°61T G2°99
‘q °S ueay ‘d °S ueay
3J09g ‘ue3}s ssefy °*S °g ut

ystidug 1oV

juey aITIuUadI34

2°81

0°0V

Uy
L ELE CX

It

0)7%

08¢

SLL

*TTdRVS LVHI JO SNOILI0d DNILSISUId SNOIAVA 40 ANV

(e)I-a a1Vl

RERT S e A AT E B

T
T wa—

9961 Aey
dnolg 1oa3u0)

9961 Ael
dnoag °*dxy

G961 Ley
dnoag joajzucs

5961 ALey
dnogg *dxu
Lzenue

Ie
0JI3U0j

S0
O W
Ch

ey
O s
—

(SR e

Gyal Axenuep
dnolag °dx3

py61 Joquardag
§j0a31U0) annovmz

96T Jd2quajzdag
*dxy payoey

1003 T0JI3}UCA
T00a °dxy

1004 10J3uU0)
snid 1oog °dxy

sdnoa3qng
pue aydueg

239




1ok 2 R e e e s o e o et .
: R T .
- & R IR T

*gE 93ed 99g °S2J0DS 1IQWIRAYS "SI UU b4 EIVULYY
:s3say ystiduy aaT3eI2d00) JO UGTIBUTQUWO)

173Uy} pJeoy UoTjeUTWeX] Jduejug 8391109 pue uorssaxdxy ysti3uy

vv°1  60°6 " GE°ST 60°601 28°28 16°L6V 11 9961 Aej
dnoasg joajuol
¥v°1 60°6 aTqelreAyY 30N GG*ST SV°60T 29°G8 16°u6v 11 5961 Aej
dnoxy °dxgy
1¢°c 06°8 I¢°T 0e'v ES°T 09°V 92°G1T SL°00L  98°6Y S6°¥LV OV 6551 Key
. dnoag 1oajuoj
12°¢2 06°8 (55 20 SN 0) ‘A 4 ve°'T 0S°V 2S°ST 08°00T ¢€0°8L 00°89¥v OF G961 Aey
dnoay °dxg
og°e¢ 1L°6 Sv°1  6V°V Iv°T  29°V PO°HPL TI8°TO0L  9L°EL €S°68YV  VC1 c9sT Laenuep
dnoay fosjuol <
oN
oe°e 11°6 8E°T LYV €S°T L9°V 28°¥L LS°TOT LI°I8 €L°€8V  ¥21 G961 Aaenuep
dnoag °dxy
922 vv°s Le'T  LO°V Iv° T  LE'V. 6L°ST ¥9°86 Gg°g8L 80°SY¥ ¥0Z V96T Ioquaidas
ST0J3U09 paYd}ey
92°c ¥¥°s GE°T S2°V 8V°T 6BL°Y 66°ST T19°86 99°c8 €6°19% ¥0Z ¥Py61 Joquaidss
. *dx. payoi ey
29°C 6S°8 v Lv'T LTIV 6G°T V'V 12°8T VL°G6 96°88 G2 0LY V6V To0g T0J3U07
29°c SE’s oV°T  L1I°Y 09°T 8B1°V LS°8T €0°66 T€°26 SE°EYY 08¢ 100 °dxq

29°¢ 0S°8 LY°'T L1V 09°T €E€°Vp GE*8T TS°66 22°06 06°L9V  SLL Toog 10J3UO0]
snyd pooq °dxy

‘q °S uedy ‘@ °S uedy ‘q °S uedy ‘q °S Ueay ‘@ °S ueay N sdnoadqng
18301 Z 1 9109G-7 dutrjey °ueis pue apdues
durjey awHy] 3urjey awayl durjey awayy T uot3rsodwo)
amayy Joqud3dag YysTIdug 448D
QIANILINOC

(€)I-a FIdVI




S0°2 gL'L 06°0 16°¢: Or°*t gs8°¢ €1°6L 28°8SS
VW'l Gs°g LL°0  ¥9°P 80°T 16°C L0°¥6  SS°L9S
VI°c 88°8 VE'T GS°y OL°T ¢€e°y 69°6L GS°S6¥
Lv°e  0p°8 V'l €2°Fy  8S°T  8I'%  £0°T6  S8°L6H
LS°C ¥e°s Vo'l 18°¥P 6€°T LV'v 8S°€8  88°L0S
¢E’2 0OIL°’s VT 6S°Y I€°T 2S°¥y O1°8L €€£°20S
92°c ¥v's LE'T  LO°% I?P°T LE°*VY S9°8L  80°S9¥p
9c'c  Tv°'s SE°'T Ge°v BV'T  61°¥% 99°€8  €6°19¥
‘a °s uesy ‘a °s ueay ‘q °s uesy ‘a °s Uesp
~ Teiog Z 1 3utjey
Sutyey swayg durjey ousyg 3urjey swoyg pJaepuelg 3sg]
: uoT3Tsodwoy

€ ALISYIAINA

VIR LSATI J0 GNI QNV ¢
NO SINSANIS J40 SATVJ

YsTrduz ggzo

*33ATI00 40 UVAX ANOOIS J0 aNI ANV
TIAAIH “ONINNIOEE LV STAASVEN NOIYALIYD ATAHL

C8°99T Y96T Aey

GT°99T G961 Aey

(]

6S°V¥9T G961 °uep

60°19T ¥961°3deg

S8°9 GS°0LI
65 °6

9L°L €2°961
92°L

V8°L LS°S9T
€6°L

8L°L 28°09T
9e°L

‘¢ s uesy

91005 P23J9AU0)
(0961) uots
-saadxy ysiidug
:5359] ysriSuy
9AT3eI8do0)

Jut3sa]

Jo sut]

AAHOLVH J0 STIIWVS HTUVIIVAV Jd0 JONVIIOJ A

(€)Ir-g 14Vl

11

It

ov

ov

Vel
Vel

¥0¢

¥02

<=l

10J3u0)

Tejuautgadxy

10J3U0)

Tejuawt Jadxy;

10J3U0j

Tejuswt Iadxy

10J3u0)

Tejuaut xadxy

dnoadqng

241




‘(3593 paTTe}-oM3) T9AST GO°Q 3¢ JUEOTITUSTS:

rAAl %8S9°Y 28°9 #L¥6°S 62°8 ST0I3U05

m 221 #GL9°Y €6°9 %6SL° Y 1€°9 sTejuautIadxy
i Wopesly  oljey-3 "J3Td  OT3ey-3 *33q
JO S$92u83 STB{ SnuTw ojewdy 9TeR ShuTw o]ews]

SUBd UT *JJT(Q

SUBSY UT *3JIq

- Kaenuep . Joquazdag
- . #SZE°F €L°0 TP'Z  €9°L WPLOT  1E°9 £0°SHT
w 68 692°T ¥S°C 96°0 $22°0C LL°G O1°0-
] #TEe¥°¢ 0L°0 9e°1 61°L 6¥°991 L6°S €1°G91
- %6LY°€ L9°0 88°C  00°9 29°09T 6L°8 ¥L°9ST
mﬂ €e €IL°0 €2°0 90°1T %222°2 LL°0O 80°Z-
] £€9G8°C €S°0 v.°0 09°L 9G8°6S1 ¥8°L 28°8S1
]
M #WVY°S SL°0 18°Z  ¥8'L LS°G9T  18°'L 9L°Z91
" A 0S?°T ¥5°0 86°0 8€S°T 1I8°0 SS°0-
] #£0c°¢ 69°0 61°1 €6°L 6S°¥91 1T°L O¥°€est1
m 3 33w 1 I 33 _
| wopdaJg]  jejusuwrJadx: Tejuauraadxy oT3ey-3 I Jaquwejdag °q °S uesy ‘ °S uesy
m Jo S9s183] SnUTW T0J3u0s SNUTW 0.JI3U05 snutu ‘uep Kaenuep Jaquojydag
1 suesy °uep sueay °3dag ‘sueay ur 3J00G P93}JISAUO)
- Ul 30UeJIdJJI( Ul 90UdISJJI(Q 90U JT(| 1S9l °*Sug aaTjesadoo;

€ ALISWIAINA
NI NOISSTUdXA HSITONH

(€)I1I-a FI4VI

4 um@wmﬁmuumWmewmmummaumembumuw»wm&.m =

*SHXHS HHI NIUMIALE SNOSIYVAHOD ANV ‘SOIIvi-3
‘SNCILVIANQ QUVANVIS ‘SNVAR NI STONTAAIALQ ONIGQIONI $S96T XYVANVL ANV $961 HILNTIJAS

*SISHL HSITONA JAILVEHJ00D HHI NO SINIINIS J0 SUIVd QIHOIVH %2l d0 JONVHYOJI¥Id FHIL

06

06

Ve

Ve

vl

124"

N

Safewd,  *3uo)
sayewd *dxy
SdT e *3u0)

soTeR *dxy

ToJ3uo)

Tejuautaadxy

dnox3qng

b AT (o b st a1 ot o Wt ARy B s o £ e

242



‘
e

sttty

WAL T B SA LA 2

"(3583 ParT23-0M3) TSAST GO°'Q 3B IUEOTJTuSTS:

< o

A *1€8°¢C IS°9y <« 08E°V S6°09 §T0J3u0y)
HA #60T ¥ V0°1Y  =#hLS°S L6°18 STejuaut xadxy
wopaalrjy  OIjey-3 *JJTq  OIIE¥-3 *I3TG
Jo sodada( ITeH SnuIw ofewsy aTel SNUTW JSTewdy
Suedy utr °jJiq suesy utr °jJIQ
Azenuep Jaquajdag
GS6°T ¥9°0 6€° VT VE®68 €9°02S O¥V°69 ¥2Z°Y0S
68 S91°0 €7°0 LS°T L00°0 €8°0 €0°0
LEL'T 95°0 98°21 LZ°SL LO°61IS 81°VWL 12°90S
¥C%79°C 9%°0 ¢8°8¢ CL°2S 2L hLY Nmnwm 62°Sv¥y
1531 L6E'T T#°0 60°ST  =080°2 29°0 90°1Z
#89E°E ¥9°0 6L °ce 6E°LY €0°8SY  2L°L9 ¥Z°¥ZV
#566°C €£€9°0 SE’8T 8G°€8 88°L0S  9L°EL E£S°68¥
XA 9EL°0 L¥°0 SS°S 6CE€°T €9°0 08°S
#€90°€ ¥9°0 09°81 O1°8L €€°20S  LI°I8 £L°c8Y
3P oTieg=3 I “jjiq otred=3 I *33iq onjeny I Joqualdag  °q °S Uesy  °g °S uesy
Tejusuwtsadxy snutw Tejuawraadxy snutw snuiw ‘uep Lienuep Jaquasjdseg
ToIjuol ‘suesy Toa3juo) ‘sueay Suejy ut 3dutjey paepue}s paeog

Azenuep ur °337q  Jeqwajdag ur *JJIg

90Uai9JJTQ UOT}eUTWRXy 9OURIIUy 939TT0)

€ ALISHIAIND :SYXHS FHI NIAMLI3H SNOSIAVAWOOD ANV SOILIVi-3

‘SNOILVIAZA QUVANVIS ‘SNVAH NI SHONAYIJIIA ONIAAIONT €S96T XAVANVL ANV V96T dHLWALIAS NI

06

06

12

vE

14"

safeway *juo0)
safewaq * dxy
S9T K *3U0)

sotey dxy

10J13u0)

V¢l Tejuauriadxy

N

dno3qng

S1S31 NOILISOJHO2 HSITINA ayvod NOILVNIRVX JONVALNA IDITT00 NO SINHANLS 40 SHIVd QIHOIVH ¥2T JO TONVWIOJYEd FHY

(E)AI-a TI9VL

243




+ (3693 POTTE}-0M}) T9AST GO'0 38 IUEOTJTUSISH

rAAl #6L9° ¥V S¢°¢ #CVL°E 99°1 sTo0J3U0)
| 2Z1  +8LL°S 12°2 | =evL'e 99°1 sTejuawrIodxy
W wopaayyd OT}ei-} *JJT@ 0TI~} *331Q
M Jo s9aada(q oOItH SnUTW STeuwdy 9TeW sNuUTw ITewdy
suesy Ut “J1JId sueay UT “JITQ
Kxenuep Jaquajdag .
9€°C 96°6 Z1°2 L5°6 06  S°oTewdf°3uo)d
L18°0 ¢2°0 #2°0 000°0 00°T 00°0 68
V12 1L°6 12 LS°6 06 sarewdq dxy
or'e TL°L €€°2 16°L Ve SoTeR"3U0) m
16€°0 L0°0 12¢°0 000°0 00°T 00°0 €€
20°2 0S°L ge'e 16°L ¥€ sat ey  dxu
LS°Z VE°G 0og°z 1I1°6 ve1 s10J43u0)
106°0 1€£°0 €2°0 000°0 00°T 00°0 A
2e'z 01’6 0g°z 11°6 ¥21 sTejuduwtaadxy
otjeg-3 X °JIJFC '@ 'S UBAH oTtiey-3 X -JJFQ@ -0 'S UeSH wopoalj N dnoa3qng
Tejuswtaadxy . {ejo] Swayg jejuawtgadxy {ejol swayl JO §9313a(
snutw To0JI}U0J Aaenuep snulw T0J3U0) Jaquoajdag
sueay Axenuep suea) Jaqualdag
Ul 92UdIdIIT( UT 392UdIdIIT|

€ ALISHIAINA *SIAXAS HHI NAIMIAH SNOSIUVIWOS
NV ‘SOIIVI-3 ‘SNOILVIAZG QUVANVIS ‘SNVAW NI SAONDMEJIAIU INIGATONI ‘G961 KYVANVL
ANV 7961 WiHHZLAYS NI ONILVY GWIHI TTVIOL NO SINAUNLS J0 SYIVA QIHOLVH ¥2T1 40 UONVWYOJEId UHL

(€)A-Q dIUVL




* (3593 paTTe3-oA}) TIAST GO°0 3© IUCOTJTUSTSH

8€ AN A4 96°S #[99°¢€ 19°8 stoJ3uoy
8¢ +2€S°2 2s°9 #¥22°2 LE"S sTejuauTIdxy
wopadalzy  OoTjey-3 *33td oriey-3 *JJita
Jo sada3ay OTeH shulw I[ewa 91k SnUTuw 3S[ewsy
Sueay ut °*J3tq Sueaq utr °‘JJiQ
Axenuep Jaquajdag
62v°1T vL°0 6L°T £€6°8 96°99T <20°L LI°S9T
X4 ¢L8°0 82°0 L8°T ¥SL°0 28°0 L9°0
yy°0 L9°0 8S°0 €2°8 80°S9T 90°L 0S°P91
#918°C 65°0 ¥¥°¥ OT°9 00°TYT @C2°L 9S°9S1
St L9C°T 9€°0 ¥¥°2 LS9°T 89°0 9G°2-
GLE®O 69°0 9S°0- V0°L 9S°8ST S9°L €1°6ST
%LL8°C EL°0 S8°C Pr°8 8S°P9T  92°8 EL°TIT
6€ EIP°T 6€°0 O1°C 2VL°0 6L°GC €9°0-
L21°0 2L°0 €1°0 Iv°8 8P°29T  9L°L SE°CHT
3 1 _*33q 1 1 *331Q
Woposiy  [ejuouwlJodxy Tejuautladxy oTjey~3 J4 Jaquaidag °q °S uesy °0 °S UedH
Jo s@aadag snuTw T0JIJUO] SnuUTw T0JI}U0) snutw °‘uep Kaenuep Jaquajldag
Suesy ‘uep sued) °3dog ‘suesy ut 3J00G Po3JIBAUO0)
UT 30U3IdJJIQ ul 9JuUdIIITQ CRUERCS & ¢ ¢ 3S9] °*3uy 3AT}eISd00;

€ ALISYIAINA

‘SNOILVIAZQ GYVANVIS ‘SNVIK NI SIONTNHJIIA HNIAOTONI $G96T XUVANVL ANV V96T ¥HEHHELIRS
$SISAI HSTIONT FAILVAIL00D AHI NO SINNAALS J0 SAIVd AIHOLVH OV J0 FONVWIOL¥Id HHI

NI NOISSaddxd HSITONA

$SAXAS FHI NAEMIAE SNOSTYVJIHOO ANV ‘SOILvVi-3

(€)IA-a

14Vl

147
91

o1

ov

ov

N

saTewd *3uos

sofewd *dxy
SRR *JuU0)

satep dxy

10J3uo0l

TejuswtIadxy

dnoa3qng

245

A e o




i3
o

(3593 POTTR}-0M}) T3AST GO°0 3¢ JUEOTITudTS:

| §€  #629°2 12°9  #2L2°2 96°G ST0J3U0)
| 8¢ #9582 °¢ 26°9  #2€S°2 25°9  STejuaurIadxy 1
| Woposxd  013eu-3 *J3tq  oriew-} *J31a
| Jo saaa89) OI[BK SNUTW d[euasg S[BH SNUTW IeWwad
| suesy UF °JJTQ SUBSK UT °*JJIq
Key Axenuep

| VT LL°0  SL°T L6°L TL°8YT €6°8 96°99T ¥Z SoTewdg*Iuc) .
€¢ 6ET°0 TS°0 T2°0- 2L8°0 82°0 L8°T ]
| . #9L0°E€ 69°0 - €8°¢€ 92°9 26°89T €2°8 80°SYT ¥Z  SaTeuwdj*dxy

8¥0°T 9S°0 O0S°T 69°G 0G°29T OT°9 00°TI9T 9T SaTeH *Juoj

246

GT 122°0 00°0 0S°0 L9Z°T 9€°0 ¥¥°2
#+8LV°Z 69°0 PP°E $9°9 00°29T ¥%0°L 9S5°SST 9T satel °dxu

GO8°T SL°0 S9°T 9L°L €2°99T 7Vv¥°8 8S°PIT OV ToJ3uo0g
6€ 090°0 S¥°0 LO°0 EIP'T 6E°0 01°C
*y66°€ VL0 LI9°E 92°L ST°99T 1T¥°8 8¥°29T OF Tejuswraadxy

L S * 9 1 L 3 ¢
wopaaxy TejuawT IodXy Tejuouwtdadxy OF3ey-3 I AJenuep °(q °s Uesy °q °S UeEd N dno 13qng
JO §994133q Snulw T0J3U0%) snuiw T0J3uU0) snutw AgR Ley Aaenuep
suea Aey SuUdl ‘uep ‘sued ur 8J00G P33}J3AU0Y
UT 325UdJId3JT( Ut 30UdIdIIIQ 80UdIdIJTd 3s8] °3uy aatrjeaadoo)

€ AIISYJAINA 3SAXAS FHI NAIMLIZE SNOSIYVAWOO ANV ‘SOILVI-3
‘ SNOILVIAGQ QUVANVIS ‘SNVIH NI STONMEEJIIA ONIAQIONI °‘S96T AVH ANV S96T XAVANVS
NI NOISSIUdXH HSTIONI $SISIL HSTTINI FALLVUAJOOD FHI NO SINIAOLS 40 SUIVd GIHOLVH OV JO JONVWHOJUYHd JHL

(€)IIA-Q F1dVl

e o - L



‘(3593 parre}-oM}) 19AST G0°0 32 IUBITITUSTS:

W 8¢ G29°2 12°9  =199°€ 19°8 ST0I3u0)
W 8¢ £ 2 TS 2¢6°9 #¥22°¢ LE®S sTejusutIadxy
uopsaay  orjey-} "J3ta  oriey-3 *3Jta
Jo sa3x3aq  O[BR SNUTW afewa] O[e| SNUTW J]euay
Suesy utr °‘JJrq Suesy ur °3JJid
Kepy Jaquajdag
#CVe'e 8L°0 ¥5°t L6°L TL°89T 20°L L1°S9T ¥Z soTeua]°3juo)
€¢ 6ET°0 1S°0 12°0- ¥SL°0 28°0 L9°0
*P2E°S E€8°0 ¢Cv°¥ §2°9 26°891T 90°L 0S°¥9T ¥¢  satewdy dxy
™~
#9LT°E 62°0 ¥6°S 69°S 0G°29T ¢22°L 9S°9ST 91 SaTe°3uoy &
ST T¢2°0 00°0 0S°0 ASY°T 89°0 9S°z-
vI6°T 89°0 L8°C ¥9°9 00°29T 6S9°L €1°6ST 9T satej "dxyg
#89S°Vy TL°0 0S°¥ 9L°L €2°99T 92°8 EL°TI9T OF 10J13U0)
6€ 090°0 S¥°0 L0°0 2PL°0 6L°0 £9°0-
#¥88°V 6L°0 08°¢C 92°L ST°99T 9L°L SE°29T OF Tejuawrgadxy
3 3 *33iq ¢ 1 1 _*33ta _ _
wopaaxy  ejuswrIadxy Tejuawtaadxy oTjey-3 JI Joqwandag G °S UBd °g °S Ued N dnox3qng
Jo sd@ai133y snutw T0J3uUO0) Snutw 70J3uU0) snutw Aey Keyy Jaquajdeg
suedy Aey sueg) °3dag ‘sues ut 8J109g Ppa3JI9AUOD
UT 35UdJIdIITIQ UT 90UdIdIITIQ CLUEREY & 3 4(f 3s3] °3uy aAtTjeaadoo;

€ ALISYIAINA $SIXHS FHI NAFMIZE SNOSISVIWNOD ANV ‘SOIlVi-3
‘SNOILVIAGG GUVANVIS ‘SNVIAW NI SIONIYAJIIA ONIAOTONI S96T AVH GNV V96T NHUWALATS
NI NOISSHYIXH HSITONE $SISAL HSITONH FAILVAIJ00D FHI NO SINEAALS J0 SUIVd AIHOLVA OF 40 FONVWIOJIHd HHI

(€)IIIA-Q H14VL

e v e e s e e &
Ry 3 L o S G tar S g B P o o o




» . e

(3593 PoTTL}-0M}) TaAS] G0°0 3e JUBOTITUIIS:

8¢ $2S°1 £8° Ve 8IE°1 28°62 s70J3U0)

8¢ #TL9°€ T¥°98 +#619°¢ 62°29 StTejusurIadxy
wopdaay orIei-} *JJTG  OIjed-3 *JITa
Jo mmm.hwmﬂ mH&E mﬁc..nE OHme.m mHaZ m«-c..nE mHnEm.m
. SUedH UT °JJIQ sued UT °*JJI(
Kxenuep Jaquajdeg

LEB°0 29°C TL°TT ¥9°6L 85°86V 68°PL 88°Y8Y ¥Z SoTeWSd°3U0)
€¢ 856°T 9S°0 y¥°0€- GSL°0 €8°0 VO°L- ,
#0€9°C L9°0 €1°GE 10°6L ¥0°62S S1°8L 26°€6¥ ¥g SoTewasd dxy

248

TSS°0 29°0 69°9 G6°8% SL°€9V  LO°LS Y0°LSY 9T  SOTEH 3Iu0)
St 812°T T2°0 21°1¢ €¢v°1T 1€°0 VP°Se .
PEL°O0 2S°0 00°TIT T2°LS £9°2¥F ¥0°19 £€9°1E€¥y 91 satej* dxy

. TI0°T %9°0 O0OL°6 OT°TL S9°¥8Y 98°69 S6°¥LY OF - Toxjuo)
6€ 608°0 ¢5°0 ¢8°6- 0¥9°0 0L°0 S6°S
#2€S°C 0L°0 Lv°Se GL°Z8 8V°F6F €0°8L 00°69% OF TejuswrIadxy

"J°D oTjejq-3 X °IJIg _OI3ey-3 X “3IIQ OT3ey-3 4 Jequajdeg  °Q 'S UEOR  ‘q 'S UESK N dnoa3qng
TejuawtIddxy sSnutw Tejuswrtadxy shutw snutu °uep Axenuep Jaquajldaeg
10J3uU0) ‘suesp 10J3uU0) ‘sueay Sued Ut 3urjey paepueis pJeog
Axenuep ur °JJIq Joqwazdag ur °JJTd 90U3JI9JJTI( UOTjRUTwexy ddueajuy 93310

€ ALISWIAINA :SAXHS FHJL NAIMITd SNOSIYVAHOD ANV ‘SO0Ilvi-3
‘SNOILVIASM QUVANYIS ‘SNVEA NI SHEONTYEAAIA ONIAOTONI $S96T XAVANVL ANV $961 AIEWILLIS NI
SISAL NOIIISOJHOI HSIIONT qaVod NOIIVNIRVXE SONVIINA H9AT100 NO SINIANLS J0 SHIVA CIHOIVH OV A0 FONVAIOLIEd HHI

(e)XI-a@ FI4V1




€¢ TL2°0 8€°0 TL°S-

ST LET°0 8E°0 18°C

o€ ¥ST1°0 1¥#°0 oe’e-

* (3593 PaTTe}=-0M}) [AA3T GO°0 }e JUEITJTUSIS:

Y

OT}ey-31 I °33ig
TejusurIadxy snutu
ToJ3uc) ‘suesy
Aey utr *33Tq

8€ 6€2°1 L0°2€
8¢ 08€°T 85 *0V
wopsasd  OTIBY-} ‘33t
Jo sooadag aTe) SnuTw ayewey
SUGSH UT °JJTQ
Keyy
999°0
896°T 95°0 9¥°0E-
866°0
$59°0
812°T 12°0 ZI°12
1881
S¥6°0
608°0 25°0 28°6-
. 262°0
oT3eu-3 I *3JJjid orjey-3 I

TejuautIadxy snutu
Toa3juo) ‘suesy
KAxenuep ur °JJyiq

€ ALIS¥IAINA

€9°0
65°0
G2°0

SS°0

GS°0

99°0

¥es° 1 €8°¥E
#1L9°€ Tv°98
or3ey-3 *3Jta

dTe SNUTW STEWay

SUBdy UT °*JITA
Kxenuep

§T0J3U0)

sTejuawtsadxy

6L°6 6¢°t8 8E£°80S 9°6L 8S°86¥
96°¥T- 9L°L6 80°VIS T0°6L ¥0°62S
9G°C2T 99°69 TE°9LY G6°8V SL°E9Y
L8°0€ .mv.mb 0S°eELY T2°LS €9°2%V
06°0T 69°6L SS°S6¥ 0T°TL S9° V8V
LE®E €0°T6 G8°LEY GL®°Z8 8V V6V
Aienuepr °q °g Ueay *qd 'S uesy
snutu Aej Aej Kxenuep
SUes| Ut 3utrjey paepuelg pJleog

90URJI9JJT( UOT}RUTWEXy doueIjuy 3I3[T0)

:SAXIS FHI NIIMIFE SNOSIUVANOD OGNV ‘SOILVi-3

‘SNOIIVIALG GYVANVIS ‘SNVAW NI SIONITIIAIIA ONIAQTONI G961 XVW ANV S96T XAVANVL NI
SISAL NOILISOdHO0D HSITONI G¥vOod NOILVNIWVYE FONVUINA F93T1T00 NO SINYAALS 40 SYIVd GIHOLIVH OV JO JONVWIOJYId JHL

(e)x-a F1dvl

pZ SOTRWI *FuU0)

2  sarewdq dxy

(o))
91 §3T e} *3U0) S
9T satey *dxy
ov T0J3U0y
O Tejuautaadxy
N dnoI3qng

s Fuis il




S e s o i e s e i ’ <
IR LR St o I s

G o b et b S i

* (3593 PITE}-0A3) T9A3[ G0°0 3¢ JUGITITUITSH

w 8¢ 6£2°1 L0°z  8IE°T 28°62 sT013u0)
| 8¢ 081 85°0F  #619°C 62°29  STejuewrIodxy
Wopseij OF3eA-3  -3JTQ oiieE-3 3G
Jo soo139q O[eH SnUTw ofewsd] S[eH ShUTw d[ewd]
Suesy UT "JITQ SugsH UT *JJIQ
Key Jaquajdag §

9¥8°T 9L°0 0S°1¢ 62°€8 8£°80G 68°VL 88°98¥% ¥Z SSTewdI°Iu0)
€c TL2°0 8E°0 TL°S- SSL°0 £€8°0 ¥0°L-
22¢°T 29°0 L1°0¢ 9L°L6 80°¥IS 8I1°8L 26°C6¥ v2 soTewdi dxy

250

vL0°T I¥°0 Se2°61 99°69 TE°9LY LO°LS 90°LSV 9T  SOTE{°3U0)
ST LET°0 8E€°0 T8°C gev° 1T 1€°0 ¥¥°Se
#¥GGE°C 6V°0 LB°IV SY°EL 0S°ELY VO°19 €9°1E¥ 91 soTey dxd

#,80°C L9°0 09°0¢ 69°6L SS°S6F 98°69 S6° VLV OF T0Ja3u0)
6€ ¥ST1°0 1¥°0 0OE°2- 0¥9°0 0L°0 S6°S A .
#LE°C 19°0 S8°8¢ €0°16 S8°L6V €0°8L 00°69% OV ﬁmmnmﬁﬁummuu
*J°p oT3ey-3 4 °-JJtg _ofaey-3 JI °JITG OTIey-3} I Joquardes  °Q °S UESH ‘@ °S uesy N dnoa3qng
TejuawtIadxy SNUTW [eUSWTIIAXY SnuUTw snutw Aej Rey Jaquajdag
10J3u0) ‘sueay 10J3u0) ‘suedy SuUes|{ ur 3utjey paepuels paeog
Rey ur °JJTq@ Joquajzdag Ur °*JJITQ 30UQJ3JJT( UOTIEUTWRXY 2douerjuy 333[T0D

¢ AIISHAINA :SAXAS AHI NAAMIHE SNOSIAVANOD ANV ‘SOLLVi-3
‘GNOILVIAEA QUVANVIS ‘SNVEW NI STONTHLIIIA ONIGNTONI ¢S96T AVH ANV ¥961 ¥AEWALLAS NI
SISZL NOILISOAKO? HSITONA @uvod NOILVNIHVXE FONVELNG F9ATI0D NO SINIAALS 40 SHIVd (IHOLVA OV 40 FONVWIOJYId JFHL

(€)IX=a JILVL

. - S e e e e




* (3593 DITTE}-0M3) TIAIT GO0 3& IUEITJTUSTS:

8¢ #8222 99°1 0Le°T L6°0 sToJ3u0)
| 8e #¥20°2 12°1 0Le°t , L6°0 sTejusntIodxy
wopoday OTEY-} *JJT@ OTiex-3 ‘JITQ
Jo mwohwwn— 9T el snutw STewdy mﬁﬂﬂ mn—dﬁE Jfeuadyy
Suedy ur °JJTQ Suesy ur °JJrq
Axenuep Jaqualdseg
LE°T 62°6 10°2 62°6 g  sorewdj°3juo)
I$¥1°0 01°0 80°0 - 000°0 00°T 00°0 €2
€8°T 12°6 10°2 62°6 : ¥e sayewdj dxy
60°2 €9°L | 9e°z 1e°8 | ot SITE{°3U0) 0
S¥S°0 S0°0 8€°0- ~000°0 00°T 00°0 St
LL°T 00°8 9€°2 1€°8 91 safeR *dxgy
Iv°2 €9°8 : T2°2 06°8 ov ST0J3U0)
¥22°0 81°0 01°0- ~ 000°0 00°T 00°0 6€
06°T €L°S8 _ 12°2 06°8 Oy STejuawtIadxy
oTjey-3 I “JIT@ Q@ 'S U ot3eg-3 4 °JJIA ‘0 'S UesK wopadld N dnoa3qng
Hau.ﬂuﬁ.mhmmé ku.c.u. sueyy], Hau.ﬂwﬁ..nhwmé 1€30] 2wyl Jo mmoouwwﬁ
snutw 10J3U0) Aaenuep snutw 10JI3U0) Jaquajdag
suead) Agenuep suedy Jaquojdag
UT 92U3dJIdIIT( ULl 32UdIIIT(

€ ALISSEAINA $SAXAS FHI NIAMIAE SNOSIAVIWOO
ANV “SOILViI-3 ‘SNOIIVIAYQ GAVANVIS ‘SNVIN NI SHONTIAIIIA ONIANTONL G961 XKAVANVL
ANV %961 ¥AGWIIJAS NI ONILVA DEHI TVIOL NO SINIANLS JO SHAIVA GIHOLVR OV 40 IONVAAOJLYAL THL

(e)IIX-a@ FTAVl




EREL I B i e gl

P T oz s a2 . R

o
4 "

* (3593 pPaITe}-0M}) TOAST GO°0 3 IUROTJTUSTS:

w 8e 9¥v0°1 €L°0 #522°2 99°1 ST0J3u0)
m g€ 222°1 86°0 | #¥20°2 12°1 sTejusutIady
| wopsazj 0T3ey-3 *33Td  OTITA-} "3ITa
Jo wmw&mmﬁ QHNS mﬁc._.nﬁ mHmEm.m mHaS mﬁc.mE wﬁmso,m
sueay Ut °JJIa suesy UT °JJtq
Key Axenuep
12°2 AL1°6 LE*Z 62°6 pZ  SojewdI°Iuoc)
¥39°0 ¥£°0 8€°0 I¥1°0 OT°0 80°0 £2
L8°Z 6L°8 €8°1T 12°6 ve sateway * dxy
¥6°'1 8 60°2 €9°L 9T  SSTe’3U0) i
2v6°0 €2°0 €9°0 S¥5°0 S0°0 8€°0- | 1
61°C 18°L A LL°T 00°8 9T saren dxy
¥1°2 88°8 19°2 €9°S oY $70J3U0)
90T°T €€°0 8¥°0 ¥22°0 81°0 O01°0- 6€
Lv°z ov°s 06°T €L°S8 Oy SiejusurIadxy
o13ey-3 I  °JITq °d °S ueay oT3e¥-3 I °JJId °d °S Uuesy wopsagg N dnoa3qng
Hmwcoﬁuomx& 1e30] Swayjy TejusuwTJIadxy  [e3}o] swayjl Jo saaxdaq
sSnutw T0J3U0) Aepy : sShuTw T0J3U0) Axenuep
suedy Aey sueay Asenuep
Ut 95UaIdIITd Ul 95UdIdFJIq

€ XLISTIAINA *SAXAS FHI NAAMIAE SNOSI¥VAWOD
GNV ‘SOIIVYI-3} ‘SNOILVIAYA QYVANVIS ‘SNVAW NI SIONTYIIJIIC ONIANTONI G961 AV
ANV S96T XAVANVE NI ONILVY TWAHI TVIOL NO SINZANLS J0 SYIVd GAHOIVH OF JO FONVWIOJIYNd FHI

(€)I1IX-a F14VL




2 e 2RO b S it it e d ol o e fien s Cot ian el s St o i

sued)y Ael
uTr ?¥dUdIIIIIQ

sue?d)y 1aqualdag
Ul 90ULdIdIIIQ

€ ALISYIAINGA

*SAXUS dHIL NIAMIAE SNOSI¥VJWOD

ANV ‘SOILVY-3 ‘SNOILVIAAQ QUVANVIS ‘SNVAW NI STONIWAJIIA ONIAATIONI $S96T AVH
ANV %961 dddWHLJIS NI ONILVY dWAHL TIVIOL MO SINIANLS JO SYIVd IHOIVHW 0% J0 IONVWHOJI¥Ad FAHL

(€) AIX-a 919V

ST T ST e T E A S e T T S ST T T

8¢ 9%0°1 €L°0 0LE°T 86°0 sTox3uo0)
8¢ (A4 | 86°0 0LE"T 86°0 sTejuaurIadxy
W wopasig  OTIEey-3l *33Td oT3ey-3 *33T1d
T Jo s99189q ofe}{ SNUIW ITeWdq 9TElX sSnuIw aTewaq
\ sue9dl] Ut °3ITd suedy UT °*JITd
. Lepg 13quajdag
| I¢°¢ [1°6 T10°C 6C°6 #C  SdTEWA{°3U0)
7€9°0 %€°0 8t°0 000°0 00°T 00°C £C
LS°C 6L°8 T10°C 6¢C°6 9¢ saTewa g  dx3
76°T %%°8 9€°z T€°'8 ) 91 saTeN’Iuwo)
¢96°0 €£2°0 €9°0 000°0 00°T 00°0 . ST ~
61°C T18°L 9€°C T1¢£°8 9T saTelk* dxg
Y1°C 88°8 1¢°¢ 06°8 0y ST0a13u0)
90T°'T ¢€€°C 8%°0 000°0 00°T 00°0 6¢
L9°C 0%°8 I¢°C 06°8 O% sTeluauraadxy
O0TI®Y-3 I  *3JI3T4d ‘G 'S U9y oTIey-3 I “3ITd ‘d 'S uesR wopaaiy N dnoa3qng
Tejusuraadx® Tejol auAYyg Te3jusuraadxy Te30] 2wWAYJ JO saaa18a(g
SNUIW TOI3U0) Aey; sSnuIWw TOI3uo) 1aqualdag




Tt B bt

O AL B AR A AR s . et i e S AL A R A A A A B

TABLE D-XV(3)

THE PERFORMANCE OF 11 MATCHED PAIRS OF STUDENTS ON COOPERATIVE ENGLISH TESTS:
ENGLISH EXPRESSION IN SEPTEMBER 1964, JANUARY 1965, MAY 1965, AND MAY 1966; INCLUDING

DIFFERENCES IN MEANS, STANDARD DEVIATIONS, AND t-RATIOS:

Cooperative English
Test Converted Score

Diff. in

UNIVERSITY 3

Diff. in
Jan. Means,

Sub- Sept. 1964 Jan. 1964 Means, Jan. t-Ratio Cont. minus t-Ratio
rou Mean 8. D. Mean S. D. minus Sept. r df=10 Exper. r df=10
Exper. 167.18 6.04 167.82 7.07 0.64 0.81 0.481
0.00 0.51 0.000
Control 166.73 7.11 167.82 7.20 1.09 0.66 0.583 .
Cooperative English Diff. in
. Test Converted Score Diff. in May Means,
Sub- Jan. 1965 May 1965 Means, May Cont. minus
group Mean S. D. Mean S. D. minus Jan. r t-Ratio Exper. r t-Ratio
Exper. 167.82 7.07 170.36 7.92 2.55 0.77 1.566
" -1.45 0.59 0.665
Control 167.82 7.20 168.91 7.33 1.09 0.71 0.629
Cooperative English Diff. in
Test Converted Score Diff. in May Means,
- Sub- Sept. 1964 May 1965 Means, May Cont. minus
group Mean S. D. Mean S. D. minus Sept. r t-Ratio Exper. r t-Ratiec
Exper. 167.18 6.04 170.36 7.92 3.18 0.79 2.079
' Same as above
Control 166.73 7.11 168.91 7.33 2.18 0.78 1.426
Cooperative English Diff. in
Test Converted Score Diff. in May 1966 Means,
Sub- May 1965 May 1966 Means, May Cont. minus
rou Mean S. D. Mean S. D. minus May r t-Ratio Exper. r t-Ratio
Exper. 170.36 7.92 166.82 9.59 -3.55 0.21 1.010
| 3.73 6.30 1.179
Control 168.91 7.33 170.55 6.85 1.64 0.56 0.776
Cooperative English Diff. in
Test Converted Score . Diff. in May 1966 Means,
Sub- “ept. 1964 May 1966 Means, May Cont. minus
group Mean S. D. Mean S. D. minus Sept. r t-Ratio Exper. r t-Ratio
Same as above
Control 166.73 7.11 170.55 6.85 3.82 0.62 1.993
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TABLE D-XVI(3)

THE PERFORMANCE OF 11 MATCHED PAIRS OF STUDENTS ON THE COLLEGE ENTRANCE EXAMINATION
BOARD ENGLISH COMPOSITION TEST IN SEPTEMBER 1964, JANUARY 1065, MAY 1965, AND MAY 196G6;

INCLUDING DIFFERENCES IN MEANS, STANDARD DEVIATIONS, AND t-RATIOS:

College Entrance LExam,
Board Stan. Rating

Diff, in

UNIVERSITY 3

Diff. in
Jan, Means,

Sub=- Sept. 1964 Jan, 1965 Means, Jan., t-Ratio Cont. minus t-Ratio
group Mean 5. D, Mean S, D, minus Sept, r df=10 TFxper, r df=10
Ixper. 496,91 85.62 530.36 95,08 33.45 0,65 1,399
-19.91 0.43 0.698
Control 497,91 82.82 510.45 69,10 12,55 0.66 0,623
College Entrance IlXxam, Diff, in
Board Stan. Rating Diff, in May Means,
Sub- Jan. 1965 May 1965 Means, May Cont. minus
group Mean S, D. Mean S. D. minus Jan. r t-Ratio Exper, r t-Ratio
-13.18 0.65 0,742
Control 510.45 69,10 $507.55 71,08 - 2,91 0.66 0.160
College Entrance Ixam, Diff, in
Board Stan. Rating Diff, in May Means,
Sub- Sept. 1964 May 1965 Means, May Cont, minus
group Mean S. D, Mean S. D, minus Sept. r t-Ratio Exper, r t-Ratio
Exper. 496,91 85.62 520.73 61.78 23.82 0.58 1,059
Same as above
Control 497,91 82,82 507.55 71,08 9.64 0,92 0.932
College Entrance Exam, Diff. in
Board Stan. Rating Diff, in May 1966 Means,
Sub- May 1965 May 1956 Means, May Cont. minus
group .Mean S. D. Mean S, D. minus May r t-Ratio Fxper. r t-Ratio
- 8073 0.71 0.406
Control 507.55 71,08 558,82 79,13 51,27 0.73 2,918
College Entrance Txam, Diff, in
Board Stan. Rating Diff. in May 1966 Means,
Sub= Sept. 1964 May 1966 Means, May Cont, minus
group Mean S. D, Mean S. D. minus Sept. r t-Ratio Lxper, r t-Ratio
Fxper. 496.91 85.62 567.55 94,07 70.64 0.84 4,317
Same as above
Control 497.91 82,82 558.82 79,13 60.91 0.72 3,202

#Significant at 0.05

level (two-tailed test).
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TABLE D-XV(5)

THE PERFORMANCE OF 45 MATCHED PAIRS OF STUDENTS ON COOPERATIVE ENGLISH TESTS:

ENGLISH EXPRESSION IN SEPTEMBER 1964, JANUARY 1965, MAY 1965, AND MAY 1966; INCLUDING
DIFFERENCES IN MEANS, STANDARD DEVIATIONS, AND t-RATIOS:

Cooperative English
Test Converted Score

Diff., in

UNIVERSITY 5

Diff. in
Jan. Means,

Sub- Sept. 1964 Jan, 1965 Heans, Jan. t-Ratio Cont. minus t-Ratio
T oup Mean S. D, Mean S, D, minus Sept. r df=44  Ixper. r df=44
Exper. 161,56 8,00 163.69 6,88 2.13 0.62 2,149
0.31 0,56 0,324
Control 163.49 7.42 164,00 6,65 0.51 0.65 0,569
Cooperative English Diff, in
Test Converted Score Diff. in May Means,
Sub- Jan, 1965 May 1965 Means, May Cont. minus
gr oup Mean S, D, Mean S, D. minus Jan. r t-Ratio Exper. r t-Ratio
Exper, 163.6% 6,88 167.73 6.43 4,04 0.65 4,789
0.96 0.71 1.268
Control 164,00 6,65 168,69 6,62 4.69 0.74 6,477:
Cooperative English Diff. in
Test Converted Score Diff. in May Means,
Sub- Sept. 1964 May 1965 Means, May Cont. minus
group Mean S. D, Mean S, D. minus Sept. r t-Ratio Exper, r t-Ratio
ixper, 161,56 8,00 167.73 6.43 6.18 0.66 6,742«
Same as above
Control 163.49 7.42 168.69 6.62 5.20 0.67 6,004
Cooperative English Diff. in
Test Converted Score Diff, in May 1966 Means,
Sub- May 1965 May 1966 Means, May Cont. inus .
gr oup Mean S5, D. Mean S. D. minus May r t-Ratio Ixper. r t-Ratio
1.84 0.38 1.253
Control 168,69 6.62 166.64 7.76 -2.04 0.75 2,592:
Cooperative English Diff. in
Test Converted Score Diff, in lay 1966 Means,
Sub- Sept. 1964 May 1966 Means, May Cont. minus
group Mean S. D. Mean S, D. minus Sept. r t-Ratio Exper. r t-Ratio
Ixper. 161,56 8,00 164,80 9,60 3.24 0.63 2,810
Same as above
Control 163.49 7.42 166.54 7,76 3.16 0.72 3.650:

#Significant at 0.05 level (two-tailed test),
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TABLE D-XVI(S)

THE PERFORMANCE OF 45 MATCHED PAIRS OF STUDENTS ON THE COLLEGE ENTRANCE EXAMINATION

BOARD ENGLISH COMPOSITION TEST IN SEPTEMBTR. 1964, JANUARY 1965, MAY 1965, AND MAY 1966;
INCLUDING DIFFERENCES IN MEANS, STANDARD DEVIATIONS, AND t-RATIOS:

College Entrance Exam,

t-Ratio

r df=44

UNIVERSITY §

Diff, in
Jan, Means,
Cont, minus

Exper. r t-Ratio

Board Stan, Rating Diff, in
Sub- Sept. 1964 Jan, 1965 ‘Means, Jan,
group Mean S, D. Mean S. D. minus Sept.
Ixper. 493.76 85,57 534,13 83.46 40,38

0.70 4,097

-23.58 0,55 1.758

Control 475.91 86,00 510,56 100,68 34,64 0,77 3,552:
College Entrance Exam, Diff, in
Board Stan. Rating Diff, in May Means,

Sub- Jan, 1965 May 1965 Means, May Cont. minus
£T OUp Mean S. D. Mean S, D. minus Jan. r t-Ratio Lxper. r t-Ratio
Exper. 534,13 83.46 535.13 171,51 1,00 0,59 0.094
-14007 0. 63 1. 500

Control 510,56 100,68 521,07 73.91 10.51 0,77 1.088

College Entrance Exam, Diff, in

Board Stan. Rating Diff, in May Means,
Sub- Sept. 1964 May 1965 Means, May Cont., minus
group Mean S, U, Mean S. D, minus Sept. r t-Ratio IExper. r t-Ratio
Ixper. 493,76 85,57 535,13 71,51 41,38 0.68 4,297

Same as above

Control 475,91 86,00 521,07 73.91 45.16 0,75 5,172

College Entrance Lxam, Diff, in

Board Stan., Rating Diff, in May 1966 Means,
Sub- May 1965 May 1966 Means, May Cont. minus
gr oup Mean 5, D, Mean S, D. minus May r t-Ratio Dxper, r t-Ratio
Exper. 635.13 71.51 559.40 80,01 24,27 0.65 2,533+

-13.64 0.50 1.138

Control 521.07 73.91 545,76 79,41 24,69 0,73 2,906

College Entrance Exam, Diff, in

Board Stan., Rating Diff, in May 1966 Means,
Sub~ Sept. 1964 May 1966 Means, May Cont, minus
group Mean S, D, Mean S, D, minus Sept. r t-Ratio Exper, r t-Ratio
Exper., 493.76 85.57 559.40 80,01 65.64 0,56 5,598%

Same as above

Control 475.91 86.00 545,76 179.41 69.84 0,65 6,689

*Significant at 0.05

level (two-tailed test).
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