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The purpose of thiS study was to determine whether
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I. Tut Tau

A Govar:.son of tie Educational Success of CED Reel Tents and

?e11112911111111.5eknol Graduates in Selected Areas at Wilkes

Community Collepe

S E T H Itl,
The purpose of this study was to detornine if there was a kigni-

.ficatit dUference in the performance level of freshmen who did not

formally, complete high pchool but who received General Education
.

Development (cn) certificates and the high school graduates who

.di4reCcive high school diplomas, The study Ayas to indicate

whether (1), there was 'a difference in the reading' placement scores

of the CED recipients as compared to students who received high

school diplomas, (2). there was a' difference in grade-point

averages in English 111 of the GED recipients as compared tp .

students who received high school diplomas, (3) there was a

difference in grade-point averages in Mathematics 111 of the' GED

recipients as compared to atudents who received high school

diplomas.

.

117. HYPOTHESES

In comparing the performance level of freshmen who received' the

General Education I-evelopment certificate and those who received . ,

the iligh School diplomas, the following results were founds (1)

There spas no significant difference in the reading 'placement scores.

(2) There was no significant di:ference in the grade-point averiwe

in English 111. (3) There was no significant difference in the

,grade - point avcrage in athematics 11].

1
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IV. la BACKGROUND AND SIGNIFICANCE OF THE STUDY

The Handbook for Official GED Centers made the following State-

ments concerning the 4..stification of the GED taut:

The primary use of the GED tests is to appraise the 4
education development of adults who have not completed their
formal high .school education. Thrpfgh achievement of
satisfactory scores Tel the twits, adults may earn a high
achcol equivalency certificate; qualify fcr,admisaion to
college or,'in general, for admission to more advanced '

educational opportunities.1

kmlsgmaaiEEosao4LaAthe GED test. The policy for issuance

ofot!te high school certificate based on GED .results set forth the

following requirements:.

1. Minimum test ucoreas A standard score of 35 of
. above on each of the five tests and do average

standard score of 45 on all five tests.

2. Minimum ages. The participant must be eighteen years
o' age or his' class must have graduated.

3. Residence: The'participant must have.been a resident
of the State of North Carolina for at least. one year.

4. -Pravious high school enrollment: Not required.2

n.
Validit of the GET) teat. Norm& on both national And regional

levels were established in 1943, 1955, and 1967 by the Consilission on

Accreditation of Service Experience (CASE). The tests were administered

to high school seniors. Approximately 20 percent of the seniors failed

on each of the three years of testing. The standard score requirement

1Handbook for Of
for Operation. Washington, D.
Council of Education; 1968), p.

GED Centers: Policies and Procedures
C., GED Testing Service of the American
2.

2Commission on Accreditation Service Experiences, State
De artment of Education Policies: Issuance of Hilt: Scheel Certificates
Eased on GED Test Results. Bulletin No. 5 January, 1969, p. 50.

8
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was 35 OT above on each test or an average standard score of '45 or

above op all five.tests.
3

3

From 25 to 30 percent of those who took the GED tests failed to

achieve the mfnimur teat scores required foi the high school equi-

valency certificate. This number' became rather, large as the total

number of participants increased; for examele, in 1559 there-were

36,496 persons who took the tests in 660 different testing centers;

this number was increased in 1969 to 265,4 ©4 persons wbo.yere tested

1

in 1,336 centers.4

In North Carolina the Generai Educational Development CurriCulum

was tcsted, using students who entered with an average academic level

of eighth grade. During a period of 12 to 18 months, 600 students

completed their objectives.by attending the laboratory approximately

four hours.per week. Five hundred eighty-eight, or 98 percent, passed'

all eubtests.5

Research Literature on Success of GES Reciplentk. A thorpugh

research of ERIC; Adult Eduction, Education Index, Dissertation

Absiract, and other sources failed to reveal research findings with the

exception of Amiel T. Sharon's paper, "Thellse and Validity of the GED

and.CLFP Examinati,ns in Higher Education," based on a comprehenaive

study by the Commission on Accreditation of Service Experiences to be

3Lee C. Deighton, Editor-in-chief, The Enc clo edia of
Education. (New York: MacMillan Company a Free Press , Vol. IV,113.

4
Ibid. , p. 112. .

hearning Laboratories: A No_rth Car_...n...z,,itolinaCortire
Zjucational Innovation. Presented to North Caroliha StateBoard of
Education, Raleigh, North Carolina, July, 1971. Pages vat numbered.

O
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'made available 1110,972. Sharon mentioned home of the research findings,

ao indicated in the following five paragraphs.

:thirteen lionarel atudenta olcopted in a national'saMple of 34

colleges and univerultiees oo the basis :If LheirtEO score are besing

studied. An in depva interview was conlocted with each of 30 non-

high-school grddaates: the median age wai 28.5. Most were freshmen

or sophomores. They wcte asked why they 11, .cropped outof school.

The most frequeoc replies were to sopport falai because of boredom,

lack of interest, marriage, lack of /Ambition, and personal problems

with the family.

These 30 peoplp asPed why tto..y took the tests. The replies.
;

were ao follows: to go tu college (50 percent), the family urged them

to take the tests, or they personally wanted the high school certifi-

cate.6 Most of the students did not deliberately prepare for the cm.
O

Many attributed their success in passing the test to their. life expert:,

ences such as reading magasines, newspapers, books: 1r to iheir limited'

/ high school education. Those who did study formally took a. special

adit education GErt course..

Two-thirds stated that the GED certificate did iafluence their

1.4

planb for the future.

Successes. Most of the 30 participants studied by Sharon

had grade-point averages between B and C. Their course performance in

college can be described.as fair. half (01 the students had higher

grade-point averages ;than the mean grade-point average of all studow-A

#s

6Amiel T. Sharon, "Tt.e Use and Validity of the GED and L1.LP
Examinations In Higher Education," (paper presente1 at the Annual
Convention of the American Personnel And Guid,nce Association in
Atlantic City, .dew Jersey, 1911), pp. 1-1.
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in their college: -This level of achievepent can be considited quite '

e-- eommetidable when the fact that any of the participants had full-

tiros jobs is takeil into akicoti4. All subjects felt that the GU) was
.

Of groat benefit. to 6em anti' o.thergnon-high school graduates 'should

' ;

.neve the opportunity to tole the test.
A. 0 Al'

4

Failures- . Some adt,i;.ted having A, ortdifticulties in cillege
-........--

. . .4
. . .

. because of lack of ti..kground knowledge fon, !eir,h school, especially

", . 4
irnathenatics. Some have withdrawn CruN college; the reason was most

.

4

frequ'ently.the need to earp money for tuition; however, all haw_ .

returned or were planning to retarn and continue their studies.7

/ the follow-p,by ;11aron, it wa:, idicatbd that the average

non-high school graduate in college was 2H year old malq population

I

wh.) legrued about the :Ifl) in the ogled serices. Tho GED recipient

had little or no problem in adjusting; he Was more conservative'Lowar4

certain social issues.z: n those of general cc,llege student body. His.

education konsisted uL ten years 'bf formal education. His plans were

to obtain a bachelor's dgreqpnd enkage.i'n/a 6usinesn career. In

comparing grade-point averagesof those groups under 30 with those

'over 30 who took the GED, there was little difference in the twc age

grodps.8
"4

Aceordiqp to the lalsycla,o)!Aliof Ldocation less than half of

the adult populaWn in the United States completed a high sch4

71bid., pp. 89
J

8
Amiel Sharon, "Ptedicring the College Success of Non-

High School Graduates with.tlnl'Tests of General Lducation Dcyclopret,t,"

Educational and Ilucholoaical Aeasurement, 32: 1055-1059, Winter, 1972,

4 \\
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education. despite the rapid growth ,is scnool eaollment and educatfonal
,s

I-.
oeportunitiee.9

I '

0
Sittlur Associates, repo: Ling for the N.)rb Carolina &apartment

lb

.1

of Administration, predict& that between 19b' aud 19/ti apporximakely

.

18,800 ,peruous, 40 percent at nee le, voeld drop out - pt high'schoul.

in' the North Carolina Ap,alachtan reell, ahich luile4as Wilk;ts
,`\.,

. .

County. 10 ,

Twentysfive percent of the adults over 25 in Wilkuu Couotay do 'not.

' have a high school education."' If Wilkes Community Collegi; is to

serve its constituents,: it Mist provide edeSi.ional opportuoities far

this fourth of its popul-ation. For some of the adulta,Sn injustice

will be continued if a 'eh school education it. iot provided. Real-

. .

izing its obligation, Wilkes' Community College began its General

Educational Development program in January, 1967. Ti urriculum

' p ;ograms did not begin until September, 1967: Since its beginning,

Wilkes Cdmmunity College has provided the opportunity for adults to

study for the ('4I) test; however, the College did coot become a testing

center until 1968..

s

Since 1966 the Learning Laboratory of Wilkes Community Coljege

has had 834'adulta to participate in the program, however, two hundred..

1 am*

9Deighton, 22. cit., p. 111.

1°Mankewer Education in the Nori'.h Carolina Appalachian Qe giell

Summary Report, Pnase L. Prepared for State Planning Task Force,

nepartment of Administration, Raleigh, North Carolina. (Washington:

Hammer, Orcc;:e, Sittler Associatea), pp. not numbered.

11 Information supplied by the Wines Chamber of Commerce,

,October, 1973.

S
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tow :teen adults c.mplet'A less than 12 hours. Three hundred eleven

adults have taken and passed the GED test. Two hundred eighty-nine

passed the test at Wilkes Commuuity College after it became a testing

center. See Table i, page 14.
OP

The General Education Development Tests have been administered

to 409 students at Wilkes Community College. Seventy percent passed.

Prom 1966 through 1968, 22 adults,studid4 in the Learning Laboratory

and went to the testing center at Appalach`ian State University and

passed the GED testy.. There is no .available \record of the number who

failed. Prior to Wilkes Community.College's becoming a testing center,

the Personnel Officesdid not keep records on the GED students.

Personnel who taught in the Learning Laboratory prior to 1969 are no

longer employees of Wilkes Community College:- It was determined that

all adults who passed the GED were named in the local newspaper.12

The names were then verified at the state level in May, 1972.

There has been no study on the GED recipient's success as compared'

with the traditional high school graduate at Wilkes Community College

in the 'college transfer program, this research committee .does indicate

the research is a'needed one for the College.

V. DEFINITIONS OF TERM USED

Learnins.Laboratories. According to Dr. Edward T. Brown, who

perhaps more than any other person helped to devise North Carolina's

fl

fundamentals learning laboratories in the community colleges, the

12Journal Patriot. North Wilkesboro: Hubbard Printing

.;;Company, vai.Tailes, 1966-1968.

4.
t



11.

a

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

program4is "a systems approach to providing the academic knowledge

and skills needed or desired by an individual."13

Available to adults, most of whom wish to prepare themselves for

the high school equivalency examination (CED Teats), the laboratory

8

c

also is defined as "a unique, selfcontained learning environment

providing individualized', self-paced instruction."14 While resource

centers, programmed. instruction, and self-study programs have Icing

emphasized the self-pacing aspct and may all bregarded as fore-

runners to a degree, the adult learning laboratory concept is unique ( .

in that it stresses comprehensiveness and self-containment. The

physical facilities are carefully planned; the materials are available

commercially and are generally adequate; and the personnel are expected

to possess special training in counseling, materials selection, record

keeping, tests and measurements, and educational administration.

The ideal location of a learning laboratory is probably as an

appendage to the library of a community college, where pidpbr clientele

have already been considered. Minimum equipment and physical, facilities,

program develdpment, media, student relations, and operation schedules

are carefully related.to guidelines set forth by tie governing

authorities. The laboratories are designed tn have self-contained,

complete units of instructidn.15

"Edward T. Brown, "North Carolina's Fundamentals Learning
Laboratories System," published as "A Community College's Learning
Laboratory," in Wilson Library Bulletin, September,' 1965.

14,'Guidelines for Establishing and Operating,an Adult
Learning Laboratory," (Raleigh: Adult Learning Resources Center,
North Carolina State University), 1970, p. 1.

15Ibid., var. pp.
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General Educational Development Tests. The GAD test is designed

to evaluate and acknowledge educational achievement of adults who have
O

not completed their formal high school education. Successful completion

of thetest battery, which includes English composition, social studies,

natural sciences,, literature, and mathematics, qualifies the examinee

for a high school equivalency certificate. Such a certificate is a

legal document acceptable as meeting all high school graduation require-
.

manta. Norms vary from state to state depending upon educational

standards in a given locale. The test is developed by the Commission

on Aicrediiation OcServite Experience (CASE).16

Traditional High School Graduate. Student who has received a

high school diploma through the traditional approach of attending

ar

classes and completing a minimum of sixteen units.

Mathematics 111.* A freshman mathematics course that non-science

oriented students are required to complete. It is.a study of sets,

logic, mathematical systems, numeration systems, and properties of

real numbers.

English 111. A course in grammar and composition required of

both college-transfer and technical students in the freshmen year.

It aims at eliminating major grammatical errors and developing writing

skills, from sentence structure, to paragraph construction, to the

whole composition.

Reading Placement Test. The Nelson-Denny Reading Ability Test

Forms A and B), which contains 100 items designed to measure vocabu-

lary and reading comprehension; test scores are indicated by grade

16Cornelius B. Turner, Guide to Evaluation of Educational
Experiences in the Armed Forces, Washington, D. c.,7,5TZETEin Council

on Education. 1968), pp, 111-112.
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level, ranging from7 through 14.

Grade Point Average. Average obtained by equating letter. grade

with a numerical value : A 4, 1 s 3, C a 2s U= 1, F a O.

V/. LIMITATIONS OF THE STUDY

The study was limited to Wilkes Community College and was the

comparison of the GED recipients and tree traditional high school diploma

graduate from January, 1966 - November, 1972. There was a total of 311

GED recipients. The comparison was limited to those GED recipients who

had reading test scores and English 111 and Math 111 on their trap,

scripts. Fifty high school graduates wera randomly selected fromcrthe

remaining college transfer students for the control sample. No current

freshmen were included for either comparative group since they did not

have grade-point averages for the two subjegls. No analysis was made

to determine if the compared students were full time or if thay were

employed. Neither age nor sex was compared..

VII. BASIC ASSUMPTIONS

(1), College entrance requirements include a high school, diploma.

Sixteen hundred colleges and universities accept the GED.
17 It appears

that the GED is equal to the high school diploma. (2) The rqsearchers

indicated the GET) recipients would score lower and would achieve lower

grades for the first quarter of college. Some of the reasons were that

the adult had 'been out of school long enough to forget study habits,

skills, and that he was probably a full-time wage earner. (3) The

greatest difference was indicated to be in the mathematics comparison

of the two groups. Mathematics 111 had some modern mathematical concepts.

Modern mathematics was not emphasized in the Learning Laboratory program

17
Sharon, loc. cit.
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since .mcidern mathematics was being phased out of the GED teats.18

It is interestinp to note, however, that there was no hgnificant

difference in either of the three area that was tested.

VIII. PROCEDURES FOR COLLECTING DATA

In trying to determine>the educational success of Wilkes GED

4 recipients, it was necessary for the inyestif;itors to gather the data

first hand.

Each researcher was responsible for helping to identify GED

recipients who enrolled in college courses by locating their names in '

the files in the personnel Office. The researcher began-with current

files. If the name was not located, he then looked in the inactive

and graduate files. If the name didr not appear in either of those

files, it was assumed that the student did not enroll. From the

students' records, the placement scores in reading, and the grades

for Mathematics 111 and English 111 were obtained. The sample for the

GED recipients was then by those who did have the pertinent data.,

Files of the traditional high school graduates who had reading

placement scores, grade-point averages for English 111, and grade -point

averages for Mathematics 111 were identified. A stratified random

sample, using every eighth file, provid ci data needed for the group of

fifty students.

IX. TREATMENT OF DATA

The quasi-experimental research called for three analyses of data

18Statement by Ronnld Thomas in CM Test Workshop at Wilkes

Community College, Wilkesboro, August, 1973.
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to determine if there were significant differences in the mean scores

in (1) reading placommt grade level, (2) English 111, and (3) Mathe-

matics 111.

After data were collected and organized and the measures of

central tendency :ere found, a frequency distribution chart and a

histogram were made for each of the three sets of data (see pp. 41-52).

A parametric 'test, the t - test, was used to analyze each set of com-

parative data. The test determined Ciere was no significant difference

at the .05 level of significance between cm students and traditional

high school students in either of the three tested areas: '(1) reading

placement scores and grade-point averao,es in English 111 and Mathematics

111.

11

ti
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TaLle 1

Adults Piissiaz; D Test at Wile'; Lcmmunity College

lA9-1073

Year No. Took GE,2, No. Passed Gil

Yap!.

1966-1968 " 22
A

1969 lc 12

1970 G2 41

1971 93 ()2

1972 151 89

1973 88 85

Total 409 311,

r.

14
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Table 2

Grade Distribution .of 50 Traditional

.fligh Scilool Graduates in,Znglish 111

GPA frequency (f)
-

4 00

11
7

3.00 ,L2

2.00 10

1.00 9

0.00 4

Total 50

emal

percentages

14';

24%

36%

leu

100%

...
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Ta... 3

Mea:iure of: (.;;%Lra1 A2Ld

hi6h 001 traUuati

4

Ceatral

--
Meal..ure

Metal

tvelian

Moth:

2.18

2.00

2.00

-..-
Standard Deviation (0,0 1.13 .

S

1.126 .

olbel
p. Ao
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'Grade point averages
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figure 1. Histogram of 50 English 111 Students
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Recipients in :English ill
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easure of i..entral Tendenc/ of 30 :.;1.1)

Feci,ients in
-..-
Ceritral Qn.1 ency.

=7
:endure

Mean

Aian

. 0

2.23

2 f)

2 CD

3tandard Deviation (u) =

3 = ,. 25,200
30 .

a S =

.0.°-0.# 1.03

.111=0MIrellO

s

,f1
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figure 2.\hisrogram of 30 English 111 Students
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..hale 1.

Grade. of r.:04 : :scLool
:radu, kat ic.:; 4411 ti

GPA ) fro, p.:Qncy ( f )

. ° o
a

ft

3.00 tia'r 2 0't

t.

2.00 .17:

1.00 .100)

0. --el .1 .1 `.;
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Table 7

.1a

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

Measure of CcAtral Tendency of 50 Traditional
High School Graduates in Mathematics 111

IMMIIMMINIMIN

Central Tendency

alm=hly

fe
411111Ml.

Measure

M^an

Median

Mode

2.02

2.00

2.00

Standard Deviation (s) = 1.32

CG.9800s=
50

s ,0-41. 1.32

I
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14

L2

10

8

6

4
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ti

frequency

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

0 1 2 4

Grade point averages

figure 3: Uistorram of 50 Traditional High School Graduates in

Mathematics 111
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Table 8 °4,

Grade DistriLution of 30 GLD
Recipients in Mathematics:111

GPA (x) frequency (f) 2ercentage

4.00 3 10 %

3.00 4 13.3%

2.00 13 43.3%

1.00 8 26.7

0.00 2 6.7%

Total 30 100 %
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Table 9

"Measure of Central Tendency:of 30 GEL
Recipients in';lathematics 111

11111Mme

Central Tendency Measure

Lean 1.93

Mediun 2.00

Mode 2.00

Standard,Deviation (s) = 1.03

31.8670
s

30
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frequency

0 1 2 3 4

Grade point averages

figure 1, Histogram of 30 Mathematics 111 Students
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*Table 10

Readinj, Ilacument :,LitriL..tion of 50

Traditional High School ,,:raduates

Crade Interval frequency percentage

7-7.D

8-8.9

9-9.9

1

2

Li

°'a

10-10.3 6 .1.4%)

11-1.9 5 107.,

12-V.9 9 180

13-13.".1. 1.e.4 13

14-14.9
20%

Total 50

e t
I to

27

4's

If
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BESt COPY AVAILABLE

Table 11

:ieasure 8f CoNtral '1'endency of 50 Tcadltionai
:116:1 3c1,00l Graduates on

i:zading lacemt

Central Tendency :easure

ean 12.3 .

10.95

!lode :lark 13.45

:iodal Claus Interval 13 - 13.0

Standard i;eviation (s) = 1.8G

s
V77377777

!i
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frequency
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29

7.45 8.45 9.45 10.45 .145 12,45 13.45 11.115

Grade 1L,tervals

figure 5. Histogram of Aeading Placement Scores for SO Traditional High School

Graduates
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Table 12

Readil:f; Placement

of JO GLD Graduate:;

Grade Interval 'frequency

alli .111,
trp4centage

7- 7.9 1 3.33%

3.33%8- 8.9 1

0- 9.0

3 10.J0,

4 13.33%

.11 36.67%

13-13.9 5

14-14.'J 3 10.00%

30 100.00%Total n - ow+

*
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Neasure of Central Tendency of 30 Gk ;D

Recipients on Reading Placement '

Central Tendency

Neam

Ned ian

Node hark

Nodal Claia Inter4tal

vl

heasure

iJ

11.98

10.95

12.45

12.0-12.9

Standard Deviation (s) 1.b9

S =

S =

85.4670
30

11277".1.11169

s 1.1.9

frj t-)
a

t

31
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figure 6. Histogram of 30 GED Graduates on Reading Placement
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% Table 14

*

0
, Problem

=111,
Problem one

Problem two

PrOblea three

, 'Summary of CalculLited vnlues
11'.

tvalue for two-tailed test at Calculated t-value -

.05 Level cif Significance from, 4.Gta
,

t 34,

I

=IMM11.

r

-1.96 and 1.96

-1.96 and 1.96\

-1.96 and 1.96

-.195

.34

.79

9



4

Problem:

Problem one

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

35

Is there a significant difference in the .mean grade point
averages in .English 111 of the 0E6' recipient as compared to

the mean of the grade point averages of students who haw.
high school diplomas?

Ho: There is not a signifidant eifference in grade point averages
in English 111 of the GED recipient as compared to students
who have'high school diplomas.

.

xl

Ha: Alternative hypothesis
#R2

Level of 'significance .05 4

Critical t-value:

The critical t-value for a two tailed test is 1.96. Therefore,

reject Ho and accept Ha if t > 1.96 or t4-1.96.,

Formula for t-test

where 2.18
1

3Z . 2.23

el .0 1.13 s2 1.09

nl 50 n2 r 30

2.18 - 2.23t.
vi1.132 1.092

SO 30

to
-.05

.025538 .037603

-.05
t

77672....#1,
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t -.05

.77Er , BEST COPY AVAILABLE

o

4a.

0

t -.195

Since the, calculated value of.t does not exceed the critical

'value, the null hypothesis cannot be reject64 there' in no

significant difference between the mpan grade point averairS

of the two groups of students.

.1

0
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Problem 2

Problem: Is there a significant difference in the mean grade point
averages in natheriatics 111'Of the CED recipients an compared

to students who have high school diplomas?

Ho: There in not a significant difference in grade point averages
in tlath,ematics 111 of the CED recipient as compared to students

who have high school diplomas.
ti

Ho: 2'1 72

Ha: Alternative hypothebis

; 72

Level of significance: .05.

Critical t-value:

The critical t value for two-tailed test ia 1.96. Therefore,

reject Ho and accept Ha if t > 1.96 or t<-1.96.

Formula for t-test.

3ri
t w.210.11

912 pli2

n1 IT

where Tr 2.02 m 1.93

sl 1.32 s2 m 1.03

n1 50 n1 e 3°

2.02 - 1.93
t

1.322 4. 1.032

.09
t

t

Va.7727.
.09
.265

t :to- .34

1-3

t
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Since the calculated value of t does not exceed the critical

value, the null hypothesis cannot be rejected; there is no significant

difference between the mean grade point averages of the two groups

of students.



Problem three BESTCOPYAVA1LABLE

Problem: Is there a significant difference in the reading mean grade

placement scores of the traditional high school graduate as .

compared to the GED recipient reading mean grade placement?

39

Ho: There is not a significant difference in the mean grade

placement scores on reading of the GED recipient as compared

to students who have high school diplomas.

3i 1 * 31 2

Ha: Alternative hypothesis

II 0 72

Level of significance: .05

Critical t-values:

The critical t-value for a two-tailed test is 1.96. There-

fore, reject Ho and accept Ha if t-;*1.96 or. t(-1.96.

Formula for t-test

37i - 3E2

t
91 13'..

n1 n2

71. . 12.3

al * 1.86

ni m 50

t

Tr2 11.98

62 * 1.69

n2 30

12.3 - 11.98

1.862 1.692
+ 70-

.32
t

.069192 + .095203

t .32

109716739.=

t .32 1.,.e,.79

.405
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Since the calculated value of t does exceed the critical values,
the null hypothesis cannot be rejected; there is no significant difi
ference between the meant' of the reading placement scores of the two
groups.
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XI. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATION

GED recipients and the traditional high school graduate were

compared (1) to determine if there was a significant difference

in their entrance reading grade level, (2) to determine if there was

a significant difference in their grade-point averages in English 111

and (3) to determine if there was a significant difference in their

grade-point averages in Mathematics 111. In analyzing the mean scores

by using the t-test at the .05 level of bignificance there was no

significant difference in the three compared areas.

Based on the researched data the four participants oeths study

indicated that the traditional high school graduates need reinforce-

went skills at the same level as the GED recipients. The instructors

willothereforesidentify specific skill needs in the three tested

areas and the director will provide staff and space for implementing

the needs.
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Table 15

I
, .

Frpluency Distribution

Grade Distribution of 50 Ttaditional High
School Graduates in English 111

MEM

GPA(x)

4.00

3.00

2.00

1.00

0.00,

Total

frequency (f)

18

9

4

50

f x

28

36

?,36

9

0

109

1.

a

a.

47 .1
e

4

n
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Table 16

Frequency Distribution

Grade Dir4ributi.on of. 30 GED
Recipients in Engliph 111

.."

GPA (x) frequency (f) f

4.00 4 16

3.00 0 .

t
24

2.00 11 22

1.00 5 5

'0.00 2 0

Total 30 67



Table 17

Grade Distributi f 50 Traditional High
School Gro uates n ttathelatics 111

MIMMENN.1:.11.410 11,
GPA (x) frequency (f) ( f x

4.00 8 32

3.00 10 30

2.00 17 34

1.00 5 5

0.00 10 0

Total 50 1.01

.IIIIINaasen IIM.1,111,.-0,3.O.a.11/1Mill....

./MINNIer MCIIM:1.111=11.211tONlorel

r t
4

49



Table 18

Grade Distribution of 30 GED Recipients
in Mathematics 111

GPA (x) frequency (f) f x

4.00 3 12

3.00 4_ 12

2.00 13 26

1.00 Fs 8

0.00 2 01

Total 30 58

laavarMIrm=11

50
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Table 19

Frequency Distribution

Reading Placement of 50 Traditional

High School Graduates

Grade Interval Class Mark (TO frequency f x

7- 7.9 7.45 1 7.45

8. 8.9 8.45 2 16.90

9- 9.9 9.45 4 37.80

10-10.9 10.45 6 62.70

11-11.9 11.45 5 57.25

12-12.9 12.45 9 112.05

13.13.9 13.45 13 1/4.85

14-14.9 14.45 1.0 144.50

. Total
50 613.50
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Table 20

Frequency Distribution

Reading kacement of 30 CED Recipients

Grade Interval Clasp Mark (x) frequency f x

7- 7.9 7.45 1 7.45

8- 8.9 8.45 1 7.45

9- 9.9 9.45 2 18.90

10-10.9 10.45 3 31.35

11.11.9 11.45 4 45.80

12.12.9 12.45 11 136.95

13-13.9 13.45 5 67.25

14-14.9 14.45 3 43.35

Total 30 358.50
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