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Subject Preferences of Fifth Grade Children

"Sub ject Preferences of Fifth (rade Children' is a
cooperative study 1n which a number of graduate students
have contributed to the total research project. It was
facilitated through the cooperation of the New England School
Development Council, This theslis 1s one of the studies in
the project. Those completed and filed as graduaste studiles
in June and August, 1948 were:

Le

§%Ejg;erreferences in the Fifth Grade by Helen C,
Blanc d

2. The Rellability of the Check List Used in the Study
by Francls L. Thompson

Se

An Analysis of Sex Differences ln Fifth-Grade
ChiJdren's Preferences for School Subjects by
Eleanor M, Skahill

4. Preferences for Content, Skills, and Asesthetic

Subjects In Five Communitfes by Adc Comnito

S5¢ Children's Evaluatlon of the Difficulty of Well~-

LIked School Subjects by Ratherine M. Kinsley

6e Children's Evaluation of the Difficulty of Disliked

School Subjects by Eather M. Sullivan
7« An Analysis of Fifth-Grade Puplls' Subject Prefer=-
ences in Relation to Their Teachers' Preferences

by Helen M. Spragué
8.

Hi Morale Classrooms ln the Subject Preference
§Eu§x'by George H. Englesby

De Anal§sis of the Influences of

An Intelligence and
de Chlldrenis Prefer-

Age Differences uUpon -Grade
€nces Ior School subjects by willlam Lie Earléy, Jls




10,

11,

12,

13.

An Analysis of the Influence of Achlevement on
Preference for Reading and Arithmetic by Mary Ee

Cussck

Differsences in Subject Freferences of High-Achleve-
ment Readers an ow-Achlevement Readers by George
He Gardner

An Analysis of the Subject Preferences of 3,403
Third gourtﬁf FITth, and Sixth Grade Pupils in the

Pablic Schools of Quincy, Massachusetts by Francis
b. ¥T1ls ‘

Techniques and Practlces Used in Twenty Soclal
Studles Classrooms by William A, Wollfer
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PREFERENCES FOR CONTENT, SKILLS AND AESTHETIC SUBJECTS
IN FIVE COMMUNITIES

A question that arose in conjunction wilth the subject
preference study in grade five was, "Did the puplls, in
making their cholces of three school subjects most liked,
show any pattern of cholce? That is, could their cholces
be put into categorles classlfled as ocontent, skills, or
aesthetlic subjects?® The present phase of the study was
undertaken to determine what relationshlps, 1if any, existed
among the children's three subject cholcés,

Research shows that there 1s a definite lack of studles
related %o this fleld. Ethel E. Holmesl conducted a survey
of elementary school children's preferences among the var-
lous school subjects, The survey covered the children in
grades two through six, over a perlod of seven semesters.
Among the results obtalned were the facts that Arithmetle
held first place in the children's choices, and Socisal
Studles and Language placed very low, The study was con-
fined to a single elementary school,

Robert Hill Lane2 completed successlive studles on

1. Ethel E. Holmes "School Subjects Preferred by Chil-
dred," Department of Elementary School Principals, Six=-

teenth YearbDooR, WaBhlngton, D. C., N.E.X. 19375 D.
336=344,

2. Robert Hill Lane, The Prinecipal in the Modern Elem-
entar; Sehool, Boston: EougﬁfoﬁﬁITfIIn To., 1oWF, P.




likes and dlslikes of school subjectg. In this study, the
four best-liked subjects in order sre: Arithmetic, Arst,
Reading, and Physical Education. The author stated that
the large number of chlldren who particlpsted, more than
19,000, from grades 3 to 6, made his findings highly sig-
nificant as indications of trend in puplls! likes and
dislikes.

Lane drew the concluslons that, since Arithmetic and
Reading were liked most, they were apparently well taught.
On the other hand, he concluded that since Soclal Studies
and Science were most dlisliked, classroom materlals and
methods were ineffective. He raiaed many questlons rel-
ative to the problem, and suggested that investligatlons
be made of the methods and materlals which resulted in
dislikes expressed by so many children.

Gale Gardner3, who surveyed children in grades four
through six, had the ehildren indlcate thelr cholces by
rating subjlects from most liked to least liked in order.
His pupils ranked Physical Education, Art, and Arithmetle,
in that order.

Each of these studies was confined to a particular

locallity, but  the low position of Social Studles was

characteristic of all thres.

5. Gale Yardner, "A Study of Children's Interests",
The Tennessee Teacher, May, 1941, p. 3o0.




The writer's study is concerned with five school
systems chosen from the sixty-five in the over-all study
whose schools might be consldered as typical of industrial
and residential communities,

The élassiflcatlon of the speclfic school studies
according to content, skills, and aesthetic subjects, 1is

ag follows:

CONTENT (0) SKILLS (S) AESTHETICS (4)

1. Reading \ 1, Arithmetiec 1. Art or Drawing
2. Geography 2. Penmanship 2. Musle
R. History )OT ggcégl 3. Spelling
. Science or uales
Nature Study

Language or English, and Health Educatlon were ex-
cluded from the present study because of the possible mis-
leading character of thelr headlings. Since Language may
be taught with emphasls on gkills or creative work, or
both, 1t was impossible to judge what the local or par-
ticular classroom situation might be. The hesding
Health Educsation as used -in the original check~list also
mey have led to misunderstanding, slince some school sys-
tems 1list Physical Educatlion and others Health Education
in thelr courses of study. Physical Education might be
eclassified a8 8 sklll subject while Health Educatlon could

involve content,
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To avold any confuslon, all check=-=1lists of pupils
containing Health Education and/or Language or English
among the first three cholces were excluded and not re-
corded in this study. Of the 2744 check-lists in the
five towns, 461 were rejected for this reason, This repre-
sentas 13,54 of the total number of cases involved in the
selected five school systems,

The three subjects selected as their firat, second,
and third choices of those best-liked by the individual
puplils were clazssifled in threé categories; Content (C},
Skills (S8), and Aesthetic (A). A general working table
was made to tabulate the 2,285 questionnalres, It was

calculated that twenty different combinatlons would be

used In the general working table because this included
the number of possible combinatlons that could be selected |
by pupils into which their three choices would fall if
there were a saturation of cholces in one of the three
categories - Content, Skills, or Aesthetic. Saturation
is considered as meaning a selection of two subjects of ;
gimlilar classification out of a possible three.

The me thod by which the comparisons between the boys

and glrls were made employed the construction of tables

showing critical ratios, The formula for the. critical

Py =P
1-Pg 5

— SE Diff wqSEp.2w-4SE

SE Diff \SEpy P2

PP 4

ratio lay¢ CR
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With regard to the critical ratio, Wert® states:

"Whenever this ratio 1s unity, the chances are 68 in
100 that the difference is too great to be the result of
sampling fluctuations; whenever this ratio is two, the
chances are 95 out of 100 that the difference is too great
to be the result of sampling fluctuations: and, whenever the
ratio 1s 3 or more, it is a practical certainty that the
difference 1s too great to be the result of sampling fluctu-
ations,"

Table I shows the preferences for content, skills, anmd
assthetic subjects when placed in the twenty saturation com=- :
binations possible., The first column lists the combinations.f
The combination C=-C-S means that a pupilits first cholce was |
a content subject, his second cholce & content subject, and
his third cholce a skills subject. If a pupil!s cholces
made an A-S~C comblnation 1t has not been included because
only combinstions where two cholces are in a single category
(saturation) have been taken., Saturation comblnations were
found in the cholces of 1205 boys and 1078 girls, a total of
2283 pupils. Data 1n the table have been further analyzed
in tables II through VII.

4, James E. Wert, Educational Statisticas (New York: McGraw-
Hill Book (0., Inc., 1998) p. 145,




TABLE I

PREFERENCES FOR CONTENT, SKILLS, AND ARSTHETIC SUBJECTS WITH
SATOURATION OF CHOICES IN COMBINATIONS

Combinations

CONTENT
CuC=S
CopnC
CmSaC
CaCel
SuCuC
CuC=p
AsCoa

Total

SKILIS
S-8«C
Cull-8
SeSeq-
SeCad
A-8-5
Swi=5
SeS«S

Total

Town 38 Town 60 Town 35 Town 44 All Towns
Ne. of Choices No, of Choices No, of Choices No, of Choices No, of Choices No, of Choices
Beys Girls Boys Girls Boys Girls Boye Girls Boys Girls Boys Girls

. K 3 i
20 11 7 7 14 10 6 0 9 2 56 30
19 9 13 1l 14 10 0 1 3 2 49 23
19 11 13 6 18 6 7 4 15 9 72 %6
15 1 3 1 16 3 0 l 11 5 45 11
12 12 -] 6 17 12 8 1l 18 5 59 38
11 10 15 5 10 1z 3 3 8 0 47 30
] 8 15 1l 24 14 6 o 9 3 63 26
105 62 72 27 113 67 0 10 71 26 391 192
is 19 11 11 iz 15 7 10 22 14 70 69
16 20 11 8 9 11 9 3 10 5 556 47
16 12 20 23 14 28 9 15 11 8 70 86
14 15 & 4 6 1= 5 3 5 8 36 42

4 10 1 10 17 9 1+ 3 4 10 ) 41 49

7 7 2 16 11 11 2 9 6 9 28 52

3 2 2 4 1 3 2 2 1l 1 9 12

78 85 62 76 70 89 34 46 65 51 309 347

‘Town 63




TABLE I (continued)

PREFERENCES FOR CONTENT, SKILLS, AND AESTHETIC SUBJECTS WITH
SATURATION OF CHOICES IN COMBINATIONS

Combinations Town 38 Town €0 Town 35 Town 63 Town 44 All Towns

] Nos of Choiceas No, of Choices No, of Choices No, of Choices No, of Choices No., of Choices

i[ Boys Girls Boys Girls Boys Girls Boys Girls Boys Girls Boys Girls

| AEBSTHETICS _ '
Cmh=p il 7 8 12 10 8 2 1 1 2 33 30
AmA=C 7 10 14 11 19 16 5 3 4 4 49 44
S=A=A 8 7 3 6 17 18 3 4 2 4 33 39
AmimS 3 4 5 15 10 17 4 10 1 4 23 56
AmCol 4 4 7 8 8 10 2 3 1l 2 22 27
ArSwA 3 2 5 12 6 5 1 2 3 6 18 27
Total 36 37 43 64 70 74 17 23 12 25 178 223

| Total Choices 219 184 177 187 283 230 8l 79 148 o2 878 762




TABLZ IX

ARALYSIS CF SATURATION PREFERENCES OF 1205 3CYS5 AN
1078 GIRLS IN FIVE TCUNS FOR CCLTIIT, SIILLS
AllD AESTHETIC SUBJECTS

Boys Boys Girls Gms 3 5.2. CR
2 P 5., Diff, Diff,

trl
.

)

CONTENT Llh,53 1,70 25,20 1.60 19.32 2.33 &.30
SKILLS 35,20 1,5 b5,54 1,20 10,.3% 2.L1 k.29
AESTHETIC 20,27 1,40 29.26 1,70 .99 2.20 k,09

Teble II shows the analysis of the 272 gatursiilon
nreferences of 1205 boys and the 762 saturation preference

£ 1078 zirls in the five btowns investigated.

In the content suvjects the percent difference of
19,33 1s significant and the critical ratio of &.30 in-
dicates that this is a true difference in favor of the
boys.

In the skills subject the percent dilfference of
10,38 1s significant and the critlcal ratio of L4,29
indicates that this is = true difference in favor of the

ciris,

In the aestnetic subjects the percent difference of
%.99 is significant and the critiecl ratio of X,09 1ndi-
cates that tals 1s & true dirfference and in faver of the

girls,




TABLE III

ANALYSIS OF SATURATICH PREFEIRZNCES CI 296 LOYS
ARD 3G2 GIRLES IX TCOUN 33 FOR CCHTEART,
SKILLS, AXD AE3THZTIC SUBJECTS,

Boys Boys Girle Girls » 5.2. C.R.
Sublects e S.E, ‘s 5.4, Diff, Diff,

CCHTANT hy,0b % bo 33,70  3.50 14,2k L,88 2,92
SKILLS 35.62 3,30 46,19 3,70 10,57 Lk,96 2,17
AESTHEITIC 16,44 2,50 20,11  3.00 3.67 3.91 0.9%

Table III shows the analysls of the 219 saturation
preferences of 296 boys and the 184 saturaticn preferences
of 302 girls in Town 38,

In the conient cubjlects the rercent differsnce of
14,28 is not significant end the criticel ratio of 2,92
indlcntes thet there are 99 chances in 100 that this 1is
a true difference in favor of the girls,

In the skills subjects the percent difference ¢f
10.57 is nct significant and the criticel ratio of 2.13
indicates that there are 96 chsnces in 100 that thls is
a true difference in favor ¢f the girls,

In the aesthetic subjecte the nercent difference of
3.67 1s not siznificant and the critical ratio of 0,94
indicates thet there are 64 chances in 100 theot this is 2

true difference in fevor of the girls,




LA3LE IV

ANALYSIS OF SATURATICH PREFERENCES OF 2hg 2CYS
AND 240 GIRLS I¥ TCUN 60 FOR CCHTENT,
SKTILLS, AND AZSTHETIC SUBJECTS,

i Boys Boys @irls Girls $.82. C.R.
Subjects 4 S.%2, 3 8,E, Diff, Difre,

CONTENT ho,68 3,70 16,17 2.,9¢C 2k,51 Lh,70 s5.21
SXILLS 35.03 3,60 45,51 3,90 10,48 5.31 1,97
AESTHETIC 24,29 3,20 33,32 3,80 10,03 L,37 2.82

Teble IV shows the sznalysis of the 177 saturation
nreferences of 24& boys and the 1A7 saturation preferences
of 24C girls in Town 50,

In the content subjeets the nercent dlfference of
24,51 is significent and the eritical ratio of 5,21 indil-
cates that tinis 1ls a true difference in favor of The boys.

In the skills subjects the percent aifference of 10.48
is not significant and the crifical rstio of 1.97 indicates
thet there are 94 chances in 100 thet this is a true dif-
ference in favor cof the girls,

In the aesthetlic subJecte the wercent difference
of 14,03 is not significant and the critical ratlc of
2.82 indicetes that there are 98 chances in 100 that tals

le 2 true cifference in favor of the glrls.
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TABLE V

ANALYSIS OF SATURATICN PREFERENCES CFP 355 BOYS
AD 28L GIRLS I TCVWN 35 FOR COWIEXNT,
SKILLS, AND AESTIETIC SUBJHECTS.

Boys Boys Girls Glrls % S C.R.
Subjects 4 5.E, % S, E. Diff. Diff.

CCHTENT Lh,66 3,20 29.13 3,00 15.53 L,39 3,Bh4
SKILLS 27.50 2.90 38,70 3,20 11,03 L,32 2
AESTHETIC 27.67 2.90 32,17 3.10 4,50 L,2k 1,06

Table V shows the snalysis of tne 253 saturation
preferences of 355 boys and the 230 saturation nreferences
of 28L girls in Town 35,

In the content subjects the vercent difference of
15,53 is sgignificaent and tile critical retic of 3.54 indi-
cates that Shis is a true difference in fevor of the boys,

In the skills sublects the percent difference of 11,03
is not significant and the criticel ratio of 2.5% indicates
that there are 98 chences in 100 thaet this is 2 true dif-
ference in favor of the girle,

In the aesthetic subjects the nercent difference of
4,50 1s not significant 2nd the critical ratio of 1.06
indicates that thnere are 71 chances in 100 that thie is

a true difference in faver of the girls,




TABLE VI

ANALYSIS OF SATURATION PREFERENCES OF 113 BOYS
AND 113 GIRLS IN TOWN 63 FOR CONTENT,
SKILLS, AND AESTHETIC SUBJECTS

———— wine tm—
at— ————

Boys - Boys Gi%ié Girls SWE. CeRe
Subjects %y s.%. % SeEe Di%f. Diff.
CONTENT 37,04 5,40 12,66 5.80 24.38 6.60 3.69
SKILLS 41.97 5450 58422 5,60 16.25 7.85 2,07 .
AESTHETIC 20,99 4,60 29,12  5.10 8,13 6.87 1,18

Table Vi shows the analysis of the 81 saturation pref-
erences In 113 boys and the 79 saturation preferences of
113 girls in Town 63,

In the content subjects the percent difference of
24.38 is significent and the critlcal ratio of 3,69 indi-
cates that this is & true difference in favor of the boys.

In the skills subjects the percent difference of 16,25
1s not significant and the ecritical ratio of 2,07 indicates
that there are 96 chances in 100 that this‘is a true dif-
ference in favor of the girls,

In the msesthetic subjects the percent difference of |
8.13 is not significent and the critical ratio of 1.18 indi- |
cates that there are 76 chances in 100 that this is a true

difference in favor of the girls.




TASLE VII

AVALYSIS CF SATURATION PREFIRENCES O
A¥D 139 GIRLS IV TCOWN LU FOR COU
SKILLS, AID AZISTIETIC SU3J.CTS.

) Boys DBoys Girls @Girls 5 S.2. C.A.
SubjJects o S.%. 4 $.E. Difr, Diff.
CONTEUT 47.97 b.10  25.k9 L.Lo 22,48 6,01 3,74
SKILLS 43,92 L,10 50,00 5.00 6,08 6.47 Lok
AESTHZETIC 3,11 2.h0 o2h,m1 k.30 16.k0 L,92 3,33

Table VII showe thie esnalysis of the 148 saturation

nreferencec of 193 beys and the 102 seturstion nreferences
of 1329 girls in Town LI,

In the content subjJects the percent difference of
22,18 1g significant ond the criticel ratio of 3,74 indi-
cates thet this 1is a true difference in fgvor of the boys.

In *he skills subjscts the nerédent difference of 5,08
is not slegrificant eﬁd the critical ratio of C.9% indicates
%that there are 6U chances in 100 thst this is o true aif-
ference in Tavor of the girls.

In the aesthetié subjects the percent difference of
16,40 is significant and the critical ratio ¢ .33 indi-

cates thet this is a true diflerence 1n favor of the girls.




TABLE VIII

: FIRST, SECOND, THIRD CEOICES FOR CONTENT, SKILLS, AND AESTHETw
! IC SUBJECTS OF 1205 BOYS AND 1078 GIRLIS IN FIVE TOWNS

| Subjects and Towms
Cheices 28 60 35 63 44 A1
i
| CONTENT
| 1st Cheices
! Boys 144 97 118 35 71 465
Girls 127 61 84 22 37 381
2pd Choices
Beys 111 78 130 41 79 439
Girls 96 63 86 28 37 310
3rd Cholees
Boys 117 101 160 46 91 515
¢Girls 95 58 93 28 55 329
| Total Comtent 690 458 671 200 370 2389
| SKILIS
' 18t Choices
; Boys 100 71 110 45 85 411
i Girls 101 92 13 54 69 4289
. 2md Cholces
Boys 107 165 120 48 84 464
‘ Gidls 126 100 97 47 60 430
i Srd Cholces
! Boys 94 60 95 38 53 340
| Girls 113 8 9% 48 44 387
| Total Skills 641 517 628 280 395 2461
| AFSTHETIC
| 1st Choices _
| Boys 52 80 127 33 39 329 |
Girls 74 87 87 37 33 318
2nd Choices
; Beys 78 65 105 24 30 302
| Girls 80 77 101 28 32 338
|‘} 3rd Choices
! Boys 85 87 100 29 49 350
; Girls 94 93 98 37 40 362 |
| Total Aesthetio 463 489 618 198 231 1999
; c A _1065 338 USR] - SR 1% T . -
|Choices eof Girls 906 720 852 339 417 3234
Total Choiees 1794 1464 1917 678 996 6849
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% Table VIIT differs from Table I in that it categorizes 3
; all first, second, and thlrd choices of 1205 boys and 1078 |
ﬂ girls in the five towns investigated instead of merely the %
ﬁ saturatlon cholces in each of the three categoriss of Content+
i Skills, and Aesthetic subjectas. Since every boy and girl 4
5 each made three cholces in their preferences the total nnmberi
ﬁ of cholces made by the 1205 boys was 3615, and the total é
i number of cholces made by the 1078 girls was 3234, Data in .
? Table VIII have been further analyzed in Tables IX through j
. XIv.
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TABLZ I

ANALYSIS CF PRIFERENCIS FCR CCNTENT, SXILLS, AND
© ARSTHITIC SUBJECTS IN ALL TOWNS,
(3615 BOYS' CHOICES AND 2234 GIRLS' CHCICES)

. Boys = 3Boys Girls Girls Per 8.2, C.R.
Subjects Per Cent S.Z. Per Cent 8. E, Cent Diff

CONTENT 39.25 .81 29.99 81 9.26 1,27 7.29
SKILLS 33,60 L6k 33,8L .81 5,24 1,22 k.29
AESTHRTIC 27,16 .64 21.L8 .81 i,28 1,22 3,43

Teble IX shows the analysis of preferences for con-
tent, skill, and zesthetic subjecte of 1205 boys and 1078
‘girle 1n 211 towns there the numbers of first, second, and
third cholices in similar subjects were totzled and in-
vestigated.

In the ccntent subjects the nercent difference of
9.26 1s significant ané the critical retio of 7.29 indi-
cates tiaat this is a true difference in favor of the boys,

In the =skl1lls subjects the percent difference of 5,24
1s significant and the criticel ratio of 4,29 indicates
that thls 1s a true difference in favor of the girls.

In the =zesthetic subjecte the nercent éifference of

L.2% is significant and the critical ratioc of 3,43 indi-

cates that thls is a true difference ir 7avor of the girls.
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TABLE X

ANALYSIS CF PRIFERENCES FCR CONTENT , SXILLS, AND
ABSTHITIC SUBJZOTS IN TOWN 38,
(888 BOYS' CHOICES AND 906 GIRLS' CHOIOES),

Boys Boye Girls Girls e

S ¢. R,
Subject % S.EB. % 8.2, Diff.D

CONTENT  N41.29 2.89 35,1C 2.5 6,79 2,33 2.91
[

2
SKILLS 33,90 2.56  37.53 2.89 3,63 2,12 1.71

AESTHETIC 2b,21 2.25 27.37 2.25 3.16 2.12 1,49

Table X shows the snalysls of nreferences for content,
gkill, and aesthetic subjJects of 296 boys and 302 zirls of
Town %€ whiere the numbers of filrst, second, znd third
cnoices in slmiler subjects were totaled and iuvestigated,

In the content sub jects the narcent differsnce of 6,73
1s not significant and the criticnl ratio of 2,91 indicates
that there are 99 chrnces in 100 that thics 1s a tirue 4if-
ference in favor of the boays.

In the skills subjects the nercent Cifference of 3,63
is not significant and the critical retio of 1.71 indicates
thet there are 91 chances in 100 tihet thie is a true 4dif-

ference in favor of the girlg,
In the aesthetic subjects the percent differsznce of

3,16 is not eignificant and the criticel ratio of 1.LG in-

dicates thet there are 86 chances in 100 thet 4$hiis is e true

difference in favor of the 2irls.
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TASLE X

ATALYSIS OF PREFERENCES FCR CCHTENT, SKILLS, AID
AESTHETIC SUBJECTS IN TCWN 40
(744 3CYS! CHOICES AND 720 GIRLS' CHCICES),

Boys Boys Girle (Girls &  S.Z. C.R,
Subject 4 S.2. % S,E, Diff, DiTE.
GCHTENT  37.10 3.2k 25,28  2.8¢ 11.82 2.47 4,79
SKTLLS 31,72 3.2k 39,03 3,61 7.31 2.61 2,30
AESTHITIC 31,18 2.89 35,69 3.2k k4,51 2,47 1.83

Table XI showre the analyeils of »nreferences for con-
tent, skill, ond aesthetic subjects of 24% Dboye and 240
girls of Town 60 wherz the numbers of Tirst, scccnd, andé

third cholces in similsr sun jects were totaled =ané investi-

In the content subjlects the =ercent difference of

11.32 is eignificent end the critical ratio of L,79 in-

-

dicatea thet thie is & true difference in Tavor of thas boys

In the skills subjects tie nercent difference of 7.30
is not significent snd the critical ratio of 2,30 indicates
thet there are 99 chances in 100 that this is 2 true dif-
ference in favor of the girls,

In the aesthetic subjects thie percent ¢ifference of
L,51 is not significant and the criticsl ratio o7 1.83 in-
dicates thst there sre I chances in 100 that thle 1ig a

true difference in favor of the girle,
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TABLE XII

ATALYSTS CF PREFIRINCES FOR CONTET , SZILLS, AlD
AESTEZTIC SUBJECTS IN TOUN 35,
(1065 30YS' CHOICES AMD 452 GIRLS' CHOICES)

= Boys 2oys Girls Girls 5 S.Z. C.R.
Subjeccts 3 S.E. % S.%, Diff, Difct.

CCMTENT 34,32 2,25 30,83 2.50 &,56 2.1 3.91
SKILLS 30.52 2.25 35,57 2.83 5,05 2,27 2,22
AZSTFETIC. 31,16 2.25 33,55 2.89 2,32 2,27 1,48

Table XII shows the analysis of rreferences for con-
tent, skill, and aesthetic subjects of 355 boys end 28k
girle of Town 35 where the numbers of first, second, and
third chicices in similar sublects were totaled enc investi-
zated,

In the content su»jects the nercent difference of 3,55
is significant end the critical ratic of 3,91 indicates
that this 1g & true differsnee in favor of the boys.

In the skllls subjecte the nercent difference of 5,06
is not significent and the critical ratio of 2,22 inilcates
that there are 97 chances in 10C thet this is o true 4if-
ference in favor of the girls,

In the aesthetic subjects the nercent difference of
2,38 ia not signifiecant and the critical ratio of 1,48 in-

dicates that there are 85 chances in 100 thet this is a

true dif ference in favor of the girls,
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TABLE XIII

ANALYSIS CF PREFERENCIS FCR COMTZT , SHILLS AID
AESTHETIC SU2JECTS IN TCOWN b3
(3290 BOYS' CHCICES AND 339 GIRLS' CHOICES).

Boys 3oys Girls
subject "o 3g. &

CONTENT 35,99 7.29 23.00 5.29 12,99 3,55 3.66
SEILLS 38,64 7.2 Lz,95 7.29 5.31 2,8
AESTHETIC 25,37 5.76 2.05  G6.76 7

Table XIII shows the analysis of sreferences for cone
tent, skill, and aesthetic sublecte of 113 boys and 113
girls of Town 63 vhere the numbers of first, second, znd
third choices in sinilar subjects iwere totaled »nd investi-
gated.

In the content subjects the nercent Jifference of 12,99
ig significant ond the critical retio of 3%,66 indicates
that thie 1s 2 true differsnce in favor of the doye,

In the skille subjects the »nercent difference of 5,31

1s not significant &and the eritical ratio of 1.3%% indicates
that there are 83 chences in 100 that thic is 2 true dif-
ference in faveor of tle girls.

In the esesthetic subjeets the percent difference of
7.67 is not cignificant and the critical retio of 2,13 in-
dicates that there are 97 chances in 100 that this ig 2

true difference in favor of the girls,




TABLE XIV

ANALYSIS OF PREFERENCES FOR CONTENT, SKILLS, AND
AESTHETI( SUBJECTS IN TOWN Ly
(579 BCYS' CHOICES AND 417 GIRLS! CHCICES).

Boys Boys Oirls Girls % BS.E. C.R.
Subject 4 S.E % S.E Diff,Diff,

CORTENT  ILi.62 LF.H1 30.94 5,2 10.68 3.11 3.53
SKILLS 38,34 L1 41,49 6,25 3,13 3,27 0,96
AESTHETIC 20,04 2.89 27.57 4.g84 7.53 2.78 2.71

Table XIV showe the analysls of preferencee for
content, skill, and aesthetle subjects of 193 boys and
139 girls of Town 44 where the numbers of first, second,
and third choices in similar subj)ects were totaled and
investigated.

In the content subjects the per cent difference of

10468 is significant and the critical ratio of 3.43 in-

dioates that this 1s a true difference infavor of the boys. '

In the skills subjects the per cent difference of
%3.13 ig not significant and the eritical ratio of 0,9€
indicates that there are 66 chances in 100 that this
is a true difference favor of the girls.

In the aesthetlic subjecte the per cent difference of
7+35 18 not significant and the eriticel ratieo of 2.71
indlicates that there zre 98 chsences in 100 that thie is a

true difference in favor of the girls,
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CHART I
SUMMARY OF SATURATION PREFERENCES FOR CONTERT, SKILLS,

™ AND AESTHETIC SUBJECTS
Iw —— —-. —
Boys Favored | Girls Favored
over Girls over Boys
SUBJECTS
Towns Critical Towns Critical
Ratio Ratio
All 8430
60 5.21
44 SeT4
CONTENT NONE
63 D469
35 Oe54
38 2.92
P All 4,29
35 2450
' 38 2413
SKILIS NONE
- 63 2407
60 1,97
44 0.94
All ' 4,09
44 3«33
m 60 2,82
AESTHETIC NONE
63 1.18
35 1,06

38 0,94
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CHART II
SUMMARY OF ALL PREFERENCES FOR CONTENT, SKILLS, AND
AESTHETIC SUBJECTS
Boys Favored Girls Favored
over Girils over Boys
SUBJECTS
Towns Critical Towns Critical
Ratio Ratio
All 7«29 |
60 4,79 |
35 3.91 |
CONTENT - NONE |
63 3466
44 3043
38 2491
All 4,29
60 2,80 |
35 2422 |
SKTIL NONE f
. 38 1,71 :
63 1,39
44 0,96
All 3443
44 2e71
63 2,18 |
AESTHETIC NONE :
60 1,85
38 1,49 j
35 1,48 J




The following conelusions concerning the towns and
pupils used in thls study may be drawn from the inves-
-tigated data:

1. That all boys, regardless of type of community,
showed preference for content subjects, 1s highly sig-
nificant. Boys favored content subjeets with statistlecal
signiflcance in four out of five communities, both in
the saturation of subject preferences, and in the combined ;
choices of similar subjects,

2. Girls 41d not prefer content subjects, elther
in the over-all study or in any individual town.

3. Girls did prefer skill and aesthetic subjects
over boys wlth signiflcance in the over-all study.

4., In Town 44, girls preferred the aesthetic subjectsé
in the saturation preferences over the boys.

5. In the remaining four towns in the saturation
preferences, and in the five towns in the combined choices,;
both aesthetlie and skill, there ls no significant differ- .
ence between the cholces of boys and girls; However, in
every lnstance, the percent difference was 1n favor of
the girls. .

6. Boys did not favor the ekill or aesthetic subjects|

over the girls in any saltuation.
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Further investigation might be direected to the
following problems:

1. Where do the answers lie to the questions railsed
by the statlstleally slignificant differences which result-
ed from thls study? Why did boys in varied communitles so
declsively prefer content subjects over the glrls? Why
did girls in all towns select skill and aesthetic subjects
over the boys? Research 1s needed which might show a
relatlonshlp between a puplilts preferences for content,
gklll, or aesthetic subl)ects and his achievement; or
betwgen hies preferences and the methods of teaching
or learning sltuatlons or motivation to which he has been
exposed; or between hls preferences and the community
resources.,

2. Investigations similer to that mentloned above
might be cerrled on in several school systems 1n order
to establish the reliabllity of obtained results.

3. A follow=up study might be made using the same
pupils to ascertain the stability of pupils' cholces.

These suggestions do not exhaust the possibilities
in this one ares. However, they serve to indicate that

there 1s a wealth of materlal to be lnvestlgated.




