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Subject Prefersnces of Fifth grade Children i

"Subject Preferences of Fifth Grade Children" is a

ooperative study in which a rmumber of graduate students |
ihave contributed to the total research project. It was

Efacilitated through the cooperation of the New England School

iDevelopment Council. This thesls 1s one of the studies in

i |

i the project. Those completed and filed as graduate studies |

 4in June and August, 1948 were:

l. Subject Preferences in the Fifth Grade by Helen C.
nchard v

2, The Reliabllity of the Check List Used in the Study
by Francis L. Thompson

3« An Analysis of Sex Differences in Fifth-Grade
Children's Preferences for School Subjects by
Eleanor M. Skahill

4. Preferences for Content, Skills, and Aesthetlc
Subjects in Five communities by Ado Commito

6. Ohildren's Evaluation of the Difficult of Well-
LIked School Subjects by Ratherine M. Kinsley

6. Children's Evaluation of the Difficulty of Disliked
School Subjects by Esther M. sullivan

7e alyais of Fifth-Grade Pupils! Subjects Prefer- %
ences n Relation to Thelr TeachersT Preferences

by Helen M. Spragué

8 HL Morale Classrooms in the Sub]ec Preference
’ "Eﬁgi‘by George He. Englesby

9. An Analysls of the Influences of Intelllgence and
Age DIfferences Upon FAlth-Grade Children's Prefer-
ences for school Subjects by willfam L. Earley, Jre




10+ An Analysis of the Influence of Achievement on
Proforence for Reading and ArLLNNOTic Dy MAry Ee

Cusack

1l. Differences in subject Preferences of High=Achieve-
ment Readers and Low-Achlevement neaders Dy George
H, Gardner

12, An Analysis of the Subject Preferences of 3,403
Tﬁlr , Fourth, Fiith, and Sixth Grade PﬁETls I the
rublic Schools of’Quincx, Hassachusetts by rrancis
Do Mills

13. Tochnigues and Practices Used in Twenty Social
Studies Glassrooms by william A, Wolifer




AN ANALYSIS OF FIFTH-GRADE PUPILS! SUBJECT PREFSRENCES
IN RELATION TO THEIR TEACHERS'PREIFERLNCHS

It has been & more or less reoognized opinion of msny

2ohers that pupilas like most the subjects their teachers

efer to tesoli. The ressong for such a similarity5or'choice
'1ght be the teachers' intense interest in the subjeots, thalr.
,?V;"esirea to impart knowledge of the subjects to their pupils,
';nd to arouse thelr interest and 1liking for the szme subJects.}
) 'soientirié gtudy has been found which proves whether thisg |
f%ontention is true or not.

i It was the purpose of this study (1) to compare the sub-
+Ject preferences of puplls cf fifth grades with the nubjﬁot

- Yeachers! cholces.

3 Pupils in expressing their preference for certain gub-

‘%ttention Bhould be glven to llkes and dislikes of children.
\1¥f thia be true of children's preferences then it would seen
o be equally true in regard to teachers' preferenéos. In all
;ﬁarabability & teacher will have more to offer her oclass 1f
ﬁahe is teaching subjeots she llkes. 1If both teachers and

puplls care for the some subjects there will exist a rapport

,; :
L A




J?’%between thems An attempt has been made in this study to
g how just whioh subjects teachers moat prefer to teach and

Although & number of studiss! may bave been made of i

R ‘pupils' subject preferences no sclentific studies have been |
;fﬂcompleted. No study of comparisons between pupils! and ‘
[

', jteachers! preference in school subjects oould be found.

o S TR

Hethod of Prooqdurs. All teachers of the olties and

sbowns included in the survey were given an opportunity on the
wquestionnaires to lndicate the subject they most enjoyed

i eachings Preferences of bH43 teachers? as well as the first,i
fsacond, and third choices of those teachers! 6664 Qoys and

3556 girls, e total of 12,999 puplls, were tabulated. The

ercenteges of boys and girls of each teacher 1liking the

|airrerent subjects were found. Penmanship and hanlth wore
Jkomitted from this at: dy aince no teaochey ahoae alther of
1 those two subjeots as most prefarred in teaching.

The proferences were studled in this way. An analysis

d 1 Ethel E. Holmea, "School Subjeots Preferred by Children,"
- 4 Sizxteenth Yearvook of the Hational Education Association, :
§ Dopartment™ of klemohtary SchooXl Principals (washington, DeCet
4 Hational Educational Asscciation, 1837), ppe 336-344. !

4 2 The variance in the number of teachers and pupils in this
§ atudy from the over-all preference study is due to the fact |
that some teachers failed to express a preference or pre=- :
ferred soocial studies when that sublect was taught as aepannm
asubjects of history and geography in their clasaroomse.




o

J‘was made of the arithmetic choices of all pupils of the group )
~o§ teachers who 1iked best to teach arithmetic. Compariaon

wis made between the combined first, sscond, and third

.6Holces in aritimetic of the pupils of these teachers with

t&e combined choices in arithmetic of pupils of teachers

'w ose preference in teaching was in somse otaer area than

Vnrithmetic. Comparison also was made between the two groups

’oi pupils on the basis of firat choloes only in aritimetic,
T o study was continued in the same way in each subject

fftter fleld chosen by teachers as a teaching praforence.

The oritical ratio of the difference of the porcentages '?

‘fga accopted as the most satisfactory instrument {or analysis f

,;i the data since a signifiocant difference statistically do=

fgarminas the trend of a groups To determine the significance

vvﬁf the difference betwaen any two percentages, the formula
ﬁ?or finding the oritical ratio (CR), when the two porcentagee§

f}re expressed by Py and Pp, ls:

8E DAfS
Py Pp

The standard error of a difference beitwsen two perconte-

ages is found by use of the formula:

SE DiffPl Py -VSEPlz '( - 2

t
"
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In reference to the oritieal ratio and its implicsations,

<H;rt3 says:

Whenever this ratio is unity, the chances are
68 in 100 that the dlfference 1s too grezt to be
the result of sempling fluctuntions; whenever this
ratlo ia two, the chances are 95 out of 100 that
the difference 1s too grest to be the result of
sanpling fluotuations; whenever the retio 1s three
or more, it i3 a praoﬁical certainty that the 4if-

ference 1s too great to be the result of sampling
fluctuations, ;

Using this formula, the'significance of differencaé in
 §hbJect'preferencea was found fof each group used.

Analysis of Data. The number and percentages of first,

'époond, and third cholces of boys who preferred the ssme gub= |

‘5 ots as their teachers are shown in Table I and Table II.

‘E e number and perocentages of first, seocond, and third ohoicesi
{é’ giils who preferred the same subjects ag thelr teschers n
‘ite shown in Table III and Table IV. 1In a similar way the |
 § nber and peroentages of boys' and girls' first, second, and %
ﬁ’ird preferences for the same sublects as thelr teachers ;
ohose sre shown in Table V and Table VI, Table VII shows the |
;;:tal number and peroéntages of 21l boys! and girls' first,
V?:eoond, and third cholices combined. In order to meke a cdm—
féarison of this study with the over-all preference study, the
%?otals of the cholces in all subjeocts of this study (the

-}iupils' preferences the same as their teachers' preferences)

3 James B. Wert, Fducstionsl Statistics (New York:
YoGraw Hill Book Uo., TIno., 1936) p. 145,
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éﬁ#t be deducted from the totals of the over-all proference
étﬁdy‘ The balence of the totzls were the number of chlild-
ren choosing preferences not the asme as thelr teachors.
T&ble VIII indlcates this computation.

TABLE X

NUMBER OF TRACHERS AND THEIR SUBJECT PREFERE VG”S
{ WITH THE NUMBER OF BOYS OF THRIR CLASSKS WHO PREFER _THE
'} BAVE SUBJLCTS IN RITHXR FIR3T, BSECOHD, OR THIRD CHOICES

&

vt ) B i R e T

= No. of Total Mo, Choices
- Bubjeots teachers of boys 1l 2 3 o®
- Hending 64 - 812 201 120 124 367
- Arithmetic 221 2680 680 452 280 1268
Language 38 474 11 15 17 431
Spelling 1 6 1 0 1l 4
Geography 67 - 785 56 82 77  B71
History 38 475 60 70 68 287
"S8oc. Studlies 70 - 891 106 128 - 126 B33
ADt 9 128 28 15 17 67
Music 23 273 25 34 39 17"
Bgience 12 140 10 22 16 93

Totals 543 6664 11656 938 763 53798

bqr of pupils who made their ehoices in other subjects than
thoge preferred by their own teachers.

TaBLE IX

PER CENT OF TEACHLRS AND THEIR SUBJECT PREFERTNCES WITH
THE PLR CENT OF BOYS OF THEIR CLASSES WHO PREFER THE
9AME BUBJECTS IN EITHZR FIR3T, SECCND, OR THIRD CHOICES

T ‘Per cent Humber )
~Bubjects of of Cholces
K Tegcheras  Boys 1 2 3 0

~ heading 11.79 812 .24.76 14.78 16.27 45.20
{iritimetic 40.70 2680 25.37 16.87 10.45 47.31
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a TABLE II
! (conoluded)
aub‘v‘jeota Perogent Nug?er . chotces
T é Teachers Boys 1 2 3 0 |
P ¢ Y) (2) (3] (%) (8) (6) 7
I Language 6499 474 232  3.16 5459 90.9:5;
| Spe ng . ed8 &8 18,87 O . 16.87 . 66.67
Geography 12,54 785 7401 10446, 9,81 . 72,74
History 7,00 476 10,63 | 14474, 14432 . 680.42
S06. Studlea 12,89 89 11,78 | 14.37. 14,03 . 59.82!
Mt‘; 1,66 128 22,66 . 11,72, 13.28 . B2.34
mm:lo - 4424 273 Bedd . 12445 14,20 . 64 084¥»
8‘31:61150 221 140 Te¢dd . 16,71 10,71 . 66 o% '
wor;iala | 6664 a
= : |
TABLE III
3 NUMDER OF TEACHERS AND THEIR SUBJEGT PREFERERCES WITH |
b THE NUMBER OF CIRLS OF THRIR CLASSES WHO PHEFER TIHE
% SA&&E SUBJECTS 1IN EITHER FIRST, SEQOND, OR THIRD CHQICES i
Number Total
83{‘350‘73 of Kumber of Choloes
gj Teachers girls 1 2 3 o
} Reading 64 768 206 124 104 325 |
A!‘itbmetic 221 2571 694 403 344 1230
Language 30 4382 10 24 7 381
Spelling 1 4 2 0 0 2 |
Geography 67 791 43 50 44 654 |
Hiastory 38 400 33 47 49 361 |
8¢o, studies 70 789 67 68 860 594 |
ré g 116 31 19 7 49
Misio 23 257 53 45 38 121 |
Science 12 127 7 11 7 w02
Wotals 543 6335 1045 791 680 3819 |
———= e e e
i




TABLE IV

" 'PER OENT OF TEACHERS AND THEIR SUBJECT PREFERENCES WITH
| THE PER CENT OF GIRLS OF TIEIR CLASSES WHO PREFER THE
ISAME SUBJEGTS IN EITUER FIRST, SECOND, OR THIRD UHOICES

ol por Cent Number |

Subjeots of of Cholces
«4 Teachers Girls -1 -8 3 o
i
Rodding 11479 768  27.04 16,36 13.72 42468
Ard thmotio 40,70 2671 - 23,10 15.67 13.38 47.84
Laﬁguage 8.0 432 » Be3L  5eBD 3494 8Be 19‘
3pelling .18 4 ‘80e 0 0 50s
Biﬂtory ’ 7.00 © 480 o 6473 9488 10 '75.67‘
3“ « Studies 12.89 789 : 849 8,62 7‘60 75 029:
Ar 1.66 116 = 28,72 168,38 14,86 42,24
Music 4.24 257 20.62 17,51 14,70 47,08
So@ence 2421 i27 b.51 B466 be51 80031
i :
TABLE V ‘

4  NUMBER OF TEACHERS AND THEIR SUBJECT PREFERERCES WITH
© § THE NUMBER OF BOYS AND GIRLS OF THEIR CLASSES WHO PREFER
WIE SAME SUBJECTS IN EITHER FIRST, SEGOND, OR THIRD CHOICES

Rumber Total Ho.

of of Doya and
Teachers girls 1 2 3 0
64" 1670 406 244 228 662 |
281 5251 1274 856 624 2498
38 906 el 39 54 818
1 10 3 0 1 6 |
67 1876 g8 132 121 1225 |
38 965 85 117 117 648 |
70 1680 172 196 185 1127 |
9 244 60 34 34 116 |
23 530 78 79 77 208
12 267 17 33 22 195 |
543 - 12009 2210 17829 1443 7617 |
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TABLE VIIX

- TCTAL NUMBER AND PURCOENTAGE OF SUBJECT PREFIRENCES OF PU?ILS
{ HO? MAXING CHOICES IN THE SANE SUBJECTS AS THEIR TgACHERS

",’ ,i"_‘f;,{ .
i .

p——— =

wow o Totel No: im Total No. and per Totel Xo. end per
i P.~Non-1, cegt?of cho%ce chogggg g§ %-Zﬁgn‘

. : & P -7, o= NON-
Bubjeot Fref. Study Pgefereﬁgg stugy T. Preference Study
‘Reading 11,913 2654 22,28 6299 52.88
Arithmetic 8,232 1724 20.94 40568 49,30
Language 12,877 65 44 44 4,33
Spelling 13,473 1262 9.37 5352 39.72
Geography 11,907 204 1.71 1068 8.97
History 12,518 446 3,66 19819 156.33
800.3%udlies 11,803 269 2,25 1020 8.64
Art 13,238 2329 17.69 5747 . 43.41
Kusilo 12,9563 1165 8.99 4362 33.68

Beéience 13,216 592 4.48 2014 15.24

‘”$§ # P.~lNon-T. Pref. Study refers to the Pupll-Non-Teacher
- Preference Group, pupvils whose subjeot preferences wers not
the subject moat preferrsd by their teachers.

o TABLE IX
| ORITICAL RATIOS BETWESN THE PUPIL-TEACHRR PREFTRUNCE

GROUP AND THE PUPIL-NON-TEACHTR PREFERTNCE GROUP
ON COMBINED FIRST, SECOND, AND THIRD CHOICES

, rey SE

Subjeot Group  ocent  OE Diff. DAff. OR
Rgaao p"T Pref-ﬁ 55.92 103 5.04 1043 2015
Arith. P-T Pref. 52.42 .7 3.12 .92 3.39
o P-lon-7.Pref. 48.30 .6

Leng, P-T Pref. 10.36 1.0 6.03 1.02 5,01

P-NOO-T. }?I’ef. 4-:55 02

=
£




i - TABLE IK

i {conecludad)
.
' ' Pep ) Ll
' 5\3‘}33«33‘3 ({roun oent S DAEE. DALY, CR
T =) () (27 {57 ) 7]
89611 I"'l v & I'Gf- 40009
o Fellon=T. Pref. 39.72
Geog. P-T. Pref.  22.23 1.0 13.51 1.02 13.06 |
o Pelion-T,.Pref., a.37 .2 ;
Higt., =T, Pref. 22.84 1.6 17.51 1.61 11.60
iy |
Soa. V-7, i'ref. 32.92 1.1 £4.28 1.14 21.30 |
atuda i“"”on"‘s\o Px‘ef' &oﬁé‘ i 0:5 . ';
ﬁrﬁ F""I‘Q laz'ﬁfo 520&5 3:3 9‘04 3.3? 20&1 i
Mugic P-T, Pref, 43.78 2.2 9.90 2.24 4.43
| P-lion-T. Pref. 33.68 b }
Se{~re P-T. Pref. 26,97 2.7 11.73 2,92 . 4.32
P-Non.-'i‘ . f"!‘ﬁf » 150 24 * 3

-4 Teble IX firat shows the compsrison between the two ,
gtzuws with resding as tho firat subject. The pereent &1ffar—

ence of 3,04 betweon the Fupll-Teschar Preference Group ond
v fupll-Hon-Tencher Prefersnce Croup 1s not significant.

oriticel ratio of 2.13 ghows that fhiere sve 67 chanoes

1n/100 thet this 1e a truc differcnce in favor of the Fupil-

Tercher Preforence Group

¥ p=i. Fref. mecns the pupils who proferred the seme
: su%Jects ag thely ﬁEgoherm.




“' %% In arithmetie, the por cent ﬂiffaramce.of 3.12 1s aign1f~¥
1oant The oritical ratlo of 3.39 shows that this 1z 2 true .
diffaranco in favor of the Pupil-Te cher Praference Group.
R{?;? In lanauufe, the per oent differonoce of 8.03 1s gignlif-
1cﬁpt. The oritical ratio of 6.91 shows this to Le a true
dlgference in fevor of the Pupil-Toscher Preferencs CGroup
; In gpelling, the per cent dAifferonee of 26 is nbt sig-
nlficant. o oritical ratio could be found beosuse of the
 §mé1l number of cases in Fupll-Teccher Preference Otudy.
'»'f In geograpvhy, the per gant difference of 13.31 is sig-
‘nifioant. The oriticsl ratio of 13.06 shows this to bs a “
, true aifferenece in favor of the Pupil-Tezcher Preferonce Groupa
{ 1In history, the per cent difference of 17.51 1s signif-
1o;nt. The oritiosl ratio of 11.60 shows this %o be a trus
. dxfferenoe in favor of the Fupll-Tezahier Froference Group.

In sooial studles, the per cent dAifference of 24.28 is

slrnifiopnt. The oritieal r=tio of 21.30 shows this to be a %
, trua difference in favor of the Fupll-Tsacher Preferonce {
Géoup.

%j{ In ert, the per cent difference of 9.04 is not pignif-
1?ant. The orltlozl ratio of 2,01 shows thet thers are €9
chnnoes in 100 that this 13 o true differsnce in favor of

‘~the Pupil-Teacher Freferenca Croup.

In musie, the por cent ﬁifference of 9.90 1s signif-

”}oant. The oriticnl ratio of 4.43 shoun thiz %o be & true



differénce in favor of the Pupll-Teacher Preference Group. :
- In sclence, the per cent difference of 11.73 is sig-

nifio#ntl The eritical ratio of 4.32 shows this to be a

true:éifférenoe in favor of the PupileTeécher Preference

‘Groupg

3% B  TABLE X

ORITIOAL RATIO8S BETWEEN THE PUPIL-TEAGHER PREFERENCE

"GROUP AND THE PUPIL-NON-TEACHER PREFERENCE GROUP
: ON FIRST CHOICES ONLY o

- ‘ Per SE
Subject  Group cent SE _ DAff. Diff. CR
Read. P-T. Pref. - 25.86 1.1 3.58  1.17 3.06
. P-Non-T.Pref. 22.28 o4 - ‘
Arith. P-T. Pref.  24.26 6  3.32 72 4.81
Lang. P-T. Pref. 2.3 .6 1.87 .51  3.87
» ; ;] P-NOH—-T.PI’Bf. 044 01
Ry - , ‘ .
Geog. P-T. Pref. 6.22 .6  4.51 .61 7.59
4’ P"'Non‘T oPrefo 1071 -l . .
‘Hist. P-T. Pref.  8.60 .9  5.04 .92 65.48
o P-Non-T.Pref. - 3.56 -2
S06. P-T. Pref. 10.24 .7 7.99 71 11.25
Bm. P-NOH—T .Pl‘ef. 2.25 . 01 .
. . R
_Music P-T. Pref.  14.34 1.6 5.36  1.53 3.60
8o P-T. Pref. 6.37 1.5 1.89 1.51 1.25

-y P-Non-T.Pref. 4.48 .2

i




Tsble X shows o somparison hetween perosntages of firot
cholocs of the PupileTeocher Preference Group and those of
the Pnpil-ﬁon~£eanher Froference Group.

In reading, the per cent difference of 3.58 iz signifi-
oanﬁ«; The sriticsl ratio of 3.06 ghows this to be & trus
differsnce in favor of the Pupll-Teacher Preference Group.
. In srithmetic, the per cent 4iffercnse of 3.32 is oig-
nifiosnt. %The oritlosl ratis of 4,61 shows this to be a
true aifferanee in fevor of the Pupil-Tencher Prsference
Groug.

*In langunge, the per eent difforonoe of 1.87 is signifi.
eant, The eriticsl retio of 3. 67 shows this %o bo a true
ﬁiftarenae in favor of the Pupil-Tencher Proferencs Group.

In spelling, the peor cent differense of 20.63 is not
a&gnitioant. Ho eritioal ratio could be founil because of the
small number of c¢ases in the Pupil-Teacher Prefersnce Group.

In Geoprophy, the per oent differcnoe of 4.51 is sig-
nifiocant. The oriticsl ratio of 7.39 shows this to be o true
difference in f£avor of the Pupil-Toachor Preference Group.

”;‘In}hiatary, the por cent difference of 6.04 1s signifi-
ﬂoanv. Tha‘oritical ratlo of 65.48 shows thls to be a true
alttaranca in favor of the PFupil-Peccher Prefersnoe Group.

In sooiel studien, the per cent difference of 7.90 is
aignificant. The orltiosl ratio of 11.26 ghowa this %o be a

true difference in favor of the Pupll-Tescher Profarence
Group.




. An art, the per cent difference of 7.00 la not signifl-
cant. The oritical ratio of 2.57 shows that there are 99
ohanoea in 100 thot this is a true difference in favor of the
Pupii-Teaoher Preference Group. . |

' EﬁIn musie, the per cent difference of E.35 is significant.
Th@ critical ratio of 3.50 shows thet thils is a true differ-
ence in favor of the Pupil-Tezcher Preference Group.

, In soience, the per cent dlfference of 1.89 1is not sig—
nificant. The oritical ratio of 1.25 shows that there are
79 ohances in 100 thet this is a true difference in favor of

thé Pupll-Teacher Preference Group.

TABLE XI

VGEITICﬁu RATIOS BETWEEW BOYS AND GIELS IN THEIR COMBINED
FIBST, SECOND, AND THIRD CHOICE PREFRRENCES FOR THE
\ EUBJEGTS PREFERRED BY THEIR TEACHERS

co Per - BE
Subjeotse Group cent SE DAff. Difrf. CR
Reading Boys 64.80 1.7 == == -
Avithmetio . Boys 62.60 1.0 53 1.4 .38
i . ¢irle 62.16 1.0
Languége Boys 9.07 1.3 - - -
R . 3 Girls 1l1.81 1.5 2.74 1.98 1.38
Spelling | Boys  33.33

ER S Girle 60.00
Geography S . Boys 27.26

1.6 9.3 2.08 4,82
Girls 17.33 1.8




S R S e e

TABLE XI

{concluded)
] . Per , = BE
f Subisots Group cent 88 pire, DAfE, OR
e ) (3 (&) (6} (6 7
History Boys 39.58 2.2 13.26 2.97  4.46
4 - Girls 26.33 2.0 _
Social Studies Boys 40.18 1.6 15.47 2.19 7.06
o Girls 24,71 1.5
Art Boys 47,66 4.4 A
o . Girls b57.76 4.6 10.10 6.37  1.69
Musle Boys 35.16 2.9 . =
Girls 62.92 3.1 17.76 4.24  4.19
Sodence Doys  53.87 4.0 4,04 5.32  2.64
o Girls 190.68 3.5 T

.. Table XI shows a comparison between percentages of the
combined first, second, and third choles preferences of boys
and girls for the subjects preferred by their teachers.

’ Gritioal ratlos are determined to find out whether boys or
f girlé are most likely to prefer the subjects preferred by
| thelr teachers.
‘ ,iIn reading, the per sent dirforence of 2.32 hetween the
| boyafand girls is not eignificant. The oritical ratio of
I 2. 97 shows that there are 99 chances in 100 that this 15 2
true aifference in favor of the girls.

In arithmetic, the per oent dirferenoe of .53 betwsen the -
boya and gi.rls 18 not significent. The oritiosl ratio of .38 |




ghows that there ars 30 chences in 100 thet thls 13 a true
ﬁiffer@nﬂa in favor of the boys.

| In languzge, the pir cent differencs of £.74 bstween the
bcys anﬁ 2irls 49 wt gignifiennt. “he oriticel ratio of
1,38 shows that thers sro 83 chancea in 100 thnt thia is a
& ﬁfﬁa diffarence in favor of ths pirla.

?In spelliny, the per caent differsnce of 16.67 botween
the boys end girlis is not signifiosnt. o eritiesl ratio
caula be found because of the small number of cases.

~+ In geography, tho per cent differsnce of 9.93 between
thalboyatanﬁ rirls is signlficant. The oritieal ratio of
4.82 shovs this to be a true dlfference in favor of the boys.

"’In'hlatary, the per ocent 4difference of 13.25 betwsen the
boya and girls 4z significant. The eritical ratio of 4.46
showa this to be 2 true difference in favor of the boya.

xn soclel studles, the per cent dlffercnce of 15.47
batwwen the boys and girla is significant, Tha oritloal

ratid cf 7.08 ghows this to be 2 true difference in favor of

the boys.

In art, the per acent difference of 10.10 betweon the
hcyl and girls is rot significant. The oritical ratio of
1.59 ohows thet there sra 89 chences in 100 thet this 1s a
tras dirrerenaa in favor of the qirla.

~In murlo, the per cont differende of 17.76 between boys

.ana giris 19 aignifiuant. The oritical ratio of 4.19 shows

th&s to bs a,true &iffaranoa in favor of the girls.




In sclence, the per cent difference of 14.04 between the |

boys and girlas is significant. The oritical ratio of 5.32

showg this to be a true difference in favor of the boys.

" Concluslons. The following chart sumsarizes the results .

@ deriﬁed from tho analysis of the datm used in this study. @
i Chart I shows the subject and group preferring the same sube- i
; jsah;bhair teashers preferred in bhelr combined cholces. Theg

oritical ratios, with the exceptlon of two subjJects, are

greater than three melting it a practiocal certainty that the
greater number of 12,899 pupils studled preferrsd the same

i, subjects that thelr tesohers preferred.

CHART I |

‘SUBJECTS AND CGROUPS PREFERRING THE SAME SURJECTS THEIR |
¢+ TRACHERS PREFERRED WHEN PUPILS! FIRST, SECOHD, AID I
;v THIRD QHOICES ARE PREVDRRED ACCORDIHG TO THE ]

Ly CRITICAL RATIOS i

Oritical §

| ratiocs Subject Group favored :
| 3400 Avithmetic Pe=Te Praf. over P.~Non=T. Pref, |
| end Language Pe=Te Prefs over P.-Non-Te Pref.
| above Geography Pe~Te Pref, over Pe=Non=-T. Prefs.
R istory Pe~Tea Prefy over Pe-Non-T, Pref.
i D Boo, Studies Pe=Te Prof., over Pe.-Non-Te Prefe.
! L Kuale Pe=Te Profe over Pe=~Non=T, Prefs
| sl Solence Pe=Ts Profe over Pe<=Non=T. Profe
§ 2.06,?“”?&7 Reading , Pe=Te Prof. over Pe=Non=T. Prefs

to T Arg Pe=Ts Prof. over Pe=Non=T, Prefs




i
it

!
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.~ Chart II shows the subject and group preferring the aama?

subject tholr teachers preferred, when first oholes only of

‘pupils is considered, as classifled by the critiocal ratios,

In all subjects, exoept art end scisnce, 1t is o practical

‘serteinty that the greater numbsr of the 12,009 pupils atudied

fpreferred for thelr first choloa the same subjeats that thelr

teachers preferred,

CHART II

SUBRJECTS AHD OROUPS PREFERRINC THE SAME SUJECTS THEIR

TEACHERS PREFERHED ACCORDING TO PUPILS' FIRST CHOICE ONLY
‘ CLASSIFIED ACCORRING T0 THE CRITICAL RATIOS

!

i

——

 Critleal
| ratlos SubjJect Group favored
3400 Ieading Pe=Te Pref, over Pe.-Non=T, Pref,
and Arithmetic Pe=Te Prefe, over P.«Non-Te Pref,
above Language Pe=Te Pref. over Fe.-Hon=T., Pref,
Geography Pe=Ts Prefs over Ps-lHon-T, Pref,
History Pe=Ts Pref. ovar,Pe~ion~Ts Preof.
Soolal Studles P.~T. Prefs over Pe.=Non-T. Pref.
Husic PewTs Prefs over Pe=Non-T., Prefa
REOOQ; Art Pes=Te Pref. over P.~lion-T. Pref,
o - , ;
.09
léoo‘ Sclence Pe=Ts Prefs. over Pe=Non=T,., Pref.
o
1.99

-

e

i

Chart III indicates that, of the 12,899 pupils studied,

%boya have a teiiengy to prefer the subjeots their teachers

i
i

tprefer more than girls. In arithmetic, geography, history, and é




the social studies the critical ratios show that it is a

practical certainty that the boys preferred more than the

~gir1§ the same subjects as their‘teachcrs, while only in

I music is it a practical certainty that the girls preferred :
i that subject choice of their teachers more than did the boys.

CHART ITI

PREFERENCES OF BéYS AND GIRLS FOR TIE SUBJECTS PREFERRED
| BY THEIR TEACHERS, CLASSIFIED ACCORDING
| , ‘ TO THE CRITICAL RATIOS

i Critical ‘

| “ratios Subject Group favored

| 3,00 . Aritihetio— |

b and Geography Boys over Girls |

! above ~ History Boys over Girls !

f Soclal Studles ‘ Boys over Girls :
NN R Musio . Girls over Boys |

| 2,00 Reading Girls over 3oys |

I to Science ' ‘Boys over Girls

o T  Art » | Girls over Boys
| 1,99 ' R R '

s




E" Buprestions for Further Resesrch. As a result of this ;
é 'éfudy’othar pos8ibilities for studying the subjsct preferenceag
i al teuohers end thelir pupils hove developed. Some of thease é
B
Z ‘ 1 To make = ptuldy of the factors influencing teachers! E
% anbject preferonces. :
% 2 D find out why no tescher preforrod penmanship end §
| haalt;h
% "uvé. 70 finﬂ out why such o very small number of te*ahﬁ"a f
% preferrb& spelling. g
|
A ;
i

! i




