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ABSTRACT 

he prima r y purpose of the study was to compa r e t he 

r e lationship of school entra nce age to the s oc i ome t r i c 

status of students in grades four , six , eight, ten , and t we lve 

in th classrooms sel ct ed f or the study i n Christ i an County, 

Kentuc ky . As co ary purpose was t o examine t he ef fe ct of 

sex differences on social acc eptance at al l gr ade levels 

involved in the popul ati on included in the study . 

Student s in the study were divided into three groups 

and clas sifi ed as olde r , middle, and younger , according to 

their age and grade pl acement. An overa ge group was not 

includ din the study since it was not known whe t her these 

children had repeated one or more grade s, or ha d entered 

fi r st grade afte r December 31 of the yea r i n which they 

were six years of age . 

The group s were de f i ned in the f ollm,; ing ma nner: 

1. Older group: chi ldren whose sixth bi r t hd ay 

occurred between J anuary 1 and April 30 of the yea r in 

which they entered fi r st gra de as evidenced by t heir being 

in the correct grade for t he ir present age . 

2. Midd le group : children whose s i xth b i rthday 

occ urred betwee n May 1 and August 31 of the yea r in which 

they ent ered first grade as evidenced by t heir being in the 

correct grade for t heir pre sent age . 



3. Yo~n~cr r~ou~ : chi ldren wh ose bi rthd ay occurred 

,;c 1,1 e n September 1 nnd De ce mber 31 of t he yeo r in whi ch 

they entered firs t gra de a s evidenced by t heir being in the 

corre ct grade f or t he ir pre s e nt age . 

4. Over3ge group : children whose birthday indicates 

t ha t they had either ente r ed first grade after Dece mber 31 

of t he year in whic h t he y we re six years of age or ha d 

repe ated one or mo ·e gra de s as dete rmined by their being 

one or more gra de s behind the correct grade for their 

present ag • 

The soc i ometric questi onna i re, How I Fee l Toward 

Ot!'.ers , deve loped by Dr. Merl E. Bonney was used to obtain 

t he s oci a l acc epta _ce scores of the stud ents. The formula 

or th sig i ficance of difference between means was used 

t o tes t for t he significant differences in the social 

accept anc e s co r s among students in the older, middle, or 

younger groups. 

A statistical ana lys is of the data allowed the 

f ol lowing c onc l usi on s to be drawn: 

1. There was no significant difference in the social 

ac ceptanc e sco r ~s among students who were in the older, 

midd l e, or younger gr oups a t any of the five grade levels 

in t he st udy . 



2 . rhe~e was no si~n i ficant di ff ere nce in the socia l 

scceJtance scores of the tota l g roup of boys as compa r ed to 

t~e tot al group of ~irls when div id ed into t he olde r, middle, 

or younge r g~oups. 

J. There was no signific ant di ffere nce in t he social 

ac ceJ t ance ~core s of the combined group of olde r boys at all 

gr ade l evels as compa red to t he combined gr oups of middle 

and younge r aged boys and girls at al l grad e l eve ls. 

4. The~e wa s no si f nific ant difference i n t he social 

acceptance s cores of the c ombined groups of old e r girls at 

all l evels a s compa red to the comb i ned gr oups of mi dd le and 

younge r aged ~irls at all grad e l eve ls . _ 

5. There was no significant difference in t he s ocial 

acceptance s cores of all students in the olde r gr oup as 

c ompa r ed to all student s in t he mi dd l e or younger groups. 

The conclu s ions of t his s t udy wou l d i nd ica t e that age 

was not the mos t i mportant crit erion for social a cc eptance, 

but that ~o ~e ot her f act or or comb i na ti on of f ac to rs was 

a more i mpo~t snt criterion for social acce pt ance , at least 

for those c hild r en who had successfully pro gressed through 

8chool ~it hout aver having re peated a grade . I t is well to 

poin t out that the ova r age gr oup which was not included in 



the an2 l ysis of datn may hove been a signific ant factor in 

the r esult s fo und by t~is investiga tor . The entering school 

age of t he ove r age group wa s not determined , but it can be 

assurr..e d tDat a large numbe r of t he group had repeated one 

or more grades in school even though s ome were possibly 

l at entrants . Such an ass umption might indicate that 

students in this study we re possibly average or above 

ave ra ge in i nte lligence. It is als o interesting to observe 

that about seventy-three per cent of the overage group were 

boys. 
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c :1P.PT3R I 

H:T RODGCT ION 

.t n oc.Jti!num school entr an ce age has be en a ma tter of 

c oncer n to ed uc ators and admi nistrators f or ma ny years. 

Since t he time of compu lsor y school attendanc e , state le gis

l at ures h a ve enacted l aws which determine t he re quirements 

for schoo l entra nce. In most st ates, children are admitted 

on a chronological ago criterion. Entrance birth date lines 

vary fr om state to st ate and as t hese date lines become more 

ri gid and fixed , educators and parents exert more demands 

for exceptions t o the rules . Such demands are the outcome 

of a conc ern for more adequat ely mee ting the individual needs 

and differences of chi l dren in an age of ever-expand ing 

knowled ge . In r e c ognizing t ha t t he a im of educat ion is to 

provide t he opportunity f or each indi vidual to develop to 

his hi ghe st pot e ntial--socially, emotional ly, phys ically, 

and inte l ectually, it is imperative that we critically 

examine t r-e p~actice of admit ting children to school on a 

strictly ch:.."or..o logic a 1 age criterion. Rowla nd ( 35) points 

out that at t~e turn of the century , John Dewey and G. T. 

Patrick challens ed the idea of a fixed age a s the criteria 

f or ad mission t o first grade . Evidence accumulated since 

that time has not r es olved this controversial issue. 
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Educators genera lly ag r ee t ha t t o ent e r fir s t gra de a 

child s hould be suffi ciently m8 ture or " r ead y" in f our areas 

of development : s oc ial , emotional, phys ic al, and int e l lec

t~a l . Alt ~ough chrono l ogica l a ge i s the most wi de ly used 

crite~ion f or es tablis hing school re ad i ne s s , it is not 

ecessarily s ynonyrr.ous with any of t he four deve lopmental 

a reas . A child' s tot a l develo pment s hould be the criterion 

f o~ f i rst grad e entrance . 

The early f ormative years are vit a l i n the development 

of t he be low avera ge , average, and i ntel l e c t ual ly superior 

chi ld . Each i ndivi dual s hould be cha ll enge d by a school pro

gr em which r ec ognizes t hat childre n do differ in their needs 

and abilit i es . It i s of utmost i mpor t ance t hat t he first 

school t asks be one s that meet the chi l d on his own level of 

ma turity . Hawkes (17 ) points out t ha t many educators believe 

t ha t t he f i rst year or t wo in s chool c an ma ke or ma r the 

learni ng expe r ience s of a child throughout h is sc hool life 

and c an exert profound effe ct upon h i s adult li fe . So~e chil

d r en ha ve found their ea rly sc hool experienc es filled with 

succ ess , ach i evement, and approva l . Others ha ve found failure, 

frus t ra tion , and des pa ir in att empting tasks which they were 

not prepa r ed to accomp lish . The 1960 Whi t e House Conference 



on Children and Yout h (40, p . 15 ) r e comme nded tha t a basic 

role for all sc ool s re gard less of localit y, should be to: 

make ava ilab le t o all chi ld re n and youth , those 
exDe ri ences wbich wi l l stimula te e ach st udent t o 
develop his intellectua l , mora l , spirit ual, aesthetic, 
voca ti onal , physical, and socia l needs as an ind ivi
dual, as an me r ic an c t i zen, and as a me mber of the 
wold comr-:uni t y . 

3 

In providing optimum l earning experie nces for all 

children, educa t ors have voi ced concern ab out the social 

develop .. ent of earl y ent r ants. One of t he proble ms a child 

ncounters i s that of social accept ance by his peers . It is 

gener ll y agr ed that how wel l a child is accepted by his 

peer group af fect s t he wa y he learns and feels about himself. 

One' s i de als, motivati ons, and ma ny of his pleasures are a 

product of s oc ia l i nte r acti on. In our democratic society it 

i s n c ssary t hat an individua l be able to find fulfillment 

in hi s work and play intera ction with others. 

Educators and l aymen have expressed concern not only 

t hat younger school ent rant s woul d experi ence problems in 

s ca- accept ance by thei r peers but a l s o t ha t boys who were 

in t he younger - ~oup would encount er mor e difficulties in 

be ng accept eo t h -n would gi rls. The ma jor objective of this 

study is to d te rmine if t he r e is a relationship between 

::: chool ent~a:.:ce age and t he soc ia l acceptance of an individual 



4 
oy his peers . A secondary obj ective of the investigation is 

to d termi e the relationship of sex to the social a ccept ance 

of youns; school entrants . Social acceptance will be measured 

by a sociomet i c test admini stered at spe cified gr ade levels. 

Stateme nt of t he Problem 

Mor specifically, the major purpose of t hi s study is 

to compare the relat onship of schoo l entrance age to the 

sociometric s t atus of students in grades f our , six, eight, 

ten,and twe lve i n the cl assrooms selec t ed f or t he study in 

the schools in Chri stian County, Kentucky . Students in the 

study w 11 be divided int o three groups and wi l l be classified 

as o· der, middle , and younger, according t o thei r age and grade 

placeme nt. Boys wil l als o be compared t o girls at each grade 

level t o det er ine if there is a difference i n t he social 

sccepta nce of boys ad girls in the t ot al group as well as at 

ach grade lev • 

ac eptanc 

Hypot hese s 

mhere s no significant diffe r ence i n the social 

scor -s among students who are in t he older, middle, 

or younge r a e group in grade four. 
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2. The re is no significant difference in the social 

acceptance score s among students who are in the olde r , middle, 

or younger age group in gra de six . 

3. There is no significant difference in t he social 

ac ce ptance s cores among students who are in the older, middle, 

or younger age group in grade eight. 

4, Th re is no significant difference in the social 

acceptance s cores among students who are in the older, middle, 

or younger age group in grade ten. 

5. There is no significant difference in the social 

acceptance scores among students who are in the older, middle, 

or yo _ger age group in grade twelve. 

here is no significant difference in the social 

acceptance s cores of all boys in the older group as compared 

to al l girls in the older group. 

?e There is no significant difference in the social 

acceptance s cores of all boys in the middle group as compared 

t o all girls i n t he midd l e group. 

8. There i s no significant difference i n the social 

acceptance scor s of all boys in the younger group as compared 

to a~l girls in t he younge r group. 

9. There is no significant difference in the social 

acc eptance scores of all boys in the older age group as 

compared t o all boys in the middle or younger groups. 
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10 . There is no si enific ant difference in t he social 

acc ept anc e s cores of all girls in the old e r group as compared 

to all rr i r ls in the mid d l e or younger groups. 

11. here is no si gni fica nt difference in the social 

acc eptaJce scores of all student s in the older group as com

pared to all students in the middle or younger g roups. 

Definit ion of Terms 

lo Older group : children whose si xt h birthday 

occ rred between January 1 and Apri l 30 of the year in which 

they entered first grade as ev idenced by their being in the 

correct grade f or thei r pre sent age. 

2 . !•iidd le p.;rouD : chi ldren whose sixth birthday 

occurred between ay 1 and August 31 of the yea r in which 

they entered first grad e as evidenced by their being in the 

correct grade for their present age . 

3e Yo unge r grouu : children whose birthday occurred 

becween September 1 and De cembe r 31 of the yea r in which 

they entered first g r ade as evidenced by thei r being in the 

correct gra c e for thei r present age . 

4. Overa~e group : child r en whose birthday indicates 

t ta t they had e it he r entered first grade afte r December 31 of 

the year in which they were six years of age or had repeated 



o~e or more Gr ade s as de termined by thei r being one or more 

gr ad es behinc t he correct g rad e for their present age . 

7 

S. Sociometric test : a technique for evaluating the 

soci a l struc ture of a group and the extent to whi ch indivi

dua ls are accepted by their peers at the time the test was 

given (J.4). 

6. Socio~e tric status : the de gree to which an 

individual was acc epted by othe rs wit hin t he group as de

termined by the score at the time the te st wa s given (14). 

Limitations of the Study 

1. The study was confined to students in Hopkinsville 

and Christian County Public Schools . 

2 ~ No attempt was mad e to determine wha t students, if 

any, had att e nded kindergarten prior t o their admission to 

first grade. 

3. No attempt was mad e t o inc l ud e t he i ntellectual 

ability, socio - economic level, or any other fac tor which 

mi ght affect soc ial acceptance. It was assumed that there 

would be no bias in any of the s e f actors whi c h would relate 

to a particular age group . 

4. ro attempt was made t o include children below the 

fourth grade since a group administered s oc i ome tric instrument 

is not considered effective wi th younger childr en . 



5 . ., o s~ t orr.p was made to examine the a cce ptance 

sc c:..'cs of c:1 i ldren wh o we r not a t the prope r grade level 

f or t he ~r age . Thus, s ome of t he young children who might 

hav b c r 0tain d we r not i ncluded in the study. 

Need for t he Study 

8 

I n 1958 a stat e ide study wa s conducted in Kentucky 

on sc' co l entr ance age . Its purpose was to det ermine the 

sd v~s a i l ty o r vising the state law which provided that 

a chi d s hould be six years of age on or before December 31 

of t he ye ar i which he ente red first grade . Findings in 

h s t udy on the r lationship of school entrance age to read

:5..-:-_g , arit r.1m.otic , a d social adjustment, as evaluated by 

tv ache r s a t t he fi r st and fi fth grade levels, led the Commis

s i on (26, p. 28) t conclude : 

that student s who enter f irs t grade late (76-79 months 
on ad mi s sio~ to ~irst g r ade ) have a general advantage 
ove r stud nt s who ent er first grade early (68-71 months 
on adKi ssio~ to f irs t g rade). 

~n investiga~i .g t~e r e l a tionship of age of entrance to non

pro:flotion i n ·t :-~e first g rade , t he Commission (26, p. 28) 

re p r· t ed : 

Desoite the fac t t ha t t he group was probably more a 
se ~c t gr oup , the survey of 'repeat' experience of 
first grade rs seems extens ive enough to support the 
conc l usion tha t ma turi ty (as rel ated to age ) has a 
~e l ati onshi p to s ucce ss in t he kind of program Kentucky 
s chcol s gene r ally provide first graders . 



'.: :1c Cc:·!~ :scior: :::--o c or_.rncnde d tha t the state lav.1 be revised to 

~rovide t heta ciild mus t be six years of age by October 1 

o~ t ~e yes _ in which he is to enter first grad e . No legis-

1:::".:;i ve 2ctio 1'! 8S t aken on t he recommendati ons of the Com

:r:i ssi o___ ?2 rents and educators ha ve pr es se d for a more 

~lexible chrono logical age requirement but litt l e has bee n 

acco~p lished in t hi s direc tion . 

9 

In 1963 the Educati ona l Research Se r vi ce of t he 

Nat iona l Education Asso ciat i on (30) conduc t ed a question

~2ire surve y of ,ractices re gard ing sc hool entrance age. 

Reo li e s were received from 325 sc hool distri ct s whi ch en

rolled 12,000 or more students. This return compri sed 

ei g~ty- fiv e pe r cent of t~e questionnaires sent out initial

l y . The findings indi ca t ed that about tw o-thi r ds of the dis

tric ts with kinderga rtens se t the entrance age a s f ive ye ars 

old by Je c e~be r 1 or J anuary l ; nearly s eventy pe r cent of 

re,orting districts wit~out kinde r ga rtens required a student 

to oe six years old on or bef ore December 1 to ente r f irst 

gra de; nesrl y ~alf of the reporti ng districts will make 

exceptio~s to t~eir establis hed po lic y for transfer students 

or students with superior ment al and social ma turity ; and 

t he r e i-rns no evide;ice of a trend toi,,;a r d raising t he mi nimum 

e~ t r ance aGe to sc hool. The ge ogr a phicol Dres s t o whic h t he 

question~aires were sent were no t desi 6nated by t he sur vey . 
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..... 196~ Ilg snd .Ames (20) summarized the current age 

:·t-quire r.-.e n~s amo .g the different states f or entrance to firs t 

Gr ade . They stated that eleven s t at e s had no se t entry age 

s c~ six states had no s ta tew id e policy but left t he decision 

'P to the oca l board s of ed uc ation . In one s t ate a child 

1-)as adrr:itted i f h were six by J anuary 31. In eleven states 

t~ irthd ~te line wa s set at six by De cembe r 31. In three 

stat s a child was al lowe d t o enter if he we1~e six by Decem

ber 1. In f ive stat she mus t be s i x s ome time in November 

2~d s·x st ates provided t ha t he must be six some time in 

Octooe~ . In _in states t he bi r t hdate l ine was set at six 

by Sept :r1be- 1 o_ September 15. Thus twelve states admit a 

child if he is five years seve n months or five years eight 

rr.onths o_ Cir;-
~ a • went y states vJ ould del a y the entrance until 

the child : s five y ars ten months to six years of age. 

Chro~ologicc~ a~e, ~owever , s t ill re ma ins the prime criterion 

for school e ~tranc • 

Th0 s' Y'V y by the Ed ucational Research Service of the 

:-Jat ion 1 Educst io::1. .A.ssocia ti on (30) and t he surri...m.a ry of school 

~trsn e~e by - lg (20 ) indi ca te t ha t even though chronologi

c2l a8e st ~:1 is t he mos t widely used criteri on for entry to 

:irst z rade, some states and l oc alit i e s do provide for a more 

- ~exible sc~ool entrance . Ed uc at ors and pa r ents, not only in 



11 

cut clso in other sections of our nation , have 

, ressed fr a more lexible school entrance poli cy . I n 

o~er to provide for the ind i vi dual needs and abilities of 

c :lilcre, in thi s t echnologi cal spa ce age , i t is i mpe r at i ve 

t:1.at researc~ studie s attempt t o find fa ct ors which contri

bute to the le3rning expe rience s of children . 

~luctance t o admit early entrants t o s chool is often 

2 ed on t ' 4 belief that such children wi ll be socially and 

e~otionally ma adjus t ed . The obje ct ive of thi s study is to 

add further evid enc r egar ding the r e l ationship of school 

ag ent ranc and sex to t he socia l acceptance of children. 

Previous tud i s have bee n conce r ne d with one or t wo age .or 

grade 1 v ls, wh rea s this s t udy is concerned with the social 

ace ptance of stude nts in fiv e grade l evels . The study groups 

~he s tudents as t o their age , grade pla cement, and sex. 

4- view of Re l a ted Lit e r atur 

Eany r earch s t udi es have been concerned wi th the 

relat ' onsh~ps of s hoo entrance age. Only t hat literature 

is s~:Lrna ri 2,"' her whi ch reports on readine s s , sex differen

ce , and so ci al ad justm.ent as i rela t es t o ent r ance age . 

Educ ators ge ne ra lly agr ee t ha t a child needs to be 

uf'fi cient ly ~a tur - or t~ r ead y" to undert ake the t asks of 8 

irst g ·ad e program . Rea di ness encompa sse s the emotional, 



12 

;Oc~n~, :~t~llcctuo l, nnd physica l deve lopment of the child . 

~~crtz' s (39 ) research on readiness reported that readiness 

'.-!:s r. ot s n ar;e but rather was a developmenta l stage in the 

s~ owt h patte rn . St oneci phe r (38) points out t ha t while it is 

~ ~~e t _at ch~ldren of a give n age level are similar, it is 

a:so true that they are vastly different in many aspe cts. 

Each chtld must be considere d as an individua l with different 

r.0eds ab ilities, and developmental patterns. Rowland (35) 

r e ~8tes t ha t most educa tors acknowledge that all children are 

not ~eady to enter s chool at the same age . Heffernan (18,p.58) 

po ~nts ou that r equi ring child r e n to make refined adjustments 

before they are r ea y oft en results in "injured nervous sys

tems a.d pers onelity fee lings of fear, inadequacy, and frus

trst ion. " In an article on school entrance age , Ge lles and 

Coulson (12) r port that Anna Starr, former ly of Rutgers 

~ iversity , has st ate d that t here is no single mea sure by 

whi ch to determi ne the ri ght answe r when referring to a 

par-cicula r child. She ( 12, p. 34) s ays, 11 It is not age 

a one, nor physi c s ~ size, nor hea lth, nor nursery school 

experience, nor is it soci al or emotional maturity alone, 

but rathe~ ~ · 2la . c e of all these working together." 

~orccste r (42) point s out in his study that Ne braska 

is one sta t e ~hic h has shown concern for the readiness of 
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:~~·"-~CrGarte:1 n::.d first grade entrants . State law admit s a 

~;_l:i.d to ki~de sa rten f he i s fiv e years of age by October 15. 

~e ~2y ~, adm~ttod on the ba sis of a readines s t est which is 

&d~ n~scer~ by a psychologist . Criteria f or readiness are 

Departme nt of Ed uc ation. The s i gni

-"i ~z:1t -:· r- i _g i Worcester's study was t ha t readine ss was 

:10~ na s sarily determined by how long a child had lived but 

ather the determi i ng fact or was hi s leve l of development. 

m s (2) r ports on the Wes ton Study conducted by the 

G 1 :nst· uteo The signif i c ant fi ndings in t hi s study 

indic te th t age a lone is not an adequate bas i s for deter

··:tl. . ing the time of sc hool entrance . She reports that be

hav· oral age encompasse s t he t ota l deve l opment of the child 

and is the bet crit erion f or determining the time a child 

nould enter choolo 

In con i d~ ri g the total development of a child, it is 

apparent that a~ acceptable socia l sta tus i s an important 

sp ~t of perso land emotional adjus t ment . From kindergar-

..... 
L, • to s cond grade, the child be come s i nc re asingly aware of 

6r oup ?ressures ond of his position i n t he gr oup . Oak-Bruce 

(32) emp: asiz a that scceptance b y the group provi des satis

fy'ng fulfillment and a s ens e of well- being ; whereas rejection 
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~eelin~s of ~os tility and inadequacy. 

~~~~ell (}6) r e lqt e s that the way a chi ld fee l s about h i mse lf 

a~d the way ot~er~ fee l towa rd him may very well determine 

eve rvc~i n~ he does in the future. 

Freric j s (8 ) points out that the drop- out prone have 

t~eir be~innings in the pre -school and early element ary 

school . In his study he f ound that students with low socio

~etric sc ore s were more prone to d rop out of school, to have 

a . aver2ge r ank in their gr aduating class, to t ake a less 

active pgrt in high school clubs and varsity sports, and to 

ho ld fewer positions of lead e r ship. 

St okes (37) conducted a study on the re l a tions hip of 

sc~ool e~trsnce age to the socio me tric status of a selected 

ss~ple of in~ellec tually superior , aver age, and be low average 

:'i ft:1. a _d sixth grade student s in the Texas and Louisiana 

sc~ool sy~ te ms . She found t ha t the children of above average 

intelligence ea r ~ed a si gnific antly higher mean sociometric 

sc ore whe~ compared with t hose of average or below average 

intellect~al abil ity . She conclude d that childre n of different 

leve - s of intelligence d i ffe r in t heir s ocial acce pta nce by 

ttGir class ~ates . In compa ring t he social accept ance scores 

o~ int0llectu&l ~y superior students who were classified as 

,··rde"'•:::c--:- O'" '"·-r•--: "'"" and no.,.,mal- age , she found that the underage 
- -• ..l.. .:....c:,V, V~J..c...;Ov, ,._ ~ 

t often as were t he ct:~dre~ ~ere chosen by their cla s sma es as 
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~or~ol s~e or overage intellectually supe rior children • 

.S ... okes (37, p. 64} stat es that : nrf a child has sufficient 

intellectual m urity to enter first grade, there appears to 

te r.o gain in social ac cept ance be cause of additional ma tu

r·ity . n Chrono ogica l age wa s not t he most important criterion 

fr soc al cceptanc e . he suggested the need of a flexible 

school entra ce age as a more valid basis f or school entrance 

than a fixed chronol ogi cal age. 

1 ler (28) reports on a study conduct ed in the Evans

ton chools by t he Res earch Depa rtment i n Evanston, Illinois, 

vJhere children we re re gul arly admitted t o fi r st grade if they 

we six yea s o d by December 31. Children who were six by 

January , bruary or Ma r ch following s chool entrance in Sep-

te mber wou _d be admit ted i f t hey were f ound to possess men-

al, physica l , and socia l ma turity needed f or s uccessful 

school adjus t me t , as det e rmined by the school psychologist. 

Ctcer factors th n ment al age a nd intelligence quotient were 

ccnsid e ed. In 955-56, a follow- up study was conducted on 

t~is group. Th s ociometric r at ing scale was used to assess 

· t · t d i The statistical p 6 e r a cc v pt 2. · _e; c r re J e c 1. on a g r a e s x. 

data 1ncicated t at the re wa s no significant · diff erence found 

n t~0 social acce pta nce of t he und e rage and average age 
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en~~g~t . ~he conc lus ion wa s that the re was no detec t ab le 

c:'...f~e:"ence bet ·:ee n t he underage and the average age child 

st t~e s ixt~ ~rad e level. This study seems to indicat e 

t ~~ t chronological age is not as important a fact or i n 

social adju 0 tment as had been assumed by many . 

Gallagher (11) reports that since Terman 's longitu

di~al studies, it has been generally accepted that gifted 

c ildren will show superiorit y in such measur ab le dimensions 

as phys ic a l development as we ll as in emoti ona l and social 

adjustment . Hobson (19) concluded fr om his study of chil

dren who we re admitted_ to first grade on the bas is of a men

tal age of six yea rs t wo months, that as compared to their 

f e llm..J c la s ~m.st es, the undera ge children we r e less often 

r eferred to school officials for emotiona l, social, and 

other pers onality maladjust ments . 

In revi ewing the research of the earl y ad mi ssion of 

able children t o school in Wa rren, Pennsylvan i a , Birch (4) 

poin ' s ot that ~he sociometric ratings ind ic at e that t hose 

admitted early we re not treated as outside r s by their class

mates . Early entrants were chosen as compa ni ons for activi

ties as o~~en as or slight l y more often than the r egular pu

pils . Piel~~ick (34), in discussing research on accelera t ion , 



17 
:u~~G~ize~ t hct select vely gifted pupils ac celerated did not 

us~a l l y suff r personal or soc ia l i ll effe cts . Ahr (1) re 

ported ~at th r ~ings of s ocia l, emotiona l, physical, and 

ffiOt c r dev lopment would indica t e tha t early entrants were 

aver8ge these areas whe n compared with regular entrants. 

·' rma n (29) cond uc t ed a study on the ad justment of 

acc e arates . I n the study t he r e we re 128 high school seniors; 

4 were accelerat ed b y double promotion and 64 were in the 

conventional program. All had I . Q. s of 120 or over and 

n e ad b c ~ acc el erat ed more tha n one year. His study 

i di e tea no significant di ff e r ence t o be found in the 

socia adjust ment of the ac celerated group . He states that 

i. t h li g" of t he se findi ngs , hesit ancy t o accelerate 

cb.i ldr •· . is n t well -found ed . He found tha t boys seemed to 

be rrnr 1 ke ly t o enc ounte r soc i al probl ems t han do the girls. 

P baps ore g rls t han boys should be accele ra ted. In 

mat r ng at an earl i er age , they apparent ly are . able to ad-

ju 

ev .L 

Tu 

on sex 

aster to~ w groups . 

F. s 6 c ::-· . ::-i l:a s i _d i c ate a that t he re 1 s a d if f e re nc e in 

0 ; ~at· · ty · n girls and boys . F. R. Paul y (33) of 

Public Schools points out tha t research Q, G:~la~om , 

iffe enc s of boys and girls indicates t hat boys may 

a i 1 t the age of six e pproxi .at ly twe l ve months behin g r s 8 
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~0ys mny profit by a later entrance of two or 

Similar findings on the maturity levels of 

cys e~c c-rls were r eported in studies by Wrightstone , Monroe 

c::1... ~J :::seD ( 10) • The study by Ninmicht, Sparks and Mortensen 

{31) eportec a signif ic ant releti onship between sex and school 

success. Gir~s ten'ed to achieve at a higher rate t han boys. 

Kl USiei r (25) conducted a study of acad emically 

:1pe rio sec ond grade children, olde r than their regular 

second grade classmate , who were accelera ted t o the fourth 

s~ace . HG conc lud ed that accelerat es performed as well as or 

b tter tban tJ._eir o ... de r third grade controls at t hat time. 

T~ e or ... ly nega · i ve e f eet observed wa s a rel at ive ly lower peer 

cce ptc::nce for the -celerated boys. 

Ki~g (24) compared a group of children who had entered 

;~~:e _ b-f r s:x years of age wi th a group who had ent ered 

after "x years of age in Oak Ridge, Tennessee . All the 

n·ldreL i th study had I. Q. scores between 90 and 110, 

h d nter·e d t:ie first gra de in the same year, and had attended 

schoo _s ~n the same di trict f or six years. Her findings were 

t ld hild She found t hat t ~ tall a · ffere _c es favored he o er c • 

· 1d n were referred to the speech class and rr..o ro your.6e~ c :-u. r -

t and more Were rated as ma l adjusted by o t he ps yc~o lc6i s t 
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Th vse c~i ldren were in the average range of 
i t: ... llii:;e:1.ce end the mental age at the ti· me f o school en-
~ro nce W3S no c on sid e red. 

lis~e lein n 16) studied the effects of school entrance 

~ 3 policie s on 4,000 children of varyi ng i ntelle ctual abili ty 

:.n the lJassa u County Schools . Children we re al lowed to enter 

k:. _c"J ergar n a t he age of 4 years 9 months end t o enter first 

6 ~ de t 5 ye ars 9 months . He conclud ed that generally the 

ur.cer& r c ld experienced greete r problems of ad justment in 

all a ea s in grades 4 through 6. His study pointed out that 

1..<. __ der2ge stuc nts experienced more difficult ies in the areas 

of soc a 1 a · _a emotional adj us t me nt in the fourt h to sixth 

gr aces ths n they did in the f irst to thi r d grades as compared 

t o t he normal age students. 

In a five year cooperative res earch study by the 

Illi no:.s s oci ation for Chi l dhood Educa tion, Johnston (21) 

f ndinc· s which r e la ted to the effect of chro-o !'ep r t s on t !'l 

0 ~ the emotional adjus t ment of the s t udents. 

1o s f g~~fica~~ a ~fference wa s found in the emotional adjust-

t (b b t n September 1 and y cu~6€ r studen s orn e wee 

of ·c:-. yea~ in which they entered the first grade) 

as compa ed to those -who were s i x by August 31. Although the 
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not highly sienificant , the 

and girls was highly signifi 

~r. :1t • .• t r ll levels , the boys were jud ged to be less well 

~. ar- 2rtic l e by Gelles and Couls on (9), t he author 

;Jo:..n ts Ol.: t t'hat ma ny you:1.g chi l dren are able t o " keep uptt 

~=-t~ older children. Evidence of physical, socia l, and 

scsdemic ~a ladjustment ma y not become appa rent unt i l years 

later . Refe rence is ma de by the authors t o a t able by 

~lizebeth 3i gelow for pred icting first grade success. She 

incicetes that children und er six years of age of avera ge 

in~elligence and equivalent leve ls of socia l and emotional 

edjust~ent , have relatively little chance f or success in 

~i~st grade. The younger the child, t he l es s chance he has 

~or successful adjustment to f irst grad e tasks. On the other 

~e~c , the ~ore intelligent the child, with equi va lent levels 

o~ social a~c err.otiona l adjust ment , t he bet ter chance he has 

~or success 8Ld 8djust ~ent in the first gr ad e. 

I~ is evident from present research findings that 

co~troversy exists concern i ng the effects of earl y school 

e~trance on t~e soc ial deve lopme nt of children . Chronologi-

~ot be as i mportant a fa ctor i n det ermining so

cial ~eve lop~ent as many have be lieved it t o be. 
This study 
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~s con~~cted in an effort to add further evidenc e on the 

:•c::..otio, slrip of school e nt rance age t o the sociometric 

s~~t~s o; students t five grade leve l s . None of the stu

dias examined have i ncluded all grade level s in their study 

0 _ s cia ac e pta nc e . There is als o some indication that 

n:- vious r s arch find ngs support t he idea that young boys 

a~e : as we-1 socia lly accepted t han young girls. The pre-

.t udy a l o examines the s ocial acceptance of boys at 

di~ ~e t ge l eve ls as compa red with 6irls of their same 
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S~L2CTION AND CLASSIFICATION 

O? ':'Ti: Sl,1/:PLE , 'rHE EXPERP1ENTA L PRO CEDUHE , 
. .;xD TITT r,;EASURING INST RUMEN T 

?rocedure for Securi ng School Cooperati on 

This study was conduc t ed i n Christian County, Kentucky. 

T¼o school svstems - - the Hopkinsville Publ ic Schools and the · 

C~rist :an County Publi c School s --were inc luded in the study. 

Permissi on to conduc t t he s tudy and to use the cumu

l ative folders of students in the selec t ed sample was se

cured fro~ the supe r intende nts of the Hopkinsville Public 

Sc~o ol Syst em and the Chri s tia n County School System in 

Chri st i a~ County , Ke ntuc ky . The principal of each selected 

school waP conta ct ed to obta in his permission for students 

in his sc~ ool to be a part of the sample. The purpose of 

the stu~y was expl ained to the res pective classroom teachers 

in secu~i~g their coopera tion to admini ster the tests to the 

se _ec·ced sar::ple . ~- -'i th t he exception of the sociometric test 

a~~~nistered by the twe lfth grade te ache r, all the tests 

give~ i~ t~e 5op~insville Public Schools were administered 

b · · T'ne te .s.ts given in the Christian County Y tne 1~ ·~s~igat or . 

_ d . . t d by a guidance counselor t'ublic Sc~ool Sys tem we re a minis ere . 
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Care was taken to establish rapport with the 

c. oice of pa rticipating in the study was 
o:_ered to the s tudents . No student declined to participa t e 

in the study and t appeared that each und erstood the me rit 

c: a sir.. --ere response in expressing hi s 11 feel i ngs11 of friend-

ship toward othe r mer.i.be rs in his classroom at t he particular 

time the t st w s given. 

Selection of the Sample 

I . the Christ an County School System, s t ude nts in 

g~ade s one through eight attend the elementa r y schools, and 

students i grad es nine through twe l ve att end the one high 

school. I n th Hopkinsvi lle Public School Syst em, students 

i~ g~o' es one through six attend the elementary schools; 

stuc ~t in the seventh grad e attend the one seventh grade 

ce _ter; student s in the eighth and ninth grade s attend the 

c~ ·....:nr o~ high s chool; and s tudents in grade s t en through 

L _ esc!l s chool syst em the sample includes stud ents 

f:::,om ono c- .sss -o om at the levels of grade four, six, ei ght, 

Were not l.·ncluded as it Grades below four 

~as felt t:at the s oc ome tric test would not be valid below 
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· •. :-:.:: t; -.:i:·sd o '0 ..... c au3c t e ins true ti ons -would be too difficult 

wo- grade intervals -were used in 

: c c~ to ootsi~ the progr e ss i ve development of the students 

.• 2tte-:r:;:i t \va s mad e in ea ch school system to choose an 

e:c~ents y chool which wa s representative of the elementary 

schools in tha t i t contained students from high, middle, and 

lo;; ocio - ec o omic l evels . No other factor of the school 

pop~lation wa s conside r ed. All high school students attended 

t:ia o.. l. • gh s c ool in t he Christian County School System. 

: :: the iiop~i nsv ille Public School System, all seventh grade, 

~u~ior hig~ a .d s enior h i gh students attended the one school 

h grade l evel. 

i::::c:1 cla s srooms were included in the study . There were 

:~o c:ess c o ns r o ea ch of the following grad e levels: 

ou:rth~ xth, eight h, t e nt h, and twelfth. 

Se le ct ion of the Subjects 

:!ithin 8 h school and grade selected f or the study, 

. b d The principal was asked to ~t• classes ~ re nu ere • 

3el:ct a t ra~~om one cl as s from each grade level. 
Since 

hi hand in both senior s-~~- ~ ~~ ~-~~ Honkinsville junior g 
"' I.<\., -I.I - ~- - _., __ ,:;, • 

the required courses 
f'_:'....:;h sc:'Lc.-o:s \..Jer ass i gned to classes in 
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c:--. t·.c :.'~. is of sc'1ie vemc nt scores and teacher recommenda -

~ic~, it ~a ~ decide d that s tude nts in these schools would be 

selected f~c~ the average English classe s . 

rocedures f or Collec ting Data 

A tot2~ of 234 s tudents was included in the s ample 

of ~~ ich 59 we r e f ourth gra ders, 63 were sixth gr aders, 

6J l-:ei'e eight h graders, SS were tenth grade r s , and 47 were 

t ~- : :th g~ade r s . Ta b le I shows the distribution of the 

s2~~ l e , as to sex and grade l evel. 

G :t~.J~ 

4 
, 
0 

8 

_Q 

:.2 

Mr 'Tl' ~ - v _ _ -:. --' 

TABL:2: I 

Nl,1'1BE R P.ND SEX OF STLl)EN TS 
AT EACH GrtADE LEVEL 

BOYS GIRLS 

27 32 

37 26 

30 30 

39 16 

24 23 

157 127 

TOTAL 

59 
63 

60 

55 

47 

284 
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~

1
~oh·"" t o d istribut ion of s tudents at e ac h grad e 

::. c·:;.., ~ ~·· ~c.:c-:~ e c t to the ab ove classifi c ation . Al t hough data 

~cS""~a ~~ ~ t ~e overage children are not included in this study , 

•:,·.10 rx :---::ic :-- 1s incl uded in Table II to explain the discrepancy 

:n -;:;~-:e t otal num'be r in each grade as compared to the number 

0 : 2 tude~ts included in the ana l ys is. 

6 

a 
10 

12 

TABLE II 

DIST lI?,l"TION OF ST1'DENT2, A1' EACH GR.ADE 
LEVEL AS TO AGE CLAS SIFIC ATION 

YO'ClJG~ R MIDDLE OWER OVERAGE 
s G B G B G B G 

'7 s 6 12 7 10 7 s I 

4 B 7 8 11 s lS s 
8 2 7 3 9 14 6 

8 4 9 6 8 4 14 2 

7 s s 6 3 8 9 4 

37 30 29 39 32 36 59 22 

TOTA L 
B G 

27 32 

37 26 

30 30 

39 16 

24 23 

157 127 

. st a tus of the selected s ample 
D ~ the sociometric 8 u 8 0 ~ 

the sociometric questi onnaire , obt ai~6d by a dministe ring 

by Dr. Merl E. Bonney . 
-= CJ·.-: I ?e e 1 ~ o',Ja-:nc Othe rs developed 
- - -- t dent was given a 

1 ted every s u , _. _ • .;-· ~n r ,___ lac-qroom se ec , 
" -u.'."L •. eaC~l C ·· -
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Ee ch student was then 

sociometric questionna ire and asked to 

~~r~ tho ~cs le s il ntly as the d i· t 
am n1s rator re ad it aloud . 

~ cc~y cf t~e entire scale can be found in the 
appendix . 

-.. - , 
v C• ·:1s t:..~:~ 

~:u!l:be r 

:: u:r. be r 

l,ur:.ber 

·:u'."':ber 

~u _be r 

:,;e re o~ ked to rate ea ch membe r of the class 

of ~riendship and to use the fol lowing numeri-

1: 

2 

3 

4= 
r' • 
:> 

r::y E.s s t Friends 

~y Ot he r Fr iends 

Stucents I Do not Kn ow 

Students I Know ~ut Are not My Friends 

Stuce nts I Do not Wa nt a s My Friends as 

Long as They Are Like The y Are Now 

:~i.,;.rr_ber 6 : Student's Own Name 

It ~as explained to the s tuden ts that it was not 

~Gcessary to u ~e all t he ~umerical ratin~s but only to 

use t~e o~es whi ch expressed the feeling s of friendship 

~o~ each me~be r of the class a t that particula r time . It 

was also pointed out t ha t each member should receive a 
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uescription of t he Ins trument 

:'·:e :Ccn~ey ( 1) Ho,;,1 ! ~ Towa rd Others 
--- --.;_.::__::_ was developed 

3onney at North Texa s St ate Uni·v it ers yi n 

~e ~~c~ , ~exa . The soc i ome tri c tes t is a technique for 

::.ecs"J. :."::.. :-.~ t he ocia l st r uc tur e of group s and the extent to 

w~i ch ~e~be ~s of the g rou p ar e acce pted at a particular time. 

Si cce t he pur~ose of t his s tudy f oc uses on the s oc ia l accep

t2~ce of students rather t han on s pecific work or play acti

v~ties, th i s tes t appe a rs to be desirable in t he comp lete 

eva l ~ation of such ac cept ance. 

~he sc a le c onsi s t s of t ~o degrees of acce ptance, two 

de grees of r e jection and one neutral c ategory . Approximately 

t wenty- five minut es ar e r equired to comp lete the test. 

Va lidit y and re l iab i l ity of a scale ar e i mportant 

f actor s i n ch oosing an ins tru~ent . Dr . Bonney (1) states 

t~st t~e re li ab ilit y of the instrument i s bes t answered by 

coc~tancy scores obta~ned on choices received ori t wo suc

ce sive ac ~:nistrat ions of the sc a le. Rho corre l ations 

bet~een uccessive gro~p ra nk r anged from .62 t o .94. The 

t~~e interval on the corre l a tion r anged from one day to four 

l' s based on the assumption t ha t feelings Validity 

of OGe person f or an other c arry t hei r own va lidi ty. Such 



34 ,, v:.i1:-::: . ... be ass umed to be ... •"-"'V ._, honest and sincere responses 
J,. t ::c sc~l3 used if we are to V ac cept the data as valid. It 
~s ~s~ ~s lly ccept ed hat honest answe rs are given to such 

if t he pe s on does not feel he will be Penalized for 
ca~did re sponses. 

Tr atme t of t he Data 

Dr . Bonney (1) suggested a we ighted scoring method 

o~ 'etermini.g the score of each individual . A +2 was 

~0c ~ved for each choice as Bes t Friend; a +l was received 

~ ~ e3ch c:oice as Other Friend ; a zero was received for a 

na~tra l o Do tt Know choice ; a -2 was received for each 

c~ci c as Do not Want as a Friend; a -1 was received for 

eE: ch c~:oic as fot l'-'Iy Friend. Thus t he individual I s raw 

sco:r·e wa s a:1 a _geb rai c sum of the positive and negative 

f e ~ in6 s e :;-:pre s s ed toward him by all members of the group 

who w r p ese n at the time the test was given. 

A c las s ch rt or mat rix was made for each classroom. 

:::.::c~ stuc.. e::--_·c i a c la ssroom was assigned a number and was 

i t 11 in t 'ne same order -~s~ad bo~~ • 0rti cal-Y and hor zon a Y 

i - . for each individual Every numerical choice 

The total firs t, second, third, fourth, and 

.,,, -"{- ' , .1.,C>or e ch stude nt were tabulated. 
- - - "'• C !'". O C G S 

The weighted 



35 
~~o~~~: p l n~ d~scribe d was used to determine t he i nd ivi-

~~~l' s r aw score . For example , in a clas s of t h irty stu

ce!--::;.s in w::.ich a ll student s were present , t he highes t 

~ossi~le score an individua l could r ece ive would be fifty

eight; wherea s, the lowest possible score an individual could 

recaive would be minus fifty- eight. An individual does not 

r at himself but is r ated b y e very other member of his class. 



C~oos i ng betwe en the sexes on a 

3 :c.:.o: .. ·.c-'c-::" :.. c :---:ecs ·re'.'".e nt . The Jou!'na l of Soci a l 

: ::··~ .:c-c--::~~ , 19::4 , 39, 99 - 114 . 



~hl s ch2pte r is conce rned wi th t l~e 
.~ presentation and 

~r-te r ?re t at ion o t he s ociometri c s cores earned by the 

s t uce :--.·cs s e lec ed f or the s tudy . The dat a were ana lyzed 

cca t~e i~pl i c 3tions of the f ind i ngs will be discussed. 

7l1ere were 284 students i n t he selected sample. This 

s::;i...:.dy i s c oncerned wi th t he 203 students who were at the 

corre c~ 6 ra de leve l or t hei r age. It is recalled that 

c~i ~drc n 1e :re g rouped acc ord ing to their birthdates as 

o~ ·er, mid le, younge r , or overage . Tab l e III shows the 

cist r iout i o of s t udents as to age group and grade level. 

G~Ou? 

TABLE III 

DISTRI BUT imi OF STTJDENTS AS TO AGE 
G ~UP AND GRADE LEVEL 

OVLR.~G~ TOTAL 
GROUP 

Gl~_J3 so:rs GI ?.LS 

l'UDDW 
GROUP 

BOYS GI RLS 

YOL.i1~ G.t:fi 
GROUP 

BOYS GI RLS BOYS GIRLS BOYS GIRLS 

4 
6 

::.J 

7 

4 

8 

7 

5 

8 

8 

6 12 

7 8 

2 7 

9 6 

2 6 

29 39 

7 10 

11 s 
3 9 

8 4 

3 8 

32 36 

7 5 27 32 

15 5 37 26 

14 6 30 30 

14 2 39 16 

9 4 24 23 

59 22 1$7 127 
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.. . . ., , c.i.->t·· -o :.1c stuce nts whose sociome tri 

c sc ores \.Je re 
•' - ,_ C, • ... • s ~ . ,., 7 1 . 1 . 
··"" • _,_l, __ v-~ , ..... .J..y a . a yzed s1 ce t he ir birthda t e s 

i ndic ated 

ente red firs t g r ad e af t er December 31 
c: t~e 7cc, in which they we r e six ye ars 

of age or had 
~=~c:ted o~e or more .~_ r ade s . N tt , o a empt was made to deter-

t':::..~c t;~-.e r~aso:1 i:.~hy these childr en 1,1 ere over age as compa red 

tot: eir cL: ssrr.ates . Howe ve r , it is interesting to note 

tb.at of t~ese eighty- one students, s eventy-three per cent 

o~ t~e g~oup were boys . 

~ ~e ~ormula ( 2 , p . 156 ) for t he significance of 

di~fe~ence betwee n means wa s u sed to test for the signifi

ca~t differen ces i n the soc ial acce pt ance scores among 

s~udents v-iho 1-Je re in the olde r, !ni ddle, or younger groups. 

=n eac~ :nst2Gc e i:1 w.ich three groups were involved, only 

tie c-.i~hest D d lovJe st of t he t hree sociometri c scores were 

cnalyz:d ~ith the intention t ha t furt her analys is would be 

co~p ~etea o~ly if a signi f i can t d iffe r ence were. found in 

t he t wo ex~re~e scores 

T~j : e IV shows t he mean a cc ept ance score s by age 

:~ou~s e ~d gra'e eve ls . Da t a shown on t his table we re 

s~a~i ~tically ana l yzed t o de t e r mine if a significant 

-~~~ere~ce existed in the soc ia l acc eptance scores among 

+-' ~ ~ students at each grade level. 
~ ~e o~~e~, ~idclc , and younge r 



T ABI,E IV 

¥".LS!\N A CCE l"l'i\N CE S CO lGS BY AGE G HOU 1' fl.ND G l .l.1.Yi~ L\•:Vi~T. 

------------· ------- --- - _, - -- -------· -- -- - - - ---- -- - - ---- --- ----- - ----- - ---------. ·-
1'· ...11 i l ! 

ASC~111 \l,,.~~: 
G ,'~HP GRAD.~ NlTI-ln 'H s~n . ..,,.., 

'. ) ---
Ol cl c, r· L~ 12 18 .17 

Mid JJ.o 4 18 16.11 

Yo unc;o1· 4 17 12 .59 

Older 6 12 19.92 

Middle 6 15 18.13 

Younge r 6 1 6 21 . 62 

Older 8 19 17 .42 

Middle 8 9 18.56 

Younge r 8 12 17 .42 

Older 10 12 8.50 

Mi d d le 10 15 9 .53 

Younge r 10 12 7. 75 

Older 12 12 8 .08 

Middle 12 11 11. 18 

Younger 12 11. 6. 64 w 
..a 



:::-n _:-rod e four , 
t he mean acceptance scores were 18. 17 

40 

:or o::.cer g oup , 16.11 fo the mid dle group and 12.59 
~c~ t~e your.ger group . The h th · yp o 68 18 of no significant 

c i f 'f er ~c e in t :ie s oc i a 1 ac ce ptance scores among students 

•/:-io are in the older, midd le, and younger groups was tested 

oy ~te for~u l a fo _ the signi fi cance of difference between 

~ ans . ~he analys s of the mean acc eptance scores of 18.17 

and i 2.S9 produced a t-value of .9 77. Since at-value of 

2.05 2 , w" th the prope r degrees of freed om, is necessary for 

a si s nif "c an t dif f erence t o exis t at t he .05 level of sig

ni f i car.~e, the nu 1 hypothesis of no si gnifi cant difference 

in t~e soc i al acceptance scores among students in the older, 

r i dd l e , and younger groups was ac cept ed. It will be recallea 

t ~a t no f ~rt her ana l ysis of scores would be needed if there 

1-:e r e r..o s i gn::.fic an t difference f ound in the two extreme scores• 

~he data from this ana lys i s is pres ented in Table V. 

TABLE V 

DI ?:2~T?3!~CES I N ME.AN SOCIOMETRIC SCORES 
OF OLDE R ST1'DENTS .!\ND YOUNGER 

ST1'D2NTS I N GR ADE FODR 

ViE AN 
ACC2PTAN CE t.O 

G~G-~C~? __ JG~~:~-~~~~~..J:N~D~~J~,B~E~R~-~scio~RE~D~s~_~d~f __ t~-~V~A~L~UE;:.__~_,__-
C~cc:.." 1 1 .17 ...,.. 

12.$9 !Gt.:~-J::-, ) 17 
::::--e,~ · eve l of signific ance 

27 .977 2.0,2-::-
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In -rode s ix , L e rr.ean s ocial accepta nce scores were 

!'or 
t~e olde r group , 18 .13 for the middle 

group , and 
~ ~ '.:>2 ioy, t~e youn0cer group . T' h th 
~- ne ypo esis of no signifi-

c~~: c i!' ~e r ence i n t he soc i a l accep t ance scores among students 

~~c ere ~n t: e old er, middle , or younger group in gr ade six 

wes test ed by t he for mula f or the significance of the differ-

.ea ns . The an alysis of the mea n ac ce pta nce 

scores o:..., 21. 62 and 8 .13 produced a t-value of l.OJ. Since 

8 t - vE : ue of 2 045, with the proper degrees of freedom, is 

at the 05 leve l, the hypothesis of no signifi-

cani c~~f e~ence in the social acceptance scores among stu

de nt s i n th older, CTidd le, or younger group in grade six 

· · 'I' able HI presents t he r esults from this w.ss 8Cc e;n:; eo . _ v • 

:-::.. cc le 

TABLE VI 

T' r ~~--:;-'D0FC2S H; MEA N socr OHETRIC SCORES ~ ~-~ ~ t~ . TN G~R 

6 

OF }: IDDLE S?UDENTS AND YOD 1 .... 

STLu:SNTS I N GR J<. D:2 SIX 

}iEAN 
ACCE?TANCE 

SCORES df t - VA LUE 
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for 

mean socia l ac ceptance scores 1.·n 
grade ei ght we re 

t~e older group, 18.56 for the m1.'dd l e 
group , and 

,_-.~.2 for the younge r group . Th h th i 
e YP 0 es s of no signifi -

c~r.t ciffere nce in the social acc eptance scores among stu-

der-ts i tl e older, midd le, or younger group in grade eight 

was tested by t he f ormula f or the s i gnifi cance of di f ference 

beti-.•een r.:ea ns . A t - value of .277 was obtai ned fr om t he 

8 a _ysis of the mean acceptance sc ores of 18.56 and 17.42. 

A t-value o" 2.093, with the proper degre e s of freed om, is 

ignificant at the .05 leve l . The hypothesis of no signi

~icant d'fference in t he soc ial acce pta nce scores among 

students in grade eight was acc ept ed. Table VII reveals 

data in regard to this ana l ysis . 

TABLE VI I 

DIFFERENCES I N MEAN SOCIOMETRIC SCORES 
OF ~ I DDLE STUDENTS A:ND YOUN GER 

STVDEN TS I N GRADE EI GHT 

:MEAN 
ACCEPTANCE t 

~~O~P GR.!~:CE Nu1·1BER SCOREiS~_.9.d::!:_f ~t:'...:-~V'..:::A~L~UE==--_..:.•~0 .. 2 __ -~~i~d~d~l-e-~~6.:::'..:::'.. _ __:_~9:.::=::..:__-,l o.56 

~ou::~er 3 12 17 .42 
05 l evel of significance 

19 .277 



~:y ..... ot .. esis of no signif icant 
Q di f fe r enc e in t he 
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scores among students 1 t 

0
~ ·oun~er 0roup in grade ten was tested by the formula for 

~·.~.e ~i~~if :'..ca c of d ffe~ence bet 
v - - wee n me ans. The mea n 

n he older, middle , 

acce~~~ .ce scores were 8.50 for the old er group, 9.53 for 

tt ... :'..d d le g::> oup, a 7.75 f or the younger group . The 

a .a_ysis oft e me an scores of 9.53 and 7.75 produced a 

-v3 u o~ .536. A t - value of 2.060, with the proper de

G~e:s of freedom is necessary for significance at the .05 

~ v 1. mhe hypothes is of no significant difference in the 

socia cceptance cores among students in the older, middle, 

o younger groups in grade ten was accepted . Data for the 

a .alys·s ar gi en in Table VIII. 

C ld E- · 

TABLE VIII 

J ?FE "'""l; CES IN IvIEAN SOCIONETRIC SCORES 
OF MIDDLE STUDENTS AND YOU1-T GER 

STUDENTS IN G,'."1ADE TEN 

0 

lO 

EEAN 
ACCE PTANCE 

_,fil'BER SCORES 

12 

df t-VALUE 

. ,536 
* .05 level of significance 

t nee scores the mea n s ocial accep a I. grnde twelve , 

'ddle and younger .18 ' and 6 64 for the older, mi ' 
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::~ ~ ~ -~c: t: vc l y . ; t - va l ·e of 1 

. 07 was obtained f rom 
J-"...,,.. r - -, · •c: • c, 0 ~, 
"'-~ ··-· .... ~ _ c; .... .., _ e r-:e2n s cor es 11 . 18 and 6. 64 . 

'11 t h t he 
-· :- c·~~ ::- cc_::; ~"e8 s of freed om, a t - value of 2.086 is 

necess ary 

~o b 0 ~i ~~i~:c on t at t he .05 l eve l . The hypothesis of no 
, • ..f"'! C\ 

l ~L er en c e i n the soci al acc ept ance scores among 

t~e older, mi dd l e , or young er groups in grade 

Table I X presents t he results of this 

a:-.. 2 _ ,. ... s :. s . 

TA BLE I X 

:c :;:'??.2E:; C3S n :; ~-~2A)J SOCIO 1ETRIC SCORES 
OF 1<IDiJLE STluENTS ,(ND YOUNGER 

S L"D :S ;TS I N GRADE TWE LVE 

ACC EPTAN CE 
7~C..:' ? G ?J.J~ .lJ: .. :B::::~ SCOR:SS d f t-VALUE t .OS 

:-.iod~a 12c--- - - ~~l--- - ~1~1-• .....-.,--------_; __ ....:...:~--

~c~~~er l2 11 6. 64 20 1.07 2 .086-::-
, ,..... :::r--=--·,, . v,::; .:. e -e o:· s · g ,ifi c ance 

~ ~e de~a f rom t he ana l ys is of t he mean socia l accep

t&nce E: cc:."es a:-:--. o~g the ol der, midd l e, and younger group stu

de::-,ts :.::- 0 ::i.sC:e s four, six , eight, t en, and t i:-rn lve revealed 

t ~&t ther ~as no signi f i cant dif fe r ence in the socia l 

&~ce~t8 ~ e o~ ~h~ younge r group as compa r ed to the 

r,~ · ·1 at ea ch spe c1'f1" ed grade level. 
-- CC - e or o::.c E: Y' [;::'OU P S 
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.::·<-:.. ·:, .... -. ..... t~c :·ou:-1f:e r c roup appea red to be chosen as friends 

'.J·· :··.c:'..:::" ~-8S'"":.ste~ as · of te n as ch ildren in t he mid dle or 

c::.: c:: .- :•o·..: ps •1c re c:10 ., cn . The r e sult s indicat e that socia l 

ccce?t~nc c i~ not ne ces s ari l y dependent on chronological age . 

1able X s hows the da ta which were statistically ana lyzed 

to dete~~ine if a s i gn i fic 2nt difference existed i n t he so

ci~~ 2cce?t8nce sc ores of all bo ys in an age group as com

p8 ~ed to sll g irls in an 2ge gr oup , t he ra w scores we re com

bined i~ t ha foll owing manner. The r aw scores of the older 

TABLE X 

I-~3!-.I·~ ;..c:.=~r:i,\ :Tc~ S80?E S OF OLDER BOYS .!\ND OLDER GI RLS, 
'-'IJJL:::; 30YS AND I-11:)J LE GI RLS , AND YOUNGER BOYS 
• fa. :'ill Y0UNGE1 GI RLS I N AL L GR.i;DES 

c::.. c:er boys 

You_r,pcr boys 

MEAN 
ACCEPTANCE 

NUMBE R SCORES 

37 15.43 

30 13.87 

29 12.59 

39 16.15 

32 15. 62 

36 12.08 

203 

e i ght , ten, and t we lve were 
f our , s i x, 

d 1 and younger s core s of the mid e 



46 -:,.:-~:" , e,~-f ,.., e :. c:1 of the grade leve ls . T 
he raw scores for 

:;::c £; :/ls 1-: --r c CO!;l1:Jined in a sir1.ila r ma nner . 

=~e ~cc n acce ptance scores were 15_
43 

f 
or the older 

j c~s • ~d lJ . ~
7 

for the older gi r l s . The hypot~sis of no 

cifference in the socia l acceptance scores of 

sil boys in the older group as compa red to all girls in 

t>,e olcer croup was t e sted by t he f or mula f or t he signifi-

c.sr:ce o:'"' a ifferen ce bet ween means . The formu la produced 
8 

t - v8lue of .525 . To be signif ic ant at the .05 level, a 

t - va ue of le 994 , with t he prope r deg~ees of freedom, must 

be cjtai nea . Therefore, the hypothesis t ha t t here is no 

si;nificant difference in t he socia l acceptance scores of 

s 2. l bo:.rs i :1 the older group as compared to all girls in the 

olde r grou p was acce pted . Table XI presents the data fr om 

~•. l V .__, -

C:i.c er be :(s 

TABLE XI 

_,I:??J:1S:WES 1:'J f··SAN SOC I OMETR IC SCORES 
C2 ALL Q:S,JER BOYS AS CONPARED TO 

ALL OLDER GI RLS 

. 1 
.n -

MEAN 
ACCEPT ANCE 

}~c,m:~R SCORES 
37 1. ,3 

df t-VALUE 

C7
~n~ p ~~ls All 30 13. 87 ~~ 

· .... O_:;, lE-vel of signifi cance 
65 .525 

t .o 

1.994-~· 
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soc Cc l occc c '.;o .ce scor es of all midd le group boys as compa r ed 

:c cl: ~i ~d l o sroua gi rls was t e sted by the formu l a f or s i g

:--.::.~'::.c:~c2 o:' 'c .. e d iffer e nce between means . The t -value of 

:. 13 o' ta i ~-a by co~paring t he mea n acceptance scores of all 

no s i enifican t diffe rence in the 

~id~ : e bovs wit~ a ll midd l e gir ls showed that t he difference 

o:' t~e ~can s 12 .59 for boys and 16.15 f or gi rls was not sig

~::.:':c s ~t. Si ice at - va lue of 1.994 with t he proper de grees 

c:' ~~ eed om i s nece s sary f or a s i gnif icant difference to 

e~~ s ~ a~ the .05 level, the null hypothesi s of no signifi

ca r.t c ::. ~fe ~e~ce in the social acce ptan~e scores of all boys 

i :. t:1e :-v.ic ,:! ~e age group as compared to all girls in the 

~::. ~~ : a ega g~oup wa s accept ed. Data f or the analysis are 

given in Tctla XII. 

TABLE XII 

Ji r'?i TI~TCSS IN I18AN SOCI OJ\iETRIC SCORES 
O}i' .4LL EIDDLE BOYS AS c m: PP,RED 'rO 

ALL MIDDLE GI RLS 

I•·12, AN 
ACCEPTANCE 

SCORES 
12.59 

16 . 15 

df 

66 

t - VA LUE 

1. 13 
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~-o;Jnr; o:-- '.:lo :rs :~n d 8 me8n s oci al accept ance score 

:, t,t · stic8 l sne l ys is of t he s i gni f ic ant dif fe rence 

c~ t~0 ~c:~s ~Y'od~c ed a t - v nlue of 1. 20 . A t-v alue of 1.994, 

~it~ t~c ~ Y' □?er egr ee s of fre edom, is s i gnifi cant at the 

. : ~ : cve l . Tte hyp ot hes is of no signi f i cant difference in 

t~e ~es n ~oci e l acc ept ance score s of the two groups of 

c::::._c:ie ~ be i :--.2; corr.p ar ed was t here fore accepted . This 

s~e : ~s i s i s prese nted in Tab l e XI II. 

i r: t:-... e 

TABLE XIII 

:J ::: ? l<'.i: ~ ~'W"S S nr ~·~1n r SOCIOMETRIC SCORES 
OF ALL YOt'NGER BOYS AS COMP.ti.RED TO 

ALL YOUNGER GIRLS 

lIBA J 

AC CEPT ANCE 
ffF113JR SCORE S df t-VA LUE 

32 15. 62 

36 12 . 08 66 1.20 

.,_ 

l, .o 2 

1. 994-::-

1 . of t he mean sociometric the ana ys 1s 

S l·gni f ic ant difference t here wa s no 

all bo ys in t he older group as socic~ctric s t atu s of 

1 · the olde r group , 0 gir s 1n 
fall boys in the 

t o all s irls in t h e midd le group, ".:: de le g:,o~;:> 2 3 co ,.p a r e d 

. , ger arouD as compare er of e~l t oys in t ne y oun o , 
d to all girls 
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e6 ~cc. tors o~d ayme n that the younge r scho 
1 

t 
o en rants , 

es~eci J lly boys , were like ly to experience poor soci al 

Concern has been expr es sed by 

a~~~s: ~c ~~ in school. The finding s of this study did not 

~ev al ev: ce nce t o support such concern as t o sex differences 

L trants . It is intere sting to note t hat the 

you0g r s roups o boys not onl y had a higher me an acceptance 

sco:::>e t:1an did the younger groups of girls, but also they 

h d a sliGhtly highe r mean acce ptance score than did the 

olc r grou?s of boys . The middle group s of girls were the 

only gro;;_ps vJh • ch had a higher mean accepta nce score than 

t he grou? s of younge r boys . 

Table XIV hows the mea n acceptance s cores of all 

boys i each of t he age gr oups and of al l girls in each of 

t~e ag groups . The data we re obtained by summing the raw 

sco 63 on all older group boys, all middle group boys, and 

-1 younge r gro~p boys. The me an accept ance scor es fort~ 

o ce r, micc~e , nd younger group girls were obta i ned in a 

sLd:a , 8 n_:_ r·. T- data were analyzed t o deter mi ne if 

t dif·ference in the mean social signific an 

acce p ance of the three groups of boys . Like-wise, the 



G::J'C? 

Old -r boys 

1: ! d 2. e boys J.J.~ 

~J:l~se boys 

Older girls 

:-:iC:d le girls 

Yc•U'.1 s- 2 r ~i _-2.s 

50 
girl s were tested by statisti-

TABLE XIV 

HEAN 

NUMBE R 
ACCEPTANCE 

SCORES 

37 15.43 
29 12.59 

32 15.62 

30 13.87 

39 16.15 

)6 12.08 

T~e ~ecn accepta nce scores of the boys was 15.43, 

- ? r' L • .)9, and 1_5 . 62 for the older, midd le , and younger groups, 

res;ectively o The mean accept ance scores of 1_5.62 and 12.59 

j,,Je·..,0 cc:--::ps~·ed to dete :mi ne if a significant difference existed 

betwe n the t~o ra ans. A t -value of 1 089 was obt ained by 

! · - value of 1. 990 with the proper degrees 

n2cessary to be significant at the .o5 level. 

:t v,a3 no:; r.ecassa ry to complete further analysis since 
th

ere 
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, . - ~ 110 c:: :. • :: .:.. - , :.. c s n t c i :' :' e re n c e f o un a 

bet~e en the extreme 

s.:c:"'-'s . ::.cra.:'ore , the null hypothesis of no signific ant 

the s oc a l acce pta nce scores of all older 

sr12 lysis. 

3s com?ared to all youn ge r group boys was 

Ta ble XV revea ls the data . in re ga rd to this 

TABL2 XV 

D:'.:2:5'ER3NC:SS IlJ ViEAN SOCIOHETRIC SCORES 
OF MIDDLE AND YOUNGER B·oys 

G~ADE N01-rnER 

MEAN 
ACCEPT t.N CE 

SCORES df t-VJl.LUE 

;-: ::.c d le ooys h l 29 12.59 

15 . 62 f.,_ 71 32 1.089 
signifi c an ce 

t .os 
1. 990-::-

The mea n soc ial ac c epta nce score wa s 13.87 for the 

olde~ g" rls, 16.15 for the midd l e gi rls, and 12.08 for the 

ycun6er girls . The sta ti s tic a l analysis of the differences 

bet ~aen the mean a cce ptance scores of 16.15 and 12.08 was 

cc~?~ -;:; ~~ - t t - va _ue of 1.318 wa s obtained . Since at-value 

0 ~ le990 i s ~ecessary for signi fic ance at t he .05 level, the 

t~pottes:s o~ ~o signifi c ant diffe r ence in t he mean social 

2c2ep-c2r.Ge sccres of a ll girls in t he older group as compared 



close r to r evea ling 8 signifi cance of 

than was any other comparison of 

~ ~ ~ s~o~es in this study. T bl a e XV I pre sents the r e sul ts 
of t~is a. a _ys is. 

TABLE XVI 

:o =:?22:IBNc :;;s I N EEP. ~Y S OS IOMET~IC SCORES 
0? 1•:IDDLE Jl. i:J::) YOUNGER GIRLS 

GRADE NUHBER 
Jdl 39 

EEAN 
ACCEPTANCE 

SCORES df t - Vl1 LUE 
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ll l 36 12.08 73 1.318 1.990-::-
-: :- .OS l eve l o s i gnific anc e 

~c~ ~e XVII shows the mean socia l acceptance scor es of 

all stucent s in t~e olde r, in the middle, and in the younger 

TABLE XVII 

:.2~:: sec ~O~·:ET RI(~ SCORES OF ALL STl;l)E}JTS I l\J THE 
Ow:= ? , MI DDLE, AND YOUNGER GROUPS 

G~C-~? H"UMBE R MEAN ACCEPTANCE 
SCORES 

G:._C G · 67 14.73 

:.,:idC lo 68 14.63 

! Ju:. 68 13.75 
2r 

,_, f"\~'1 f - 20 =-:::..~ ! . -J 



~ ~ o~p ~. T:c d ~t a ~ere obta ine d 
- by sum.ming the raw scores of 
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i~ a n a 0~e ~roup ate h 
u ac grade level. 

':' ."l0 hy::iot: es i s of no si e;nificant difference in the 

soci 2- ccceptcnce sc ores of all students i n the older, middle , 

[:::'.d you!"l.;er g :-oup s wa s t est ed by the f ormula for the signifi

cc::.ce of di f fere nce b e t wee n means . The analysis of the mean 

scc~es of 14 .73 anc. 1J e75 pr oduced at-value of .471. For 

si_::;n::..f'i :::J . c e s t the .05 level, a t - value of 1.96 is necessary. 

Tte!'O :'"' re t e ull hypothesis of no si gnificance in the mean 

soc i a l acc ept ance s core s of the groups being tested was 

accepted . m ble XVI II pre sents the results of this analysis. 

GlOu? 

:(::.cicL. 

TABLE XVIII 

DI:S-·? ~?21:C.SS I N 1-':EM~ SOCIOi'-;ETRIC SCORES OF ALL 
STt"TIE?TTS I N THE OLDE R GHOUP AS COMPA RED TO 

A:i STUDENTS I N THE YOUNGER A~l) 
MIDDLE GROUPS 

l:V:EAN 
G.:..~.DE NUViBER ACCEPTAN CE df t-VA1UE 

SCO RES 

J.ll 67 14073 

Your.!2" e r .-'. _l 68 13 . 75 133 .471 

Stl.dy 

: c,~ ~ cf s isnificance 

1 analyzed in this ~~~ ~~~2 ' h ich ha ve been statistical y 

t difference in the social ~~ve ::..~:icat d no significan 

as to grade or sex. of b oys and girls either 
The 
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~c~~:c~ :~~co: c~trcnts appe ared to be chosen as friends by 

t':: : r clDssrwte s as of t .en as -were t he older membe rs of the 

... - C" ("" CJ,,..'-• ,.._, • rr:: ere ,.Jes no significant difference in the social 

acce~~~ c of the youn boys or young girls as to grade in 

sc .. ool . 

of stu · c 

Thes da ta s uggest that neither chronological age 

re the mos t i mportant factors in social acceptance 

s n · hi s s tudy • 
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CHA ... ER J.V 

,---.~ ' -..)1,,,._ ....... __ •L-.., 

JD· COJYIME"DAT IONS 

7~1e prirr.a ry- pu-r>nose of th' t d 
· .!;-' is s u y was to determine the 

~~litio~s,ip of school entrance age to the 
sociometric status 

sel c · ' sa .. pl e of students i n grades 
four, six, eight, 

a .d t1-., ::. ve in the publi c school systems in Christian 

Cot:. ty, Kentucky . Students in the study were classified 

2nd ci vid d int o three groups as older, midd le, and younger, 

acco~di~~ to their age and gr ade placement. A secondary 

pur?OS 1 as t o examine the ef fe ct of sex differences on 

socia- cceptance at a 1 gra de and age levels involved in 

th p pu_ation inc lud ed in the study. 

'=1he students in the sample were selected from the 

~0.,..1.dns :. __ e Public Schools and the Christian County Public 

Sc~oo _2. One c l ass of fourth, sixth, eighth, tenth, and 

t 1 -•.:...h , we :i. u graoe students was selected from ea ch respective 

schoo systerr. . Thus students in ten classrooms participa-

ted L the study . 

ts i n the selec ted classrooms we re given 

sociometric questionnaire th 5oL~cy T-~~1 ! Fee l Toward Others 

t whi ch members of the in c~der ~o d~termine the ext ent 0 

th . class ma t es on the basis of --:-~oup were c::cceptcd by e1. r 



S7 
~he s oc~al accep t ance scores 

were compar ed t o 
schoo l entrance age , as 

s hown by the old er, 

younger groups di d ha ve a si gn1.·r1.·c8nt 
r elation-

s ,.iD to t~c rr:ean social ac c ept ance score s of boys and girls 

gra de leve l s . Th i 1 e soc a ac ce ptance scores 

0 .:.., boys .sr.c P, irls were compared to indic a t e t he relationship 

of sex to t . e s ocia l acc ep t ance scores of early school 

&ntr&, ts. 

T~e formul a f or the signifi c ance of the difference 

o~ t ~e ~ea ns was used to t est f or t he si gnificant difference 

at t he 005 leve l of s ~gn i f i c ance . Da ta on the social accep~ 

tance scores of t he ov er age gr oup were not included in the 

st ct~stical ana l ys is sin c e no at t empt was made to determine 

st what age these stude nt s entered f irst grade. 

r statistic al ana l y s is of t he data allowed the 

fol _owing conclusi ons t o be drawn: 

1. T~ere was no si gnif i c ant difference in the 

Scores ~m ong students wh o were in the soci 8 scce~tance 0 

at any of the five grade younger groups 

eve~ s ~~cl~ded in the s tudy . 

2. dl'fference in the social no sign i f ic ant 
es compered to 

tcce~t8ncG s c ore~ of t he tot a l group of boys 
i nto the older 

t , 1 r,,ihe n divid ed by age ~e totil gr oup of gir s 



.) . ~te~e wa~ no signif i cant 
difference in t he 

s core s of t he combined g~oup of older 

J~ys st s ll g race levels as 
c ompa red to the comb ined groups 

c~ ~:cdle a~d yo u .ger age d boys at all grade levels . 

4. 7here W3S no si gnificant difference in the 

~ocial acce".JtE, ce sc ores of t he co mbined groups of older 

gir:~ s t all grade le vel~ as co~pared to t he co mb ined 
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grouos of mi t le and you nge r aged girls at all grade levels. 

5. lhe re was no si gnific ant difference in the social 

&ccs~tsnce scores of all students in the olde r group as com

p&red to a 1 students in t he middle or younger groups. 

~ie conc l us ions of this study would i nd icate that age 

is r.ot t ~ ~o~ t i ~port ant criterion f or social acceptance 

but t jat ~o ~e ot he r fact or or combination of fa ctors is a 

~ore i ~~ort a~ 0 cri t eri on for socia l ac ceptance, at least 

fo~ ~iose children who have successfully progres sed through 

schoo ~ ~:t~ou~ eve r ha ving re peated a grade . Such evidence 

-,. 
· · - 8:.:;. c-- ~'. e .:. e r 

to similar findin gs in the stud ies of 

_-: ::.ller (5), Hobson (2), and Birch (1). 

f'.:..::-1dir .. g ~ of }:irman (6)' Pa uly (7)' Johnson (3)' and 

a th t bovv s a re more likely to 
(_t-) ... r.dicate . a 

problerns and 
r acceptance to have a lower pee 



Dnt a of thi t 
s s udy did not suppor t suc h 
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?o luct anc to admi t e arly· ent t 

bc~s, tc 
rans, especially 

chool on t he be l i of t hat such chi l d 
ren will be 

c~ic l y n:J ::. acjusted may not be well- f ounded . 

Concern ha s be n voiced by parents and 
educators that 

~ ~e ; ou~g- gr oup of boys wi l l encounter problems in social 

i. gra e e i ght or ten . At t his age some boys are 

not s .'1v i_ca y t 
V ma ure as are most gi rls. The conclu-

io!;. ... t hi s study sh owed no signi fi cant difference in the 

JJ :: • ac ce?t nc s co · s o ·, a ll boys or in the mean acceptance 

co ~ s o all boys as compared t o all girls in grades eight 

or t n . 

:-:o · y stud i s ave been concerned with the factor of 

·t ~1 1 v 1 i n re a ti on to age at school entrance. 

;~ ~l t o po · tout tha t t he overage group which was 

.ot i::--.c l 1.;.de · i n t he ana l ysis of data may have been a signi

fi.ca:11c facto L the r e sults f ound by this i nvestigator. 

nt r:::... i as not deterscho ol age of the overage group w 

T.ined, tut it c a be ssumed that a large number of the 

g::--oup t.ad 

i ':i.ca~c 

gr ad es i n school even though one o r more 

possi~ly l ate entrants . 
· ht Such an assumption mig 

Study were possibly average 
t: a t s ude ts i n this 
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The f act that seventy-
-.:; ~:::- ~c -;: ..:., :- e,.,_;r ... -.:; o ... t...ie overage eroup we r e b 1 

. oys ends support 
•uc L: . ..., co::-.:;e ~.tion that boys may exp • 

erience more difficulty 

-:~:.s :1 ,::-::..:•2.: i: oc __ · vin~ academic succ ess in school. It was 

owe ver, if t he se boys were younger when they 

C~~o - ol ogical age i s t he only criteri on by which chil

c~e~ are :d7itted to firs t gr ade in Kentucky as well as in 

~os0 sc~oo _ breas . It i s obvi ously one criteri on t ha t should 

te co:: s:d ~ d, but evidence of the data analyzed would indi

ca~~ t~a~ other factors or combination of fa ct ors were more 

sisnificant tha n chronological age a s a criterion for social 

2cc-?taJ e. T~ese data s usgest that other fa ct ors than 

ea t o be conside red in determining school 

A :·::._cz:: ~ .... e chool entrance age would perhaps provide 

a ~r- 2 ::s :" :.:o r a equa tely meeting the different need s and 

- L _-•:v.:.. cs 0 ~ c1Qil · r n. Psychological a nd mental test s are 

an - fort to dete rmine the readiness or total 

1 f i t rade entrant s . ~ vclo~~ n~~ o~ ro~e ntia rs g 
Iv !:'"' ' "''-" - J.v .J.. J..J v 

Such a 

even though it could 
:cr8~~ing cGvi ce could prove invaluable 

. ~ great deal of money. l~vo-ve th expend iture o~ a 
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bDsis of ques tions which be cam 
e appa rent in 

t~is study, the following topics 
are sugges ted 

.,_ -repe2 _,cc 

1~ e compa rison of the relationship of school 

s:a to the sociometric st 8tus of student s who 

at d one or mo e gr8des to students who have not 

a [rsde in school. 

· he compa rison of the relationship of school 

e~tr2nce ege to the sociometric status of students of 

below- everaGe ictelligence with students of norma l or 

sve~age ictel ligence. 

~ ~he compsrison of the relati onship of school 

e~ ~a~ce a;e t o the sociometri c status of students of low 

oc~ - eccno~~~ l eve ls with students of average or middle 

soc~o- eco~o~ic l evels. 

!, T~e comparison of the relationship of nrea dines s" 
"T. -

for ~~~~t £rsde ES determined by t he Me tropolitan Readiness 

socia l t Scores Of students in grades accep ance 
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·:o·.: I ?ZEL TOl 'ARD OTHERS 

·· ... t' e lementary school children) 

the pupils should 
read this entire scale 

. • ,, - ~0 ~'. ;ov~ a 11 to½en a l ot of tests in mathema ti 
s.:::..c: . ...,~, : ·· ..... Ovher subJects . You have been asked cs, 
~:-.csc .., es ..,s s o your teachers would kn ow better h to ta ke 

· , "C'' -~ c:,. ud· ·· es 1r ow to help •r.::r.:. ::..:. V '-'· ~ · V .L • , ow yo u are asked to tel l ho 
·,, ' ,. ~ · •-YI' o-'-her s-'-udent · w you :ec- ,_,,._J , . ..; .'-' v L, s 1n your r oom. This 1· t , . , t, th h s no e 
test _L-:e ::.e o , e rs you ave taken . There are no right 
o::o 1-J::>on~ .sns ·.\·e rs . All you need to do is to tell how you 
:'e e ... ~o::.s~c othe s tude nts in your room . By doing this 
yo · i.-·::.._..:.. r.e ~p. t. e teacher to know whi ch othe r students you 
get s lo :; vJ l. t :i b 0 st • 

:;o cr..i d will be all owed to see anothe r chi ld's paper. 

J~?S-~:-:o:;s: On anothe r shee t of paper you have the names of 
aL t:1e c~i ..l..:3 ren in vour ro om. P.s soon as we finish reading 
the cirect::..ons, you 1-1ill be as ked to place a number to the 
_e.:"t o.:" ea ch ot these n ames, including your own. The numbers 
1:~ic ~ :,-c·J. t:s e a re the rJ.Urrlber s of the paragraphs listed 
belor,: • 

. .1 -:, v:ot nut any ~1u mbers now . Please put your pencils 
do~-:n i.:.:. -~-~::.. y ou ore told by your teacher to be gin. 

"e '.":.ust .:'irst r ea d a l l the direction~ together, so 
you w~~l be sure to know how to ma rk your l ist of names. 

F;,_.,• d How c an we tell our best ::ur-.ter 1 ~s .:"or : Ev Best 'r1en s . d 
.. . -"- . f r iends? Be low you will fin J.2":i.cr:.ds .:·rc:.1 just ord ina ry 

1 
t of our be st 

l~sted s or-.e things which are g enera l y rue of t hosestu-
fr:..end ('< P'J. t a 1r 11t to the left of t he names 
C::1ts 1,-1':10 are best friends . 

I 
r. • 

,., 
l, • 

.,..._ 

..J • 

best friends a lot and have ~ou 2re with your 
.:'u:-i vli t. them . . h m he l p them whe never 
~o"J iZet along we ll with t e.' ms with them. 
~rou can, and share your pr~b~= l k wi th them a lot. 
You g o p laces with them ~nthey come to your home 
Yo.1 g o to the ir homes an 
quite often . 



. 
: . 
.) . 
,., 
V • 

J . 

J,. .... : .. ., ... ,.... ~r,., -... • 

· - -~.:..~ _ •' r .l ~nd s B . - , - , c , r- • ---,...~ • e s id e s ou b t 
. • v.., ..... ... J.O~Y1 s whom we lik f i r es f r iends 
l,;.'.' ~ o::' the smes of thos e st~d atrlz ~ . Put a 

en s you like fairly 

. -· · a::, e vii~h t hem s ome tim 
·- .. "· · 'th t'- es , • , ..., .l.. LH 1, :;.em . 
Yc '1 Dre nice to them and g t ~. . t' e 
:, :::: ..!..K i_' 1 ~ t hem , but not very 
~? ~etimes you go p l a ces with 
\ tm , but not ver y often . 
~o~ sel o~ go t o the i r h ome s, 
co~e to your home . 

but you do not always 

a long with them and 
of t en . ' 
t hem , and t alk with 

end they seldom 

:~u!"·b3::1 3 is :."'or : Stude nts I Don 't Know. There may b 
· . .. ,,., ... _10 .,..._ 1· t , - -~- - e some s:1.:cc .. ... s o.. 1 s wnom y ou don' t know we ll enough to know 

1,: ,et':'le::i yot.: l::.ke them or not . I t may be t ha t you have not 
·.:i ec::-: :-. ::.-c[l trer. en ough to t e ll much about t hem . You donit 
:-::-.c~-: :1ow yo u re ally fe e l ab out t hes e students . Put a 11 3n to 
-c;~. c le :( t of t[le n&mes of tho s e students whom you don't know 
~e - : e~ot.:g~ to ra t e . 

=~:.:.rr:'::le::.1 ~ i s :.: ... or : Students ~ Kn ow but Who P..re Not ~ Friends. 
n ::.. of us '.:--.o~..;i so. e pe rs on s qui t e wel l but we do not consider 
";;'.'le ~~ -co be our friend s. Put a a4n to t he left of the names of 
t j ose stuce~ts you d o not con sider a s your friend s. 

,., 
'-'• 

You se l dom choose to be with them. 
Yo·J. do not get a long v ery well with them when you 
are around them . 
!ou do not ta l k t o t he m or go places with them 
unless i t i s ne ce ssa r y t o be polite. 
:!ou 80 no t lik e s ome of the t hings they do, and 
~he way t hey act a t times . 

::~~'.':::.s :'.."' c ., c: .. :\::;::....-. : Stude:1ts I Do No t Va nt to Ha ve ~ ~rientf~~ 
/ - ~ - --=---,-,-----= - - - •T Ne ar ly a ll o us 

~ c: - ~-,-. ~ ,.. ~ --->;.;, •-- ., _,,p Li t,8 The y Pr e 1~ow . Th 
;;_e;:; ---~ -..,~ =-:~~" ~:r~-c: on""s'we c ~nn ot ge t a l ong witbh. garedseed as 

- - .... - ~ ~ - c;. - " nd may e re 
peo".)le ::.::: ...,. ' __ .::,; oll ris)1t in some 1-rnys , 8 • 
:zocd· ...... ,,.,., __ ; ,: , ___ 

0
-ho.,.,s but not E.Y~• 

- ..lr....J.. -. t ... ._~ ~ J . v .. .i. -.J., __ _ _ 

. - . . t..,.., t hem a nd 
~-· r- '/O ld oe l DP" 'lrll cJ. ' 

-v- a .~ ~me or 
~~~ ~ ~ Q oa rtne rs f or a g~ 1 
u .. (.:, ; , , V ~ a au arre 
So~eti~es you f uss a n · 
&::::'C.. around t hem. 

you never choose 
sports. 
wit h them when you 



'. ·:vr fC> ).lOCCS with th 
i .,., ,, , em and yo 

v ••• '-'•--vS3 you hav t U never talk 
1·,·1··- e o. _, ·• ~-:-· ....... ~c ;?r ,uch some of the 

v••~ "··- :-::y "· ey act at times . things t hey do, 

- ... t: r -c O':c r t :-ie rr,a i headings . 
:: Q\\ - .., 

- i~ ri ~J.~~ ... h tr 1 f o r? ( Student " 
_, 
~ :_ _j "'"~ .. ·~ 2 for? ( Student 

response) 
... ,_..,, .......... ~ u \,_.· ~ response) 

- l~ C .. '..l:"'.:)C r 3 for? ( Student ..... u ..,J response ) 
.. -. ,.., :TL:: be r 4 ~or? (Student ., • ~ V 

_..:, response ) 
~.:::8~ .:.s rn.li:..be r ) " or? (Student response ) 

:~:,~ co not have to use s 11 t hese numbers . Yo 
I' ~-~c:c 8S · .. 3~~T times a s you ,., i'sh All you ud mtay~ 2-:.:...- -=- . . - ,... --- -- _ .. __ • nee o do 

~ - :o s~ .. .:-.: :1m·J you leel about each pers on on your list by 
?'..lt::'....!:.C o. e of -she above numbers to the left of hi s name • 

.:-0 s-1re to put a numbe r to the left of e ve ry name. Do 
~.o~ lea va O'..l~ a yone o 

_-_cis ve r one found his own name? If your name is not 
o~ t :: e list tell the teacner or sponsor so she can have all 
t~e s~ude~ t s a ' d your na me t o their li sts . As soon as you 
hav fm . .::-:..d your name or have writ ten it in , put a 6 t o the 

you have any questi ons, please ask them now. 

t:he ~ you have finishe d ma rking your list, turn your 
pa~:i ;:-· ~ac e do·.-;c on y our de sk and l eave it there until the 

., a c ~'le _ t z0 s i up • 

Go 
- f' 

7 t h th r number s ( 1-2- 3-4-5) 
~~e:d now and p _ace e o e 

o.:' t:-ie r ~st of the na me s on your list . 



.• I)·•: I F ..... :L TO 'ARD 
· • OTHE RS 

·;'."'c~ ·..;. t--. ~"...lnior and senior 
high s tudents ) 

~-:-.. t::-3 t dents s ould rea d this 
entire sea le 

t ·..:de. ts : 

-::o~ :;.~';e n :.1 take a lo t of t t 
. - ... " , i o +- .... r "' ul-. . t e s s in ma t hem t . ::c:..: .. ~-, ~ .. \.... .., __ --; ·..., 0Jec s . You h b a l c s , 

:/·.c.s~ :_s:.~ so your tea c he r s would ~~eb e en asked to take 
;.c 1.., ~c-..: _:-.. "Our stud i s J ow et ter how to 
--~- J · J • ow yo u are a k d t 
:·~·.: · :~ ,-: 1 t o·.:nrd othe r st u d ent s in you s e O te ll how 
• .1.. ~ _. '•c-. ... ..,,, ot .., e r , r room . This is not -CCSv __ ,._ -:, LI .. ., ~ .. s y ou n ave ta ke n Th a 

11 • ere are no right o:· :-: :" C!...__- c::-.: 1-:c :>s . - y ou need t o d o is to tell how y 
:~ eel to:.::: : . .-·d ot :-w r stud~ nt s i n your ro om. By doing thi~uyou 
1:::. ::.::. ~: ·· lp t:s :--. ow w_ c o the r student s you get along with 
'o st . 

1 b e a llowed to see another student's 

~::.~:c~:=~~ : C~ a~o he r s he e t of paper you have the names of 
c::.::. ·.:;.-..~ ~ .:; 1..., ::: 2 :-. ·.:;~ L your ro om. As s oon as we finish reading 
~:.e ~:.. :'."·- c·..,::.cns, yc u w· 11 be a s k ed t o place a number to the 
_3: ... t c_"' 'Se c:: o-:: ~hese n ames , inc l uding your own . (You have 
·o cc :: .~::.-\·..:. :: c. s!lect o pa per t h a t you may use to cover your 
r.·J:':'.Jer s .) 'r~.:::; n~T.ber s whi ch you wil l use are the numbers of 
t:: p3::-c.:;~.::)::s is t e d be l ow . 

:i_?_ _~-:.c·c ~ any numb e r s now. P
1

lea s e put :your pencils 
GI:, ....... ·c:..::.. y:iu er told by your teacner t o begin . 

i·:.:: :·:J. s 1c :'i r s t r ea d a ll the directions together, so you 
'!:._1 te :,·"" - 'e to k . O'\,J how to mark your list of names . 

:~1..:.:-:':il ::· 1 i s for: r.:v Bes t Fri e nd s: How can we t~ll o:1r beS t 
!r·::. .::c3 f~o :.--: j'.1st ordL a r y f ri ends? Be low you willbfi~d 

, . ally t rue of our es ;. -:-:cc: Eor::•:; tr:io..~s v-Jhi c h a r e gener V f thosestudents 
~::ii e::.ds . .2"...l -c; a ::1n t o the left of the na ,ne s o 
i,:". " b .., 

c: re est ~ :.., i e d s . 

best f riends a lot and have fun ~ou 6~e wi th your 

1,;i t. the:,. i th the m help them wheneve r 
Yo'..l ge t alo ng ·we ll w biems with them . 
yo~ ca , a nd s ha re your pro 



,....._ wl; 

~ ~ s ·. _;_th t'hem d 
o .. • · ·• 8 n talk i ~ " . 1.r homes and th 'W th them a lot ,, 

C4vc~ . ey come to your h • . ome 

. -· . .'c:' : .. , ~ c.- ·-:_?.::_ Friends : Bes id 
" - , .~ ,_·.: ·._.'.-_:,_ o ... :--.e~, .... "' ric. ds 'W, om we like es. our be st friends 
·i.=? :c v.,C -v ~" c ... L-.1e .arr.es of th fai rly 'Well. Put a 
~v~- • ose students you l ike fa irly 

V • 

~~ ~ ~~G ~ith them sometimes 
r .. ,-c- hov f . ' but you do not 
~·--· · -- •. .ci • • e un with them. 
-C~ s ~e nice to t hem ad ge t 1 

- ~ ... ,. .., ,. . th a ong with the 
~ • • - " V ..I. ,.,, i.-1 l . t hem ' but not v er ft m, 
(' r.. t ~ r:·c s 1 y O en . 
• ...,_ .(., ..1. •• you g o P ac e s with t h 
. . , •· ·, ti.e b t . em , and ta l k . - ". . .. m, u no-c very often 
:'"o-..: se l dom go to their homes ,.and the se ldom 
cc:-:-.e to your home . · Y 

::·.:·:·J2:' 3 ::. s _ .. or : ~tudents ! Don't Know: There ma y be some 
~:;;.,:c e:-.-: s o . yo'..lr li s t r~J!:1.0m you don't knov-J we l l enough to 
::::Ji•-' ·.-:':.e~:--.s::1 you li:{e t. m or not . I t may be tha t you have 
:.or '::Jee:: ,:.,::_ i~-: t~: e:r.. enoug ):)_ to tell much about them . You 
c c:-.1

:; ~:-.c· .. , :lm! you re a lly fee 1 abou t t he se student s . Put 8 1. _? "wJ :>.e l<S.:': of tr..e n8me s of those students vJhom you 
cc::. 1 t ·::::c,~--' ~-:e 11 encugh to rate. 

:;;,:~~b2 :." ~ i s : .. or: Stucents ~ Know but ;·.bo ft.re Not !iY Friends: 
.! :'...::. o:"' 1..:s :-::.o~) so'.Y.e :)ersons quite wel l but we do not consider 
t:-.e.-:: to be c:,~:.." :'rier..<5 s. Put a rt4 11 to the l eft of the na mes 
o~ t:-.os e st'-..:.C:::its y ou do r..o t consider as your fri ends. 

, • -:.:--0-..: s::; _do:-r. c'.-1.oose to be i:._i i th them . =. ·_-=,·.: co not get a lo ng very we 11 with them 
-__ ·:--.~ :: y ou s re around them . 

8. -::ou co not ta l k to them or go pl aces with them 
,-r1~c~ it i s ne cessary to be polite. d 

~. ~;,.;; \; ~ not 1 ike s om.e of t he t hings t hey do, an 
t ·:1- 1:1 y they act at times. 

.. r.r t t Ha ve as Fr iends: 

. . :.:;--_jc: ·,., c · ~ ~ 0 .,,, . s--- dents I Do Not~ _£ -
1

-1 f us find 
• ./ _,..., - - • .., - - ,r Nea rly a 0 

c.c: :::_,..-:-_-- _- ,., ·~·-r •r , . .,,., 8 :::.,11-:e 'rhey f. ~e ~~• ith These :- .--:::__ - -=- ~ -· --- - -- et along w • 
~ -: • .::-:-0; c '.:"'•'2 & ~·e·,1 -::>er s ons ~1e c annot" g and ma y be regarded as 
>sc'.JlC; ,rr -.,- ·. - " 11 Ylig:1.t in some Wc.Y8 , 

. . ·- J ,..., C d ... b us 
gocc .:·y-::_e:;:-;.c s by otn.e rs , ~ ~ Q.Y. -· 



.:.. n ~ i:J 1 th them 
... .., J:3 P rt ,ers r' and you never 
.... ~S ~ u· fuss and or a game or sports 

A .1''"' rc'·nd them . quarre l wi th them whe ~ 
V • 

..J • 

, ~.'"' '. ~ ::- --o :) l a ces -with th 
:,~.,.: ' .. it: t:em unless em and you ne ver 
· - - . . -, · • 1 you have t 0 
- ... '· .., i ·:e very much • ,... ,... tl some of th thi 
v.v, a... 1c i-iay they ac t at ti e ngs they me s . 

............. , - .. - -o 0 .• - ,, c :1.c rr..ni he ad "ng s • • ,v,•• ~~.., " . ~ 

I,~ -

- .! - ~-·~ n-i .. J or 1 for ? ( Student .. .., response ) 
- .! 

'" 
....... ~ , ... ~ .... r 2 for? (Student ...... . .J 

_..., •"- ........ · -· response ) 
- ~ - r-. ..:. '."'!be r 3 for? ( Stud ent - ... , ,.. IJ - response ) 
-- ::.s r.v..-:b r 4 _or? (Student .. -- - u response) 

' ............. i..J ::.s ur.1ber 5 for? (Student response) 

~-~ ~o ~ct have to use a ll t h ,..-- _,:, :7"-~ - . ..,--,. n--. . _ __ ___ . ese numbers . You may use 
"_ v- v -~·--·· __ s . i.__. ny -cimes a s you wish . All you n~ed t o d-0 -

~ -:o.: .-.c-,J ':.c:.::you''ee about e ach pers on on your list by 
~~uu~~; 0~0 o~ t~e a ove umbers to the left of his name . 

_-_,~ ~:11'e to put a numbe r to the left of every name . 
: ·3v out ~nyon. 

Do 

::cs c·c-::iyone found his own name? If your name is not 
o~ tr:.e ::.::.s~ t .:; _ l t~e t eache r or sponsor s o she can have all 
:~~.e st"C.c-::Y-~t s c.c - your ame t o their lists. As soon as you 
ts n ::c·c.:·.c your name or have writ ten it in, put a "6

11 
to the 

- f- ~t 0~ ::.-s. 

pe~e::-i 
~ 0 t:~. 

I you have ny quest ions, please ask them now . 

·.~,3 . "\TOU have fi nished marking your list, turn Y
01l:' 

i'z.ce c~·.-:n on your des k and lea~e it there unt il it 
13 

~? - ~ ~ ~e :be r to · kee p your choices covered. 

2-o a:iead now and place the other numbe rs (1-2-3-4-5) 
~ - ::'-i:; of t'.'.'le rest of the na me s on your list. 
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