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CHAPTER I 

IH T HO DUCT I ON 

Ari examination of figures published by the desearch 

Services of the United States Office of Education reveals 

that enrollment at institutions of higher learning in the 

Toeky Mountain States increased 15.7% during the period 

from 1945 to 1959.* Montana is considered a Rocky Mountain 

State, so it would see® that this figure would apply when 

considering enrollment at institutions of higher learning 

in the state. The increase of 15.7% would logically con¬ 

sist of some of the graduates from high schools within the 

borders of the Rocky Mountain States. 

If the increase of those years between 1945 to 1959 

were projected into the 1980fs the percentage would probably 

continue on upward. Almost 60% of all degree-credit students 
2 

in 1959 were in publicly controlled colleges and universities.^ 

Again, we could logically expect that units of the University 

of Montana and secondary schools within the state would ex¬ 

emplify this statistic. A desire to determ.tne the validity of 

these ideas led to the selection of the problem in this inves¬ 

tigation. 

1 
Heist, Paul, Journal of Educational Research, ’The 

Entering College StudentiT, Vbl."307"1TOT 4., October', i960, p.287. 

^Ibid., page 387. 
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Th« Problem 

The acaddmic year of 1961-1962 at Groat £alls High 

School culminated with the graduation in June, 1962, of 519 

seniors. Of these 519 graduates, 57 were considered honor 

students.^ Most of the 57 honor students chose to attend 

some institution of higher learning. Many did not select a 

unit of the University of Montana. The question then arose, 

"Why did these graduates not choose a unit of the University 

of Montana?” The reasons given in response to this question 

are incorporated in this report. Thus, the topic of the 

present study, "Reasons Given by 1962 Honor Graduates at 

Great Falls High School for Not Choosing to Attend a Unit of 

the University of Montana", was derived. 

^Honor students at Great Falls High School must rank 
in the top 10% of their graduating class. The number 57 was 
based upon the total graduates for the academic year of 
August, 1961, to August, 1962, which was 560. There was a 
tie for the 56th place. 

^These six institutions are: Montana State University, 
Montana State College, Montana School of Mines, Western 
Montana College of Education, Eastern Montana College of 
Education, and Northern Montana College. 
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Procedure 

The procedure followed in trying to find a solution 

to the stated problem was to formulate, administer, tabulate, 

and interpret the results of a questionnaire. It was hoped 

that the interpretation of the results might lead to some 

tentative conclusions. 

The steps in the procedure are listed in order of 

occurrence. 

1. Administer a questionnaire to each of the 57 
honor graduates. 

2. Tabulate the information gained through the 
questionnaire. For clarity this information 
was recorded upon Tables. 

3. Check the answers to the questionnaire for 
validity. 

4. Summarise the findings and draw tentative con¬ 
clusions . 

Limitations 

The study was limited in two specific ways. The great 

number of graduates in the June, 1962, class at Great Falls 

High School made it necessary to adopt a method of selecting 

participants for the questionnaire. Therefore, only the 
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honor graduates were included in the study. This automatically 

eliminated many students with better than ”B" averages. It 

also eliminated some National Merit Scholars who were not 

among the top 10% of the class scholastically. 

A second manner of limiting participation in the 

questionnaire was to use only the June, 1962, graduates of 

Great Falls High School. This means students who had gradu¬ 

ated in January, 1932, and students who had graduated in 

August, 1962, were not considered. 

Validity 

The validity of the questionnaire would need to be 

established. Personal interviews were arranged to check 

students' answers to the questionnaire. The validity would 

be evident if there was some degree of similarity to the 

questionnaire and the personal interview responses. 

Definition of Terms 

Two terms or phrases need to be defined in order to 

comprehend the review of literature, the conclusions, and the 

recommendations that follow. The first term is degree-credit 

students and it means students who are in the process of try¬ 

ing to secure a bachelor's degree at an institution of 
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higher learning. 

The second teriB is The Montana High School Honor 

Scholarship. This term is best defined as the monetary 

grant of $1&0.00 per year which is given on the basis of one 

scholarship per 25 students (or major fraction thereof) in 

each Montana high school graduating class. The high school 

honor scholarship may be used at any one of the six units of 

the University of Montana. The money is in lieu of paying 

the registration and incidental fees. This honor scholarship 

may be held in abeyance one year, but no longer. 

While the main objective of the study was to discover 

reasons why honor graduates of Great Falls High School did not 

select a unit of the University of Montana, the problem 

necessitated a check of other sources of material through a 

review of literature. The findings of this review appear in 

Chapter II. 



CHAPTER II 

REVIEW OF LITERATURE 

Raymond Walters, in his pamphlet, Four Decades of 

U. S. Collegiate Enrollments, presents three goals to guide 

colleges and universities for the next 40 years. These goals 

are: 

To extend generously to our expanding youth and adult 
youth population forms of higher education, which beyond 
vocational objectives, will promote cultural enlargement 
and responsible citizenship. 

To educate students who may become experts in science, 
industry, and the professions with devotion to the common 
good. 

To develop public leaders who will guide America the 
Beautiful to 'crown her good with brotherhood, from sea 
to shining sea.’1 

Although these goals may seem rather idealistic, they 

do challenge educators to seek improvement. At the same time, 

prospective enrollees in institutions of higher learning could 

use these goals in choosing a particular school. 

Robert H. Beezer and Howard F. Hjelm in their pamphlet, 

Factors Related to College Attendance, combined findings from 

the Arkansas, Indiana, and Wisconsin State Studies to draw 

Walters, Raymond, Four Decades of U. S. Collegiate 
Enrollments, New York, Society for Advancement of Education, 
»S0 , page 8. 
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implications as to how high school graduates choose a 

particular college or university.2 The Arkansas Study was 

done by Stroup and Andrew. It consisted of information 

supplied by high school officials and registrars of colleges 

or universities. This information was confined to the 1956- 

1957 senior classes.3 The Indiana Study was conducted by 

Wright and Young and the upper 10% of the 1955 classes who 

did not attend an institution of higher learning were inter¬ 

viewed.4 5 Mr. Little did the Wisconsin State Study, using 

the responses of students in the 1956-57 senior class, their 

parents, and school officials.^ Some of these combined find 

6 
ings were: 

1. The percent of students enrolling in college 
increases as rank in high school graduating 
class increases. 

2. The percent of students enrolling in college 
increases as mental ability increases. 

2Beezer, Robert H., and HJelm, Howard F., Factors 
Related to College Attendance, U. S. Department of"HeaTtE, 
Education & Welfare, ashIngFon, D. C., 1961, page 33. 

3Ibid., page 2. 

4Ibld., page 3. 

5Ibid., page 4. 

0 
Ibid., pages 4-5. 
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3. The mental set to continue or not to continue 
the pursuit of an academic life is of extreme 
importance in determining whether or not an 
individual enrolls in college. 

4. Ability to pay the cost is definitely a factor 
affecting the decision of some high school 
graduates concerning college attendance. 

The two authors, Reezer and Hjelm, further state that: 

The findings are not ail directly comparable because 
of differences among definitions of terms used, the types 
of groups studied, and the methods of investigations 
employed. However, despite these differences, if was 
possible to combine similar findings in such a way as to 
make potentially useful observations related to the re¬ 
tention of students from high school to college...7 

Beezer and Hjelm draw several implications as a result 

of their study. These implications are derived from an 

analysis of the combined findings of the studios cited in their 

report. They are listed below: 

1. A large number of above average and superior 
students are not continuing their formal education 
at the college level. A disproportionate number of 
these students are girls. Therefore, a potential 
supply of human resources, both male and female, 
is not being tapped. 

Beezer, Robert H., and Hjelm, Howard F., Factors 
Related to College Attendance, U. S. Department of Health, 
Education & Welfare, Washington, D. C., 1961, page 5. 
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2. Lack of motivatioo is probably the greatest 
single deterrent to college attendance by capable 
youth, .an advanced education mist be a 
challenge to academically gifted students. 

3. Lack of sufficient funds constitutes a serious 
barrier for some students to the fulfillment of 
their desire to obtain a college education. It 
is difficult, however, to differentiate between 
the relative effect of this deterrent and a 
student's lack of motivation. 

4. The development of any program designed to en¬ 
courage capable young people of this country to 
pursue a formal education beyond secondary school 
must include considerations for attitudes of the 
parents toward advanced education... 

5. One of the greatest wastes of potential talent 
in the U.S. occurs among minority groups... 

6. The educational and occupational level of parents, 
the mental ability of students, and the academic 
accreditation of a high school apparently have a 
greater effect on the likelihood of a student's 
enrollment in college than does the size of the 
high school. 

7. A comparative analysis of the studies reviewed 
reveals that the yield of college going students 
varies from state to state...Measures should be 
taken to increase the yield of college bound 
students in those sections where fewer than the 
expected number of young people enroll in college. 

8. The specific location of a college appears not to 
be a barrier to enrollment...Thus, whether or not 
college campuses are distributed throughout a 
state on the basis of population density appears 
to be less important than whether ample facilities 
are available to accommodate larger numbers of 
students than are now enrolled. 
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9. Th© findings that the plans of students appear 
to be influenced to an appreciable extent by the 
plans of their peers suggests...sociometric 
techniques could be used to identify 'stars' 
or key persons among the better students. En¬ 
couraging these students to continue their 
education at the college level would presumably 
be an indirect method of influencing their peers 
to continue their education also.** 

Other studies of high school seniors and their inten¬ 

tions in respect to attendance at an institution of higher 

learning have been made. 

In 1955, a thirty-minute questionnaire was adminis¬ 

tered to 32,750 high school seniors. The sampling was done 

at random and involved 2.6% of the total public high school 

seniors in the U. 8. A. This questionnaire and its 

accompanying report were summarized by Charles C. Cole, Jr., 

in his article, "Current Loss of Talent from High School to 

College", which appeared in the November, 1955, issue of 

HIGHER EDUCATION.® 

Ur. Cole states that two hypotheses may be derived 

from the particular questionnaire employed: 

1. More children of professional parents are attend¬ 
ing college. 

Q 
Beezer, Robert H., and Hjelm, Howard F., Factors 

Related to College Attendance, 0. S. Department of Health, 
Education Weifare, Washington, D. C., 1961, pp. 38-40. 

^"Current Loss of Talent from High School to College", 
Summary of a Report by Charles C. Cole, Jr., Higher Education, 
Vol. XII, No. 3., November, 1955, pp. 35-38. 
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2. As aptitude test scores rise, so does the 
percentage of seniors planning to enter 
college. 

The reasons submitted by seniors of the same sampling 

who had no plans to enter college seemed to focus around two 

chief factors: 

1. Lack of finances 

11 
2 . Lack of a goal. 

Twelve percent listed lack of finances as the most 

important factor, and at least one-half listed lack of 

finances as a contributing factor. The second factor, lack of 

a goal, varied according to sex: Only 25% of the boys offered 

this reason, while over 45% of the girls admitted to the 

factor.^ 

However, what these seniors said and what they did were 

not the same, according to Mr. Cole’s summary. He stated that 

many seniors who said they planned to enter college actually 

did not do so. The author also commented that 60,000 to 

100,000 young people of college ability failed to enroll in 

any college. This failure was attributed to financial limita- 

^"Current Loss of Talent from High School to College”, 
Summary of a Report by Charles C. Cole, Jr., Higher Education, 
Vol. XII, No. 3., November, 1955, p. 35. 

l:lIbld., p. 35. 

12Ibid., p. 36. 
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tions and was a considerably higher percentage than the random 

13 
sampling indicated should occur. 

In his summary, Mr. Cole pointed out other factors 

that influence seniors who are contemplating entering 

college. Among these influences were parental preference, 

interests, guidance, friends, and scholarships. 

The final conclusion Mr. Cole drew was that there is 

no one simple solution to this problem of loss of talent. 

For instance, Mr. Cole feels poorly trained science teachers 

functioning at the present will lead to a lower number of well 

trained scientists in the future. 

Jennings D. Sanders, in his article, "Western Inter- 

state Compact for Higher Education", indicated that none of 

the ten Rocky Mountain States has a dental school. These 

ten states are Arizona, Colorado, Idaho, Montana, New Mexico, 

Nevada, Oregon, Utah, Washington, and Wyoming. According to 

Mr. Sanders: "The need exists and could be met by cooper¬ 

ative action.”*4 

13 
"Current Loss of Talent from High School to College", 

Summary of a Report by Charles C. Cole, Jr., Higher Education, 
Vol. XII, No. 3., November, 1955, p. 37. 

14"Western States Compact for Higher Education," 
Jennings B. Sanders, Higher Education, Vol. 2., October, 
1953, p. 24.   
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Montana is one of these ten states that does not 

have a dental school. It would seea logical, therefore, to 

assume that any high school senior wishing to enter dental 

school might need to consider institutions outside the state 

for pre-dental and dental training. 

Mr. Sanders also commented about the questionnaire 

administered to high school seniors, stating there was a 

variance in responses between the sexes. Forty-five percent 

of the girls who responded to the questionnaire cited the 

lack of a goal, while only 35% of the boys responded in this 

manner.Of the top 30%, scholastically, 25% of the girls 

planned to work, as opposed to 31% of the boys.*^ Nine per¬ 

cent of the boys indicated non-interest in college, but twice 

as many girls*—18%—indicated non-interest.**7 Here, again, 

figures would appear to point to a further loss of talent 

between high school and college. 

’’Western States Compact for Higher Education”, 
Jennings B. Sanders, Higher Education, Vol. 2., October, 
1953, p. 24. 

16 
iMl* , P* 24. 

IT 
Ibid., p. 24. 
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The MONTANA GUIDANCE NEWSLETTER of December, 1962, 

had a short article concerriing college enrollment of the 1962 

high school graduates in Montana.*8 This article noted a 

marked increase in enrollment of students ranking la the 

upper half of their high school classes: "Approximately 68% 

of the top half enrolled in a college program as compared to 

57% in 1957, and 56% in 1958."19 The report continued: "Ap¬ 

proximately 78% of the college enrollment is in Montana 

colleges and 22% is in out-of-state institutions."^® However, 

the pattern of enrollment in out-of-state institutions has 

changed. The report further states: "There are now more 

parochial school students enrolled in Montana colleges and in 

units of the University System: more students from smaller 

schools (0-300 enrollment) are going out-of-state."^* 

*8Montana Guidance Newsletter, December, 1962, State 
Department of Public Instruction - Guidance & Counseling 
Service, NDEA, Va. 78, 12/7/62 750, p. 8. 

19Ibid., p. 8. 

20Ibld., p. 8. 

21 Ibid., p. 8. 
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This particular publication stresses the specific 

facts involving Montana high school seniors enrolled In 

either Montana institutions of higher learning or insti¬ 

tutions of higher learning outside the state. 

Dolf Jennings, Montana Supervisor of Guidance Services, 

published a report entitled, ’’College Freshmen Responses to an 

Inventory of Their High School Guidance Services.” Mr. 

Jennings' inventory had as one of its chief components the 

reasons college freshmen had enrolled at a unit of the 

University of Montana. The second question of the inventory 

read: ’’Who or what factors are most responsible for your 

22 selection of a college?” In schools of 301 or greater en¬ 

rollment, 54% to 94% listed ’’parents” as a predominant factor: 

23% to 34% listed ’’students” and ’’friends” as factors. 

’’Geographical Location" was listed by 37% to 77% of the 

freshmen. "Counselors” as a determining factor was listed by 

24% to 82%: 14% to 49% indicated ’’teachers” were an 

influential factor. ’’Curriculum” was checked by 23% to 28%. 

Other reasons such as (1) college alumni representative, (2) 

principal, (3) college visits, (4) own decision, and (5) lower 

A Report: College Freshman Responses to an Inventory 
of Their High School Guidance Services, ttoif Jennings, 
Supervisor of Guidance Services, from information collected by 
the 11 Montana colleges and universities, NDEA, Va. 80, 2-63 
900 pp. 1-41. 
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cost, received ranking from 1% to 44% by the freshmen 

participating in the survey. 

The authors cited herein, although interested in the 

same general problem—why people do or do not plan to attend 

certain colleges—drew differing conclusions. These con- 

elusions could be compiled under six general reasons. They 

are listed below, but not necessarily in order of importance. 

1. Financial 
2. Interests and goals 
3. Scholarships 
4. Family influences 
5. Friends 
6. Course offered 

If there is general concern throughout the country 

regarding a loss of talent between high school and college, 

and if there is general concern about the growth of enrollment 

in colleges In the Rocky Mountain States, it would seem that 

there would be concern about Montana high school seniors' 

attitudes toward college. A corallary to this last statement 

could be: If seniors do choose to attend college, what 

reasons do they give for the particular choice that they make? 

Using as a basis the six reasons previously cited as 

factors determing, in varying degrees and situations, entry 

or non-entry to college, the writer formulated a questionnaire 

to explore the reasoning behind the decisions made by the 57 

June, 1962 Honor Graduates of Great Falls High School. The 

questionnaire was administered via mail to each of the 57 
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honor graduates: all of these students cooperated by 

responding to the questionnaire. 

Incorporating the responses given, certain trends and 

statistics were listed and compiled. Chapter III will list 

these statistics and Illustrate trends based on the figures 

and accompanying interpretations. 



CHAPTER IXI 

TRENDS, IMPLICATIONS AND INTERPRETATIONS 
DERIVED FROM THE QUESTIONNAIRE 

Tha trends, implications, and interpretations, derived 

by the writer through the administration of the questionnaire, 

presented various problems in mechanics. For clarity, the 

facts gathered are presented by the use of Tables, accompanied 

by Interpretations of those Tables. 

Seven Tables were employed to present the ideas. Each 

Table is followed by its individual Interpretation. All the 

statistics presented in this part of the paper are a totaling 

of the numbers secured from the 57 questionnaires administered. 

The questionnaire itself appears in Its entirety in Appendix B 

of this paper. 
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TABLK I. NOMBKH OF STUD^TS IN JUN2, 1962 GKADUATING CLASS 
AND NDMBEK OF HONOR STUDENTS. 

Total Number 

Number in Class 560 

Number of Honor Students 57 

INTERPRETATION: 

The honor students, as previously described, 

are the top 10% of the graduating: class. There were 57 

honor students due to a tie for the 56th place in the class 

rankings. 
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TABLE 2. NUMBER OF HONOR STUDENTS, JUNE, 1962, AND NUMBER 
ATTENDING INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER LEARNING. 

Number of Honor Students 

Total Number 

57 

Number Attending Institutions of 
Higher Learning 50 

INTERPRETATION: 

The Number of honor students was 57. Of 

these 57, 50 were attending an institution of higher learning. 

Of the seven who were not attending an institution of higher 

learning, three were living in foreign countries. The other 

four individuals were not attending any Institution of higher 

learning. 



TABLE 3. NUMBER OF HONOR STUDENTS NOT ATTENDING AN 
INSTITUTION OF HIGHER LEARNING. 

Total Number 

Number Not Attending an Institution 
of Higher Learning i 

Number Working 4 

Number Residing in Foreign Countries 3 

INTERPRETATION: 

The three persons residing in a foreign 

country are furthering their education by attending some 

type of institution of learning The four who are not 

attending an institution of higher learning are working. 

They listed finances as the principal reason for not 

attending school at this time. 
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TABLE 4. NUMBER OF HONOR STUDENTS ATTENDING -AN INSTITUTION 
OF HIGHER LEARNING OUTSIDE THE STATE OF MONTANA, NUMBER 
ATTENDING A UNIT OF THE UNIVERSITY OF MONTANA, AND NUMBER 
ATTENDING A PRIVATE INSTITUTION OF HIGHER 
MONTANA. 

LEARNING IN 

Total Number 

Number Attending an Institution of Higher 
Learning Outside the State of Montana 33 

Number Attending a Unit of the University 
of Montana 13 

Number Attending a Private Institution of 
Higher Learning in State of Montana 4 

INTERPRETATION: 

Of the 50 graduates attending an institution 

of higher learning, only 13 chose a unit of the University 

of Montana. Four chose a private institution of higher 

learning in the State of Montana. The regaining 33 chose an 

institution of higher learning outside the State of Montana. 

The figure, 33, is well over one-half of the total 50 honor 

students who are attending college. 
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TABUS 5. REASONS GIVEN BY STUDENTS FOR ATTENDING INSTI¬ 
TUTIONS OF HIGHER LEARNING OTHER THAN A UNIT OF THE 
UNIVERSITY OF MONTANA. 

Total Number 

Number Attending Institutions of Higher 
Learning Other than a Unit of the University 
of Montana 37 

Reasons Given for this: 

Adventure 22 
Outside Influences 20 
Scholarships 18 
Other 16 
Financial 13 
Family 13 
Courses Not Offered 4 

INTERPRETATION: 

First, it is obvious that many of the students 

gave sore than one reason for attending an institution of 

higher learning outside the units of the University of 

Montana. Therefore, each student nay appear in the tabulation 

sore than once. 

Secondly, at tisea the writer was forced to a 

subjective evaluation when attempting to discern what the 

student was indicating with his coasents in the questionnaire. 
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Interpretation of Table 5 (Continued) 

A definite effort was made to Keep this subjective evaluation 

to a minimum by the use of concise wording of the question¬ 

naire itself. The writer Knew each one of the 57 students 

personally, and had access to information about each which 

could aid in interpreting the questionnaire. 

Thirdly, some explanation of the term, MOtherM, 

should be given. This term was used to cover comments given 

by the student which did not seem to be listed in the six 

criteria used by the authors quoted in Chapter II. Often 

the other reasons were merely a further explanation of 

scholarships or financial situations. 

The greatest number, 22, checked, "Adventure", and 

elaborated upon their attitudes. The least number, 4, checked, 

"Courses Not Offered". Those who checked "Scholarships" 

usually checked, "Financial", also. The "Outside Influences" 

most often cited were other teachers, friends, and the school 

educational director at Great Falls High School. 
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TABLE 6. NUMBER OF STUDENTS WHO RECEIVED HIGH SCHOOL HONOR 
SCHOLARSHIPS AND NUMBER WHO WAIVED THOSE SCHOLARSHIPS. 

Total Number 

Number Who Received Scholarships to a 
Unit of the University of Montana 57 

Number Who Did Not Accept These 
Scholarships (Waived) 44 

INTERPRETATION: 

Great Falls High School was allowed one 

University of Montana Scholarship for every 25 students or 

fraction thereof in its graduating class. Soae students 

waived the scholarships. This meant that another student 

could be eligible for the honor scholarships. Forty-four of 

these honor graduates waived or did not accept these 

scholarships upon graduation. 
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TABLE 7. REASONS GIVEN BY STUDENTS FOR NOT ACCEPTING A 
SCHOLARSHIP TO A UNIT OF THE UNIVERSITY OF MONTANA. 

Total Number 

Number Who Did Not Accept Scholarships 
to a Unit of the University of Montana 44 

Reasons Given: 
Adventure 22 
Outside Influences 20 
Scholarship Elsewhere 18 
Other 16 
Family 13 
Financial 13 
Courses 4 
Attending private institution 

in Montana 4 
Not attending any school 4 
Living in a foreign country 

 sgeasaateeesorssssssi—«ae xssssaacgsetmm tsssseosa aaaaea—•—assagai s eawaat tr. —- 

3 

INTERPRETATION: 

Again there was evidence of multiple checking 

of reasons by the participants in the questionnaire. Often 

duplications appeared in the statistics in this figure and 

in the statistics given in Table 5. 

Of the four individuals who stated they were 

attending an institution of higher learning in Montana that 

was not part of the University System, all four had received 

scholarships to these private institutions. 
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What do these figures and interpretations mean? Are 

they valid? The following chapter will attempt to establish 

the validity of the questionnaire results and to summarise 

conclusions that might be drawn from the figures and interpre 

tations of this Chapter 1X1. 



CHAPTER IV 

VALIDITY, SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION 

Validity 

Th© validity of the questionnaire could well be 

challenged. To offset this weakness, the writer personally 

interviewed seven of the 13 graduates who chose to attend a 

unit of the University of Montana. These seven were inter¬ 

viewed during the period of October, 1962, through January 

15, 1963. Without exception, each of the seven students 

maintained that he had chosen a unit of the University of 

Montana for the same reasons as he had listed in the 

questionnaire• 

Of the 44 who did not accept scholarships to a unit 

of the University of Montana, 10 were personally interviewed 

during the period from December 15, 1962, to January 15, 1963. 

Two of these 10 were people who had decided to work rather 

than to attend college. These two maintained that ttfinances,, 

was still the main factor involved in their decision to re¬ 

main out of school for at least one year. 

The remaining eight of the 10 who did not attend a 

unit of the University of Montana, but who did attend some 

institution of higher learning, had indicated several reasons 

for making a particular choice. In all eight instances, the 

factors listed were still in vital areas, with the exception 
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of the factor of "adventure". This factor had diainished in 

importance due either to familiarity with the new sur¬ 

roundings, or a Maturing of purpose. In other words, 

disillusloosent due to length of residence occurred. "Ad¬ 

venture", then, sight appear to be a less valid reason than 

others for choosing a particular school. 

The incidence of agreement between the statistics 

compiled for Table Five and Table Seven in Chapter 111 might 

possibly be interpreted as an indication of validity. For 

when the questionnaire was constructed, it was designed to 

include these two Tables as checks upon each other. It was 

hoped that the students would answer the questionnaire as 

honestly as possible. However, human error and subjective 

judgment could alter responses, so the questions to be 

tabulated for Table Five and Table Seven were placed within 

the questionnaire to serve as a curb upon this danger. 

From the Tables, the general supposition could be 

drawn that the questionnaire was answered with care and that 

the validity would be high enough to reach some definite 

hypotheses. To Illustrate: 

1. Over one-half of those students who accepted honor 
scholarships listed, without exception, the same 
reasons as originally given. 

2. One-half of those who chose to work instead of 
attending an institution of higher learning still 
listed the same reason for their decision— 
finances. 
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3. Scholarships, family influence, and finances 
remained important considerations to all of 
those «ho did not attend a unit of the 
University of Montana. 

If these personal interviews established a respectable 

validity to the questionnaire, it seems probable that some 

summaria&ations and conclusions could be made from the availa¬ 

ble Tables and Interpretations. These summariaations follow 

in the next section of this chapter. 

Summarization 

This summary only lists some facts secured from 

administering one questionnaire and from conducting several 

personal interviews. The conclusions reached after consulting 

literature, the questionnaire administered, and reviewing the 

personal interviews conducted are part of the final section of 

this chapter. 

Ten percent of the 1962 graduates of Great Falls High 

School received scholarships to any unit of the University of 

Montana they might wish to attend. These scholarships were 

c«ll«d Honor Scholarship.. Ten percent of this particular 

class amounted to 57 scholarships. Fifty graduates actually 

attended institutions of higher learning. Four elected to 

work instead of attending any college, and three were residing 

in foreign countries at the time of the writing of this paper. 
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Of the 50 who elected to attend an institution of 

higher learning, only 13 accepted the Honor Scholarships 

offered to then. Four of the remaining 37 students chose to 

attend private institutions within the borders of Montana. The 

other 33 were enrolled at institutions of higher learning 

outside the State of Montana. 

The predominant reasons given for attending schools 

outside the state were: 

X. Adventure 
2. Outside influence 
3. Scholarships 
4. Other 
5. Financial 
6. Family 
7. Courses not offered 

Usually those who chose scholarships, family, or 

financial, checked all three. Many who checked the term, 

"Other", merely elaborated upon scholarships offered or 

financial considerations. 

The reasons for not accepting an Honor Scholarship 

coincided very closely with the reasons for choosing an 

institution outside the units of the University of Montana. 

However, it is well to note that the four who chose an 

institution within the state but not a part of the University 

System, did receive scholarships to these schools of their 

choice. 
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Conclusions 

When the author initiated the research, the con¬ 

struction of a questionnaire, and the actual tabulation 

necessary for completion of this paper, it was thought that 

several obvious conclusions would be reached. It appears, 

however, that only a number of generalizations based upon 

one class in one school can be accurately stated. 

Through a review of the literature and the results 

of the study and observation, these basic ideas were gleaned: 

1. Many students list lack of finances as the most 
important reason for not attending an institution 
of higher learning. 

2. Lack of a goal is another reason given for not 
attending an institution of higher learning. 

3. Many seniors who say they plan to attend an 
institution of higher learning never do so. 

4. Parental influence, interest, guidance, friends, 
and scholarships are factors often determining 
college choice. 

5. Deficiences in specific (necessary) curricula 
cause students to go to out-of-state institutions 
of higher learning. 

6. More girls than boys lack interest or proper goals 
in attending college. 

7. There has been a marked increase in enrollment in 
units of the University of Montana since 1957. 

8. This increase, percentage-wise, is coming from the 
parochial schools or from the smaller secondary 
schools, rather than the larger secondary schools. 
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9. Freshmen at institutions of higher learning in 
Montana list almost the same reasons for choosing 
a particular school as those listed in a national 
survey. 

After the above nine generalisations had been studied, 

the author sought to apply them to the particular problem 

chosen for Investigation. They were implemented in this 

manner: 

1. Administering a Questionnaire. 
2. Tabulating the same questionnaire. 
3. Conducting personal interviews with a number 

of the people who answered the questionnaire 
to check validity. 

4. Interpreting, summarizing, and listing 
hypotheses based upon the results of the 
first three steps. 

After the first four steps were completed, certain 

conclusions might be suggested. These are: 

1. Only 13 June, 1962 honor graduates at Great Falls 
High School accepted University of Montana Honor 
Scholarships. This is less than 1/3 of the number 
of offered scholarships. 

2. The 1962 honor graduates of Great Falls High School 
listed the same reasons for choosing particular 
institutions of higher learning as did a random 
nationwide sampling in 1955. 

3. The reasons for not attending a unit of the 
University of Montana coincided with the reasons 
for attending other institutions of higher 
learning. 

4. Scholarships, finances, and family influence seemed 
to be the dominant influences in the choices made, 
both nationally and also in Montana. 

These conclusions are not as decisive as the writer 

would wish. This is often the situation when research. 
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tabulation, and summarization are used to explore an hypothe¬ 

ses or problem. But there were enough statistics and state¬ 

ments present in the 57 questionnaires to make several 

recommendations. These recommendations will be discussed in 

some detail. Because the writer indicated to the question¬ 

naire participants that they would remain anonymous, no direct 

quotes will be used. The following points are made as a 

result of the investigation of the problem of this paper, 

•’Reasons Given by 1962 Honor Graduates of Great Falls High 

School for Not Choosing to Attend a Unit of the University of 

Montana.M 

1. Montana honor scholarships do not offer a high 
enough monetary incentive to honor gr&duates-four 
honor students had to work instead of attending 
college. Several honor graduates received full or 
partial tuition to institutions thousands of miles 
away. These grants were enough to allow them to 
travel and live in out-of-state areas. Four 
scholarships offered by private institutions in 
the state were large enough to allow honor 
graduates to attend these schools in spite of 
the higher entrance fee. Eighteen listed scholar¬ 
ships and 13 listed finances as problems. 

2. Outside influences such as teachers, alumni, and 
friends encouraged honor graduates to go out-of- 
state. Twenty students listed this reason. 

3. Some families do not encourage their members to 
attend Montana schools. Thirteen students listed 
this reason. Public pride in the state schools 
seems to be lacking. 
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4 Courses needed by certain students for preparing 
for a career are not offered in the Montana 
schools, such as dental technicians. Four listed 
this reason. 

Montana is a state ranking fourth in size in the 
1 

nation. The population of (574,767 causes her to rank 41st 

out of 60. Obviously, there is room for greater population. 

If the foregoing four points are considered, the recommen¬ 

dations to counteract a mass exodus of college bound students 

are self-evident* The writer urges the following recommen¬ 

dations be considered: 

1. More and larger scholarships be offered to honor 
graduates and other graduates with aptitude and 
ability to do college work. These scholarships 
should be to any of the six units of the 
University of Montana. 

2. Active alumni of the six Montana University units 
should publicize and inform high school seniors 
of the strengths of the various units of the 
University of Montana. 

3. Teachers, counselors, and parents should be en¬ 
couraged to know, understand, and support the 
State of Montana University System. 

4. Courses should be added to the curricula of the 
units that will aid students to secure certain 
professional degrees in their home state. 

1 
Montana Almanac, 1959-1960, 

Missoula, Montana, page 160. 
Montana State University, 
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It appears to the writer that young people - especially 

able and educated young people ~ are the strength of a uation. 

This could be true of a state also. Statistics prove that 

Montana loses siore people of the productive age group than it 
2 

gains. Perhaps an awareness of this and an interest in 

combatting this will work together to insure that more of the 

honor graduates do secure further education. Cf course, it 

would be well for them to secure this further education in 

the &tate of Montana. 

2 

Missoula, 
Montana Almanac, 1959-1960,Montana State University, 
Montana, page 160. 
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Appendix A 

Form Letter Submitted to June, 1962 Honor Graduates 



APPENDIX A 

20 l&th Street, South 
Great Falls, Montana 
August 10, 1962 

Dear : 

This letter and enclosed questionnaire are being sent 

to you and the 56 other June, 1962, honor graduates of Great 

Falls High School. The questionnaire has three purposes: 

1. To discover if you are planning to attend an 
institution of higher learning. 

2. To determine what institution you have selected 
to attend. 

3. To find out why you selected this particular 
institution. 

As you know, the June, 1962, honor graduates of Great 

Falls High School received numerous scholastic awards and 

scholarships. The study of these awards is the topic I have 

selected for a research paper. This paper is to be submitted 

in partial fulfillment of the requirements for the Master of 

Education Degree in the Department of Education at Montana 

State College. 

Your reply to this questionnaire will aid me in writing 

this research paper. I would appreciate your giving prompt 

attention to the questionnaire. To facilitate this I have 

enclosed a self-addressed stamped envelope for your con¬ 

venience. Naturally, your replies will be held in strict 

confidence. 
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When the results h&ve been tabulated and interpreted, 1 will 

be pleased to send a copy to you. 

Sincerely, 

Natalie A. Lewis 
Senior Counselor 
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Appendix B 

Reasons Given By Great Falls High School June, 1962 Honor 
Graduates for Attending an Institution of Higher Learning 



APPENDIX B 

REASONS GIVEN BY GREAT FALLS HIGH SCHOOL JUNE, 1962 HONOR 
GRADUATES FOR ATTENDING AN INSTITUTION OF HIGHER LEARNING 

DIRECTIONS: 

Please answer as many of the following questions as 

you can. Print legibly and return your answers in the envelope 

provided for this purpose. 

1. NAME 
 Cast— FTrit   

2. ADDRESS     
Street City State 

3. BIHTHDATE     g--—- £jay Year 

4. IS YOUR FATHER LIVING?   Yes    No 

5. WHAT IS HIS OCCUPATION?   

6. IS YOUR MOTHER LIVING?    

7. WHAT IS HER OCCUPATION?   

8. ARE YOU AT PRESENT PLANNING TO ATTEND AN INSTITUTION 

OF HIGHER LEARNING?   Yes   No 

9« WHAT IS THE NAME OF THE INSTITUTION YOU ARE PLANNING TO 

ATTEND? 
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There nay be one or several reasons why you chose a 

particular institution. Please check any or all the reasons 

below that apply specifically to you. On the lines below the 

term, ’’Other”, add any reasons not listed. Feel free to 

consent in the spaces provided. These consents will be kept 

in strict confidence. 

REASONS: 

1. SCHOLARSHIP AWARD 

  FULL TUITION 

  PART TUITION 

  RENEWABLE 

OTHER 

COMMENTS 

2. FAMILY INFLUENCE 

PARENTS WERE GRADUATES OF THIS INSTITUTION 

PARENTS WISHED TO HAVE ME ATTEND THIS INSTITUTION 

OTHER 
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COMMENTS 

3. FINANCIAL 

LIMITED AMOUNT OF MONEY AVAILABLE 

OTHER BROTHERS OR SISTERS IN SCHOOL ALSO 

WILL BE ABLE TO LIVE AT HOME 

OTHER 

COMMENTS 

4. ADVENTURE 

TO BE ABLE TO GO SOMEWHERE NEW 

THE SCHOOL SOUNDED INTERESTING 

OTHER 

COMMENTS 
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5 • jjgUJgjjfgg FROM PEOPLE OUTSIDE THE FAMILY 

MINISTER, PRIEST, OR RECTOR 

TEACHER 

OTHER 

COMMENTS 

6. COURSES NOT OFFERED AT A UNIT OF THE UNIVERSITY 
6F~1I5NTANA  

DENTISTRY 

MEDICINE 

OTHER 

COMMENTS 

7 . REASONS OTHER THAN THE SIX PRECEDING ONES 

COMMENTS 
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10. DID YOU RECEIVE A PARTIAL OR FULL SCHOLARSHIP TO A UNIT 

OF THE UNIVERSITY OF MONTANA? Yes   No 

11. DID YOU ACCEPT THIS SCHOLARSHIP?  Yes   No 

12. WHY DIDN’T YOU ACCEPT THIS SCHOLARSHIP? 

It you have any additional coaments which will clarify 

your responses, please include them in a brief statement in 

the space provided here. 


