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Abstract:
The purpose of this study was to determine: (a) if there was a difference in perception of building
principals, building principals who were also student council advisers, student council advisers and
student council presidents with regard to the role of student councils in Montana high schools; (b) if
there was a difference in the perception of the participants with regard to the role of student councils as
the size of the high school increases; (c) if the perception of the participants differed between members
and non-members of the Montana Association of Student Councils with regard to the role of the
student council; and (d) if the perception of the participants differed between members and
non-members of the National Association of Student Councils.

The problem was investigated by: (a) a review of literature related to the problems, (b) surveying
seventy-seven building principals, seventy-sive building principals who were also student council
advisers, sixty-six student council advisers, and one hundred thirty-one student council presidents and
(c) tabulation, analysis and comparison of data gathered.

All the various types of comparisons made yielded significant differences but three yielded more
differences than the others. They were: (1) building principals, building principals who were also
student council advisers, student council advisers, and student council presidents, (2) size of student
council, and (3) size of the school.

A higher percentage of building principals and building principals/student council advisers indicated
that their student council was pupil centered and a model of democratic government than did student
council advisers and student council presidents. More student council presidents indicated that their
student council was seldom a part of the total educational program than did the other groups.

The study indicated that the larger student councils had leadership training programs, handled more
business through committees, and had more orientation programs than did the smaller student councils.

Fewer of the small schools considered their student council as part of the total educational program,
had leadership training programs or programs for evaluating their work as compared to the larger
schools. The study indicated that the student councils in larger schools used more committees, had
more input into chartering clubs and selection of assemblies than did those from smaller schools. 
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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study was to determine: (a) if there was
a difference in perception of building principals, building principals 
who were also student council advisers, student council advisers and 
student council presidents with regard to the role of student councils 
in Montana high schools; (b) if there was a difference in the percep­
tion of the participants with regard to the role of student councils 
as the size of the high school increases; (c) if the perception of 
the participants differed between members and non-members of the 
Montana Association of Student Councils with regard to the role of 
the student council; and (d) if the perception of the participants 
differed between members and non-members of the National Association 
of Student Councils.

The problem was investigated by; (a) a review of literature 
related to the problems, (b) surveying seventy-seven building 
principals, seventy-sive building principals who were also student 
council advisers, sixty-six student council advisers, and one hundred 
thirty-one student council presidents and (c) tabulation, analysis 
and comparison of data gathered.

All the various types of comparisons made yielded significant 
differences but three yielded more differences than the others. They 
were: (I) building principals, building principals who were also
student council advisers, student council advisers, and student 
council presidents, (2) size of student council, and (3) size of the 
school.

A higher percentage of building principals and building 
principals/student council advisers indicated that their student 
council was pupil centered and a model of democratic government than 
did student council advisers and student council presidents. More 
student council presidents indicated that their student council was 
seldom a part of the total educational program than did the other 
groups.

The study indicated that the larger student councils had 
leadership training programs, handled more business through committees, 
and had more orientation programs than did the smaller student 
councils.

Fewer of the small schools considered their student council 
as part of the total educational program, had leadership training 
programs or programs for evaluating their work as compared to the 
larger schools. The study indicated that the student councils in 
larger schools used more committees, had more input into chartering 
clubs and selection of assemblies than did those from smaller schools.
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When the groups were compared as to years of experience and 
whether they were members of Montana Association of Student Councils 
or National Association of Student Councils or non-members, the data 
yielded a significant difference on only a few items.



Chapter I

INTRODUCTION

There appears to be considerable agreement among writers and 
speakers that society in general and education in particular is in a 
state of change. A variety of groups, including students are asking . 
for more participation in decision making (McGrew, 1970:124)'.

Giroux (1975:2) said, "there is no magic formula for producing 
mature democratic behavior in young people, but allowing, them to share 
in the decision-making process of the school clearly affords them a 
means for learning to produce such behavior on their own." Giroux 

(1975:2) continued by saying, "if student representative organizations 
and student activity programs are to function properly,they must be 
recognized by administration and teachers as an integral ,part of the 
school community." Gainor stated that:

The title of student council should reflect a connotation 
of group interaction and subsequent decision making. Student 
councils should ultimately be faced with situations requiring 
skillful approaches to decision making and the ability to handle 
change in a positive manner (1973:129).

Much of the literature today speaks of the necessity for student 

involvement in their school’s program. Lovetere (1973:132) stated 
that, "the general problem of how to involve student's in the general 
operation of the school is advanced by the principles of participatory 

democracy. Lovetere listed the following reasons for involving 

students in the operation of the school:
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1. It taps a source for new ideas.
2. People are likely to be more supportive of policies and 

programs that they feel they have shared in determining.
3. Participation in the democratic process is both educa­

tional and beneficial.
4. It allows others to get an inside view of the decision 

making process. It gives them a greater understanding of the 
limitations that reality imposes on a decision maker.

5. It gives the principal another perspective on the 
operation of the school.

6. It has a tendency to make faculty groups and student 
groups more responsive, more courteous, and more logical when 
dealing with each other.

7. It adds weight to recommendations that go to bodies 
outside of the school.

8. It provides a forum for "reality testing" ideas.
9. It provides a process where in potentially explosive 

issues can be defused and given adequate and deliberate con­
sideration.

10. It compiles with the spirit of court decisions which 
imply student Involvement and determination of practices and 
procedures in the.school (1973:132).
Gainor stated that:

Too many student councils are pseudo-democratic. Students 
merely go through the actions and make decisions suggested by 
their school sponsor or administration. Students should be 
made aware of their operating boundaries and then be allowed 
to experience democracy in action (1973:130).

Statement of the Problem

Sterner (1963:31) wrote that the student council should be a 

place for the meeting of the minds of students, teachers and adminis­
trators. .The Student Council Handbook had this to say about what the 
student council is capable of providing:

A student council will provide an effective voice for 
students only when it makes a commitment to represent all student



3

groups in the school, has a clear perception of its role within 
the total school program and defines its objectives in such a 
way that they can be understood and accepted by students, faculty 
and administration. If the understanding and acceptance are 
mutual there is no limit to the contribution that students can 
make to their education through the student council (1975:1).

With this in mind, the research was designed to determine:
(I) if there is a difference in perception of building principals, 
building principals who are also student council advisers, student 

council advisers and student council presidents with regard to the role 
of student councils in Montana high schools; (2) if there is a differ­

ence in the perception of -the participants with regard to the role of 
student councils as the size of the high school increases: (3) if the 
perception of the participants differs between members and non-members 
of the Montana Association of Student Councils with regard to the role 

of the student council; and (4) if the perception of the participants 

in the survey differs between members and non-members of the National 

Association of Student Councils with regard to the role of student 
councils.

Need for the Study
Giroux (1975:1) said, "the need to define the purpose of 

student representative organizations is especially important in this 

time of educational, social and political change." According to 

Armstrong (1970:553) in recent years the student councils have received 

much criticism with regard to duties, membership and scope of authority.
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Glatthorn stated that:

The tragedy is not that councils are bogged down in trivia, 
but that they are convinced that that is all they are allowed 
to do. Some how, under the leadership of the principal, the 
student councils of our nation have to find a more meaningful 
sense of purpose, a clearer sense of direction. An organization 
will live and flourish only as long as it performs a needed 
function. Consequently any attempts to keep a moribund council 
alive with suggestions of enthusiasm are bound to fail unless 
we take the more radical measure of rejuvenating what is at 
the heart of the council, its programs and its activities 
(1970:18).

Place (1973:2) agreed with this and then he commented about new 
approaches for student organizations by saying, "at present the best 
plan of action appears to be retention, remodeling and revitalizing 

the existing student councils."

Gluchman (1975:5) was of the opinion that a clear statement of 

the student council's role arid responsibility was important in its 
operation. He felt that if students cooperated with administration 
in the development of operational procedures that the students could 

then operate more independently with fewer conflicts and administrative 

vetoes.
In several discussions with Montana school personnel the role 

of the student council and those involved with it has usually been a 

topic of concern. The writer hopes that this study will provide use­
ful information for those involved with student councils in Montana 

high schools.
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General Questions to be Answered 
From the Review of Literature

1. What Is the historical background of student councils?
2. What traditional methods of organization have student 

councils used?

3. What are the stated goals of student councils?
4. What improvements are suggested in the literature for 

student councils?

Specific Questions to be 
Answered by the Study

1. Do principals, student council advisers and student council 
presidents perceive the role of the student council in Montana high 
schools differently?

2. Does the perceived role of student council in Montana high 

schools differ as the size of the school increases?
3. Is there a difference in the perceived role of student 

council in Montana high schools between schools that belong to the 
Montana Association of Student Councils and non-members?

4. Is there a difference in the perceived role of student 
council in Montana high schools between schools that belong to the 
National Association of Student Council and non-members?

5. Who selects the student council advisers of Montana high
schools?
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6. What position do student council advisers of Montana high 
schools normally hold?

7. What form of representation is used for student councils in 
Montana high schools?

8. Are student councils in Montana high schools perceived as 
contributing to the learning process of students?

9. Are all students eligible for membership in student councils 
in Montana high schools?

10. Are Montana high school student councils involved with their 
local communities?

11. Are all Montana high school students eligible to vote in 

student council elections?

12. What areas of administration do student councils in Montana 
high schools participate in?

13. What is the organizational structure of student councils 

in Montana high schools?

14. Is veto power used by administration with regard to student 

councils in Montana high schools?
15. How often do student councils in Montana high schools meet 

and during what part of the day?
16. How many student councils in Montana high schools have 

written constitutions and when were they last revised?

What grade point average requirements for student council17.
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membership do student councils of Montana high schools have?

18. How many participants in the survey have attended a Montana 
Association of Student Councils meeting?

19. How many participants in the survey have taken a course in 
student activities?

General Procedures
The procedures to be followed in this study started with an 

extensive review of related literature providing the background for 

the study. A survey questionnaire was developed to gather data on the 

role of student councils in Montana high schools. The questionnaire 
was developed to survey the perceptions of building principals, student 

council advisers and student council presidents with regard to the 
role of the student council in Montana high schools. The questionnaire 
was also designed to gather selected demographic data about the 
participants and the schools they were associated with. Comparisons 

of the perceptions among the three groups was made regarding the role 

of the student council in Montana high schools. The findings were 
analyzed and evaluated. From the analysis of the findings the ■ 
researcher drew conclusions and made recommendations for improving 
student councils in Montana high schools.

Delimitations

I. This study was conducted only in Montana high schools and
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therefore, has limited applicability to areas of larger population.
2. Review of literature was. limited to the library at Montana 

State University, interlibrary loan facilities at Montana State 
University, ERIC materials, dissertation abstracts, periodicals from 
appropriate professional associations and personal libraries.

3. This study was limited to the academic year 1975-76.

Definition of Terms

Student council. The most generally used term for student 
organization concerning itself with student affairs and interests.

Student council adviser. That person who directly has the 

responsibility for supervising student council activities, hereinafter 
referred to as sea.

School size. The four categories of schools used in this 

study are grouped as to the number of students enrolled. The groups, 

with a few exceptions, compare to the Montana High School Association 

activity grouping of class AA and A, (over. 301), B (126-300), and C 

(0-125).

Summary
Some writers are of the opinion that in today’s society stu­

dents are asking for, and in many cases receiving, more opportunity to 

participate in the operation of the school. The problem is usually 

how administration can involve the students. Today's students are
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not very receptive to artificial types of involvement. They want their 
efforts to be meaningful and contribute toward the goals. There are 
those that are of the opinion that the student council can provide 
students the opportunity for meaningful participation.

The need for this study was predicated upon a changing, school 
community. During any period of change it is necessary to continually 
assess the roles of the organizations that make up the school 
community.

The purpose of this study was to determine the role of student 
councils in Montana high schools as perceived by building principals, 
student council advisers and student council presidents..



Chapter 2

REVIEW OF LITERATURE

This chapter will discuss the. literature that is related to the 
history, roles and current trends of the student council found through 
the research. The following outline has been followed:

1. History of the student council.
2. Organization of student councils.
3. Stated goals of student councils.
4. Role of the student council adviser.
5. Role of the student council president.
6. Role of the administration.

7. Current trends.
8. Related studies.

History of Student Councils
The concept of student councils dates back a long way. McKown 

had this to say:

Although the expression "student council" is of recent 
origin, the basic idea is not by any means new. It was 
incorporated in Plato's Academy, in Aristotle's Lyceum, in 
Vittorino da Feltra's "Pleasant House," in the Monitorial 
and the Jesuits schools; and it was endorsed by such great 
early educators as Pestalozzi, Forebel, and Rousseau (1952:84).

Schoolland (1962:2) found through his research that the early 
New England High Schools did not provide much for the participation of 
students in government, He did find that in 1852 the Hartford Public
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High School in Connecticut developed a plan that closely resembles the 
modern plan of student government. Schoolland reported that:

Beginning around 1900 the monitorial system was instigated 
in which monitors were appointed to carry on various responsi­
bilities and there was a general transition away from a concept 
of student self government to a concept of student participation 
in the administration of school activities. With this came a 
gradually emerging philosophy of education in which Rousseau 
suggested pupil activity as an educational principle (1962:2).

The literature cited several incidents where the concept of self 
government caused misunderstanding among the students, faculty and 
administration. McKown was not in favor of the term self-government 
and had this to say:

The use of the inaccurate expression "student self-government" 
is to be deplored. There is, in reality, no such thing as .
"student self-government," and there never will be for two 
good reasons.

In the first place, students lack the judgment that must 
accompany executive, legislative, and judicial power. They 
may possess, the ideals, ambition's, intentions and perhaps, . 
even many of the knowledges essential to wise self-government, 
but they lack judgment. Judgment comes only with maturity,

. and maturity only with experience; the students lack both 
experience and maturity and consequently judgment also.

In the second place, there is a legal reason why student ■ 
self-government is impossible. The principal of the school 
is officially charged by the community, through the board of 
education, with responsibility for the school, its equipment 
and its student welfare. The students are not so charged and 
could not be, even if it were desirable.

Hence, educationally and legally, the expression student 
self-government is an incorrect designation. It has been widely 
used because of its somewhat attractive and idealistic implica­
tion, and also it is a more compact, easily handled, and more 

■ commonly understood expression than participation in school con­
trol but it is a misnomer (1952:86).

In April, 1927, the idea of a nationwide organization of
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student council sponsors was conceived, by N. Robert Ringdahl and the 
first meeting was held in June 1927, in conjunction with the National

I
Education Association meeting in Seattle, Washington (Coy, 1972:18).

According to Van Pool i(1967:127) there was a national-student 
council organization for students started in 1931. However, the main 

thrust of the National Association came in 1942 when the National 
Association of Secondary School Principals assumed full responsibility 
for the association. Since 1942 the National Association of Student 
Councils has grown because of the influence of the Principals Associa­
tion.

Organization of Student Councils

Bear (1962:15) said, "the student council is an important part 
of any good secondary school organization and program". . He went on to 

say, "when properly organized and wisely managed it contributes 

significantly toward the attainment of the school’s educational objec­

tives".

McKown had this to say about the student council:

The council is not an end in itself, nor is it a thing 
apart from the school. Growing naturally out of the very life 
of the school and as an essential part of it the council can 
mobilize the school’s forces for the promotion of a comprehen­
sive, varied and educative program (1952:88).

As is the case in most concepts spread as widely as that of 

the student council there are different patterns of organization. Dodds
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had this to say:

The particular pattern of organization for student councils 
and student government has been the subject of much study. Ef­
fective programs can be cited for practically any type, but an 
appropriate organization should provide for the representation of 
all students and for the performance of its function and at the 
same time be no more elaborate than necessary for the execution 
of its defined tasks (1960:253).

Representatives to the council are selected in a variety of 

ways. Frederick (1965:12) thought that the general representation of a 
relatively permanent group, such as a home room, a class or a grade 
group, is preferred over the special representation of officers of 
sub-organizations.

With regard to the representation on the student council Mathes 
concurred with the other writers when he said:

The student council should be representative of the entire 
student body. Just as the federal government is representative 
of all the people, so too, should the council represent all 
segments of the school. Several attempts have been made to 
classify councils on the basis of the groups represented. Most 
of these are of little value since councils almost always are 
found as combinations and seldom if ever occur as pure types.
The important fact remains that the student council should 
never become just a group that represents a select few. Every 
student and every group should feel that it is adequately and 
fairly represented on the council (1962:19).

Frederick had this to say about the selection of representatives 
for the student council;

Representatives are commonly elected by free, secret ballot, 
more and more frequently by the use of public voting machines, 
Eligibility for membership is non-restrictive; it is based on 
membership in the student body. Some general organizations do 
specify the representatives must be in a certain grade group,
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have a definite level of scholarship and be relatively free of 
other responsibilities. In general the wider concept of 
eligibility is preferred for the very important reason that it 
is desirable for all students to have the opportunity to practice 
the exercise of judgment.(1965:12).

According to Frederick the following guidelines for student 
councils are acceptable:

1. Student organization, through which students may parti­
cipate in managing their formal school life, fill very real and 
necessary functions.

2. Students and faculties must appreciate the value of the 
services performed by student organizations.

3. Representation must be total, truly representative and 
known by all.

4. A Corollary to principle 3 is that every student is a 
voting citizen of the school.

5. Every student is eligible for election to the representa­
tive body and administrative staff.

6. Student councils should be given power of decision in 
defined areas.

7. Student councils should be given advisory roles in 
selected affairs.

8. The role of the administrator or faculty advisor is 
not that of vetorwielder, but that of a guide and helper.

9. The student organization should be the most important 
and most general of all student groups.

10. The structure of the student council is important 
but secondary to the principles suggested above (1965:21).

Dodds (1960:251) said, "it must, be remembered that although, 
from the standpoint of the school administration, the broad purpose of 
the student council is to further the development of citizenship, that 

development will take place only if students have an opportunity in ' 
activities and undertakings that seem of genuine significance and 
importance to them".
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Frederick offered this caution concerning student organizations:
Student organizations are elaborate and simple, legalistic 

and natural, imitative and original; they are all generally 
representative; they all work under a constitution and include 
a compliment of officers. Many older organizations are as bur­
dened by traditions as in the Congress of the United States. But, 
organizations are means not ends. They are important, however,, 
for in the American ideology the how is part of the what and the 
why (1965:12).

Stated Goals of Student Councils

The responsibility and duties that the council is to have should 
be clearly defined and understood; ideally they should be written down . 
in a constitution (Dodds, 19.60:252),

Frederick had this to say about the duties of the student coun­

cil:..
In operational terms student councils perform the services 

common to administration.
1. They conduct studies, investigations and research pro­

jects. They carry on problem solving activities. They gather 
data, facts and opinions bn selected issues or proposals and 
use these as the basis for reaching decisions.

2. They make decisions and settle issues.
3. They delegate responsibility. '
4. They initiate, promote, innovate and lead.
5.. They consult.
6. They supervise'and give or secure help.
7. They coordinate, integrate and articulate the diverse 

and inevitable complicated programs.
8. They look ahead and anticipate needs.
,9. They inform.
10. They evaluate (1965:10).

Sterner (1963:43) said, "the student council in contemporary 
secondary schools aims to develop civic competence among youth by pro­
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viding a means for youth to solve problems of interest and challenge to 
them". McKown (1953:88) expressed his concern that the student needed 

to learn by doing. He said, "the student may learn about but all of the 
learning about possibly would not of itself guarantee the establishment 
of desirable attitudes and habits", Gruber (1954:86) said, "democratic 
citizenship is learned exactly as arithmetic and woodworking are learned 
- by doing". McKown (1952:85) said, "it is logical to believe that 
educating the student for successful living in a democracy can best be 
accomplished by having him.live in a setting which most nearly resembles, 
that democracy".

Harris wrote that:

I have found that a progressive student council concerned 
not with its individual needs, but with those of the entire 
student body creates an increased school spirit which stimulates 
a sense of pride in belonging to a student body. This results in 
greater interest and academic achievement not only for the indivi­
dual council member, but for the entire student body (1967:311).

Pfanstiehl (1975:4) said, "with an understanding of student 

needs, their abilities and the elements of support which the educational 
system can provide, responsible student involvement can be the most 

valuable resource available to modern educators".
Mathes (1962:17) said, "certainly one of the factors which.has 

hindered student council participation has been a misunderstanding of 

the role of the council in the total school program", Schoolland 
(1962:5) said, "the student council is not separate from the academic
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program nor in opposition to it; it is rather an integral part of the 
total school, program".

Bear stated that:

The main function of the student council is to provide 
learning experiences for students, Its principal contribution 
to learning is the development of good citizenship, which is 
one of the cardinal objectives of the schools, both public and 
private. For this reason the student council is no longer con­
sidered to be extra curricular or an adjunct to the curriculum, 
but an integral part of it (.1962:7).

McKown (1952:84) said,'"even though some of the earlier student 
councils were developed for economy rather than for purposes of educa­
tion the early educational writers justified it on. the basis of its. 
educational opportunities",

Frederick had this to say about the effect of the community on 

student council activities:
The activities of the student council in the promotion of 

the general school and national welfare are as varied as are 
the interests of Americans -particularly American youth. The 
students in any given community reflects the level of thinking 
of the people of the community. . .. the specific activities of 
the student council depends very definitely and revealingly • 
on the level of citizenship in the community.

Schoolland (1962:5) said, "one thing that we should keep in 

mind in our consideration of the role of the student council in the 

school is that it is in effect a very real laboratory in citizenship 
and democratic living".

The goals as listed in the literature varied somewhat from 

writer to writer. McKown listed the following objectives for student
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councils;

1. To capitalize for educational profit Important funda^ 
mental drives.

2. To prepare the student for active life in a democracy,
3. To make the student increasingly self directed,
4. To teach and vitalize social cooperation,
5. To increase the interest of the student in the school,
6. To develop school morale.
7. To foster sentiments of law and order,
8. To develop special qualities and abilities (1952;87),

(Gruber believed that the five most frequently stated aims-were
1. To furnish citizenship training.
2. To allow pupils to participate in or manage extra 

curricular affairs.
3. To promote proper student-faculty relationships.
4. To promote general welfare.
5. To provide for pupil expression (1954:87).

Van Pool listed the following aims as the most common at that
particular time:.

1. To promote student activities.
2. To develop harmonious relations between students and 

faculty.
.3. To assist in the management of the school.
4.. To develop attitudes of good citizenship.
5. To promote the welfare of the school.
6. To provide a forum for the expression of student opinions.
7. To develop student initiative and responsibility,

■ 8. To provide a laboratory of citizenship,
.9. ' To provide an opportunity for training of student 

leaders (1964:43).
Van Pool considered the standards formulated by Robert G,

Vanderlip as the best available. He listed them as follows:.

Criterion I. A good student council has clearly defined . 
powers and responsibilities which it understands.
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Criterion II. A good student council practices accepted 
democratic principles in its operation; its constitution and 
laws are carefully planned and democratically conceived.

Criterion III. A good student council is supported on 
the part of the faculty and principal by a true understanding 
of the council’s role; in addition the attitude of the faculty 
and principal is sympathetic.

Criterion IV. A good student council has a sound function­
ing organization.

Criterion V. An effective student council has prestige, 
serves the school willingly and elicits the ready cooperation 
of the student body (1964:45).

Bear, writing for the National Association of Student Council 
Handbook, listed the following principles:

1. The functions and objectives of the student council 
must be clearly understood and accepted by all.

2. The student council can act only within certain limits 
of authority, which must be thoroughly understood.

3. The student council must be positive in its approach 
to development of good school citizenship.

4. The student council should concern itself only with 
real and significant problems of the school.

5. The student council's plan of organization should be 
consistent with its function.

6. The student council must have favorable conditions and 
adequate time must be provided if it is to be successful.

7. The student council should represent the interests 
of the entire school (1962:11).

A faculty committee sponsored by the Nebraska State Department 

of Education formulated the following nine reasons which provide a 
partial answer to the question of why a school should have a student 

council:
I. It will provide opportunities for qualified students to 

accept responsibility within the scope of their maturity and 
abilities and within the limits of authority prescribed by the 
school.
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2. It will provide an opportunity for students to act in 
real situations and permit them to make decisions for which they 
are responsible.

3. It will act as a reliable sounding board to convey to 
the faculty and administration the opinions and attitudes of 
the student body.

4. It can be a real force in the improvement of teacher 
student relations by bridging the gap between the students and 
teachers.

5. It can be useful in more accurately interpretating the 
general school policies to the students as a whole.

6. It will provide opportunities and outlets for leadership, 
within the school.

7. It will help members to understand their proper 
responsibilities to the school and thus improve school morale and 
inter-school relationships.

8. It gives students opportunities to succeed or fail in 
undertakings through their successes and failures.

9. Most important of all, a student council provides the 
framework in which young people may actively participate in 
democratic processes.

The reasons for having a student council are many. Gruber 

(1954:86) said, "student participation in school control, rightly 

conceived, should provide wholesome experiences for the students and 

make the whole school program more effective". Sterner (1963:31) said, 

"a basic role of the student council in the modern secondary school is 
to act as a partner with the principal and the faculty in planning 

and managing school projects".

Frederick had this to say about the objectives of student 

government:
The objective of student government, in educational terms, 

include all the approved value aims of education. The list can 
be expanded endlessly: responsibility, initiative, leadership,
fellowship,, self control, self reliance, cooperation, respect
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for law and order, honesty, obedience to law and effective 
citizenship. It is sufficient to say that student councils 
are useful - if guided by competent persons - in developing 
the basis for and the ideals of good citizenship (.1965:9),

In justifying the student council and activities in general the 
Western Interstate Commission for Higher Education stated that these 
activities, when properly structured, served to "conduct rather than 
insulate, strengthen rather than substitute, total educational 
growth" (Hall, 1961:407).

Hess believed that the student council could help develop 
desirable personalities. He said:

Basically the school's mission is to develop a well-inter- 
grated personality, whether he be a leader or a follower. 
Potentially everyone is a leader - in fact, everyone leads 
someone. The student council provides one of the best avenues 
through which personality can be developed. Through the student 
■ council we develop leadership - and personality is the essence 
of leadership success (1952:420).

Pfanstiehl had this to say about goals:

A democratic government which is built on laudable ideals 
but which operates on a less desirable set of goals is hardly 
conducive to mature citizen involvement. Adults who can 
illustrate, through action, the effacacy and self worth of 
operating within the system to achieve goals compatible with 
youth value system are likely to gain the respect of the 
students (1975:6).

Throughout the literature referring to goals of student 
councils the ability of this concept to assist in the teaching of good 
responsible citizenship is stressed. The importance of this seems to 
be pointed out by Schoolland (1962:5) when he said, "all knowledge
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available to a man in the fields of science, industry and business 
profession is quite useless if there is no knowledge of how to live 
with and understand his fellow man",

The Role of the Student Council Advisor
Most writers agree that the advisor plays a very important role 

in the student council. Sterner (1963:1) said, "the faculty members 
who advise the student council have a most important assignment. If his 

methods or goals are undemocratic, much undesirable learning will take 
place. However, if he guides without being dictatorial, students can 
learn to make decisions wisely and well".

Glatthorn had this to say about the effect of the advisor role on 
the council:

With the young naive teacher who equates permissiveness 
with leadership, the council flounders from a lack of direction 
and wastes its time in "fun and games". With the old war horse, 
who thinks the whole thing is a game the council turns into just 
that - a game of psuedo democracy in which nothing meaningful 
is ever accomplished except endless meetings with students 
going through the motion of leadership. With the faculty dictator 
great projects are undertaken and carried out to success by the 
tired advisor while the students learn the lesson that adults 

. will always run their show (1968:17).
Sterner (1963:1) said, "in a large measure the personal 

qualities of the student council advisor will determine the success of 

the council regardless of how democratic the school principal or the 
council constitution may be". Glatthorn had this to say about the 
importance of the advisor:
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While many advisers are doing an outstanding job of 
providing dynamic leadership and direction for the groups 
under their charge it is quite apparent that many councils 
are running into difficulty because the advisor is simply 
the wrong person for the job. The advisor plays a critical 
role in the success or failure of the council and when the 
council fails it is logical to look to the advisor for some 
of the cause (1968:16).

Sterner (1963:2) wrote, "while there may be disagreement on 
specific duties in a given school, there is general agreement on the 
advisors role as a planner, consultant, counselor, evaluator and a 
teacher". He also said, "the primary task of the student council 

advisor is to work with and through students to carry out a phase of., 

their civic education".
Frederick (1965:20) said, "it may now be time to think of the 

advisor to the student council as a highly specialized role requiring 

special aptitudes, traits, skills and knowledge".

Role of the Student Council President
The role of the student council president is similar to any group 

leader. Frederick (1965:10) said, "the president of the student council 
acts as an administrator, president, superintendent, chief executive or 

board chairman. They do what in their best judgment needs to be done 

to ensure the success of the total enterprise and each separate contri­

buting activity". Wieckert stated that:
The duties of the council president are often more than the 

constitution states. However, varied the duties may seem on the 
surface, one basic qualification is required for all tasks r- the
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ability to communicate with people. The president must be an 
expert on leading people, He succeeds because of his ability to 
sell all council members on doing what will most benefit the 
student body (1971:38),

Role of the Administration

"If the school is an autocracy run by the principal or an 
oligarthy run by the faculty in which the student is a mere subject then 
we need not expect him to exhibit many of the basic traits of good 
citizenship when he emerges from the setting" (McKown, 1952:85).
Mathes (1962:18) said, "the principal should provide the council with a 

written statement of the areas or levels in which he feels the council 
should operate".

Kent "1971:73) thought it was important that the council 
realized that the principal did not create the world in which his school 
operates. Glatthorn said:

The most important factor is the principals own attitude : 
toward the council and how he conveys this attitude to the 
student body. At every opportunity he should make it clear 
that the council has his support as the most important student 
group in the school. . . . The second basic, way of making the 
student council more prestigious is by giving it the time and 
the space to do its ;work (1968:22).

Keith (1971:71) said, "students will always need guidance, but 

this guidance should be applied to solving problems - not preventing 
them from occurring".

Pfanstiehl presented, a formula for student adult relationships.
He said:
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Basically there are five factors which must be presented 

to create an image that will satisfactorily comply with both 
the students needs and the society expectations,

1. Students must find rapport with adults.
2. Students need to feel relatively competent in their 

various roles,
3. Students need to be visible to the adult audience they 

will influence.
4. Students need to understand our roles and powers.
5. The student must be able to talk to his peers to seek 

consenses and to be accountable to their needs as well as 
his own (1975:7).

The amount and the level of participation varies from school to 
school. Mathes listed three levels of participation:

First there is the level of administration in which the 
students have absolutely no authority or power whatsoever.
A second level is that which is shared with the administration 
and faculty. Generally this is the largest area in which the 
council works. Here the school staff, council and student body 
work cooperatively on projects of general interest and concern 
to the students and school. The third level is that in which 
the students, subject to only administrative veto, are relatively 
free to discuss issues and act (1962:18).

Schoolland (1962:4) said, "one of the greatest responsibilities 

that a principal has each year to the student council is not only to 

provide the opportunities for student participation, but also to 
provide the leadership, and guidance necessary to make the student 

council a functioning organization with in the school structure".,

Keith (1971:68) said, "if we severely limit a student's range of 

choices he feels less responsible for the choice itself since it wasn1t 

the choice he wanted to make".
Giroux (1975:2) said, "if student representative organizations
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and student activities program are to function properly they must be 
recognized by administrator and teacher as an integral part of the school 
community", Glatthorn thought we should bend all our efforts to give 
the council the appearance of an important organization. He' listed the 

following ways to try and improve the council’s image;

1. Each member is given a special memo pad with his name 
printed on it.

2. Council members are awarded special pins or emblems to 
be worn, on jackets or coats.

3. The council installation is accompanied by a banquet in 
the evening to which parents and distinguished guests are invited.

4. Council officers and representative members are presented 
to the school board at a special board meeting.

5. A special video tape is made, of major council meetings and 
is made available for viewing, by the student body.

6. A special class meeting is held during a class assembly 
with the entire class observing and participating.

7. A student council recognition day is celebrated in school 
and community.

8. The student council is invited to attend a special meet­
ing of the town council of township officials.

9. An evening council meeting is held to which council 
members' parents and the public at large are invited (1968:24).

Glatthorn (1968:15) stated, " . . .  a good school administrator 

requires and should welcome constructive student opposition. Every 
school, like any large enterprise, begins to develop problem areas and 

an outspoken student council leadership can be one way - a very effective 
way - of giving the principal some important feedback".

Keith (1971:66) said, "a principal in dealing with his student 

council faces the same problem as a good parent. He must have the 
wisdom to teach the student council all it needs to know and the
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patience to let the student council go out and prove it all to itself 
the hard way".

Current Trends
Student participation in the management of their lives in 

educational institutions designed to guide their passage from childhood 
to adulthood has undergone great changes since the days of ancient 
Athens and Sparta (Frederick, 1965:12). Armstrong (1970:553) said, "in 
our changing world where education is assuming an emergent role and youth 

is attaining a new and different status, students are no longer content 

to accept the traditional patterns of government". Some schools are 

merely revising their student councils to allow for more student partici­

pation and some are adopting new organizations. Foug (1972:1) said,

"there are even high schools where the traditional student council has 

been replaced by a policy making body composed of faculty, administration, 
and students". Foug stated that:

In the past the principal could point with pride to his 
student council as an example of how democracy was at work in his 
school. The student council provided an orderly way for students 
to discuss their problems, parties and projects, but seldom, if 
ever did it mean more than the council officers presenting student 
problems or proposals to the administration for its decision.
The student council never ventured into the realm of curriculum.
Today, however, in a number of school systems students are being 
asked for their opinions in areas that used to be reserved for 
the administration (1972:2).

With regard to students participating in the decision-making 

process Ferguson (1971:4) had this to say, "in the area of decision
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making a dramatic turn around has already begun, Systems are finding 
a variety of ways to include students in management activities. Some 

ask only for information or opinions from the students while others are 
placing students in responsible positions", Ferguson went on to say:

This change has been needed. Contrary to the fears of some 
it does not mean divesting responsible officials of their powers 
or administrative authority. It involves respectfully listening 
to students ideas and where they are valid and workable allowing 
them to work. It means taking some chances with them. One of 
the outcomes of this change is that students are experiencing 
a democratic system at work. There is less reason for the young 
to feel alienated from the system (1971:4).

Chester (1970:9) said, "many educational and industrial research 
studies indicate that people are more likely to increase their learning 
and commitment to an organization when they are involved in making 

important decisions about that organization".

Van Pool, reflecting on the next 20 years had this to say:

The student council in the next 20 years will have to identify 
with the new generation of students if it is to retain its present 
respected position. It must demonstrate that it is truly in touch 
with present day problems; that it knows, understands and believes 
in teenagers. It will have to bestir itself and get excited about 
things that matter; about things a bit more significant then the 
theme of the next dance. If it fails it will not retain the 
interest and respect of tomorrow’s students (1971:4)•

In "This We Believe", a bulletin published by the National 
Association of Secondary School Principals the following statement was 

made:
Students should have a stake in the development of school 

policy. The advice and participation of youth is invaluable 
to schools in a wide variety of ways, from determination
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of community goals and priorities for education to recurrent 
consideration of electives or student behavior that arises 
on campus with each school year (.1975; 50) ,

Related Studies
Dissertation abstracts revealed relatively few studies concern­

ing student councils. Of the studies listed two seemed to be related to 
this study.

Manning’s (1969) study was conducted at East Texas State Univer­
sity under the direction of Dr. Stuart. Chilton. The purpose of the 

study was to determine if there was a significant difference of opinions 

regarding the student council among principals, student council sponsors, 
student council members, and students other than student council members. 

The study was limited to personnel selected from class A high schools, 

located in the East Texas University service area.. The following 
conclusions were presented:

1. Communications regarding the student council are poor in 
most.of the schools in the sample.

2. Observation of the data revealed greater variations of 
opinion within the groups than, between the groups.

3. Inspection of the data revealed that the student council 
is not always considered to be a pupil-centered organization.

4. Inspection of the data led to the conclusion that spon­
sors and student council members were, more aware of the existence 
of a written constitution than were principals and non-student 
council members. . .

5. It was noted that only 25 percent of the sponsors were 
female.

6. There was a significant difference of opinion between 
principals and non-student council members with regard to the 
student council as a pupil-centered organization.
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7, Principals, sponsors, and student council members 
believed that the council represented the entire student body; 
however, students other than student council members disagreed.

8, There were significant differences at the .05 level 
of confidence between adult groups and student groups who . 
thought the student council was a part of the total educational 
program.

9, There was a significant difference of opinion between 
principals and non-student council members at the .05 level of 
confidence concerning student council members seeking out the 
opinions of the student body.

10. There were significant differences among the groups who 
believed that emphasis was placed on activities in which money 
raising was not a factor.

11. Observations of all data indicated that the student 
councils did not have a plan for regularly evaluating their 
work,

12. Responses to the interview were studied for an indica­
tion of the effectiveness of the student council as perceived 
by the various groups (1969:151).

Manning made the following recommendations;
1. Two-way communications among students and faculty and 

between the school and community should be of prime importance 
in maintaining the role and functions of the student council.

2. Principals, sponsors, and students should avail them­
selves of current literature concerning the student council.

3. More importance should be given to the written consti­
tution of the student council.

4. Involvement of students other than student council 
members in council activities is highly encouraged.

5. The student council should be a part of the total 
educational program and all groups should be made aware of 
their participation.

6. The student council should be aware that it is a 
representative group, and as such should always seek out the 
opinions of those whom it represents. .

7. The student council should be primarily a service 
organization.

8. As with any good organization, the student council 
should have a plan for regularly evaluating its work (1969:154),
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Manning made the following recommendations for further research
1. It is suggested that a similar study be made of elementary 

school student councils,
2. It is suggested that a similar study be conducted among 

high schools of various sizes and comparisons.
3. It is suggested that a similar study be conducted in 

which samples from various regions within the state would be 
compared.

4. An investigation should be made of the criteria on which 
student council sponsors are selected,

5. A study should be made of college courses that are avail­
able which help teachers prepare to sponsor organizations such 
as the student council.

6. A related study is suggested to determine whether there 
are significant relationships between student I.Q.’s and student 
council membership.

7. An investigation should be conducted to determine whether 
there is a significant relationship between, student council 
membership and the affluence of the home background.

8. A study should be made to determine whether there is a 
significant relationship between and effective, functional stu­
dent council and continuity with the same advisor for a period 
of years.

9. An investigation is recommended to determine whether 
there is a significant relationship between membership in the 
high school student council and vocational success in adult life.

10. A study similar to the present one should be conducted 
with mailed questionnaire and without the structured interview 
since personal contact may tend to bias some responses (1969:156).

\ ■ '

Coy (1972) conducted a study at the Arizona State University
under the direction of Dr. Robert L. Armstrong. The main purpose of 
the study was to determine if there was a significant difference of 
opinion among student council members, non-student council members, 

student council sponsors, and administrators regarding selected 

aspects of student council in the secondary schools of Arizona, A 

second purpose was to determine if the opinions were related to the



32

location of the school. A third purpose was to determine if the 

attitudes within each group varied according to the size of the school 
The following conclusions were reported in the study:

1. Respondents’ role in school causes differences in 
attitude toward selected concepts of student council,

2. The location and size of the school do not cause sub-. 
stantial differences in attitudes of student council members, 
non-student council members, student council sponsors and 
administrators toward selected concepts of student councils.

3. In most instances student council is perceived as a 
positive influence in the secondary schools of Arizona.

4. Students, sponsors and administrators are in favor of 
requirements for qualifications for student council candidacy, 
yet apparently want fewer restrictions for candidacy qualifica­
tions.

5. It is generally agreed that student council members run 
for a student council office for a variety of reasons,

6. Generally all groups surveyed agreed that student coun­
cil should be involved in a wide range of activities.

7. The non-student council members' ideas and opinions 
are not being used in student council.

8. Communication between the student council, the student 
body and administration is in need of improvement.

9. Administrators are not making themselves available to 
students.

10. The position that the student council is to occupy in 
the total educational process is not clearly understood, whether

. the council is extra-curricular or part of the regular program,
11. The authority and responsibility of the student council 

is not clearly understood by the students (1972:119).
Coy made the following recommendations:
1. Students, faculty and administrators should avail them­

selves to the current literature for a better understanding of 
the roles, responsibilities, objectives and related activities 
of student council.

2. The student council should become seriously aware that 
it is a representative organization, and as such, it should seek 
out the opinions of those whom it represents.

3. Student councils should be provided the opportunity to 
participate actively in a wide range of activities to accommodate
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needs and desires of the students,

4. A communication system should be established which would 
enable the student council, sponsors and administrators to be­
come more actively aware of the opinions of the student body.

5. A plan should be established whereby.the students are 
represented on faculty committees, curriculum committees and . 
other related committees dealing directly with the schools pro­
grams.

6. All student councils should be considered as a part of 
the total curriculum, and as such should be scheduled like any 
other class with credit toward graduation (1972:120),

Summary

A review of the available literature revealed limited material 

relating to this study. The most informative material was found to be 

that produced by the National Association of Secondary School Principals 

Noted authorities commented on the lack of material and placed, some of 

the blame on the fact that the student council concept is a changing one 

and,therefore, difficult to write about.
According to the literature the idea of student councils dates 

back to the time of Plato and Aristotle. The earlier concept of student 
self-government has gradually given way to the newer concept of student 

participation in the management of the school.
The literature pointed out that there is several, methods 

of organization used for student councils. Most writers ■ 
indicated a preference for a representative group selected from a 
relatively permanent group. The representatives are usually selected 
from groups such as the homeroom, a class year of a specific grade.
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Success has been reported for most of the different kinds of organization 
and therefore the important point seems to be how well the organization 
represents the student body.

Several lists of goals were reported in the literature, but the 
main function of the student council seemed to be to provide learning 

experiences for students, The development of good citizenship seemed 

to be the most reported contribution to learning that the student council 
provides.

The importance of the advisor was stressed throughout the 

literature. It seemed to be the opinion of the writers that the leader­
ship provided by the advisor through the administrative support was one 

of the more important factors in the success of a student council. The 

literature noted the need for the administration to make the student 

council an integral part of the curriculum to insure the councils 
success.

The trend seems to be toward allowing the students to have more 
input to the development of school policy. The literature pointed 

out that allowing the students more opportunity to participate in 

developing policy and other management procedure in no way removes power 

from the administration. The administration is still charged with the 

Control of the school by the local community and this responsibility 
cannot be delegated to students. The writers seemed to agree that the 

input from students in certain phases of school management was important
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and necessary in today’s society, Girons (1975:2) said, "there is no 
major formula for producing mature democratic behavior in young people, 
but allowing them to share in the decision making process of the school 
clearly affords them a means for learning to produce such behavior on 
their own."



Chapter 3

PROCEDURES ,

The purpose of this study was to determine if there is a 
difference in the role of the student council as perceived by building 
principals, building principals who are also student council advisers, 
student council advisers and student council presidents. An instru­
ment was prepared and mailed to the participants of all high schools 

in the state of Montana. The instrument asked the participants to . 
indicate how they saw certain practices in their school and also how 
they thought.the practices should be.

In this chapter the outline of the study will be presented in 

the following manner:

I. Population description.

2. Description of investigation categories.

3. Method of collecting data.

4. Method of organizing data.
•5. Statistical hypotheses.

6- Method of analyzing data.'

Population Description

The building principal, the building principal who is also the
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student council adviser, the student council adviser-, and the student 
council president from every Montana high school listed in the 1974-75 
Montana Education Directory comprised the population for this study.-

Description of Investigation Categories .

This study compared the perceptions of building principals, 

building principals who were also student council advisers, student 
council advisers, and student council presidents based on their 
responses to the questionnaire in the following areas:

1. What kind of an organization did the participants perceive 
their student council to be?

2. How did the participants perceive their student council as 
a part of the educational program?

3. What kind of a role did the participants perceive the 
student council members as playing?

4. What did the participants perceive the. student council 
contributes to the educational program?

5. How did the participants perceive the uSe of veto power 
against student council action?

6. What administrative functions did the participants perceive 
the student council participates in?

7. What role did the participants perceive the student body . 

as playing?
8. What reasons did the participants perceive students as
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having for seeking a student council office?

Method of Collecting Data

The researcher designed a questionnaire to determine the 
building principal's, building principal's/sca, student council 

advisers' and student council presidents' perceptions of the role of 
student council in all Montana high schools. Items for the question­
naire were determined from the related literature and adaptations from 

questionnaires used in studies by Coy (1972) and Manning (1969). The 
instrument was also designed to obtain certain demographic information 

concerning the participants and the school they were associated with.
A copy of the questionnaire has been included in Appendix B,

The instrument along with a cover letter explaining the study 
was mailed to all building principals, student council advisers and 
student council presidents on October 22, 1975, A self addressed 

envelope was enclosed for each participant. A follow-up instrument 
was mailed November 28, 1975 to those that had not responded.

Method of Organizing the Data

The data collected has been presented in Chapter 4 in the form 

of tables. The tables are set up to provide information concerning:

I. The number and percentages of building principals, build­

ing principals who were also student council advisers, student council 

advisers and student council presidents involved in the distribution
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and return of the questionnaire,
2. The demographic information pertaining to the participants 

and the schools with which they were associated,
3. Chi square values.

Statistical Hypotheses
The purpose of this study was accomplished by testing the 

following hypotheses:
1. There is no significant difference among the building 

principals, building principals who are also student council advisers, 

student council advisers and student council presidents in their 

perceptions of:
a. actual role of the student council in Montana High 

schools.
b. the ideal role of the student council in Montana high 

schools.
2. There is no significant difference among building principals 

that are grouped by their years of experience as to their perception of:
a. the actual role of the student council in Montana high 

schools.
b. the ideal role of the student council in Montana high 

schools.
3: There is no significant difference among building principals

who are also.student council advisers that are grouped by their years
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of experience as to their perception of:

a. the actual role of the student council in Montana high 
schools,

b. the ideal role of the student council in.Montana high 
schools,

4. There is no significant difference among student council 

advisers that are. grouped by their years of experience as to their 
perception of:

a. the actual role of the student council in Montana high 
schools.

b. the ideal role of the student council in Montana high 
schools.

5. There is no significant difference among building principals 
building principals who are also student council advisers, student 

council advisers and student council presidents that are grouped by the 
number of students in their student council as to their perception of:

,a. the actual role of the student council in Montana high ■ 
schools.,

b. the ideal role of the student council in Montana high . 
schools.

6. There is no significant difference between building prin­
cipals of schools that are members of the Montana Association of 

student councils and non-members in their perception of:
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a. the actual role of the student council in Montana high 

schools.

b; the ideal role of the student council in Montana high 
schools,

7. There is no significant difference between building 
principals who are also student council advisers of schools that are 

members of the Montana Association of Student Councils and non-members 
in their perception of:

a. the actual role of the student council in Montana high 
schools.

b. the ideal role of the student council in Montana high 
schools.

8. There is no significant difference between student council 
advisers of schools that are members of the Montana Association of 

Student Councils and non-members in their perception of:

a. the actual role of the student council in Montana high 

schools.

b. the ideal role of the student council in Montana high 

schools.
9. There is no significant difference between student council 

presidents of schools that are members of the Montana Association of 
Student Council -and non-members in their perception of;

a. the actual role of the student council in Montana high
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schools.

b . the ideal role of the student council in Montana high 
schools.

10. There is no significant difference between building prin­
cipals of schools that are members of the National Association of 
Student Councils and non-members in their perception of:

a. the actual role of the student council in Montana.high 
schools.

b. the ideal role of the student council in Montana high 
schools.

11. There is no significant difference between building prin-. 
cipals who are also student council advisers of schools that are 

members of the National Association of Student Councils and non-members 

in their perception of:
a. the actual role of the student council in Montana high 

schools.
b. the ideal role of the student council in Montana high 

schools.
12. There is no significant difference between student council 

advisers of schools that are members of the National Association of. 

Student Councils and non-members in their perception of:
a. the actual role of the student council in Montana high

schools.
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b. the Ideal role of the student council in Montana high 
schools.

13. There is no significant difference between student council 
presidents of schools that are members of the National Association of 
Student Councils and non-members in their perception of:

a, the actual role of the student council in Montana high 
schools.

b. the ideal role of the student council in Montana high 
schools.

14. There is no significant difference among building principals, 

building principals who are also student council advisers, student 
council advisers and student council presidents that are grouped by 
their size of school as to their perception of:

a. the actual role of the student council in Montana high 
schools.

, b . the ideal role of the student council in Montana high 
schools.

Method of Analyzing Data
In order to test the stated hypotheses, statistical means and 

methods were used. The following formula from Englehart (1972:266) was 

used:
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Degrees of Freedom = (c - I) (r - I) where c and r are the numbers of 
rows and columns.

2N = sum of all cells;'f = square of the. frequency in a given cell; 

f = sum of frequency in same row; f = sum.of frequency in same column.

Summary
To accomplish the purpose of this study a questionnaire was 

prepared and mailed to the building principals, building principals who 

were also student council advisers, student council advisers and 

student council presidents of all Montana high schools,
The data which were compiled and analyzed to test the 

hypotheses have been reported in the next chapter. Chi square was 
used to determine the significance of the differences among the four 

categories of respondents at the five percent level of confidence.

\



Chapter 4

ANALYSIS OF DATA

The purpose of this study was to determine if there is a 
difference in the role of the student council as perceived by building 
principals who are also student council advisers, student council 

advisers and student council presidents. In this chapter the results 
of the developed questionnaire, which was used to collect the data, 
have been presented, described and discussed.

The data for this study were obtained from questionnaires 
returned by seventy-seven building principals, seventy-five building 
principals who were also student council advisers, sixty-six student 
council advisers and one-hundred twenty-nine student council 

presidents. Some respondents did not respond to every item on the 

questionnaire. Therefore, in some cases, the total number of replies 
vary from table to table.

For the sake of brevity in the tables and in the discussions, 

the notation "principal/sca" was used to indicate principals who were 
also student council advisers.

Population and Number Sampled

The population for this study was the building principal, 

building principal/sca, student council adviser and student council 

president from every Montana high school, listed in the 1,974-75
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Montana. Education Directory, There were one hundred and eighty-three 
high schools listed in the directory,

It was not known how many building principals' were also student 
council advisers so the questionnaire was mailed to building principals, 

student council advisers and student council presidents. Each 
questionnaire was marked to indicate the correct category to which the 
respondent belonged. After the questionnaires were returned the 
number of respondents under the category principal/sea was determined.

Table I reveals the number of participants in each group that 
returned the questionnaire. It also shows the number and percentage 

returned for each group that were useable for this study.

Table I
Total Population Surveyed and Percentage 

of Returns of the Questionnaire

Number of Questionnaires Useable 
Questionnaires Returned Questionnaires

Respondents Distributed Number % Number % '
Building Principals 183 157 85.8 1.52 83.1
Student Council Advisers 183 144 78.7 141 77.0
Student Council Presidents 183 131 71.6 129 70.5
(Building principals/sea were included in both building principals 
and.adviser returns.)
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As indicated in Table I, seventy-nine building principals and 

seventy-eight building principals./sea returned the instrument which
resulted in a return of 85.8 percent. One hundred fifty-two were

-I.useable for a percentage of 83,1. .Seventy-eight student council 
advisers who were also building principals and sixty-six student 
council advisers returned the instrument which resulted in a return 

of 78.7 percent. One hundred forty-one-were useable for a percentage 
of 77.0. One hundred thirty-one student council presidents returned 

the instrument which resulted in a return of 71.6 percent. One hundred 
twenty-nine were useable for a return of 70.5 percent.

Table 2 indicates the number of respondents in each group that 

had attended Montana Association of Student Councils meetings, Ap*- 
proximately sixty-six percent of the building principals, fifty-eight 

percent of the building principals/sea, forty-seven percent of the 

student council advisers and sixty percent of the student council 
presidents responded that, they had not attended a Montana Association 
of Student Councils meeting. Only 33.8 percent of the building 
principals, '41.3 percent of the building principals/sea, 53 percent 

of. the student council advisers and 39.5 percent of the student council 
presidents indicated that they had attended one or more meetings of 

the association.
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Attendance of Montana Association of Student Councils Meetings
Table 2

Respondents ^one % One % More than One %
Building Principals 51 66.2 .9 11.7 17 22.1 
Building Principals/sea 44 58.7 13 17.3 18 24.0 
Student Council Advisers 31 47.0 15 22.7 20 30.3 
Student Council Presidents 78 60.5 31 24.0 20 15.5

TOTAL 204 58.8 68 19.6 75 21.6

The respondents were asked if they had taken a course in . 
student activities. Table 3 shows the number and percentage of each 

group that indicated they had taken such a course. Over 68 percent of 
the building principals, 82.7 percent of the building principals/sea, 

81.8 percent of the student council advisers and 71.3 percent of the 
student council presidents indicated that they had not taken a course 

in student activities.
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Number of Respondents Attending Student Activities Course
Table 3

Respondents Yes . % No ' %
Building Principals 24 31.2 53 68.8
Building Principals/sea 13 17.3 62 82.7
Student Council Advisers 12 18.2 54 81.8
Student Council Presidents 37 28.7 92 71.3

TOTAL 86 24.8 261 75.2

General Information
In order to get discrete data from each school represented in 

the sample, only the questionnaires returned by the building principals 
and the building principals/sea were used in the analysis of the 

descriptive data presented in Table 4 through 12.

The respondents indicated that over 90 percent of the schools 

refer to their student representative groups as lthe student council. 

Table 4 shows the responses to this question.
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Number of Student Representative Groups Using 
the Name Student Council

Table 4

Name Number %
Student Council
Other Than Student Council

138
14

90.8 ' 
9.2

Over 80 percent of the schools surveyed indicated that their 
student councils had constitutions. The respondents were asked 

if and when their, constitution had been revised. Over 16 percent 
indicated never, 56.6 percent indicated within the last three years, 

and 26.7 percent indicated over three years ago. Table 5 shows these 

results.

Table 5

Revision of Constitution

When Number %

Never 24 16.7
Within the last three years 81 56.6
Over three years ago 38 26.7
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Table 6 shows the different units of representation and the 
number of schools using each unit. According to the respondents 47.4 
percent of the schools are using class years and organization and clubs 
as their unit of representation. Over 33 percent indicated they were 
using class year only as their unit of representation. Only 9.2 percent 
were using the home room as their unit of representation.

Table 6
Units of Representation for the Reporting Schools

Unit of Representation Number, %
Home room 14 9.2
Class year 51 33.6
Organizations or clubs 3 1.9
Class year and organization and clubs 72 47.4
Faculty advisory groups I .7
Faculty appointment 0 0
Principals appointment 0 0
At large 11 7.2

Forty percent of the respondents indicated their council met 
bi-weekly, 37.5 percent indicated monthly and 21.1 percent responded 
weekly. Table 7 contains the data pertaining to frequency of meetings..
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Frequency of Meetings
Table 7

Frequency Number %
Daily I . 6
Weekly 32 21.1
Bi-Weekly 62 40.8
Monthly 57 37.5

The majority of the responding building principals and building : 
principals/sea indicated their student council met during school hours. 

According to the respondents 4.6 percent met before school, 65.8 percent 
met during school, 15.8 percent met during lunch, 5.9 percent met 
after school, and 7.9 percent met in the evening. Table 8 shows the 
number responding under each category.

Table 8
Meeting Time for Student Councils

Time . Number %.

Before school 7. 4.6
During school 100 65.8
During lunch . . 24 15.8
After school 9 5.9
Evenings 12 .7.9
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Of the building principals and building principals/sea only 

22 percent indicated they sent delegates to the student leadership 
workshop at Montana State University. Table 9 shows the number 
responding under each category.

Table 9
Leadership Workshop

Response Number %
Yes 33 22
No 107 78

According to the respondents the student council adviser is 
selected by the principal in 53.0 percent of the schools and by the 

superintendent in 37.5 percent of the schools. Only 8.9 percent.of 
the schools allowed the students to' select their adviser. Table 10 
shows the number responding in each category.
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Selection of the Advisor
Table 10

Person selecting Number %
Sup erintendent 65 37.5
Principal 92 53. 0
Faculty I .6
Students 15 8.9

According to the respondents, over one-half of the schools 
have student council advisers who are also principals or assistant 
principals. Twenty-four percent of those responding indicated that 

teachers served as student council advisers. Table 11 shows the 
number in each category.

Table 11

Major Position of Student Council Adviser

Major Position Number %

Principal 81 57.0
Assistant Principal 14 . 9.9
Counselor 11 7.7
Activities Director 2 1,4
Teacher 34 . 24.0
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Sixty-four percent of those responding indicated.their student 

council had no grade point requirement for membership. Table 12 
indicates the number responding under each category.

Table 12
Grade Point Average Requirement

Grade Point Number ' %
None
2.00
2.50 
3.00
3.50

94 64.0
39 26.3
10 6.7
5 3.0
0 0

Analysis of the Hypotheses
Each of the fourteen hypotheses presented in Chapter 3 wais 

tested for each of the 59 items of Part II of the survey using the chi 
square test at the .05 percent level of significance. Since each 

hypothesis represented two separate analyses (i.e., perception of the 
actual role of the student, council and perceptions of the ideal role 

of the student council), a total of 1652 different tests were actually 
run using the Sigma 7 Computer at Montana State University. Complete 
data on all of the tests may be found in Appendix C. In the remainder
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of this chapter, each hypothesis has been restated and all of those 
items for which a significant value of chi-square was found have been 
tabulated and discussed.

Hypothesis I. There is no significant difference among the 
building principals, building principals who are also student council 

advisers, student council advisers and student council presidents in 
their perceptions of:

a. The actual role of the student council in Montana high
schools.

b. The ideal role of the student council in Montana high

schools.
Significant differences among the four groups have been 

reported in Table 13. They differed in perception of the actual role 

of the student council on twenty-three items and on perceptions of 
the ideal role on twenty-two items. On eleven items they differed 

in perceptions of both the actual and the ideal role. Hypothesis 
I was rejected for the following items:

Item I: (Actual and Ideal) - The mode response for all four 
groups under the actual category was two, (usually). Seventy percent 

of the principals responded two (usually) and 25.9 percent indicated 

one (always). Seventy-seven percent of the principals/sea responded 
two (usually) and two percent indicated dne (always). Fifty-one 

percent of the advisers responded two (usually) and 21.6 percent
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indicated one (always). Fifty-six percent of the student council 
presidents responded two (usually) and 32 percent indicated one 
(always). Under the ideal category the mode response for the 
principals was two (usually), and for the other groups it was one 

(always). Forty percent of the principals, 56.1 percent of. the 

principals/sea, 55.3 percent of the advisers, and 66.6 percent of the 
student council presidents responded one (always).

Item 2: (Actual) - The mode response for the actual category
was two (usually). The percent of participants responding in the 

mode.was 71.5 percent for the principals, 70 percent for the principal/ 
sea, 62.6 percent for the advisers and 53.4 percent for the student 

council presidents. The percentage responding three (seldom) or four 

(never) was 14.4 percent for the principals, 13.6 percent for the 
principals/sea; 13.6 percent for the advisers and 29.4 percent for the 

student council presidents.
Item 3: (Actual and Ideal) - The data yielded a significant

difference under each category. The mode response under the actual 

category for the principal^ and principals/sea was two (usually). The 

mode response for advisers and student council was three (seldom). 

Fifty-three percent of the principals responded two (usually, but 18.1 
percent responded three (seldom). Forty-three percent of the 

principal/sea responded two (usually) and 32.4 percent responded three 
(seldom) or four (never). Responses for the advisers were almost
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equal with 37.8 percent two (usually), and 39.3 percent three (seldom), 
or four (never). Under the ideal category the mode response for the 
four groups was one (always). However, student responses were . 
distributed throughout the cells.

Item 5: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category most of the
responses were one (always) or two (usually) with one (always) being 
the mode response.

Item 6; (Ideal) - All of the responses were in the one (always) 
or two (usually) category.

Item 8: (Actual) - The mode response for the principals,

principals/sea and advisers was two (usually). . The mode response for 
the student council presidents was one (always). A high percentage 
of responses were in the three (seldom) and four (never) category. 

Twenty-nine percent of the principals, 34.6 percent of the principals/ 
sea, 31.8 percent of the advisers, and 30.2 percent of the student 

council presidents responded either three or four..
Item 9: (Actual) - The mode response for the principals vas

three (seldom). The mode response for principals/sea, advisers and

student council presidents was four (never). Sixty-three percent of
, ' \

the principals, 82.9 percent of the principals/sea, 71 percent of the 

advisers and 82.9 percent pf the student council presidents responded 
in the four:(never) category.
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Item 10: (Actual) - Under the actual category the response

mode for the principals and principals/sea was three (seldom). The 

response mode for advisers and student council presidents was four 
(never). Eighty percent of the principals, 78.6 percent of the 
principals/sea, 72.2 percent of the advisers and 66.6 percent of the 
student council presidents responded either three or four.

Item 14: (Actual) - The principals response mode was two
(usually). The response mode for the principals/sea, advisers, and 

student council presidents was three (seldom).
Item 16: (Actual) - The response mode for the principals was

three (seldom). The response mode for the other three groups was 
four (never.). Sixty-two percent of the principals, 76 percent of the 
principals/sea, 75.7 percent of the advisers and 82.9 percent of the . 
student council presidents, responded in the three (seldom) or four 

(never) category.
Item 18: (Actual) - The response mode under the actual category

for principals, principals/sea, and student council presidents was two 
(usually). The response mode for advisers was three (seldom).

Item 19: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 74 percent of the

principals, 76 percent of the principals/sea, 83.3 percent of the 

advisers, and 92.8 percent of the student council presidents responded 

one (always).
Item 21: (Actual and Ideal) - The mode response under the
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actual category for all four groups was two (usually). Only a small 
percentage of the responses were in the three (seldom) or four (never) 
category. Under the ideal category 52.7 percent of the principals,
63 percent of the principals/sea, 66.6 percent of the advisers, arid 
81.7 percent of the student council presidents responded one (always). 
More principals and advisers responded two (usually) than did student 

council presidents.
Item 22: (Actual and Ideal) - The mode response for all four

groups under the actual category was two (usually). Seventy-nine 

percent of the principals, 74.6 percent of the principals/sea, 59 •:
percent of the advisers, and 44.1 percent of the student council 

presidents responded in the mode. Only 15.5 percent of the student 

coXincil presidents responded three (seldom) or four (never). Under the 
ideal category all of the responses were either one (always) or two 
(usually). Sixty-four percent of the student council presidents 

responded one (always) as compared to 32.4 percent of the principals.
Item 24: (Actual) - The mode response for the actual category

for all four groups was two (usually). A high percentage of all 

groups responded one (always) or two (usually), but 23.2 percent of 

the student council presidents responded either three (seldom) or 

four (never).
Item 25: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category the mode response

was one (always). The majority of the responses were either one



61
(always) or two (usually), but 12.5 percent of the student council 
presidents responded three (seldom).

Item 26: (Actual) - The mode response under the actual category
for all four groups was two (usually). There was a strong response 
under the three (seldom) and four (never) category. Forty percent of 

the principals, 45.3 percent of the principals/sea, 50 percent of the 

advisers, and 41 percent of the student council presidents responded 
under the three (seldom) and four (never) category.

Item 27: (Actual) - The mode response under the actual
category for all four groups was two (usually). Twenty-five percent 
of the principals, 32.4 percent of the principals/sea, 33.8 percent 
of the advisers, and 33.3 percent of the student council presidents 
responded under the three (seldom) or four (never) category.

Item 29: (Ideal) - The mode response under the ideal category

for principals was one (always). The other three groups disagreed 

with a mode response of three (seldom). Thirty-seven percent of the 

principals, 44.7 percent of the principals/sea, 49.1 percent of the 
advisers and 59.2 percent, of the student council presidents responded 

under the three (seldom) or four (never) category.
Item 33: (Ideal) - Sixty-nine percent of the principals, 83.9

percent of the principals/sea, 66.6 percent of the advisers, and 50.7 

percent of the student council presidents responded three (seldom) or 

four (never) under the ideal category. ■
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Item 37: (Actual and Ideal) - The mode response under the

actual category for the principals was two (usually). The principal/ 
sea had a b!modal response of one (always) and two (usually). The 
advisers responses were distributed throughout the cells with one 
(always) being the mode. The student council presidents disagreed 
with a mode response of three (seldom). Fifty-five percent of the 
student council presidents responded three (seldom) or four (never) 

as compared to 32.4 percent of the principals, 37 percent of the 
principal/sea and 44 percent of the advisers. Under the ideal 

category the mode response for all four groups was one (always).
Twelve percent of the principals responded three (seldom) or four 

(never) as compared to 26.1 percent of the student council presidents.
Item 38: (Actual and Ideal) - Under the actual category the

mode response for the principals, principals/sea, and advisers was 

three (seldom). The student council presidents mode response was 

two (usually), but 45 percent responded three (seldom) or four (never).
Item 39: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category the mode response

was two (usually), but a high percentage responded three (seldom) or 

four (never). Forty-eight percent of the principals, 42 percent of 
the principals/sea, and 41 percent of the advisers responded in the 

three (seldom) or four (never) category. The student council presidents 

disagreed with only 20 percent responding three(seldom) or four (never).

Item 40: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category the mode response
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for principals was three (seldom) and for the principals/sea four 
(never). The student council advisers mode response was three (seldom), 
but the mode response for the student council president was two 
(usually). Over 50 percent of the student council presidents 
responded one (always) or two (usually).

Item 41: (Actual and Ideal) - Under the actual category most
of the responses for all four groups were four (never) with a few 
three (seldom) and very few two (usually). Under the ideal category 
the mode response for the principal, principals/sea, and the advisers 
was four (never). The student council presidents disagreed with a 

mode response of two (usually). Only 16 percent of the principals 
responded one (always) as compared to 49.6 percent of the student 

council presidents.
Item 42: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category the mode response

for principals/ principals/sea, '.and advisers was four (never) . The 

student council presidents mode response was two (usually). A high 
percentage of the student council presidents responded three (seldom)' 

or four (never).
Item 43: (Actual and Ideal) - The mode response under the

actual category for principals, principals/sea, and student council 

presidents was three (seldom). The mode response for advisers was 
four (never). More student council presidents responded one (always) 

or two (usually) than the other groups. Under the ideal category
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the mode response for the principals and advisers was three (seldom). 
The principal/sea had a bimodal response of two (usually) and three 
(seldom). The student council presidents mode response was two 

(usually). A higher percentage of student council presidents responded 
one (always) than the other three groups.

Item 45: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category most of the
responses were one (always) or two (usually) with a mode response for 
all groups of two (usually).

Item 46: (Actual and Ideal) - Under the actual category the
mode response for all four groups was four (never). Under the ideal 
category the principals mode response was two (seldom). The other 

three groups had a mode response of two (usually). Seventy-three 

percent of the students indicated they thought the student council 
should participate in the budgeting of activity money as compared to 

49 percent of the principals.
Item 47: (Actual) - Under the actual category the mode

response for all four groups was one (always). Seventy-six percent 

of the principals responded one (always) as compared to only sixty-one 

percent of the students.
Item 53: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category the mode response

for the principals, principals/sea and advisers was two (usually). The 

students disagreed with a mode response of one (always).

Item 54: (Actual and Ideal) - Under the actual category the
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principals, principals/sea and student council presidents mode 
response was two (usually). The advisers disagreed with a mode 
response of. three (seldom). Under the ideal category the mode 
response for the principals, principals/sca, and advisers.was three 
(seldom). The higher percentage of students responded three (seldom) 
or four (never) as compared to the other groups. The students mode 
response was four (never).

Item 56: (Actual) - Under the actual category the mode
response for all four groups was two (usually). Only 7.7 percent of 

the principals responded one (always) as compared to 24.8 percent of 
the student council presidents.

Item 59: (Actual and Ideal) - Under the actual category the
mode response was three (seldom) for all four groups. Fifty percent • 
of the student council presidents responded one (always) or two 

(usually) as compared to 38 percent of the principals. Under the ideal 

category the mode response for principals, principal/sea and advisers 

was three (seldom). The student, council presidents disagreed, with a 
mode response of two (usually).
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Cell Frequencies for Significant Items of Hypothesis I
Table 13

Groups Actual. Ideal
Your student council is: I 2 3 -4 I 2 3.4
I. A pupil centered Prin. 20 54 3 0 30 44 0 0

organization Prin/sea 15 58 2 0 41 32 0 0
Advisers 16 46 3 0 36 29 0 0
Students 42 72 14 0 84 42 0 0

df=6 X =13.,653 df=3 X2=13.004
2. A model of democratic Pr in. 10 55 10 I

government Prin/sea 9 54 9 I
Advisers 8 45 12 0
Students 22 69 32 6

df=9 X =16,.081
3. A part of the educ- Pr in. 22 41 14 0 49 25 0 0

ation program Prin/sea 18 32 24 0 49 21 3 0
Advisers 15 25 26 0 44 22 0 0
Students 12 44 58 13 57 50 13 5

df=9 X =48 .263 df=9 X2=31.418
5. Respected by the Pr in. 51 23 0 0

faculty Prin/sea 51 23 0 0
Advisers 46,19 0 0
Students H O  18 0 0

df=3 X2=Il.837
6. Respected by the Pr in. 56 18 0 0

students Prin/sea 58 16 0 0
Advisers. . 49 17 0 0
Students 116 12 0 0

df=3 X2=Il.554
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Table 13 (Continued)

Groups Actual Ideal
Your student council has:
8. An agenda for 

meetings
Prin 
Prin/sea 
Advisers 
Students

20 32 17 5 
10 39 20 6 
20 25 19 2 
48 42 26 13

df=9 X =19.005
Critical.Values

df 3 = 7.815 
df 6 ■= 12.592 
df 9 = 16.920

9. A training program 
for its leaders

Prin 
Prin/sea 
Advisers 
Students

5 23 33 16
6 9 27 33
4 15 17 30
5 17 38 69

df=9 X2=25.104
10. A plan for evaluating 

its work.
Prin 
Prin/sea 
Advisers 
Students

2 9 38 24
2 10 31 28 
2 12 21 30 

13 28 36 50
df=9 X2=20.390

14. A program to explain 
its objectives.

Prin
Prin/sea 
Advisers 
Students

5 30 22 19
6 22 29 16 
6 13 26 21

20 31 58 20
df=9 X2=19.390

16. Orientation for new 
members.

Prin 
Prin/sea 
Advisers 
Students

6 22 29 19 
6 10 27 30 
4 12 23 27 
9 13 36 71

df=9 X2=23.316
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Table 13 (Continued)

Groups Actual Ideal

Your student council members: I 2 3 4 I 2 3 4.
18. Report frequently to Prin 12 41 21 2

electorate Prin/sea 14 35 22 3
Advisers 11 25 28 2
Students .26 45 36 19

df=9 X =22..256
19. Understand and accept Prin 55 19 0 0

responsibilities Prin/sea 56 17 0 0
Advisers 55 11 0 0
Students 117 9 0 0

COIl4-1rXd 2 'X =14,.957
Critical Values:

df 3 = 7.815
df 9 = 16.920

Your student council members:
21. Seeks the opinion of Prin 9 54 12 0 39 33 0 0

the student body Prin/sea 18 43 14 0 55 19 0 0
Advisers 13 38 15 0 44 22 0 0
Students 49 59 21 0 103 23 0 0

df=6 X2=21,.106 df=3 X2=:18.071
22. Determines what the Prin 7 61. 9 0 25 48 0 0

student council does Prin/sea 12 56 7 0 35 39 0 0
Advisers 18 39 9 0 38 28 0 0
Students 51 57 19 I 83 43 0 0

df=6 X =34,.913 df=3 X2=:20.208
Your student council contributes to:

Prin 10 49 18 0
Prin/sea 11 50 14 0
Advisers 8 43 15 0
Students 31 67 24 6

df=9 X2=IS.925

24. The general welfare 
of the school
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Table 13 (Continued)

Groups Actual Ideal

1 2 3 4  1 2 3 4
Teaching citizenship Prin 51 23 0 0

Prin/sea 46 24 2 0
Advisers 35 27 3 0
Students 69 42 16 0

df=6 X2=IS.115
Teaching Prin 2 43 26 5
responsibilities Prin/sea 5 34 28 6

Advisers 2 39 15 8
Students 20 56 42 11

df=9 X2=20,.342
27. Better human relations Prin

PrIn/sea 
Advisers 
Students

df=9

3 43 19 I 
6 45 21 2
6 37 18 4
25 61 37 6
X2=19.440

Critical Values:
df 3 = 7.815 
df 6 = 12.592 
df 9 = 16.920

Your school veto power is used by:
29. Principal Prin

Pr in/sea 
Advisers 
Students

33. Student body Prin
Prin/sea 
Advisers 
Students

23 17 21 3
21 15.25 6
12 19 24 6 
12 39 50 24

df=9 X2=28.412
7 11 18 23 
4 11 25 23 
7 13 24 16 
27 35 45 19

df=9 X =23.377
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Table 13 (Continued)

Groups Actual Ideal :

I 2 3 4 I 2 3 4
Your student council participates in:
37. Chartering of clubs Prin 22 30 17 8 35 29 5 4

Prin/sea 23 23 16 11 34 30 7 I
Advisers 19 18 12 17 29 22 8 6
Students 28 29 43 28 46 45 29 7

df=9 X =17. 790 ' df=9 X =17. 232
38. Developing school Prin 4 31 39 2 7 43 24 0

policy Prin/sea 6 14 45 10 12 35 24 3
Advisers I 22 32 11 10 38 15 2
Students 16 58 46 9 ■ 57 64 6 I

df=9 X =33.,369 df=9 X =63. 775

39. Curriculum development Prin 7 31 29 6
Prin/sea 7 36 25 6
Advisers 10 29 20 7
Students 27 76 16 9

df=9 X =26.,543
40. Administration of Prin 2 12 32 28

the school Prin/sea 3 17 24 30
Advisers 7 14 25 20
Students 13 63 34 16

- df=9 X =50./687
Critical values:

df 9 = 16.920
Ypur student council participates in:
41. Faculty meetings Prin 0 4 21 51 3 10 27 33

Prin/sea 0 0 20 55 0 8 24 42
Advisers 0 0 13 51 4 .10 23 27
Students 0 11 16 101 16 48 32 31

df=6 X2=19.837 df=9 X2=SO.078
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Table 13 (Continued)

Groups Actual Ideal

42. Teacher evaluation Prin
Prin/sea 
Advisers 
Students

43. Discipline problems Prin
Prin/sea 
Advisers 
Students

45. Fund raising Prin
Prin/sea 
Advisers 
Students

46. Budgeting of activity Prin
money Prin/sea

Advisers
Students

Your entire student body:
47. Is represented on the Prin

student council Prin/sea
Advisers
Students

Critical values:

1 2 3 4  .1 2 3 4
3 14 22 33
3 .17 21 33
4 19 15 27

28 48 33 19
df=9 X2=49.078

0 10 37 30 6 22 34 12
1 6 35 32 3 27 27 16
0 8 21 35 5 21 23 15
7 34 51 36 38 55 23 11
2 2df=9 X =31.772 df=9 X =52.394

18 41 12 2
15 42 7 8
21 31 8 5
56 60 6. 4

df=9 X2=25.033
12.14 24 72 18 18 22 15
8 16 12 39 13 31 11 18
10 6 17 33 15 24 16 11
29 25 26 48 45 47 19 15

df=9 X2=16.679 df=9 X2=21.516

5.9 12 2 4
60 11 I 3 
46 17 3 0
79 43 4 3

df=6 X2=13.513

df 6 = 12.592 
df 9 = 16.920
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Table 13 (Continued)

Groups Actual Ideal
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4

A student is likely to run 
for an office:

53. To initiate change Prin ' 
Prin/sea 
Advisers 
Students

6 49 18 0
19 42 9 0
17 40 8 0
63 54 10 0

df=6 X2=43.001
54. To be known in school Prin 

Prin/sea 
Advisers 
Students

3 41 30 I 
6 32 23 12 
6 15 37 5

12 58 47 11

2 22 31 17 
I 21 31 19 
5 13 31 14 

14 9 49 55
df=9 X2=26.928 . df=9 X2=37.100

56. To learn something Prin 
Prin/sea 
Advisers 
Students

6 48 19 2
6 36 25 5
7 28 21 6
32 52 40 4

df=9 X2=25.253
59. Unhappy with the 

council
Prin 
Prin/sea 
Advisers 
Students

0 28 44 2
0 28 39 5
3 18 41 I 
13 50 58 7

3 22 36 9
5 27 31 8
9 21 29 4
40 46 29 12

df=9 X2=22.864 df=9 X2=41.280
Critical values:
df 6 = 12.592 
df 9 = 16.920
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Hypothesis 2. There was no significant difference among 

building principals that were grouped by their years of experience as 
to their perception of:

a. The actual role of the student council in Montana high
schools.

b. The ideal role of the student council in Montana high
schools.

As indicated on Table 14 Hypothesis 2 was rejected for the 

following items:
Item 9: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 71 percent of the 

principals with 0-5 years of experience responded one (always) while 

only 51 percent of those with over six years of experience agreed.
Item 11: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 88 percent of the

principals with 0-5 years of experience responded one (always) while 
only 61 percent of the principals with six years and over agreed.

Item 17: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 62 percent of the
principals with 0-5 years of experience thought council members should 

preside over assemblies as compared to only 28 percent of those with 

six years and over.
Item 20: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 82 percent of the

principals with 0-5 years of experience responded one (always) as com­

pared to 58 percent for those with six years and over.
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■Item 38: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category only 14 percent

of the principals with 0-5 years of experience responded one (always) 

as compared to 5 percent of those with six years and over. The mode 
response for the principals with 0-5 years of experience was three 
(seldom) while the mode response for those with six years and over was 
two (usually).

Item 54: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 38 percent of the
principals with 0-5 yearti of experience responded four (never) as 

compared to 10 percent for those with six years and over. Twenty-nine 

percent of the principals with 0-5 years of experience responded three 
(seldom) as compared to 55 percent for those with six years and over.

Item 57: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 82.3 percent of

the principals with 0-5 years of experience responded one (always) 

while, only 53.8 percent of those with six years and over agreed.
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Cell Frequencies for Significant Items of Hypothesis Number 2 
for Responding Building Principals

Table 14

Groups Actual Ideal

Your student council has:
9. A training program for 0-5 yrs. 

its leaders 6-over

11. Clearly defined areas 0-5 yrs. 
of responsibility 6-over

1 2 3 4  1 2 3 4

27 5 3
20 17 2

df=2 X2=7.593
30 4 0
24 15 0

df=l X2=5.409

0
0

0
0

Your student council members;
17. Preside over assembly 0-5 yrs. 

programs 6-over

20. Cooperates with . 0-5 yrs.
faculty for school . 6-over 
improvement

Your student council participates in:
38. Developing school 0-5 yrs.

policy ■ 6-over

A student is likely to fun for an office:
54. To be known in school 0-5 yrs.

6-over

57. Interested in student 0-5 yrs. 
council 6-over

22 9 
11 24

df=2 X2=
29 6
23 16

df=l X2=

4 0
4 0

14.827
0 0 
0 0

3.957

5
2

df=2 X

14 16 
29. 8 
2 8.995

0
0

0 11 10 13 
0 13 21 4

df=2 X2=8.639
28 6 
21 18

0
0

0
0

df=l X =5.459
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Table 14 (Continued)

Groups Actual Ideal

Critical values:
df I = 3.841 
df 2 = 5.991

Hypothesis 3. There was no significant difference among 
building principals who were also student council advisers that are 
grouped by their years of experience as to their perceptions of:

a. The actual role of the student council in Montana high

schools.
b. The ideal role of the student council in Montana high

schools.

Item 42:'(Actual) - Under the actual category 83.6 percent 

of the principals/sca with 0-5 years of experience responded four 

(never) while only 57 percent of those with six years and over 

responded under the same category.
Item 58: (Actual) - Under the actual category 78 percent of

the principals/sca with 0-5 years of experience responded three 
(seldom) or four (never) as compared to 52 percent of those with six 

years and over.



77

Cell Frequencies for Significant Items of Hypothesis Number 3 
for Responding Building Principals/sea

Table 15 .

Groups Actual Ideal

Your student council participates in:
1 2  3 4

42. Teacher evaluation 0-5 yrs. 0 3 5 41
6-over 0 I 10 15

df=2 X2=8.482
A student is likely to run for an office;
58. List on scholarship 0-5 yrs. 0 10 27 10

application 6-over 0 12 12 I
df=2 X2=?.271

Critical values: 
df 2 = 5.991

Hypothesis 4. There was no significant difference among 

student council advisers that were grouped by their years of experience 

as to their perceptions of;
a. The actual role of the student council in Montana high

schools.
b. The ideal role of the student council in Montana high 

As indicated in Table 16, Hypothesis 4.under the.actual

schools.
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category was rejected for items 5, 11, 14, and 20; and under the 
ideal category items 37. and 54.

Item 11: (Actual) - The mode response for both groups was
two (usually). Fifty-four percent of those with 0-5 years of experi­
ence and 69 percent of those with six years and over responded in the 
mode. Thirty-five percent of those with 0-5 years of experience 

responded three (seldom) as compared to only 8 percent of those with 

six years and over.
Item 14: (Actual) - Under the actual category 88 percent of

the advisers with 0-5 years of experience responded either three 
(seldom) or four (never) as compared to only 47 percent of those with 
six years and over. Only 9 percent of the advisers with 0-5 years of 
experience responded one (always) as compared to 13 percent of those 
with six years and over.

Item 20: (Actual) - Under the actual category the mode

response for both groups was two (usually). Twenty-one percent of the 

advisers with 0-5 years of experience responded one (always) as com­

pared to only 8 percent of those with six years and over.
Item 37: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 35.7 percent of

the advisers with 6-5 years of experience responded one (always) as 
compared to 60 percent of those with six years and over. Thirty 
percent of the advisers with 0-5 years.of experience responded three 

(seldom) as compared to only 4 percent of those with six years and over.

s
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Item 54: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 73 percent of

those with 0-5 years of experience responded either three (seldom) or 

four (never) as compared to 60 percent of those with six years and over.

Table 16
Cell Frequencies for Significant Items of Hypothesis 

Number 4 for Responding Advisers

Groups Actual Ideal

Your student council has: 1 2  3 4
11. Clearly defined areas 

of responsibility
0-5 years 
6-over

14. A program to explain 
its objectives

0-5 years 
6-over

df=2

df=3

4 23 15 0
5 16 2 0
X2=6.292
3 4 21 15
3 9 5 6
X2=IO.532

1 2  3 4

Your student council members:
20. Cooperate with the 

faculty for school 
improvement

0-5 years 
6-over

9 24 9 0
2 21 0 0

df=2 X2=S.857
Your student council participates in:
37. Chartering and 0-5 years 15 14 13 0

coordinating clubs 6-over 14 8 I 0
df=2 X2=7,000
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Table 16 (Continued)

Groups Actual Ideal

A student is likely to run for office:
1 2  3 4 1 2  3 4

54. To be known in school 0-5 yrs. 0 11 26 5

Critical values: 
df 2 - 5.991

6-over 0 7 5 9
df=2 X2=6.269

Hypothesis 5. There was no significant difference among 
building principals, building principals who are also student council 

advisers, student council advisers and student council presidents that 
are grouped by the number, of students in their student council as 

to their perception of:
a. The actual role of the student council in Montana high

schools.
b. The ideal role of the student council in Montana high

schools.
Significant differences among the four groups have been 

reported in Table 17. They differed in perception of the actual role 
on twenty items and on percpetion of the ideal role on eleven items.
On ten items they differed in perception of both the actual and ideal
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role. Hypothesis 5 was rejected for the following items:

Item 7: (Actual and Ideal) - Under the actual category 80.8
percent of those responding in the 0-10 group, 75.3. percent of those 
in the 11-20 group and 89.4 percent of those in the twenty-one and 
over group responded one (always) or two (usually). Under the ideal 

category the mode response for all three groups was one (always).
Item 9: (Actual) - Under the actual category 53 percent of

those responding in the 0-10 group, 20.3 percent of those in the 
11-20 group and 43.5 percent of those in the twenty-one and over 
group responded one (always).

Item 12: (Actual and Ideal) - Under the actual category the

mode response for all three groups was two (usually). Twenty-one 

percent of those in the 0-10 group and 34.6 percent of those in the 
11-20 group responded t,hree (seldom) or four (never) as compared to 

only 7 percent of those in the twenty-one and over group. Under the 
ideal category 70.2 percent of those in the 0-10 group, 64.8 percent 

in the 11-20 group and 81 percent of those in the twenty-one and over 
group responded one (always).

Item 15: (Actual) - Under the actual category 25.5 percent of

those in the 0-10 group and 33.9 percent of those in the 11-20 group 

responded one (always) as compared to 77.6 percent of. those in the 
twenty-one and over group. Twenty-five percent of the 0-10 group 

responded three (seldom) or four (never) as compared to only 15.4
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percent of those in the 11-20 group and 2.3 percent for those in the 
twenty-one and over group.

Item 16: (Actual) - Under the actual category the mode
response for the 0-10 group and the 11-20 group was four (never).
The mode response for the twenty-one and over group was three (seldom). 

Only 15.9 percent of those in the 0-10 group responded one (always) as 
compared to 20.9 percent for those in the 11-20 group and 38.8 percent 
for those in the twenty-one and over group.

Item 21: (Actual) - Under the actual category 34 percent, of
those in the 0-10 group responded one (always) as compared to only 

25.9 percent for those in the 11-20 group and 17.6 percent for those 
in the twenty-one and over group. The mode response for all three 

groups was two (usually).
Item 25: (Actual) - Under the actual category 54.2 percent of

the 0-10 group, 49.3 percent of the 11-20 group and 36.4 percent of 
the twenty-one and over group responded three (seldom).or four (never). 

The mode response for all three groups was two (usually).
Item 27: (Actual) - Under the actual category, 31.9 percent

of those in the 0-10 group and 37.6 percent of those in the 11-20 
group responded three (seldom) or four (never) as compared to only 

18.8 percent of those in the twenty-one and over group. The mode 

response for all three groups was two (usually).
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Item 28; (Actual and Ideal) - Under the actual category the 
mode response for those in the 0-10 group was one (always), for the 
11-20 group three (seldom) and for the twenty-one and over group four 
(never). Under the ideal category the mode response for the 0-10 group 
was one (always). The mode response for the 11-20 group was three 

(seldom) and the twenty-one and over group had a bimodal response of 
three (seldom) and four (never). .

Item 29: (Actual and Ideal) - Under the actual category the
mode response for those in the 0-10 group was two (usually). The 
mode response for the 11-20 group and the twenty-one and over group 
was three (seldom). Under the ideal category the mode response for 
the 0-10 group was two (usually). The 11-20 group and the twenty-one 

and over group had a mode response of three (seldom).
Item 30: (Actual and Ideal) - Under the actual category the

mode response for all three groups was four (never). Under the ideal 

category the mode response for the 0-10 and the 11-20 group was four 

(never). The mode response for the twenty-one and over group was 

three (seldom).
Item 32; (Actual and Ideal) - Under the actual category 61.7 

percent of those in the 0-10 group responded four (never) as compared 

to 72.2 percent for those in the 11-20 group and 80 percent for those 

in the twenty-one and over group. The mode response for all three 

groups was four (never). Under the ideal category the mode response
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for the 0-10 groups was two (usually) and for the 11-20 group it was 
three (seldom). The twenty-one and over group had a bimodal 
response of three (seldom) and four (never).

Item 37: (Actual) - Under the actual category 50 percent of
those in the 0-10 group and 50 percent of those in the 11-20 group 
responded four (never) as compared to only 28.3 percent for those in 
the twenty-one and over group.

Item 44: (Actual) - Under the actual category 27.6 percent
of the 0-10 group and 23.4 percent of the 11-20 group responded one 
(always) or two (usually) as compared to 45.8 percent of those in the 
twenty-one and over group.

Item 46: (Actual and Ideal) - The mode response for all three

groups under the actual category was four (never). A higher percent­
age of those in the 11-20 group responded four (never) than did the 
other groups. Under the ideal category all groups had a high 

percentage of responses under one (always) or two (usually). Sixty-five 

percent of those in the 0-10 group, 56.7 percent of those in the 11-20 

group and 67 percent of those in the twenty-one and over group respond­
ed one (always) or two (usually).

Item 49: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category the mode response
for all three groups was one (always).

Item 50: (Actual) - Under the actual category a higher

percentage of responses were one (always) for both the 0-10 and the
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11-20 group was compared to the twenty-one and over group. Twenty 
percent of the 0-10 group and 19 percent of the 11-20 group responded 

one (always) as compared to only 3 percent of those in the twenty-one 
and over group.

Item 53: (Actual) - Under the actual category a higher
percentage of the responses for the 0-10 and 11-20 group were three 
(seldom) as compared to those in the twenty-one and over group.

Fifty-two percent of those in the 0-10 group and 38.2 percent of those 
in the 11-20 group responded three (seldom) as compared to 27.1 percent 
for those in the twenty-one and over group.

Item 57: (Actual and Ideal) - The mode response for all three

groups was two (usually). Seventy-nine percent of those in the 0-10

group, 82 percent of those in the 11-20 group and 96.4 percent of those
in the twenty-one and over groups responded one (always) or two 
(usually). Under the ideal category 64.8 percent of those in the 0-10

group, 73.4 percent of those in the 11-20 group and 83.5 percent of
those in the twenty-one and over group responded one (always).

Item 58: (Actual and Ideal) - Under the actual category the
mode response for all three groups was three (seldom). Fifty-eight 

percent of those in the 0-10 group, 76.5 percent of those in the 11-20 

group and 64.7 percent of those in the twenty-one. and over group 

responded either three (seldom) or four (never), Under the ideal 

category the mode response for those in the 0-10 group was two (usually)
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for those in the 11-20 group and the twenty-one and over group it was
three (seldom),
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Table 17

Cell Frequencies for Significant Items of Hypothesis Number 5

Groups Actual . Ideal
' 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4 ■

Your student council has: \
7. Regularly scheduled 0-10 36 40 15 5 69 25 0 0

meetings 11-20 52 70 25 8 105 57 0 0
21-over 57 19 7 2 70 15. 0 0

df=6 X^=26.933 df=2 X =8.642
9. A training program 0-10 2 13 31.50

for its leaders 11-20 8 24 54 79
21-over 10 27 30 18

df=6 X2=30.983
12. Channels for referring 0-10 31 43 15 5 66 25 0 0

projects or problems 11-20 45 74 32 8 105 51 0. 0
2i-ov.er 33 45 6 0 69 15 0 0

df=6. X =13.002 df=2 X =6.017
15..Committees to handle 0-10 25 44 20 4

activities 11-20 • 55 75 21 4
21-over 66 34 I I

df=6 X2=20.919
.16. Orientation program 0-10 6 9 30 49

for new members 11-20 . 8 26 56 74
21-over 11 22 28 24

df=6 X2=IS.807
Your student council members:
21. Seek opinion of 0-10 32 49 14 0

student body 11-20 42 86 37 0
21-over 15 58 11 0

df=4 X2=U. 133
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Table 17 (Continued)

Groups Actual Ideal
I 2 3 4 1 2 3 4

Your student council contributes:
25. Teaching citizenship 0-10

11-20 
21-over

Critical values:
df 2 = 5.991 :
df 4 = 9.488
df 6 = 12.592 .

Your student council contributes:
27. Better human relations 0-10 : 13 52 25 5

11-20 19 84 56 5
21-over 8 61 13 3

df=6 X2=13.107

3 40 38 13 
.13 71 54 26 
2 52 25 6

df=6 X2=13.865

Your school veto power is used by:
28. Superintendent 0-10

11-20
21-over

29. Principal 0-10
. , . 11-20

21-over

30. Assistant Principal 0-10
11-20
21-over

44 16 23 7 30 23 22 13
48 30 65 15 32 36 72 14
17 2 26 35. 11 9 30 30

df=6 X2=65,616 df=6 X2= 44.724
.22 27,16 22 18 32 8 17
38 39 49 23 25 41 59 21

' 30 13 42. 0 24 17 43 I .
df=6 X2=39.215 df=6 X2= 31.014
: . 7 5.7 45 6 11 14 32

3 9 20 71 6 13 22 62
6 15 24 28 6 13 29.26

df=6 X2=26.654 df=6 X2=12.899
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Table 17 (Continued)

Groups Actual Ideal
1 2  3 4 1 2  3 4

32. Student council 0-10 6 23 28 30 13 29 25 18
president 11-20 5 23 47 70 13 37 61 34

21-over 4 7 32 36 6 13 30 30
df=6 X2=12.674 df=6 X2=IS.478

35. Teachers 0-10 0 13 22 47 0 16 21 42
11-20 0 7 41 89 0 13 45 79
21-over 0 4 15 59 0 5 14 59

' Il4-1 X2=12.711 df=4 X2=IS.298
Your student council participates in:
37. Chartering and 0-10 19 29 22 25

coordinating, clubs 11-20 40 43 50 31
21-over 33 27 16 8

df=6 X2=. 17.576
Critical values:
df 4 = 9.488
df 6 = 12.592

Your student council participates in:
44. Selection of 

assemblies
0-10
11-20
21-over

5 21 19 50 
10 28 49 75 
12 27 33 12 

df=6 X =36.085
46. Budgeting of 

activity money
0-10
11-20
21-over

df=6

18 21 17 39 
17 27 40 81 
24 13 22 26
X2=IS.384

25 37 19 11 
33.59 31 37 
33 24 17 11

df=6 X2=14.292
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Table 17 (Continued)

Groups •Actual Ideal
I 2 3 4 ■ I 2 3 4

Your entire student body:
49. Clearly understands thei 0-10 67 27 0 0

purpose of a student 11-20 134 27 0 0
council 21-over 75 10 0 0

df=2 X =9.245
50. Presents ideas to 0-10 19 38 37 0

the student council 11-20 31 77 55 0
21-over 3 51 29 0

df=4 X =14..845
A student is likely to run for an office:
53. Initiate change. 0-10 10 33 49 0

11-20 17 82 62 0
21-over 9 53 23 0

df=4 X =14,.084
57. Interested in 0-10 20 55 17 0 61 30 0 0

student council 11-20 34 99 27 0 119 40 0 0
21-over 20 62 2 0 71 13 0 0

df=4 X =12..309 df=2 X =7.170
58. List on scholarship 0-10 10 24 40 15 15 31 22 20

application 11-20 2 36 87 34 11 32 60 54
21-over 3 26 45 10 7 9 36 32

df=6 X =18.271 df=6 X =25.975
Critical values:

df 2 
df 4 
df 6

5.991
9.488
12.592
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Hypothesis 6. There was no significant difference between 

building principals of schools that are members of the Montana . 
Association of Student Councils and non-members in their perception 
of:

a. The actual role of the student council in Montana high
schools.

b. The ideal role of the student council in Montana high
schools.

Significant difference between the groups are reported in 
Table 18. Under the actual category Hypothesis 6 was rejected for 
items 16 and 45; and under the ideal category items 3, 34, 41 and 45, 

Item 3: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 31.7 percent of
the members responded one (always) as compared to 51.6 percent of the 
non-members.

Item 16: (Actual) - Under the actual category 63,4 percent

of MASC members responded three (seldom) or four (never) as compared 

to 63.3 percent for non-members.

Item 34: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 93.1 percent of
the MASC members responded three (seldom) or four (never) as compared 
to 66.6 percent for non-members.

Item 41: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 65.5 percent of

the members responded four (never) as compared to 53 percent of the

non-members.
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Item 45: (Actual and Ideal) - Under the actual category 60
percent of the members responded one (always) or two (usually) as 

compared to 72.4 percent of the non-members. Under the ideal category 
74.3 percent of the members responded one (always) or two (usually) 
as compared to 86.2 percent of the non-members.
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Cell Frequencies for Significant Items of Hypothesis Number 6 
for Responding Building Principals

Table 18

Groups Actual Ideal

• I 2 3 4 I 2 3 4
Your student council is:
3. Part of the total Member 13 24 0 4

educational program Non-member 16 8 1 6
df=3 X2=8.485

Your student council has: '
16. An orientation Member 0 15 17 9

program for members Non-member . 0 11 10 9
df=2 X =7.438

Your school veto power is used by:
34. Activities director Member 0 2 8 19

Non-member 0 7 7 7

CMIrP X2=7.289
Your student council participates in:
41. Faculty meetings Member 0 2 8 19

Non-member 0 8 6 16

CMi X2=9.628 .
45. Fund raising Member "5 20 16 0 4 25 10 0

.. Non-member. .11 10 9 0 14 11 4 0
• 2df=2 X =5.982

• CMI-Cl 2X =12.368
Critical values:
df 2 = 5.991 
df 3 = 7.815
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Hypothesis 7. There was no significant difference between 
building principals who are also student council advisers of schools 
that are members of the Montana Association of Student Councils and 
non-members in their perception of:

a. The actual role of the student council in Montana high
schools.

b. The ideal role of the student council in Montana high
schools.

Table 19 presents the cell values for each of the significant
items.

Hypothesis 7 under the actual category was rejected for items 

9 and 55; and under the ideal category item 58.
Item 9: (Actual) - Under the actual category 31.5 percent of

the members responded one (always) or two (usually) as compared to 

8.3 percent of the non-members. Of the members 28.9 percent responded 
four (never) as compared to 61.1 percent for non-members.

Item 55: (Actual) - Under the actual category 43.2 percent

of the members responded one (always) or two (usually) as compared to 

31.2 percent of the non-members.
Item 58: (Ideal) - Under the actual category only 5.5 percent

of the members responded one (always) as compared to 23.6 percent of
the non-members.
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Table 19

Cell Frequencies for Significant Items of Hypothesis Number 
for Responding Building Principals/SCA

7

Groups Actual Ideal
1 2  3 4 I 2 3 4

Your student council has:
9. A training program Members 5 7 15 11

for its leaders. Non-members I 2 11 22
df=3 X =9.679

A student is likely to run for office:
55. It would be fun Members 3 13 5 16

Non-members 3 7 16 7
df=3 X =10.890

58. List on scholarship Members 2 7 11 17
application Non-members 9 9 10 5

df=3 X2=Il.105

Critical values:. 
df 3 = 7.815

Hypothesis 8. There was no significant difference between 
student council advisers of schools that were members of the Montana 
Association of Student Councils and non-members in their perceptions 

of:
a. The actual role of the student council in Montana high

schools,
b, The ideal role of the student council in Montana high
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schools.

Table 20 presents the cell values for each of the significant
items.

Hypothesis 8 was rejected for the following items:
Item 8: (Actual) - Under the actual category 42.5 percent of

the members responded one (always) as compared to only 12 percent 
of the non-members.

Item 9: (Actual) - Under the actual category only 32.5 percent

of the members responded four (never) as compared to 64 percent of 
the non-members.

Item 10: (Actual) - Under the actual category 70 percent of
the members responded three (seldom) as compared to 88 percent of the 
non-members.

Item 12: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 100 percent of the
members responded one (always) as compared to only 64 percent of the 
non-members.

Item 13: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 87.1 percent of

the members responded one (always) as compared to 54.1 percent of the 
non-members.

Item 20: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 81.5 percent of

the members responded one (always) as compared to only 48.1 percent of 
the non-members.

Item 26: (Actual and Ideal) - Under the actual category none
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of the participants responded one (always) and only 65 percent of the 
members responded two (usually) as compared to 60 percent of the non­
members. Under the ideal category 73.6 percent of the members 
responded one (always) as compared to 44 percent of the non-members.

Item 27: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 87.5 percent of
the members responded one (always) as compared to only 52 percent of 
the non-members.

Item 28: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 72.5 percent of
the members responded three (seldom) or four (never) as compared to 
32 percent of the non-members.

Item 37: (Actual) - Under the actual category 65 percent of

the members responded one (always) or two (usually) as compared to 

40 percent of the non-members.
Item 46: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 72.5 percent of

the members responded one (always) or two (usually) as compared to 
40 percent of the non-members.
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Table 20

Cell Frequencies for Significant Items of Hypothesis Number 8
for.Responding Advisers

Groups Actual Ideal

1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
Your student council has:
8. An agenda for all Members 17 13 10 0

meetings Non-members 3 11 9 2
df=3 X =  9.939

9. A training program Members 0 14 13 13
for its leaders Non-members 0 5 4 16

df=2 X =6.207
10. A plan for evaluating Members 0 11. 16 12

its work Non-members 0 3 5 17
df=2 X =8.541

12. Channels for referring Members 40 0 0 0
projects or problems Non-members 16 9 0 0

df=l X2=131.832
13. Written objectives Members 34 5 0 0

for school year Non-members 13 11 0 0
df=l X2=6. 892

Your student council members:
20. Cooperate with Members 31 8 0 0

faculty for Non-members 13 14 0 0
school improvement df=l X2=S.711

Your student council contributes to:
26. Teaching Members 0 26 11 I 28 11 0 0

responsibility Non-members 0 15 4 6 11 14 0 0
<if=2 X =7.422 df=l X2=3. 845

27. Better human Members 35 5 0 0
relations Non-members 13 12 0 0

df=l X2=IO.038
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Table 20 (Continued)

Groups Actual Ideal

Your school veto power is used by:
1 2  3 4 I 2 3 4

28. Superintendent Members
Non-members

7 3 
7 9

20
6

9
2

Critical values:
df I = 3.841 
df 2 = 5.991 
df 3 = 7.815

Yoiir student council participates in:
37. Chartering and

-coordinating clubs

46. Budgeting of 
activity money

Critical values:

Members
Non-members

14 12 
5 5 
,2df=3 X =10.104

Members
Non-members

df=3 X =12.107

5 9 
3 12

9 20 
6 4 

2
4
6

df=3 X =8.930

df 3 = 7.815

Hypothesis 9. There was no significant difference between 

student council presidents of schools that are members of the Montana 

Association of Student Councils and non-members in their perception of:

a. The actual role of the student council in Montana.high

schools.
b. The ideal role of the student council in Montana high



100
schools.

Table 21 presents the cell values for each of the significant
items.

Hypothesis 9 under the actual category was rejected for items 
9, 16 and 49; and for the ideal category items I, 8, 38 and 41.

Item I: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 71.4 percent of
the members responded three (seldom) or four (never) as compared to 
62.5 percent of the non-members. None of the members responded one 
(always) as compared to only I percent of the non-members.

Item 8: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 34.6 percent of
the members responded one (always) as compared to 35.5 percent of the 
non-members.

Item 9: (Actual) - Under the actual category 23 percent of the
members indicated two (usually) as compared to only I percent of the 
non-members.

Item 16: (Actual)!- Under the actual category 24.3 percent

of the members responded one (always) as compared to only 6.6 percent 
of the non-members.

Item 38: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 50 percent of the

members responded one (always) as compared to 37.7 percent of the 
non-members.

Item 41: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 58.9 percent of.

the members responded either one (always) or two (usually) as compared
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to 61.7 percent of the non-members.

Table 21

Cell Frequencies for Significant Items of Hypothesis. Number 9 
for Responding Student Council Presidents

Groups Actual Ideal

Your student council is: 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
I. A pupil centered 

organization
Members
Non-members

0
4

df=3

16 21 19 
11 20 5
X2=IO.748

Your student council has:
8. An agenda for all Members

meetings Non-members
27 48 3 0
16 21 8 0 

df=2 X =7.325
9. A training program 

for its leaders

16. An Orientation
program for members

Members 0 18 28 35
Non-members 0 4 10 33

df=2 X2=9.105
Members 7 12 24 38
Non-members 2 I 12 32

df=3 X2=S.143
Your student council participates in:
38. Developing school 

policy
Members
Non-members

39 40 I 0 
17 24 6 0

df=2 X2=S.192 .
41. Faculty meetings Members

Non-members

Your entire student body:

13 33 14 19 
3 14 18 12

df=3 X2=S.428

49. Clearly understands 
the purpose of 
student council

Members
Non-members

df=2

4 33 44 0
8 21 18 0
.X2=6.317
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Table 21 (Continued)

Groups Actual Ideal
1 2  3 4 1 2  3 4

Critical values:
df 2 = 5.991 
df 3 = 7.815

Hypothesis 10. There was no significant difference between 
building principals of schools that are members of the National 
Association of Student Councils and non-members in their perception of:

a. The actual role of the student council in Montana high

schools.

b. The ideal role of the student council in Montana high

schools.
Significant differences between the two groups have been 

reported in Table 22. They differed in perception of the actual role 

of the student council on seven items and on perception of ideal role 

on six items. Hypothesis 10 was rejected for the following items:

Item I: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 62.5 percent of
the members responded one (always) as, compared to 33.9 percent of the 

non-members.
Item 3: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 93.7 percent of
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the members responded one (always) as compared to 60.3 percent of 
the non-members.

Item 7: (Actual) - Under the actual category 82.3 percent of
the members responded one (always) as compared to 35.8 percent of 
the non-members.

Item 8; (Actual) - Under the actual category 94.1 percent of 
the members responded either one (always) or two (usually) as compared 
to 62.2 percent of the non-members.

Item 9: (Actual) - Under the actual category 58.8 percent of
the members responded two (usually) as compared to 30.1 percent of 
the non-members.

Item 15: (Actual) - Under the actual category 100 percent of
the members responded either one (always) or two (usually) as 

compared to 79.2 percent of the non-members.

Item 33: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 46.1 percent of

the members responded either one (always) or two (usually) as compared 

to-27.2 percent of the non-members.

Item 36: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 53.3 percent of
the members responded one (always) as compared to 19.2 percent of the 
non-members.

Item 42: (Actual) - Under the actual category 88.2 percent of

the members responded either three (seldom) or four (never) as compared 

to 92.7 percent of the non-members.
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Item 52: (Actual) - Under the actual category 76.4 percent of
the members responded one (always) as compared to 80 percent of the 
non-members.

Item 53: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 81.2 percent of
the members responded either one (always) of two (usually) as compared 
to 71.1 percent of the non-members.

Item 54: (Actual) - Under the actual category 35.2 percent of
the members responded two (usually) as compared to 66 percent of the 
non-members.

Item 58: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 81.2 percent of

the members responded either three (seldom) or four (never) as 
compared to 62.2 percent for the non-members.
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Cell Frequencies for Significant Items for Hypothesis Number 10 
for Responding Building Principals

Table 22.

Groups Actual Ideal

1 2  3 4 I 2 3 4
Your student council is:
I. A pupil centered Members 10 6 0 0

organization Non-Members 18 35 0 0
df=l X2=4.263

3. Part of the Members 15 1 0  0
educational program Non-members 31 22 0 0

df=l X2=S.380
Your student council has:
7. Regularly scheduled Members 14 3 0 0

meetings Non-members 19 28 8 0
df=2 X =12.285

8. An agenda for all Members 6 10 . I 0
meetings Non-members 12 21 20 0

df=2 X2=6.226
9. A training program Members 0 10 6 I

for its leaders Non-members 0 16 25 14
df=2 X2=6.353

Critical values:
df I = 3.841 
df 2 = 5.991

Your student council has:
• 15. Committees to handle Members 8 8 0 0

activities Non-members 13 29 12 0
df=2 X2=6.353
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Table 22 (Continued)

Groups Actual Ideal

Your school veto power
I 2

is used by:
3 4 I 2 3 4

33. Student body Members I 5 0 7
Non-members 6 6 17 15

df=3 X2=9.530
Your student council participates in:
36. Administration of Members 8 4 3 0

extra-curricular Non-members 10 27 15 0
activities ?df=2 X =6.983

42. Teacher evaluation Members 0 2 4 11
Non-members 0 4 10 41

df=2 X2=6 .795
52. Is eligible for Members 13 2 0 2

membership Non-members 44 9 2 0
df=3 X2=7.:288

A student is likely to run for an office:
53. To initiate change Member s 4 9 3 0

Non-members 2 35 15 0
df=2 X2=6.888

Critical values:
df I = 3.841
df 2 = 5.991
df 3 = 7.815

A student is likely to run for an office:
54. To be known in Members 0 6 11 0

school Non-members 0 35 18 0
df=l X2-3. 826

58. List on scholarship Members I 2 3 10
application Non-members 5 12 21 12

df=3 X2=S.135
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Hypothesis 11. There was no significant difference between 

building principals who were also student council advisers of schools 
that are members of the National Association of Student Councils and 
non-members in their perception of:

a. The actual role of the student council in Montana high
schools.

b. The ideal role of student councils in Montana high
schools.

Table 23 presents the cell values for each of the significant
items.

Hypothesis 11 under the actual category was rejected for items 
I, 19, and 50; and for the ideal category items 22, 30, 32, 41 and 42.

Item I: (Actual) - Under the actual category 54.5 percent of
the members responded one (always) as compared to only 14 percent of 
the non-members.

Item 19: (Actual) - Under the actual category 90.9 percent of

the members responded either one (always) or two (usually) as compared 

to 79.3 percent of the non-members.
Item 22; (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 81.8 percent of 

the members responded one (always) as compared to 41.2 percent of 

the non-members.

Item 30: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 55.5 percent of

the members responded either one (always) or two (usually) as compared
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to only 9.5 percent of the non-members.

Item 32: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 55,5 percent of
the members responded two (usually) as compared to only 14.2 percent 
of the non-members.

Item 41: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 44.4 percent of
the members responded bow (usually) as compared to 6.3 percent of the 
non-members.

Item 42: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 66.6 percent of
the members responded two (usually) as compared to 22.2 percent of 
the non-members.

Item 50: (Actual) - Under the actual category 90.9 percent
of the members responded two (usually) as compared to 44.4 percent
of the non-members.
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Cell Frequencies for Significant Items of Hypothesis Number 11 
for Responding Building Principals/sca

Table 23

Groups Actual Ideal.

Your student council is:
1 2  3 4 1 2  3.4

I. A pupil centered Members 6.5 0 0
organization Non-members 9 55 0 0

2df=l X =7.250
Your student council members:
19. Understand and accept Members 4 6 I 0

their responsibility . ■ Non-members 6 44 13 0
df=2 X2=6.019

22. Determine what the Members . 9 2 0.0
student council does Non-members., 26 37 0 0

df=l XZ=4.657
Your school veto power is used by:
30. Assistant principal Members . 2 3 3 1

■Non-members 4 2 7 19.
. df=3 X2=7.279

32. Student council Member's. .
president Non-members 0 5 4 1

0 9 19 27
df=2 X2=7.517

Your student council participates in:.
41. Faculty meetings , Members ■ 0 4 3 .4

. Non-members 0 4. 21 38•
df=2 X2=S.856

42. Teacher evaluation Members
Non-members 0 6 .0 5

0 14 21 28O
df=2 X =7.289
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Table 23 (Continued)

Groups Actual Ideal

1 2  3 4
Your entire study body:
50. Presents ideas to ■ Members 0 10 I 0

student council Non-members 12 28 23 0
df=2 X2=S.203

Critical values:
df I =' 3.841 
df 2 = 5.991 
df 3 = 7.815

1 2  3 4

Hypothesis 12. There was no significant difference between 

student council advisers of schools that were members of the 
National Association of Student Councils and non-members in their 

perception of:
a. The actual role of the student council in Montana high

schools.
b. The ideal role of the student council in Montana high

schools.
Table 24 presents the cell values for each of the significant

items.
Hypothesis 12 under the actual category was rejected for items 

10 and 21; and under the ideal there was no significant difference.
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Item 10: ■ (Actual) - Under the actual category 53.8 percent 
of the members responded three (seldom) or four (never) as compared to 
84.3 percent for the non-members.

Item 21; (Actual) - Under the actual category 38.4 percent of 
the members responded one (always) as compared to only 15.3 percent of 
the non-members.

Table 24
Cell Frequencies for Significant Items of Hypothesis Number 12 

for Responding Student Council Advisers

Groups Actual Ideal

1 2 3 4  1 2 3 4
Your student council has:
10. A plan for evaluating Members 0 6 3 4

its work Non-members 2 6 18 25
df=3 X2=8.276

Your student council members:
21. Seek the opinions of Members 5 3 5 0

student body Non-members 8 35 9 0
df=2 X2=S.410

Critical values:
df 2 = 5.991 
df 3 = 7.815
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Hypothesis 13. There was no significant difference between 

student council presidents of schools that were members of the 
National Association of Student Councils and non-members in their 
perception of:

a. The actual role of the student council in Montana high
schools.

b. The ideal role of the student council in Montana high
schools.

Table 25 presents the cell values for each of the significant
items.

Hypothesis 13 under the actual category was rejected for 

items 9, 16, 26, and 55; and for the ideal category items 7, 30 and 55.
Item 7: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 58.6 percent of

the members responded one (always) as compared to 66 percent of the 

non-members.

Item 9: (Actual) - Under the actual category 38.8 percent of

the members responded one (always) as compared to only 11.6 percent 
of the non-members. .

Item 16: (Actual) - Under the actual category 38.8 percent of
the members responded either one (always) or two (usually) as compared 

to only 14.5 percent of the non-members.

Item 26: (Actual) - Under the actual category 33.3 percent of 
the members responded one (always) as compared to only 12.6 percent of



the non-members.

Item 30: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 50 percent of
the members responded three (seldom) or four (never) as compared to 
70.8 percent for the non-members.

Item 55: (Actual and Ideal). - Under the actual category 88.8
percent of the members responded either one (always) or two (usually 
as compared to 50.9 percent for the non-members. Under the ideal 
category 70.5 percent of' the members responded either one (always) or 

two (usually) as compared to only 39.2 percent, of the non-members.
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Cell Frequencies for Significant Items of Hypothesis Number 13 . 
for Responding Student Council Presidents

Table 25

Groups Actual Ideal
1 2  3 4 I 2 3 4

Your student council has:
7. Regularly scheduled Members 10 6 I 0

meetings Non-members 68 32 3 0
df=2 X =6.709

9. A training program Members 0 7 5 6
for its leaders Non-members 0 12 30 61

df=2, X2=9.104
16. An orientation Members 4 3 2 9

program for Non-members 5 10 29 59
its members df=3I X2=S.786

Your student council contributes to:
26. Teaching Members 6 7 2 3

responsibility Non-members 13 47 38 5
df=3 X2=IO.656

Your school veto power is used by:
30. Assistant principal Members 0 7 3 6

Non-members 0 12 30 43 .
df=2 XJ

ND Il OO CO CO

A student is likely to run for an office:
55. It would be fun Members 2 14 I I 2 10 0 5

Non-members 10 42 41 9 16 24 29 33
df=3 X2=9.859 df=3 9X =11 .373

Critical values:
df I = 3.841 
df 2 = 5.991 
df 3 = 7.815
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Hypothesis 14. There was no significant difference among 

building principals, building principals who are also student council 
advisers, student council advisers and student council presidents 
that are grouped by their size of school as to their perception of:

a- The actual role of the student council in Montana high
schools.

b. The ideal role of the student council in Montana high
schools.

. Significant differences among the four groups have been 
reported in Table 13. They differed in perception of the actual role 
of the student council on twenty-two of the items and on perception of 

the ideal role on eleven. On eight items they differed in perception 
of both actual and ideal. Hypothesis 14 was rejected for the 
following items:

Item 3: (Actual) - Under the actual category the mode response

for the 9-125 group responded three (seldom). The 126-300 and the 301 
and over group had a mode response of two (usually). Forty-five percent 
of the 0-125 group responded three (seldom) as compared to 30.7 percent 

for the 126-300 group and 26 percent for the 301 and over group.

Thirty-two percent of the 0-125 group responded two (usually) as 
compared to 43.8 percent for the 126-300 group and 48.9 percent for the 
301 and over group.

Item 7: (Actual) - Under the actual category the mode response
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for the 0-125 and the 126-300 groups was two (usually). The 301 and 

over group had a mode response of one (always). Forty-two percent of 
the 0-125 group and 42.1 percent of the 126-300 group responsed two 
(usually) as compared to only 25 percent for the 301 and over group. 
Thirty-four percent of the 0-125 group and 37.7 percent of the 126-300 
group responded one (always) as compared to 67.7 percent of the 301 and 
over group.

Item 8: (Actual) - Under the actual category the mode response
for the 0-125 group and the 126-300 group was two (usually). The 301 ■ 
and over group had a mode response of one (always). Thirty-four, 

percent of the 0-125 group and 48.2 percent of the 126-300 group 
responded two (usually) as compared to 37.5 percent of the 301 and 
over group. Twenty-two percent of the 0-125 group and 25.4 percent 
of the 126-300 group responded one (always) as compared to 39.5 percent 
of the 301 and over group.

Item 9: (Actual) - Under the actual category the mode response

for the 0-125 group and the 126-300 was four (never). The 301 and 

over group had a mode response of two (usually). Fifty-six percent of 
the 0-125 group and 42.1 percent of the 126-300 group responded four 
(never) as compared to 22.9 percent of the 301 and over group. Twelve 

percent of the 0-125 group and 14 percent of the 126-300 group 

responded two (usually) as compared to 32.2 percent of the 301 and oyer
group.
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Item 10: (Actual and Ideal) - Under the actual category the

mode response for the 0-125 group was four (never). The 126-300 and 
301 and over groups had a mode response of three (seldom) . Fifty 

percent of the 0-125 group responded four (never) as compared to 
33.3 percent of the 126-300 group and 26 percent of the 301 and over 
group. Twenty-seven percent of the 0-125 group responded three 

(seldom) as compared to 40.3 percent of the 126-300 group and 43.7 
percent of the 301 and over group. Under the ideal category the 

mode response for the 0-125 group was two (usually). The 126-300 
and the 300 and over group had a mode response of one (always). 
Forty-two percent of the 0-125 group responded two (usually) as 
compared to 37.7 percent of the 126-300 group and 33.3 percent of the 
301 and over group. Thirty-nine percent of the 0-125 group responded 

one (always) as compared to 55.2 percent of the 126-300 group and 61.4 

percent of the 301 and over group.
Item 12: (Actual) - Under the actual category the mode

response, for all three groups was two (usually). Thirty-eight and six 
tenths percent of the 0-125 group as compared to 49.1 percent of the 
126-300 group.and 56.2 percent of the 301 and over group.

Item 13: (Actual) - Under the actual category the mode

response for the 0-125 group was four (never). The mode response for 

the 126-300 and the 301 and over groups was three (seldom). Forty and 
eight-tenths percent of the 0-125 group responded four (never) as
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compared to 24.5 percent of 126-300 group and 15.6 percent of the 301 
and over group. Forty percent of the 0-125 group responded three 

(seldom) as compared to 49.1 percent of the 126-300 group and 48.9 
percent of the 301 and over group.

Item 15: (Actual) - Under the actual category the mode
response for the 0-125 group and the 126-300 group was two (usually).
The 301 and over group had a mode response of one (always). Forty- 
seven and four-tenths percent of the 0-125 group and 46.4 percent of 

the 126-300 group responded two (usually) as compared to 37.5 percent 
of the 301 and over group. Twenty-six and two tenths percent of the 
0-125 group and 35.0 percent of the 126-300 group responded one 

(always) as compared to 52 percent of the 301 and over group.

Item 16: (Actual and Ideal) - Under the actual category the
mode response for both the 0-125 group and the 126-300 group was four 
(never). The mode response for the 301 and over group was three 
(seldom). Fifty-three and two tenths percent of the 0-125 group and 
40.3 percent of the 126-300 group responded four (never) as compared to 

29.1 percent of the 301 and over group. Thirty-one and three tenths . 

percent of the 0-125 group and 35 percent of the 126-300 group 

responded three (seldom) as compared to 33.3 percent of the 301 and over 
group. Under the ideal category the mode response for all three groups 
was one (always). Forty-eight and nine-tenths percent of the 0-125 
group, 53.3 percent of the 126-300 group and 59.3 percent of the 301
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and over groups responded one (always).

Item 19: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category the mode response
for all three groups was one (always), Seventy-five nine-tenths 

percent of the 0-125 group, 82.4 percent of the 126-300 group, and 
88.5 percent of the 301 and over responded one (always).

Item 22: (Actual) - Under the actual category the mode
response for all three groups was two (usually). Fifty-six and two- 
tenths percent of the 0-125 group, '67.5 percent of the 126-300 group 
and 61.4 percent of the 301 and over group responded two (usually). 

Twenty and four-tenths percent of the 0-125 group responded three 
(seldom) as compared to 7.8 percent of the 126-300 group and 9.3 

percent of the 301 and over group.
Item 27: (Actual and Ideal) - Under the actual category the

mode response for all three groups was two (usually). Fifty and 

three-tenths percent of the 0-125 group, 52.6 percent of the 126-300 

group and 70.8 percent of the 301 and over group responded two 

(usually). Under the ideal category the mode response for all three 

groups was one (always). Sixty and five-tenths percent of the 0-125 
group, 71 percent of the 126-300 group and 76 percent of the 301 and 
over group responded one (always).

Item. 28: (Actual and Ideal) - Under the actual category the

mode response was one (always) for the 0-125 group, three (seldom) for. 

the 126-300 group and four.(never) for the 301 and over group.
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Forty-five and two-tenths percent of the 0-125 group responded one 
(always) as compared to 28 percent for the 126-300 group and 16.6 
percent for the 301 and over group. Twenty-eight and four tenths 
percent of the 0-125 group and 34.3 percent of the 301 and over group 
responded three (seldom) as compared to 36.8 percent of the 126-300 
group. Two and one-tenth percent of the 0-125 group and 14 percent 
of the 126-300 group responded four (never) as compared to 39.5 percent 

of the 301 and over group. Under the ideal category the mode response 
for the 0-125 group was one (always). The 126-300 and 301 and over 
group had a mode response of three (seldom). Thirty-one and three- 
tenths percent of the 0-125 group responded one (always) as compared 

to 19.2 percent of the 126-300 group and 9.3 percent of the 300 and 

over group. Twenty-eight and four tenths percent of the 0-125 group 
responded three (seldom) as compared to 42.1 percent of the 126-300 

group and 38.5 percent of the 301 and over group.
Item 29: (Actual and Ideal) - Under the actual category the

mode response for the 0-125 group was four (never). The 126-300 group 
had a trimodal response of one (always), two (usually) and three 
(seldom). The 301 and over group had a mode response of three 

(seldom). Twenty-six and two-tenths percent of the 0-125 group 

responded four (never) as compared to 6.1 percent of the 126-300 group 

and 2 percent of the 301 and over group. Twenty and four-tenths percent 
of the 0-125 group responded three (seldom) as compared to 29.8 percent
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of the 126-300 group and 46.8 percent of the 301 and over group.
Under the ideal category the 0-125 group had a bimodal response of 
two (usually) and three (seldom). The 126-300 and the 301 and over 
group had a response mode of three (seldom). Twenty-four and eight- 
tenths percent of the 0-125 group responded three (seldom) as compared 

to 35.9 percent of the 126-300 group and 46.8 percent of the 301 and 
over group.

Item 30: (Actual) - Under the actual category the mode

response for the 0-125 and the 126-300 groups was four (never). The 
301 and over group had a bimodal response of three (seldom) and four 
(never). Fifty-one percent of the 0-125 group, 39.4 percent of the 

126-300 group and 30.2 percent of the 301 and over group responded 
four (never).

Item 37: (Actual and Ideal) - Under the actual category the
mode response for the 0-125 and the 126-300 groups was two (usually).

The mode response for the 301 and over group was one (always). Thirty- 

one and three-tenths percent of the 0-125 group and 26.3 percent of 
the 126-300 group responded two (usually) a.s compared to 28.1 percent 
of the 301 and over group. Sixteen and seven-tenths percent of the 

0-125 group and 24.5 percent of the 126-300 group responded one (always) 
as compared to 42.7 percent of the 301 and over group. Under the 

ideal category the mode response for the 0-125 group was two (usually). 

The 126-300 and 301 and over groups had a mode response of one (always).
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Forty-five and nine-tenths percent of the 0-125 group responded two

(usually) as compared to 30.7 percent of the 126-300 group and 29.1
percent of the 301 and over group. Thirty-two and one-tenth percent
of the 0-125 group responded one (always) as compared to 42.9 percent
of the 126-300 group and 53.1 percent of the 301 and over group.

Item 39: ■' (Actual and Ideal) — Under the actual category the
mode response for the 0-125 group was four (never). The 126-300 and
301 and over groups had a mode response of three (seldom). Forty-three
and seven-tenths percent of the 0-125 group responded four (never) as

compared to 24.5 percent of the 126-300 and 25 percent of the 301 and
over group. Forty-three percent of the 0-125 group responded three

(seldom) as compared to 50 percent of the 126-300. group, and 57.2
percent of the 301 and over group. Under the ideal category the mode
response for all three groups was two (usually). Forty-five and nine-

tenths percent of the 0-125 group, 51.7 percent of the 126-300 group

and 52 percent of the 301 and over group responded two (usually).

Item 41: (Actual) - Under the.actual category the mode response
for all three groups was four (never). Eighty and two-tenths percent

of the 0-125 group, 76.3 percent of the 126-300 group and 63.5 percent
of the 301 and over group responded four (never).

Team 44: (Actual and Ideal) - Under, the actual category the-------
mode response for the 0-125 and the 126-300 groups was four (never),

The 301 'and'lover group had a mode response of three (seldom). Fifty-
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four and seven-tenths percent of the 0-125 group and 44.7 percent of 
the 126-300 group responded four (never) as compared to only 12.5 
percent of the 301 and over group. Twenty-seven and seven-tenths 
percent of the 0-125 group and 23,6 percent of the 126-300 group 
responded three (seldom) as compared to 37.5 percent of the 301 and 
over group. Under the ideal category the mode response for all three 
groups was two (usually). Fifty-one percent of the 0-125 group,
53.5 percent of the 126-300 group and 57,2 percent of the 301 and over 
group responded two (usually).

Item 45: (Actual) - Under the actual category the mode
response for all three groups was two (usually). Forty-four and 

five tenths percent of the 0-125 group, 43.8 percent of the 126-300 
group and 47.9 percent of the 301 and over group responded two 
(usually) ..

Item 46: (Actual) - The mode response of all three groups

was four (never). Forty-eight and one-tenth percent of the 0-125 

group, 45.6 percent of the 126-300 group and 30.2 percent of the 301 
and over group responded four (never).

■ Item 48: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category the mode response
was one (always). Seventy-four and four-tenths percent of the 0-125 

group, 86.8 percent of the 126-300 group and 86.4 percent of the 301 

and over group responded one (always).

Item 49: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category the mode response
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for all three groups was one (always). Seventy-two and nine-tenths 
percent of the 0-125 group, 80.7 percent of the 126-300 group and 87.5 
percent of the 301 and over group responded one (always).

Item 50: (Actual) - Under the actual category the mode -■
response for all three groups was two (usually). Forty-seven and 
four-tenths percent of the 0-125 group, 41.2 percent of the 126-300 
group and 57.2 percent of the 301 and over group responded two 
(usually).

Item 53: (Actual) - Under the actual category the mode
response for the 0-125 group was three (seldom). The 126-300 and 

301 and over groups had a mode response of two (usually). Forty- 
eight and nine-tenths percent of the 0-125 group responded three ' 

(seldom) as compared to 34.2 percent of the 126-300 group and 29.1 

percent of the 301 and over group. Thirty-eight and six tenths 
percent of the 0-125 group responded two (usually) as compared to 50.8 

percent of the 126-300 group and 60.4 percent of the 301 and over 

group.
Item 54: (Actual) - Under the actual category the mode

response for the 0-125 and 301 and over groups was two (usually). The 
126-300 group had a mode response of three (seldom), Forty-two and 

three-tenths percent of the 0-125 group and 51 percent of the 301 and 
over group responded two (usually) as compared to 34.2 percent of the 

126-300 group. Thirty-five percent of the 0-125 group and 36.4
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percent of the 301 and over group responded three (seldom) as compared 
to 47.3 percent of the 126-300 group.

Item 57: (Actual) - Under the actual category the mode
response for all three groups was two (usually), Fifty-two and five 

tenths percent of the 0-125 group, 67.5 percent of the 126-300 group 
and 70.8 percent of the 301 and over group responded two (usually).

Item 58: (Actual) - Under the actual category the mode
response for all three groups was three (seldom), Forty-four and 
five tenths percent of the. 0-125 group, 57 percent of the 126-300 

group and 48.9 percent of the 301 and oyer group responded three 
(seldom).
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Cell Frequencies for Significant Items of Hypothesis Number 14
Table 26

Groups Actual Ideal

Your student council is:
3. Part of the total 0-125

educational program 126-300
301-over

Your student council has:
7. Regularly scheduled 0-125

meetings 1264300
301-over

8. An agenda for all 0-125
meetings 126-300

301-over

9. A training program 0-125
for its leaders 126-300

301-ovef

10. A plan for evaluating 0-125
. its work 126-3.00

301-over

12. Channels for 0-125
referring projects 126-300
or problems 301-over

I 2 3 4 1 2 3 4

25 45 62 5 
20 50 35 6 
22 47 25 2

df=6 X2=13.027

47 58 25 7
43 48 16 7
65 24 6 I

df=6 X2=30.925
31 47 42 16 
29 55 26 3
38 36 14 .7

df=6 X2=22.457
2 17 40 78 
5 16 45 48
13 31 30 22

df=6 X2=46.195
8 16 38 69 54 58 14 0
5 22 46 38 63 43 5 0
6 21 42 25 59 32 2 0

df=6 X2=IS.894 df=4 X =14. 172
43 53 29 7
34 56 17 6
32 54 . 7 0

df=6 X2=16.231
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- Table 26 (Continued)

Groups Actual Ideal
1 2 3 4 I 2 3 4

.13. Written objectives 0-125 6 20 55 56
126-300 7 21 56 28
301-over 7 27 47 15

df=6 X2=21.130
Critical values: 

df 4 = 9.488
df 6 = 12.592

Your student council has:
15. Committees to handle 0-125 36 65 28 0

activities 126-300 40 53 16 0
301-over . 50 36 10 0

df=4 X2=15.338
16. An orientation 0-125 6 14 43 73 67 45 12 8

program for new 126-300 8 18 40 46 61 42 2 7
members 301-over 11 25 32 28 57 33 . I . 2

. df=6 X2=20.622 df=6 X2=13. 996
Your student council members:
19. Understand and accept 0-125 104 29' 0 0

responsibility 126-300 94 18 0 0
301-over ' 85 9 6 0

df=2 X2=S.997
22. Determines what the 0-125 32 77 28 0

student council 126-300 . 28 77 9 0
does 30I-over 28 59 8 0

df=4 X2=Il.825
Your student council contributes to:
27. Better human relations 0-125 15 69 43 8 83 49 0 0

126-300 15 60 3.6 3 81 32 0 0
301-over 10 68 16 2 73 18 0 0

df=6 X2=I3.290 df=2 X?=6.431
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Table 26 (Continued)

Groups Actual Ideal

Your school veto power is used by:
28. Superintendent 0-125

126-300
301-Over

29. Principal 0-125
126-300
301-over

Critical values:
df 2 = 5.991
df 4 = 9.488
df 6 = 12.592

Your school veto power is used by:
30. Assistant Principal 0-125

126-300
301-over

Your student council participates in:
37. Chartering and 0-125

coordinating clubs ' 126-300
301-over

39. Curriculum 0-125
development 126-300

301-over

41. Faculty meetings 0-125
126-300
301-over

1 2 3 4  1 2  3 4

62 31 39 3 43 37 39 11
32 14 42 16 22 20 .48 14
.16 .3 33 38 . 9 11 37 32

df=6 X2=SO.099 . df=6 X2=47.519
27 27 28 36 18 34 34 28
34 34 34 7 26 34 41 8
29 19 45 2 24 22 45 3
O  O

df=6 X =50.733 df=6 X =30.819

5 6 12 70 
2 :5 10 45 
9 18 29 29

df=6 X2=37.556 .

. 23,43 40 30 44 63 21 4
2830 29.26 49 35 15 12
41 27 19 8 51 28 13 2

df=6 X2=24.496 df=6 X2=21.584
0 17 59 60 . 18 63 34 17
0 28 57 28 25 59 25 5
0 17 55 24 8 50 31 6

df=4 X2=16.798 df=6 X2=IS..126
0 4 20 H O
0 .5 21. 87 
0 6 29 61
2df=4 X =10.668



129
Table 26 (Continued)

Groups Actual . . Ideal

; I 2 3 4 I 2 3 ,4
44. Selection of school 0-125 4 19 38 75 24 70 22 16

assemblies 126-300 8 25 27 51 25 61 14 11
301-over 15 32 36 12 25 55 14 0

2 2df=6 X =51.296 df=6 X =13.575
45. Fund raising 0-125 23 61 40 11

126-300 31 50 25 6
301-over .30 46 12 8

df=6 X^=13.644
46. Budgeting of 0-125 16 25 29 66

activity money 126-300 17 19 26 52
301-over 26 17 24 29

df=6 X =13.475
Critical values:

df 4 = 9.488
df 6 = 12.592

Your entire study body: - - ' '
48, Considers the student 0-125 102 30 0 0

council as its 126-300 99 14 0 0
representative 301-over 83 11 0 0

df=2 0X =6,743
49. Clearly understands 0-125 100 33 0 .0.

the purpose of the 126-300 92 ,21 0 0
student council. 301-over . 84 11 0 0

. . ' df=2 X2=6.314
50. Presents ideas to 0-125 24 65 47 0

the student council 126-300 24 47 41 0
301-over 5 55 33. 0

df=4 X =12.265
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Table 26 (Continued)

Groups Actual Ideal
1 2 3 4 I. 2 3 4

A student is likely to run for an office:
53. To initiate change 0-125

126-300
301-over

10 53 67 0
16 58 39 0
10 58 28 0

df=4 X2=14.806
54. To be known in school ■ 0-125

126-300
301-over

5 58 48 19 
11 39 54 9 
11 49 35 I

df=6 X2=22.340
57. Interested in student 

council
0-125

126-300
301-over

26 72 33 0
23 77 12 0
25 68 .2 0

df=4 X2=26.433
58. List on scholarship 

application
0-125

126-300
301-over

9 26 61 32 
2 28 65 15 
4 32 47 12

df=6 X2=IS.277
Critical values:

df 2 = 5.991 
df 4 = 9.488 
df 6 = 12.592

Summary

Although the various types of comparisons made yielded

significant differences on some of the fifty-nine items, only.three 
kinds of comparisons yielded significant differences on more than tan
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items.' They were: (I) building principals, building principals/sea,
student council advisers and student council presidents, (twenty-three 
in the actual category, twenty-two in the ideal category); (2) size 
of council, 0-10, 11-20, 21 and over (twenty actual, eleven ideal); 
and (3) size of school, 0—125, 126-300, 301 and over (twenty-five 
actual, eleven ideal),

A higher percentage of building principals and building 
principals/sea indicated their student council.was pupil centered and 
a model of democratic government than did student council adviser and 
student council presidents. More student council presidents indicated 
their student council was seldom a part of the total educational 
program than did the other groups. A higher percentage of the student 

council presidents perceived their student council as seeking the 
opinion of the student body than did the other groups. The four 

groups disagreed that their student council determines what it did 
with more students indicating seldom than the other groups. A 

higher percentage of student council presidents indicated that their 

student council did not contribute to the general welfare of their 

school than did the other groups. A high percentage of all four 
groups indicated their student council did not contribute to teaching 

responsibility. The majority of the respondents indicated their 
student council seldom participated in solving discipline problems 

or in budgeting of activity money.
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More of the respondents from schools with larger student 

councils indicated they had training programs for their leaders than 

did the smaller ones. From the responses it appeared that the larger 

student councils handled more business through committees as compared 
to the smaller ones. According to the respondents fewer of the smaller 

student councils had orientation programs as compared to the larger 
student councils. A larger percentage of the respondents from 

schools with smaller student councils indicated that their student 
council did not contribute to better human relations as compared to 
those from schools with larger student councils. From the data it 
appeared that the smaller student councils had more input from the 
student body. The data indicated that the larger student councils 
were better organized, but had less contact with the student body.

Fewer of the small schools considered their student council 
as part of the total educational program. More of the respondents 

from schools 301 and- over indicated their schools had leadership 
training- programs. More of the respondents from schools 0-125 ■ 

indicated their school had no plan for evaluating the work of the 

student council than did those from larger schools,. The data 
seemed to indicate the larger schools did more organization through 
committees than did the smaller schools. More respondents from the

larger schools indicated their school contributed toward better 

human relations than did those from smaller schools. . The data

I
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revealed that veto power was used in most schools, but the size of 
the school determined who used it. More of the respondents from the 
larger school indicated their student council participated in 

chartering and coordinating clubs than did those from the smaller 

schools. The data collected indicated very few student councils 
participated in curriculum development, According to the data 
student councils seldom, if ever, participated in faculty meetings. 
According to the responses, the student councils from larger schools 
may have more input into the selection of school assemblies than 
those from smaller schools. More of the respondents from larger 
schools indicated that students from their school would seek an 

office to initiate change than did those from the smaller schools.
When the groups were compared, as to years of experience and 

whether they were members of the MASC and NASC or non-members the 

data yielded a significant difference on only a few items.



Chapter 5

SUMMARY, FINDINGS, CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS '

A study of relevant literature indicated that the role of. the 
student council was changing and that more study was needed to 
determine the role of student council in student related activities, 
Therefore, this study attempted to investigate the role of student 
councils in Montana high schools. The basic purpose of the study was to 
determine building principals, building principals who were also 
student council advisers, student council advisers and student council 
presidents perception of the role of the student council in Montana 
high schools as it was and what they thought it should be.

An extensive search of the literature was made. The Inv.esti^ 

gator found several lists of goals, but the main function of the 

student council seemed to be to provide learning experiences for 
students. The literature also pointed out that the trend seemed to 
be toward allowing students to have more of a stake in the administra­
tion of the school.

This study was conducted during the 1975-76 academic year.

The population included the building principals, building principals/ 
sea, student council advisers, and the student council presidents of 

all Montana high schools. A questionnaire was developed which consist­

ed of two sections. The first, section dealt.with the demographic data, 

and the second section consisted of items concerning the role of
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the student council.

The questionnaire was mailed to the building principals, 

student council advisers and student council presidents of 183 high 
schools in Montana. The number of building principals/sea was not 
known until after the questionnaire was returned. Five hundred and 
forty-nine questionnaires were mailed out. With the adjustment for 
the building principals/sea the percentage of useable returns was 77 
percent. The returns were coded on IBM code sheets and the data 
analyzed by the computer center at Montana State University.

Chi square was used to test the data of part II of the question­
naire for statistical significance. The 5 percent level of confidence 
was selected to indicated a significant difference between variables.

Findings

The demographic data revealed that:
1. Sixty-six percent of the building principals, 58.7 percent

of the building principals/sea, 47 percent of the student council 

advisers and 60 percent of the student council presidents had never 

attended a MASC meeting. i
2. Only 31.2 percent of the building principals, 17.3 percent 

of the building principals/sea, 18.2 percent of the student council 
advisers and 28.7 percent of the student council presidents had taken 

a college course in student activities.
3. Over 90 percent of the schools refer to their.student
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representative organization as the student council.
4. Over 80 percent of the schools surveyed had a written 

constitution.
5. Forty-seven and four tenths percent of the schools use 

class year and organization and clubs as their unit of representation.
6. Forty and eight-tenths percent of the student councils 

met bi-weekly, 37.5 percent met monthly and 21.1 percent met weekly.
7. The majority of those responding (65.8%) met during 

school hours.
8. Only 22 percent of the respondents indicated they send 

delegates to the Montana State University Leadership Workshop.
9. Only 8.9 percent of the respondents indicated they allowed 

their students to select the student council adviser.
10. Over half of the schools have student council advisers who 

are also principal's or assistant principals.
11. Over 64 percent of those responding indicated their school 

had no GPA requirement for student council membership.

Hypothesis I. Under the actual category a statistical 
significant difference was found among the building principals, 
building principals/sca, student council advisers and the student 

council presidents in their perception of the role of the student 

council in twenty- three of the fifty-nine items.. There was a



137

1. Their student council was:
a. A pupil centered organization,
b. A model of democratic government.
c. ... A part of the total educational program

2. Their student council had:

a. An agenda for all meetings.
b. A training program for its leaders. . .
c. A plan for evaluating its work.
d. A program to explain its objectives.
e. An orientation program for new members.

3. Their student council members:

a. Reported frequently to their electorate

b. Sought the opinion of the student body.

c. Determined what the council did.

4. Their student council contributed to:
a. . The general welfare of the school.
b. Teaching responsibility.

. c. . Better human relations.
5. Their student council participated in:

a. Chartering' and coordinating clubs.

b. Developing school policy.
c. . Faculty meetings.

disagreement, on the following items;
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d. Discipline problems.
e. Budgeting of activity money.

6. ■ Their entire student body:
a. Was represented on the student council.

7. Students in their school were likely to run for an office:
a. To be known in school.
b. Learn something.

c. Because they were unhappy with something.
Under the ideal category there was" a statistically significant 

difference among the four groups in twenty-two of the fifty-nine 
items. The groups disagreed on the following items:

1. Their student council should be:
a. A pupil centered organization.
b. A part of the total educational program.

c. Respected by the faculty.
d. Respected by the students.

2. Their student council members should:
a. . Understand and accept responsibility.

b. Seek the opinion of the. student body.'

c. Determine what the student council does.

'3. Their student council should contribute to:
a. Teaching citizenship.

4.. Their school veto power should be used by:
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a. The principal.
b. The student body.

5. Their student council should participate in:
a. Chartering and coordinating clubs.
b. Developing school policy.
c. Curriculum development.
d. Administration of the school.
e. Faculty meetings.

f. Teacher evaluation.

g. Discipline problems.
h. Fund raising.
i. Budgeting of activity money.

6. Students in their school should run for an office:
a. To initiate change.

b . To be known in school.
c. Because they are unhappy with the council.

Hypothesis 2. Under the ideal category a statistically 
significant difference was found between the building principals when 

compared as to their years of experience in seven of the fifty-nine 

items. The building principals disagreed on the following items:
I. Their student council should have:

a. A training program for its leaders.
b. Clearly defined areas of responsibility.
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2. Their student, council members should:

a. Preside over assembly programs.

b. Cooperate with the faculty for school improvement.
3. Their student council should participate in developing 

school policy.
4. Their students should run for an office:

a. To be known in school.

b. Because they are interested in student council.

Hypothesis 3. Under the actual category a statistically 
significant difference was found between the building principals/sca 
when compared as to their years of experience in two of the fifty-nine 

items. The building principals/sca disagreed on the following items: .

1. Their student council participated in teacher evaluation.
2. A student in their school was likely to run for an office 

to list on a scholarship application.

Hypothesis 4. Under the actual category a statistically 
significant difference was found between the student council advisers 

when compared as to their years of experience in three of the fifty- 

nine items. The advisers disagreed on the following items.

I. Their student council had: .

a. Clearly defined areas of responsibility.-,

b. A program to explain its objectives.
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2. The student council members of their school cooperated 
with the faculty in improving the school.

Under the ideal category a statistically significant difference 
was found in two of the fifty-nine items. The advisers disagreed on 
the following items:

1. Their student council should participate in chartering 
and coordinating clubs.

2. Students in their school should run for an office to be 
known in school.

Hypothesis 5. Under the actual category a statistically 

significant difference was found among the building principals, 

building principals/sea, student council advisers and student council 
presidents when grouped as to the number of members in their student 

council in twenty of the fifty-nine items. The groups disagreed on 
the following items:

I. Their student council had: ■ .

a. Regularly scheduled meetings.,

b. A training program for its leaders.
c. Channels for referring projects or problems.

d. Committees to handle activities.
e. Orientation program for new members.

Their student council members sought the opinion of the2 .
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student body.

3. Their student council contributed to:
a. Teaching citizenship.
b. Better human relations.

4. Their school veto power was used by:
a. Sup erintend ent.
b. Principal.

c. Assistant Principal.

d. Student council president.
e. Teachers.

5. Their student council participated in:
a. Chartering and coordinating clubs.
b. Selection of assemblies.

c. Budgeting of activity money.

6.. Their entire student body presented ideas to the student

council.
7. A student in their school was likely to run for an office:

. a. To initiate change.

b. Interested'in student council.
c. To list on scholarship applications.

Under the ideal category a statistically significant difference 

was found in eleven of the fifty-nine items. The groups, disagreed on. 

the following items:
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1. Their student council should have:
a. Regularly scheduled meetings.
b . Channels for referring projects or problems. .

2. Their school veto power should be used by:
a. The superintendent.
b. The principal.

c. The assistant principal.

d. The student council president.
e. The teachers.

3. Their student council should participate in budgeting 
activity money.

4. Their entire student body clearly understood the purpose 
of a student council.

5. A student of their school should run for. an office:
a. Because they are interested in student council.

b. To list on a scholarship application

Hypothesis 6. Under the actual category a statistically ; 
significant difference was found between building principals of schools 

that were members of the MASC and non-members in two of the fifty-nine 
items. The principals disagreed on the following items:

1, Their student council had an orientation program for new
members.

2. Their student council participated in fund raising.
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Under the ideal category a statistically significant■ 

difference was found in three of the fifty-nine items. The principals 
disagreed on the following items:

1. Their student council should be a part of the total 
educational program,

2. Their school veto power should be used by the activities . 
director.

3. Their student council should participate in:
a. Faculty meetings.

b. Fund raising.

Hypothesis 7, Under the actual category a statistically 
significant difference was found between building principals/sca of 
schools that were members of the MASC and non-members in two of the 

fifty-nine items. The principals/sca disagreed on the following items:

1. Their student council had a training program for its
leaders.

2. A student in their school would likely run for an office 
because it was fun.

Under the ideal category a statistically significant difference 
was found in one of the fifty-nine items. The principals/sca disagreed 
on the following item:

I, A student in their school should run for an office to list
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on a scholarship application.

Hypothesis 8. Under the actual category a statistically 

significant difference was found between student council advisers of 
schools that were members of the MASC and non-members in five of the 
fifty-nine items. The advisers disagreed on the following items:

1. Their student council had:
a. An agenda for all meetings.

b. A training program for its leaders.
c. A plan for evaluating its work.

2. Their student council contributed to teaching 
responsibility.

3. Their student council participated in chartering and 
coordinating clubs.

Under the ideal category a statistically significant difference 

was found in seven of the fifty-nine items. The advisers disagreed on 

the following items:
1. Their student council should have:

a. Channels for referring projects or problems.
b. Written objective for the year.

2. Their student council members should cooperate with the 
faculty for school improvement.

3. Their student council should contribute to:
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a. Teaching responsibility.
b. Better human relations.

4. Their school veto power should be used by the superinten­
dent .

5. Their student council should participate in budgeting of 
activity money.

Hypothesis 9. Under the actual category a statistically 
significant difference was found between student council presidents 
of schools that were members of the MASC and non-members in three of 

the fifty-nine items. The student council presidents disagreed on 

the following items:

1. Their student council had:
a. A training program for its leaders.

b. An orientation program for new members.

2. The entire student body of their school clearly understood 
the purpose of the student council.

Under the ideal category a statistically significant difference 
was found in four of the fifty-nine items. The presidents disagreed . 

on the following items:
I. Their student council should be a pupil centered organiza­

tion. '

.2, Their student council should have an agenda for all
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meetings.

3. Their student council should participate in;
a. Developing school policy.
b . Faculty meetings. . .

Hypothesis 10. Under the actual category a statistically 
significant difference was found between building principals that 
were from schools that were members of the NASC and non-members in 
seven of the fifty-nine items. The principals disagreed on the 
following items:

1. Their student council had;
a. Regularly scheduled meetings.

b. An agenda for all meetings.
c. A training program for its leaders.
d. Committees to handle activities.

2. Their student council participated in teacher evaluation.
3. The entire student body of, their school was eligible for '

student council membership. ' •
. 4. A student in their school was likely to run for an office 

to be known in school.

Under the ideal category a statistically significant difference 

was found in six of the fifty-nine items. The building principals 
disagreed on the following items:
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1. Their student council should be:
a, A pupil centered organization.
b. Part of the total educational program.

2. Their school veto power should be used by the student
body.

3. Their student council should participate in administration 
of extra-curricular activities.

4. A student in their school should run for an office:
a. To initiate change.

b. List on a scholarship application.

Hypothesis 11. Under the actual category a statistically 
significant difference was found between building principals/sca who 
were from schools that were members of the NASC and non-members in 

three of the fifty-nine items. The principals/sca disagreed on the 
following items:

1. Their student council was a pupil centered organization.

2. Their student council members understood and accepted 
responsibility.

3. Their entire student body presented ideas to the student

council.

Under the ideal category a statistically significant difference 

was found in five of the fifty-nine items. The principals/sca
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1. Their student council member should determine what the 
student council does.

2. Their school veto power should be used by:

a. The assistant principal.
b. The student council president.

3. Their student council should participate in:
a. Faculty meetings.
b. Teacher evaluation.

Hypothesis 12. Under the actual category a statistically 

siginficant difference was found between student council advisers of 
schools that were members of the NASC and non-members in two of the 

fifty-nine items. The student council advisers disagreed on the 

following items:
1. Their student council had a plan for evaluating its work.

2. Their student council members sought the opinion of the 

student body.
Under the ideal category no statistically significant differ­

ence was found.

Hypothesis 13. Under the actual category a statistically 

significant difference was found between student council presidents

disagreed on the following items.

from schools that were members of the NASC and non-members in four of.
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1. Their student council had:
a. A training program for its leaders. . .

b. An orientation program for new members,

2. Their student council contributed to. teaching responsi­
bility.

3. A student in their school was.likely to run for an office 
because it would be fun.

Under the ideal category a statistically significant 

difference was found in three of the fifty-nine items. The presidents 
disagreed on the following items:

1. Their student council should have regularly scheduled 
meetings.

2. Their school veto power should be used by the. assistant 
principal.

3. A student from their school should run for an office 
because it would be fun.

' Hypothesis 14. Under the actual category a statistically 
significant difference was found among the building principals, 

building principals/sea, student council advisers, and student council 
presidents when they were grouped as to the size of their school in 
twenty-five of the fifty-nine items. The groups disagreed on the

the fifty-nine items. The presidents disagreed on the following items
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1. Their student council was a part of the total educational
program.

2. Their student council had:

a. . Regularly. scheduled meetings.
b. An agenda for all meetings. _
c. A training program for its leaders.
d. A plan for evaluating its work.
e. Channels for referring projects or problems.

f. Written objectives for the school year.
g. Committees for handling activities.
h. An orientation program for new members.

3. Their student council determined what the.student council
did.

4. Their student council contributed to better human relations

5. School veto power was used by:

a. The superintendent.
b. The principal.

c. The assistant principal.
6. Their student council participated in;

a. Chartering and coordinating clubs.

b. Curriculum development.

c. Faculty meetings.

following items:

x
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d. Selection of school assemblies,

e. Fund raising.
f. Budgeting of activity money,

7, The entire student body of their school presented ideas 
to the student council,

8. A student in their school was likely to run for an
office:

a. To initiate change.
b. To be known in school;

c. Interested in student council,
d. List on scholarship application.

Under the ideal category a statistically significant differ­
ence was found between the groups in eleven of the fifty-nine items:

1. Their student council should have:

a. A plan for evaluating its work.

b. An orientation program for its new members.
2. Their student council members should understand and 

accept responsibility.

3. Their student council should contribute to better human 
relations,

4. School veto power should be used by;
a. The superintendent.

b, The principal;
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5. Their student council should participate in:
a. ■ Chartering and coordinating clubs.
b. Curriculum development.
c. Selection of school assemblies.

6. The entire study body of their school should;
a. Consider the student council as its representative.
b. Clearly understand the purpose of the student council.

Conclusions
The findings of this study lead to these general conclusions:
1. There was a significant difference in the perception of 

building principals, building principals/sea, student council advisers, 

and student council presidents with regard to the role of the student 
council in Montana high schools.

2. There was a significant difference in the perception of 
building principals, building principals/sea, student council advisers, 

and student council presidents when they were grouped as to the size . 
of their school.

3. The members and non-members of the Montana Association of 
Student Councils differed in their perception of the role of the 

student council in Montana high schools on some items, but for the 
most part there was no statistically significant difference.

4. The members and non-members of the National Association
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of Student Councils differed in their perception of the role of the 
student council in Montana high schools on some items, but for the 

most part there was no statistically significant difference.

5. There.was a significant difference among the groups as to 
the contribution of the student council in Montana high schools to 
the learning process of the students.

6. There was no significant difference among the groups with 
regard to those eligible for membership in the student council, but 
the survey indicated that 35.8 percent of the responding schools had 
a GPA requirement of 2.00 or higher.

7. There was no significant difference among the groups with 
regard to all Montana high school students being eligible to vote

in student council elections.

8. There was no significant difference among the groups with 
regard to the student council in Montana high schools being involved 

with their local communities.

9. The survey indicated that the student council in Montana 
high schools played a minor role in the administration of the school. 
There was a significant difference in the perception of the groups 

with regard to the participation of the student council in the 

administration of the school. The survey indicated that the student 

council did participate in some schools in such areas as extra­

curricular activities, developing school policy, teacher evaluation and



155
budgeting of activity money.

10. The survey indicated that veto power was used in most 
schools, but the size of the school determined who used it.

Recommendations

The recommendations of this study were derived from the 
responses under the ideal category. A recommendation was considered 
if the majority of the responses were one (always) or two (usually)
(a majority being over 50 percent of the respondents). Using this, 

criterion the following recommendations were developed:

1. Student council should be considered part of the total 
educational program.

2. Students should be active in community affairs.

3. Effort to insure that the student council is respected by 
both faculty and students should be taken.

4. Student councils should have agendas for all meetings 
and hold them regularly.

5. Student councils should have a training program for 
their leaders.

6. Student councils should have clearly defined areas of • 
responsibility and a plan for evaluation of their work.

7. Student.councils should have written objectives for the 
year and a program for presenting them to the student body.
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8. Student councils should have an orientation program for 
new members.

9. Student council members should keep their electorate 
informed.

10. The student council members should determine what the 
council does.

11. The student should contribute to the care and general 
welfare of the school.

12. The student council should contribute to teaching citizen­

ship, teaching responsibility and better human relations.
13. Student councils should participate in administration of 

extra-curricular activities, chartering and coordination of clubs, 
developing school policy, curriculum development, selection of school 

assemblies, fund raising, and budgeting of activity money.

14. The entire student body should be represented on the 

student council, clearly understand the purpose of a student council, 
vote for student council officers and be eligible for student council 
membership.

Authors Recommendations
1. Student councils should have clearly defined areas of 

responsibility and the freedom to function within them,

2. Student council advisers should be encouraged to prepare



themselves as student council advisers through available college 
curriculum.

3. Adequacy of college curriculum for sponsors of student 
activities should be researched.

4. Student council advisers should be faculty members other 
than the principal.

Suggested Areas for Further Study

1. Role of the student council in the elementary school.
2. Role of the student council in the junior high school.

3. The role for effective student council sponsorship.
f

4. Role of the student council adviser..
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5. Role of the administration in student council functions.
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C ollege  o f E ducation

— Montana State University
B ozem an, M o n tan a  5 9 7 1 5 Tel. 40 6-994-4731

Dear Building Principal:
This study is concerned with principals', advisers' and student 

council presidents' perceptions of the role of student council. This 
is a dissertation study conducted under the direction of the Graduate 
School Committee at Montana State University. Dr. Earl N. Ringo, Dean, 
College of Education is the chairman of the committee.

The data from this study will be used to determine what the 
perceived role of the student council is and also what the participants 
perceive it should be.. It is hoped that this study will give those of 
us involved in student council work some direction for improving the 
organization.

I assure you that at all times both you and your school will 
remain anonymous. No attempt will be made to identify or compare the 
responses of individual participants.

All high schools in Montana will be included in the study. In 
order to get an accurate picture it is very important that a high per­
centage of responses be obtained. Having been a teacher and administrator 
for several years, I realize the busy schedule you have and will greatly 
appreciate your cooperation. Total time involved in responding to the 
questionnaire should be less than 15 minutes.

Please complete the questionnaire and return it in the enclosed 
self-addressed, postage-paid envelope by November 17. Again, your 
cooperation in this study will be greatly appreciated.

Sincerely yours.

Robert C. Schaal

O - 1



Bozem an, M o n tan a  5 9 7 1 5 Tel. 406 -99 4 .47 31

C ollege  of E ducation

— Montana State University

Dear Building Principal:
During the last week in October you received a questionnaire and 

letter inviting you to participate in a dissertation study being conducted 
through the College of Education at Montana State University. In order to 
complete the study, your response to the enclosed questionnaire is needed.

I realize that; due to your leadership position, there are numerous 
demands upon your time. However, the questionnaire was designed to be 
completed in about 15 minutes. Much time and effort have gone into the 
study and with your help you and the rest of us involved in: student council 
work can benefit from the data.

Data from the study will be used to determine what the perceived 
role of the student council Io and also what the participants perceive it 
should be. The data will be made available to those involved in student 
council work.

I assure you that at all times both you and your school will remain 
anonymous. No attempt will be made to compare individual participants or 
the student council organizations of the individual schools.

Again your participation is crucial to the success and completion 
of the study. A stamped, self-addressed envelope is enclosed for your 
convenience. Your cooperation will be greatly appreciated.

Sincerely yours,

Robert C . Schaal



Montana State University
Bozem an, M o n tan a  5 9 7 1 5 Tel. 40 6-994-4731

C o lleg e  o f  E ducation

Dear Student Council Adviser;
This study Is concerned with principals', advisers' and student 

council presidents' perceptions of the role of student council. This 
is a dissertation study conducted under the direction of the Graduate 
School Committee at Montana State University. Dr, Earl N. Ringo, Dean 
of the College of Education Is the chairman of the committee. .

■ The data from this study will be used to determine what the 
perceived role of the student council is and also what the participants 
perceive it should be. It is hoped that this study will give those of 
us involved in student council work some direction for improving the 
organization.

I assure you that at all times both you and your school will 
remain anonymous. No attempt will be made to identify or compare the 
responses of individual participants.

All high schools in Montana will be included in the study. In 
order to get an accurate picture it is very important that a high 
percentage of responses be obtained. Having been a teacher and'adminis­
trator for several years, I realize the. busy schedule you have and will, 
greatly appreciate your cooperation. Total time involved in responding 
to the questionnaire should be less than 15 minutes.

Please complete the questionnaire and return it in the enclosed 
self-addressed, postage-paid envelope by November 17. Again, your 
cooperation in this study will be greatly appreciated.

Sincerely yours.

Robert C. Schaal



Montana State University
B ozem an, M o n tan a  5 9 7 1 5 Tel. 4061994-4731

C o lleg e  of E ducation

Dear Student Council Adviser:

During the' last week in October you received a questionnaire and 
letter inviting you to participate in a dissertation study being conducted 
through the College of Education at Montana State University. In order, 
to complete the study your response to the enclosed questionnaire is- 
needed.

I am a full time principal myself.and therefore, I am aware of 
the numerous demands upon your time. The questionnaire, however, was 
designed with this in mind and should take less than 15 minutes to complete. 
Much time and effort have gone into the study and with your help you and 
the rest of us involved in student council work can benefit from the data.

Data from the study will be used to determine what the perceived 
role of student council is and also what the participants perceive it 
should be. The data will be made available to those involved in student 
council work.

I assure you that at all times both you and your school will remain 
anonymous. No attempt will be made to compare individual participants or 
the student council organizations of the individual schools.

Again your participation is crucial to the success and completion 
of the. study. A stamped, self-addressed envelope is enclosed for your 
convenience. Your cooperation will be greatly appreciated.

. Sincerely yours,

Robert C. Schaal
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C ollege  o f EducaHon

— Montana State University-
B ozem an, M on tano  5 9 7 1 5 Tel. 406-994-4731

Dear Student: Council President:

This study is concerned with principals', advisers' and student 
council presidents' perceptions of the role of student council. This 
study is a dissertation study conducted under the direction of the 
Graduate School Committee at Montana State University. Dr. Earl N. Ringo, 
Dean, College of Education is the chairman of the committee.

The data from this study will be used to determine what the per­
ceived role of.the student council is and also what the participants 
perceive it should be. It is hoped that this study will give those of 
us in student council work some direction for improving the involvement 
of all personnel associated with the organization.

I assure you that at all times both you and your school will remain 
anonymous. No attempt will be maiie to identify or compare the responses 
of Individual participants.

All high schools in Montana will be included in the study. In 
order to get an accurate picture it is very important that a high percent­
age of responses be obtained. I am working with students every day and 
realize that the demands on your time are many. However, if you could 
find time in your busy schedule to complete the enclosed questionnaire 
it would be greatly appreciated. Total time involved in responding 
to the questionnaire should be less than 15 minutes.

Please complete the questionnaire and return it in the enclosed 
self-addressed; postage-paid envelope by November 17. Again, your 
cooperation in this study will be greatly appreciated.

Sincerely yours,

Robert C. Schaal
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C o lleg e  o f E ducation

— Montana State University
B ozem an, M o n tan a  5 9 7 1 5 Tel. 406-994-4731

Dear Student Council President:

During the last week in October you received a questionnaire and 
letter inviting you to participate in a dissertation study being conducted 
through the College of Education at Montana State University. In order 
to complete the study your response to the enclosed questionnaire is 
needed.

I realize that, due to your leadership position, there are numerous 
demands upon your time. ' However, the questionnaire was designed to be 
completed in about 15 minutes. Much time and effort have gone into the 
study and with your help you and the rest of us involved in student.council 
work can benefit from the data.

Data from the study will be used to determine what the perceived role 
of the student council is and also what the participants perceive it should 
be. The data will be made available to those involved in student council 
work.

I assure you that at all times both you and your school will remain 
anonymous. No attempt will be made to compare individual participants or 
the student council organizations of the individual schools.

Again your participation is crucial to the success and completion 
of the study. A stamped, self-addressed envelope is enclosed for your 
convenience. Your cooperation will be greatly appreciated.

Sincerely yours.

Robert C. Schaal
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SURVEY OF MONTANA HIGH SCHOOL 

STUDENT COUNCILS
The purpose of this survey is to identify some of the practices that are being 

used in student councils in Montana high schools as perceived by administrators, ■ 
student council advisers and student council presidents. The survey will.also 
indicate if it is perceived that some practices not in use should be. This 
information will be used for a research study being"conducted at Montana State 
University. No school or person will be specifically identified.

PLEASE RETURN TO:
Robert C. Schaal 
Box 347

________■ ' _____ ;____________________ Terry. Montana 59349__________.____________
Part I. General information. Check the appropriate blank as indicated.

A. Please indicate your position. (Check only one)
____I. Building Principal
____2. Building Principal and Student Council Advisor
____3. Student Council Advisor
____4. Student Council President

B. Please indicate your sex. .
____ I. Male
____2. Female

C.

D.

Please indicate years of experience in this position. (Consider this year 
as I) (Students omit) .
__ _1. 0-5
_______2. 6-10 . . .

____3. 11-15
____4. Over 15
Please indicate if you have attended any Montana Association of Student Council 
meetings.
____I. None
____2. One
____3. More than one

E. Please indicate if you have taken a course in student activities. (Summer 
workshop, inservice, etc.)

. ____ I. Yes
____2. No

F. Please indicate year in school. (Students only)
I. Freshman

____2. Sophomore
____3. Junior
____4. Senior

1
indicate tho number of students in your high school. 

0-125 ;
126- 300 
301-900 
Over 901 -

G. Please
____ 2.
____3.

■ 4.
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H.

I.

J.

K.

L.

M.

N.

0.

P.

Please Indicate if your school uses a name other than student council for 
your student representative group.

I. Yes
2. No

Please indicate if your school has a written student council constitution.
I. Yes
2. No

Please indicate when your student council constitution was revised.
I. Never
2. Within the last three years.
3. Over three years.ago

Please indicate the unit of representation your student council uses.I. Home room
2. Class year
3. Organizations or clubs
4. Class year and organizations or clubs
5. Faculty advisory groups
6. Faculty appointment
7. Principal's appointment

____8. At large
Please indicate the number of years your school has hadI a- student council.

I. 1-5
2. 6-10
3. 11-15
4. Over 15

Please indicate if your student council la a member of the Montana Association
of Student Councils.

I. Yea
2. No

Please Indicate if your student council is a member of the National
Association of Student Councils.

I. Yea
2. No

Please indicate the number of members in your student council.
I. 0-5
2. 6-10
3. 11-15
4. 16-20
5. 21-25
6. 26-30
7. 31-35
8. 36-40
9. 41-45
10 . Over 45

Please Indicate how often your student council meets.
I. Daily
2. Weekly

' 3. ' Bi-Weekly
4. Monthly
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Q. Please indicate when your student council meets.
____I. Before school
____2. During school
____3. During lunch
____4. After school
____5. Evenings

R. Please indicate if your student council sends delegates to the summer 
Student Leadership Workshop at Montana State University.
____I. Yes
____2. No

S. Please indicate who selects your student council advisor.
____I. Superintendent
____2. Principal
____3. Faculty
____4. Students

T. Please indicate what other position the student council advisor holds. (Check 
the major position)
____I. Principal
____2. Assistant Principal
____3. Counselor
____4. Activities Director
____5. Teacher

U. Please indicate the grade point average (GPA) needed for student council 
membership.
____I. None
_____2. 2.00
____3. 2.50
____4. 3.00
__ • 5. 3.50

Part II. Please use the following responses in completing the questionnaire. 
Circle the number which most nearly represents your choice. I ” always, 2 = usually,
3 ” seldom and 4 ” never. Under the first heading of ACTUAL please respond as
you think it is in your school now. Under the second heading of IDEAL please
respond as you think it should be in your school. PLEASE RESPOND UNDER BOTH HEADINGS.

A. Your student council is:
1. A pupil-centered organization.
2. A model of democratic government.
3. Part of the total educational program
4. Active in community affairs,

Respected by the faculty.
Respected by the students.

ACTUAL IDEAL

never
seldom

usually
always

seldom
usually
always

1 2  3 4 1 2  3
1 2  3 4 1 2  3
1 2  3 4 1 2  3
1 2  3 4 1 2  3

5.
6 .

1 2  3 4 
1 2  3 4

1 2  3 4 
1 2  3 4
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ACTUAL IDEAL

e.1 s s
" a c s  8

B. Your student, council has:
7. Regularly scheduled meetings. I 2 3 4 I 2 3 4
8. An agenda for all meetings. I 2 3 4 I 2 3 4
9. A training program for its leaders. I 2 3 4 I 2 3 4

10. A plan for evaluating its work. I 2 3 4 . I 2 3' 4
11. Clearly defined areas of responsibilities. I 2 3 4 I 2 3 4
12. Channels for referring projects or problems. I 2 3 4 I 2 3 4
13. Written objectives for the school year I 2 3 4 I 2 3 4
14. A program to explain its objectives to

the students I 2 3 4 I 2 3 4
15. Committees to handle activities. I 2 3 4 I 2 3 4
16. An orientation program for new members. I 2 3 4 I 2 3 4

C. Your student council members:
17. Preside over assembly programs. I 2 3 4 I 2 3 4
18. Report frequently to their electorate. I 2 3 4 I 2 3 4
19. Understand and accept their responsibilities, I 2 3 4 I 2 3 4
20. Cooperate with the faculty for school

improvement. I 2 3 4 I 2 3 4
21. Seek the opinions of the student body. I 2 3 4 I 2 3 4
22. Determine what the student council does. I 2 3 4 I 2 3 4

D. Your student council contributes to:
23. Protection and care of school property. I 2 3 4 I 2 3 4
24. General welfare of the school. I 2 3 4 I 2 3 4
25. Teaching citizenship. I 2 3 4 I 2 3 4
26. Teaching responsibility. I 2 3 4 I 2 3 4
27. Better human relations. I 2 3 4 I 2 3 4

E. In your school veto power is used by:
28. Superintendent. I 2 3 4 I 2 3 4
29. Principal. I 2 3 4 I 2 3 4
30. Assistant Principal. I 2 3 4 I 2 3 4
31. Student Council Advisor. I 2 3 4 I 2 3 4
32. Student Council President. I 2 3 4 I 2 3 4
33. Student Body. I 2 3 4 I 2 3 4
34. Activities Director. I 2 3 4 I 2 3 4
35. Teacher. I 2 3 4 I 2 3 4

F. Your student council participates in: 1
36. Administration of extra curricular

activities. I 2 3 4 I 2 3 4
37. Chartering and coordinating clubs. I 2 3 4 I 2 3 4
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38. Developing school policy.
39. Curriculum development.
40. Administration of the school.
41. Faculty meetings.
42. Teacher evaluation.
43. School discipline problems.
44. Selection of school assemblies.
45. Fund raising.
46. Budgeting of activity money.

ACTUAL

H c rii aa

1 2  3 4 
1 2  3 4
1 2  3 4 
1 2  3 4
1 2  3 4 
1 2  3 4
1 2  3 4 
1 2  3 4
1 2  3 4

G. Your entire student body:
47. Is represented on the student council.
48. Considers the student council as its 

representative.
49. Clearly understands the purpose of a student 

council.
50. Presents ideas to the student council.
51. Votes for student council officers.
52. Is eligible for membership on the student 

council.

1 2  3 4

1 2  3 4

1 2  3 4 
1 2  3 4
1 2  3 4 
1 2  3 4

IDEAL

&g % 9S P.E3 3C
1 2  3 4 
1 2  3 4
1 2  3 4 
1 2  3 4
1 2  3 4 
1 2  3 4
1 2  3 4 
1 2  3 4
1 2  3 4

1 2  3 4
1 2  3 4
1 2  3 4 
1 2  3 4
1 2  3 4 
1 2  3 4

H. A student in your school is likely to run for a student council office:
53. To initiate change. 1 2 3 4  1 2 3 4
54. To be known in the school. 1 2 3 4  1 2 3 4
55. It would be fun. 1 2 3 4
56. Would learn something. 1 2 3 4
57. Interested in student council. 1 2 3 4
58. List on scholarship application. 1 2 3 4
59. Unhappy with the present student council. 1 2 3 4

1 2  3 4 
1 2  3 4
1 2  3 4 
1 2  3 4
1 2  3 4

Lom
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Hypothesis I. Results for principals, principals and student council advisors, student 
council advisors, and student council presidents who responded to the questionnaire for 
categories actual.

Item I • Item 2 Item 3
Pr in. 20 54 3 0 10 55 10 I 22 41 14. 0
Prin/SCA 15 58 2 0 9 54 9 I - 18 32 24 0
SCA 16 46 3 0 8 45 12 0 15 25 26 0
SCP 42 72 14 0 22 69 32 6 12 44 58 13

X2 = 13 .653 df = 6 X2.= 16 .08% df = 9 X2 = 48 .263 df = 9
Item 4 .Item 5 Item 6

Pr in. 3 24 43 7 9 55 12 I 10 52 13 2
Prin/SCA I 15 52 6 6 54 13 2 6 50 17 2
SCA 3 18 34 8 8 43 14 0 5 34 25 0
SCP 7 39 61 18 27 70 26 5 13 84 28 4

X2 = 10 .40 2 df = 9 X2 = 14 .038 df = 9 X2 = 12.63 2 df = 9
Item 7 Item 8 Item 9

Pr in. 36 33 7 I 20 32 17 5 5 23 33 16
Pr in/ SCA 27 32 12 4 10 39 20 6 6 9 27 33
SCA 37 21 6 2 20 25 19 2 4 15 17 30
SCP 55 44 22 8 ■ 48 42 26 13 5 17 38 69

X2 = 12 .17 8 df = 9 X2 = 19 .005 df = 9 X2 = 25.104 df = 9
Item 10 Item 11 Item 12

Pr in. 2 9 38 24 15 43 18 I 24 37 12 I
Prin/SCA 2 10 31 28 11 35 22 5 24 39 7 . 2
SCA 2 12 21 30 ' 9 39 13 4 22 32 7 4
SCP 13 28 36 50. 28 62 31 8 39 55 27 6

X2 = 20 .390 df = 9 X2 = 8.:147 df = 9 X2 = 9.128 df = 9

LL
X



Hypothesis I (Actual) Continued.

Item 13 Item 14
Pr in. 5 14 37 21 5 30 22 19
Prin/SCA I 11 38 24 6 22 29 16
SCA 5 10 24 27 6 13 26 21
SCP 9 33 59 27 20 . 31 58 20

X2 = 15.63? df = 9 X2 = 19 .390 df

Item 16 Item 17
Pr in. 6 22 29 19 27 31 14 5
Prin/SCA 6 10 27 30 25 27 18 ■ 4
SCA 4 12 23 27 21 20 16 9
SCP 9 13 36 71 34 38 31 26

X2 = 23.316 df = 9 X2 = 15 .638 df
Item 19 Item 20

Pr in. 8 57 10 2 14 55 7. I
Prin/SCA 10 50 13 I 15 51 8 0
SCA 7 47 12 0 11 45 8 I
SCP 24 86 17 2 38 78 12 0

X2 = 6.'563 df = 9 X2 = 8.!381 df
Item 22 Item 23

Pr in. 7 61 9 0 8 35 30 3
Prin/SCA 12 56 7 0 5 41 23 6
SCA 18 39 9 0 9 32 20 4
SCP 51 . 57 21 0 25 54 .42 8

34.913 df = 6 X2 - 10.284 df

= 9

= 9

=  6

= 9

Item 15
22 41 11 I
22 37 8 2
26 28 7 3
56 48 19 3
x2 = 9.865 df = 9
Item 18
12 41 21 2
14 35 22 3
11 25 28 2
26 45 36 19
x2 = 23.231 df = 9
Item 21
9 54 12 0
18 43 14 0
13 38 15 0
49 59 21 0
X2 = 21.106 df = 6
Item 24
10 49 18 0
11 50 14 0
8 43 15 0
31 67 24 6
X2 = 18.925 df = 9



Hypothesis I (Actual) Continued.

Item 25 Item 26 Item 27
Pr in. 4 42 26 5 2 43 26 5. 3 54 19 I
Prin/SCA 2 35 29 7 5 34 28 6 6 45 21 2
SCA 2 35 19 9 2 39 15 .8 6 37 18 4
SCP 10 51 44 24 20 56 42 11 25 61 37 6

X2 = 13.491 df = 9 . X2 = 20.342 df = 9 X2 = 19.440 df =
Item 28 Item 29 Item 30

Pr in. 20 11 25 12 19 22 20 4 2 6 8 22
Prin/SCA 22 9 24 14 19 15 29 6 6 3 10 23
SCA 21 - 8 21 16 11 18 21 12 I 8 12 33
SCP 47 20 44 15 41 25 37 23 7 12 21 66

X2 = 6.199 df = 9 X2 = 16.854 df = 9 X2 = 7.891 df =

Item 31 Item 32 Item 33
Pr in. 9 15 26 8 3 11 23 22 I 7 22 29
Prin/SCA 10 12 29 10 5 9 23 28 3 6 24 29
SCA 4 12 28 16 I 11 21 27 I 6 25 28
SCP 23 25 49 25 6 22 ■ 40 59 9 23 39 56

X2 = 8.296 df = 9 X2 = 4.4031 df = 9 X2 = 9.182 df =
Item 34 Item 35 Item 36

Pr in. .2 • 5 12 32 I 2 13 38 10 30 27 9
Prin/SCA I 11 10 31 I 4 14 40 11 29 24 10
SCA 0 6 9 37 I . 3 12 43 10 32 17 7
SCP 5 9 26 77 3 9 39 74 27 54 34 13

. X2 = 9.621 df = 9 X2 = 4.742 df = 9 X2 = 5.520 df =

179



Hypothesis I (Actual) Continued

Item 37 Item 38 Item 39
Prin. 22 30 17 8 4 31 39 2 I 11 44 19
Prin/SCA 23 23 16 11 6 14 45 10 2 11 35 27
SCA 19 18 12 17 I 22 32 .11 0 5 37 24
SCP 28 29 43 28 16 58 46 9 2 30 55 42

X2 = 17.790 df = 9 X2 = 33 .369 df = 9 X2 = 13.754 df
Item 40 Item 41 Item 42

Pr in. 0 5 .36. 36 0 4 21 51 0 6 17 54
Prin/SCA 2 3 31 39 0 0 20 55 . I 3 15 56
SCA 0 5 '22 39 0 0 13 51 I 4 11 50
SCP 2 16 50 59 2 9 16 101 5 10 30 84

X2 = 11.357 df = 9 X2 = 19,.837 df = 6 X2 = 7.191 df
Item 43 Item 44 Item 45

Pr in. 0 10 37 30 9 23 23 20 16 34 23 3
Prin/SCA I 6 35 32. 4 17 19 33 14 37 18 5
SCA 0 8 21 35 4 13 22 27 17 27 14 8
SCP ' 7 34 51 36 10 23 37 58 37 59 22 9

X2 = 31.772 df = 9. X2 = 11.,467 df = 9 . X2 = 10.156 df
Item 46 Item 47 Item 48

Pr in. 12 14 24 27 59 12 6 0 26 42 9 0
Prin/SCA 8 16 12 39 60 11 4 0 23 37 14 I
SCA 10 6 17 33 46 17 3 0 15 33 16 0
SCP 29 2.5 26 48 79 43 7 0 47 61 20 I

X2 = 16.679 df - 9 X2 = 17.,840 df = 6 X2 = 8.493 df

ISO



Hypothesis I (Actual) Continued.

Item 49 Item 50 Item 51
Pr in. 10 34 32 I 14 42 19 0 71 4 I I
Prin/SCA 5 31 36 3 12 38 24 0 67 5 I 2
SCA 4 23 35 3 7 32 21 3 58 6 0 2
SCP 12 54 61 2 20 55 49 5 115 5 6 2

X2 = 6.891 df = 9 X2 = 11 .885 df = 9 X2 = 8.375 df = 9

Item 52 .Item 53 Item 54
Pr in. 60 12 2 3 6 39 30 0 3 41 30 I.
Pr in/SCA 60 11 0 ' 4 7 33 31 I 6 32 23 12
SCA 50 11 I 4 6 30 27 I 6 15 37 5
SCP 103 16 2 7 17 67 41 3 12 58 47 11

X2 = 2.947 df = 9 X2 = 5.1886 df = 9 X2 = 26.928 df = 9
■Item 55 Item 56 Item 57

Pr in. . 6 31 30 7 6 48 19 2 14 49 12 0
Prin/SCA 6 26 31 9 6 36 25 5 12 48 12 0
SCA 5 20 32 6 7 28 21 6 . 12 46 5 0
SCP 12 60 46 10 32 52 40 4 36 74 16 2

X2 = 6.389 df = 9 X2 = 25 .253 df = 9 X2 = 11 .145 df = 9
Item 58 Item 59

Pr in. 4 22 36 10 0 28 44 2
Prin/SCA 4 18 39 11 0 28 39 5
SCA I 13 33 16 3 18 41 I
SCP 6 33 65 22 13 50 58 7

X2 = 5.933 df = 9 X2 = 22 .864 df = 9
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Hypothesis I. Results for principals, principals and student council advisors, student 
council advisors, and student council presidents who responded to the questionnaire for
categories 

Pr in.

ideal.

Item I 
30 44 0 0

- Item 2 
48 25 0 0

Item 3 
49 25 0 0

Prin/SCA 41 32 0 0 50 . 22 0 I 49 21 3 0
SCA 36 29 0 0 39 25 2 0 44 22 0 0
SCP 84 42 0 0 88 32 5 2 57 50 13 5

X2 = 13 .004 df = 3 X2 = 10.988 df = 9 2X = 31.418 df = 9

Pr in.
Item 4 
19 45 ~9 0

Item 5 
51 23 0 0

Item 6 
56 18 0 0

Prin/SCA 19 45 7 2 51 22 0 0 58 16 0 0
SCA 22 33 8 0 46 19 0 0 49 17 0 0
SCP 43 69 10 2 H O 18 0 0 116 12 0 0

X2 = 7.352 df = 9 X2 = 11,837 df = 3 X2 = 11. 554 df = 3

Pr in.
Item 7 
55 18 I 0

Item 8 
56 14 I 0

Item 9 
47 22 3 2

Prin/SCA 53 20 I 0 58 15 I 0 44 25 3 I
SCA 53 13 0 0 57 9 0 0 48 16 I 0
SCP 84 40 3 I 94 28 2 4 65 52 7 4

2X = 7.113 df = 9 2X = 10.080 df = 9 2X =11. 774 df = 9
Item 10 Item 11 Item 12

Pr in. 35 30 I 3 54 18 I 0 48 22 0 0.
Prin/SCA 37 32 2 0 45 25 I 0 52 18 I 0
SCA 39 . 24 2 I 47 18 0 0 51 14 0 0
SCP 65 47 7 5 89 37 I I 90 34 3 0

2 2 2X = 7.753 df = 9 X = 4.746 df = 9 X = 4.879 df = 9



Hypothesis I (Ideal) Continued

Item 13 Item 14 Item 15
Pr in. 39 30 3 2 41 28 I 3 42 27 2 0
Prin/SCA 39 31 3 0 39 29 4 0 . 47 21 I 0
SCA 37 26 2 .1 38 24 3 I 41 22 I 0
SCP 69 49 7 I 81 42 3 I 88 29 6 I

X2 = 3.'478 df = 9 X2 = 9.168 df = 9 X2 = 8.755 df
Item 16 Item 17 Item 18

Prin. 41 29 I 2 33 33 . 6 2 47 24 2 0
Pr in/SCA 40 28 2 2 30 40 2 ' I 46 26 I 0
SCA 42 19 3 I 31 24 9 2 40 25 I 0
SCP 62 44 9 12 43 59 18 7 84 34 6 0

X2 = 15.306 df = 9 X2 = 14.521 df = 9 X2 = 4.743 df
Item 19 Item 20 Item 21

Pr in. 55 19 0 0 52 22 0 0 39 33 0 0
Prin/SCA 56 17 0 0 51 22 0 0 55 19 0 0
SCA 55 11 0 0 46 19 0 0 44 22 0 0
SCP 117 9 0 0 104 21 0 0 103 23 0 . 0

X2 = 14.957 df = 3 X2 = 7.026 df = 3 X2 = 18 .071 df
Item 22 Item 23 Item 24

Pr in. 25 47 I 0 ■ 51 19 3 0 52 20 2 0
Prin/SCA 35 38 I 0 45 27 2 0 52 22 0 0
SCA 38 28 0 0 42 21 I 0 47 19 0 0
SCP 83 42 I 0 79 41 4 3 86 33 3 4

X2 = 20.208 df = 3 X2 = 7.i658 df = 9 X2 = 10 .646 df
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Hypothesis I (Ideal) Continued

Item 25
Prin. 51 23 0
Prin/SCA 46 24 2
SCA 35 27 3
SCP 69 42 16

X2 = 18.115
Item 28

Pr in. 18 15 21
Prin/SCA 18 9 25
SCA 15 12 26
SCP 23 32 52

X2 = 8.799
Item 31

Pr in. 14 17 19
Prin/SCA 10 11 31
SCA 4 14 '31
SCP 14 29 54

X2 = 14 .161
Item 34

Pr in. 4 5 15
Prin/SCA 2 8 11
SCA 4 5 10
SCP 2 15 34

x2 = 8.341

Item 26
0 50 21 I I
0 48 20 3 0
0 39 23 2 I
0 78 39 8 2

df = 6 X2 = 5.403 df

Item 29
12 23 17 21 3
16 21 15 25 6
11 12 19 24 6
18 12 39 50 24
df = 9 X2 = 28 .412 df

Item 32
6 . 9 16 17 17

ii 6 16 23 20
ii 4 11 26 19
24 13 36 50 27
df = 9 X2 = 8.331 df

Item 35
27 4 5 12 33
30 I 4 12 41
34 I 6 12 40
66 I 12 44 67
df = 9 X2 = 15.562 df

Item 27
51 21 I 0
48 25 0 0
48 18 0 0
90 34 2 I
X2 = 5.029 df = 6
Item 30
6 8 8 17
6 5, 10 20
2 10 13 29
4 15 34 54

x2 = 12.738 df = 9
Item 33
7 11 18 23
4 11 25 23
7 13 24 16

27 35 45 19
X2 = 23.377 df = 9
Item 36
19 34 14 4
24 33 14 2
20 31 13 2
43 73 10 I

9 13.842 df = 9



Hypothesis I (Ideal) Continued,

Item 37 Item 38 Item 39
Pr in. 35 29 5 4 7 43 24 0 7 31 29 6
Pr in/SCA 34 30 7 I 12 35 24 3 7 36 25 6
SCA 29 22 8 6 10 38 15 2 10 29 20 7
SCP 46 45 29 7 57 64 6 I 27 76 16 9

X2 = 17,.232 df = 9 X2 = 63,.777 df = 9 X2 = 26.543 df
Item 40 Item 41 Item 42

Pr in. 2 12 32 '28 3 10 27 33 3 14 22 33
Prin/SCA 3 17 24 30 . 0 8 24 42 3 17 21 33
SCA 7 14 25 20 4 10 23 27 4 19 15 27
SCP 13 63 34 16 16 48 32 31 28 48 33 19

X2 = 50..687 df = 9 X2 = 50,.078 df = 9 X2 = 49 .078 df
Item 43 Item 44 Item 45

Prin. .6 22 34 12 . 12 42 13 5 18 41 12 2
Prin/SCA 3 27 27 16 13 41 11 7 . 15 42 7 8
SCA = 5 21 23 15 . 10 38 11 7 21 31 8 5
SCP 38 55 ■23 11 39 65 15 8 56 60 6 4

X2 = 52,.394 df = 9 X2 = 10,.675 df = 9 X2 = 25 .033 df
Item 46 • Item 47 Item 48

Pr in. 18. 18 22 15 - 67 3 0 4 60 13 0 0
Prin/SCA 13 31 11 18 64 7 3 0 59 15 0 0
SCA 15 24 16 11 59 7 0 0 53 11 0 0
SCP 45 47 19 15 111 13 I 3 112 16 0 0

21.516 df = 9 16.627 df 5.925 df = 3
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Hypothesis I (Ideal) Continued.

Item 49
Pr in. 56 18 0
Prin/SCA 59 15 0
SCA 51 14 0
SCP H O 18 0

- X2 =3.786

Item 52
Pr in. 58 14 I
Pr in/SCA 59 11 0
SCA ' 50 11 2
SCP 102 16 5

X2 = 6.989
Item 55

Pr in. 6 19 26
Prih/SCA 6 20 21
SCA "7 20 22
SCP 18 39 32

X2 = 6.012 
Item 58

Pr in. 6 15 27
Prin/SCA 11 16 22
SCA 7 13 23
SCP 9

X2
28. 47 

= 4.207

Item 50
0 43 28 I
0 49 24 0
0 • 36 27 0
0 92 34 0

df = 3 . X2 = 12.879
Item 53

I 6 49 18
4 19 42 10

■ 3 17 40 8
4 63 54 10

df = 9 X2 = 43.001
Item 56

20 • 40 30 2
24 . 40 24 6
15 ■ 32 26 5
38 82 37 8
df = 9 x2 = 8.503

Item 59
22 3 22 36
22 5 27 31
21 9 21 29
41 40. 46 29
df = 9 X2 = 41 .280

Item 51
0 70 2 0 I
0 70 2 I I
0 66 0 0 0
2 120 3 I 2

df = 9 X2 = 4.4947 df
Item 54

0 2 22 31 .17
0 I 21 31 19
0 5 - 13 31 14
0 14 9 49 55

df = 6 x2 = 37 .100 df
Item 57

0 49 23 I 0
0 50 20 I 0
0 49 16 0 0
0 103 19 4 0

df = 6 x2 = 11.415 df

9
8
4
12
df = 9

6

9

6
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Hypothesis 2. Results for Principals who responded under Item C ("years of experience) 
for category actual.

Item I Item 2 Item 3
0-5 yrs. 9 26 3 0 3 27 7 0 11 17 9 06+ yrs. 11 28 I 0 7 28 3 I 11 24 5 0

X2 = .491 df = 2 X2 = 4.168 df = 2 X2 = 2.224 df = 2
Item 4 Item 5 Item 6

0-5 yrs. 2 11 19 5 3 28 5 I 4 28 4 I6+ yrs. I 13 24 2 6 27 7 0 6 24 9 I
• 2X = 2.253 df = 3 X2 = 2.238 df = 2 . X2 = 2.517 df = 2
Item 7 Item 8 Item 9

0-5 yrs. 17 14 5 I 11 12 9 3 4 9 17 76+ yrs. 19 19 2 0 9 20 8 2 I 14 16 9
X2 = 3.042 df = 3 X2 = 2.249 df = 3 X2 = 3.055 df = 3
Item 10 Item 11 Item 12

0-5 yrs. I 6 16 12 7 20 9 I 13 17 6 06+ yrs. I 3 22 12 8 23 9 0 11 20 6 I
X2 = 1.827 df = 3 X2 = 1.160 df = 3 X2 = 1.356 df = 3
Item 13 Item 14 Item 15

0-5 yrs. 4 4 19 10 I 15 11 10 7 22 7 06+ yrs. I 10 18 11 4 15 11 9 15 19 4 I
X2 = 4.335 df = 3 X2 = 1.801 df = 3 X2 = 4.834 df = 3
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Hypothesis 2 (Actual) Continued

0-5 yrs. 
6+ yrs.

Item 16 
2 9 14
4 13 15

X2 = 1.696

0-5 yrs. 
6+ yrs.

Item 19 
2 29 5
6 28 5

X2 = 1.903

0-5 yrs. 
6+ yrs.

Item 22 
2 30 4
5 31 4

X2 = 2.188

0-5 yrs. 
6+ yrs.

Item 25 
4 17 13
0 25 13

X2 =5.615

0-5 yrs. 
6+ yrs.

Item 28 
11 4 14
9 7 11

. 2X = 2.654

Item 17
11 17 11 6
8 10 20 8

df = 3 X2 = 4.803
Item 20

I 7 26 3
I 7 29 4

df = 3 . X2 = 1.191
Item 23

I 5 15 14
0 3 20 16

df = 3. . X2 = 4.297
Item 26

3 2 19 12
2 0 24 14

df = 3 X2 = 4.485
Item 29

4 10 8 10
8 9 14 10

df .= 3 X2 = 1.312

Item 18
3 5 20 9 2
2 7 21 12 0

df = 3 X2 = 2.582 df = 3
Item 21

I 6 23 6 I
0 3 31 5 . 0 >

df = 3 X2 = 3.161 . df = 2
Item 24

3 6 21 10 0
0 4 28 8 0

H

df = 3 X2 = .1.507 df = 2
CO
CO

Item 27
4 3 25 8 I
I 0 29 11 0

df = 3 X2 = 4.660 df = 3
Item 30

2 1 2  0 12
2 1 . 4  8 10

df = 3 X2 = 7.496 df = 3



Hypothesis 2 (Actual) Continued,

Item 31 Item 32 Item 330-5 yrs. 4 8 10 . 5 1 7  9 12 0 3 . 12 146+ yrs. 5 7 16 3 2 4 14 10 I 4 10 15
X2 = 1.795 df = 3 X2 = 2.404 df = 3 X2 = 1.342 . df
Item 34 Item 35 Item 360-5 yrs. 0 2 6 16 0 0 6 19 3 13 17 46+ yrs. 2 3 6 16 I 2 7 19 7 17 10 5
X2 = 2.030 df = 3 X2 = 2.795 df = 3 X2 = 4.009 df
Item 37 Item 38 Item 390-5 yrs. 7 16 10 4 3 11 21 2 0 3 20 136+ yrs. 15 14 7 4 I 20 18 0 0 9 24 6
X2 = 3.460 df = 3 X2 = 5.795 df = 3 . X2 = 5.831 df
Item 40 Item 41 Item 420-5 yrs. 0 2 15 20 0 1 7 28 0 3 7 276+ yrs. 0 3 21 16 0 3 14 23 0 3 10 27
X2 = 1.529 df = 3 X2 = 3.623 df = 3 X2 =.413 df
Item 43 Item 44 Item 450-5 yrs. 0 4 17 16 5 9 10 11 9 14 11 26+ yrs. 0 6 20 14 4 14 13 9 7 20 12 I
x2 = . 660 df = 3 X2 = 1.462 df = 3 X2 = 1.479 df
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Hypothesis 2 (Actual) Continued

Item 46 Item 47 Item 48
0-5 yrs. 5 8 8 16 30 5 0 2 12 20 5 06+ yrs. 7 6 16 11 29 7 2 2 14 22 4 0

X2 = 4.100 df = 3 X2 = 2.236 df = 3 X2 =.243 df = 3
Item 49 Item 50 Item 51

0-5 yrs. 5 16 15 I 9 18 10 0 35 2 0 0
6+ yrs. 5 18 17 0 5 24 9. 0 36 2 I I

X2 = 1.127 df = 3 X2 = 2.039 df = 3 X2 = 1.900 df = 3
Item 52 Item 53 Item 54

0-5 yrs. 32 3 I I 4 14 19 0 I 24 12 0
6+ yrs. 28 9 I 2 2 25 11 0 2 17 18 I

X2 = 3.488 df = 3 2X = 5.890 df = 3 X2 = 3.715 df = 3
Item 55 Item 56 Item 57

0-5 yrs. 5 17 12 2 4 21 9 2 9 20 7 0
6+ yrs. I 14 18 5 2 27 10 0 5 29 5 0

X2 = 5.392 df = 3 X2 = 3.354 df = 3 X2 = 3.014 df = 3
Item 58 Item 59

0-5 yrs. 3 12 14 5 0 12 24 0
6+ yrs. I 10 22 5 0 16 20 2

X2 = 2.745 df = 3. X2 = 2.883 df = 3
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Hypothesis 2. Results for principals who responded under Item C (years of experience) 
for category ideal.

Item I Item 2 Item 3
0-5 yrs. 12 22 I 0 22 13 0 0 23 12 0 0
6+ yrs. 18 21 0 0 26 12 0 0 26 13 0 0

X2 = 2.012 df = I x2 = .250 df = I X2 = .007 df = i
Item 4 Item 5 . Item 6

0-5 yrs. 9 23 3 0 25 10 . 0 0 27 8 0 06+ yrs. 10 22 6 0 26 13 0 . 0 29 10 0 0
X2 = .953 df = 2 X2 = .195 df = 3 X2 = .077 df = 3
Item 7 Item 8 Item 9

0-5 yrs. 26 8 I 0 26 6 I 0 27 5 3 0
6+ yrs. 29 10 0 0 30 8 0 0 . 20 17 2 0

X2 = I.173 df = 3 x2 = I.225 df = 3 X2 = 7.593 df = 2
Item 10 Item 11 Item 12

0-5 yrs. 17 12 I 2 30 4 0 0 26 7 0 0
6+ yrs. 18 18 0 I 24 15 0 0 22 15 0 . 0

X2 = 2.211 df = 3 X2 = '5.409 df = I X2 = 3.023 df = I
Item. 13 Item 14 Item 15

0-5 yrs. 23 10 I I 23 10 0 2 20 12 2 0
6+ yrs. 16 .20. 2 I 18 18 . I I 22 15 0 0

X2 = 4.720 df = 2 X2 = 4.112 df =S 3 X2 = 2.305 df = 3
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Hypothesis 2 (Ideal) Continued.

Item 16 Item 17 Item 18
0-5 yrs. 22 11 0 I 22 9 4 0 25 8 I 06+ yrs. 19 18 I I 11 24 4 0 22 16 I 0

X2 = 2.578 df = 3 X2 = 14.827 df = 3 X2 = 2.527 df = 2
Item 19 Item 20 Item 21

0-5 yrs. 30 5 0 0 29 6 0 0 22 12 0 06+ yrs. 25 14 0 0 23 :16 0 0 17 21 0 0
X2 = 3.453 df = I X2 = 3.957 df = I X2 = 2.882 df = 1
Item 22 Item 23 Item 24

0-5 yrs. 14 20 I 0 27 8 0 0 27 8 0 06+ yrs. 11 27 0 0 24 :LI 3 0 25 :12 2 0
X2 = 2.283 df = 2 X2 = 3.532 df = 2 X2 = 2/668 df = 3
Item 25 Item 26 . Item 27

0-5 yrs. 26 9 0 0 25 9 0 I 26 9 0 06+ yrs. 25 14 0 0 25 :12 I 0 25 :12 I 0
X2 =,.892 df = I X2 = 2.309 df = 3 X2 = I.:327 df = 2
Item 28 Item 29 Item 30

0-5 yrs. 9 7 11 5 10 8 10 I ' 2 2 I 86+ yrs. 9 8 10 7 13 9 11 2 4 6 7 9
X2 = .387 df = 3 X2 = .270 df = 3 X2 = 3.253 df = 3
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Hypothesis 2 (Ideal) Continued.

0-5 yrs.
Item 31 
6 6 9 3

Item 32 
4 9 8

6+ yrs. 8 11 10 3 5 7 9
X2 = .679 df = 3 X2 = 1.477
Item 34 Item 35

0-5 yrs. 1 2  8 11 •• 1 1 8
6+ yrs. 3 3 . 7 16 3 4 4

X2 = 1.255 df = 3 X2 = 4.532

0-5 yrs.
Item 37 
15 15 3 2

Item 38 
5 14 16

6+ yrs. 20 14 2 2 2 29 8
X2 = .826 df =F 3 X2 = 8.995

0-5 yrs.
Item 40 
I 6 13 15

Item 41 
2 4 9

6+ yrs. I 6 19. 13 I 6 18
X2 = 1.054 df = 3 X2 = 4.167

0-5 yrs.
Item 43 
4 10 16 5

Item 44 
7 18 6

6+ yrs. 2 12 18 7 5 24 7
2 9X = 1.086 df = 3 X =  .974

Item 33
6 3 4 10 10
11 4 7 8 13
df = 3 • X2 = 1.159 df

Item 36
13 8 16 8 2
20 11 18 6 2
df = 3 X2 = .751 df

Item 39
0 3 12 15 4
0 4 19 14 2

df = 2 x2 =.2.092 df
Item 42

19 I 6 10 18
14 2 8 12 15
df = 3. X2 = 1.018 df

Item 45
2 10 19 4 I
3 8 22 8 . I

df = .3 X2 = 1.439 df

3

3

3

3

3
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Hypothesis 2 (Ideal) Continued.

Item 46 Item 47 Item 48
0-5 yrs. 9 7 11 8 34 0 0 I 29 5 I 06+ yrs. 9 11 11 7 33 3 0 3 31. 7 0 0

X2 = .833 df = 3 X2 = 3.809 df = 3 X2 = 1.278 df = 3
Item 49 Item 50 Item 51

0-5 yrs. 28 7 0 0 22 13 0 0 35 0 0 06+ yrs. 28 10 I 0 21 15 I 0 35 2 0 I
X2 = 1.317 df = 3 X2 = 1.111 df = 2 X2 = 2.881 df = 2
Item 52 Item 53 Item 54

0-5 yrs. 30 5 0 0 4 21 9 I I ]LO 10 136+ yrs. 28 9 I I 2 28 8 0 I ]12 21 4
X2 = 3.004 df = 3 X2 = 2.606 df = 3 X2 = 8.639 df = 2

. Item 55. Item 56 Item 57
0̂ -5 yrs. 3 8 13 9 22 12 0 0 28 6 0 06+ yrs. 3 11 13 11 18 18 2 0 21 ].7 0 0

X2 = .323 df = 3 X2 = 3.388 df = 3 X2 = 5.459 df = I
Item 58 Item 59

0-5 yrs. 3 7 14 8 3 8 17 5
6+ yrs. 3 8 13 14 0 14 19 4 ■■

X2 = 1.234 df = 3 X2 = 4.645 df = 3
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Hypothesis 3. Results for principals who are also student council presidents who 
responded under Item C for category actual.

Item I Item 2 Item 3
12 35 2 0 6 36 6 0 12 18 19 0
3 ;23 0 0 3 18 ' 3 I 6 14 5 0

X2 = 3.123 df = 2 - X2 = 1.946 df = 2 x2 = 3.221 df = 2
Item 4 Item 5 Item 6
0 8 35 6 3 35 9 . 2 3 33 11 2
I 7 17 0 3 19 4 0 3 17 6 0

X2 = 6.161 df = 2 X2 = 1.777 df 3 X2 = 1.696 df = 3
Item 7 Item 8 Item 9
19 :17 10 3 9 24 10 6 2 7 15 25
8 :15 2 I I 15 10 0 4 2 12 8

X2 = 4.289 df = 3 . X2 = 8.194 df = 3 • X2 = 6.051 df = 3
Item 10 Item 11 Item 12
I 6 18 21 8 20 .17 4 17 22 6 2
I 4 13 7 3 15 5 I. 7 17 I 0

X2 = 2.186 df = 2 x2 = 3.138 df = 3 X2 = 4.033. df = 3
Item 13 Item 14 Item 15
I 6 22 20 4 13 18 13 17 22 5 I
0 5 16 4 2 9 11 3 5 15 3 I

X2 = 5.499 df = 2 X2 = 2.317 df = 3 X2 = 2.180 df = 2
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Hypothesis 3 (Actual) Continued.

Item 16 Item 17 Item 18
5 5 15 24 14 21 12 2 8 25 14 2
I 5 12 6 11 6 . 6 2 6 10 8 I

X2 = 5.934 df = 3 X2 = 3.251 df = 3 X2 = 1.006 df = 3
Item 19 Item 20 Item 21
8 31 9 I 10 31 8 0 13 26 10 0
2 19 4 0 5 20 0 0 5 17 4 0

X2 = 1.809 df = 2 X2 = 4.755 df = 2 X2 = 1.056 df = 2
Item 22 Item 23 Item 24
.8 35 5 I 2 28 16 3 6 33 10 0
4 21 I 0 3 13 7 3 5 17 4 0

X2 = 1.596 df = 2 X2 = 2.380 df = 3 X2 = .804 df = 2
Item 25 Item 26 Item 27
2 21 20 5 .4 20 19 5 4 27 15 2
0 14 9 2 I 14 9 I 2 18 6 0

X2 = 1.789 df = 3 X2 = 2.054 df = 3 X2 = 1.956 df = 3
Item 28 Item 29 Item 30
16 3 18 10 15 8 17 6 4 2 4 18
6 6 6 4 4 7 12 0 2 1 6 5

X2 = 5.823 df = 3 X2 = 6.334 df = 3 X2 = 4.591 df = 3
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Hypothesis 3 (Actual) Continued.

Item 31 Item 32 Item 33
8 9 15 9 3 7 11 22 2 4 14 23
2 3 14 I 2 2 12 6 I 2 10 6

X2 = 6.585 df = 3 X2 = 6.006 df = 3 X2 = 2.754 df
Item 34 Item 35 ■ Item 36
1 7  7 22 0 2 8 29 6 :L8 16 9
0 4 3 9 I. 2 6 11 5 :LI 8 I

X2 = 6.512 df = 2 X2 = 3.645 df = 2 x2 = 3.423 df
Item 37 Item 38 Item 39
14 14 13 8 4 8 30 7 2 3 24 20
9 9 3 3 2 6 15 3 0 8 11 7

X2 = 2.418 df = 3 X2 = .550 df ■ = 3 X2 = 9.169 df
Item 40 Item 41 Item 42
1 3  18 27 0 0 11 38 0 3 5 41.
I 0 13 12 0 0 9 17 0 I 1.0 15

X2 = 2.784 df = 2 X2 = 1.285 df = I X2 = 8.482 df
Item 43 Item 44 Item 45
I 4 19 25 .4 8 12 24 11 5!0 14 4
0 2 16 7 0 9 7 9 3 I.7 4 I

X2 = 4.766 df = 2 X2 = 5.491 df = 3 X2 = 4.902 df
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Hypothesis 3 (Actual) Continued

.Item 46 Item 47 Item 48
5 9 6 29 40 7 0 2 13 23 12 . I
3 7 6 10 20 4 I I 10 14 2 0

X2 = 3.259 df = 3 X2 = 1.914 df = 2 X2 = 4.050 df = 2
Item 49 Item 50 Item 51
2 17 27 3 8 24 17 0 44 3 0 2
3 14 9 0 4 14 7 0 23 2 I 0

X2 = 6.001 df = 3 X2 = .388 df = 3 X2 = 3.012 df = 2
Item 52 Item 53 Item 54
40 7 0 2 6 19 22 I 5 20 15 8
20 4 0 2 I 14 9 0 I 12 8 4
X2 = .476 df = 2 X2 = 3.128 df = 2 X2 = .981 df = 3
Item 55 Item 56 Item 57
3 18 19 7 3 22 18 4 8 29 10 03 8 12 .2 3 14 7 I 4 19 2 0
2X = 1.635 df = 3 . X2 = 1.870 df = 3 X2 = 2.236 df = 2
Item 58 Item 59
0 10 27 10 0 22 23 2
0 12 12 I 0 6 16 3

X2 = 7.271 df = 2 X2 = 4.276 df = 2
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Hypothesis 3. Results for Principals who are also student council presidents who 
responded under Item C for category ideal.

Item I Item 2 Item 3
31 17 0 0 36 12 0 0 33 14 I 0
10 14 I 0 14 10 0 I 16 7 2 0
X2 = 5.328 df = I X2 = 4.013 df = I X2 =1.463 df = 2
Item 4 Item 5 Item 6
12 29 6 I 35 13 0 0 39 9 . 0 0
7 16 I I 16 9 I 0 ' 19 5 I I

X2 = 1.550 df = 2 X2 = 2.484 df = I X2 = 3.838 df = 1
Item 7 Item 8 Item 9
34 13 I 0 40 8 0 0 31 14 2 0
19 7 0 0 18 7 I 0 13 11 I I
2X = .553 df = 1 X2 = 3.149 df = I X2 = 3.287 df = 2
Item 10 Item 11 Item 12
27 19 0 0 34 14 0 0 34 12 0 0
10 13 2 0 11 11 I 0 18 6 I 0
X2 = 5.177 df = 2 X2 = 4.923 df = I X2 = 1.875 df = I
Item 13 . Item 14 Item 15
26 21 I 0 26 18 3 0 33 12 0 0
13 10 2 0 13 11 I 0 14 9 I 0
X2 = 1.469 df = 2 2X = .331 df = 2 X2 = 2.995 df = 1
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Hypothesis 3 (Ideal) Continued.

Item 16 Item 17
25 21 I I 18 30 0
15 7 I I 12 10 2

X2 = 1.687 df = 2 X2 = 7.719
Item 19 Item 20
40 8 0 0 36 12 .0
16 8 I 0 15 10 0
X2 = 4.484 df = I X2 = 1.756
Item 22 Item 23
27 20 I 0 31 16 I
8 18 0 0 14 11 I

X2 = 5.352 df = I X2 = .885
Item 25 Item 26
31 16 0 0 35 11 I.
15 8 I I 13 9 2

X2 = 3.871 df = 2 X2 = 3.537
Item 28 Item 29
14 3 17 12 16 10 14
4 6 8 4 ' 5 5 11

X2 = 6.082 df = 3 X2 = 2.901

Item 18
0 30 18 0 0
I 16 8 I . 0

df = 2 X2 = 2.065 df = I
Item 21

0 38 10 0 0
0 17 9 0 0

df = I X2 = 1.678 df = I
Item 24

0 34 14 0 0
0 18 8 0 0

df = I X2 = -020 df = I
Item 27

0 32 15 0 0
0 16 10 0 0

df = 2 X2 = .318 df = I
Item 30

5 4 3 5 15
I 2 2 5 5

df = 3 X2 =

N3OO

1.939 df = 3



Hypothesis 3 (Ideal) Continued.

Item 31 
.7 10 16 9

Item 32 
3 13 13

3 I 15 2 3 3 10
X2 = 7.256 df = 3 X2 = 3.412
Item 34 

. 0 6 8 21
Item 35 
0 .2 7

2 2 3 9 1 2  5
X2 = 4.638 df = 3 X2 = 3.679
Item 37 
22 20 5 I

Item 38 
9 22 16

12 10 2 0 3 13 8
2X = .630 df = 2 X2 = 1.945
Item 40 Item 41
2 15 12 19 0 7 14
I 2 12 11 0 I 10
X2 = 6.436 df = 3 X2 = 2.253

■ Item 43 Item 44
2 21 15 10 9 27 5
I 6 1.2 6 4 14 6

X2 = 3.056 df = 3 X2 = 3.292

14
Item 33 
3 6 15 19

6 I 5 10 4
df = 3 X2 =-4.011 df = 3

30
Item 36 
16 22 8 2

11 8 11 6 0
df = 2 X2 = 1.523 df = 3

I
Item 39 
5 24 15 4

2 2 12 10 2
df = 3 X2 = .451 df = 3

Item 42
27 2 12 9 25
.15 I 5 12 8
df = 2 2

X = 6.429 df = 3

6
Item 45 
11 26 4 7

I 4 16 3 I
df = 3 . X2 = 2.576 df = 3



Hypothesis 3 (Ideal) Continued.

Item 46
7 19 9 12
6 12 2 6

X2 = 2.257 df
Item 49
41 7 0 0
18 7 I 0
X2- = 3.757 df
Item 52
39 7 0 2
20 4 0 2
X2 = .434 df
Item 55
3 :13 12 18
3 7 9 6

X2 = 2.210 df
Item 58
4 9 15 18
7 7 7 4

3

I

2

3

7.31 df = 3

Item 47 Item 48
44 3 1 0 40 8 0 0
20 4 2 0 19 7 0 0
X2 = 3.220 df = 2 X2 = 1.097 df = I
Item 50 Item 51
35 13 0 0 45 2 0 I
14 11 0 0 . 25 0 I 0
X2 = 2.131 df = I X2 = 3.481 df = I
Item 53 Item 54
16 25 4 I I 10 22 14
3 17 5

X2 = 5.828 •
0

df = 2
0 11 9

X2 = 4.456
5

df = 2
IsOOK)

Item 56 Item 57
27 15 4 0 33 12 I 0
13 9 2 0 17 8 0 0
X2 = .169 df = 2 X2 = .776 df = I
Item 59
4 18 18 6
I 9 13 2

X2 = 1.528 df = 3



Hypothesis 4. Results for student council advisers who responded under Item C for 
category actual.

Item. I Item 2 - Item 3
0-5 yrs. 11 28 3 0 6 30 6 0 7 17 19 0over 6 yrs. 5 18 0 0 2 15 6 0 8 8 7 0

X2 .= 2.044 df =. 2 X2 = 1.581 df = 2 X2.= 3.066 df = 2
Item 4 Item 5 Item 6

0-5 yrs. 2 10 22 7 3 27 12 0 . 4 21 17 0Over 6 yrs. I 8 12 I 5 16 2 0 I 13 8 0
X2 = 2.493 df = 3 . X2 = 5.361 df = 2 2‘ X = 7.45 df = 2
Item 7 Item 8 Item 9

0-5 yrs. 20 17 4 2 13 17 13 0 3 8 12 20
over 6 yrs. 17 4 2 0 7 8 6 2 1 7  5 10

X2 = 5.392 df = 3 X2 = 3.918 df = 3 X2 = 1.345 df = 3
Item 10 Item 11 Item 12

0-5 yrs. I 5 16 20 4 23 15 0 13 21 5 3over 6 yrs. I 7 5 10 5 16 2 0 9 11 2 I
x2 = 4.236 df = 3 X2 = 6.292 df = 2 X2 = 6.387 df = 3
Item 13 Item 14 Item 15

0-5 yrs. 4 5 15 19 3 4 21 15 16 18 6 Iover 6 yrs. I 5 9 8 3 9 5 6 10 10 I 2
X2 = 1.894 df = 3 X2 = 10.532 df = 3 X2 = 2.728 df = 3
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Hypothesis 4 (Actual) Continued.

Item 16 Item 17
0-5 yrs. 2 10 12 19 10 12 14
over 6 yrs. 2 2 11 8 11 8 2

X2 = 4.181 df = 3 X2 = 7.228
Item 19 Item 20

0-5 yrs. 5 29 9 0 9 24 0
over 6 yrs. 2 18 3 0 2 21 0

2X = .880 df = 2 X2 = 8.857
Item 22 Item 23

0-5 yrs. 13 23 5 2 9 19 14
over 6 yrs. 5 16 2 0 0 13 10

X2 = 2.243 df = 3 X2 = 5.727
Item 25 Item 26

0-5 yrs. 2 23 11 6 2 24 10
over 6 yrs. 0 12 8 3 0 15 5

X2 = 1.505 df = 3 X2 = 1.655
Item 28 Item 29

0-5 yrs. 16 4 15 8 6 13 14
over 6 yrs. 5 4 6 8 5 5 7

X2 = 3.918 df = 3 X2 = 1.187

7
Item 18 
6 13 22 2

2 5 12 6 0
df = 3 X2 = 5.740 df =

0
Item 21 
11 22 9 I

0 2 16 5 0
df = 2 X2 = 3.590 df =

0
Item 24 
0 31 12 0

0 0 20 3 0
df = 2 X2 = 1.133 df =

6
Item 27 
5 23 13 2

2 I 14 5 2
df = 3 X2 = 1.816 df =

7
Item 30 
1 5  8 20

5 0 3 4 13
df = 3 X2 = .738 df =



Hypothesis 4 (Actual) Continued.

0-5 yrs.
Item
3

31
9 16

over 6 yrs. I 3 12
X2 = 1.404
Item 34

0-5 yrs. 0 3 6
over 6 yrs.. 0 3 3

Ii

rslM .540

0-5 yrs.
Item 
9 ]

37
LI 10

over 6 yrs. 10 7 2
X2 = 5.482

0-5 yrs.
Item
0

40
3 13

over 6 yrs. 0 2 9

Ii .700
Item 43

0-5 yrs. 0 6 12
over 6 yrs. 0 2 9

X2 = 1.116

Item 32
10
6

I 9 13
0 2 8

df = 3 X2 = 2.919

24
13

Item 35 
1 2  8 
0 .1 4

df = 2 X2 = .787

13
4

Item 38
0 15 19
1 7 13

df = 3 X2 = 3.774

27
12

Item 41 
0 0 8 

. 0 0 5
df = 2 X2 = .0451

24
11

Item 44 
I 8 15
3 5 7

df = 2 X2 = 3.327

15
12
df = 2

26
17

df = 2

9
2

df = 2

33
18
df = I

19
8

df = 3

Item 33
I 4 15 18
0 2 10 10

X2 = .738 df = 2
Item 36
5 20 12 6
5 12 5 I

X2 = 2.635 df = 3
Item 39
0 4 22 17
0 I 15 7

X2 = 1.354 df = 2
Item 42
0 1 8 34
1 3  3 16

X2 = 5.166 df = 2
Item 45 
11 17
6 10

10
4

5
3

Is)OLn

.326 3



Hypothesis 4 (Actual) Continued.

Item 46 Item 47 Item 48
0-5 yrs. 6 5 7 25 30 11 2 0 11 20 11 0over 6 yrs. 4 I 10 8 16 6 I 0 4 13 5 0

X2 = 6.929 df = 3 X2 = .004 df = 2 X2 = .832 df = 2
Item 49 Item 50 Item 51

0-5 yrs. 2 16 23 . 2 5 19 16 2 38 5 0 0over 6 yrs. 2 7 12 I 2 13 5 I 20 I 0 2
X2 = .589 df = 3 X2 = 1.694 df = 3 X2 = 4.616 df = 2
Item 52 Item 53 Item 54

0-5 yrs. 35 5 I 2 4 17 20 I 4 10 23 4over 6 yrs. 15 6 0 2 2 13 7 0 2 5 14 I
X2 = 3.336 df = 2 X2 = 2.448 df = 2 X2 = .651 df = 3
Item 55 Item 56 Item 57

0-5 yrs. 4 14 19 4 5 16 16 3 6 29 5 0over 6 yrs. I 6 13 2 2 12 5 3 6 17 0 0
X2 = 1.167 df = 3 X2 = 2.613 df = 3 X2 = 3.821 df = 2
Item 58 Item 59

0-5 yrs. I 8 21 11 I 12 28
over 6 yrs. 0 5 12 5 2 6 13

Il .733 df.= 2 ' X2 = 3.400
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Hypothesis 4. Results for student council advisers who responded under Item C for 
category ideal.

Item I Item 2 Item 3
0-5 yrs. 24 18 0 0 27 15 I 0 28 :15' 0 0
over 6 yrs. 12 11 0 0 12 10 I 0 16 7 0 0

X2 = .148 df = I X2 = .780 df = 2 X2 = .133 df = I
Item 4 Item 5 Item 6

0-5 yrs. 15 20 6 0 29 14 0 0 34 9 0 0
over 6 yrs. 7 13 2 0 17 5 0 0 15 8 0 0

X2 = .730 df = 2 X2 = .679 df = I X2 = I.503 df = I
Item 7 Item 8 Item 9

0-5 yrs. 33 10 0 0 39 4 0 0 31 :LI 0 0
over 6 yrs. 20 3 0 0 18 5 0 0 17 5 I 0

X2 = .988 df = I X2 = I.968 df = I X2 = I.945 df = I
Item 10 Item 11 Item 12

0-5 yrs. 26 16 I 0 29 :13 0 0 33 9 0 0
over 6 yrs. 13 8 I I 18 5 0 0 18 5 0 0

X2 = 2.135 df = 2 X2 = .630 df = I X2 = .000 df = I
Item 13 Item 14 Item 15

0-5 yrs. 25 17 I 0 21 :20 2 0 29 ].1 I 0over 6 yrs. 12 9 I I 17 4 I . I 12 ].1 0 0
X2 = 2.167 df = 2 X2 = 7.003 df = 3 X2 = 3.242 df = I
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Hypothesis 4 (Ideal).Continued.

Item 16 Item 17 Item H OO0-5 yrs. 26 14 I I 17 17 7 2 24 18 I 0over 6 yrs. 16 . 5 2 0 14 7 2 0 16 7 0 0
X2 = 2.650 df = 2 ■ X2 = 3.495 df = 3 X2 = 1.518 df = I
Item 19 Item 20 Item 210-5 yrs. 36 7 0 0 32 10 . 0 0 27 16 0 0over 6 yrs. 19 . 4 ■ 0 0 14 9 0 . 0 17 6 0 0
X2 . .013 df = I X2 = 1.686 df = I X2 = .834 df = I
Item 22 Item 23 Item 240-5 yrs. 28 15 0 0 28 13 I 0 31 12 0 0over 6 yrs. 10 13 0 0 14 8 0 0 16 7 0 0
X2 = 2.872 df = I X2 = .672 df = I X2 = .046 df = I
Item 25 Item 26 Item 270-5 yrs. 21 19 2 0 25 14 2 I 32 :LI 0 0over 6 yrs. 14 8 I 0 14 9 0 0 16 7 .0 0
X2 = .722 df = 2 X2 = 1.788 df = 2 X2 = .177 df = I
Item 28 Item 29 Item 300-5 yrs. 9 8 ' 17 7 6 14 17 2 I 7 10 16over 6 yrs. 6 4 ' 9 4 6 5 7 4 I 3 3 13
X2 = .163 df = 3 X2 = .472 df = 3 X2 = .219 df = 2
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Hypothesis 4 (Ideal) Continued.

Item 31 Item 32 Item 33
0-5 yrs, 2 9 20 7 2 . 9 14 13 4 8 15 11
over 6 yrs. 2 5 11 4 2 2 12 6 3 5 9 5

X2 = .330 df = 3 X2 = 3.144 df = 3 X2 = .342 df = 3
Item 34 Item 35 Item 36

0-5 yrs. 3 2 7 22 0 5 7 25 10 22 10 . I
over 6 yrs. I 3 3 12 I I 5 15 10 9 3 I

X2 = 1.626 df- = 3 ■ X2 = 2.872 df = 2 X2 =3.479 df = 2
Item 37 Item 38 Item 39

0-5 yrs. 15 14 13 0 6 ;!4 10 2 5 19 14 5over 6 yrs. 14 8 I 0 4 ]L 4 5 0 5 10 6 2
X2 = 7.000 df = 2 X2 = 1.251 df = 3 X2 = 1.341 df = 3
Item 40 . Item 41 Item 42

0-5 yrs. 3 11 15 14 2 9 15 15 I 14 11 17over 6 yrs. 4 3 10 6 2 I 8 12 3 5 4 10
X2 = 3.142 df = 3 X2 = 4.127 df = 3 X2 = 3.974 df = 3
Item 43 Item 44 Item 45

0-5 yrs. 3 16 14 9 5 2!7 5 6 15 19 6 2
over 6 yrs. 2 5 9 6 5 I.1 6 I 6 12 2 3

X2 = 1.550 df 3 X2 = 4.777 df = 3 X2 = 2.278 df 3
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Hypothesis 4 (Ideal) Continued.

Item 46
0-5 yrs. 8 16 12
over 6 yrs. 7 8 4

HcslXi 1.641
Item 49

0-5 yrs. 33 10 0
over 6 yrs. 18 3 I

HcslXi 2.675
Item 52

0-5 yrs. 35 5 2
over 6 yrs. 15 6 0

X2 = 4, 804
Item 55

0-5 yrs. 5 12 18
over 6 yrs. 2 8 4

X2 = 5.332
Item 58

0-5 yrs. 6 9 15
over 6 yrs. I 4 8

X2 = 1.998

Item 47
7
4

38 5 0
21 2 0

df = 3 X2 = .135

0
0

Item 50 
25 17 0
11 10 0

df = I X2 = .291

1
2

Item 53 
13 26 4
4 14 3

df .= 3 X2 = 3.040

7
8

Item 56 
20 17 3
12 9 I

df = 3 X2 = .804

12
9

Item 59 
7 .15 19
2 6 10

df = 3 X2 = 3.856

Item 48
0 35 7 0 0
0 18 4 0 0

df = I X2 = .023 df = I
Item 51

0 . 43 0 0 0
0 23 0 0 0

df = I X2 = .000 df = 3
Item 54

0 -0 11 26 ■5
I

df = 2
0 7 5

X2 = 6.269
9

df = 2
N>
H
O

Item 57
I 30 12 0 0
0 . 19 4 0 0

It44Tl 2 X2 = 1.001 df = I

I
3

df = 3



Hypothesis 5. Results for principals, principals and student council advisers, student 
council advisers and student council presidents who responded under Item 0 to category 
actual.

Item I Item 2 Item 3
0-5 yrs. 26 64 6 0 12 62 18 2 21 34 35 6
6-10 yrs. 44 106 13 0 28 97 36 3 28 64 63 7
11+ years. 23 59 3 0 9 64 8 3 18 43 24 0

X2 = I.892 df = 4 X2 = 9.826 df = 6 X2 = 10 .205 df = 6
Item 4 Item 5 Item 6

0-5 yrs. 5 26 62 12 17 59 18 I 12 57 24 2
6-10 yrs. 5 46 87 24 22 107 31 4 16 109 35 4
11+ yrs. 4 24 50 3 11 56 15 3 6 54 23 2

X2 = 7. <496 df = 6 X2 = 2.407 df = 6 X2 = 2.719 df = 6
Item 7 Item 8 Item 9

0-5 yrs. 36 40 15 5 . 24 34 29 6 2 13 31 50
6-10 yrs. 62 70 25 8 41 70 40 14 8 24 54 79
11+ yrs. 57 19 7 2 33 33 13 6 10 27 30 18

X2 = 26 .933 df = 6 X2 = 9.793 df = 6 X2 = 30 .983 df = 6
Item 10 Item 11 Item 12

0-5 yrs. 5 14 31 41 14 49 24 7 31 43 15 5
6-10 yrs. 9 28 54 70 31 77 47 9 45 74 32 8
11+ yrs. 5 17 41 20 18 53 12 2 33 45 6 0

X2 = 11,.145 df = 6 X2 = 10 .781 df = 6 X2 = 13 .002 df = 6
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Hypothesis 5 (Actual) Continued

Item 13
0-5 yrs. 4 17 43
6-10 yrs. 11 27 69
11+ yrs. 5 24 45

X2 = 16..089
Item 16

0-5 yrs. 6 9 30
6-10 yrs. 8 26 . 56
11+ yrs. 11 22 28

X2 = 18..807
Item 19

0-5 yrs. 17 62 17
6-10 yrs. 21 ]LU 28
11+ yrs. 11 67 6

X2 = 9.736
Item 22

0-5 yrs. 23 54 16
6-10 yrs. 40 107 16
11+ yrs. 25 51 8

X2 = 7.624

Item 14
32 11 23 37
56 15 46 60
11 11 27 37
df = 6 X2 = 9.273

Item 17
49 25 34 20
74 57 49 41
24 25 32 18
df = 6 X2 = 5.916

Item 20
0 26 55 14
4 38 109 14
I 14 64 7

df = 6 X2 = 9.299
Item 23

3 15 41 33
• 2 24 79 50
0 8 42 31

VOIt4413 ■ X2 = 4.038

4
4
I

24
43
9

Item 15 
25 44 20
55 75 21
46 34 4
X2 = 20.919 df
Item 18
19 42 25 9
27 65 56 13
17 39 25 4
X2 = 3.832 df
Item 21
32 49 14 0
42 86 37 0
15 58 11 0
X2 = 11.133 df
Item 24
15 57 22 I
28 97 36 4
17 55 12 I
X2 = 3.849 df

to
Hto



Hypothesis 5 (Actual) Continued.

Item 25 Item 26
0-5 yrs. 3 40 38 13 . 6 44 35 9 13 52 25 56-10 yrs. 13 71 54 26 16 - 74 57 15 19 84 56 ' 5 '11+ yrs. 2 52 25 6 7 54 18 6 8 61 13 3

X2 = 13.865 df = 6 X2 = 9.507 df = 6 X2 = 13.107 df = 6
Item 28 Item 29 Item 300-5 yrs. 44 16 23 7 22 27 16 22 7 5 7 456-10 yrs. 48 30 65 15 38 39 49 23 3 9 20 7111+ yrs. 17 2 26 35 30 13 42 0 6 15 24 28
X2 = 65.616 df '= 6 X2 = 39 .215 df = 6 X2 = 26.654 df = 6
Item 31 Item 32 Item 330-5 yrs. 18 18 30 17 6 23 28 30 7 13 28 366-10 yrs. 20 34 61 25 5 23 47 70 4 18 49 7311+. yrs. 8 11 41 17 4 7 32 36 . 3 11 33 33
X2 . 9.058 df = 6 X2 = 12 .674 df = 6 x2 = 6.291 df = 6
Item 34 Item 35 Item 36

0-5 yrs. 5 .13 12 44 0 13 22 47 17 . 41 24 146-10 yrs. I 12 27 84 0 7 41 89 . 21 71 51 2111+ yrs. 2 6 18 49 0 4 15 59 20 33 26 . 4
x2 - 10.852 df = 6 X2 = 12..711 df = 4 ; x2 = 9.571 df = 6
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Hypothesis 5 (Actual) Continued.

Item 37 Item 38 Item 39
0-5 yrs. 19 29 22 25 .7 32 42 14 I 17 43 33
6-10 yrs. 40 43 50 31 ■ 14 55 79 17 4 25 78 58
11+ yrs. 33 27 16 8 6 38 40 I 0 15 49 21

X2 = 17 .576 df = 6 X2 = 11.849 df = 6 X2 = 6.506 df = 6

Item 40 Item 41 Item 42
0-5 yrs. I 7 36 51 I 5 20 67 I 6 21 68
6-10 yrs. 2 13 62 87 . I 4 26 133 2 10 30 123
11+ yrs. i 9 40 35 0 4 23 58 4 7 21 53

X2 = 3.1386 df = 6 X2 = 7.490 df = 4 X2 = 6.852 df = 6

Item 43 Item 44 Item 45
0-5 yrs. 3 22 34 36 5 21 19 50 21 41 24 9
6-10 yrs. 3 19 71 70 10 28 49 75 40 73 42 7.
11+ yrs. 2 17 . 38 27 12 27 .33 12 23 43 10 9

X2 = 8. 709 df = 6 X2 = 36.085 df = 6 X2 = 10.454 df = 6
Item 46 Item 47 Item 48

0-5 yrs. 18 21 17 39 . 72 . 19 3 2 31 50 15 0
6-10 yrs. 17 27 40 81 118 39 4 4 57 77 29 I
11+ yrs. 24 13 22 26 54 24 3 4 23 45 15 I

X2 = 18..384 df = 6 -X2 = 3.814 df = 6 X2 = 2.817 df
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Hypothesis 5 (Actual) Continued.

Item 49 Item 50 Item 51
0-5 yrs. 11 35 46 4 19 38 37 0 84 5 3 4
6-10 yrs. 19 64 77 4 31 77 55 0 149 9 3 3
11+ yrs. I 43 40 I 3 51 29 0 77 6 2 0

X2 = 11 .781 ' df = 6 X2 = 14 .845 df = 4 X2 = 4.758 df
Item 52 Item 53 ■ Item 54

0-5 yrs. 80 11 I 4 10 33 49 0 7 41 36 8
6-10 yrs. 130 21 ' 3 10 17 82 62 0 10 65 66 20
11+ yrs. 63 18 I 3 . 9 53 23 0 10 40 34 I

X2 = 5.259 df = 6 X2 = 14 .084 df = 6 X2 = 11.055 df
Item 55 Item 56 Item 57

0-5 yrs. 8 39 35 9 18 43 24 6 20 55 17 0
6-10 yrs. 12 59 70 19 25 74 53 8 34 100 27 0
11+ yrs. 9 39 33 4 8 47 27 3 20 62 2 0

X2 = 5.402 df = 6 X2 = 5.841 df = 6 x2 = 12.309 df
Item 58 Item 59

0-5 yrs. 10 24 40 15 0 33 50 8
6-10 yrs. 2 36 . 87 34 11 58 87 4
11+ yrs. 3 26 45 10 5 32 45 3

X2 = 18 .271 df = 6 x2 = 11 .491 df = 6
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Hypothesis 5. ' Results for principals, principals and student council advisers, student 
council advisers and student council presidents who responded under Item 0 to category 
ideal.

Item I Item 2 Item 3
0-5 yrs. 52 39 I 0 64 28 I 0 58 29 6 I
6-10 yrs. 88 71 I I 105 51 4 I 92 54 8 4
11+ yrs. 50 34 0 0 55 25 2 2 48 35 2 0

X2 = 2.:376 df = 4 X2 = 3.891 df = 6 X2 = 5.772 df = 6
Item 4 Item 5 Item 6

0-5 yrs. 31 51 9 2 - 73 20 I 0 78 15 0 I
6-10 yrs. 50 89 20 0 115 45 I 0 127 33 2 0
11+ yrs. 21 52 5 2 69 16 0 0 73 12 0 0

X2 = 7..545 df = 6 X2 = 3.936 df = 2 X2 = 6.691 df = 2
Item 7 Item 8 Item 9

0-5 yrs. 69 25 - 0 . o 69 21 I 0 51 35 4 3
6-10 yrs. 105 57 0 0 124 33 2 3 97 55 . 7 3
11+ yrs. 70 15 0 0 71 12 I I 55 25 . 3 I

X2 = 8.1642 df = 2 X2 = 4.049 df = 6 X2 = 2.678 df = 6
Item 10 Item 11 Item 12

0-5 yrs. 45 . 40 I 2 ■ 64 27 0 0 66 26 0 0
6-10 yrs. 79 62 10 6 106 52 2 0 105 51 0 0
11+ yrs .• 51 31 I I 64 19 I I 69 15 0 ' 0

x2 = 9.1529 df = 6 ' X2 =6.701 df = 2 X2 = 6.0.17 df = 6
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Hypothesis 5 (Ideal) 
Item 13

Continued.

Item 14
0-5 yrs. 51 37 6 0 52 36 5
6-10 yrs. 86 65 5 3 89 64 3
11+ yrs 46 34 4

X2 = 3.227

I

df = 4
57
X2

23 3

= 8.938

0-5 yrs.
Item
42

16
38 7 5

Item 17 
37 47 5

6-10 yrs. 89 53 8 9 70 69 17
11+ yrs. 53 29 0 3 29 40 13

X2 = 9.928 df = 6 2X = 7.536

Item 19 Item 20
0-5 yrs. 75 18 I 0 72 21 0
6-10 yrs. 130 29 0 0 116 42 0
11+ yrs. 77 8 0 0 64 21 6

X2 = 6.634 df = 2 . X2 = .505

0-5 yrs.
Item
54

22
37 2 0

Item 23 
58 29 5

6-10 yrs. 83 77 I .0 106 50 3
11+ yrs. 43 41 0 0 52 29 2

X2 = 4.147 df = 2 X2 = 4.000

Item 15
0 62 24 5 0
4 100 48 3 I
I 55 27 2 0

df = 6 X2 = 4.328 df = 4

Item 18
5 59 31 3 0
5 96 55 6 0
2 61 23 I 0

df = 6 X2 = 3.405 df = 4
NJ
H

. Item 21
0 70 23 0 ■ 0
0 111 49 0 0
0 59 25 0 0

df = 2 X2 = I. CO<hO df = 2

Item 24
I 64. 28 i 0 .
2 H O 45 2 ■ 4
0 62 21 2 . 0

2df = 4 X =  5.681 df = 6



H
 U
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Hypothesis 5 (Ideal) Continued.

Item 25 Item 26 Item 27 '
0-5 yrs. 53 32 6 I 57 26 6 2 61 30 I I
6-10 yrs. 89 61 8 2 96 55 6 2 108 53 0 0
11+ yrs. 58 23 4 0 61 22 2 0 67 15 2 0

. X2 = 4.900 df = 4 x2 = 6.1511 df = 6 X2 = 12.601 df = 4
Item 28 Item 29 Item 30

0-5 yrs. 30 23 22 13 18 32 18 17 6 11 . 14 32
6-10 yrs. 32 36 72 14 25 41 59 21 6 13 22 62
11+ yrsi 11 . 9 30 30 24 17 43 I 6 13 29 26

X2 = 44. 724 df = 6 X2 = 31 .014 df = 6 X2 = 12.899 df = 6
Item 31 Item 32 Item 33

0-5 yrs. 18 21 32 12 13 29 25 18 12 24 26 21
6-10 yrs. 15 37 62 25 13 37 61 34 19 30 55 40
11+ yrs. 8 13 41 15 6 13 30 30 ■ 14 16 31 19

V =9.987 df = 6 X2 = 15 .478 df .= 6 X2 = 3.713 df = 6
Item 34 Item 35 Item 36

0-5 yrs, 9 10 18 35 0 16 21 42 33 46 12 2
6-10 yrs. 3 16 31 75 0 13 45 79 40 90. 24 6
11+ yrs. 0 7 21 46 0 5 14 59 33 34 15 I

X2 = 17.353 df = 6 X2 = 15 .298 df = 4 X2 = 9.195 df = 6
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Hypothesis 5 (Ideal) Continued..

Item 37 Item 38 Item 39
0-5 yrs. 35 40 14 3 25 45 19 4 13 47 23 10
6^10 yrs. 67. 56 24 13. 42 83 36 I 28 83 39 12
11+ yrs. 41 30 11 2 19 51 14 I 10 41 28 6

X2 = 70.47 df = 6 X2 = 7.339 p. Ml Il 6 X2 = 4.118 df = 6

Item 40 Item 41 Item 42
0-5 yrs. 6 27 33 27 ■ 10 15 31 35 9 22 30 33 .
6-10 yrs. 12 56 48 45 10 40 49 62 19 52 37 52
11+ yrs. 7 23 33 22 3 21 25 36 10 23 24 27

X2 = 3.098 df = 6 X2 =6.386 df = 6 X2 - 4.063 df = 6

Item 43 Item 44 Item 45
0-5 yrs. 18 35 25 15 18 49 17 9 29 51 8 3
6-10 yrs. 26 62 50 : 22 33 90 18 18 56 80 15 8
11+ yrs. 8 27 32 17 ■ 23 46 15 0 25 42 10 8

X2 = 6.795 df = 6 X2 = 14.292 df = 6 X2 = 4.646 df = 6
Item 46 Item 47 Item 48

0-5 yrs. 25 37 19 11 83 8 I 2 74 20 0 0
6-10 yrs. 33 59 31 37 141 17 I 3 134 26 I 0
11+ yrs. . 33 24 17 11 77 5 2 I 76 8 0 0

Ii 14. 292 df = 6 x2 = 3.128 IiU-J 6 X2 = 5.703 df = 2
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Hypothesis 5 (Ideal) Continued.

Item 49 Item 50 Item 51
0-5 yrs. - 67 27 0 . 0 56 35 I 0 89 . 2 I 2
6-10 yrs. 134 27 0 0 114 44 0 2 153 5 . I 2
11+ yrs. ■ 75 10 0 0 50 33 0 0 ; 84 0 0 0

X2 = 9.245 df = 2 X2 = 9.545 df = 4 X2 = 5.320 df = 4
Item 52 Item 53 Item 54

0-5 yrs. 79 11 3 I 26 51 .12 3 7 21 35 28
6-10 yrs. 126 . 23. 4 8 48 89 20 I 7 28 68 55 '
11+ yrs. , 64 18 0 3 31 44 10 0 8 16 38 22

X2 = 8.325 df = 6 X2 = 6.038 df = 6 X2 = 5.061 df = 6
Item 55 Item 56 Item 57

0-5 yrs. 11 . 25 26 28 56 28 5 0 61 30 0 0
6-10 yrs. 18 . 40 54 '45 87 63 7 0 119 40 0 0
11+ yrs. 8 33 . 20 24 51 25 7 2 71 13 0 0

x2 = 6.170 df = 6 X2 = 9.998 df = 4 ■ X2 = 7.170 df = 2
Item 58 Item 59

0-5 yrs.. 15 31 22 20 . 16 31 35 8
6-10 yrs. Il 32 60 54 26 59 53 19
11+ yrs. 7 9 36 32 15 26 36 6

X2 = 25.975 df = 6 X2 = 3.546 df = 6

OZ
Z



Hypothesis 6. Results for principals who responded under Item M for category actual.

Item I Item 2 . Item 3
Yes . 9 30 2 0 7 29 3 I 12 23 6 0
No 11 19 I 0 3 21 7 0 8 15 8 0

X2 = 1.645 df = 3 X2 = 4.410 df = 2 2X4 = 1.408 df = 2

Item 4 Item 5 Item 6
Yes 0 14 25■ 2 . 7 26 8 0 5 25 10 I ■
No 3 9 14 5 2 24 4 I 4 23 3 I

X2 = 7.225 . .df = 3 X2 = 3.877 df = 2 2X = 2.625 df = 2

Item 7 Item 8 Item 9
Yes ' 22 17 2 0 11 19 8 2 5 14 15 7
No 10 15 5 I 7 12 8 3 0 7 15 9
- ■ X2 = 5.630 df = 3 X2 = 1.266 df = 3 ' X2 = 6.316 df = 3

Item 10 Item 11 Item 12
Yes 1 6  22 10 7 25 9 0 12 21 5 I
No I 2 13 14 8. 14 8 I 10 14 7 0

X2 = 3.872 df = 2 X2 = 2.895 df = 2 X2 = 2.027 df = 2

Item 13 Item 14 Item 15
Yes 2 10 18 11 . 4 14 11 11 15 22 3 I
Nb 3 .3 15 10 I 12 10 8 6 17 8 0

X2 = 2.957 df = 3 X2 =1.356 df = 3 X2 = 6.507 df = 2
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Hypothesis 6 (Actual) Continued.

Item 16 Item 17
Yes 0 .15 17 9 16 18 7
No 0 11 10 9 9 11 6

X2 = 7.438 df = 2 X2 = 7.482
Item 19 Item 20

YeS 4 32 4 I 6 31 4
No 3 21 6 I 8 19 3

X2 = 1.465- df = 3 X2 = 2.977
Item 22 Item 23

Yes 2 36 3 0 5 17 18
No 4 22 4 I 3 17 8

X2 = 3.874 df = 3 X2 = 6.306
Item 25 Item 26

Yes 2 22 15 2 I 22 15'
NO 2 17 9 3 I 17 10

— X2 = .970 df = 3 X2 = .711
Item 28 Item 29

Yes 9 6 Il 9 12 11 12
No 9 5 12 3 6 11 6

X2 = 2.594 df = 3 X2 = 1.742

Item 18
0 7 21 13 0
5 5 15 8 2

df = 3 x 2 = 2.888 df = 3
Item 21

0 3 32 5 0
I 6 18 6 I

df = 3 X2 = 4.949 df = 3
Item 24

0 5 27 9 0
3 5 18 8 0 IsO

df = 3 • X2 = .479 df = 3
M
ND

Item 27
2 I 28 12 0
3 2 21 7 I
df = 3 X2.= 2.304 ' df = 3

Item 30
2 I 4 7 11
2 I . 2 I 10

df = 3 X2 = 3.215 df = 3



Hypothesis 6 (Actual) Continued.

Item 31 Item 32 Item 33
Yes 4 9 16 4 • I 7 12 12 0 4 11 17
No. 4 6 8 3 2 3 10 9 I . 2 10 11

X2 = .781 df = 3 X2 = 1.430 df = 3 X2 = 1.895 df
Item 34 Item 35 Item 36

Yes 0 3 6 20 0 I 7 21 5 16 16 3
No - 2 2 6 11 I I 6 14 4 12 10 5

3.625 df = 3 X2 = 1.545 df = 3 X2 = 1.449 df = 3
Item 37 Item 38 Item 39

Yes 16 13 10 2 2 16 22 0 0 9 23 8
No 6 14 7 4 2 11 16 2 I 2 17 11

X2 = 4.476 df = 3 X2 = 2.777 df = 3 X2 = 5.780 df = 3
Item 40 Item 41 Item 42

Yes 0 3 22 16 0 2 13 26 0 4 10 27
No 0 I 12 18 0 2 7 22 0 2 4 25

X2 = 2.722 df = 3 X2 = .759 df = 3 X2 = 1.964 df = 3
Item 43 Item.44 Item 45

Yes 0 4 23 14 6 14 13 8 5. 20 16 0
No . 0 5 11 15 3 . 7 7 12 11 10 9 0

X2 = 3.050 df = 3 X2 = 3.993 df = 3 X2 = 5.982 df = 2
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Hypothesis 6 (Actual) Continued.

Item 46 Item 47
Yes ■ 7 7 12 15 31 6 I
No . 4 6 10 11 25 4 I

X? = .309 . df = 3 X2 = .666
.Item 49 Item 50

Yes 4 21 16 0 5 27 .8
No 4 11 . 15 I 7 14 9

X2 = 2.822 ■ df = 3 X2 = 3.149
Item 52 Item 53

Yes 30 8 0 3 4 25 11
Ho 26 3 2 0 2 11 17

. ' ' X2 = 6.290 df = 3 X2 = 6.092
Item .55 Item 56

Yes I. 18 19 2 . I. 30 10
No 3 11 10 5 4 14 9

X2 = 5.145 df = 3 X2 = 7.844
Item 58 • Item 59

Yes 2 11 23 4 0 14 .25
Nd 2 9 11 6 .0 13 16

X2 = 2.804 df F 3 2X =  I.291

Item 48
3 14 25 2
I ■ 11 13 7

0
. o

df =3. X2 = 5.647 df = 3
Item 51 .

0 3 8 . 2  0
0 28 2 I

I
0

df = 3 X2 = 2.168 df =  3
Item 54 '

0 2 21 17
0 I 17 11
df = 3  X2 =  1.654

0
I NJ

NO
df = 3 ^

Item 57
0 7 2 9  4

. 2 , 5 17 8
0
0

2df = 3 X = 3.438

I '
0

df = 3

df = 3 ...



Hypothesis 6. Results for principals who responded under

Item I Item 2
Yes 0 4 . 12 5 2 24 6 3
No 2 11 . 13 2 0 25 3 2

- .X2 = 5.708 df = 3 X2 = 2.852 df = 3
Item 4 Item 5

Yes 30 8 2 I 18 21 0 0
No 13 15 2 I 10 19 I 0

X2 = 7.609 df = 3 X2 - 2.250 df = I

Item 7 Item 8
Yes 24 15 0 0 9 25 .4 0
No 22 8 0 0 7 19 4 0

X2 = I.061 df = I X2 = .128 df = 2

Item 10 Item 11
Yes 30 9 0 0 29 9 I 0
No 23 7 0 0 21 9 0 0

X2 = .000 df = I X2 = I.125 df = I
Item 13 Item 14

Yes 22 . 16 0 I 18 18 0 I
No 21 6 2 I 15 10 I 2

5.488 2.697 df = 2

Item M for category ideal. 
Item 3
13 24 0 - 4
16 8 I 6
X2 = 8.485 df = 3
Item 6
23 15 0 0
22 8 0 0
X2 = 1.228 df = I
Item 9
26 13 0 0
22 8 0 0

NO2 NO
X = .355 df = I Ui

Item 12
30 8 0 0
22 6 I 0

H

cslX 1.331 df = 1
Item
29

15
9 I 0

20 9 0 0

H

csiXi 1.208 df = 1



Hypothesis 6 (Ideal) Continued

Item 16 Item 17
Yes 25 12 0 0 18 18 I
No 19 10 0 0 18 10 2

X2 = .0307 df = I X2 = 3.504
Item 19 . Item 20

Yes 22 16 0 0 20 18 0
No ■ 18 . 10 2 0 17 10 I

X2 =. 2.883 df = 2 X2 = 2.103
Item 22 Item 23

Yes 25 14 0 0 29 10 0
No 18 9 2 0 21 9 0

X2 = 2.816 df = 2 X2 = .161

' Item 25 Item 26
Yes 23 15 0 0 26 11 I
No 15 15 0 0 20 9 0

X2 = .753 df = I X2 = 2.070

Item 28 Item 29
Yes 6 8 11 8 14 8 13
No 10 7 8 4 8 9 6

X2 = 2.626 df = 3 X2 = 2.712

Item 18
2 19 17 0 2
0 17 11 I I

df = 3 x2 = I.814 df = 2
Item 21

I . 17 18 . 4 0
I 13 13 2 2

df = I x2 = 2.881 df = 3 :
Item 24

0 25 14 0 0
0 23 7 0 0. horo

df = I . X2 = I.264 df = I ON

Item 27
0 26 11 I 0
I 21 9 0 0

df - ]_ X2 = .801 df = I .
Item 30

I • 3 5 6 9
2 3 3 • 2 7

df = 3 X2 = I.115 df = 3



Hypothesis 6 (Ideal) Continued.

Item 31
Yes 6 10 12 3
No 7 7 5 2

X2 = 1.833 df = 3
Item 34

Yes 0 2 8 19
No 0 7 . 7 7

2■. X = 7.289 ;df = 2

Item 37
Yes 22 11 3 2
No 12 15 I 2

X2 = 3.666. df = 3

Item 40
Yes I 6 21 .11
No ■ i 5 ■ 8 16.

; x2 = 5.768 . df = 2

item 43
Yes :o 11' 22 6
No , 6 8. 11. 5

■9.214 df = 3

Item 32 Item 33
2 10 9 11 3 6 8 15
'7 5 7 5 4 3 9 8
X2 = 5.922 df = 3 X2 = 2.234 df =
Item 35 Item 36
1 2  6 20 10 18 8 0
3 3 4 12 7 13. 6 4

X2 = 2.689 df = 3 • X2 = 5.118 df =
Item. 38 Item 39
3 23 13 0 3 19 15 2
3 17 10 0 4 11 11 4

X2 = .119 df = 2 X2 = 2.425 df =
Item 41 Item 42
0 3 21 15 I 7 14 16
0 8 .6 16 2 6 5 16

X2 = 9,628 df = 2 X2 = 3.528 df =
Item 44 Item 45
7 23 7 2 "4 25. 10 0
5 14 6 3 . 14. 11 4 0

X2 = 1.020 df = 3 X2 = 12.368 df -=

227



Hypothesis 6 (Ideal) Continued.

Item 46 Item 47 Item 48
Yes 8 9 13 8 35 I 0 3 33 5 0 0
No 9 8 6 7 27 2 0 I 23 6 I 0

X2 = 1.847 df = 3 X2 = 1.212 df = 2 X2 = 1.962 df = 1

Item 49 Item 50 Item 51
Yes 32 7 0 0 23 15 0 0 36 I 0 I
No 21 8 I 0 17 11 I 0 29 I 0 0

X2 = 2.213 df = I X2 = 1.330 df = I X2 = .824 df = 1

Item 52 Item 53 Item 54
Yes 30 7 I I 5 27 7 0 0 13 17 8
No 24 6 0 0 I 17 10 I 2 8 11 8

X2 = 1.596 df = 1 X2 = 5.108 df = 2 X2 = 3.327 df = 3

Item.55 Item 56 Item 57
Yes 2 13 14 9 . 20 18 I 0 25 13 I 0
No 2 5 11 10 • 17 10 I 0 21 8 0 0

X2 = 2.510 df = 3 X2 = .743 df = I X2 = 1.091 df = 1

Item 58 Item 59
Yes I 8 15 15 0 14 20 3
No 5 6 9 7 3 6 13 6

X2 = 5.356 .df = 3 X2 = 7.584 df = 3
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Hypothesis 7. Results for principals who are also student council advisors who
responded under Item M for category actual.

Item I Item 2 Item 3
Yes 9 29 0 0 4 29 3 I 9 18 10 0
No 6 29 I 0 5 24 6 0 9 13 14 0

.2 2 2X = 1.547 df = I X = 2.529 df = 2 X = 1.459 df.= 2
Item 4 Item 5 Item 6

Yes 0 10 23 4 4 27 5 2 3 26 7 2
No I 5 28 2 2 26 8 0 3 23 10 0

' X2 = 3.810 df = 2 X2 = 3.326 df = 3. X2 = 2.660 df = 3
Item 7 Item 8 Item 9

Yes 17 15 5 I 5 21 9 3 5 7 15 11
No 10 17 7 2 5 17 11 3 I 2 11 22

X2 = 2.554 df = 3 X2 = .567 'df = 3 X2 = 9.679 df = 3
Item 10 Item 11 Item 12

Yes 0 6 20 11 6 17 10 3 14 18 4 I
No . 2 3 11 17. 5 17 12 2 10 21 2 I

X2 = 6.691 df = 3 X2 = :472 df = 3 X2 = 1.439 df = 2
Item 13 Item 14 Item 15

Yes I 8 16 12 3 13 14 7 10 20 4 I
No 0 3 21 12 3 8 15 9 12 16 4 I

X2 - 3.935 df = 2 X2 = 1.420 df = 3 X2 = .567 df = 2
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Hypothesis 7 (Actual) Continued.

Yes
No

Item. 16 
3 5 17
3 4 10

X2 = 3.072

Yes
No

Item 19 
7 25 4
3. 25 8

X2 = 3.920

Yes
No

Item 22 
6 31 I
6 24 5

X2 = 4.506

Yes
No

Item 25 ■
I 22 10
I 13 18

X2 = 4.742

Yes
No

Item.28 
11 2 12
11 7 11

X2 = 3.964

Item 17
12 11 15 9
18 13 12 9

df = 3 , X2 = .486
Item 20

I . 9 • 27 2
0 6 24 5

df = 2. • • X2 = 1.942
Item 23

0 3 21 11
I 2 20 12

df; = 2 .. X2 = .414
Item 26

.3'. .. 2 19 12
4 3 15 15

IlIW 2 - X2 = 1.003
Item 29

9 . .13 8 15
5 6 7 13

df = 3 X2 = 4.964

Item 18
2 5 19 11 2
2 9 16. 10 I

df = 3 X2 = 1.767 df = 3
Item 21

0 6 26, 6 0 .
0 12 17 7 . o

df = 2 X2 = 3.909 . df =■ 2
Item, 24

3 6 25 7 0.
2 5 25 6 0 . K>2 Lo

df = 3 X = . .113 df = 2 O

Item 27
3 4 24 9 0
3 2 21 11 2

df = 3 X2 = 3.053. df = 3
Item 30 ■

I 4 3 6 11
5 2 0 4 12

X2 = .3.320 df = 3df = 3



Hypothesis 7 (Actual) Continued.

Item 31 Item 32 Item 33
Yes 7 8 16 3 4 6 13 11 I 4 13 16
No 3 4 13 7 I 3 10 17 2 2 11 13

. ■■ X2 = 4.094 df 3 ■ X2 - 4.347 df = 3 X2 = 9.048 df = 3
Item 34 Item 35. Item 36

Yes I. 7 6 17 0 3 6 24 7 12 13 6
No 0 4 4 14 I I 8 16 4 17 11 3

2X = 1.009 df = 2 X2 = 3,098 df = 2 X2 = 2.728 df = 3
Item. 3 7 Item 38. Item 39

Yes 10 14 9 5 2 9 23 4 0 7 18 13
No 13 9 7 5 4 5 22 5 2 4 17 13

X2 =1.510 df 3 . X2 = 1.890 df = 3 X2 = 2.794 df = 3
Item 40. Item 41- Item 42

Yes. 0 3 18 17 0 . 0 11 27 0 1 8 29 '
Np 2 0 13 21 0 0 9 27 1 2  7 26

X2 = 6.177 df = 2 X2 = .146 df = I X2 = 1.510 df = 2

Item 43 Item 44 Item 45
Yes . . 0 1 16 21 2 9 10 15 6 19 9 3
No ■ I 5 19 10 2 8 8 18 8 17 9 2
: ■ X2 = 7.716 df == 2 . X2'- .553 df = 3 X2 = .583 df = 3
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Hypothesis 7. (Actual) Continued.

Item 46 Item 47 Item 48
Yes 5 8 . 4 21 31 6 0 I . 12 16 9 I
No 3 8 8 17 28 5 I 2 10 21 5 0

X2 = 2.201 df = 3 X2 = 1.523 df = 2 ' X2 = 2.948 df = 2
Item 49 Item 50 Item 51

- Yes 2 16 18 2 4 21 12 0 .34 3 0 .1
. No . 3 15 17 ■ I .8 17 11 0 32 2 I I

X2 =; .540 df = 3 X2 =1.784 df = 2 X2 = 1.207 df = 2
Item 52 Item 53 Item 54

Yes 30 6 0 . 2 I 20 15 I 3 18 10 6
No 29 5 0 2 6 13 15 0 3 14 12 6

X2 = 5.384 df = 2 .. X2 = 5.940 df = 2. X2-= .626 df = 3
Item 55 Item 56 Item 57

Yes . 2 15. 14 6 3 21 11 2 6 24 7 0
No 4, 11 16 3 3 15 13 3 6 23 5 0

X2 = 2.292 df = 3 X2 = I;242 df = 3 x2 = .228 df = 2
; - Item 58 Item 59

Yes .. 0 9 20 8 0 14 20 . 3
• No . 4 8 19 3 0 14 18 2

X2 = 6.241 df - 3 . X2 = .178 df = 2
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Hypothesis 7. Results for principals who are also student council advisors who 
responded under Item M for category ideal.

Item I Item 2 Item 3
Yes 0 10 14 5 I 25 9 I 17 20 0 I
No 2 16 13 3 I 24 6 3 19 11 0 2

X2 = 3.457 df = 3 X2 = 1.564 df = 2 X2 = 2.561 df = 2

Item 4 Item 5 Item 6
Yes 23 10 2 2 24 14 0 0 27 9 0 I
No 27 6 .3 0 17 16 I 0 23 12 0 0

2. X = 3.506 df = 3 X2 = 2.112 df = I X2 = 1.694 df = 2

Item 7 Item 8 Item 9
Yes 24 . 12 I . 0 9 25 2 I 29 9 0 0
No 25 8 2 0 10 20 4 I 22 12 I 0

X2 = 1.099 df = 2 X2 = 1.220 df = 2 X2 = 2.269 df = I

Item 10 Item 11 Item 12
Yes 29 9 0 0 29 8 I 0 28 10 0 0
No 29 4 I I 24 11 0 0 30 4 I 0

X2 = 3.806 df = 2 X2 = 1.825 df = I X2 = 3.523 df = 1

Item 13 Item 14 Item 15
Yes 26 11 0 0 19 19 0 0 23 12 0 0
No 18 14 2 I 17 13 2 0 22 12 I 0

X2 = 4.762 df = 2 X2 = 2.741 df = 2 X2 = 1.022 df = I
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Hypothesis 7 (Ideal) Continued.

Item 16
Yes
No

27 10 0
25 7 I

X2 = 1.382

Yes
No

Item 19 
25 9 I
21 12 0

X2 = 1.719

Yes
No

Item 22 
24 13 0
22 12 I

. X2 = 1.072

Yes
No

Item 25 
29 9 0
26 9 0
X2 = .040

Yes
No

Item 28 
9 3 13
9 5 12

X2 = .775

Item 17 .
0 19 17 I
0 20 13 2

df = I ' X2 = .837
Item 20

0 20 :17 0
0 19 ;11 2

df = I X4 = 5.193
Item 23

0 30 7 0
0 26 8 I

df = I X2 = 1.297

Item 26
0 24 :10 2
0 24 9 I

df = I X2 = .329
Item 29

9 13 7 14
7 8 7 11

df = 3 X2 = 1.685

Item 18
0 23 13 I 0
0 15 16 3 0 .
df = 2 X2 = 2. CMCO df = 2

Item 21
0 14 22 0 I
2 16 17 2 0

df = 3 X3 = 3.721 IlrO 2
Item 24

0 26 12 0 0
0 25 9 0 0

df = I X2 = .226 df = I
Item 27

0 24 11 0 0
0 24 11 0 0

df = 2 X2 = '.111 df = I
Item 30

2 4 4 5 9
4 2 I 4 11

df = 3 -X2 =

M
-Ps-

2.493 df = 3



Hypothesis 7 (Ideal) Continued.

Item 31 Item 32
Yes 6 6 18 4 4 10 12
No 4 5 13 7 2 6. 11

X2 = 1.729 df = 3 X2 = 2.376

Item 34 Item 35
Yes . 0 6 7 16 0 3 5
No . 2 2 4 14 I I 7

’ _ . X2 = 4.067 df = 3 X4 = 3.267

Item 37 Item 38
Yes 16 16 4 I 6 19 13
No 18 14 2 0 6 16 10

X2 = 1.794 Il
' £ 2 X2 = 3.531

Item 40 Item 41
Yes I 11 13 13 0 7 12
No 2 6 10 17 9: . I 11

X2 = 2.609 df = 3 X2 = 4.809

Item 43 Item 44
Yes I 16 13 8 . 7 19 6
No. . 2 11 14 7 6 -21 5

X2 = 1.144 df = 3 X2 = .396.396

8
12
df = 3

25
16
df = 2

0
3
df = 3

19
23
df = • 2

4 
3
df = 3

Item 33
2 7 13 12
2 4 12 11

X2 = .508 df = 3

Item 36 
15 13 7 2
9 20 6 0
2X = 5.010 a Ii .W

 '

Item 39
3 21 12 2
4 15 12 4

X2 = 1.689 df = 3

Item 42
I 13 10 ' 14
.2 4 11 18

X2 = 5.531 df = 3
Item 45
7 21 2 7
8 .20 5 I

X2 = 5.760 df = 3



Hypothesis 7 (Ideal) Continued,

Item 46 Item 47 Item 48Yes 9 15 4 9 34 3 I 0 31 7 0 .0No 4 16 6 9 29 4 2 0 27 8 . 0 0
X2 = 2.301 df = 3 X2 = .750 df = 2 X2 = .219 df = 1
Item 49 Item 50 Item 51Yes 32 6 0 0 25 12 0 0 36 I 0 INo 26 8 I 0 24 11 0 0 33 I I 0
X2 = 1.786 df = 1 X2 = .008 df = 1 X2 = 2.010 df = 1
Item 52 Item 53 Item 54Yes 31 5 0 2 12 19 5 I I 11 15 10No 27 6 0 2 7 22 4 0 0 10 16 8
X2 =..243 df. = 2 X2 = 2.425 df = 2 X2 = 1.177 df = 2
Item 55 Item 56 Item 57Yes 3 13 5 16 21 12 3 0 28 9 0 0No 3 7.16 7 18 12 3 0 21 11 I 0
X2 - 10.890 df = 3 X2 = .100 df = 2 X2 = 1.977 df = 1
Item 58 Item 59

Yes 2 7 11 17 3 14 13
No 9 9 10 5 2 13 17

X2 = 11.105 df = 3 x2 = 5.058 df = 3
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Hypothesis 8. Results for student council advisors who responded under Item M for 
category actual.

Yes
Item I 
9 28 2 0

Item 2 
6 25 8 0

Item 3 
11 15 14 0

No. 7 17 I 0 I 20. 4 0 4 10 11 0
X2 = .220 df = 2 X2 = 2.518 df = 2 X2 = 1.230 df = 2

Yes
Item 4 
2 12 21 3

Item..5 
. 6 25 8 0

Item 6 
4 21 13 0

No . I 6 13 4 2 17 6 0 I 13 11 0
.X2 = 1.261 df = 3 X2 = .784 df = 2 X2 = 1.218 df = 3

Yes
Item 7 
23 13 3 I

Item 8 
17 13 10 0

Item 9 
0 14 13 13

No 14 7 3 I 3 11 9 2 0 5 4 16
X2 = .557 df = 2 X2 = 9.039 • df = 3 X2 = 6.207 df = 2

Yes
Item 10 
0 11 16 12

Item 11 
4 25 9 I

Item 12 
10 23 6 0

No 0 3 5 17 5 13 4 3 . 11 9 5 0
X2 = 8.541 df = 2 X2 = 3.950 df = 3 X2 = 3.361 df = '2

Yes
Item 13 •
4 7 15 14

Item 14 
5 7 19 9

Item 15 
18 14 5 I

No I 3 9 12 I 6 7 . 11 7 14 2 2
X2 = 1.681 df = 3 X2 = 5.302 df = 3 X2 = 3.944 df = 3
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Hypothesis 8 (Actual) Continued.

Item 16 Item 17 Item 18
Yes 4 9 14 13 15 13 7 5 9 12 18 I
No 0 3 9 13 6 7 8 4 2 13 9 I

X2 = 4.885 df = 3 X2 = 2.506 df = 3 X2 = 4.259 df = 2

Item 19 Item 20 Item 21
Yes 6 29 5 0 8 26 4 I 11 20 9 0.
No I 17 7 0 3 18 4 0 2 17 5 I

X2 = 3.774 df = 2 . X2 = 1.748 df = 3 X2 = 5.445 df = 2
Item 22 Item 23 Item 24

Yes 11 25 3 I 8 16 12 3 6 26 8 0
No 6 14 4 I I 15 8 I 2 16 7 0

X2 = 1.325 df = 2 X2 = 4.425 df = 3 X2 = 1.041 df = 2

Item 25 Item 26 Item 2.7
Yes I 23 13 2 2 24 11 I 5 22 12 0
Nb I 12 6 6 0 15 4 6 I 15 6 3

X2 = 5.223 df = 2 X2 = 7.422 df = 2 X2 = 6.226 df = 3
Item 28 Item 29 Item 30

Yes 11 3 14 12 7 11 17 4 0 6 8 18
No 9 5 7 4 4 7 4 8 1 2  4 15

X2 = 3.772 df — 3 X2 = 7.455 df = 3 X2 = 2.852 df = 2
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Hypothesis 8 (Actual) Continued.

Item 31 Item 32
Yes 2 7 18 9 0 6 16
No I 5 10 7 I 5 5

X2 = .355 df = 3 X2 = 4.145

Item 34 Item 35
Yes 0 2 7 22 0 2 7
No V -  o: 4 2 15 : I I 5

2... X = 2.954 df = 2 X2 = 1.698

Item 37 Item 38
Yes 14 12 9 5 0 ]L6 20
No 5 5 3 12 I 6 11

X2 == 10.104 df = 3 X2 = 5.825

. Item 40 Item 41
Yes 0 3 16 21 . 0 0 11
No 0 2 6 17 0 0 2

. X2 = 1.800 df = 2 X2 = 4.040

Item 43 Item 44
Yes 0 5 11 23 I :LI 14
No ; 0 3 10 11 3 2 8

X2 - 1.284 df = 2 • X2 = 5.872

15 
12
df = 2

27
16

df = 2

4
7
df = 3

27
23
df = I

14
12
df = 3

Item 33
0 3 16 18
1 3 9 10

X2 = 2.092 df = 2
Item 36
6 21 10 3
4 11 7 3

X2 = .626 df = 3

Item 39 
0 5 24 11
0 0 13 12
2 BX = 5.125 df.= 2
Item 42
1 3 8 28
' 0 I 3 21
X2 = 1.913 df = 2

Item 45
10 17 9 4
7 10 5 3

X2 = .177 df = 3



Hypothesis 8 (Actual) Continued

Item 46 Item 47
Yes 6 4 11 19 26 12 2
No . 4 2 6 13 19 5 1

X2 = .212 df = 3 X2 = .890

Item 49 Item 50
Yes 3 IL7 19 0 5 18 16
No I 6 16 2 ' 2 14 5

X2 = 5.729 df = 3 X2 = 5.805
Item 52 Item 53

Yes 32 6 I I 4 20 15
No 17 5 0 3 2 10 11

X3 = 3.402 df = 2 X2 =1.108
Item 55 Item 56

Yes 4 ]L2 19 4 6 17 14
No I 7 13 2 I 10 7

X2 = .833 df = 3 X2 =7.128
Item 58 Item 59

Yes I 9 21 8 2 .10 27
No . 0 4 12 7 I 8 13

. X2 = 1.409 df = 2 X2 = 2.492

Item 48
0 12 20 6 0
0 3 12 10 0

df = 2 X2 = 5.971 • df = 2
Item 51

0 36 4 0 0
2 21 2 0. 2

df = 3 X2 = 3.329 df = 2
Item 54

I 3 10 22 4
0 3 5 15 0 N)

df = 2 X2 - 3,066 df = 3
-P-O

Item 57
I 10 28 0 0
5 2 18 4 0

df = 3 X2 = 8.794 df = 2

0
I

df = 2



Hypothesis 8. Results for student council advisors who responded under Item M for 
category ideal.

Item I Item 2 Item 3
Yes I 6 12 6 3 26 4 4 12 25 0 2
No 2 7 11 I I. 19 4 0 . 13 9 . I 2

X2 = 3.705 df = 3 X2 = 3.476 df = 3 X2 = 5.783: df = 3
Item 4 Item 5 Item 6

Yes 31 9 0 0 . . 24 15 0 0 26 13 I 0
No 16 7 I I. . 12 13 0 0 ' 12 12 I 0.

X2 = 3.776 df =. I X2 = 1.134 df = I x2 = 1.834 df = I
Item 7 Item 8 Item 9

Yes 27 13 0 0 15 21 2 0 30 9 0 0
No 17 8 0 0 7 12 5 0 16 9 0 0

2X =.001 df = I : .X2 =3.675 df = 2 1.258 df = I
Item 10 • ~ Item 11 Item 12

Yes 31 9 . 0 0 - 34 6 0 0 40. 0 0 0.
No 17 8 0 0 . 18 7 0 0 16 9 0 0

X2 = .718 df = .1 •' X2 = 1.624 df I X2 = 13.832 df = I
Item 13 Item 14 Item 15

Yes 34 5 0 . 0 27 13 0 0 29 :10 0 0
No 13 11 I . 6 11 11 2 I 17 8 0 0 .

2X = 6.892 df = i X2 = 6.804 df = 2 X2 = .304 df - = I
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Hypothesis 8 (Ideal) Continued

Yes
Item 16 
30 9 0 0

Item 17 
25 15 0

No ■ 20 5. 0 0 12 10 2
X2 = .084 df = 1 X2 = 5.393

Yes
Item 19 
26 LI I 0

Item 20 
31 8 0

No ■ 14 11 0 0 11 14 0
- , 2X =  2.002 df = I X2 = 5.711

Yes
Item 22 
27 13 0 0

Item 23 
36 4 0

No - 13 12 0 0 19 6 0
- ■ ' X2 = 1.561 df = 1 . . X2 = 2.316

Yes
Item 25 
30 10 0 0

Item 26 .
28 10 I

No. 14 11 0 0 " 11 13 I.

X2 = 2.539 I—I IlrO X2 = 4.977
Item 28 Item 29

Yes 7 3 20 9 7 9. 19
No 7 9 6 2 5 10 5

X2 = 12.107 df X2 = 4.8583

Item 18
. 0 24 14 2 0
I 14 9 I i

df = 2 X2 = 1.679 df = I
Item 21

0 22 14 3 I
0 9 10 5 I

df = I . X2 = 3.334 df = 2
Item 24

0 30 9 0 0
0 16 9 0 0

df =• I X2 = 1.258 df. = I
Item 27 .

0 35 5 0 0
0 13 :12 .0 0

df .= I X2 = 10.038 df = 1
Item 30

4 0 6 7 20
. 2 2 4 6 9
df = 3 X2.= 4.189 df = 3



Hypothesis 8 (Ideal) Continued.

.Item 31 Item 32
Yes I 8 19 8 0 6 19
No 2 6 12 3 4 5 • 7

X2 = 1.690 df = 3 X2 = 8.120

Item 34 Item 35
Yes I 1 . 8 22 0 2 8
No 3 4 2 12 I 4 4

X2 = 7.375 df = 3 . X2 = 3.926

Item 37 Item 38
Yes 20 14 4 I 6 ;Il 5
No 9 7 4 5 4 11 9

X2 = 6.416 df = 3 X2 = 5.479

Item 40 Item 41 ■
Yes ' 4 8 18 10 I 8 16
No 3 6 7 9 3 2 . 7

■ X2 = 1.964 df = 3 X2 = 5.681

Item 43 Item 44
Yes 2 13 13 11 5 ;26 5
No ' 3 8 10 3 5 :L2 6

X2 = 2.948 df = 3 X2 = 2.591

Item 33
12 4 7 14 12
7 3 6 10 4

df = 3 X2 = 1.713 df = 3'

Item 36
26 12 20 7 I
14 8 11 6 0

df = 3 X2 = 1.086 11M-I 2

Item 39
I 5 22 11 2
I 5 7 9 4 N5

df = 2 X2 = 5.454 df = 3 UJ

Item 42
13 2 11 11 15
13 2 8 4 11 .

df = 3 X2 = 1.358 df .= 3

Item 45
4 12 19 4 4
2 9. 12 3 I

df - 3 X2 = .934 df = 3



Hypothesis 8 (Ideal) Continued

Item 46 Item 47 Item 48
Yes 9 :20 7 4 37 3 0 0 33 5 0 0
No 6 4 9 6 21 4 0 0 19 6 0 0

X2 = 8.930 df = 3 X2 = 1.156 df = I X2 = 1.229 df = I
Item 49 Item 50 Item 51

Yes 31 8 0 0 23 16 0 0 40 0 0 0
No 19 5 I 0 13 10 0 0 25 0 0 0

. X2 = 1.585 df = I X2 = .035 df = I X2 = .000 df = I
Item 52 Item 53 Item 54

Yes 33 5 0 2 11 26 2 I 4 7 19 9
No 16 6 2 I 6 14 4 0 I 6 12 4

X2 = 5.134 df = 3 X2 = 2.919 df = 2 X2 ■ = 1.340 df = 3
Item 55 Item 56 Item 57

Yes 4- ]LO 14 .11 22 13 2 I 31 8 0 0
No 3 ]LO 7 4 10 12 2 0 17 8 0 0

X2 = 2.301 df = 3 X2 = 2.506 df = 2 X2 = 1.072 df = I
Item 58 Item 59

Yes 3 6 18 12 5 11 20 2
No 4 7 5 8 4 10 8 2

X2 = 5.084 df = 3 X2 = 2.255 df = 3



Hypothesis 9. Results for student council presidents who responded under Item M for
category actual.

Item I Item 2 Item 3
Yes 22 52 6 0 12 41 24 4 8 31 32 8
No 19 20 8 0 9 28 8 2 4 13 25 5

X2 = 6.598 df = 2 X2 = 2.704 df = 3 X2 = 2.268 df = 3
Item 4 Item 5 Item 6

Yes 6 24 37 12 18 44 15 3 5. 54 20 2
No I 15 24 5 9 25 11 2 8 29 8 2

X2 = 2.139 df = .3 X2 = .506 df = 3 X2 = 4.663 df = 3
Item 7 Item 8 Item 9

Yes 40 26 12 3 33 24 14 10 0 18 28 35
No 15 17 10 5 15 17 12 3 0 4 10 33

X2 = 5.269 df = 3 X2 = 3.052 df = 3 X2 = 9.105 df = 2

Item 10 Item 11 Item 12
Yes 10 21 22 27 21 37 20 3 . 27 34 17 2
No 3 7 13 23 7 25 10 5 12 20 10 4

X2 = 4.561 df = 3 X2 = 4.437 df = 3 X2 = 2.918 df = 3

Item 13 Item 14 Item 15
Yes 7 22 40 11 13 21 35 12 38 28 11 2
No 2 11 18 16 7 10 22 8 18 19 8 I

X2 = 7.657 df = 3 X2 = .470 df = 3 X2 = 1.033 df = 3
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Hypothesis 9 (Actual) Continued.

Item 16 Item 17
Yes 7 12 24 38 22 23 20
No 2 I 12 32 12 15 11

X2 = 8.143 df = 3 X2 = .179
Item 19 Item 20

Yes 14 54 12 I 22 51 7
No 10 31 5- I 16 26 5

X2 = .797 df = 3 X2 .= .882
Item 22 Item 23

Yes 28 41 11 0 14 36 27
No 23 15 8 I 11 17 15

X2 = 5.855 df = 2 X2 = 1.687
Item 25 Item 26

Yes 7 32 27 15 15 37 21
No ■; 3 19 16 9 5 19 20

X2 = .211 df = 3 X2 = 4.359
Item 28 Item 29

Yes 23 16 28 11 25 18 26
No 24 4 15 4 16 7 10

X2 = 7.171 df = 3 X2 = 7.805

Item 18
16 14 29 25 10
9 12 16 11 8

df = 3 X2 = 2.011 df = 3
Item 21 .

0 30 38 13. 0
0 19 20 8 0

df = 2 . X2 = .231 df = 2
Item 24

4 18 44 13 5
4 13 22 11 I

df = 3 X2 = 2.571 df = 3
Item 27

8 16 39 22 4
3 9 22 14 2 ■
df = 3 X2 = .119 df = 3

Item 30
9 6 8 14 37

14 1 4  7 28
df = 3  = 2.684 df = 3



Hypothesis 9 (Actual) Continued

Item 31 Item 32
Yes . 9 17 30 19 4 12 27
No 14 8 18 6 2 10 12

X2 = 7.571 df =.2 x2 = 1.448
Item 34 Item 35

Yes 4 7 15 46 2 6. 27
No I 2 10 31 I 3 11

X2 =1.848 df =' 3 = 1.883
Item 37 Item 38

Yes 17 23 27 13 13 34 28
No 11 6 16 14 3 23 18

X2 = 5.927 . a Il .W X2 = 2.706

Item 40 Item 41
Yes 2 13 26 38 2 . 5 10
No ,0 3 24 2.6 0 . 4 6

X2 = 6.188 df = 3 X2 = 1.390

Item 43 Item 44
Yes 2 20 32 . 26 6 15 23
No 5 14 18 10 4 8 13

X2 = 5.148 COIiLWrV . x2 = .120.120

Item 33
36 7 12 26 34
23 2 11 12 22
df = 3 x2 = 2.590 df = 3

Item 36
43 18 37 18 7
31 9 17 16 5

df = 3 X2 = 2.448 df = 3
Item 39

6 2 19 35 25
3 0 11 19 17 ron

df = 3 X2 =1.470 df = 3
Item 42

63 2 ' 8 20 51
37 3 2 9 . 33

df = 3 X2 = 3.010 df = 3
Item 45

36 25 41 10 . .4
22 . 12 18 11 5
df = 3 X2 = 4.872 . df = 3



Hypothesis 9 (Actual) Continued.

Item 46 Item 47 Item 48
Yes 17 17 18 28 45 30 3 3 28 36 16 I
No 12 8 7 20 33 13 I 0 19 24 4 0

X2 = 1.823 df = 3 X2 = 3.804 df = 3 X2 = 3.542 df = 3
Item 49 Item 50 Item 51

Yes 4 33 44 0 11 33 34 3 71 4 4 2
No 8 21 18 0 9 22 14 2 43 I 2 0

X2 = 6.317 df = 2 X2 = 2.046 df = 3 X2 = I.837 df = 3
Item 52 Item 53 Item 54

Yes 64 10 2 5 12 43 25 I 10 37 26 8
No 38 6 0 2 5 23 16 2 2 21 20 3

x2 = 1.371 df = 3 X2 = 1.738 df = 3 X2 = '3.416 df = 3
Item 55 Item 56 Item 57

Yes 8 42 . 27 4 20 34 24 3 23 48 8 2
No 4 ■ 17 19 6 12 17 16 I 13 25 8 0

X2 = 4.406 df = 3 x 2 = .672 df = 3 X2 = 2.574 df = 3
Item 58 Item 59

Yes 3 23 42 11 10 32 33 • 6
No 3 10 23 10 3 18 24 I

x 2 = 2.161 df _ 3 X2 - 3.285 df = 3
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Hypothesis 9. Results for student
category ideal.

Item I
Yes 0 16 21 19
No 4 11 20 5

2X = 10 .748 df = 3

Item 4
Yes 53 17 7 2
No 29 13 3 2

X2 = I.101 df = 3
Item 7

Yes 36 33 6 2
No 21 17 6 3

2X = 2.134 df = 3
Item 10

Yes 73 7 0 0
No 42 4 I 0

X2 = I.715 df = I

Item 13
Yes 41 34 4 I
No 24 18 3 2

2X = 1.362 df = 3

council presidents who responded under Item M for

Item 2 Item 3
5 57 12 4 29 37 2 6
2 33 8 I 25 13 3 3

X2 = .878 . df = 3 X2 = 5.761 df = 3

Item 5 Item 6
53 25 0 0 53 21 3 2
30 16 0 I 34 11 2 0

X2 = 1.769 df = I X2 = 1.440 df = 3
Item 8 Item 9
27 48 2 I 71 9 0 0
16 21 8 0 38 8 I 0

X2 = 9.833 df = 2 X2 = 2.654 df = I

Item 11 Item 12
51 28 .1 0 58 18 I . 3
32 12 2 I 35 10 I I

X2 = 3.761 df = 2 X2 = 4.279 df = 2

Item 14 Item 15
46 29 2 2 57 22 0 I
18 18 5 3 31 15 I 0

X2 = 6.910 df = 3 ■ X2 = 2.607 df = I



Hypothesis 9 (Ideal) Continued.

Item 16 Item 17
Yes 57 23 0 0 47 26 5
No 32 . 11 . 3 0 22 22 2

X2 = 5.482 df = 2 X2 = 4.250

Item 19 Item 20
Yes. 56 17. 4 0 ■ 41 28 4
No 31 12 2 I 21 16 5

' X2 = 2.028 df = 2 - X2 = 1.923
Item 22 Item 23

Yes 54 20 2 0 71 7 0
No 30 13 4 0 45 2 0

X2 = 2.299 df.= 2 X2 = .977

Item 25 Item 26
Yes 61 17 0 0 54 20 5
No 41 6. 0 0 24 19 2

X2 = 1.592 df = I X2 = 7.186
Item 28 Item 29

Yes 11 23 35 8 ■ - 8 28 31
No ■ 12 . 9 17 9 4 11 19

X2 = 5.523 df = 3 X2 = 5.052

0
I

df = 2

6
5

df = 3

0
0

df = I

0
2

df = 3

10
13

Item 18
50 27 2 0
30 15 I I
?X = 1.747 df
Item 21
27 35 15 2
16 23 3 5
X2 = 6.900 df
Item 24
66 11 0 0
38 9 0 0

X2 = .510 df
Item 27
58 20. I 0
32 14 0 I

X2 = 2.611 df
Item 30
3 12 18 32
I 3 16 21

X2 = 3.548 df

K>LnO

3



Hypothesis 9 (Ideal) Continued.
Item 31 Item 32 Item 33

Yes 4 19 35 16 7 24 30 17 19 20 28 11
No 10 10 19 7 6 12 20 9 8 15 17 . 7

X2 = 7.502 df = 3 . X2 = .906 df = 3 X2 = 1.156 df = 3
Item 34 Item 35 Item 36

Yes I 12 18 40 0 10 25 42 29 43 6 I
No I 3 16 25 .. I 2 19 24 14 30 3 0

X2 = 3.318 df = 2 X2 = 4.535 df = 2 X2 = 1.518 df = 2
Item 37 Item 38 Item 39

Yes 31 25 19 4 39 40 I 0 19 50 7 4
No 15 20 9 3 17 24 6 0 8 26 8 5

X2 = 1.825 df - 3 X2 = 8.192 df = 2 X2 = 3.928 df = 3
Item 40 Item 41 Item 42

Yes 10 41 16 11 13 33 14 19 20 28 22 10
No 3 21 18 5 3 14 18 12 8 19 11 9

X2 = 5.221 df = 3 X2 = 8.428 ■ df = 3 2X = 2.156 df = 3
Item 43 Item 44 Item 45

Yes 21 37 14 7 28 37 10 4 38 37 'I 3
No 16 18 9 4 11 27 5 4 18 22 5 I

X2 = 1.087 df = 3 X2 = 2.685 df = 3 X2 = 6.353 df = 3
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Hypothesis 9 (Ideal) Continued

Yes
Item 46 
29 28 14 7

Item 47 
66 10 I 3

Item 48 
70 10 0 0No 15 19 5 8 44 3 0 0 41 6 0 0

X2 = 3.004 df = 3 X2 = 3.854 df = 2 X2 = .001 df
Item 49 ' Item 50 Item 51Yes 67 12 I 0 57 22 0 I 74 3 0 2No 42 5 0 0 34 12 0 I 45 0 I 0
X2 = 1.116 HIl>d'. X2 = .192 df = I . X2 = 4.681 df

Yes
Item 52 
63 10 5 2

Item 53 
42 35 3 0

Item 54 
10 5 26 39No 38 6 0 2 20 19 6 I 4 4 23 15

X2 =3.250 df = 3 . X2 = 5.794 df = 2 X2 = 4.700 df

Yes
Item 55 

. 10 26 20 24
Item 56 
49 25 5 I

Item 57 
63 14 I INo . 7 13 12 .14 32 12 2 0 39 5 2 0

• X2 = .344 df = 3 X2 = 1.344 df = 2 X2 = 2.721 df

Yes
Item 58 
4 16 31 27

Item 59 
31 25 17 7No. 5 11 16 14 9 21 12 4

X2 = 1.808 df = 3 X2 = 5.342 df = 3
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Hypothesis 10. Results for principals who responded under Item !N for category actual
■- Item: I Item 2 Item 3

Yes 5 . 12 0 0 4 13 0 0 8 8 I 0
No 15 37 3 0 6 38 9 I 13 29 13 0

X2 = .969 df = 2 x2 = 4.630 df = 2 X2 = 4.628 df = 2
Item. 4 Item 5 Item 6

Yes 0 9 8 0 . 3 12 2 0 4 12 I . 0No ■ 3 15 30 7 . 5 40 9 I 5 37 11 2
X2 = 5.795 df = 3 ' X2 '-= 1.352 .df = 2 X2 = 4.357 df = .3
Item 7 Item 8 Item 9

Yes 14 3 0 0 6 10 I 0 0 10 6 I
No 19 28 8 0 12 21 20 4 0 16 25 14

.X2 = 12.285 df = 2 X2 r 6.226 df = 2 x2 = 6.353 df = 2
' Item 10 Item 11 Item 12

Yes I 2 11 2 4 12 I 0 8 8 I 0 .
No . I. 6 25 21 10 28 16 I 14 26 11 I ■

X2 = 4.631 df = 2 X2 = 4.367 df = 2 X2 = 3.696 df = 2
Item 13 Item 14 Item 15'

Yes 9 . 5 10 . 2 2 6 4 4 . .8 8 0 0
No 5 .7 24 19 3 21 16 15 . 13 29 12 0

X2 = 6.659 df = 3  X2 = .972 df = 3 X2 = 6.353 df = 2
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Hypothesis 10.(Actual) Continued.

Item 16
Yes 2 6 6 3
No .3 15 20 16

X2 = 1.659 df = 3

Item 19
Yes 3 13 I . o
No 5 40 . 8 2

* X2 = 2.278 df = 3
Item 22

Yes 3 14 0 0
No 4 42 8 I

X2 = 4.279 df = 2

Item 25
Yes I 10 6 0
No 3 29 18 5

X2 = 1.664 df = 3
Item 28

Yes 4 0 6 4
No 14 11 18 8 .

X2 = 4.182 df = 3

Item 17 
9 4 4 0

Item 18 
3 11 3 0

17 23 10 5 9 26 17 2

X2 = 4.640 df = 3 X2 = 2.195 df
Item 20 
2 13 2 0

Item 21 
2 14 0 0

12 37 5 I 7. 35 11 I

X2 = 1.237 df = 2 . X2 = 4.465 df

Item 23 
4 5 7 0

Item 24 
3 12 2 0

4 28 20 3 7 34 14 0
X2 = 5.537 df = 3 X2 = 1.477 df

Item 26 
I 13 3 0

Item 27 
I 14 2 0

I 28 20 5 2 36 16 I
X2 = 5.177 df = 2 ■ X2 = 2.559 df

Item 29 
8 2 6 I

Item 30 
. 0 2 2 5

10 19 13 3 2 4 6 16
X2 = 6.177 df = 3 X2 =. .912 df
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Hypothesis 10 (Actual) Continued.

Item 31 Item 32 Item 33 .
Yes 3 3 6 I I 3 5 5 0 2 3 9No 6 ]LI 19 6 2 8 18 16 . I 5 18 20

X2 = .847 df = 3 X2 = .271 df = 3 X2 = 2.259 df = 2
Item 34 Item 35 Item 36

Yes 0 I 2 10 0 0 4 10 4 6 6 I
No 2 4 10 21 I 2 9 26 6 22. 18 . 8

X2 - 1.970 df = 3 X2 = 1.216 df = 2 X2 = 2.341 df = 3.
Item 37 Item 38 Item 39

Yes 9 4 3 I I 7 9 0 0 3 12 2
No 13 ;»2 13 7 3 2>2 28 2 I 8 28 17

x2 = 5.382 df = 3 X2 = .637 df - 3 X2 = 3.065 df = 2
Item 40 Item 41 Item 42

Yes 0 I 9 7 0 0 4 13 0 2 4 11
No 0 4 24 27 0 4 15 35 0 4 10 41

.X2 = .453 df = 2 x2 = 1.606 df = 2 X2 = 6.795 df = 2
Item. 43 Item 44 Item 45

Yes . 0 3 9 5 . 3 . 4 7 3 3 6 6 2
No 0 7 25 23 6 I.7 15 15 13 25 15 I

X2 = .894 df = 2 X2 =. 1.961 df = 3 X2 = 3.849 df = 3
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. . Item 46 Item 47 Item 48

Hypothesis 10 (Actual) Continued.

Yes 5 3. 4 . 5 14 2 0 I 4 12 I 0
No 7 10 18 . 20 43 7 .2 3 21 26 8 0

X2 = 2.711 df = 3 x2 = .660 df = 3 . X2 = 2.920 df = 2

Item 49 Item 50 Item 51
Yes • • .1 10 6 0 I 11 5 0 17 0 0 0
No 7 - 23 . 24. . I 11 29 13. 0 49 4 I I

■ -'■ ' .X2 = 1.892 . df = 2 x2 = 2.004 df 2 .X2.= 2.023 df = I

Item 52 Item 53 Item 54
Yes 13 2 2 0 2 9 6 0 0 6 11 0
No 44 9 2 0 4 26 23 0 0 35 18 0 ND

- X2 = 1.396 df = 2 X2 = .509 df 2 X2 = 3.826 df = I
UlON

.Item 55 Item 56 Item 57
Yes 2 6. 9 0 I 12 4 0 3 14 0 0
No . 4 . 22 19 ,7 5 32 14 2 10 ■ 32 11 0

■ X2 =3.537 df = 3 X2 = 1.613 df = 3 . X2 = 4.484 df = 2
Item 58 Item 59

Yes 2 3 11 ■ „1 0 3 13 I
No 2 16 24 9 0 22 29 I

X2 = 4.164 df = 3 X2 = 3.745 df = I



Hypothesis 10. Results for principals who responded under Item N for category, ideal.
Item I Item 2 Item 3

Yes 10 6 0 0 10. 6 0 0 15 I 0 0
No 18 35 0 0 35 17 0 0 31 22 0 0

. X2= 4.263 df = I X2= .126 df = 1 X2= 5.380 df = I
Item 4 Item 5 Item 6

Yes . 7  7 2 0 12 4 0 0 15 I 0 0
No . 9 36 7 0 35 18 0 0 37 16 0 6

X2= 4.900 df = 2 X2= .135 df = I X2= 2.613 ..-df ■=■ I
Item 7 Item 8 Item 9

Yes 14 2 0 0 14 2 0 0 11 5 0 0
No 37 15 I 0 38 12 I 0 33 16 2 2

‘

X2= 2.067 df = I X2= 1.287. df = I X2= 1.293 df = 3
Item TO Item Tl Item 12

Yes 9 6 0 0 15 I 0 0 14 2 0 0
No 23 23 I 3 34 18 0 0 29 20 0 0

2X =  1.752 df 2 X2= 3.582 df = I X2= 3.147 df = I
Item 13 Item 14 Item 15

Yes 9 5 I I 10 4 0 I ■ 11 3 0 ' 0
No 27 23 2 I 27 23 I 2 28 22 2 0

. X2= 1.493 df = 2 X1= 1.860 df = 2 X2= 2.949 df = I
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Hypothesis 10 (Ideal)

Item 16
Yes
Np

11 5 0
27 22 I

' X2= 1.919

Yes
No

Item 19 
15 I 0
36 17 0

X2= 3.017

Yes
No

Item 22 
7 9 0

16 36 I

<' . ■. X2= 1.236

Yes
No

; '■ Item 25 
12 4 . 0
36 17 0
2 •X -  .290

Yes
No

Item 28 
-.2 1 6 
14 14 14
X2= 4.686

Continued.

Item 17
0
2

9 5 . 2
21 26 4

df = 2 X2= 2.599

0
0

Item 20 
12 4 0
36 17 0

df = I X2= .290 .

0
0

Item 23 
12 3 0
36 14 3

df = I X2=. 1.283

0
0

Item 26 
13 3 0
34 17 0

df = I 2X =  1.561

00 
-F>

Item 29 •
8 1 . 7
13 16. 13

df = 3 X2= 7,027

Item 18
0 11 5 0 . o
2 33 17 2 0

df = 3 X2= .676 df = 2
Item 21

0 11 4 0 0
0 25 27 0 0

df = I X2= 2.987 df'=. I
Item 24

0 13 3 0 0
0 36 15 2 0 K)Ui

df = 2 . X =  1.340 df = 2 CO

Item .27
0 14 2 0 0
I 34 17 I 0

.df,= I X2= 2.940 df = I
Item 30 ... ..

0 1 2  2 3
3 5 5 6 13

df = 3 X2= .418 df = 3



Hypothesis 10 (Ideal) Continued.

Item 31 Item 32 Item 33Yes 3 2 6 I 0 4 5 4 1 5  0 7No 10 15 12 4 9 12 12 11 6 6 17 15
X2= 2.344 df = 3 X2= 3.250 df = 3. X2= 9.530 df = 3
Item 34 Item 35 Item 36

Yes 0 0 3 9 I 0 4 8 8. 4 . 3 0No 4 5 12 16 3 5 7 23 10 27 15 0
X2= 4.873 df = 3 X2= 2.397 df = 3 X2= 6.983 df = 3
Item 37 Item 38 Item 39Yes 12 3 I 0 I 10 5 0 2 7 6 INo 21 25 3 4 5 31 17 ' 0 5 22 20 5
X2= 6.877 df = 3 2X = .179 df = ’ 2 X2= .264 df = 3
Item 40 Item 41 ' Item 42

Yes ■ 1 3  7 5 0 1 5 10 1 2  5 8No I 9 21 22 3 8 20 21 2 10 15 24
X2= 1.211 df - 2 X2= 3.180 df - 3 ' X2= .526 df = 3
Item 43 Item 44 Item 45

Yes 0 5 8 3 4 9 2 I 3 8 4 INo 6 15 24 8 8 29 10 4 15 29 7 I
X2= 2;010 df = 3 X2= .975 df = 3 X2= .2331 df = 2



Hypothesis 10 (Ideal) Continued.

Item 46
Yes
No

5 3 4
13 14 15
X2 = .656

Yes
No

Item 49 
15 I 0
38 15 0

X2= 2.231

Yes
No

Item 52 
12 4 . 0
43 10 0

X2= 3.370 -

Yes
No

Item 55 
3 4 4
3 13. 20

X2= 3.079

Yes
No

Item 58 
I 3 3
5 12 21

X2= 8.135

4
11

Item 47 
16 0 0
47 3 0

df = 3 X2= 1.983

0
0

Item 50 
11 5 0
30 20 I

df - I X2= -716

0
0

Item 53 
4 9 3
2 35 15

df = I X2= 6; 888

4
15

Item 56 
12 3 I
27 23 I

df = 3 X2= 1.613

10
12

Item 59 
0 6 7
3 14 26

df = 3 X2= 2.251

Item 48
0 15 I 0 0
3 42 10 I 0

df = 2 X2= 1.842 df = I
Item 51

0 16 0 0 0
0 50 2 0 I

df - I X2= .946 df = 1
Item 54

0 0 3 7 5
0 2 18 211 11

df = 2 . x2= 2.203 . df = 3
Item 57

0 13 3 0 0
0 35 16 I ■ 0

df = I X2 = 1.277 df = I

I
8

df = 3



Hypothesis 11. Results for principals who are also student council advisers who 
responded under Item N for category actual.

Item I Item 2 Item 3
Yes 6 5 0 0 I 10 0 0 5 4 2 0
No 9 55 0 0 8 44 10 0 13 28 22 0

2X = 7.250 df I X2= 2.386 df = 2 X2= 3.322 df = 2
Item 4 Item 5 Item 6

Yes 0 5 6 0 I 10 0 0 I 10 0 0
No I 10 46 6 5 44 13 2 5 40 17 2

X2= 5.719 df = 2 X2= 3.237 df = 3 X2= 4.421 df = 3
Item 7 Item 8 Item 9

Yes 5 5 0 I 2 6 2 I 2 2 6 I
No. 22 27 12 3 8 33 18 5 4 7 21 32

■■ . ■ X2= 2.747 df = 3 X2 = .610 df = 3 X2 = 6.882 df = 3
Item 10 Item 11 Item 12

Yes 0 4 5 2 3 5 3 0 3 5 3 0
No 2 6 26 26 8 30 19 5 21 34 4 2

X2 = 6.454 df = 3 X2= 2.219 df = 3 X2 = 4.799 df = 3
Item 13 Item 14 Item 15

Yes . . 0 2 6 3 1 5  3 2 5 5 1 0
No I 9 32 21 5 17 26 14 17 32 7 2

. : X2= .401 df = 2 X2-= 1.608 df = 3 X2= 1.368 df = 3
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Hypothesis 11 (Actual) Continued.

Item 16
Yes 3 1 4
No 3 9 23

X2= 6.524 

Item 19
Yes 4 6 1
No 6 44 12

X2=. 6.019 
Item 22

Yes 4 7 0
No 8 49 6

X2= 4.754 
Item 25

Yes I 6 4
No I 29 25

X2= 3.303 
Item 28

Yes 2 0 5
No 20 9 19

Item 17
3
27

4 5 1
21 22 17

df = 3 X2= 2.311

0
I

Item 20 
4 5 2

11 46 6

df = 2 X2= 3.332

0
I

Item 23 
1 7  2
4 34 21

df = 2 X2= .977

0
7

Item 26 
1 5  5
4 29 23

df = 2 X2= 1.333

4
10 '

Item 29 
3 3 5
16 12 24

X2= 4.572 df = 3 X2= 1.359

Item 18
0 4 4 3 0
' 4 10 31 19 3
df = 3 X2 = 2.954 df

Item 21
0 2 8 1 0
0 16 35 13 0

df = 2 X2= 1:347 df
Item 24

I 2 8 1 0
5 9 42 13 0

df = 3 X2 = .812 df
- Item 27

0 1 9  1 0
6 5 36 20 2

df - 3 2X = 2.995 df
Item 30

0 2 2 3 2
6 4 1 7 21

df = 3 X2= 6,802 dfdf = 3



Hypothesis 11 (Actual)

Yes
No

Item 31 
3 3 3
7 9 26

X2= 3.071

Yes
No

Item 34 
0 4 2
1 7  8

X2= 3.160

Yes
No

Item 37 
4 4 1

19 19 15

■- • X2 = 1.249

Yes
No

Item 40 
0 2 5

. 2 I 26

X2= 7.484

Yes
No

Item 43
0 0 3
1 6 3:

X2 = 4.915

Continued.

I
Item 32 
2 3 4

9 3 6 19

df = 3 X2= 7.627

4
Item 35 
0 1 2

27 I 3 12

df - 2 X2= .467

2
Item 38 
1 4  4

9 5 10 41

df = 3 X2= 3.609

4
Item 41.
0 0 3

35 0 0 17

df = 3 X2 = .002

8
Item 44 
I 3 2

24 3 14 17

df = 2 X2 = .887

Item 33
I I 2 5 2

27 2 4 19 27
df = 3 x2- 4.189 df = 3

Item 36
7 3 2 3 3

33 8 :27 21 7
df = 2 X2 = 4.709 df = 3

Item 39
2 0 4 3 4
8 2 7 32 23

9
df = 3 x 2  = 5.520 df = 3.

Item 42
8 0 I 2 8
47 I 2 13 . 48
df = I X2 = 1.034 df' = 2 .

Item 45
4 I 6 ' 4 0
29 13 :31 14 5
df = 3 X2 = 2.355 df = 3



Hypothesis 11 (Actual) Continued,

Item 46
Yes 3 I I
No 5 :L5 11

X2 = 4.638

Item 49
Yes 0 4 7
No 5 :Il 29

X2 = 2.108
Item 52

Yes 8 2 0
No 52 9 0

X2 = .535

Item 55
Yes - I 5 5
No 5 21 26

X2 = 1.963
Item 58

Yes 0 6 3
No 4 :L2 36

X2 = 7.060

Item 47
6 9 2 0

33 51 9 I

df = 3 X2 = .801
Item 50

0 0 10 I
3 12 28 23

df = 3 X2 = 8.203
Item 53

I 1 6  4
3 6 27 27

df = 2
. 2
X = .535
Item 56

0 2 7 2
9 4 29 23

df = 3 X2 = 3.918

Item 59
2 0 6 5
9 0 22 34

df = 3 X2 = 1.901

0
I

0
3

df = 2

0
0

df = 2

0
I

df = 2

0
5

df = 3

Item 48 
4 6 1

19 31 13

X2= 1.012 df = 2
Item 51 
10 I 0 0
57 4 I 2

X2 = .632 df = 2
Item 54
1 7  3 o ■
5 25 20 12
X2 = 3.373 df = 3
Item 57
3 6 2 0
9 42 10 ■ 0

X2 = 1.180 df = 2

0
5

M
•P-

df = 2



Hypothesis 11. Results for principals who are also student council advisers who 
responded under Iten N for category ideal.

Item I Item 2 Item 3
Yes 9 2 0 0 9 2 0 0 8 3 0 0
No 32 29 I 0 41 20 0 I 41 18 3 0

X2= 3.493 df = I X2= 1.127 df = I X2 = .602 df = 2
Item 4 Item 5 Item 6

Yes 3 7 I 0 . 10 I 0 0 10 I 0 0
No 16 38 6 2 41 21 I 0 . 48 13 I I

X2 = * 374 df = 3 X2 = 2.932 df = I X2 = I.267 df = 2
Item 7 Item 8 Item 9

Yes 9 2 0 0 9 2 0 0 7 3 I 0
No 44 18 I 0 49 13 I 0 37 22 2 I

X2 = .736 df = I X2 = .221 df = I X2 = I.167 df = 2
Item 10 Item 11 Item 12

Yes 7 4 ■0 . 0 8 3 0 0 5 6 0 0
No 30 28 2 0 37 22 I 0 47 12 I 0

X2 = .917 df = 2 X2 = .595 df = I • X2 = 5.931 df = I
Item 13 Item 14 Item 15

Yes . 5 6 0 0 6 5 0 0 8 3 0 0
No 34 25 3 0 33 24 4 .0 39 18 I 0

1.131 df .808 df 2 .273 df = 1
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Hypothesis 11 (Ideal) Continued.

Item 16 Item 17 Item 18
Yes 6 5 0 0 3 7 0 0 7 4 0 0
No 34 ;>3 2 2 27 33 2 I 39 22 I 0

X2 = .867 df = 3 X2 = I. 312 df = 2 X2 = .180 df = 2
Item 19 Item 20 Item 21

Yes 10 I 0 0 8 3 0 0 9 2 0 0
No 46 ]L5 I 0 43 19 0 0 46 17 0 0

X2 = 1.489 df = I X2 = .050 df Sb I X2 = .380 . df = I
Item 22 Item 23 Item 24

Yes 9 - 2 0 0 9 2 0 0 9 2 0 0
No 26 :M 0 0 36 25 2 0 43 20 0 0

X2 = 4.657 df = I . X2 = 2.473 df = 2 X2 = .824 df = I
Item 25 Item 26 Item 27

Yes 8 3 0 0 8 3 0 0 8 3 0 0
No 38 2!I I I 40 17 3 0 40 22 0 0

X2 = .662 df = I X2 = . 604 df = 2 X2 = .279 df = I
Item 28 Item 29 Item 30

Yes 2 2 3 • 4 4 4 3 0 2 3 3 ■ I
No 16 7 22 12 17 11 22 6 4 2 7 19

1.823 df = 3 .. X2 = 2.788 df = 3 X2 = 8.411 df = 3
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Hypothesis 11 (Ideal) Continued, 

Item 31
Yes 
No

Yes
No

Yes.
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Item 32 Item 33
3 3 3 I 2 3 4 I I 2 5 2
7 8 28 10 4 13 19 19 3 9 20 21

X2 = 3.835 Il4-<Tl 3 X2 = 3.352 df = 3 X2 = 1.499 df = 3

Item 34 Item 35 Item 36
0 4 2 4 0 I 2 ‘ 7 5 4 I I
2 4 9 26 I 3 10 34 19 :19 13 I

x2 = 5.939 df = 3 X2 = .380 df = 2 Il
cn1X 3.441 df = 2

Item 37 Item 38 Item 39
6 2 3 0 3 4 4 0 . 2 5 3 I
28 28 5 0 9 31 20 3 5 :31 22 5 N>o\
X2 = 4.918 df = 2 X2 = 1.885 df = 3 x2 = 1.243 df = 3

Item 40 Item 41 Item 42
I 3 4 3 0 4 3 4 0 6 0 5
2 14 20 27 0 4 21 38 0 14 21 28

X2 = 1.535 df = 3 X2 = 8.856 df = 2 X2 = 7.289 df = 2

Item 43 Item 44 Item 45
0 5 3 3 ' 2 4 2 2 ■ I 6 I 3
3 22 24 13 11 37 9 5 14 36 6 5

X2 = 1.283 df = 3 X2 = 2.041 df = 3 X2 = 3.948 df = 3



Hypothesis 11 (Ideal) Continued.

Item 46 Item 47 Item 48
Yes 3 3. 2 3 10 I 0 0 10 I 0 0
No io ;>8 9 15 54 6 3 0 49 14 0 0

X2 = 1.474 df = 3 X2 = .554 df = 2 X2 = .999 df = I
Item 49 Item 50 Item 51

Yes 10 I 0 0 8 3 0 0 10 I 0 0
No 49 . ]L3 I 0 41 :>1 0 0 60 I I I

: f. 1.036 df = I X2 = .184 df = I 2X = 2.:318 df = I
Item 52 Item 53 Item 54

Yes 8 2 0 I 5 6 0 0 I 3 3 4
No 51 9 0 3 14 :(6 9 I 0 18 28 15

X2.= .499 df = 2 X2 = 3.579 df = 2 - X2 = 6.802 df = 2
Item 55 . Item 56 Item 57

Yes 2 4 I 4 8 2 I 0 9 2 0 0
No 4 .]16 20 20 32 ;12 5 ’ 0 41 18 I 0

"■ ..X2 ". 3.641 df = 3 X2 = 1.‘545 df = 2 X2 = .884 df = I

Item 58 Item 59
Yes I 4 4 2 2 5 3 • I
No -10 ].2 18 20 3 5»2 28 7

X2 2.259 df 3.337 df = 3
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Hypothesis 12. Results for student council advisers who responded under Item N for 
category actual.

Item I Item 2 Item 3
Yes I 11 I 0 3 7 3 0 4 . 5  4 0
No 14 35 2 0 5 37 9 0 11 19 22 0

X2 = 2.408 df = 2 X2 = 2.150 df = 2 2X = .773 df = 2
Item 4 Item 5 Item 6

Yes 2 5 5 .1 2 8 3 0 3 5 5. 0
No I .13 28 7 6 34 11 0 . 2 . 28 20 0

2X- = 5.304 Il 
.

' X2 = .160 df = 2 X2 = 5.343 df = 2
Item 7 Item 8 Item 9

Yes 8 4 I 0 5 5 3 0 2 2 4 5
No 29 16 5 2 14 20 16 2 2 13 13 24

X2 = .602 df = 2 X2 = 1.184 df = 3 2. X = 2.936 df = 3
Item 10 Item 11 . Item 12

Yes 0 6 3 . 4 I 8 . 4 0 . 4 6 3 0
No 2 6 18 25 8 30 9 4 18 25 4 4

2X = 8,276 df = 3 X2 = 2.381 df = 3 2■ X = 3.296 df = 3

Item 13 Item 14 ■Item 15
Yes . 1  3 - 3 6 3 2 . 7 I 4 5 3 . 0
No 3 7 21 21 3 11 18 20 22 23 4 3

2X = 1.614 df = 3 X2 = 7.595 df = 3 2X = 3.570 df = 3



Hypothesis 12 (Actual) Continued.

Yes
Item 16 
1 5  2 5

Item 17 
4 4 4

No 2 7 21 22 16 16 12

X2 ='-5.728 df = 3 X2 = .694

Yes
Item 19 
2 8 3 0

Item 20 
3 7 3

No 5 39 8 0 8 37 5
X2 = .945 df = 2 X2 = 2.571

Yes
Item 22 
I 10 I I

Item 23 
3 5 4

No . 17 28 6 I 6 27 16
..X2 = 4.562, df = 2 X2 = 1.692

Yes
Item 25 
0 8 5 0

Item 26 
0 9 3

No 2 27 13 9 2 30 11
X2 -= 3.563 df = 3 X2 = .990

Yes
Item 28 
2 1 4 6

Item 29
2 5 6

No 18 - 7 17 10 9 13 14
' ?  2 X =4.605 df = 3 X = 4.663

Item 18
I 3 2 8 0
8 8 23 19 2

df = 3 X2 = 4.678 df = 3
Item 21

0 5 3 5 0
I 8 35 9 0

df = 2 X2 .= 8.410 df = 2
Item 24

I 0 10 3 0
2 8 33 11 0

df = 3 X2 = 2.302 df = 2
Item 27

I - • 2 6 5 0
7 4 30 13 4

df = 3 X2 = 2.563 df = 3
.Item 30

0 0 2 4 6
12 I 6 8 26
df '= 3 1.377 df = 2



Hypothesis 12 (Actual) Continued

Item 31 Item 32
Yes ' 0 3 5 4 0 4 3
No 4 9 23 11. I 7 18

X2 = 1.659 df = 3 . X2 = 2.347
Item 34 Item 35

Yes 0 2 0. 10 0 1 3
No 0 4. 9 26 1 2  9

X2 = 3.450 df — 2 X2 = .564
Item 37 Item 38

Yes 6 2 3 2 0 6 6
No 13 16 9 14 I 16 26

X2 = 3.230 df.= 3 X2 = 1.633
Item 40 - Item 41

Yes 0 1 7  / 5 0 0 5
No 0 4 15 33 0 0 8

X2 = 3.032 df = 2 X2 = 4.003
Item 43 Item 44

Yes 0 1 6 6 0 4 6
No 0 7 15. .28 4 8 16

X2 = 1.316 df = 2 X2 = 4.3934.393

Item 33
6 0 2 3 8

20 I 4 22. 19
df = 2 X2 = 3.100 df = 2

. Item 36
9 2 6 4 I

33 8 26 12 6
df = 2 X2 = .424 df = 3

Item 39
I 0 2 9 2
9 0 2 28 22

ND

df = 2 X2 = 4.724 df = 2
‘-J
H

Item 42 '
I I .0 4 8

43 0 3 7 42
df = I X2 = 7.909 df = 2

Item 45
3 . ■ 6 4 3 0
24 . 11 .22 11 8
df = 3 2X = 4.849 df = 3



Hypothesis 12 (Actual) Continued.

Item 46
Yes 2 0 3
No 7 6 14

X2 = 1.957
Item 49

Yes I 5 6
No 3 :18 28

. . . . .
X2 = .956

Item 52
Yes 11 2 0
No 39 8 I

X2 = 1.374

Item 55
Yes I 3 7
No 3 :L7 25

X2 = 1.038
Item 58

Yes I 3 9
No o :LO 24

X2 = 8.575

Item 47.
8

25
9 4 0

36 13 3

df = 3 X2 = .882 .

0
3

Item 50 
2 5 . 6
,5. *27 14

df = 3 X2 = .257

0
4

Item 53 
1 6  6 
5 24 21

df' = 2 X2 = .106

2
4

Item 56
3 6 4
4 22 17

df = 3 X2 = 3.356

0
15 .

Item 59 
0 2 11 
2 16 30

df = 2 X2 = 2.701

Item 48
0 . 4 6 3 0
0 11 26 13 0

df = 2 x 2 = .437 df = 2
Item 51

0 11 2 0 0
3 47 3 0 2 .
df = 3 ■ X2 = .178 df = .2

Item 54
0 I 3 9 0
0 5 12 28 4 NO

df = 2 X2 = 1.388 df =.3.. N>

Item 57
0 3 10 0 0 .
5 9 35 5 .0 '

df = 3 X2 = 1.487 df = 2 '

0 .
I ■

df = 2



Hypothesis 12. Results for student council advisers who responded under Item N for 
category ideal.

Item I Item 2 Item 3
Yes 8 5. 0 0 5 8 0 0 7 6 0 0
No 27 24 0 0 33 17 2 0 36 . 16 0 0

X2 = .308 df = I X2 = 3.861 df = 2 X2 = I.099 df = I
Item 4 Item 5 Item 6

Yes 5 8 0 0 10 3 0 0 10 3 0 0
No 17 24 . 8 0 36 15 0 0 39 13 0 0

X2 = 2.477 df = 2 ■' X2 = .205 df = I X2 = .020 df = I
Item I Item 8 Item 9

Yes 12 I . 0 0 13 0 0 0 9 4 0 0 .ND
SNo 40 12 0 0 43 9 0 0 38 12 I 0

X2 = I.538 df = I X2 = 2.611 df = I X2 = ■ .511 df - I

Item 10 . Item 11 Item 12
Yes 7 6 .0 0 9 4 0 0 9 4 0 0
No 31 18 2 I 37 14 0 0 41 10 0 0

X2 = I.184 ' df - 2 X2 = .056 df = I x2 = .755 df = I

Item 13 Item 14 Item 15
Yes 7 6 0 0 8 4 I 0 8 4 0 0 .
No 29 20 2 I 30 :19 2 I 33 .18 I 0

.251 df = 2.910 df = 2 .707



Hypothesis 12 (Ideal) Continued.

Item 16 Item 17 Item 18
Yes 9 4 0 0 7 5 I 0 . 6 7 0 0
No 32 :15 3 I 23 19 8 2 34 17 I 0

X2 = I. 094 df = 2 X2 = 1.163 df = 3 2 ■x = 2.:135 df = I

Item 19 Item 20 Item 21
Yes 11 2 0 0 8 5 0 0 8 5 0 0
No 43 9 0 0 37 14 0 0 35 17 0 0

X2 = .027 df = I X2 = .601 df = I ' X2 = .154 df F I
Item 22 Item 23 Item 24

Yes 6 7 0 0 10 3 0 0 8 5 0 0
No 31 :21 0 0 32 17 I 0 39 13 0 0

X2 = .768 df = I X2 = .906 df = I X2 = .941 df = I

Item 25 Item 26 • Item 27
Yes 8 5 0 0 8 5 0 0 10 3 0 0
No 26 22 3 0 30 18 2 I . 37 15 0 0

X2 = I.035 df = 2 X2 = .806 df = 2 . X2 = .172 df = I

Item 28 Item 29 Item 30
Yes 2 0 6 5 2 6 5 0 0 2 3 7
No 12 :12 20 6 10 13 18 6 2 8 10 21

7.696 df 2.936 df .715 df = 3
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Hypothesis 12 (Ideal) Continued.

Yes
No

Item 31 
0 . 4  6
.4 10 25

X2 = 1.626

Yes
No

Item 34 
1 1 0  
3. 4 10

- X2 = 4.005

Yes
No

Item 37 
8 2 2

21 20 6
X2 =4,192

Yes
No

Item 40.
0 4 8

. 7 10 17
X2 = 7.221

Yes
No

Item 43 
0 5 5
5 16 18

X2 = 1.451

Item 32
2 0 3 6
8 4 8 20

df = 3 X2 = 1.323
Item 35 •

10 0 2 3
23 I 4 9
df = 3 X2 = .827

Item 38
0 I :LI I
5 9 :Il 15

df = 3 X2 = 4.362

Item 41
I 0 3 . 4
18 4 7 19
df — 3 X2 = 1.760

. Item 44 .
3 o :LI . 2
11 ■ 9 :Il . 9
df = 3 X2 = 5.924

Item 33
■ 4 3 3 2 5
14 4 10 22 10
df = 3 X2 = 5.512 df = 3

Item 36
8. 4 7 2 0

31 16 24 10 2
df = 2 X2 = .712 df = 3

Item 39
0 1 9  3 0
0 8 20 17 7

df..= 2 X2 =4.713 df = 3
Item 42

5 1 3  5 4
21 3 15 10 23
df = 3 X2 = 2.277 df = 3

Item 45
0 5 6 2 0
7 . 15 25 6 5

df = 3 X2 = 1.672 df = 3



Hypothesis 12 (Ideal) Continued.

Yes
Item 46 
3 6 4 0

Item 47 
13 0 0

No 11 18 12 11 ■ 45 7 0
X2 = 3.392 df = 3 X2 = 1.961

Yes
Item 49 
9 3 0 0

Item 50 
7 6 0

No 41 10 I 0 29 20 0
X2 = .408 df = I X2 = .120

Yes
Item 52 
11 2 0 0

Item 53 
2 10 I

No 38 9 2 3 15 29 6
X2 = 1.456 df = 3 X2 = 1.863

Yes
Item 55 
2 1 6 4

Item 56 
9 4 0

No 4 19 16 11 23 21 4
X2 = 4.501 df = 3 X2 = 2.688

Yes
Item 58
2 2 8 I

Item 59 
1 5  7

No 5 10 15 20 8 15 22
X2 = 6.426 df = 3 X2 = 1.960

Item 48
0 11 2 0 0
0 42 8 0 0

df = I X2 = .002 df
Item 51

0 13 0 0 0
0 52 0 0 0

df = I X2 = .000 df

Item 54
0 3 2 5 3
I 2 10 26 11

df =. 2 X2 = 5.170 df
Item 57

0 12 I 0 0
I 37 14 0 0

df = 2 X2 = 2.253 df

0
4

df = 3



Hypothesis 13. Results for student
category actual.

Item I
Yes 5 11 2 0
No 34 56 12 0

X2 = .256 df = 2

Yes
Item 4 
1 8  6 3

No 6 27 52 15

X2 = 2.679 df = 3

Yes
Item 7 
7 5 3 3

No 43 37 18 5

X2 = 3.562 df = 3

Yes
Item 10 
2 4 5 7

No 10 22 29 40

X2 = .030 df = 3

Yes
Item 13 
I 4 10 3

No 8 26 45 23

X2 = .853 df = 3

council presidents who responded under Item N for

Item 2 Item 3
2 9 6 I 0 7 9

17 57 24 5 11 33 47

X2 = 1.001 df = 3 X2 = 2.663
Item 5 Item 6
5 10 3 0 2 13 3
20 55 22 5 9 66 24
X2 = 1.556 df = 3 X2 = 1.251
Item 8 Item 9
5 8 3 2 0 7 5

40 30 23 10 0 12 30

X2 = 1.907 df = 3 X2 = 9.104

Item 11 Item 12
7 5 6 0 2 11 3

19 . 54 23 7 36 39 24
X2 = 6.886 df = 3 X2 = 5.553

Item.14 Item 15
3 3 7 5 9 5 3
15 25 49 14 44 40 15

X2 = 2.641 df = 3 X2 = 1.515

I
11
df = 3

0
4

df = 3

6
61

df = 2

I
3

df = 3

1
2

1.515 df = 3

277



Hypothesis 13 (Actual) Continued.

Item 16 Item 17 Item 18
Yes 4 3 2 9 6 3 6 3 2 6 7 2
No 5 10 29 59 25 32 24 22 23 36 26 16

X2 = 8.786 df = 3 X2 = 2.374 df = 3 X2 = 2.230 df = 3
Item 19 . Item 20 Item 21

Yes 4 10 4 0 5 11 2 0 7 10 I 0
No .18 71 12 2 31 62 9 0 38 46 19 ■o.

X2 = 2.243 df = 3 X2 = .122 df = 2 X2 = 1.949 df = 2
Item 22 Item 23 Item 24

Yes 3 11 3 0 3 9 3 3 6 10 I I
No 45 41 16 I 22 41 35 5 24 54 19 5
- X2 = 4.767 df = 2 X2 = 5.244 df = 3 X2 = 2.189 df = 3

Item 25 Item 26 Item 27
Yes 2 9 4 3 6 7 2 3 5 7 4 2
No 7 41 37 18 13 47 38 5 19 50 30 4

X2 = 1.623 df = 3 X2 = 10.656 df = 3 X2 = 2.849 df = 3
Item 28 Item 29 Item 30

Yes 6 3 7 2 7 4 6 I 1 5  4 7
No 38 16 35 11 31 21 30 18 6 7 17 53

X2 = .158 df = 3 X2 = 1.828 df = 3 X2 = 6.483 df = 3
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Hypothesis 13 (Actual) Continued.

Item 31 Item 32
Yes 1 6  7 4 0 2 8
No 20 19 38 19 5 20 32

X2 = 3.234 df = 3 X2 = 2.258
Item 34 Item 35

Yes 1 2  5 9 0 2 9
No 3 7 21 62 . 2 7 29

X2 = 1.297 COIlmrCl X2 = 5.116
Item 37 Item 38

Yes 4 7 4 3 4 6 7.
No 24 18 37 23 9 50 36

X2 = 4.453 df = 3 ■ X2 = 3.526
Item 40 Item 41 .

Yes 0 .5.5 8 - 0 1 I
No 0 12 43 46 2 8 13

X2 = 3.353 df = 2 X2 = 1.172
Item- 43 Item 44

Yes 0 6 6 5 2 6 4
No 7 25 40 31 7 16 30

X2 =1.891 df = 3 X2 = 3.968

8
■Item 33 
2 4 7 5

44 6 19 32 44
df = 3 X2 = 1.866 df = 3

6
Item 36 
8 5 3 2

62 17 46 28 11
df = 3 X2 = 7.436 df = 3

I
Item 39 
0 7 9 2

8 2 20 44 37
df = 3 X2 = 6.064 df = 3

hJ
VD

15
Item 42 
1 1 7 9

80 4 8 22 69
df = 3 X2 = 2.855 df = 3

6
Item 45 
6 10 I I

49 30 42 21 8
df = 3 X2 = 2.780 df = 3



Hypothesis 13 (Actual) Continued.

Item 46 Item 47 Item 48
Yes 7 4 4 3 9 8 0 I 8 9 1 0
No 20 21 18 43 64 34 "4 I 36 48 18 I

X2 = 5.315 df= 3 . X2 = 3.598 df = 2 X2 = 1.978 df = 2
Item 49 Item 50 Item 51

Yes 1 8  9 0 2 9 6 I 15 2 I 0
No 10 43 48 2 17 41 41 4 93 3 4 2

X2 = .704 df = 3 X2 = .938 df = 3 X2 = 3.006 df = 3
Item 52 Item 53 Item 54

Yes 15 2 I 0 2 10 5 I • . 3 7 6 2
No 81 13 I 7 15 53 32 2 9 48 37 8

X2 = 3.218 df = 3 X2 = 1.032 df = 3 X2 = 1.397 df = 3
Item 55 Item 56 Item 57

Yes 2 14 I I 2 10 5 I 5 9 3 I
No 10 42 41 9 28. 40 31 3 28 60 13 I

. X2 = 9.859 df = 3 X2 = 2.962 df = 3 X2 = 2.305 df = 2
Item 58 Item 59

Yes 1 3  8 6 1 7  8 2
No 5 28 51 16 12 40 45 5

X2 = 3.344 df = 3 X2 = 1.556 df = 3
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Hypothesis 13. Results for student council presidents who responded under Item N for 
category ideal.

Item I Item 2 Item 3
Yes 12 5 0 0 13 4 0 0 6 9 I 0
No 67 33 0 I 70 25 5 2 48 .37 12 4

X2 = .255 df = I X2 = 1.300 df = 3 X2 = 2.680 .df = 3
Item 4 Item 5 Item 6

Yes 4 13 0 0 14 3 0 . 0 15 2 0 0
No 36 52 10 2 89 13 I 0 . 94 8 I 0

X2 = 4.267 df = 3 X2 = .469 df = I X2 = .459 df = I

Item 7 Item 8 Item 9
Yes 10 6 I 0 14 3 0 0 10 7 0 0
No 68 32 3 0 73 25 2 3 51 42 6 4

X2 = 6.109 df = 2 X2 = 1.364 df = 3 . X2 = I.899 df = 3

Item 10 Item 11 Item 12
Yes 10 6 I 0 11 6 0 0 12 5 ' 0 0
No 51 38 5 5 74 27 I I 73 .27 2 0

x2 = I.061 df = 3 X2 = .872 . df = I X2 = .382 df = 2

Item 13 Item 14 Item 15
Yes 9 7 I 0 10 7 0 0 11 5 I 0
No 54 40 6 I 65 34 2 I 73 :23 4 0

X2 = .178 df = 2 X2 = .815 df = 2 X2 = .509 df = 2
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Hypothesis 13 (Ideal) Continued.

Item 16 Item 17 Item 18
Yes 8 9 0 0 5 8 2 2 11 5 I 0 ■
No 48 34 9 11 33 49 15 5 68 27 4 0

X2 = 4.883 df = 3 X2 = 1.297 ■ df = 3 X2 = .172 df = 2

Item 19 Item 20 Item 21
Yes 16 I 0 0 13 4 0 0 14 3 0 0
No ■ - 94. 7 0 0 85 15 .0 0 82 19 0 0

.. ' X2 = .025 df = I X2.= .777 df = I 2X = .013 df = I
Item 22 Item 23 Item 24

Yes 8 8 0 0 9 6 2 0 12 5 0 0
No 71 30 I 0 64 34 4 0 69 25 3 4

X2 = 2.771 df = I ■ X2 = 1.987 df = 3 X2 = 1.313 df = 3
Item 25 Item 26 Item 27

Yes 10 7 0 0 13 . 4 0 0 14 3 0 0
No 57 32 11 2 63 31 6 2 71 28 2 ■ I

X2 = 2.616 df = 3 X2 = 2.060 df = 3 X2 = 1.369 df = 2

Item 28 Item 29 Item 30
Yes 2 4 9 2 3 7 6 I ' 0 7 3 6 .
No 19 28 39 14 7.31 42 20 0 12 30 43

X2 = 1.271 df = 3 X2 = 4.163 ' df = 3 X2 .= 7.888 df = 3
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Hypothesis 13 (Ideal) Continued

Item 31 Item 32
Yes I 5 8 3 0 6 7
No 12 24 41 19 12 29 39

X2 = .756 df = 3 X2 = 2.308

Item 34 Item 35
Yes 0 4 5 7 0 3 5
No I 11 29 53 I 9 36

X2.= 2.344 df = 3 X2 = 1.556

Item 37 Item 38
Yes 6 8 2 I 8 9 0
No 38 35 24 5 46 50 6

X2 = 1.621 df = 3 X2 = 1.231

Item 40 Item 41
Yes 3 8 5 I 1 6  6
No 10 52 26 13 15 39 23

X2 = 1,-522 df = 3 - X2 = 2.259
Item 43 Item 44

Yes 5 7 2 2 8 8 1
No 32 42 20 9 27 54 14

X3 = .600 df = 3 X2 = 4.074

Item 33
4 4 8 4 I
21 22 27 38 14
df = 3 X2 = 3.587 df = 3

Item 36
8 9 8 0 0
54 31 61 9 I
df = 3 X2 = 4.279 df = 2

Item 39
0 4 13 0 0
I 21 58 15 9

df = 2 X2 = 5.032 df = 3
Item 42

3 2 7 8 0
26 25 36 23 19
df = 3 X2 = 7.762 df = 3

Item 45
0 5 11 0 I
7 48 44 6 3

df = 3 3.832 df = 3



Hypothesis 13 (Ideal) Continued.

Item 46 Item 47 Item 48.
Yes 9 6 I I 13 4 0 0 15 2 0 0
No 34 35 18 14 91 12 0 0 . 89 14 0 0

X2 = 3.502 df = 3 X2 = I •781 df = I X2 = .042 df = i

Item 49 . Item 50 Item 51
Yes 13 4 0 0 12 5 0 0 14 2 0 0
No 90 12 I . 0 75 26 0 2 98 4 0 0

2 2 2
■ - X =1.911 df = I . X = .438 df = 2 X = .705 df = 2

Item 52 Item 53 . Item 54
Yes 14 2 I 0 9 8 0 0 .3 .1 7 6
No 80 14 4 4 52 41 8 I 11 "■ 6 38 47"

. ,.X2 = .870 . df “ 3 X2 = l.i677 df =■ 2 . X2 = 1.023 df = 3

Item 55 Item 56 Item 57
Yes 2 10 0 5 11 5 I 0 15 2 0 0
No 16 24 29 33 66 29 6 ; I 80 17 3 • I

2 2 2X.. = 11.373 df — 3 X = .171 df = 2 X = 1.052 df =- 2

- Item 58 Item 59
Yes I . 6 4 6 4 5 7 I
No 8 19 40 33 33 37 21 11.

'X2 .= 2.961 df = 3 X2 = 3.531
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Hypothesis 14, Results for principals, principals/sea, student council advisers and 
student council presidents responding under Item G for category actual.

Item I Item 2 Item 3
0-125 42 86 9 0 18 84 31 2 25 45 62 5

126-300 24 82 7 0 20 70 20 3 20 50 35 6
301-over 27 62 6 0 11 69 12 3 22 47 25 2

X2 = 3.085 df = 4 X2 = 6.696 df = 6 2X = 13 .027 df

Item 4 Item 5 Item 6
0-125 7 36 70 22 18 88 28 I 19 79 35 2

126-300 4 30 66 .11 16 75 18 5 8 81 20 5
301-over 3 30 54 6 16 59 19 2 7 60 28 I

X2 = 7.053 df = 6 X2 = 5.072 df = 6 2X = 11.998 df

Item 7 Item 8 Item 9
0-125 47 58 25 7 31 47 42 16 2 17 40 78

126-300 43 48 16 7 29 55 26 3 5 16 45 48
301-over 65 24 6 I 38 36 14 7 13 31 30 22

X2 = 30.925 df = 6 X2 = 22 .457 df = 6 X2 = 45 .195 df

Item 10 Item 11 Item 12
0-125 8 16 38 69 19 72 37 8 43 53 29 7

126-300 5 22 .46 38 23 55 26 8 34 56 17 6
301-over 6 21 42 25 21 52 21 2 32 54 7 0

X2 = 18 .894 df = 6 X2 = 6.121 df = 6 X2 = 16 .231 df

6

6
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Hypothesis 14 (Actual) Continued.

Item 13 ■ Item 14
0-125 6 20 55 56 12 32 56

126-300 7 21 56 28 14 29 44
301-over . . 7 27 47 15 11 35. 35

X2 = 21.130 df = 6 X2 = 8.488

•• Item 16 Item 17
0-1.25 6 . 14 43 73 40 40 Al

126-300. 8 18 40 46 37 40 18
301-over 1.1 25 32 28 30 36 20

X2 = 20.622 df = 6 X2 = 9.550

Item 19 Item 20
0-125 17 90 28 2 34 83 17

126-300 17 78 16 . 2 . 26 11' .9
30l-over 15 72 8 I • 18 .69 9

X2 = 6.990 df = 6 X2 = 7.445
Item 22 Item 23

0-125 32 77 28 0 18 59 50
126-300 28 77 9 0. . 19 55 30
30i-over . 28 59 8 0 10 48 35

X2 = 11 .825 df = 4 X2 = 8.529

Item 15
36 36 65 28 0
26 40 53 16 0
14 50 36 10 0

df = 6 X2 = 15.338 df = 4
Item 18

16 27 . 55 41 11
19 16 52 33 12 .
9 20 39 . 33. . 3

df = 6 X2 = 6.551 df = 6
Item 21

0 41 68 26 I OO
2 29 . 65 19 i : o\
0 19 61 15 0

df = 4 X2 = 5.457 df = 4
Item 24 ''

9. 22 79 31 4 .
10 18 68 28 0
2 20 62 12 2

df = 6 X2 = 8.795 df. = 6



Hypothesis 14 (Actual) Continued,

0-125
Item 25 
7 56 49 23

Item 26 
8 59 55 12

126-300 7 50 41. 15 12 57 31 12
301-over 4 57 28 7 9 56 25 6

X2 = 9.651 df = 6 X2 = 10.265 df

Item 28 Item 29
0-125 62 31 39 . 3 27 27 28 36

126-300 . 32 14 . 42 16 34 34 34 7
301-over... 16 3 33 38 • 29 19 45.. 2

X2 = 80.099 df = 6 X2 = 50.733 df

0-125
Item 31 
20 24 48 23

Item 32 
7 23 34 58

126-300 18 25 39 .17 5 16 40 39
301-over 8 ■ 15. 45 19 3 14 33 39

X2 = 6.724 df = 6 X2 = 4.522 df
• - • ■ Item 34 Item 35
0-125 ,

126-300
4 15 19 68 4 10 26 .74
3 . 9  18 .53 2 4 33 57

301-over . I 7 20 56 0 4 19 64

X2 = 3.559 df = 6 X2 = 10.255 df

Item 27
15 69 43 8
15 60 36 3
10 68 16 2

= 6 2X = 13.290 df = 6
Item 30
5 6 12 70
2. 5 lO 45
9 18 29 29

= 6 X2 = 37.556 df = 6
Item 33
7 18 38 57
4 12 35 47
3 12 37 38

= 6 X2 = 2.786 df = 6
Item 36
18 60 37 22
21 44 38 10
19 41 27 7

= 6 X2 = 7.882 df = 6



Hypothesis 14 (Actual) Continued.

0-125
Item 37 
23 43 40 30

Item 38 
8 43 70 16

Item 39 
2 15 59 60

126-300 28 30 29 26 11 40 50 12 3 25 57 28
301-over 41 27 19 8 8 42 42 4 0 17 55 24

X2 = 24.496 df = 6 X2 = 8.337 df = 6 X2 = 18.851 df

0-125
Item 40 
2 10 51 73

Item 41 
0 4 20 H O

Item 42 
I 11 23 102

126-300 . I 7 43 63 0 5 21 87 3 3 27 81
301-over I 12 45 37 0 6 29 61 3 9 23 61

X2 = 8.035 df = 6 X2 = 10.668 df = 4 X2 = 9.081 df

0-126
Item 43 
4 24 46 63

Item 44 
4 19 38 75

Item 45 
23 61 40 11

126-300 3 15 58 36 8 25 27 51 31 50 25 6
301-over I 19 40 34 15 32 36 12 30 46 12 8

X2 = 10.513 df = 6 X2 = 51.296 df = 6 X2 = 13.644 df

0-125
Item 46 
16 25 29 66

Item 47 
100 29 5 3

Item 48 
44 69 23 0

126-300 17 19 26 52 82 28 I 3 43 52 18 I
301-over 26 17 24 29 62 26 4 4 24 52 18 I

X2 = 13.475 df = 6 x2 = 4.707 df = 6 X2 = 5.012 df

288



Hypothesis 14 (Actual) Continued.

Item 49 Item 50 Item 51
0-125 17 53. 62 5 24 65 41 0 121 5 5. 5

126-300 12 40 .59 2 24 47 41 0 104 8 I I
301-qver 2 49 43 2 5 55 33 0 86 7 2 I
■ 2 2 2X = 12..435. df = 6 X = 12.265 df = 4 X = 6.925 df = 6

.Item 52 Item 53 Item 54
0-125 . 109 18 2 7 10 53 67 0 5 58 48 19

126-300 . 90 12 3 . 9 16 58 39 ' 0 11 39 54 9
301-over 74 20 0 2 10 58 28 0 11 49 35 I

. X2 = 10..010 df = 6 X2 = 14.806 df = 4 X2 = 22.340 df = 6

.Item 55 Item 56. Item 57
0-125 10 47 51 . 21 20 56 45 9 26 72 33 0

126-300 11 45 49 7 19 56 31 5 23 77 12 0
301-dyer 8 45. 39 4 . 12 52 29 3 25 68 2 0

X2.= 12..430 df = 6 . X2 = 4.810 df = 6 X2 = 26.433 df = 4
■ Item 58 Item 59

0-125 9 26 61 32 6 46 68 9
126-300 2 28 65 15 5 38 66 3
301-over 4 32 47 12 . 5 40 48 3

- X2 = 15..277 df = 6 X2 = 4.825 df = 6



Hypothesis 14. Results for principals, principals/sea, student council advisers and 
student council presidents responding under Item G for category ideal.

Item I Item 2 Item 3
0-125 74 55 . 2 0 91 40 2 0 76 48 7 2

126-300 62 50 0 I 76 33 2 I 69 32 7 2
301-over 55 39 6 0 58 31 3 2 54 38 2 I

X2 = 5.382 df = 4 X2 = 4.302 df = 4 . X2 = 4.522 df = 6

Item 4 Item 5 Item 6
0-125 41 72 17 I 95 36 I 0 105 26 I I

126-300 39 61 9 2 88 25 I 0 94 19 I 0
301-over 23 59 8 I 75 20 0 0 80 15 0 0

X2 = 4.892 df = 6 X2 = 2.335 df = 2 X2 = 3.082 df = 2

Item 7 Item 8 Item 9
0-125 91 41 . I. . 0 97 32 2 I . 72. 51 6 3

126-300 79 31 3 I 91 20 I I 72 32 7 3
301-over 75 . 19 I 0 77 14 I 2 60 32 I I

X2 = 7.085 <rIlM-IrO X2 = 4.575 df =. 6 X2 = 7.078 df = 6

0-125
Item 10 
54 58 14 0

Item 11 
86 43 2 0

Item 12 
87 38 2 0

126-300 63 43 ■ 5 0 79 32 0 0 80 31 2 0
301-over 59 32 2 0 70 23 I I 74 19 0 0

X2 = 14. 172 df = 4 X2 = 6.127 df = 4 X2 = 4.431 df = 4
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Hypothesis 14 (Ideal) Continued.

Item 13
0-125 69 56 7

126-300 ' 67 38 5
301-over 48 42 3

X2 = 3. 
Item 16

742

0-125 67 45 12
126-300 61 42 2
301-over 57 33 I

2X = 13 
Item 19

.996

0-125 104 29 0
126-300 94 18 0 •
301-over 85 9 0

X2 = 5.997
Item 22

0-125 69 62 2
126-300 62 50 0
301-over 50 43 I

X2 = 1.791

Item 14
I 69 58 3 2
2 69 37 5 2
I 61 28 3 I

Itm 6 X2 = 6.305 df

Item 17
8 59 53 15 6
7 46 57 6 5
2 32 46 14 I

df = 6 X2 = 10.243 df

Item 20
0 94 36 0 0
0 87 26 0 0
0 72 22 0 0

df = 2 X2 = .869 df
Item 23

0 78 46 5 3
0 81 30 3 0
0 58 32 2 0

df = 4 X2 = 8.'321 df

Item 15
78 45 3 0
76 28 4 I
64 26 3 0
X2 = 5.146 df = 4
Item 18
82 41 7 0
70 40 ■ 2 0
65 28 I 0

x2 = 5.253 df = 4
Item 21
94 38 0 0 S
84 29 0 0 H

63 30 0 0
X2 = I.084 df = 2
Item 24
87 41 " I 3
80 32 2 0
70 21 2 I
X2 = 5.598 df = 6



Hypothesis 14 (Ideal) Continued.

Item 25 Item 26 Item 27
0-125 74 47 7 3 76 46 8 0 83 49 0 0

126-300 65 40 8 0 72 32 8 0 81 33 0 0
301-over 62 29 3 0 67 25 2 0 73 20 0 0

X2 = 7.590 df = 6 X2 = 5.665 df = 4 X2 = 6.431 df

Item 28 Item 29 Item 30
0-125 43 37 39 11 18 34 34 28 6 12 20 54

126-300 22 20 48 14 26 34 41 8 3 10 15 36
301-over 9 11 37 32 24 22 45 3 9 16 30 30

X2 = 47.519 df = 6 X2 = 30.819 df = 6 x2 = 11.820 df

Item 31 Item 32 Item 33
0-125 19 33 45 17 15 31 46 28 15 28 ' 45 31

126-300 15 21 46 18 11 29 39 23 17 23 32 28
301-over 8 17 44 17 6 19 31 32 13 19 35 22

X2 = 6.429 df = 6 X2 = 6.887 df = 6 X2 = 1.834 df

Item 34 Item 35 Item 36
0-125 7 13 27 58 4 14 28 65 35 72 19 7

126-300 .5 12 19 48 2 8 34 54 37 59 13 2
301-over 0 8 24 51 I 5 18 62 34 40 19 0

X2 = 7.035 df = 6 X2 = 9.705 df = 6 X2 = 12.326 df
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Hypothesis 14 (Ideal) Continued.

Item 37 Item 38 Item 39
0-125 44 63 21 4 31 67 29 5 18 63 34 17

126-300 49 35 15 12 34 54 26 0 25 59 25 5
301-over 51 28 13 2 21 59 14 I 8 50 31 6

X2 = 21.-584 df = 6 X2 = 11.131 df = 6 X2 = 15.126 df = 6

Item 40 Item 41 Item 42
0-125 10 43 41 38 ,9 27 41 53 13 40 30 49

126-300 8 36 36 34 8 28 32 45 15 31 30 37
301-over 7 27 38 22 6 21 33 35 ■ - 10 27 31 26

X2 = 2.846 df = 6 X2 = 1.394 df = 6 X2 = 4.497 df = 6

Item 43 Item 44 Item 45
0-125 21 56 34 22 24 70 22 16 36 75 11 7

126-300 22 37 40 13 25 61 14 11 44 51 12 5
301-over 9 32 33 19 25 55 14 0 30 48 10 7

X2 = 9.977 df = 6 X2 = 13.575 df = 6 X2 = 5.449 df = 6

Item 46 Item 47 Item 48
0-125 27 52 29 23 117 12 2 2 102 30 0 0

126-300 . 29 40 18 25. 99 11 0 4 99 14 0 0
301-over 35 28 21 11 85 7 2 I 83 11 0 0

X2 = 11.840 df = 6 • X2 = 4.375 df = 6 X2 = 6.743 df = 2
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Hypothesis 14 (Ideal) Continued,

Item 49 Item 50 Item 51
0-125 100 33 0 0 78 52 I I 124 3 2 3

126-300 92 21 0 0 82 29 0 I H O 3 0 0
301-over 84 11 0 0 60 32 0 0 92 I 0 I

X2 = 6.314 df = 2 X2 = 7.499 df = 6 x2 = 6.603 df

Item 52 Item 53 Item 54
0-125 107 18 3 4 33 71 21 3 6 22 53 47

126-300 90 15 3 6 41 61 10 I 7 24 48 34
301-over 72 19 2 2 31 53 11 0 9 19 41 24

X2 = 3.833 df = 6 X2 = 7.717 df = 6 X2 = 4.874 df

Item 55 Item 56 Item 57
0-125 14 32 43 38 71 48 8 0 90 .34 4 I

126-300 12 33, 33 34 66 39 5 .0 84 27 I 0
301-over 11 33 25 25 57 30 6 2 77 17 0 0

X2 = 3.122 df = 6 X2 = 6.211 df = 6 X2 = 8.223 df

Item 58 Item 59
0-125 15 35 38 38 20 45 51 11

126-300 11 25 42 32 20 41 33 18
301-over 7 12 39 36 17 30 41 4

X2 = 10 .397 df = 6 X2 = 11.189 df = 6

$94
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