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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: (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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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 1
INTRODUCTION

There appears to be considerable agreement among writers and
speakers thét society in general and education in particular is in a
. state of change. 'A:Var;ety.of groups, including étudents are asking .
" for more participation in decision making (McGrew, 1970:124). |
éiroux (1975:2) said, "there is no magic formula for proﬁucing
matufe démocratic behavior in young people, but allowing. them to share
in fhe decision-making précess of the school clearly affords them a* |
means -for learning to produce such behavior on their own." Giroux
(1975:2) continued by saying, "if studght represéntative ofganizations
and student activity programs are to function pfoperlf,,they must be
récognized By administration and teachers.as an integral part of the
schoél community." Gainof stated that:

The title of sfu&ent council shoﬁld reflect é connotation

of group interaction and subsequent decision making. - Student

councils should ultimately be faced with situations requiring

skillful approaches to .decision making and the ab111ty to handle
- change in a p081t1ve manner (1973:129),

Much of the 1iterature today speaks of the necessity for stu&en£
involvement in their school's program. Lovetere '(1973:132) statéd
that, "the general ﬁroblem of how to invoivé’sfudents in-the'geﬂeral
operation of the schoél is advanced by the prinéiples of participatory
democracy." Lovetere listed the followiﬁgvreasopsnfqrrinvblving:

students in the operaﬁion of the school:




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 respon81ve 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. , . o oo

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 meetlng of the minds of students, teachers and adminis-
trators. -.The Student Council Handbook had this to say about what the

student council is eapable of providing:

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

(1) 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 particibants
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 représentative organizations is especially important in this

' According to

time of educational, social and political change.'
Armstrong (1970:553) in recent years the student councils have received

"much criticism with regard to duties, membership and scope of authority.




.Glatthorn stated that:

The tragedy is not that councils are bogged down in trivia,
but that they are convinced that that is all they areée 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 '
thé existing student councils."

Gluchman (1975:5) was of the opinion that a clear statement of
the student council's role and 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,




General Questions to be Answered
From the Review of Literature

1. What 1s the historical background of student councils?

2.‘ What'tradiﬁionél methéds of organization have studeht‘
councils used?

3. What are the stated goals of student councils?

4, Wha; improvements are suggested in the literature for
student councils?- |

- 8pecific Questions to be
Answered by the Study

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

2. Does the perceived role of student council in Montana high
schools differ as the size of the schdol increases?

3. .Is there a difference in the perceived role of student
council in Mohtané high schools between schools that bélong to the
Montana Association of Student Councils and non-members?

4. 1Is there a difference in the perceived role of studept
council in Montana high schools betweén 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 séhools? |
8. Are student councils in Montana high schools perceived as
contributing to the learning procéss‘of students?
9. Are all studeqts éligible for membership in student councils
in Montana high schdols?
10. Are Montana high school student councils involved with their
local communities?
11. Are all Montané high school students eligible to vote in
student council elections?
12, Whaf areas of administration do student councils in Montana
high schools parficipate in? |
13. Whaf is the organizational struéture of student cbuncils
inlMontana'high schobls?
14; Is veto power used by administration with regard to student
Icouncils 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?

" 17. What grade point-average requirements for student council
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membership do student councils of Montana high schools have?

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

19. How many participants in the‘surﬁey have taken'a course in

student activities?

General Procedures

The procedures to be followed in this study started with an
extensive review of related literatufe providing the background for
the study. A sﬁrVey questionnaire was developed to gather data on the
-role of student councils in Montana high schools. The questionnaire
was aeveloped to survey the perceptions of building principals, studeﬁt
council advisers and student council presidents with regard to the
role of the student cpuqcil in ﬁontana high schobls. The questionnaifé
was also designed to gather selected demographic data about the
pérticipants and the schools they were assbciated with. Comparisons
of the‘perceptions among the three groups was made regarding the role
of the. student council in Montana high schools, The findirigs were
analyzed and evaluated. From the analysis of the findingé the -
researcher drew conclusions and made recommendations for improving

student councils in Montana high schools,

Delimitations

1. 'This‘study‘waé 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 Staté
" University, ERIC materials, dissertation abstracts, periodicalsvfrom_
’ appropriate profeséiona; associations and.personél,libraries.'

3. This,sfﬁd& was limited to the academic yeér 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 sca.

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 involvementf They want their
efforts to be meaningful and contribute toward the goals. Thefe are
those that are of the opinion that the studént council can provide
students the opportunity for meaningful participation. |

The need for this study was predicated upon a changingxschqol
commupity. During any period of change it is necessary to continually
assess the roles of the organizatiéns that make up the school’
community. |

The purpose of this study was to determine fhe role of student
councils in Montana high schools as perceived by building prinéipals,

. student council advisers and student c¢ouncil presidents.:




Chapter 2

REVIEW OF LITERATURE

This chapter will discuss the iiteraturg that is‘related té'the
history, roles and curreﬁt trends of the étudent council foundiéhfough
the research. The following outline has been foilowed:

1. :Hi;tory:of the student council.

2. Organization of student councils.

3. Stated goals of stgdent councils.

4. Role of tﬁe"student council adviser.

5. Role of the student council pfesidént;

6. Role of the administration.

7. Current treﬁds.

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 particiﬁation of

.students in govermment, He did find that in 1852 the Hartford Public




11
High School in Connecticut developéd 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 éited several incidents where the cdncept of self-
goverﬁment gaﬁsed misqnderstanding among the students, faculty and
administfétion. McKown was nof in favor of the term‘self—éovernment
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 1ack the judgment that must
accompany executive, legislative, and judicial power. They
may possess, the ideals, ambitions, 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 officidlly 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




12

student council sponsors was conceived.by N, Robert Ringdahl and the
first meeting was held in June 1927, in conjunction with the Natiénal
EducationﬁAséociation meeting in Séattle, Washington (qu, 1972:18).
According to Van Pool (1967:127) there was a national-student
council organization .for stu&ents started in 1931;' However, the m;in

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 becausé'df 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 progrém". . He went on to
say, 'when properly organized and wisely managed- it contributes
significantiy toward the attainment of‘the:school‘é 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 patterﬁsrof 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).

Rep;esentatives to the councii are selected in a variety of
~ways. Frederick‘(l965:12) thought thaf the general representation of a
relatively permanent group, such as a home room, a class or a grade
group, is préferred over the special representation of officers.af
sub-organizations. |

With regard to the represen£atioﬁ‘on the student counci; Mathes
"concurred with the othef writgrs 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 deflnlte 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 practlce
the exercise of judgment.(1965:12).

According to Frederick the following guidelines for studénf
councils are acceptablef

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 princ1p1e 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 veto-wielder, but that of a guide and helper.

9. The student organization should be the most 1mportant
and -most general of all student groups.

10. The structure .of the student council is 1mportant
but secondary to the princlples‘suggested above (1965:21),

Dodds (1960:2515 said, "it must be :eﬁémbered that althbugh,

" from the standpoint of the school administration, the broa& purpose of
the student council is to further the development of cifizenship, that
: deveiopmént wili take place only if.students haye an opportunity in -
.activities and undertaking§ that seem of genuine'signifiCanée 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, 1960 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 on 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 oompetence among youth by pro-
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_viding a means for youth to solve problems of interest and challgﬁge to
them". McKown (1953:88) expressed his.COncern that the student:needed
to learn by doinég He said, '"the student may learn afout but all of the.
learning about possibly would not of itself g#arantee the establishmenf
of desirable attitudes and habits", Gruber (1954:86) said, "democratic
éitizenship is learned e#actly as arithmetic and woodworking are learned
 — by doing". McKown (1952:85) said, "it is logical to believe that
educating #he student for successful living in a democracy can best be
accomplished by héving hﬁmilive in a seftihg which most neafly resembles:
that démoqracy"; |
Harris wrote that:
I have.found that a progressive student coﬁncil 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
ﬁeéds, their abilities and the elements of support which-thg eduéationgl
system can provide, responsible-studgnt'involvement can be the most
véluable resource available to modern educators'.
Mathes (1962:17) said, "certainiy one of the factors Wﬂich_ﬁés
hindered student.counéil pértiéipation has Seen a misunderstanding:of

. the role of the council in the total school program', .Schoolland

" (1962:5) said, "the student council is not-separafe from the academic.
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program nor in opposition to it; it is rather an integral part of the
total schocl. 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 councll is no longer con-
sidered to be extra curricular or an adjunct to the currlculum,
but an 1ntegra1 part of it (1962: 7). "

McKown (1952:84) sald, 'even though some of the earlier student.
councils were developed for economy rather than for purposes‘of éduda—
"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 deflnitely and revealingly -

on the level of citizenship in the qqmmunlty

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 iisted the following objectives for student
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councils;

1, To capitalize for educatlonal 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,
. To increase the  interest of the student in the school,-:
. To develop school morale.
. To foster sentiments of law and order.
. To develop special qualities and abllitles (1952; 87)

[» LN e WV, ]

Gruber believed that the five most frequehtly 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 relatlonshlps

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.
To develop attitudes of good citizenship.
To promote the welfare of the school.
To provide a forum for the expression of student opinions,
To develop student initiative and responsibility.
. To provide-a laboratory of citizenship.
9. ' To provide an opportunity for training of student
1eaders (1964 43). '

o~

Van<Pool considered the standards formulated by Roberxt G,
Vanderlip as the best availéble. He listed them as follows:.

Criterion I. A good student council has clearly deflned
powers ‘and respon31b111ties 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 ITI. A good student council is supported on
the part of the faculty and prinecipal 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 councll 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 elearly 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 couricil should represent the 1nterests
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:

1. 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 1nterpretat1ng 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 théir 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 nay actlvely participate in
democratic processes.

The reasons for having a student council are many. Gruber
(1954:86) séid, "student participation in school control, rightly
conceived, should provide wholesome experiences for the students and
make the whole school program more effective". Sterﬁer (1963:31) éaid,
"a basic fole of thé student council in the'modern secondary school is
to act és a partner with the p?incipal,and the‘faculty in planning
and managing school projecfs" |

Fredefick had this to say about the quecti&es of student
government:

The objective of student governﬁent, in educational terms,

include all the approved value aims of education. "The list can

be expanded endlessly: responsibility, initiative, leadership,
fellowship, self control, self rellance, 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 counéil 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 personélities. He said:

Basically the school's mission is to develop a well-inte~
grated personality, whether he be a leéder 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 personallty 1s the essence
of 1eadersh1p 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 galn 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,‘“ali kﬁowledge
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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 coﬁncil. 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 fake
place. Hdwever, if he'guidés without being dictatorial, studenEs 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 61d 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

pfov1d1ng 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 adv1sor for some
of the cause (1968:16).

Sterner (1963:2) wrote, '"while there may be disagreement on

specific duties in a given échool, there is general agreement on the

advisors role as a planner, consultant, .counselor, evaluator and a

teacher".

advisor

_He also said, ''the primary task of the student council

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

special

Rolée of

to the_student-couﬁcil as a highly specialized role requiring

aptitudes, traits, skills and kﬁéwledge".

the Student Council President

The

leader,

acts as

role of the student council president is similar to any group
Frederick (1965:10) .said, 'the president of the student council

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 - theu
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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 oran
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 thevprincipal did not create the world in which his séhool
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 importapt 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 occurfing".

Pfanstiehl presentéd,a formula for student adult relétionships}

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 participatidn varies from échool 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 stqdents, 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
pfovide the ieadership_and guidance neCeésary to make the student
council a functiohing organization with in the school structure'..
Keith (1971:68) éaid, "if we severely limit a student's range of

choices he feels less responsible for the choice itself since it wasn't

the choice he wanted to make',

Giroux (1975:2) said, "if student representative organizations .
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and student activities pfegram are to funcfion pfoperly they must be
recognized by administrator and teacher‘ae an integral part\of the school
community"; Glatthorn thought we should bend all our efforts to give

the couecil the appearance ef'an important organization. He listed the
followiﬁg ways to try and improve the council's image:

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

2., Council members are awarded spec1a1 pins or emblems to
be worn. on jackets or coats.

3. The council installation is accompanied by a banquet in
the évening 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 meetlngs 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 spec1a1 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
'reeuires and sﬁould welcome constructive studeﬁt opposition. Every
school,'like any large enterprise, begins to develep problem: areas'and
;ﬁ ouespoken etudeef ceuncil leadership‘cén‘be_oﬁe wey - a'verf effectivev
‘. way - of giving the principal some importan;'feédback".

| Keith (1971:66) said, "a principal in dealing with.hieistudent
council.faces the same problem as a gobd parent. He.meet 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 1i§es in‘
educational institutions designed to guide their passage from childhood
to adulthood has undergone great phanges 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 theitr 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 poliﬁy 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 didjt 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 systerns 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 éay, "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_ssy:

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'tomdrrow‘s students (1971:4).

In "“This We Belleve , @ bulletln publlshed by the Nat10na1
Assoc1at10n of Secondary School Pr1nc1pa1s the follow1ng statement was
made: | |

Students should have a stake in the development of schooll

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 stu&y.

Manning's (1969) etudy was conducted at East Texas State ﬁnivef—
sity under the direction of Dr. Stuart Chilton. The perpose of the
.etudy was‘to.determine if there was a eignificantldifference of opinipﬁs .
" regarding the stﬁdent council emoné principals, student council sponsors,
‘student council members, and students other than student council members.
Tﬁe study wasllimited to personnel seleeted'from class A high schools
located in the East Texas University service etea., fhe following.
conelusions 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 pr1nc1pals 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 organizatiom,
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7. Principals, spomsors, 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 effectivéness of the student council as percelved
_ 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- determlne 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 perlod
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 purpoée was to detéermine if the opinions were related to the
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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 percelved 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. o

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 prov1ded the opportunlty 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 comnittees 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
rela;ing to this study.. The most informativé material was found to be
that ptoduced by the National Association of Secon&ary School Principals. 
.Noted authérities comment ed oﬁ the lack of material and piéced_some of
. the biamé on the fact tbat the student'council concept is a chgnginé-one
én&,theréfore, difficult to write about,
| .According.to the literature tﬁg'idea of student councils dates
back to the time of Plato and Aristotle. The earlier concept of student '
sglf—government has gradually given way to the newer concépt of sfﬁ@ent
participation in the management of the school.

The literature pointed out tﬁét there ié several methods

of organization used for s£udent cqﬁncils. Most writers
. indicated a.preference fdf a representative group sélected from a
relatively‘pe;maneﬁt gréub: The representétives are usually selected

from groups such as the homeroom, a class year or:a specific grade,
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Success has been reported for most of the different kihds.of organizatioﬁ
and therefore thé impoftaﬁt point seems to béfhow well the orgénization
represents the student body. |

Sevéral lists of éoals were reported in the literature, but the
main function of the student gouncil 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
-provideé.

The importance of the advisor waé streésed throughout the
literature. It seemed.to be the opinion of the writers that the leader-
ship provided‘by the advisor.through thé administrative supfortﬂwas one
of the more important factors in the success of a student council. The
‘literature noted tﬁe 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 aliowing the students ﬁore oppoftunity to participate in
developing.policy‘an& other management procedure in no way removes power
from the administratioﬁ‘ Tﬁe administration is still charged with the
control of.the school by tﬂe local community and this responsibility
cannot be delegated tOIStudents. The writeré seemgd to agree that the

“input from students in certain phases of school management was important
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laqd necessary in today's society, Girous (1975:2) said, '"there is no
major formula for producing mature democratic behavior in young people,
Eut'allowing‘them-to shafé in the decision making process 6f 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 aléo student council advisers;
student counéil aﬁvisers’and student council presidents. An instru-
ﬁent was prepared and.maiied to the partiéipadts of all high schoéls
in:the stéte of Montana. The instruﬁe;t asked‘the‘participants to .
indicate how they saw dertainlpractices iﬁ ﬁheir~schooliand also how
they thought_thé practiceé-should be.

In-this chapter the oufline of the‘study will be presented in
‘the following manner: - - | |

1. Pofulation description.

2. Description of iﬁvéstigation categories,

3. Method of collecting data.

4. Method of organizing data.

5. Statistical'hypotheses.

6.  Method of analyéing 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 studént'
council president from every Montana high school listed in the 1974-75

Montana Education Directory comprised the populafion for this study,-

Description of Investigation Categories

'This stqdy cbﬁpafed the perceptiéns of Buildiﬁg principals;
_Buiiding'prinqipals‘who were also studeﬁttcouncil advisers, student
council‘adviSeré,Aaﬁd stﬁdent council presidents basedvon their
‘fesponseé to the questionnaire in the follbwing éreas:

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

2. How did the pafticipants perceive‘their student council_as
a part of tﬁe edupational program?

3. What kiﬁd.of a-;ole did the participants perceive the
student councii‘members as playing?

4. What did the pérticipants pefcéive the student Eoﬁncil"
contribﬁteé'to the educational progrém?

5. How did the participants peréeQQe the use of veto power
‘against student council action?

6. What administrative functions diq thg pérticipants perceife.
the studeﬁt council participates in?

. 7. What role did tﬁe participanfs percéive 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‘-énd stu&ent council presidents' perceptions of the role of
student céuncil iq ;l; Montana high schools. Items for the queétion—
naire were determined from the rela£ed literature aﬁd adaﬁtatiqns from
questionnaires uéed iﬁ'studies by Coy- (1972) aﬁa Manning (1969). The
instrument was also designed to obtain certaiﬁ demographic inforﬁation
concerning the participants and the school they were associafed 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 addreésed
envelope was enclosed’for each participaﬁt. A follow—up_instrumént

was mailed Novembér 28, 1975 to those that had not responded.

".Method of Organizing the Data

The data collected has been presented in Cﬁapter 4 in the form
of tables. The tables are set up to provide information concerning:'

.1. The number and percentages of buildiné principals, build-
ing priﬁcipals who were also student council advisers, student council

advisers and student .council ﬁresidents 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 ;édvisers,
student council advisers and student council presidents in their
perceptions of:

a. actual rbie 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 ﬁigh
schools.

3. There is no significant difference among building principals

who are also.student couhcil 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 iééél role of the.studenf council in Montana high -
- schools,

.4; There is'no significant-difference:émong student council
advisers'ﬁhéf a;e.grouped by théir years of expérience.aé to £heir
'péfdéptioﬁ of:
| .. a; the éggggi'role.of the student council in Montana high

schools.

b. the igégl role of'thé student cbuﬁcil in Montana high .
schools. '

5. Thefe is no significant differeﬁceugmong buiiding principais,
building principais who are also student council édvisers, s;qdent
council adviéers'and student council presidents that are grouped by tﬁe
number of students'in thgir student council as to their perception of:

.a. tﬁe actual role of'thg student council‘iﬁ‘Montaﬂé high -
séhoois.; |
b. the igggl;rple of the student council in Moﬁtana high
schools.

6. There is no éignificant difference betwéen building prin—.

cipals of schools'that are'meﬁbers of the Montana-Assoéiatién 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-Montaﬁa high
schools,

7. There is no significant différence between building
pfincipals who are also student council advisers of.échools that are
members of the Montana Association of Student Counciis and non-members
in their perception of:

a. the actual role of the student council in Moﬁténa high
schools.
b. the ideal role of the étudent council in Montana high

,:schools.

- 8. There is no significant differénce between student.council.
advisers of schools that are members of the Montana Association of
Student Councilé and non-members in theix perception of:

: a. the actﬁai 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 qf schools that are members of the Montana Associétion of
Student Council and non-members in their perception of;

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




42
schools.

| .b. thé ;Qgél_féle of the student council in Montana high

‘schools. -

10. There is no significant différénce between building prin-
éipals'of schools that are members of the National Asséciation of
Student Councils and non-members in their perceptioﬁ of: |

a. the actual‘role of the studen;_council in Montana.high
schools.

b. the iggél;role of the student coun¢ii in Ménténa high
schools,

ll.‘ There is no significant difference between building prin- .
cipgls Wﬁq are also student.council adviéeré of schools tha£ are
members of the Natidnal Association of Student Councils and non-members
in their pefception of:

a. the acfual role of the studenf council in Montana high
schools,

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

12. There is no significant Aiffe;ence between student council
advisers of schools that are members of the National Associatién of .
Student Coﬁncils and non—ﬁembers in tﬂeir pérception of:-

é. the actualvpole of the student council in Mdnfana'high

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

13. 'Thgre is no significant difference between student council
presidents of schools ﬁhat are members .of the Natiénal'Association~of_
Student bbuhcils and non-members in their peféeption of: |

| “a,- the actual foie of thé stgdént council in Montana high

schodls.‘ |
b. the ideal role of the student couﬁcil in Montana high
schools. |

14. There is no- significant difference aﬁqng building ptincipals;
building principals who are also student council advisers, student
coﬁncil advisers and student counéilApresidents ;hat are groﬁped-by
their size of schoolias to ﬁheir perceﬁtion of:

_-a. the actuallrole'of the student council in Montana high
schoois.
.b. the ideal role of the stgdept ;ouncil 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 = (¢ -.1) (r - 1) where ¢ and r are the numbers of
rows ;nd columns.
N-='Sum of all cglls;'fic‘= square of the_freqﬁepcy in a given cell;

'fr = sum of frequency in same row; fC = sum.of frequency in same column.

Summary

To accomplish the purpose of this study a questionnaire was
prepared and mailed to the building principals, bﬁildihg principals who
were also student council advisers, student council advisers and
sfﬁdent council presidents.of all Monféna high schools,

fhe data which were compiled and analyzed to test the
hypotheses have been reported in the next Ehapter._ Chi équaré was
used to determiﬁé the éignificaﬁce 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 percéived by'building
prinéipals who are also s;udent council advisers, student couﬁcil'
advisers'and student council,presidenﬁs. .In this chap;ér the results
of the deveioped.questionnaire, which was used to>colléct the data,
have1beeﬁ presented, described and diécus;ed.

The data for this study were oBtained from quéstiohnaires
‘returned by séventy—seven building principalé, seventy-five building
principals who were also student council adviséré, sixty~-six student
council advisers and one~hundred twentf—nine student council
_ presidents. Some réspoﬁdents did not respond to every item on the
questionnaire. Thereforé; in some caées, the total number of ;eplies
ya?y from table to table.

For the sake of brevity in the tébles and in the diécussions.
the notation "principalféca" was used to in&icate‘p;incipals who wefe

“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‘échdol,liéted-in tﬁe 1974-75




46
' Montané.Education Directory. There were one hundred and'eighty—th¥ée
high schools liste& in the Hirectpry, |
It was not known how many building principals*wefe also studenf-
council advisers so the duestionnaire was mailed to building principalé,
student council advisers'and student council presidents. Each
questionnaire was mafked tp indicate thelcorfect catégory to which the
respondent belonged. After tﬁe questioqnaires’wefe retﬁrned'éhel
number of respondents under the category principal/sca was déte;mine&.
TaBle 1 reveals the number of participants in éach.group that
'retﬁrned;the questionnaire. It also shows the number and'pércentage

returned for each group that were'useable'fo: this study.

Table 1

Total Population Surveyed and Percentage
of Returns of the Questionnaire

Number of Questionnaires Useable
.. ; Questionnaires Refurned Questionnaires
Respondents Distributed Number % Number %
Building Principals 183 . 157 85.8 152 83.1
Student Council Advisers - 183 144 78,7 141 77.0
Student Council Presidents . 183 131 71.6 129 70.5

(Euilding principals/sca were included in both buildiﬁg principals
and, adviser returns.) - ' '
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As indicated in Table 1, seventy-nine building principals and

seventyjeight'building‘principals/sca returned the instrument which
'resulted in a return of 85.8 percent. -bne hundred fifty-two were
useable for a percentage of 83.1. Seventy-eight stuAEnt council
advisers who were also building principals-and'sixty-six student
council advisers returned the instrument which resuited in a return
Qf 78.7 percent. One hundred forty—one-were useable-fcr a'percentage
bt 77.0. One hundred thirty—one student council presidents returned-‘
:the instrument uhich resulted in a return of 71.6 percent.' One.hundred -
. twenty—nine were useable.for a return of 7@.5 percent. |
-.Tatle 2‘indicates the number of.reepondents in each group that 1'
- had attended Montana Asscciation of Student Councils meetings. Ap~
proxiuately eixt?—six percent of the building principele, fifty-eight
percent of-the buil&ing principals/sca, forty—seven,percent‘cf the
student ccuncil advisers and sixt& percent'of the student council
bresidents.responded that,they had not attended a Montana Association
" of Student Counclls meetlng. 0n1y’33 8 percent of tne.building‘

: princ1pals, 41 3 percent of the bu11ding princlpals/sca, 53 percent

- of the student councll advisers and 39 5 percent of the student council
ﬁ:pre31dents.in&lcated.thet they had attended one or nore.meetinée'cf

" the association:
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Table 2

Attendance of Montana Association of ‘Student Councils Meetings

Rgspondents h ' None % One % More than One %
Building Principals 51 66.2 .9  11.7 17 22.1
Building Principals/sca 7A 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 . 206 58.8 68 19.6 75  21.6

The respondentg were asked if-thej-had taken a course‘ in |
student activities. fable'B shows the nuﬁber'and ﬁercentgge df eacﬁ~
group that indicate&_they;had‘téken such a course. Over 68 percént bf
ghe building principals, 82.7.percentiof the building pfincipals/sca,
© 81.8 percentlof the stﬁdent council advisers and 71.3 bercent of the
- student couﬁéil.presidents indicated that they had not taken a céurse

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

Respondents . Yes. % No %
Building Principals 24 31.2 53 68.8
Building Principals/sca 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/sca were used in the analysis of the

‘ descriptive'data presented in Table 4 through 12.

The respondents indicated that over 90 pgfcent of the schools

refer to their student representative groups as 'the student council.

Table 4 shows the responses to this questiom.
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Table 4

Number of Student Representative Groups Using
the Name Student Council '

Name Number o %
Student Council 138 ' 90.8
Other Than Student Council - 14 - -9,2

Over 80 percenf of the schools sur&eyed.indicated that their:
student councils had constitutions, Tbg-responaents were asked
if and -when their. constitution had been revised. OVer'l6lperéént'
'indicated never, 56.6 percent in&icéted within the last three years,

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

resulps.
Table 5
Revision of Constitution
When - ' Number - E Z
Never ‘ : 24 o 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 qnits of representation and the"
number of schools using each unit. Acco%ding to the respondents 47 .4 :
‘percent of the schoals are using class years and organization and clﬁbs .
as their unit of representation. Ove; 33 percent indicated they were
using ciass year,onlf as their unit of representation. Only 9.2 percent

were using the home room as their unit of representation.

Table 6

Units of Représentation for the Reporting Schools

Unit of Representation- ‘ Number, . %
Home room ‘ : ' i 14 ' 9.2
Class year o 51 - 33.6
' Organizations or clubs ] 1.9
' Claés year and organization and clubs . 72 7.4
Faculty advisory groups ' 1 ' .7

Faculty appointment ‘ . 0

?rincipals appointment 0
7.2

At large ) ' 11

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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Table 7

Freqﬁency of Meetings

Frequency Number %
Daily 1 .6
Weekly 32 21.1
" Bi-Weekly 62 40.8
‘Monthly 57

The majofity of the reéponding building principéls and bﬁilding;

principals/sca 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 mef during lunch, 5.9 percent met

after school, and 7.9 percént 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 schoﬁl 100 65.8
Dutring lunch 24 15.8
After school 9. 5.9
Evenings 12 7.9
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Of the building principals and building principals/sca 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 *= Z
Yes 33 22
No ‘ ‘ 107 : 78

According to fhe respondents the student council adviéer.is
éelected'by the principal iﬁ 53.0 percent of the schoolé and by the
superintendent in 37.5 percent of the schools. Only 8.9 percent of
the schools allowed the students to select theif adviser; Tablé 10

shows the number responding in each category.
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Table 10

Selection of the Advisor

Person selecting' ' ~ Number - %

Superintendent . 65' 37.5
Principal BT 92 53.0
Faculty ‘ 1 .6
Students o : | 15 . 8.9

" According to the respondents; ovér‘one—half of thé schoolé
have student council advisersiwﬁo are also.principals or assistént'
principals. Twenty-four percent of'thoée‘fesponding indicated thap
- teachers served as_studénf council'édﬁiséfs. Table‘ll.shdws'the

~ number in each category.

Table 11

Major Position of Student Council Adviser

Major Position . " Number o %
Principal : , .81 . 57.0°
Assistant Principal . 14 S o929
Counselor - - ‘ - 11 7.7
Activities Director L ’ ' 2 1.4

Teacher _ o 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 - R A 94 64,0
2.00 . ' 39 ' 26.3
©2.50 ' 10 6.7
3.00 - | 5 : 3.0
3.50 : _ 0 - 0

Analysis of the Hypotheses

Each of the fourteeﬁ hypotheses presented in Chapter 3 was
_tested for each of the 59 items of Part II of the survey ﬁsing the chi'
square test at the .05 percent level of significance. Since each
hypothesis rgpresented 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 tésts‘ﬁere actually-x

run using the Sigma 7 Computer at Montana State University. Coﬁplete

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 sigﬁificént value of .chi-square was found have been

tabulated and discussed.

Hypothesis 1. There is no significant difference among the

building p;incipals, building principals who aré also student céuncil
advisers, student céuncil adviéers and student council‘presidents in
their perceﬁtions of:

| a. The actual role qf the student council in Monténa high
schools.

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

Significant differénces among the féur groups have been
reported in Table 13; They differed in percep£ion of the ;ctual role
of the student éouncil on twenty-three ipems and oﬁ perceptions of
the ideal role on tﬁenty—two items. Oh eleven items they differed
'in pefceptions of both the actual and the ideal role. Hypotheéis
1 was rejected for the following items:

Item 1: (Actual and Ideal) - The modé respoﬁse for all four
groups under the actual category was fﬁo,,kusuélly). Seventy percent
of the principals respondéd‘two,(usually) and'25;9 percent indiéafed '
one (always). Seventy-seven percent of the principals/sca fesponded
two (usually) and two pefcent indicated dne (always). Fifty-one

percent of the advisers responded two (usually) and 21.6 percent
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indicated -one (always). TFifty-six percent of the student council
presidents responded two (usualiy) and 32 percent indicated one
(aiways). Under the ideal category the mode response for the
" principals nas two (usually), and for the other groups it was one
~ (always). Forty percent of the'principals, 56.1 percent of the
principals/sca, 55.3:pereent of the adnisers; and 66.6 percent of the
student council presidents responded one'(always).

Item 2: I(Actual) - The mode response for the‘actuellcategory'
_was two (usually). The percent of participents responding in the
mode. was 71.5 percent for the prineipals, 70 percent for_tne principal/
sca, 62.6 percent for the advisers and 53.4 percent for the student
council presidents. The percentage responding three (seldom) or four
(never) Qas 14;4 percent for the principals, 13.6 percent for the
prineipals/sce; l3.6,percent for the‘edvisers and 29.4 percent for the
stndent councii presidents. |

Item 3: (Actual'and Ideal) —zThe dete.yieided e-significant
difference under each cateéory. The mode response under the actual
categorp for tne prrncipals'and principals/sca'was two (usually). The
mode response for advisers and.student council was three (seldom).
'fifty-three percent of.the principals responded two (usuelly, but 18.1
percent responded three (seldom) Forty-three percent of the
pr1nc1pa1/sca responded two (usually) and 32.4 percent responded three

(seldom) or four (never) Responses for the adv1sers were almost




58
equal with 37.8 percent two (usually),'and.39.3'§ercent three (seldom),
or four (never). TUnder the ideal‘category the mode response for the
four groups was one (always). However, student reéponses were .
distributed throughout the cells. |

‘Item 5: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category most of the
responses:weré oﬁe (alwa&s) or ‘two (usually) with one (always) being
the mode response. |

Iteﬁ 6: (Ideai) - Ali of the‘reséonses were'in'tﬁe one (alwéys)
or two (ﬁsuaiiy) category..

Item 8: (Actual) ;'The mode response for the principals,
principgis/sca and advisers was two (usually). ,The.mode response for
the stﬁdgnt council presidents was one (aiwéys). A high percentage
qf responses were in the three'(seldom) and four (never) category.
Twenty—niﬁe percent of the principals, 34.6 percent of the principals/ .
sca, 31.8 percent of the advisers, and 30.2 percent of the studeﬁt
council presidents responded either three or four..

| Item 9: (Actual) - The mode‘fesponse for the principals was
. three (seldom). The mode response fof princiﬁéls/sca, advisers,andl
student council presidents was four (never). Sixty~three percent of
fhe prindipals,'82.9'perce;t of the p;incipgls/sca; 71 percent of the
advisers and 82.9 percent of ;he studen£ couﬁcilvprésideﬁts_responded'

" in- the four: (never) categbry.
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Item 10: (Actual) - Under the actual category the response
mode for the principals and principals/sqa was ghree (seldom). The
' respoﬁse mode for advisers and student council presidents was four
- (never). Eighty percent of the.principals, 7876 percent of the
principals/sca, 72.2 pefcent of the adviSers.and 66.6 percent of the
student council presidents responde& eitheér thrée or four.

Item 14: (Acfual) - The principals response mode was two
(usually). The respénse modé for‘the principals/sca; advisers, and
student council presidents was three (seldom).

Item 16: (Actual) - The responsé'mode for the principals was
threé (seldom) . Ihe respoﬁse mode for the other three groups was
four (never). Sixty-two percent of tﬂe principals, 76 percent of the
pfincipals/éca, 75.7 percent of the advisers and 82.9 percent of thé _
student council presidents, responded in'the‘fhree (selaom) or four
(never) category.

Item 18: (Actual) - The response mode under the actual cétegofy
for pfincipals, principals/sca, and student council presidents was two
(usually). The fesbonse mode for advisers wasithreé (seldbm5.

| Item 19: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 74 percent of the
principals, 76 percent of tﬁe principals/sca, 83.3 percent of the
advisers, and 92.8 percent of the student council presidents reéponded
opé (always).

Ttem 21:- (Actﬁal and Idéal) - 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 tseldom) or four (never)
category. Under the ideal category 52.7 percent of the principals,
63 percent of the principals/sca, 66.6 percent of the advisers, and
81.7 percent of the student council presidents responded one kalways).
More principals and advisers feéponded two (usually) than did student
council presidents.
| Item 22: (Actual and Ideal) - Thé~mode response for all four

groups under the éctual category was two (usuaily). Seventy—nihe
percent of the principals, 74.6 percent of the principals/sca, 59
percent of the advisers, and 44.1 percent of thé student council
presidents responded in the -mode. Only 15.5 percent of the student
council 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 respoﬁded one (always) or two (usually); but 23.2 percent of
the student council presidents reéponded ei£her three (seidom) or
four (never). |

Item 25: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category the mode responsé

was one (always). The majority of the responses were either one
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(always) or two (usually), but 12.5 percent of the student council
presidents responded three_(seldom).

‘Item 26¢ (Actuél) — The mode response under the actual category

‘for all four groups was two (usually). There was a strong response
unde? the three (seldom) and four (ne?er) category. Forty percent of
the principals, 45.3 percent of the principals/séa, 50 percent of the
advisers, and 41 percent of the student council‘presidents responded
uqder the three (seldom) and four (mever) category.

Item 27: (Actual) - The mode response under the actual
categofy fo; all four graups was two (uéually). Twenty-five percent
of the principals, 32.4 percent of the pfincipals/sca, 33.8 percent
of the advisers, and 33.3 percent of the student-council presidéﬁts
résponded under the three.(seldom) or.four (never)‘c;tegory. “

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 prinéiﬁals/sca, 49.1 percent of the
advisers and 59.2 percent_éf the student council presidents.resbondéd
under the three (seldom) or four (never) category.

Item 33: (Ideal) - Sixty-nine percent of the principals, 83.9
percent of phe principals/sca,'66.6.percent of the advisers, and 50.7.
percent of the ;tudent-council presidents fespgnded-thfée (séldom) ér

-four (never)_under~the;iaeél category.
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Item 37: (Actual and Ideal) - The mode response under the
actual category for the principals was two (usuaily). The principal/
. sca had a bimodal 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
prineipal/sca 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/sca, and advisers was
three-(seldom). The stndent council presidents mode response was
two (usually), but 45 percent responded three (seldom) or four (neyer).
Item 39: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category the mode response
was two (usually); but a high percentage responded three.(seidom),or
four (never). Forty-eight percent of thelprincipals, 42 percent ot
the principals/sca, 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 priﬁcipals/sca four
(never). The student council advisers mode response was three (seidom),
but the mode response for the student council president was two
(usually). Over 50 percent of the student council pfgsidents

responded one (always) or two (usually).

Ttem 41: (Actual and Ideal) f.Under the actual cétegory most
' §f the‘responses for all four groups were four (never) with é few
three (ééldom) and Qery few two (usually). Under the ideal category
the mode response for the principal, prinéipals/sca, and the advisers
was fbur ‘(never). The student council presidents disagreed with a
mode response of two (usually). Only 16 percent of the principéls
responded one (always) as compared to 49.6'percent of the student
council presidents.

Item 42: (I&eal) - Under the ideal category the mode response
for'principals/ principals/sca, and advigers was four (never); The
student council presidents mode response was two (usually). A high
perééntage of thg student council presidénts responded three (seldom)
of four (never).

Item 43: (Actual and Ideal) - Thg mode response under the
actual category for principals, principals/sca, and student council
presidents was threé (seldom). The mode respoﬁse 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 énd advisers was threé (seldom).
The principal/sca had a bimodal response of two (usually) ana thrée.
(seldoh). The student council presidgnts 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 i&eal
‘category the principals mode response was two (éeidom). The otherl
three groups had a mode response of fwo (usuall&). Seventy—-three
pergen; of thg students indicated they thoﬁgh; the student counéil
should particiﬁate in the budgeting qf activity money as compared to.
49 percent of the principals. |

Ttem 47: (Agtual) - Under the actual category the mode
response for all four groups was one (always). Seventy-six percent
of the principais responded one (always) és compared to Aniy sixty-one
percent of the students.

Item 53: (Ideal) — Under the ideal category the mode response
for the principals, principals/sca and advisers was two (usually). The
students disagreed with a mode response of one (aiways). |

Item 54: (Actual and Ideal) - Under the actual category the
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principals, principalé/sca‘and student council presidents mode
. ﬁésponse.was two (ﬁéuallf).' The advisers disagree& with a mode
reéponse‘of three (seldom). Under the ideai category the mode’
résponse for the principals, Principals/;ca, and advisers was three
(seldom). The ﬁigher percentage of students fesponded three (seldom)
or four (never) as compafed to the other graups. The students mode
response was four (never).
Item 56: (Actual) - Under the actual category the mode
response for all four groupé Wés two - (usually). Only 7.7 pércent of
" the prinqipa;s réspdnded_éne (élways)‘as.compared tp 24.8-percent of
_the stﬁdent‘ébunéil presi&ents.‘ | |
Item 59: (Actuai and Ideal) - Under.the acfual cétegor§ the
ﬁodé response was thfée (séidém)‘for all four groups. Fifty percen£\
-of ;He studenf council'bresidentslresﬁonded one (a1ways) or two
(usually) as cdmpared to 38 peréent of the principals. Under:the ideal
category the mode response for principals, principal/séa and advisers
was fhree'(seldom). The étudénp.couqéil‘p;esidenté aiségreed_with'g_"'

- mode response‘of two (uéﬁally);”"
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Table 13

Cell Frequencies for Significant Items of Hypothesis 1

Groups Actual. Ideal
Your student council is: 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
1. A pupil centered Prin. 20556 3 0 3044 0 O
organization Prin/sca 1558 2 0 4132 0 O
Advisers 16 46 "3 O 36 29 0 0
Students 42 .72 14 0 84 42 0 O
df=6 X°=13.653  df=3 X°=13.004
2. A model of democratic Prin. 10 55 10 1
government Prin/sca - 954 9 1
Advisers 8 4512 0
Students 22 69 32 6
d£=9 X?=16.081
3. A part of the educ~  Prin. 22 41 14 O 49 25 0 O
ation program Prin/sca 18 32 24 0 49 21 3 0
Advisers 15 25 26 O 44 22 0 O
Students 12 44 58 13 57 50 13 5
df=9 X2=48.263 df=9 X2=31.418
5. Respected by the Prin. ' 5123 0 O
: faculty Prin/sca 5123 0 O
* Advisers 46.19 0 O
Students 110 18 0O Q
2.11.837
6. Respected by the Prin. 56 18 0 O
students’ - Prin/sca 5816 0 O
Advisers. 49 17 0 O
Students 116 12 0 O

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

Ideal

Groups Actual
Your student council has:
8. An agenda for Prin 20 32 17 5
meetings : Prin/sca 10 39 20 6
Advisers 20 25 19 2
Students 48 42 26 13
df 9'X2=19.005
Critical Values
df 3 = 7.815
df 6 .= 12.592
df 9 = 16.920
9. A training program Prin 5 23 33 16
for its leaders Prin/sca -6 9 27 33
: Advisers 4 15 17 30
Students 5 17 38 69
d£=9 x°=25.104
10. A plan for evaluating Prin 2 938 24
its work. Prin/sca 2 10 31 28
' Advisers 2 12-21 30
Students 13 28 36 50
df=9 X2=20.390
14. A program to explain Prin 5 30 22 19
its objectives. Prin/sca 6 22 29 16
Advisers 6 13 26 21
Students - 20 31 58 20
' df=9 X2=19.390
16. Orientation for new Prin 6 22 29 19
members. Prin/sca 6 10 27 30
Advisers 4 12 23 27
Students 9 13 36 71
df=9 x°=23.316
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Table 13 (Continued)

df=9 X2=18.925

Groups Actual Ideal
Your student council members: 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4,
18. Report frequently to Prin 12 41 21 2
electorate . Prin/sca 14 35 22 3
Advisers 11 25 28 2
Students 26 45 36 19
df=9 X2=22.256
'19. Understand and accept Prin 55.19 0 O
responsibilities Prin/sca 56 17 0 0
Advisers 5511 0 O
Students 117 9 0 O
df=3 X*=14.957
Critical Values:
df 3 = 7.815
df 9 = 16.920
Your student council members:
21. Seeks the opinion of Prin 95412 0 3933 0 O
the student body Prin/sca 18 43 14 0 5519 0 O
Advisers 13 3815 0 44 22 0 O
_ Students 49 59 21 O 103 23 0 0,
df=6 X2=21.106 df=3 X2=18.071
22. Determines what the Prin 761 9 0 - 2548 0 O
student council does  Prin/sca 1256 7 0 3539 0 O
“Advisers 1839 9 O 3828 0 O
Students . 51 57 19 1 83 43 0 O
df=6 X°=34.913 df=3 X°=20.208
Your student council contributes to: -
24. The general welfare Prin 10 49 18 O
of the school ' Prin/sca 115014 O
Advisers 8 4315 O
Students 31 67 24 6
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Table 13 (Continued)

Groups Actual Ideal
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
25. Teaching citizenship Prin 5123 0 0
Prin/sca 46 24 2 0
.Advisers 3527 3 0
Students 69 42 16 O -
df=6 X2=18.115
-26. Teaching Prin 2 43 26 5
responsibilities Prin/sca 5 34 28 6
. ‘Advisers 23915 8
Students 20 56 42 11
df=9 X°=20.342
27. Better human relations Prin 34319 1
Prin/sca 6 45 21 2
Advisers 6 37 18 4
Students 25 61 37 6
daf=9 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 23 17 21 3
' Prin/sca 21 15.25 6
Advisers 12 19 24 6
Students 12 39 50 24
. . df=9.X2=28.412_
33. Student body Prin 7 11 18 23
: o Prin/sca 4 11 25 23
Advisers 7 13 24 16
Students 27 35 45 19
' 2

df=9 X 23 377
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Table 13 (Continued)

Groups Actual Ideal.:
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
Your student council participates in:
37. Chartering of clubs Prin 22 30 17 8 3529 5 4
: - Prin/sca 23 23 16 11 34 30 7 1
Advisers 19 18 12 17 29 22 8 6
Students . 28 29 43 28 46 45 29 7
- df=9 X2=17.790‘ df=9 X2=l7.232
38. Developing school Prin 4 31 39 2 743 24 0
© policy ' Prin/sca 6 14 45 10 12 35 24 3
Advisers 122 32 11 10 38 15 2
Students 16 58-46 9 . 57 64 6 1
df=9'X2=33w369 df=9 X2=63.775
39. Curriculum development Prin 73129 6
: Prin/sca 7 36 25 6
Advisers 10 29 20 7
Students - 27 76 16 9
df=9 X2=26.543
40. Administration of Prin 2 12 32 28
the school Prin/sca 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
Your student council participates in:
41. Faculty meetings Prin 0 4 2151 3 10 27 33
Prin/sca 0 020 55 0 8 24 42
Advisers 0 013 51 4 10 23 27
Students _ 0 11 16 101 16 48 32 31
" df=6 X°=19.837  df=9.X£50.078
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Table 13 (Continued)

Groups ' Actual Ideal
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
42. Teacher evaluation Prin 3 14 22 33
Prin/sca 3.17 21 33
Advisers 4 19 15 27
Students 28 48 33 19
d£=9 X°=49.078
43, Discipline problems Prin 0 10 37 30 6 22 34 12
Prin/sca I 6 35 32 3 27 27 16
Advisers 0 8 21 35 521 23 15
Students 7 34 51 36 38 55 23 11
df=9 X2=31.772 df=9 X2=52.394
45. Fund raising Prin 18 41 12 2
Prin/sca . 1542 7 8
Advisers 21 31 8 5.
Students : 56 60 6. 4
' df=9 X2=25.033
46. Budgeting of activity Prin 12 14 24 72 18 18 22 15
money : Prin/sca 8 16 12 39 13 31 11 18 -
. Advisers 10 6 17 33 15 24 16 11
.Students .29 25 26 48 45 47 19 15
df=9_X2=16.679 - df=9 X2=21.516
Your entire student body: o ‘
47. Is represented on the Prin . 5912 2 4
student council Prin/sca 6011 1 3
Advisers 46 17 3 0O
" Students 79 43 4 3

df=6 X2=l3.513
Critical values:

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

Critical values:

df 6
df 9

12.592
16.920

df=9 X°=22.

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 6 49 18 0
. T Prin/sca 19 42 9 0
Advisers 17 40 8 0 .
Students 63 54 10 0
df=6 X2=43.001
' 54. To be known in school Prin 34130 1 2 22 31 17
Prin/sca 6 32 23 12 121 31 19
Advisers 6 15 37 5 513 31 14
Students: 12 58 47 11 14 9 49 55
df=9 X2¥26.928 . df=9 X2=37.100
56. To learn sométhing Prin 6 48 19 2
Prin/sca 6 36 25 5
Advisers 7 28 21 6
Students 32 52 40 4
df=9 X2=25.253 .
59. Unhappy with the . Prin 0 28 44 2 32236 9
' council Prin/sca 0 28 39 5 527 31 8
Advisers 318 41 1 9 21 29 4
Students 13 50 58 7 40 46 29 12
' 864 df=9 X’=41.280
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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 Hypothesislz wés rejected for the
following items:

Item 9: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 71 percent of the
brincipals with 0-5 yeérs of experience responded one (always) while
onl§ 51 peréent of those with over six years of expepience agreed.

Item 11: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 88 percent of the
principals with 0-5 years of experience responded one (alwéys) 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 yeatrs gf_experience thought coqncil members shoulq.
preside over assemblies as compared to oniy_28 pergent'of thoéelwith
six years and over. |

Item 20: (Ideal)'- Under the ideal category 82 percent of ‘the .
pringipals with'0—5 years of experience ;espondéd one (alwayé) 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 méde
response for the principals with 0-5 years of experience was three
(seldom) while the mode response for those with sii years and over was
two (usually).

Item 54: (Ideal) ~ Under the ideal category 38 percent‘of.the
principals with 0-5 year@ of experience responded four (never) as
compared to 10 percent fér 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 cétegéry 82.3 percent of
tﬁe 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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Table 14

Cell Frequencies for Significant Items of Hypothesis Number 2
for Responding Building Principals

Your student council members:

17, Preside over assembly O0-5 yrs.

programs

20. Cooperates with

faculty for school
improvement

6-over

. 0-5 yrs.

6-over

Your student council participates-in:

38. Developing school
policy

' 0-5 yrs.

6-over

A stﬁdent is likely to run for an office:

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

57. Interested in student
council '

‘6-over

0-5 yrs.
6-over

Groups Actual Ideal
1 2 3 4 1.2 3 4
Your student council has: '
9. A training program for 0-5 yrs. 27 5 3 0
its leaders 6-over 2017 20
. df=2 X2=7.593
11. Clearly defined areas 0-5 yrs. 30 4 0 O
of responsibility 6-over 2415 0 0
2

“df=1 X"=5.409

22 9 4 O
11 24 4 O

df=2 X2=14.827

29 6 0 0
2316 0 0

df=1 X2=3.957

514 16 O
2 29 0

NN
O o

df=2 X"=8.995

0 11 10 13
013 21 4
df=2 X°=8.639
28 6 0 O
2118 0 0
df=1 X°=5.459.
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Table 14 (Continued)

Groups Actual - Ideal

Critical values:

df 1 = 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 théir years of experience as to their perceptions of:

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

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

Item'42:'(Actuél) - 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 ove?
responded under the same category.

Item 58: (Actual) - Under the actual category 78 percent of
the brincipals/sca with 0-5 years of experience responded three
(éeldom) or four (never) as compared to 52 percent of those with six

years and over.
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Table 15 .

Cell Frequencies for Significant Items of Hypothesis Number 3

for Responding Building Principals/sca

Groups " Actual Ideal
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
Your student council participates in:
42. Teacher evaluation 0-5 yrs. 0 3 541
6—-over 0 110 15
2

df=2 X"=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 012 12 1

df=2 X2=7.27l'

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

schools.

' As indicated in Table 16, Hypotheésis 4 under the actual
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category was rejected for items 5, li, 14, and 20; and under the
ideal category items 37 and 54.

Ttem 11: (Actualj - 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 thoée with six years and over responded in the
mode. Thirty-five percent of those with 075 years of experience
responded three (seldom) as comparéd to only 8 percent 6f those with-
six years and over. .

Item 14: (Actual) - Under the actual category 88 percent of
the advisers with 0-5 years of experience résponded either ;hree'
(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 fhose
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
ainsers with 0-5 years of experiencélresponded one (always) as com- |
pared to.only 8 percent of those with.six-years and over.

Ttem 37: (Ideal) - Under the ideal categdry 35.7 percent of
the advisers with 0—5‘yéars of experience fesponded one kalwéys) aé
compared to 60 percent of those with six years and over. Th;rty :g
percent of the advisers with 0-5 years of experience responded tﬁreé'

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

.




79

Item 54: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 73 percent of
those with 0-5 years of experlence 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: 1023 4 12 3 4
11. Clearly defined areas 0-5 years 42315 0
of responsibility 6-over 516 2 0
df=2 X2=6.292
14. A program to explain 0-5 years . 3 4 21 15
its objectives ' 6-over 3 9 5 6

df=3 X2=10.532

Your student council members:

*-20. Cooperate with the ~ 0-5 years 924 9 0
faculty for school 6-over 221 0 O
improvement df=2 x°=8.857
Your student council participates in:
37. Chartering and - 0-5 years ‘ : . 1514 13 0

coordinating clubs 6-over © 7148 1 0
- ‘ df=2 x*=7,000
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Table 16 (Continued)

Groups Actual Ideal
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
A student is likely to run for office: )
54. To be known in school 0-5 yrs. 01126 5
' 6-over 0 7 5 9
2

df=2 X"=6.269

Critical values:

df 2 - 5.991

. 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 nﬁmber.éf students in their studeﬁf couﬁcil 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.

Signific;ﬁt differgnces among the four groups have been
reported in Table 17. They,diffgred_in perception of thé actual role
on twenty items and on percpetion of .the ideal rqlé on.éleven items.

-On ten items they differed in perceptiop‘éf 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 cafegory 86.8
percent of those requn&ing 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 responsé for all three groups was one (always).

Item 9: (Actual) - Under the actual category 53 percént of
those responding in the 0-10 group, 20.3 percent of those in Ehe
11-20 group and 43.5 percent of those in the twenty-one and over
group responded one (always).

Item 12: (Actual and Ideal):—.Underlthe actual category fhe
mode response for all three groups was two (usually). Twénty—one
percent of those‘in the 0-~10 group and 34.6 percent of those in the
11-20 group responded threé (seldom) or four (never) as compared to
only 7 percent of those in the twenty—oné 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 percenﬁ of those in the twénty—one and over
group responded one (aiways){

 Item 15: (Aétual) - Under the actual category 25.5 ﬁercen; of
those in the 0-10 group and -33.9 perceﬁ£,of_those.in éhelli;ZO.gréuf
responded one (always) as compared to'77.6'percenp offfhps;'in'the‘
twenty-one and over groué; Twenty—five bércent of  the O—io‘grqupf

- responded three (seldom) or four (never) as comparéd 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.

Ttem 16: (Actual) - Undgr the actual category the mode"

response for the 0-10 group and the 11-20 group wés 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 11-26 group and 38.8 percent
for those in the twenty-one and over group.

Ttem 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 perceqt for those
in the twenty-one and over group. The mode response for all three
groufs was two (usually).

ITtem 25: (Agtual) - Under the aétual category 54.2 percent of
the.0—10 group, 49.3 percent of the 11-20 group and‘36.4 percént of
the twenty-one and over éroup responded three (seldom).or four (ﬁeve;).
The mode response for all three groups was two (usually).

Ttem 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 thrée (seldom) or four (never) as compared to only
18.8 percent of those in the twenty-one and over group. The méde.

response for all three groups was two (usually).
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Iteﬁ 28: (Actual and Ideal) - Under the actual catégory the
mode response for those in the 0-10 group was one (always), forhthe
11-20 group three (seldom) and for the twenty-one and o&er 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:groupiwas 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 thé 11-20 group and the twenty-one aﬁd over group
was three (seldom). Under-the ideal category the mode resﬁonse 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
categﬁry 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 résponded four (never)Aas coﬁpared
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 (usualiy) and for the il—20 group it was
three (seldom). The twenty-one and over group had a biﬁodal
response of three (seldom) and four (never).

Ttem 37: (Actual) - Under the actual catégory 50 percenf of
those in the 0-10 group and 50 percent of those in the 11-20 gréup
responded four (never) as comparea 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
(aiways) 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 higherlpercent—
age of those in the 11-20 group responded fourﬁ(never) than .did tﬁe
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 fhree groups was one (always).

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

percentagé 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—oﬁe

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.
Fiftf-twq percent of those in the 0-10 group and 38.2 percent of those
in the 11-20 group responded three (seldom) as compa;ed to 27.1 pefcent
for those in fhé twenty-one and over group.

Item 57: (Actﬁal énd Ideal) - The mode response.for all thfee
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 pe?cent 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_thrge (seldém). Fifty—eight

percent of those in the 0-10 group, 76,5ipercent of those in the 11-20

group and 64.7 percent of those in the twénfy—one,and over grbup

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

- category the mode resbonse for those 1in the 0510 group was two (uéually),'
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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: . ‘ . o -
7. Regularly schedule 0-10 364015 5 6925 0 O
- meetings : . .11-20 ' 527025 8 10557 0 0
: © 2l-over 5719 7 2 7015. 0 O
| df=6 X°=26.933  df=2 X°=8.643
9. A training program  0-10 '2 13 31.50
for its leaders . 11-20 ' 8 24 54 79
' . 21l-over 10 27 30 18
. | df=6 X*=30.983
12. Channels for referring 0-10" 31 43 15 .5 66 25 0 O
projects or problems 11-20 - 457432 8 10551 0 O
: ‘21-over - 3345 6 0 6915 0 O
| . , U df=6.X°=13.002  df=2 X*=6.017
15, Committees to handle 0-10 - ’ 25 44 20 4 '
activities ' 11~-20 - . 557521 4
: o 21-over . 66-34 1 1
, . df=6 X?=20.919
16. Orientation program - - 0<10 - " - 6 9.30 49
for new membetrs .+ 11-20 . 826 56 74
, 21-over .11 22 28 24
- df=6 X*=18.807
Your student council members:. :
21. Seek opinion of ° ‘ 0-10 c 324914 O
~ student body ' 11-20 42 86 37 O

21-over 155811 0
‘ ‘ df=4 X*=11.133
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Table 17 (Continued)

df=6 X2=26.654

Groups Actual Ideal
1 2°3 4 123 4
Your student council contributes:
25. Teaching citizenship  0-10 3.40 38 13
- . 11-20 13 71 54 26
.21-over 25225 6
x%=13.865
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
X2=l3.107
Your school veto power is used by: ‘
. 28. Superintendent 0-10 44 16 23 7 30 23 22 13
o 11-20 48 30 65 15 32 36 72 14
2l~-over 17 2 26 35. 11 9 30 30 '
N '%%=65.616  df=6 X°= 44.724 -
29. Principal . 0-10 .22 2716 22 18 32 .8 17
. 11-20 - 38 39 49 23 25 41 59 21 :
. 21-over ' 30 13 42. 0 24 17 43 1 . .
o o -df 6'X°=39.215  df=6 X’= 31.014 .
30. Assistant Principal : = 0-10 75745 6 11 .14 32
C T . 11-20 39 20 71 6:13 22 62
© 21-over 6 15 24 28 6 13 29 26
2

df=6 X =12.899
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Table 17 (Continuedj

Groups Actual Ideal
1 2 3 4 12 3 4
32. Student council 0-10 6 23 28 30 13 29 25 18
president 11-20 523 47 70 13 37 61 34
21-over 4 7 32 36 6 13 30 30
df=6 X2=12.674 df=6 X2=15.478
35. Teachers ' 0-10 0 13 22 47 0 16 21 42
: 11-20 0 7 41 89 0 13 45 79
21l-over 0 4 15 59 0 5 14 59
df=4 X2=12.711 df=4 X2=15.298
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 ¥>=17.576
Critical values:
df 4 = 9.488
df 6 = 12.592
Your student council participates in:
44, Selection of 0-10 .. 521 19 50
assemblies 11-20 10 28 49 75
21-over 1% 27 33 12
' df=6 X"=36.085 )
46. Budgeting of 0-10 18 21 17 39 25 37 19 11
activity money . 11-20 17 27 40 81 33.59 31 37
- ‘ : 2i-over 24 13 22 26 - 33 24 17 11

df=6 X>=18.384  df=6 X’=14.

292
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Table 17 (Continued)

Groups .Actual Ideal
1 2 34 -1 2 3 4

Your entire student body:

49. Ciearly understands the 0-10 67 27 0 O
purpose of a student 11-20 13427 0 O
council 21-over 7510 0 O

df=2 X2=9.245

50. Presents ideas to 0-10 19 38 37 O
the student council . 11-20 3177 55 0

: 21-over 35129 0O

df=4 X =14.845

A student is likely to run for an office:

53. Initiate change . 0-10 10 33 49 0
o 11-20 17 82 62 0
" 2l-over 95323 0
) df=4 X2=14,084 _
57. Interested in 0-10 20 55°17 0 61 30 0 0
student council 11-20 3499 27 0 11940 0 O
21l-over 2062 2 O 7113 0 O
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 7 936 32
df=6'X2=18.271' df=6 X2=25.975
Critical values: |
df 2 = 5.991
df 4 = 9,488
df 6 =

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
échools.

Significant difference between the groups are reported in
Table 18. Under the actual category Hypothesis 6 was rejected for
items 16'and 45; anq under the ideal category items 3, 34, 41 and 45,
Item 3: (Idégl) ~ 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: (Actuél) - Under the actual category 63.4 percent
of MASC members responded three (seldom) or four (never) as compared
to 63.3 percent for non—meﬁbers.
Item 34: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 93.1 percent of
.the MASC members responded tﬁree (seldom) or four (never) as coﬁpared
_ 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 pefcent of thg

non-members.,
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Item 45: (Actual and Ideal) - Under the actual category 60

‘ percent of the members responded one (alwdys) or two (usually) as _

compared'to 72.4.perceﬁt of the non-members, Under the ideal,catégory
74.3 percent of the members responded oné (always) or two (usually)

as compared to 86.2 percent of the'nonfmembers{
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Table 18

Cell Frequencies for Significant Items of Hypothesis Number 6

for Responding Building Principals

Groups Actual Ideal
. 12 3 4 1 2 3 4
Your student council .is: _ ' ’ _
3.  Part of the total Member 13 24 0 4
educational program Non~-member

Your student council has:

'16. An orientation
" program' for members

Member 0 15 17

Non-member .0 11 10
9 :

df=2 X"=7.438

Your school veto power is used by:

. 34, Activitiés director

Member
Non—-member

- Your student council participates in:

41. Facﬁlfy meetings

45, Fund raising

Critical values:

df 2
df 3

hou

5.991
7.815

Member
Non-member

 Member “j 520 16
Non-member . 1110 9

df=2 X%=5.982

16 8 1 6 -
" df=3 X°=8.485

. OO

0.
af=2 X

0 8 19
0 7 7

NN

‘df=2 X"=7.289

0 8 19
0 6 16

DD OO N

df=2 X“=9.628.

42510 0
14.11 “4 0.

212.368. 7 -
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Hypothesis 7. There was no significant difference between

building prihcipalé who are also student council advisers of schools
_that are members of the Montana Association of Student Coupcils and
non-members in their perception of:

a. The actual role of the studént council in Montana high
schools, |

b. The ideal role of the stﬁdent_counéil in Montana high
schools.

Table 19.presents the cell valués 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_respondedlqne (always) or two (usually) as compared to
8.3 percent of fhé non-members. Of the members 28.9 percent responded
four (never) as compaféd to 61.1 percent fo£ non—members.-

Item 55: (Actual) - Under the actual.céfegory 45.2 petcent
of the memgers responde& one (always) o£ two (ﬁsuaily) 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 pefcent of

the non-members.
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Table 19

Cell Frequencies for Significant Items of Hypothesis Number 7
for Responding Building Principals/SCA

" Groups Actual Ideal
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
Your student council has:
9, A training program Members 5 71511
for its leaders. Non-members 1 211 22
2

: df=3 X"=9.679
A student is likely to run for office: -

55. It would be. fun Members 313 516

Non-members - 3.7 16 7
df=3 X°=10.890
58. List on scholarship  Members - 2 71117

application - Non-members 9 910 5
' df=3 X2=1l.105

Critical values: .

df 3 = 7.815

Hypothesis 8. _Thefe was no sigﬁificant difference between
student council adviseré of.schoo1s tgét:were members of the Montana
Aésociatibn-of'Studéﬁf Councils and nqh;mgﬁﬂefé‘in their'percéptiops
o | |

a, The actual roie of the stgdeﬁt coﬁncil in Montana higﬁ
schools, | |

b.. The ideal role of the student council in Montana hiéh'
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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) =~ Undef the actual category 42.5 percent of

tﬁe members responded one (always) as comparéd 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 pércent of

the non-members. |

Item 10: (Actﬁal) - Under the actual category 70 percent of

the members responded thrge (seldém) as. compared t0'88-ﬁgrcent of the
t non-members.

Item 12: (Idéai)f; Under the ideal categofy 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 respondgd one (always) as cdmﬁared to 54.1 percent of the
non-members.

Ttem 20: (I&eal) - Under the ideal category éI.S percent of:
the members responded one (always) as Eqﬁpa?ed to only 48};_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.

Ttem 27: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 87.5 percent of -
the membérs respoﬂded one (always) as compared to only 52 percent of
the noﬁ—members.'

Ttem 28: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 72.5 percent of
the memberé responded three (seldom) ér_fouf (never) as compared to
32 percent of the non—meﬁbers.

Item 37: (Actual) - Under the actual category 65 percent.of
the members responded one (always) or twd (ﬁsually) 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 gompared 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 1310 0
meetings Non-members 311 9 2
df=3 X°= 9.939
9. A training program Members 0 14 13 13
for its leaders Non-members 0 5 416
df=2 X?=6.207
10. A plan for evaluating Members 011 16 12°
its work Non-members ‘0 3 517
| df=2 X=8.541
12. Channels for referring Members ' 40 0 0 O
projects or problems Non-members 16 9 0 O
df=1 x°=13.832
13. Written objectives Members 3. 5 0 Ot‘
for school year Non-members 1311 0 O

Your student council members:

20. Cooperate with
faculty for
school improvement

Members
Non-members

Your student council contributes to:

26. Teaching
responsibilicy

27. Better human
relations

Members
Non-members

02611 1
015 4 6

df=2 X2=7.422

Members
Non-members

df=1 X’=6.892

31 8 0 0
1314 0 0
df=1 x%=5.711
2811 0 0
1114 0 O
df=1 X°=3.845
35 5 0 0
1312 0 0
2

df=1 X°=10.038
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Table 20 (Continued)

Groups Actual . Ideal’
: 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
Your school veto power is used by:
28. Superintendent Members 7 320 9
’ Non-members ' 7 9 6 2
df£=3 X2=12.107
Critical values:
df 1 = 3.841
df 2 = 5.991
df 3 = 7.815
' Your student council participates in: '
37. Chartering- and ‘ Members 1412 5 9
-coordinating clubs Non-members 5 5 312
df=3 X2=10.104
46. Budgeting of Members 920 7 4
activity money Non-members 6 4 9 6
2

df=3 X"=8.930
Critical values:

df 3 = 7.815

Hypothesis 9. There was no sigﬁificant difference between
student council presidents of schools that areumembers of the Montana
Association of Student Councils and n;n—memberé 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
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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 1, 8, 38 and 41.

Item 1: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 71.4 percent of
the members responded three (seldom) or four (néver) as compared to
62.5 percent of.the no#—members. None of the memberé responded one
(always) as compafed_to only 1 percent of the non-members.

Igem 8: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 34.6 percent of
the members responded one (alwéys) as compared to 35.5 percent of the
non-members.

Item 9: (Actual) — Under the actual category 23 percent ;f the
members indicated two (usually) as compared to only 1 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 hbn—members.'
Item 38: (Idéél) - Under the ideal category 50 pérééﬁt of'thé o
meﬁbérs responded .one (always) as coﬁpared'fof3?ﬁ7 pércén£ éf the
non-members. _ |
Item 41: (Ideal) - Un&er the ideal‘céfégory 58.9 pefcén; of.

the members fesponded 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

. Grbups Actual Ideal
"Your student council is: 1 2 3 4 123 4
1. A pupil centered " Members 0 16 21 19
organization Non-members 4 11 20 5
df=3 X2=10.748
Your student council has: )
8. An agenda for all Members 27 48 3 0
meetings Non-members 16 2} 8 0
df=2 X"=7.325
9. A training program Members 0 18 28 35
for its leaders Non-members 0 4 10 33
df=2 X2=9.105
16. An Orientation Members 7 12 24 38
program for members Non-members 2 112 32
df=3'X2=8.143
Your student council participates in:
38. Developing school Members 3940 1 O
policy Non-members 17 24 6 O
. df=2 X2_=8;192~
41, Faculty meetiﬁgs Members 13 33 14 19
' Non-members 3 14 18 12
2
Your entire student body: df=3 x°=8.428
49, Clearly understands  Members 4 33 44 0
the purpose of - Non-members 82118 O
student council- 2 ~

df=2. X"=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 peréeption of:

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

b. The ideal role of the student counéil 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 dideal rolé
on six items. Hypéthesis 10 was rejected for the following items:

~Item 1: (Ideal) -~ Under the ideal category'62.5 peréent of
the membérs responded one kalﬁays) as, compared to 33;9 percent of the
'non—membgrs. | |

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—memberg.

Item 8: (Actgal) — Under the actual cateéory 94,1 percent of
the members responded either one (always) of two (usually) aé compéréd
‘to 62.2 percent of the non-members.

Item 9; (Actual) - Under the actual categ§ry'58.8 percent of
the members responded two (usually) as compared to 30.1 ﬁeréent of
the non-members.

Item 15: (Actual) - Under the actual category 100.percent of
the members responded either one (always) or two (usually) as
;ompared to 79.2 percent of the non-members.

Item 33: '(IdeéI) - Under the ideal category 46.1 percent of
the members respondéd either one (alwaysj or two (usually) as compared
to-27.2 percent of the non-members,

‘Item 36: (Ideai) - Under the ideal category 53.3 percent of
the members respoﬁded one (always) as compared to 19.2 peréent of the
- non-members.

Ttem 42: (Actual) - Under the actual cétegory 88.2 percent of
" the members respondéd 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'acﬁual 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‘Sl.Z percent of
the members responded either one (always) or two (usually) aé coﬁpgred
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—mémbers{

Item 58: (Idgai) - Under the ideal category 81.2 percent of
the members responded either three (seldom) or four (never) aé

compared to 62.2 percent for the non-members.
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~Table 22

Cell Frequencies for Significant Items for Hypothesis Number 10
for Responding Bulldlng Principals

Groups Actual Ideal

1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
Your student council is: “

1. A pupil centered Members 10 6 0 0
organization Non-Members 1835 0 O
df=1 X2=4.263
3. Eart'of the - Members 15 1 0 0O
educational program Non-members 3122 0 O

' 2

Your student council has:

‘7. Regularly scheduled
meetings

8. An agenda for all
meetings

9. A training program
for its leaders

Critical values:

df 1 = 3.841
df 2 =5.991

Your student council has:

-15. Committees to handle
activities

Members

Non-members

Members
Non-members

Members

df=1 X"=5.380

14 3 0 0
19 28 8 0

df=2 X?=12.285

‘ 610 1 0
12 21 20 0

df=2 X?=6.226
010 6 1
0 16 25 14

Non-members

df=2 X°=6.353

Members
Non-members

8 8 0 0
13 29 12 0

df=2 X?=6.353
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Table 22 (Continued)

Groups Actual Ideal
' 1 2 3 & 1 2 3 4
Your school veto power is used by:
33. Student body Members 1 5 0 7
Non-members 6 617 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 2 411

Non~members 0 4 10 41
af=2 X*=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 Members ' 4 9 3 0
Non-members 23515 0
| df=2 x%=6.888

Critical values:

df 1 = 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 0 611 0
school Non-members 03518 O

' 2

58. List on scholarship
application

df=1 X -3.826

Members
Non-members

1 2 310
512 21 12

df=3 X2=8.135
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Hypothesis 11. ‘There was no significant difference bétween

~ building principalslwho wefe also student cquncil 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 Moﬁtana high
schools.l

b. The ideal role of student councils in Montana high
schools.

Table 23 presents-}he cell values for each of the significant
items.

Hypothesis 11 under the actual category was rejected for items
1, 19, and 50; and for thé ideal category items 22, 30, 32, 41 and 42.

Item 1: (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 éither one (always) or two (usually) as compéred
to 79.3 percent of the'non—members.

Itém 22: (Ideal) - Under the ideal.éategory 81.8 percent of
the members responded'oné (always) as.comparédyto 41.2 percent'pf\ |
the non—mémberé. | ’. |

Item 30: (Ideal) - Under the ideal caéégory 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 onlf 14,2 percent
of thé non-members.,

Item 41: (Ideal) ~ Under the ideal category 44.4 percent of
the memﬂers respbnded tow (usually) as compared:to 6.3 percent of the
'non~members.~

Item 42: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 66.6 percent of
the memBers respénded 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.




109

Table 23

Cell Frequencies for Significant Items of Hypothesis Number 11

for Responding Building Principals/sca

Ideal

.Grouﬁs Actual
, 'i 2 3 4 1 2 3.4
Your student council is: . _ -
1. A pupil centered Members 6.5 0 0
organization = . Non-members 955 0 O
‘ _ af=1 x%=7.250"
Your student .council members: ' o
. 19. Understand and accept Members 4-6 1 0
“their responsibility . Non—members ' 6'44 13 0
) e  af=2 x’=s. 019 _
22. Determine what the - Members . R 9 2 0.0
student council does _Non—members:“ ‘ 26 37 0 0

df=1 X%=4.657

Your school veto power is used by:

30.'Assistant-ﬁrincipal' Members .
".  .Non-members

32. Student council . - Members. ., .
president ... Non-members

Your stident council pértiéipates in:
41, Faculty meetings . . Members -
' ' - . Non-members"

42. Teacher evaiuation Members
‘ " Non-members

2 3 3

T4 2 719

df=3 X2=7.279.
0 5 4 1
0 919 27

df=2 x257.517"

0 4 3 4

0 4 21 38

‘df=2 X2=8.856

0 6 05
0 14 21 28

2

df=2 X°=7.289 -

1
9
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Table 23 (Continued)

Groups ' Actual Ideal
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
Your entire study body:
50. Presents ideas to- Members 010 1 0O

student council Non—-members 12 28 23 O

df=2 x%=8.203

Critical values:

df 1 = 3.841
df 2 = 5.991
df 3 = 7.815

Hypothesis 12. Tﬁere was no significant difference between

student council advisers of schools that were members of thé
Natignal Association.of Sfudent Councils and non-members in theif
perééption of: |
- é. ' The actual ro;e of the sfudent council in Montana high

schools, |

b. Tﬁe ideal role of the studeﬁt council in Montana high
;chools.' -

Table ‘24 presents\the céll values for each\gf‘the Significanf
items, h .

Hypothesis 12 under the actual category was rejected foriitems

"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 (mever) as compared t6
84,3 percent for the non-members.
Item 21: (Actual) -~ Under the actual category 38.4 percent of
the members responded one (always) as coﬁpared to 6n1y 15.3 percenf 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
student body Non-members 8 3

df=2 x%=8.

3 0
5 0

£~ O n

10

Critical values:

df 2 = 5.991 °
df 3 = 7.815
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_ HZEothesiﬁvlg, 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 counqil 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

i;ems. | |

Hypothesis 13 underAthe actual category was rejected for
items 9, 16, 26, and 55; and for the ideal category items.f, 30 and 55.

Item 7: (Ideal) - Under the ideal categor& 58.6 percent of
the members responded éne (always) as compared to 66 percent of.the
non-members.

Item 9: (Actual) - Under the actual category 38.8 percen; of
‘the;members responded ong'(always) as cbmpafed to only i1.6 pgréeﬁt
'6f the non—meﬁbers.' | ‘

Item 16: (Actﬁali - Under the aéfual category 38.8 percent of
the members responded‘eifher one (always) or two (udsually) as compéred
to oﬁl& 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.§-percgnt of -
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theAnon—members.

Item 30: (Ideal) - Under the ideal category 50
the members responded three (seldom) or four (never) as
70.8 percent for the non-members.

Item 55: (Actual and Ideal). ~ Under the actual
percent of the memgers'responded eitﬁer one (alwéys) or

as‘compéred to 50.9 percent for the non-members. Under

catégéry'70.5 percent of the members responded either one (always) or

percent of

compared to

category 88.81A

two (usually

the ideal

two (usuélly)'as‘compafed fovonly 39.2‘percentgof the non-members.
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Table 25

Cell Frequencies for Significant items of Hypothesis Number 13 .

for Responding Student Council Presidents

Groups Actual Ideal
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4

Your student council has:
7. Regularly scheduled Members 10 6 1 O

meetings : Non-members 68 32 3 O

df=2 X2=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 2

df=3 X"=8.786

Your student council contributes to:

6 7 2 3
13 47 38 5

df=3 X°=10.656

Members
Non—members

26. Teaching
responsibility

Your school veto power is used by:

Members
Non-members

30. Assistant principal

A student is likely to run for an office:

55. It would be fun

214 1 1
10 42 41 9

df=3 X2=9.859

Members
Non-members

Critical values:

df 1 = 3.841
. df 2 = 5.991
df 3 =

7.815

0 7 3 6
012 30 43
df=2 x%=7.888

210 0 5
16 24 29 33

df=3 X%=11.373
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Hypothesis 14. There was no significant difference among
building principals, builaing 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 studeﬁt council in Montana high
schools. |

. Significant differences among the four groufs have been‘
reﬁorted in Table 13. They differed in perception of the actual role
of the student council on twenty-two of the items and on percep;ion of
the ideal role on eleven. On eight items.they differed in perception
of both actual and ideal. Hypothésis 14 was rejected for thé |
following items:

Item 3: (Actual) - Under the actual category the mode response
for the 9-125 group responded three (seldom). The i26—300 and the 301
and over group had a mode response of two (usually)l Forty-five percent.
of the 0;125'group ;esponded three (seldom) as compared to 30.7 percént
for'thg 126-300 group and 26 percent for the 301 and over group.
Thirt&—two percent of the 0-125 group responded two'(usﬁaily) as
compared to 43.8 percent for the 126-300 éroup and 48.9 percent for the
301 and over group.

Ttem 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
.(uéually) as cbmpgrgd 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 respondea one (élways) 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 gréup. iwenty;twé percent of the 0-125 groﬁp and 25.4 percent
of the 126-300 gfoup responded one (always) as_cbmpared-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 30l and
over gfoup had a mode response of two (usually). Fif;y—six péf;ent.oﬁ'
the 0-125 group and 42.1 percent of the 126-300 group responded foﬁr
{(never) as compared to 22.9 percent of the 301 énd over group. 'Iwelvé'
percent of the 0-125 group and 14 percent of the 126—30b.grou§ |
responded‘two (usually) aé'comparéd to 32.2_percen§ of the 301 aqd‘qvef”

-

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 thrge (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. Tweﬁty—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 (usuélly) 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 thé 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). Férty'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 peréent of the'301,
and over grdup. Forty percent of the 0-125 group responded three
(seldom) as compafed to 49.1 percént 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). TForty-

seven ana four-tenths percent of the 0-125 group and 46.4 percent of
the 126-300 group responded two (usually) as comﬁared to 37.5 percent
of the 301 and over group. Twenty—si# and two tenghs 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 éroup was-four
(never). The mode responsé 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 perceht 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 responée
for all three groups wés one (always),' Sevenfy—five nine-tenths
percent of the 67125'group, 82.4 percent of the 126-300 gvoup, 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)., TFifty-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)f
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 gréup.

Item 27: (Acfual and Ideal) - Undér the actual category the
mode response for all three.groups waé twg (usually). TFifty and
three-tenths percent of thé 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 c;tegory the mode response fo; all three
groups was one (always). Sixty and five-tenths percent of the 0-125
group, 71 percent 6f the 126-300 group andu76'pefgent of the 301 éﬁd'
over group responded qné (élways). | |

' Item. 28: (Actual gnd Ideal) - Under the actual category the
* mode respohsé was.oﬁev(aiways) for the 67125 grdup, three (seldém) for.

the 126-300 groub and four. (never) for the 301 and dver gfoup.
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Forty-five and‘two—tenths percent of the 0-125 group responded one
(always) as compared to 28 ﬁercent 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 per;ent of the 301 and over group
responded three (seldom) as compared to 36f8 percent of the 126~300
grqup. Two and one—tenth.pe:cent of the 0-125 group and 14 percent
of the 126-300 group reéponded four (never) as compared to 39.5 percent
6f.the 301 aﬁd 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—ohe 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 pérceﬁt of the 0-125 group
" responded three kseldom) as cémpared to 42;1 percent of the 126-300
gfoup_and 38.5 percent of the 301 and over group.

¥tem 29:- (Actual and Idealj - Under the actual category the
mode rgspdnse for thé 0—125 group was.four (néver). The 126-300 group
-had é triﬁodal reéponsé'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 éroﬁp
?esponded four (never) as compared to 6.1 percent of the 126-300 group
and 2 percent of the 301 and ovér group. Twenty and four-tenths perééﬂt

of the 0-125 group responded three (seldom) as' compared to\29.8 percént_
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~of the 126—300.gﬁoup 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 énd 46.8 percent of the 301 and
over group. |

Item 30: (Actual) - Under the actual eategofy.tﬁe mode
response for the 0-125 and the 126—300'groups was foﬁr (never). The
301 aﬁd over group had a Bimmdal 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 éhe 301 and ovér group responded
four (never).

Item 37: (Actual and Ideal) - Under the actual: category the
mode response for the 0—125’ana the 126-300 groups was two (usually).
The mode response for the 30l and over group was one (always)., Thirty-
one and three~tenths pefcent of the 0-125 group and 26.3 percent of |
the 126-300:group responded two (usually) as compared t6.28.1 percent
of the 301 and over group. Sixteen and seven-tenths pergént of the
0-125 group and 24.5 percent of the 126-300 group résppﬁded one (alwaysj' ;
as compared to 42.7 percent of the 3011énd.ove; group. Under the
ideal_éategpry.thé 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 30; and over group.

Item 39: f(Actual and Ideal) - Under the actual category the
mode response for the 0-125 group was four knever). The 126-300 and
301 and over groups had a mode response of three (seldom). Forty-three
and seven-tenths percent 6f the'0-125 group respénded four (neve;) as
compared to 24.5 percent of the 126—300 and 25 percent of the 301 and
over group. Forty-three ée;éent 6f the 0-125 group‘responded three
(seldom) as compared to 50 peréént ;f the 126-300 group. and 57.2
percent of the 301 and 6ver group. 'Undervthe'ideai categor& the mode
response for ali three groups was two (usually). Fofty—five ana 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 (uéually).

Item 41: (Actuai) — Under theAéctual category the mode response
for all three groups was four (never); Eighty ;nd two-tenths perceﬁt
of the 0-125 group, 76.3 pefcent of tﬁé 126~300 group and 63.5 ﬁercent\
of the BOi and over group responded four (never).

Team 44: (Actua% ahd Ideal) - Under. the actual category the
mode response for the 0-125 and the 126-300 groups was fogr,(never).

The 301 :and-owver 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 (nevef) as compared to only 12.5
percent of the 301 and over gréup. 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 pgrcent'of the 301 and
over group. Under the.ideal category the mode résponée for all three
groués was two (usually). Fifty-one percent of the 0-125 group,

53.5 éercent'of the 126-300 group and 57,2 percent of the 301 and.over :
g?oup'fesponded two (usually).‘

Item 45:- (Actual) - Under the actual category the ﬁodé
résponse for all three groups was t&o (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 30i and over group responded two
(usually). .

Item 46: (Actual) - The mode response of all.three groups
was four (nevé;). forty—eight and one-tenth percent of the 0-i25
group, 4516 percent of the 126-300 group.ana 30.2 percent of the 301
and. oxief gfoup responded ‘fc;lilr (never). | |

- Item 48i gIdeal)_— Undef the.ideai category  the mode respénée
waslong (always)L Seventy-four and four—tenths.percent.of the 0-125 -
group, 86.8 percent of the 126-300 group and 86.4 ﬁerqent éf the 301
and over group responded one (always); |

Item 49: (Ideél) - 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 (always5.

Item 50: (Actual) - Under the actual category the mode -
response for all three groups was two (uéually). Forty-seven and
four-tenths percent of the'0—125‘group,141.2 percent of the 126-300
grbup and 57.2 percent of the 301 and over group'responded'two
(ﬁsually).

Item 53: (Actual) - Under the actual category the mode
response for the 0-125 group was three (seldém). The 126j300 and
301 and over groups had a mode response of two (uéually). Forty-—-
eight and nine-tenths percent of the 0-125 group reéponded three -
(seldom) as compared to 34.2 percent of -the 126-300 gréﬁp and 29.1 :
percent of the 301 and over group. Thirty—eiéht and six tenths :
percent of the 0-125 group responded two (usuélly) as comparéd to 50.8
pefcent of the 126-300 group and 60.4 percent of the 301 and o&er
gfoup.

Item 54: (Actual) - Under the actual category the mode
response for the 6—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 Qf 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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percént of the 301 and over group resﬁpndéd thfeg (seldom) as compared .
Ttd.4§.3 percent of the 126-300 group.

" Item 57: (Aétual) - Under the actual category the mode
reSponée for all three groups was twé (usuaily). Fifty;two and five
“tenths percent of the 0-125 group, 67.5 percent of the 126-300 group
-ana 70.8 percent of the 301 and over group responded two (usually).

Item 58: (Actqalj‘— Under the actual category the mode -
response for all three groups was three (seldom) . ~Forty—fourland.
five tenths percent of the 0-125 groﬁp,_57 pefcent of the 126-300
group aﬁd 48.9-percent of the 30i and ovef grouﬁ responded thréé

"(seldom).‘
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"Table 26

Cell Frequencies for Significant Items of Hypothesis Number 14

© Groups Actual Ideal
. 1 2.3 4 1 2 3 4
Your student council is: .
3. .Part of the total _ 0-125 25 45 62 5
educational program 126-300 20 50 35 6
301-over 22 47 25 2
df=6 X°=13.027
Your student council has:
7. Regularly scheduled 0-125 47 58 25 7
meetings 126=300 43 48 16 7
' ‘301-over 65 24 6 1
df=6 X2=30.925 _
- 8. An agenda for all 0-125 31 47 42 16
: meetings - 126-300 29 5526 3
"301-over 38 36 14 7
df=6 X2=22.457
9. A training program 0-125 2 17 40 78
for its leaders 126-300 5 16 45 48
301-over 13 31 30 22
df=6 X°=46.195
'10. A plan for evaluatin 0-125 8 16 38 69 54 58 14 0
© . its work ' 126-300 5 22 46 38 63 43 5 0 .
' ' " 301-over 6 21 42 25 5932 2 0 L
df=6 X’=18.894  df=4 X°=14.172,
12. Channels for 0-125 435329 7 |
- referring projects 126-300 34 56 17 6
or problems 301-~over 3254 .7 O
| df=6 X°=16.231
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Table 26 (Qontinued)

~df=6 X2=13.290

~ Groups .. Actual Ideal
S 172 3 4 123 4
.13. Written objectives . 0-125 -~ 6 20 55 56 ' '
Co : 126-300 © 721 56 28
301-over ) 727 47 15
. , ©df=6 X%=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 O
activities 126-300 40 53 16 O
301-over .50 36 10 O
. df=4 X?=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 33.1.2
| o | df=6 X°=20.622  df=6 X?=13.996
Your student council members: o : . -
- 19. Understand and accept  0-125 104 29° 0 O
responsibility -126-300 94 18 0 O
' - 301-over 8 9 0 0
- | o | df=2 X?=5.,997
22. Determines what the 0-125 32 7728 0
student council 126-300 . - 2877 9 O
does 301-over . 2859 8 0
df=4 X?=11.825
Your student council contributes to: . : :
27. Better human relations 0-125 ~ . 1569 43 8 83 49° 0 0
' 126-300 _ 15 60 36 3 8132 0 O
301-over 10 68 16 2 73 18: 0 0
df=2

%%=6.431 .. -
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Table 26 (Contiﬁued)

Groups , Actual - Ideal
1 2 3 4 1. 2 3 4
Your school veto power is used by: .
28. Superintendent 0-125 623139 3 43 37 39 11
C ' '126-300 32 14 42 16 22 20 48 14 -
- 301-Over ,-'16 33338 . 911 37 32
| df=6 X°=80.099 . df=6 X’=47.519
29. Principal 0-125 27 27 28 36 18 34 34 28
’ : o 126-300 34 34 34 7 26 34 41 8
~301-over 29 19 45 2 24 22 45 3

df=6 X2=50.733 df=6 X2=30.819

Critical values:

daf 2 = 5.991
df 4 = 9.488
df 6 = 12.592
Your school veto power is used by:
30. Assistant Principal 0-125 5 612 70 .
' ’ 126-300 2 5 10 45
301-over 9 18 2929
2 o

df=6 X =37.556 .
Your student council participates in: '

37. Chartering and - 0-125 . 23/43°40 30 44 63 21" 4

coordinating clubs  ~ 126-300 . 28 30 29.26 49 35 15 12
. 30l-over - 4127198 512813 2
_ | ' df=6 X°=24.496  df=6 X’°=21.584
39. Curriculum © 0-125 017-59 60 . 18 63 34 17 -~ . .
development  126-300 0 28 57 28 2559 25 5
' . ' .+ 301-over 0 17 55 24 8 50 31 6
| df=4 X°=16.798 - df=6 X°=15.126
41. Faculty meetings 0-125 0 4 20 110 |
- 126-300 0 .5 2187
301-over 0 6 29 61
2

df=4 X°=10.668
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Table 26 (Continued)

Groups Actual . .. TIdeal
| 1234 12 3.4 |
4k4. Selection of school 0-125 - 4 19:38.75 24 70 22 16
assemblies . - .  126-300 "8 2527 51 25 61 14 Il
- 30l-over 15 32 36-'12 25 55 14 0
S | | df=6 %?=51.206  df=6 X°=13.575 < . -
© 45. Fund taising . 0-125 23 61740 11
- o ©126-300 "3150 25 6
301—over  .- 30 46 12 8
R | de=6 X%=13.644
46. Budgeting of j 0-125 16 25 29 66
activity money 126-300 17 19 26 52
: ' ' 30l-over 26 17 24 29 -
2

df=6 X "=13.475

Criticél 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 . ' 30l-over . . 8311 0 0 -
| . | o df=2 X°=6,743
49. Clearly understands '  0-125 - . 100 33 0 -0
the purpose of the - 126-300 ' - ) . 92 21 .0 O
“student council - 30l-over : . 8411 0-0
L , dE=2 X°=6.314
50, Presents ideas to -~ 0-125 24 65 47 O :
the student council .126-300 24 47 41 0O
) 301-over 55533 0

df=4 X2=12,265
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Table 26 (Continued)

Groups Actual Ideal
102 3 4 1.2 3 4
A student is likely to run for an office: .
53. To initiate change 0-125 10 53 67 O
. .- - 126-300° 16 58 39 0
- 30k-over 10 58 28 0O
df=4 X°=14.806
. 54. To be known in.school  0-125 5 58 48 19
: . 126-300 - 1139 54 9
301-over 11 49 35 1
| o de=6 x*=22.340
57. Interested in student  0-125 - 26 72 33 0
council 126-300 23 77 12 0
. 301-over 2568 2 0
| | df=4 X*=26.433
58..List on scholarship 0-125 9 26 61 32
application 126-300 2 28 65 15

301-over . 4 32 47 12
' df=6 x2=15.277

Critical values:

df 2 = 5.991

df 4 = 9.488

df 6 = 12.592
' Summary

Although the various types of comparisons made yiel&éd
éignificant differences on soﬁe of the fiffy—niﬁe-items;.only_thfee _

kindS'of dompariédns yielded significant differenees"on more Ehan‘tEnl‘
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items. They were: (1) building principals, building'principals/sca,
student council advisers and student council presidents, (twenty—three
"in the actual categofy,,twenty—two in the ideal category); (2) éize
of council, 0410, 11-20, 21 and over (twenty actual, eleven ideal);
andl(3) size of school, 0-125, 126-300, 301 and over (twenty-fivg
actual, eleven ideal),

A higher percentage of building principals and building
principals/sca 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 indic;ted_
fheir student council was seldom a part of the total educational
prog;am than did the other groups. A higher percentage of the student
council presideﬁts perceived their student council as seeking the
:opinion of the student Body than did the other'groups. The four
groups disagfeed that théir student council determines what it did
with more students indicating seldom than the other groups. A
highgr percentage of studeﬂt council presidents indicated that.their
student cdunqil did not cqntribute to the general welfare of their
school than did the other groups. A high peréentage of all four
groups indicated their student councii did not contribute tq'geaching"
responsibility. ’fhe majority of the respondents indicated their‘
stﬁdeﬁt council seldom pérticipated in solving discipline ﬁrobléms '

-or - in budgeting of activiﬁy money.
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More of the respondents from schools with larger student
‘councils indicated they had training programs for their leaders than
didvthe 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 orient%tion programs as comparéd to the larger )
student councils. A larger percentage of the respondents froﬁ |
schools with smalier student councils indicated that their student
.council did not coﬁtribute to better human relations as cémpared to
those from schools with larger stﬁdent 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 couﬁcils
were better organized, but had less éoﬁtact‘with the student body.
Fewer of the small schools considéred their student council

.as part Qf the total educétionél proéram. More of thé‘respondenfs
.from schools 301 and-over indicated thei£ schools had leadership
training: programs. Mo?e of the.respondents.frqm schools 0-125
in&icétéa théir school had no plan foi évaluating the work of the
student council than.did those from larger schools, . The data
' geeémed to indicate the larger schools did more Qréanization through -
committees than did the‘smalier schools, More respondents froﬁ the -
laxrger schools indica?ed their school contributed toward better

human relations than did those from smaller schools. . The data
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revealed that veto power Wés 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
charterihg and coordinating clubs than did those from the sﬁaller'
échools. 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 thé responses. the student councils from larger schools
may'have more input into the selection of school assemblies than
those from smaller schools. Mofe of the respondents frém larger
schéols indicated that students from their school would geek an
office to initiéte change than did those from the smaller schools.
When the groups were compared as to years of experience and
.whether they Wefe members of thg MASC and NASC or non-members the

data'yielded a significant difference on only a few items.




Chapter 5
SUMMARY, FINDINGS, CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATTIONS

A study of relevant literature indicated that thé role of the
student council was changing and that more study was needed to
determine the role of student council in student relate& activities,
Therefore, this study.atteﬁpted to investigate the .role of student
councils in M&ntana high schoéls. The basic purpose of the study waslto-l
‘ determine building prinéipals, building principalé who were also
;Eudeﬁt council advisers, student council gdvisers and student'counéil
presidents perception of the yole of the student council in Moﬁtana |
high schools as it was aﬁd what they ﬁhought it shopld be;_,-h

'Aﬁ extensive search of the litefafﬁré was maie.. The Investi~
gator foﬁnd several 1ists'6f goals, bu£ éhe main function of the
sfudenglcounéil seemed to be to provide learning experienées for
'students;' The literature also pointed out that the trend seemed to
" be toward allowing students té have more of 4 stake in the administra— -
tion of the school. -

Thié stud& was conducted during the 1975-76 academic year. .
The population included the building principals, building-principéls/.
sca, studentvcoﬁncil advisers, and the student council pre;idents §f
all Moﬁtana high schools. A questionnaire was developed which consist-
ed of two sections.. The first,section_déalt,with.the aemographicl&ata.:?

and the second sectibﬁ'cdnsisted_of items concerning the role of
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the student council.

The questionnaire was mailed to the building prinéipals,
student council advisers and student council presidents of }83 high
schools in Montana. The number of building principals/sca was not
known until after the questionnaire was returned. Five hundred and
forti—nine questionnaires were mai;ed out. With the adjustment for
the building principals/sca the percentage of useable returns was 77
ﬁercent. 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 IT of the question-— .
naire for statistical significance. 'The 5 percent level of confidence

was éelected to. indicated a significant difference between variables.

Findings

The‘demogfaphic data revealed that:

1. Sixty-six percent of the building principals, 58.7 percent
of the building principals/sca, 47 percent of‘the'student council
adviseré and 60 percent of the student céuncii presidents had never
attended a MASC meeting. - | |

| 2. Only 31.2 percent of the building prinqipals, 17.3 percent
of the building p:incipalé/sca, 18.2 percent of the student cquncil |
advisers and 28.7 percent éf the studenf.council presidents had-éaken
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 w%itten
constitution.

5. Forty-seven and four tenths percent of the schools use
class year and organization and clubs as their unit of representation.
| 6. TForty 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 (6578%) met during.
school hours.

8. Only 22 percent of the ;espondents indicated they send
delega;es to the Monfana State University Leadership Wofkshop.

9. Only 8.9 percent of the respondents indicated they allowed
their students to select the stﬁdent council adviser.

10. Over half of the schools have student council advisers who
are also principals or assistant principals.
11. Over 64 percent of those responding indicated their school

had no GPA requirement for student council membership.

Hypothesis 1. 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
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disagreement. on the following items;

1.

Their student council was:

a, A pupil centered organization.,

- b. A model of democratic government.

c... A part of the total educational program.

Thgir 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 explaih'its objectives.

e. An orientation program for new members.

Their student council members:

a. Reported frequently to their electorate.

b. Sought the opinion of the studént body.

.c. Determined what the council did..

Their student council contributed to:

a. " The general welfare of thé_schbol.':'
' b.' ‘Teaching responsibility.

" ¢. .Better human relations.

Their student council pafticipatedviﬁ:~
a.s;Chartering'and coordinating clubs.

B,"DeQeloping school policy.

cL‘“Faculty~meétings.
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d. Discipliné problems.
e. Budgeting of-activity money.
6. Their entire student body:
a. Was repreéentéd on the student council.
7.  Students4in thelr school were iikely to run for an office:
a. To be known-in schpol.
b. Learn something..
c. Because they were unhappy with ;omefhing.
Unéer'the ideal category théfe was a statistically signifidant:.
'differgnce among thg four groups in twentyftwo:of the fifty-nine
iteﬁs. The groups disagfeed on the folléwihg items: -
i. Their student ccuncil‘should'be;
éﬂ A pupil éentered organization.
b. A part of the total educational program.
c. Réspected by the faculty.
" d. Respected by the students.'
2. iheif.student council meﬁbersréhodld:
a; Understand and acéépt ;esﬁonsibility.-
b. Seék thé‘épinion of thg.étudent Body;.
e, Detefmiﬁe Qhat the studéﬁt?céuncil'doés.'
‘3. Their student. council éhpﬁld'éontribpteitqz
1a.- Teaching éitizenship.’ |

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 clubé.'
b. De&eloping school policy.
C. Curricﬁlum development.
d. Administration of £he school.
e. Faculty meetings.
f. Teacher evaluation.
8. Discipline problems.
h. - Fund raising.
i. Budgeting of activity money.
6. Stﬁdents 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 stgtistically
significant difference was found between the building .principals when
compared as to tﬁgir yvears of experiehge in seven of the fifty-nine
items. The building principals disagreed on the following-itéms:

1. Tﬂeir student council should have: |

'a, A.tréining_prégram for its ieaders.

b. Clearly defined areas of responsibility,
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2. Their studegfjcouncil memﬁé;$ Sﬁoﬁid:‘

a. Preside over assemblf pfograﬁs.

b. Coopefaté with the faculty for school imprqvement.
3. Their student council should partiéipate in‘develoﬁihg

school policy. |

'4; Their ;tudents 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 buiiding_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:‘l

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,

-significanf differencelwas found between the'student council édviégfé
when compareg as to ;hgif years of e#périehgg in three Qf-the‘fift§—
' nine-items; Tﬁé adﬁiégﬁs'éiéagreed éthHe-folioying iféms;"
1. Their stﬁdéﬁt'éouncil had: o

a. Cleérly de?iped areés,of réspohgibility.z

b. A program to explain its objectives. =
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2. The student council members of their schoal 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 coﬁncil should participate in chartering

and coordinating clubs..

2, Students in their school should  run for'én office to be

kﬁown in school,

Hypothesis 5. Under the actual category a statistically -

significant difference was found among the building principals,

building principals/sca, 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 grbups disagreed on -
the folldﬁing items:
1. Their‘stu&ent éouncil hadt.-

a. Regqlarly'scheduled meetiﬁgsﬂ

b. A training frogrém fo?_its leaders. -

c. Chénnels for referring projects §r problems.

d. Committees to handle activities.

e. Orientatipn program for néw members.

2. Their student council members sought the opinion of_the‘
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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, Superintendent.
b. 'Priﬁcipal.
c. Assistant Principal.
d. Student council president;.
e. Teachers.
5. Theif studeqt council participated in:
.a. Chartering and coordinating clubs.
b. Selection'of assemblieé.
c¢. Budgeting of activity money.
6. Their entire student body preseﬁted ideas to fhe student
council.
7. A st@dent in their school was likely to run for an office:
. a.. To initiate change.
b. Iﬁterested'in student council.’
c. To 1list on_scholarshié applications,
Under the ideé} category a statistically significaﬁt differencé
wés fpﬁnd‘in eleven of the fifty-nine items. fhe groups.diéagrééq on:

the following items:
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1. Their student’COuﬁcil 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.aq office:
a. Because they are interested in student cduncill

b. To list on a scholarship application

Hypothesis 6. Under the actual category a statiStically .
significant différénce was found between building principals of schools
that were members of'thé ﬁASC and non—ﬁémbers in two of éﬁe fift&-nine'
items. The principals disagreed on the‘following items:

| 1.  Their student council had an orientation brogram for new
memBers.

2. Their student céuncil participated in fund raising.
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Under the ideal category a statistically significént'
difference was found in three of the'fiffy-nine items., The principéls
disagrged on the following items: |

1. Their student council ghould be a part of the total
- educational program.,

| 2. Their school veto power should be used by the activities .

director. | -

3. Thelr student council should participate in:

a., Faculty méetings.

b. Fund raising.

Hypothesis 7, Under the actual category a statistically

signifiéant difference was found betwegn buil&ing principals/sca ofl
schools that Qere members 6f the MASC ana non-members in two of the 
fifty—ﬁine items. The principals/sca disagreed on the following items:

1. Their student council had a tr;ining program for its
leaders.

2. A student in thgir-schdol would likely fuﬁ for an offiée
bécause it'was fun,

,‘Under the ideal categofy a statistically significant différence

wag'found in one of the fifty~nine items. .The ﬁrincipéls/sca disagrééd‘
on the fdllowiné item: |

1., ‘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 fhe
fifty—nine items. The'advisers disagreed on the folloﬁing 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 chértering and
coordinating clubs.

Under the ideal category a statistiéally sigﬁificant difference
was found in seven of the fifty-nine items. The advisers disagreed on
the_following items:

| 1. Their stuéent'council should have:
| a, Channeis fér referring projects or problems.
B. Written objective for‘the year..

2, Their student council meﬁbers should cooperate with the

’faqultf for school improyement. |

.3, Thelr 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 membefs of the MASC and non-members in three of
the fifty-nine items. The student council presidents disagreed on
the foliowing itéms:
1. Their student council had:
‘a. A tréining pfogram for its 1eaders.l
b. An orientation program for new members.
2. The entire student bod? of Fheif school cléarly understood
thé purpose‘of the student council.
ﬁnder ﬁﬁe idgal category a statistically signifigapt_difféfgnéé
was;found in fouf of the fifty-nine itéms. The presidents_diségfegd_
on the_folloWiné items:
‘1, Their student_counéil should be a pupil ceﬁtere& organiza-
tioﬁ.'

: 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.

Hypéfhesis 107 Under the actual.categofy é statistiéa}iy -
'-significant diffefencé Wa; found bet&éénibuilding priﬁcipéls that
were from schools that Wefe members of .the NASé'and non—méﬁbérs iﬁ‘
~seven of the fifty—nine items. The principais disagreed on thé
'foliowing items:' | |
-1.‘.Their student council had:
a. Regula?ly scheduled meetings.
: b. An ageﬂda for all meetings.
c. A training program fér its leaders.
d. Comﬁittees to handle activities.
2. ' Their sfudept.copncil pérti@ipated iﬁ teéchérlévaiﬁaéioﬁ;
3. The‘entife'gtﬁdent body oﬁ_théir'séhool w%sléligible-ﬁéﬁti -tlh

student council membership. : oo - . E g . ; R

. 4. A student in their school was 1ike1y to run for’an-affice AR

to be known in school,
Under the ideal category a statistically significant difference
wés_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 edugational 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 schooi should run for an office:
a. To initiate change.

b. Lisf on a scholarship applicatioq.

Hypotheéis 11, Under the actgal éategory a staéisticaily
significant differenée was found between building principals/séa who
were from schools thét were members of the NASC and non-members in
three of ;he fifty-nine items. The principals/sca disagreed on the
following items:

1. Their stﬁdent council was a pupil centered organi;ation.

2. Their student council members understood and accepted
responsibility.

3. Their entire student'body presgnted idéas to ‘the student
council,

Under the ideal category a statistically*significant‘differéncg |

was found in five of the fifty*nine items. The principals/sca
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disagreed on the following items,
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 pfésident.
3. Their student council should participate:iﬁ{
a. Faculty meetings. |

b. Teacher evaluation.

Hypothesis 12. Under the actual category a statistically

siginficant difference was found between sfudent 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:

.l. Their student council had a plan for evaluating its work.-

2. Their student council members sought the opinion Af tﬁe‘
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

from schools that were members of the NASC and non-members in four of.
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the fifty-nine items. The presidents disagreed on the following items:
1., Their studeﬁt council had:
a. A training program for.its leaders. -
b. Aﬁ orientation program for new mémbers,

2. Their student council contributgd to. teaching responsi-
bility.

3. A student in tﬁeir school was.likely to'?un for an office
because it would be fun, -

Under the ideal category a statistically significant
_difference was found in three of tﬁe fiftyjnine items. The presidents
disagreed on the following iteins:

1. Their student council'should havelregularly scheduled
meetings.

2. Their schoél veto power shéuld belused fy the.;ssistant
brincipal.

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/sca, student council advisers, and student council
presidents when they were grouped as to the size of their school in

twenty-five of the fifty—ﬁine items., The groups disagreed on the
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following items:

1.

program,

2'

did.

Their student council was a part of the total

Their student.council had:

a.. Regula?ly.scheduled meetings.

b. An agenda for all meetinés.

c. A traininglprogram 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.

Their student council determined what the student council -

Their student council contributed to better human relations.

School yetoipower was used by:

a. The superiptendent.

b. The principal. |

c. The assistant p?incipal.

Their student council participated in:
a. Chartering and coordinating clubs.
b. Curriculum development.

c. Faculty meetings,

educational
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d. Selection'df school assemblies,
e. Fund raising.
f. Budgeting of activity money.
.7. The entire student body of their schoél presented ideas
to the student council.
8. A student in their school was likely to run for én
office: |
a, To initiate change,
b. To be known.in school;
c. Interested in student council.
d. List o6n scholarship application.
. Undér the ideai category a statistically significant differ-
ence was found between the groups in eleven of the fifty—hine 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 counéil members should understand and
écceét 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 co&rdinating clubs,
b. . Curriculum dévelopment.
.c; Selection of school assemblies,
6. The entire study body of their school should:-_-
a, Consider the student cogncil as its fepresentative.

b. Clearly understand the purpose of the student council.

.éonclusions '

The findings of this study lead to‘these general conclusions:

1. There was a significant difference in the perception of
building principals, building principals/sca, 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 peréeppibn of -
Building:principals, buiiding principalS/sca,'s£udéﬁt:coﬁnéil'advise:s,
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 statisticallf éignificant 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 parf there wns no stafistically 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 e11g1ble to vote
in student council electipns.

8. There was'no nignificant.difference amoné the grnﬁps with
regard to the student council in Montané nighAschools being involVe&
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 thé
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
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budgeting of activity money.

10. The survey indicated that veto power was used in most

- schools, but the size of the school detérmined who used it.

Recommendations

The recommendations of this study were derived from the
responses under the ideal:category. A recommendation was considered
if the majérity of the responses were one (always) or two (usually)
(a majority being ovér 50 percent of the respondents). Using this
criterion the following recommendations were developed;

1.'.Student council should beléonsiaered part of the total
gducational érogramf |

2. Students shoﬁld be acti&e in community affairs.

3. Effort to insure that the student council ié respectéd by
both faculty and students should be taken. | o

4. Student councils shogld have agendas for all meetings
and hold them regularly.

5. Student councils should have-a training prégram for
their leaders.

6. Student councils should have clearly defined areas of -
fesponsibility and a plan for évaluation of.their work,

7. Student.councils should have written objeptives for the

year and a program forzpresenting them to the student body.
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8. Sfudent councils should have an orientation program for
new members,
‘9. Student council members should keep theif electorate
informed. . |
10. The student council members should determine what thé'
council does. |

11. The student should contribute to thé care and general

. welfare of the school.

12. The student council should contribute to teaching citizen-
ship, teaching responsibility and better human relations.

137 Student councils should participate in administration of
extréécurriéular activities, chartering ahd coordinationlof clubs,
developing school polic&, curriculum &éﬁelopment; seléétion éf spﬁool
assemblies, fund raising, and budgeting oflactivity money.

14. The entire student body should be represented 6p the

student council, clearly understand the purpose of a student councii, .

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'shdpld be encouraged to prepare.

Y
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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.
Role of the student council in the junior high school.

The role for effective studeﬁt council sponsorship.
¢
Role of the student council adviser. .

Role of the administration in student council functions.
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—Montana State University

Bozeman, Montana 59715 Tel. 406-994-4731

College of Education

Dear“Building'Principalz

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 18 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
reaponses of individual participants. .

All high schools in Montana will be included in the study. In
order to get an accurate picture it 1s 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




165

—Montana State University

Bozeman, Montana 59715 Tel, 406-994.4731

College of Education

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 gonme into the
study and with your help you and the rest of us invélved in: student’ council
work can benefit from the data.

Data from the study will be used to determine what the perceived
tole of the student council ig 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 18 crucial to the success and completion
of the study. A stamped, self-addressed envelope 18 enclosed for your
convenlence. Your cooperation will be greatly appreciated. ’

Sincerely yours,

. Robert C. Schaal
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——Montana State University

College of Education

Dear Student Council Advisér:

This study 1s concerned with principals!, advisers' and student
councll 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
percelve 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 feturn it in the enclosed
self-addressed, postage-paid envelope by November 17. Again, your
cooperation in this study will be greatly appreciated.

Sincerely youré,

Robert C. Schaal

Bozeman, Montana 59715 Tel. 406-994-4731
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——Montana State University

Bozeman, Montana 59715 Tel. 406:994-473)

College of Educotion

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 questionnailre, however, was
designed with this in mind and should take léss 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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—Montana State University:

Bozeman, Montana 59715 | Tel. 406-994-4731

College of Education

Dear Student Council President:

This study is concerned with principals', advisers' and student
council presidents' perceptions of the role of student council. This
study 1s 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
. percelve 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 made to identify or compare the responses
of -individual participants.

All high schools in Montana will be included in the study. 1In
order to get an accurate picture it 1is very important that a high percent—
age of responses be obtalned. 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
1t would be greatly appreclated. 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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——Montana State University

Bozeman, Montana 59715 Tel. 406-994.4731

College of Education

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 determlne 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 1s enclosed for your
convenience. Your cooperation will be greatly apprecilated.

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 1s 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 o
i : Terry, Montana 59349

Part I. General inforﬁation. Check the appropriate blank as indicated.

A. Please indicate your position. (Check only one)
. 1. Building Principal :
2. Building Principal and Student Council Advisor
3. Student Council Advisor
4, Student Council Prasident

B. Please indicate your sex. .
' 1., Male
2. Female

C.” Please indicate years ‘of ekperience in this position. (Consider this year
as 1) (Students omit) '

1. 0-5"
2. 6-10
3. 11-15
4. Over 15

D. Please indicate if you have attended any Montana Association of Student Council °
meetings. -

1. None
2. One

3. More than one

E. Please indicate if you have taken a course in student activities. (Summer
workshop, inservice, ete.)

Yes
2, No

[
.

F. Please indicate year in school. (Students only)

1. Freshman
2. Sophomore
3. Junior

. 4, Sanioy

G. Please indicate the number of otudonts in your high school.,

1. 0-125
2. 126-300
. 301-9500 .

4, Over 901 .- °
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Please indicate 1f your school uses a name other than student council for
your student representative group. )

1. Yes
. No

nN

Please indicate if your school has a written student council constitution.
1. Yes
2. No

Please indicate when your student council constitution was revised.
1. Never

Within the last three years.
3. Over three years.ago

Please indicate the unit .of repfeaentation your student council uses.

‘1, 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 hae had a.-student council,
1. 1-5 ’
2. 6~10
3. 11~-15
4. Over 15

Please indicate if your student council is a member of the Montana Association
of Student Councils.

1. Yes

2, No

1. Yes
2., No
. N i
Please indicate the number of mombors in your student council.
1. 0-5 :
2, 6-10
3. 11-1s
4. 16-20 ' I
. 21-25 : ) - .
. 26-30 . ' : : ‘
7. 31-35
8. 36~40
. 41-45
10. Over 45
Please indicate how often your student council mzets.
1. Deaily
2. Weekly
3, - Bi-Weekly

i

Monthly
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Q. Please indicate when your student council meets.
1. Before school
2. During school
. During lunch
. After school
5. Evenings

L

R. Please indicate if your student council sends delegates to the summer
Student Leadership Workshop at Montana State University.

Yes .
2. No

fy

$. Please indicate who selects your student council advisor.
1. Superintendent X

:2. Principal

3. Faculty

4. Students

T. Please indicate what other position the student council advisor holds. (Check

1. Principal

2. Assistant Principal
3. Counselor
4. Activities Director
5. Teacher
U. Please indicate the grade point average (GPA) needed for student council
membership. . ’

1. None
2. 2.00
3. 2.50
4. 3.00

-5 3.50

Part 1I. Please use the following responses in completing the questionnaire.
Circle the number which most nearly represents your choice. 1 = always, 2 = uysually,
3 = geldom 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
reaspond as you think it should be in your school. PLEASE RESPOND UNDER BOTH HEADINGS.

ACTUAL TDFAL
=3 -]

[ ) p OB

HE DD —E DD

£ 0O € 0 =~

EEEd SEEs

n< 8n < 3R

A. Your student council is:

1., A pupil-centered organization. 1234 1234
2. A model of democratic government. 1234 1234
3. Part of the total educational program 1234 1234
4. Active in community affairs, 1234 1234
5. Respected by the faculty. 1234 1234
6. Respected by the students. 1234 1234
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B. Your student council has:
7. Regularly scheduled meetings.
8. An agenda for all meetings.
9. A training program for its leaders.
10. A plan for evaluating its work.
11. Clearly defined areas of responsibilities.
12. Channels for referring projects or problems.
13. Uritten objectives for the.school year »
14. A program to explain 1its objectives to
the students
15. Committees to handle activities.
16. An orientation program for new members.
C. Your student council members:
17. Preside over assembly programs,
18. Report frequently to their electorate.
19. Understand and accept their responsibilities,
20. Cooperate with the faculty for school
improvement.
21. Seek the opinions of the student body.
22, Determine what the student council does.
D. Your student council contributes to:
23. Protection and care of school property.
24. General welfare of the school.
25. Teaching citizenship.
26, Teaching responsibility.
" 27. Better human relations.
E. In your school veto power is used by:
28. Superintendent. )
29, Principal.
30. Assistant Principal.
31. Student Council Advisor.
32. Student Council President.
33. Student Body.
34, Activities Director.
35. Teacher.
F. Your student council participates in: '
36. Administration of extra curricular
activities.
37.

Chartering and coordinating clubs.

ACTUAL
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ACTUAL IDEAL
e c
RTINS [T
cEEs 34
EEed C=
n<d B3R n < B
38. Developing school policy. 1234 123
39. Curriculum development. 1234 123
40. Administration of the school. 1234 123
41. Faculty meetings. 1234 123
42. Teacher evaluation. 1234 123
43. School discipline problems. 1234 123
44, Selection of school assemblies. 1234 123
45. Fund raising. 1234 123
46. Budgeting of activity money. 1234 123
G. Your entire student bady: ,
47. 1s represented on the student council. 1234 123
48. Considers the student council as its
representative. . L 234 123
49. Clearly understands the purpose of a student
council. : 1234 123
50. Presents 1deas to the student council. 1234 123
51. Votes for student council officers. 123 123
52. 1s eligible for membership on the student
council. ’ 1234 123
H. A student in your ‘school is likely to run for a student council office:
53. To initiate change. 1234 123
54. To be known in the school. 1234 123
55. It would be fun. 1234 123
56. Would learn something. 1234 123
57. Interested in student council. 1234 123
58. List on scholarship application. 1234 123
59, Unhappy with the present student council. 1234 123

A pD > s pop 19430
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Hypothesis 1. Results for principals, principals and student council
council advisors, and student council presidents who responded to the
cacegories actual.

Prin.
Prin/SCA
SCA

SCP

Prin.
Prin/SCA
SCA

SCP

Prin.
Prin/SCA
SCA

SCP

Prin.
Prin/SCA
SCA

scp

Item 1
20 54
15 58
16 46
42 72

X2 = 13.

‘Item 4

3 24
1 '15
3 18
7 39

X2 = 10.

Item 7
36 33
27 32
37 21
55 44

Ttem 10
2 9
2 10
2 12

13 28

S~ W
[oNoNe ol

653 df

43
52
34
61 1

[eole Be I N

402 df

12

22

.178 df

38 24

31 28

21 30
36 50.

.390 df

N~

10
9
8

22

X2

9
6
8
27

X2

. Ttem 2

55 10
56 9
45 12
69 32

Item 5

55 12
54 13
43 14
70 26

ooH

.= 16.081 df

nno N

= 14.038 df

Item 8

20
10
20

48

32 17
39 20
25 19
42 26

WN O

= 19.005 df

Item 11

15
11

28

43 18
35 22
39 13
62 31

= 8.147

o £~ U

df

Item 3
22 41
18 32
15 25
12 44

2

X~ = 48.

Item 6
10 52
6 50
5 34
13 84

X = 12.

Item 9
5 23
6 9
4 15
5 17

Item 12

24 37
24 39
22 32

39 55

advisors, student
questionnaire for

4.0
26 0

26 0
58 13

263 df = 9
13 2

17 2

25 0

28 4
632 df = 9
33 16

27 33

17 30
38 69
.104 df = 9
12 1

7 .2

7 4
27 6

X° =9.128 af = 9

LLT




Hypothesis 1 (Actual) Continued.

Prin.
Prin/SCA
SCA

SCP

Prin.
Prin/SCA
SCA

SCP

Prin.
Prin/SCA
-SCA

. SCP

Prin.

Prin/SCA

SCA -
SCP

5

5
1
5
9

2

X

6
4
9

X2

8
10
7
24

X2

7
12
18

51 .

2

Ifem 13

14 37
11 38
10 24
33 59

= 15.637

Item 16
& 22

22 29
10 27
12 23
13 36

= 23.316

"~ Item 19

57 10
50 13
47 12
86 17

= 6.563

Item 22

61 9
56 7
39 -9

1

= 34.913

21
24
27
27

df
19
30
27
71

df

N O N

d

Hh

OCOOO

af

Item 14
5 30 22 19
6 22 29 16
6 13 26 21
20 31 58 20
X2 = 19.390 df
Item 17
27 31 14 5
25 27 18. 4
21 20 16 9
34 38 31 26
X2 = 15.638 df
Item 20
14 55 7
15--51 8
11 45 8
38 78 1
X% = 8.981 df
Item 23
8 35 30 3
5 41 23 6
9 32 20 4
25 54 42 8
X2 =‘10t284 df

22
22
26
56

12
14
11

26"

Ttem 15

41
37
28
48

~
wWwN -

= 9.865 df

Item 18

41
35
25
45

23.

Item 21

9 54

18
13
49

10
11

31

43
38
59

21.

Item 24

49
50
43
67

18

21
22
28
36 1

O N N

231 df

12
14
15
21

106 df

18
14
15
24

.925 df

o000 o

oS00 .o

8LT




Hypothesis 1 (Actual) Continued.

Prin.
Prin/SCA
SCA

SCP

Prin.

" Prin/SCA

SCA:
SCP

Prin.
Prin/ScCA
SCA ’

" SCP

Prin.
Prin/SCA
SCA

SCp

Item 25

4 42 26
2 35 29
2 35 19
10 51 44

X = 13.491

Item 28

20 11 25

22 9 24
21 -8 21
47 20 44

Xz = 6.199

Ttem 31

9 15 26

10 12 29
4 12 28

23 25 49

X? = 8.296

Item 34

2 -5 12

11 10
6 9
-9 26

1
0

5
2

X" = 9.621

£ 0 i

df

12
14
16
15

df

10
16
25

af
32
31
37
77

df

2
5
2

20

X2 =

19
19
11
41

26

43 26
34 28
39 15
56 42

Ttem

20.342

Item 29

22 20
15 29
18 21
25 37

16.854

11 23

9 23
11 21~
22 - 40

3
2 13
4 14
3 12
9 39

df

12
23

df =

22
28
27

59

df

38
40
43

74

df

= o oW

o BN

22
23
33
66

df

29

29

28

56

af

10

13

Item 27

3 54 19
-6 45 21
.6 37 18
25 61 37
2
X~ = 19.440 df
Item 30

2 6 8
6 3 10
1 8 12
7 12 21
X2 = 7.891
Item -33

1 7. 22
3 6 24
1 6 25
9 23 39
x% = 9.182
Ttem 36
10 30 27
11 29 24
10 32 17
27 54 34
X2 = 5.520

df

6LT




Hypothesis 1 (Actual) Continued,

Ttem 37 Ttem 38 Item 39
Prin. 22 30 17 8 4 31 39 2 111 4419
Prin/SCA 23 23 16 11 6 14 45 10 2 11 35 27
SCA 19 18 12 17 1 22 32 11 0 5 37 24
SCP 28 29 43 28 _ 16 58 46 9 2 30 55 42
X% = 17.790 df = 9 x> = 33.369 df = 9 X2 = 13.754 df
Item 40 Item 41 Item 42
Prin. 0 5 .36. 36 0 4 21 51 0 6 17 54
Prin/SCA 2 3 .31 39 0 0 20 55 1 3 15 56
SCA "0 5 722 39 0 0 13 51 1 4 11 50
SCP 2 16 50 59 2 9 16 101 5 10 30 84
X% = 11.357 df = 9 x> = 19.837 df = 6 ‘ x> = 7.191 daf
_ . Item 43 : Item 44 - Ttem 45A.,
Prin. 0 10 37 30 9 23 23 20 ‘ 16 34 23 3
Prin/SCA 1 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
X% = 31.772 daf = 9 %% = 11.467 df = 9 _ X% = 10.156 df
Item 46 Item 47 - ) Ttem 48
Prin. 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 1
SCA 10 6 17 33 46 17 3 0 1533 16 O
SCP 29 25 26 48 79 43 7 0 47 61 20 1

X% = 16.679 df = 9 X% = 17.840 df = 6 X% = 8.493 af

08T.




Hypothesis 1 (Actual) Continued.

Prin.
Prin/SCA
SCA

SCP

Prin.
Prin/SCA
SCA

SCp

Prin.
Prin/SCA
SCA

SCP

Prin.
Prin/SCA
SCA

SCcP

Item 49

10 34 32
5 31 36
4 23 35

12 54 61

X2 = 6.891

Item 52
60 12
60 11
50 11
103 16

X% = 2.947

N ON

Item 55
.6 31 30
6 26 31

5 20 32

12 60 46

X% = 6.389

Item 58

4 22 36
4 18 39
1 13 33
6 33 65

x> = 5.933

N LW

h

d

N W

daf

[eo e NRVoJR |

10
11
16
22

df

Ttem 50

14 42 19
12 38 24

7 32 21
20 55 49

2

U1w oo

X" = 11.885 df

Item 53

6 39 30
7 33 31
6 30 27
17 67 41

X% = 5.886

Item 56

6 48 19
6 36 25
7 28 21
32 52 40

2

Item 59

0 28 44
0 28 39
3 18 41
13 50 58

2

WkHHO

Hh

d

MOVt N

X" = 25.253 df

~NEHE N

X" = 22.864 df

Item 51
71
67
58"
115

v oy it B
O

X" = 8.375

Item 54

3 41 30
6 32 23
6 15 37
12 58 47

2

PN N

af’

12

11

X" = 26.928 df

Ttem 57
14 49 12
12 48 12
12 46 5
36 74 16

2

N O OO

X~ = 11.145 df

181




Hypothesis 1. Results for principals, principals and student council advisors, student
council advisors, and student council presidents who responded to the questionnaire for
categories ideal. :

: . Ttem 1 - Item 2 Item 3 .
Prin. 30 4 0 O 48 25 0 O 49 25 0 0
Prin/SCA 41 32 0 0 - 50.22 0 1 49 21 3 0
SCA 36 29 0 0 39 25 2 0 44 22 0 0
SCP 8 42 0 0 88 32 5 2 57 50 13 5

2
X% = 13.004 df = 3 x> = 10.988 df = 9 X" = 31.418 df = 9
. Item 4 = ‘ Item 5 Item 6
Prin. 19 45 9 0 5. 23 0 O 56 18 0 0
Prin/SCA 19 45 7 2 51 22 0 O 58 16 0 0
SCA 22 33 8 0 46 19 0 0 49 17 0 0
SCP 43 69 10 2 110 18 0 0 116 12 0 0
x> =7.352 df = 9 %% = 11,837 df = 3 X% = 11.554 df = 3
: Ttem 7 ‘ Ttem 8 ' . Item 9 .
Prin. 5 18 1 0 56 14 1 0 47 22 3 2
Prin/SCA 53 20 1 0O 58 15 1 0 44 25 3 1.
SCA 53 13 0 0 57 9 0 0 48 16 1 0
SCP .8 40 3 1 94 28 2 4 65 52 7 4
2 2 .
X = 7.113 df =9 X = 10.080 df = 9 %% = 11.774 d4f = 9
Ttem 10 Ttem 11 ) Item 12
Prin. 35 30 1 3 54 18 1 0 48 22 0 0.
Prin/SCA 37 32 2 0 45 25 1 0 52 18 1 0
SCA 39 .24 2 1 47 18 0 0 51 14 0 -0
ScP . 65 47 7 5 1 1 90 34 3 0

89 37

2
X2 =7.753 df =9 X2 =4.746 df =9 X =4.879 df =9

A 8T:‘:' <




‘Hypothesis 1 (Ideal)

Prin.
Prin/SCA
SCA

SCP

Prin. -
‘Prin/SCA
SCA -

SCP

Prin.
Prin/SCA
SCA -
SCP

Prin.
Prin/SCA
SCA

SCP

62 44

56 17

.Item 13 .

39 30
39 31
37 26
69 49

%% = 3.478

~NNwWW

Item 16
41 - 29
40 28
42 19

O WwN =

X? = 15.30
Item 19
55 19

55 11
117 9

X2 = 14.95

[N ool

Item 22
25 47
35 38
38 28
83 42

X2 = 20.20

I Y S

Continued.‘
2
0
1
1
df = 9
2
2
1
12
6 df = 9
-0
0
0
0
7 df = 3
0
0
0
0

8 df = 3

Item 14
41 28 1 3
39 29 4 0
38 24 3 1
81 42 3 1
x* = 9.168 df
Item 17
33 33. 6 2
30 40 2 1
31 24 9 2
43 59 18 7
2
X" = 14.521 df
- Item 20 . .
52 22 0 0
5. 222 0 O
46 19 0 o0
104 21 00
XZ = 7.026 df
Item 23
51 19 3 0
45 27 2 0
42 21 i1 0
79 41 4 3

X%'= 7.658 df

42 27
47 21

Item 15

HOOO

2
1
41 22 1
88 29 6

X2 = 8.755 d

t+h

Ttem 18

47 24 2
46 26 1-.
40 25 1
84 34 6

X2 = 4,743 d

OO OO

th

Item 21
39 33
55 19
44 22
103 23

X2 = 18.071 df

OO OO
[ e 2 ov I o]

Ttem 24

52 20 2
52 22 0
47 19 0
8 33 3

%% = 10.646 df

~ 0 OO

€8T




Hypothesis 1 (Ideal) Continued

Item 25
Prin. 51 23 0 0
Prin/SCA L6 24 2 0
SCA 35 27 3 0
SCP 69 42 16 0
X2 = 18.115 df = 6
Ttem 28 .
Prin. 18 15 21 12
Prin/SCA 18 9 25 16
SCA 15 12 26 11
SCP 23 32 52 18
X2 = 8.799 d4df = 9
. Ttem 31
Prin. 14 17 19 6 .
Prin/SCA 10 11 31 11
SCA 4 1431 11
SCP 14 29 54 24
X% = 14.161 df = 9
Item 34
Prin. 4 5 15 27
Prin/SCA 2 8 11 30
SCA 4 5 -10 34
SCP 2 15 34 66
2

X° ='8.341 df = 9

Item 26

50 21
48 20
39 23
78 39

%% = 5.403

N W

Ttem 29

23 17 21
21 15 25
12 19 24
12 39 50

X~ = 28.412

9 16 17

6 16 23
4 11 26
13 36 50

3

5 12
4 12
6 12
2 44

X" = 15.562

DO

df

MOV W

df

17

20
19
27

df
33
41
40
67

df

Item 27
51 .21
48 25
48 18
90 34

2

NMNOOH

%% = 5.029

Ttem 30

8 8
.5 10
10 13
15 34

N BN

X° = 12.738

Item 33

7 11 18

4 11 25
7 13 24

- 27 35 45

X2 = 23.377

Item 36

19 34 14

24 33 14
20 31 13
43 73 10

2

HOOO

df

17
20
29
54

af
23
23
16
19

df

NN

X° = 13.842 df

78T




Hypothesis 1 (Ideal) Continued,

Prin.
Prin/SCA
SCA

- SCP

Prin.

~ Prin/SCA
SCA

scp

Prin.
Prin/SCA
SCA -

SCP

Prin.
Prin/SCA
SCA

SCP

- Item 37
35 29

34 30
29 22
46 45

2

X" = 17.

Item 40
2 12
3 17
7 14

13 63

6 22
3 27
5 21
38 55

Item 46
18. 18
13 31
15 24
45 47

O 0o~ U

232

32
24
25
34

.687

Item 43 .

34
27
23+

<23

.394

22
11
16
19

.516

~NovH B~

df

" 28

30 .

20
16

df

12
16

15 .

11

df

“15

18
11
15

df

Item 38

12 35
10 38

57 64

Item 41

3 10
0 8
4 10
16 48

2

X" = 50.

Item 44

12 42
13 41
10 38
39 65

2

X = 10.

- Ttem 47

67 3
64 7
59 7
111 13

24
24
15

777

27
24
23
32

078
13
11
11
15

675

HO WO

.627

HNWOo

df

33
42
27
31

df

O ~d WU

df

wWo o~

af

Item 39
7 31 -29
7 36 25
10 29 20
27 76 16
2
X = 26.543 df
Ltem 42\
3- 14 22 33
3 17 21 33
4 .19. 15 27
28 48 33 19
X2 = 49.078 d4f
Item 45
18 41 12 2
.15 420 7 8
21 31 8 5
56 60 6 4
2
X~ = 25.033 df
Ttem 48 o
60 13 O 0
59 15 0 0
53 11 0 0
112 "16 0 0
2

X = 5.925 df

O NN

681




prothesis 1 (Ideal) Continued.

- Item 49
Prin. 56 18 0 O
Prin/SCA 59 15 0 0
SCA 51 14 0 O
scP . 110 18 0 O
- %2 =3.786 df = 3
- Item 52
Prin. 58 14 1 1
- Prin/SCA 59 11 0 4
SCA - 50 11 ~ 2 -3
SCP 102 16° 5 4
X% = 6.989 df = 9
- Item 55
“Prin. 6 19 26 20°
Prin/SCA - 6 20 21 24
SCA 7 20 22 15
SCP. 18 39 32 38
X% = 6.012 df =9
, Item 58
_Prin. 6 15 27 22
Prin/SCA 11 16 22 22
 SCA : 7 13 23 21
.SCP- 9 28 47 41
2

X' = 4,207 df =9

X" = 41.280 df

Item 50
43 28 1
49 24 0
.36 27 0
92 34 0
2 }
X = 12.879 df
Item 53
6 49 18
19 42 10
17 40 8
63 54 10
X2 = 43.001 df
~Item 56
40 30 2
40 24 6
32 26 5
82 37 8
X2 = 8.503
Item 59
3 22 36
5 27 31
9 21 29
40 46 29
2

oo OO OO0 NO OO

N P 00O

HoORFO

N O

X" = 4.4947 .4f

31.

31
31
49

17
19
14
55

100 df

SO

Item 51
70 2
70 2
66 0
120 3
2
Item 54 -
2 22
1 21
5-13
14 9
X2 = 37.
Item 57
49 23
50 20
49 16
103 19
X2 = 11.

OO0 O.

415 df

98T




Hypothésis 2.

.for category actual.

0-5 yrs.

6+ yrs.

0-5 yrs.

6+ yrs.

0-5 yrs.

6+ yrs.

0-5 yrs.

6+ yrs.

0-5 yrs.

6+ yrs.

Item 1
9 26 3
11 28 1
X2 = 491
Item 4
2 11 19
1 13 24
%% = 2.253
Item 7
17 14 5
19 19 2
2 = 3.042
Item 10
1 6 16
1 3 22
X2 = 1.827
Item 13
4 4 19
1 10 18

X% = 4.335

Results for

0
0

df

w

af

df

12

12

df

10
11

af

Principals who reéponded under Item C (years of experience).

"Item 2
3 27 7
7 28 3
x% = 4.168
Item 5
3 28 5
6 27 7
X% = 2.238
Item 8
11 12 9
9 20 8
X2 = 2.249
Ttem 11 .
7 20 9
8 23 9
' X2 = 1.160
Ttem 14
1 15 11
4 15 11
2

X = 1.801

0
1

df

df

N W

df

df

Item 3
11 17 9
11 24 5
X2 = 2.224
Item 6

4 28 4
6 24 9
X2 = 2.517
Item 9

4 9 17
1 14 16
X2 = 3,055
Item 12

13 17 6
11 20 6
X% = 1.356
Item 15

7 22 7
15 19- 4
x> = 4.834

daf

~

af

df

L8T



Hypothesis 2 (Actual) Continued.

0-5 yrs.

6+ yrs.

0-5 yrs.

- 6+ yrs.

0-5 yrs.

6+ yrs.

0-5 yrs.

6+ yrs.

0-5 yrs.

6+ yrs.

Ifem 16
2 9 14
4 13 15
X2 = 1.696
Item 19
2 29 5
6 28 5
X2 = 1.903
Item 22
2 30 4
5 31 4
X2 = 2.188
Ttem 25
4 17 13
0 25 13
X2 = 5.615
Item 28
11 4 14
9 7 11

L2
X = 2.654

11
8

df

df

N W

df

df

Ttem 17

17 11 6

10 20 8
2

X% = 4.803

Item 20

7 26 3
7 29 4

2

X0 =1.191

Ttem 23

5 15 14
3 20 16

X2 = 4.297

Item 26 ‘
2 19 12

0 24 14

X2 = 4.485

Item 29

‘10 8 10

9 14 10

X2 = 1.312

3
2

daf

o+

df

af

]

df

Item 18 )
5 20 9
7 21 12

%% = 2.582

Item 21 : .
6 23 6
3 31 5.

X% = 3.161 .

Item 24
6 21 10
4 28 8

X% = 1.507

Item 27
3 25 8
0 29 11

X° = 4.660

Ttem 30
1 2 0
1 4 8
2

X = 7.496

df =

|

o o

df =

df =

12
10

83T




Hypothesis 2 (Actual) Continued..

0-5 yrs.

6+ yrs.

0-5 yrs.

6+ yrs.

0-5 yrs.

6+ yrs.

0-5 yrs.

6+ yrs.

0-5 yrs.

6+ yrs.

Item 31

4 8 10
5 7 16
X2 = 1.795
Item 34

0 2 6

2 3- 6
X2 = 2.030
Item 37

7 16 10
15 14 7
X2 = 3.460
Item 40

0 2 15

0 3 21
X% = 1.529
Ttem 43

0 4 17

0 6 20

2

X“ = .660

w U

df

16
16

df

20

16
df
16
14

df

Item 32

1 7 9

2 4 14
X2 = 2.404
Item 35

0 0 6

1. 2 7
X% = 2.795
Item 38

3 11 21
1 20 18
x% = 5.795
Item 41

0 1 7

0 3 14
X = 3.623
Item 44

5 9 10

4 14 13
X2 = 1.462

12
10

df

19

19

df

N

df

28

23

df

df

Ttem 33
0 3 .12
1 4 10
X% = 1.342
Item 36
3 13 17
7 17 10
-X2 = 4.009
Ttem 39
0 3 20
0 9 24
x* = 5.831
Item 42
0 3 7
0 3 10
X2 =.413
Item 45
9 14 .11
7 20 12
X2 = 1.479

14
15

df

U~

df

df

27
27

df -

[N ]

df

68T




Hypothesis 2 (Actual) Continued. -

0-5 yrs.

6+ yrs.

0-5 yrs.

6+ yrs.

0-5 yrs.

6+ yrs.

0-5 yrs.

6+ yrs.

0-5 yrs.

6+ yrs.

Item 46

5 8 8
7 6 16
X% = 4.100
Item 49

5 16 15
5 18 17
X2 = 1.127
Item 52
32 3 1
28 9 1
X = 3.488
Item 55

5 17 12
1 14 18
X2 = 5.392
Item 58

3 12 14

1 10 22

2

X" = 2.745

16
11

daf

df

N =

df

N

df

w

af

Item 47
30 5 0
29 7 2
X2 = 2.236
Item 50
9 18 10
5 24 9
-X2 = 2.039
Item 53
4 14 19
2 25 11
2
X = 5.890
Item 56
4 21- 9
2 27 10
X2 = 3.354
Item 59
-0 12 24
0 16 20
" x% = 2.883

df

Item 48
12 20 5
14 22 4
X% =.243
Item 51
35 2 0
36 2 1
X2 = 1.900
ITtem 54
1 24 12
2 17 18
X2 = 3.715
Item 57
9 20 7
5 29 5
X% = 3.014

df =

06T




Hypothesis 2. Results for
for category ideal.

0-5 yrs.

6+ yrs.

0-5 yrs.

6+ yrs.

0-5 yrs.
6+ yrs.

0-5 yrs.

6+ yrs.

0-5 yrs.

6+ yrs.

Ttem 1

12 22 1
18 21 0
%% = 2.012
Item 4

9 23 3
10 22 6
X% = .953
Ttem 7

26 8 1
29 10 O
X% = 1.173
Item 10

17 12 1
18 18 0
%% = 2.211
Item. 13

23 10 1
16 20 2

2

X7 = 4.720

0
0

df

o O

daf

df

[l

df

df

Ttem 2
22 13 0
26 12 0
X% = .250
Item 5
25 10 . 0
26 13 - 0
X2 = .195
Ttem 8
26 6 1
30 8 0
X2 = 1.225
Ttem 11
30 4 0
24 15 0
%% = 5.409
‘Ttem 14 -
23 10 0
18 18 .1
. X2 = 4,112

principals who responded

0
0

df

df =

under Item C (years of experience)

Item 3
23 12 0]
26 13 0
X2 = .007

. Item 6

) 27 8 [¢]
29 10 0
X2 = ,077
Ttem 9
27 5 3
20 17 2
X2 = 7.593
Ttem 12
26 7 0
22 15 0
X2 = 3.023
Item 15
20 - 12 2
22 15 0
2

X = 2.305

0
0

df

af

16T




Hypothesis 2 (Ideal) Continued.

. Item 16

0-5 yrs. 22 11 0 1

6+ yrs. 19 18 1 1
X2 = 2.578 df = 3
Item 19

0-5 yrs. 30 5 0 0

6+ yrs. 25 14 0 O
X% = 3,453 df = 1
Item 22 :

0-5 yrs. 14 20 1 0

6+ yrs. 11 27 0 0
X2 = 2,283 df = 2
Item 25 '

0-5 yrs. 26 9 0 0

6+ yrs. 25 14 0 0
X% =..892 df =1
Ttem 28

0-5 yrs. 9 7 11 5

6+ yrs. 9 8 10 7

2

X" = .387 df =3

Ttem 17

22 9 4
11 24 4
X2 = 14.827
Ttem 20

29 6 0
23 16 0
X2 = 3.957
Ttem 23

27 8 0
24 11 3
X2 = 3.532
Item 26

25 9 0
25 12 1
X2 = 2.309
Item 29

10 8 10_
13 9 11

2

X = .270°

0
0

df

df

Ttem 18

25 8 1
22 16 1
-X2 = 2.527
Item 21

22 12 0
17 21 0
X2 = 2,882
Item 24

27 8 0
25 12 2
X2 = 2.'668
- ltem 27

26 9 0
25 12 1
X2 = 1.327
Item 30

2 2 1

4 6 7
X" = 3.253

0
0

df

df

o O

df

oo

df

6T




Hypothesis 2 (Ideal) Continued.

Item 31

0-5 yrs. 6 6 9 3

6+ yrs. 8 11 10 3
X2 = .679 df = 3
Item 34

0-5 yrs. 1 2 8 11

6+ yrs. 3 3 .7 16
X2 = 1.255 df = 3
Ttem 37

0-5 yrs. 15 15 3 2

6+ yrs. 20 14 2 2
X% = .826 df = 3
Item 40

0-5 yrs. 1 6 13 15

6+ yrs. 1 6 19 -13
X2 = 1.054 df = 3
Itém 43 -

0-5 yrs. 4 10 16 5

6+ yrs.- 2 12 18 7

x> = 1.086 df = 3

Item 32
4 9 8
7 9
X" = 1.477
Item 35
1 1 8
3 4 4
'X2 = 4.532 -
Ttem 38
5 14 16
2 29 8
X% = 8.995
~Item 41
2 4 9
1 6. 18
X° = 4.167
Item 44
7 18 6
5 24 7
X% = .974

df

13

20

df

o O

df

19
14

df

Y]

- Item 33
3 4 10
47 8
x2_= 1.159
Ttem 36
8 16 8
11 18 6 .
x> = .751
Ttem 39
3 12 15
5 19 14
%2 = 2.092
Ttem 42
1 6 10
2 8 12
X% = 1.018
" Item 45 _
10 19 4
8 22 8
X% = 1.439

10
13

daf

NN

df

N~

df

- 18

15

df

df

€6T




Hypothesis 2 (Ideal) Continued.

0-5 yrs.

6+ yrs.

0-5 yrs.

6+ yrs.

0—5.§rs.

6+ yrs.

0-5 yrs.

6+ yrs.

0-5 yrs.

6+ yrs.

Item 46

9 7 11
-9 11 11
X2 = ,833
Item 49
28 7 0
28 10 - 1

Cx% = 1,317

Item 52

30 5 0
28 9 1
x> = 3.004

" Item 55.

3 8 13
3 11 13
X2 = .323
Ttem 58

3 7 14
3 8 13

2

X" =1.234

af -

Item 47
34 0] 0
33 3 0
X2 = 3.809
Item 50
22 13 0
21 15 1
X2 = 1,111
Item 53
4 21 9
2 28 8
X% = 2.606
Item 56
22 12 0
18 18 2
X2 = 3.388
Item 59
3 8 17
0 14 19
X2 = 4.645

1
3

df

daf

o =

df

daf

9]

df

Item 48
29 5 1
31 7 0
x> = 1.278
Item 51
35 0 0
35 2 0
X2 = 2.881
Item 54
1 10 10
1 12 21
X2 = 8.639
Item 57
28 6 0
21 17 0
X% = 5.459

= o

df

df

6T




Hypothesis 3. Results for principals who are also student council presidents who
responded under Item C for category actual.

Item 1 Item 2 Ttem 3
12 35 2 0 6 36 6 0 12 18 19 0
3.23 0 0 3 18 3 1 6 14 5 0
2 2 : 2 )
X" = 3.123 df X" = 1.946 d4df = X~ = 3.221 df
Item 4 Item 5 . Item 6
0 8 35 6 3 35 9 .2 3 33 11 2
1 7 17 0 3 19 4 0 3 17 6 0
2 . 2 Co 2
X" = 6.161 df X" =1.777 df = X" = 1.696 df
Item 7 Item 8 Item 9
19 17 10 3 9 24 10 6 2 7 15 25
8 15 2 1 1 15 10 O 4 2 12 8
2 2 : ' 2
X7 = 4,289 df X" = 8.194 df = X" = 6,051 df
Item 10 Ttem 11 , Ttem 12
1 6 18 21 8 20 17 4 17 22 6 2
1 4 13 7 3 15 5 1 7 17 1 0
2 2 , 2
X" = 2.186 df X" = 3,138 df = X" = 4.033. 4df
Item 13 Item 14 Item 15
1 6 22 20 4 13 18 13 17 22 5 1
0 5 16 4 2 9 11 3 5 15 3 1
2 2 ‘ 2 A
X = 5.499 df X" = 2.317 df = X = 2.180 df

G6T




Ttem 16
5 5 15
1 5 12
X2 = 5.934
ITtem 19
8 31 9
2 19 4
X2 = 1.809
Item 22
.8 35 5
4 21 1
X% = 1.596
Item 25
2721 20
0 14 9
X2 = 1.789
ILtem 28
16 3 18
6 6 6

X2 = 5.823

Hypothesis 3 (Actual) Continued.

24
6

af

df

o+

df

W

df

df

ITtem 17
14 21 12
11 6 . 6
X2 = 3,251
Item 20
10 31 8
520 0
X2 = 4.755
Item 23
2 28 16
3 13 7
X2 = 2.380
-Item 26
4 20 19
1 14 9
X* = 2.054
Ttem 29 .
15 8 17
4 7 12
2

X = 6.334

N

af

oo

Jdf =

w

af

=

daf

[ e )}

df

- Item 18
8 25 14
6 10 8
X% = 1.006
Item 21
13 26 10
5 17 4
X2 = 1.056
Item 24
"6 33 10
5 17 4
X2 = .804
Ltem 27
4 27 15
2 18 6
%2 = 1.956
Item 30
4 2 4
2 1 6
2

X" = 4.591

2
1

df

o o

df

o

df

[\

df

df

96T




Item 31
8 9 15
2 3 14
x> = 6.585
Item 34
1 7 7
4 3
X2 = 6,512
Item 37
14 14 13
9 9 3
X2 = 2.418
Item 40
1" 3 18
1 0 13
X% = 2.784
. Item 43
1 4 19
0 2 16

X% = 4.766

af

w

af

27

12

af

af

Hypothesis 3 (Actual) Continued.

32

7 11
2 12

= 6.006

3.645

38

8 30
6 15

= .550

df

29
11

df

~

df-

38

17

af

df

Item 33
2 4 14
1 2 10
X% = 2.754
Item 36
6 18 16
5 11 8
X2 = 3,423
Item 39
2 3 24
0 8 11
X2 = 9,169
Item 42
0 3 5
0 1 10
X2 = 8.482
Item 45
11 20 14
3 17 4
X2 = 4.902

df

41.

15

df

o

df

L6T




Item 46
5 9 "6
3 7 6
X2 = 3.259
Item 49
2 17 27
3 14 9
X2 = 6.001
Item 52
40 7 0
20 4 0
X2 = .476
Item 55
3 18 19
3 8 12
2
X =1.635
Item 58
0 10 27
0 12 12

X2 =7.271

Hypothesis 3 (Actual) Continued.

29
10

df =

df

~

daf

af

Item 47
40 7 0
20 4 1
X2 = 1.914
Item 50

8 24 17

4 14 7
%% = .388
Item 53

6 19 22

1 14 9
X2 = 3,128
Item 56

3 22 18

3 14 7
X2 = 1.870
:Item 59

0 22 23

0 6 16
X2 = 4.276

2
1

df

0

0

af

1
0

daf

4
1

daf

[y]

af

i

Item 48
13 23 12 .
10 14 2
X2 = 4.050
Item 51 .
46 3 0
23° 2 1
%% = 3.012
Item 54

5 20 15

1 12 8
%% = .981
Item 57

8 29 10

4 19 2
X% = 2.236

df -

&~ 0

af

o o

daf

86T




Hypothesis 3.

Results for

responded under Item C for

item 1
31 17 0 0
10 14 1.0

= 5.328 df

X
Item 7

3, 13 1 0
19 7 0 0
X*'= .553 df
Item 10

= 5.177 df

Ttem 13

26 21 1
13 10 2

X

o o

= 1.469 df

Ttem 2

36 12 0
14 10 0
X2 = 4.013
Ttem 5

35 13 0
16. 9 1
X2 = 2.484
Item 8

40 8 0
18 7 1
X2 = 3,149
Item 11

34 14 0
11 11 1
X2 = 4.923

. Item 14
26 18 3
13 11 1
' X2 = .331

0
1

df

df

o O

df

Item 3
33 14 1
16 7 2
X2 =1.463
Item 6
39 9 0
19° 5 1
x2 = 3.838
Item 9
31 14 2
13 11 1
X% = 3.287
Item 12
34 12 0
18 6 1
X% = 1.875
" Item 15°
33 12 0
4 9 1
%2 = 2.995

Principals who are also student council présidents who
category ideal.

df

H o

daf

af

OO

df

66T




Item 16
25 21 1 1
15 -7 1 1

%% = 1.687 df = 2

Item 19 .
40 8 0 0
16 8- 1 0

X2 = 4.484 df = 1

ITtem 22
27 20 1 0
8 18 0 0

S _ x% = 5.352 df = 1

Item 25
31 16 0 0
15 8 1. 1

X2 = 3.871 df = 2

| - Item 28
% 3 17 12
4 6 8 4

X% = 6.082 df = 3

Hypothesis 3 (Ideal) Continued.

Item 17
18 30 0
12 10 2
X2 = 7.719
Item 20
36 12 .0
15 10 0
X2 = 1.756
Item 23 .
31 16 1
14 11 1
x> = .885
Item 26
35 11 1
13 9 2
X2 = 3.537
Item 29
16 10 14
5 5 11
X2 = 2.901

0
1

df

oo

df

df

o o

df

w

df

Item 18
30 18 0
16 8 1
X% = 2.065
Item 21
.38 10 O
17 9 0
o x2 = 1.678
Item 24
34 14 0
18 8 0
X% = .020
Item 27
32 15 0
16 10 0
%% = .318
Item 30
4 3 5
2 2 5
X% = 1.939

df

o O

af

oo

af

df

00¢




Item 31

7 10 16
3 1 15
X% = 7.256
Item 34

0 6 8
2 2 3
X2-= 4,638
Item 37

22 20 5
12 10 2
2

X = ,630
Item 40

2 15 12
1 2 12
X% = 6.436

- Item 43

2 21 15
-1 6 12
2

X~ = 3.056

Hypothesis 3 (Ideal) Continued.

O

df

df

19

11

df-

df

Item 32
3 13 13
3 3 10
X2 = 3.412
Item 35
o 2 7
1 2 5
2
X = 3"679
Item 38
9 22 16
3 13 8
Xz = 1.945
Item 41
0 7 14
0 1 10
X% = 2.253
Item 44 .
9 27 5
4 14 6
X2 = 3.292

df

30

11

df =

N =

as

27

15

df

o)}

af

Item 33
3 6 15
1 5 10
X2 =-4.011
Ttem 36
16 22 8
8 11 6
X2 = 1.523
Item 39
5 24 15
2 12 10
X* = .451
Item 42
2 12 9
1 5 12
2.
X = 6.429
Item 45
11 26 4
4 16 3
X2 = 2.576

df

N~

df

-df

T0¢C




Item 46
7 19 9
6 12 2 -
X2 = 2.257
- Item 49
41 7 0
18 7 1
X% = 3.757
Item 52
39 7 0
20 4 0
X2 = 434
Item 55
3 13 12
3 7 9
X2 = 2.210
Item 58
4 9 15
7 77

X =7.31

Hypothesis 3 (Ideal) Continued.

12
6

df

o o

df

NN

a

df

Item 47
44 3 .1
- 20 4 2
%% = 3.220
Item 50
35 13 0
14 11 0
X2 = 2.131
Ttem 53
16 25 4
3 17 5
X2 = 5.828 .
" Ttem 56
27 15 4 -
13 9 2
X2 = .169
Item 59
4 18 18
1 9 13
x% = 1.528

0
0

df

o

Cdf

df

()]

df

Item 48
40 8 0
19 7 0
X% = 1.097
Item 51
45 2 0
25 - 0 1
X2 = 3.481
Item 54
1 10 22
0 11 9
X = 4.456
Item 57
33 12 1
17 8 0
X2 = 776

df

(—

df

df

(4314




Hypothesis 4.

category actual.

0-5 yrs.

over 6 yrs.

0-5 yrs.

Over 6 yrs.

0-5 yrs.

over 6 yrs.

0-5 yrs.

over 6 yrs.

0-5 yrs.

" over 6 yrs.

Item 1 .
11 28 3
5 18 0
X2 = 2.044
Item 4

2 10 22
1 g8 12
X2 = 2.493
ITtem 7

20 17 4
17 4 2
x* = 5.392
Item 10

1 5 16

1 7 5
X2,= 4.236
Item 13

4 5 15
1 5 9

2

X =1.894

Results for

daf

20

10

df

df

Item 2

6 30 6

2 15 6
X2 = 1,581
Item 5

3 27 12

5 16 2
X2 = 5.361
Item 8

13 17 13

7 8 6
X2 = 3.918
Item 11

4 23 15

5 16 2
X2 = 6.292
Item 14

3 4 21
"3 9 -5

2

student council advisers

daf

o

df

o

df

15
6

X~ = 10.532 df

who responded under Item

Item 3
7 17 19 0
8 8 7 0
2

=2 X".= 3.066 df
Item 6

=2 o X*=7.45 df
Item 9
3 8 12 20
1 7 5 10
. " 2 ,
=3 X = 1.345 df
Item 12 -
13 21 5 3
9 11 -2 1
.9 ,
=2 X = 6.387 df
" Item 15

16 18 6 1
10 10 1 2

- 3 %% = 2.728 df

C for

£0¢




Hypothesis 4 (Actual) Continued.

0-5 yrs.
over 6 yrs.

0-5 yrs.
over 6 yrs.

0-5 yrs.
over 6 yrs.

0:5 yrs.
over 6 yrs.

0-5 yrs.
over 6 yrs.

Item 16
2 10 12
2 2 11
X% = 4.181
Item 19 -
5 29 9
2 18 3
2
X = .880
Itém 22
13 23 5
5 16 2
X% = 2.243
Item 25
2 23 11
0 12 8
X2 = 1.505
Item 28
16- 4 15
5 4 6
x% = 3.918

19
8

df

=N e

df

af

(o))

df

0 oo

af

Ttem 17

10 12 14
11 8 2
X2 = 7.228
Item 20

9 24 0

2 21 0
‘X% = 8.857
ITtem 23

9 19 14

0 13 10
'X2 = 5.727
Ttem 26

2 24 10

0 15 5
X2 = 1.655
Item 29

6 13 14

5 5 7
X% = 1.187

~

df

df

N O

df

~

daf

Item 18

6 13 22

5 12 6
X2,= 5.740
Ttem 21

11 22 9

2 "16 5
X2 = 3.590
Item 24

0 31 12

0 20 3
X2 = 1.133
Ttem 27

5 23 13

1 14 5
X2 = 1.816
Item 30

1 5 8

0 '3 4
X2 = .738

df

N

daf

20
13

af

70¢




Hypothesis 4 (Actual) Continued.

0-5 yrs.

over 6 yrs.

0-5 &;s.

over 6 yrs.

0-5 yrs.

over 6 yrs.

0-5 yrs.

over 6 yrs.

0-5 yrs.

over 6 yrs.

Ttem 31

3 9 16

1 3 12
X2 = 1.404
Item 34

0 3 6

0 3 3
X" = .540
Item 37

9 11 10
10 7 2
X2 = 5.482
Item 40

0 3713

0 2 9
X? = -.700
Item 43

0 6 12

0 2 9

x* = 1.116

10
6

af
24
13

daf

af
27
12
af
24
11

df

Item 32

1 9 13

0 2 8
%% = 2.919
Ttem 35

1 2 3

0 1 4
X" = .78?
ITtem 38

0 15 19

1 7 13
X2 = 3.774
Item 41

0 0 8

0 0 5
%% = 0451
Item 44

1 8 15

3 5 7
X% = 3.327

15
12

df

26"
17

df

N WO

df

- 33

18

df

af

Ttem 33

1 4 15

0 2 10
X2 = ,738
Item 36

5 20 12

5 12 5
X2 = 2.635
Ttem 39

0 4 22

0 1 15
X2 = 1.354
Item 42

0 1 8

1 3 3
X% = 5.166
Item 45

11 17 10

6 10 4
X2 = 326 =

18
10

daf

(o))

df

df
34
16
af
5
3

3

502




Hypothesis 4 (Actual) Continued.

0-5 yrs.

over 6 yrs.

0-5 yrs.

over 6 yrs.

0-5 yrs.

over 6 yrs.

0-5-yrs.

over 6 yrs.

0-5 yrs.

over 6 yrs.

Item 46
-6 5 7
4 1 10
X2 = 6.929
Item 49
2 16 23 .
2 7 12
X2 =-.589
Item 52
35 5 1
15 6 0
X2 = 3.336
Item 55
4 14 19
1 6 13
X2 = 1.167
ITtem 58
1 8 21
0 5 12
. X2 = ,733

25
8

df

df

[y]

df

N~

df

Item 47
30 11 2
16 6 1
X2 = .004
Item 50
5 19 16
2 13 5
X% = 1.694
Ttem 53
4 17 20
2 13 7
X% = 2.448
Ttem 56
5 16 16
2 12 5
X2 = 2.613
Item 59
"1 12 28
2 6 13

2

X" = 3.400

0
0

df

df

w

df

o

df

Ttem 48
11 20 11
4 13 5
X% = .832
" Item 51
38 5 0
20 1 0
%% = 4.616
Item 54
4 10 23
2 5 14
X2 = ,651
Item 57
6 29 5
6 17 0
2

X = 3.821

0
0

df

N O

df

RS

df

df

90Z




Hypothesis 4.

category ideal.

" 0-5 yrs.

over 6 yrs.

0-5 yrs.

over 6 yrs.

0-5 yrs.

over 6 yrs.

0-5. yrs.

over 6 yrs.

0-5 yrs.

over 6 yrs.

Item 1
24 18
12 11
X2 = 148
Item 4
15 20

7 . 13
X2 = ,730
Ttem 7
33 10
20 3
x* = .988
Ttem 10 °
26 16
13 8
X2 = 2.135
Item 13
25 17
12 9

2

X" = 2.167

N O

daf

o O

df

o o

df

df

Item 2

27 15 1

12 10 1

X% = .780
Item 5

29 . 14 0

17 5 0

X% = .679
Item 8

39 4 0

18 5 0

X2 = 1.968
Item 11

29 13 0]

18 5 0

X% = .630
Item 14

21 20 2

17 4 1 .
2

X = 7.003

Results for student council advisers

0
0

df

af

o o

daf

df

Ttem 3_
28 15 0
16 7 0
X% = .133
Item 6 -
34 9 0
15 8 0
X% = 1.503
Item 9
31 11 0
17 5 1
%% = 1.945
Ttem 12
33 9 0
18 5 0
X% = .000
Item 15
29 11 1
12 11 0
X% = 3.242

who responded_under Item

df

(@ N e

df

oo

df -

C for

Y4




-Hypothesis 4 (Ideal) Continued.

_ Item 16
0-5 yrs. 26 - 14 1
over 6 yrs. 16 .. 5 2
X% = 2.650
Item 19
0-5 yrs. 36 7 0
over 6 yrs. 19 40
X2 = .013
Item 22
0-5 yrs. 28 15 0
over 6 yrs. 10 13 0
X2 = 2.872
o Item 25
0-5 yrs. 21 19 -2
over 6 yrs. 14 8 1
X2 = ,722
) ITtem 28
0-5 yrs. 9 817
over 6 yrs. 6 4 9

1
0

df

df’

Eo A

df :

Ttem 17
17 17 7
14 7 2
%2 = 3.495
Ttem 20
32 10 . O
14 9 0.
X° = 1.686
Ttem 23
28 13 1
14 8 0
X2 = .672
Item 26
25 14 2
14 9 0
X2 = 1.788
Item 29
6 14 17
6 5 7
‘ X2 = 472

2 -

0

df

df

o o

df

o

df

-~ N

df

Ttem 18
24 18 1
16 70
X% = 1.518
Item 21
27 16 0
17 6 0
X2 = .834
Item 24
31 12 0
16 7 0
X2 = .046
Item 27
32 11 0
16 7 .0
X2 = ,177
ITtem 30
1 7 10
1 3 3
_X2 = .219

0
0

df

o o

df

df

16
13

daf

. 80¢C




Hypothesis

0-5 yrs.

" over 6 yrs.

0-5 yrs.

over 6 yrs.

0-5 yrs.

- over 6 yrs.

0-5 yrs.

over 6 yrs.

0-5 yrs.

over 6 yrs.

Item 31
2 9 20
2 5 11
X% = .330
Item 34
3 2 7
1 3 3
X2 = 1.626
Item 37
15 14 13
14 8 1
x* = 7.000
Item 40 .
3 11 15
4 3 10
X2 = 3.142
Item 43
3 16 14
2 5 9
2

X" = 1.550

~

df

22
12

daf.

af

[ JANe]

df

4 (Ideal) Continued.

Item 32

2 .9 14
2 2 12
X2 = 3,144
Item 35
0 5 7
1 1 5
: Xz'; 2.872
Item 38
6 24 10
4 14 5
'Xz'é 1.251
Item 41
2 9 15
2 1 8
X2 = 4,127
ITtem 44
5 27 5
5 11 6
2

X" = 4.777

df

25
15

af

N

df

15

12

df

df

Ttem 33
4 8 15
3 5 9
X% = 342
Item 36
10 22 10
10 9 3
X2 ='3.479
Item 39
5 19 14
5 10 6
X2 = 1.341
Item 42
1 14. 11
3 5 4
X2 = 3,974
Ttem 45
15 19 6
6 12 2
X2 = 2,278

df

=

df |

N U

df

17
10

df

N

df =

607




Hypothesis 4 (Ideal) Continued.

0-5 yrs.

over 6 yrs.

0-5 yrs.

over 6 yrs.

0-5 yrs.

over 6 yrs.

0-5 yrs.

over 6 yrs.

0-5 yrs.

over 6 yrs.

Item 46
8 16 12
7 8 4
%% = 1.641
Item 49
33 10 0
18 "3 1
x> = 2.675
Item 52
35 5 2
15 6 0
X2 = 4..804
Item 55
5 12 18
2 8 4
X2 = 5,332
Item 58
6 9 15
1 4 8
2

7
4

df

df

N =

af

~d

df

df

Ttem 47
38 5 0
21 2 0
X2 = ,135
Ttem 50
25 17 0
11 10 0
X% = .291
Ttem 53
13 " 26 4
4 14 3
X2.= 3.040
Item 56
20 17 3
12 9 1
x> = .804
Item 59
7 15 19
2 6 10
X2 = 3.856

0
0

af

daf

[l

df

W

df

Item 48

35 7 0
18 "4 0
X2 = ,023
Item 51
43 0 0
23 0 0

x% = 000
Item 54
0 11 26

o 7 5
X2 = 6.269
Item 57

30-12 o0
19 4 0
x> = 1.001

daf

O U

af

df

0T?¢




Hypothesis 5. Results for principals, principals and student council advisers, student
council advisers and student council presidents who responded under Item O to category
actual.

Item 1 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 O 28 97 36 3 28 64 63 7
11+ years. 23 59 3 0 9 64 8 3 18 43 24 0
%> = 1.892 df = 4 x> = 9.826 df = 6 % - 10.205 df = 6
Item 4 Item 5 Item 6
0-5 yrs. 5 26 62 12 17 59 18 1 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
X% = 7.496 df = 6 x> = 2.407 df = 6 %2 = 2.719 df = 6
. Item 7 i 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
X° = 26.933 df = 6 X* = 9.793 af = 6 X° = 30.983 df = 6
Item 10 Ttem 11 Ttem 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
2 2 2

X =11.145 df =6 X =10.781 df = 6 X = 13.002 df = 6

TTC




Hypothesis 5 (Actual) Continued.

Item 13
0-5 yrs. 4 17 43 32
6-10 yrs. 11 27 69 56
11+ yrs. 5 24 45 11
X2 = 16.089 df = 6
Item 16 ‘
0-5 yrs. % 9 30 49
6-10 yrs. 8 26 .56 74
11+ yrs. 11 22 28 24
X2 = 18.807 df =6
: Item 19
0-5 yrs. 17 62 17 0
6-10 yrs. 21 111. 28 -4
11+ yrs. 11 67 6 1
X2 = 9,736 df = 6
Item 22
0-5 yrs. 23 54 16 3
6-10 yrs. 40 107 16 - 2
11+ yrs. 25 51 8 0
2

U
(o)}

X" = 7.624 df

Item 14

11 23 37

15 46 60
11 27 37

X% = 9.273

Item 17

25 34 20

57 49 41
25 32 18

2

Item 20

26 55 14

38 109 14
14 64 7

X2 = 9.299

Ttem 23

15 41 33

24 79 50
8 42 31

2

X° = 5.916

X~ = 4.038

24
43

df

17
18

df

Item 15

25 44 20 4
55 75 21 4
46 34 4 1
L2

X~ = 20.919 df
ITtem 18

19 42 25 9
27 65 56 13
17 39 25 4
x% = 3.832 df
Item 21

32 49 14 0
42 86 37 0
15 .58 11 0.

5 _

X“ = 11.133 df
Item 24 )
15 57 22 1
28 97 36 4
17 55 12 1

2
X" = 3.849 df

.

[AN4




Hypothesis 5 (Actual) Continued.

Item 25
0-5 yrs. 3 40 38 13
6-10 yrs. 13 71 54 26
11+ yrs. 2 52 25 6
%% = 13.865 df = 6
item 28 .
0-5 yrs. 44 16 23 7

6-10 yrs. 48 30 65 15
11+ yrs. 17 2 26 35

X" =65.616 df =6

Item 31
0-5 yrs. 18 18 30 17
6-10 yrs. 20 34 .61 25
11+ yrs. 8 11 41 17
X2 = 9,058 df =6
Item 34
0-5 yrs. 5 13 12 44
6-10 yrs. 1 12 27 84
11+ yrs. 2 6 18 49
' 2

X" = 10.852 df = 6

Ttem 26

.6 44 35

16 - 74 57
7 54 18

X2 = 9.507

Item 29

22 27 16
38 39 49
30 13 42

X2 = 39.215

Ttem 32

6 23 28
5 23 47
4 7 32

X% = 12.674

Ttem 35

0 13 22
0 7 41
0 4 15

2

X© = 12.711

df

22

23

df

30
70

36

df

47
89
59

df

Item 27

13 52
19 84
8 61

X2 =13

Item 30
7 5
3 9
6 15

X2 = 26

Item 33

7 13
4 18
3 11

2

25
56
13

.107

7
20
24

.654

28
49
33

X = 6.291

Item 36

17 . 41
21 71
20 33

2

24
51

26 .

X% =9.571

df

45
71
28
af
36
73
33
df

14
21

df

£T1¢




Hypothesis 5 (Actual) Continued.

Item 37
0-5 yrs. 19 29 22 25
6-10 yrs. 40 43 50 31
11+ yrs. 33 27 16 8
X2 = 17.576 d4df = 6
Item 40
0-5 yrs. 1 7 36 51
6-10 yrs. 2 13 62 87
11+ yrs. 1 9 40 35
X% ='3.886 4f = 6
Ttem 43
0-5 yrs. 3 22 34 36
6-10 yrs. 3 19 71 70
11+ yrs, 2 17, 38 27
"x% = 8.709 4f = 6
. ILtem 46
0-5 yrs. 18 21 17 39
6-10 yrs. 17 27 40 81
11+ yrs. 24 13 22 26

X" = 18.384 df =6

7 32 42 14
14 55 79 17
6 38 40 1

X~ = 11.849 df
1 5 20 67

.1 4 26 133
00 4 23 58
2

X" = 7.490 af
5 21 19 50
10 28 49 75
12 27 33 12

X" = 36.085 df

Item 39

1 17 43
4 25 78
0 15 49

X = 6.506

Item 42

1 6 21
2 10 30
4 7 21

X = 6.852

Item 45

21 41 24
40 73 42
23 43 10

33
58
21

df
68
123
53

df

~N WO

X~ = 10.454 df

Item 48

31 50 15
57 77 29
23 45 15

X7 = 2.817

o

df

VAY4




Hypothesis 5 (Actual) Continued.

Item 49

0-5 yrs. 11 35 46 4
6-10 yrs. 19 64 77 4
11+ yrs. 1 43 40 1
x> = 11.781° df = 6
Item 52 .
0~5 yrs. 80 11 1 4
6-10 yrs. 130 21 3 10
11+ yrs. 63 18 1 3
X2 = 5.259 df = 6
’ Ttem 55
0-5 yrs. 8 39 35 9
6—-10 yrs. 12 59 70 19
11+ yrs. 9 39 33 4
X2 = 5,402 df =6
- Item 58
0-5 yrs. 10 24 40 15
6-10 yrs. 2 36 87 34.
11+ yrs. 3 26 45 10

X" =18.271 df =6

Item 50

19 38
31 77

Ttem 53

10 33
17 82
9 53

2

X" = 1l4.

Item 56

18 43

25 74
8 47

2

Item 59

0 33

11 58

5 32
2

X7 o= 11,

37 0
55> O
29 0
.845 df
49 0
62 O
23 0
084 df
24 6
53 8
27 3

x% = 5.841 daf

50 8
87 4
45 3
491 df

#

il

~ Item 51

84 5 3 4
149 9 3 3
77 6 2 0

X = 4.758 -df

-Ttem 54

7 41 36 8
10 65 66 20
10 40 34 1

X" = 11.055 df
Item 57

20 55 17 0
34 100 27 0
20 62 - 2 O

X = 12.309 df

GTZ




Hypothesis 5. " Results for principals, principals and student council advisers, student
council advisers and -student council presidents who responded under Item O to category
ideal.

Item 1 . Item 2 - ) . Item 3 :

. 0-5 yrs. 52 39 1 0 64 28 1 0 : 58 29 6 1
6-10 .yrs. 88 71 1 1 105 51 4 1 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

C - Item 4 - Item 5 Item 6

" 0-5 yrs. 31 51 9 2. 73 20 1 0 78 15- 0 1
6-10 yrs. 50 89 20 0 115 45 1 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 1 0 51 35 4 3
6-10 yrs. 105 57 0 0 . 7124 33 2 3 97 55 7 3
11+ yrs. 70 15 0 0 71 12 1 1 _ 55 25 3 1
X2 = 8.642 df = 2 X2 = 4.049 df =6 X2 = 2,678 df = 6
Ttem 10 Item 11 . Item 12
0-5 yrs. 45 . 40 1 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 1 1 64 19 1 1 69 15 070

X% = 9.629 df = 6  X° =6.701 df = 2 X" =6.017 df = 6

91¢




Hypofhesis 5 (Ideal) Conﬁigued.

Item 13
0-5 yrs. 51 37 6 O
6-10 yrs. 86 65 5 3
11+ yrs 46 34 4 1
2

X =3.227 d4df =4

Item 16
0-5 yrs. 42 38 7 5
6-10 yrs. 89 53 8 9
11+ yrs. 53 29 0 3
2

X =9.928 df =6

- Item 19
0-5 yrs. 75 18 1 0
6-10 yrs. 130 29 0 0
11+ yrs. 77 8 0 O

X" =6.634 df = 2

_ Item 22

0-5 yrs. 54 37 2 0
6-10 yrs. 83 77 1 0
11+ yrs. 43 41 0 O

X  = 4.147 df = 2

Item 14
52 36 5
89 64 3
57 23 3
X2 = 8.938
Item 17
37 47 5
70 69 17
29 40 13
2
X = 7.536
Item 20
72 21 0
116 42 0
64 21 0
X2 = ,.505
Item 23
58 29 5
106 50 3
52 29 2
2

X" = 4.000

-df

N U

af

o oo

df

oM R

af

Item 15

62 24 5
100 - 48 3
55 27 2
X2 = 4.328
I;em 18

59 31 -3
96 55 6
61 23 1
X2 = 3.405
Item 21

70 23 0
111 49 0
59 25 0
X2 = 1.048
Item 24

64 28 1
110 45 2
62 21 2
X2 = 5.681

(=N e N e

df

(e ol w)

df

df

o & O

df

LTT




|

Hypothesis 5 (Ideal) Continued.

0-5 yrs.
6-10 yrs.
1i+ yrs.

0-5 yrs.
6-10 yrs.

11+ yrs.

0-5 yrs.
6-10 yrs.
11+ yrs.

0-5 yrs.
6-10 yrs.

11+ yrs.

Item 25
53 32 6
89 61 8
58 23 4
" x% = 4.900
Item 28
30 23 22
32 36 72
11 . 9 30
X2 = 44.724
Item 31
18 21 32
15 37 62
8 13 41
X% = 9.987
Item 34
9 10 18
3 16 31
0 7 21
2

X" = 17.353

1
2
0
df
13
14
30
df
12

25
15

.df

35
75
46

df

Item 26
57 26 6

96 55 6
61 22 2

X2 = 6.511

Item 29

18 32 18

25 41 59

247 17 43

%2 = 31.014

Item 32

13 29 25
13 37 61
6 13 30

X% = 15.478

Item 35

0 16 21
0 13 45
0 5 14

2

X“ = 15.298

2
0

daf
17
21

1

df

18

34

30

df .

42
79
59

df

Item 27 -
61 30 1
108 53 0
-67 15 2

X“ = 12.601

Item 30

6 11 14
6 13 22
6 13 29

x% = 12.899

Item 33
12 24 26
19 30 55

14 16 31

X% = 3.713

Item 36

33 46 12
40 90, 24
33 34 15

x% = 9.195

0
0

df

32 -

62
26

af
21
40
19

df

o N

df

8T¢




‘Hypothesis 5 (Ideal) Continued..

0-5 yrs.
6-10 yrs.
11+ yrs.

0-5 yrs.
6-10 yrs.
11+ yrs.

0-5 yrs.
6-10 yrs.
11+ yrs.

0-5 yrs.
6-10 yrs.

11+ yrs. .

35
67.
41

X2 =

37

Item

40 14
56 24
30 11
70.47

4Q

Item

27 33
56 48

23 33

= 3.098

43

Item

Ttem
25
33
33

35 25

27

daf

45

.22

af

15

62 50. 22

27 32
6.795

46 -
37 19
59 31
24 .17

= 14.292

17

df

11
37
11

daf

Item 38

25 45 19
42 83 36
19 51 14

X" = 7.339

Item 41
10 15 31
10 40 49
3 21 25

X" =6.386

Item 44

18 49 17
"33 90 18
23 46 15

X~ = 14.292

Item 47
83 8 1

141 17 1

77 5 2

X" = 3.128

df

35
62
36

df

df

HwN

af

i

Item 39

13 47 . 23
28 83 39
10 41 28

X2 = 4,118

Item 42

9 22 30
19 52 37
100 23 24

%% = 4.063

Item 45
29 51 8
5¢ 80 15
25 42 10

2

X% = 4.646

Item 48
74 20 O
134 26 1

76 8 O

X% = 5.703

10
12

df

33
52
27

df

o o0 W

df

(@ oo

af

612




‘Hypothesis 5 (Ideai) Continued.

: Item 49
0-5yrs. .- .67 27 0.0
6-10 yrs.. 134 27-. 0 O

0

11+ yrs. . 75 10 O
: xg = 9.245 d4f =2
Item 52 A
0-5 yrs. 79 . 11 3 1
6;10~yr$J 126 .- 23. & 8
11+ yrs. .64 18 0 3
' 2

X" =28.325 df =6

Item 55
0-5 yrs. 11. 25 26 28
6-10 yrs.” 18 . 40° 54 45

11+ yrs. 8 33.20 24
| x* = 6.170° df = 6
) Item 58
0-5 yrs. 15 31 22 20
6-10 yrs. 11 32 60 54
11+ yrs. 7 9 36 327
T .

. X° =-25,975 df = 6

Item 50

56 35 1
114 44 0

50 33 0

2

X = 9.545

Item 53
26 51 12
48 89 20

31 44 10

X2'= 6.038
Item 56

56 28 5
87 63 7
51 25 7

%% = 9.998

Item 59

16 31 35
26 59 53
15 26 36

%% = 3.546

0
2
0

df =

oOR W

df

NO O

af =

Item 51
89, 2 1
153 5 1
8 0 O
x> = 5.320
Item 54
7 21 35
7-28 68
8 16 38
x% = 5.061
Item 57
61 30 O
119 -40 0
71 13 0
x% = 7.170

df

28
55

.22

df

OO

df

"0¢T




. Hypothesis 6. Results for principals who responded under Item M for category actual.

Item 1 - ' Item 2 - Item 3

Yes 9 30 2 0 - 7 29 '3 . 1 12 23 6.. 0
No - - 11 19 1 0 -~ 3 21.7 0 ‘ 8 15-'8 0
%% = 1.645 “df = 3 X%'= 4.410 df =2 - x%= 1.408 . df = 2
. Item 4 o 7_ Item 5 =~ . Item 6
Yes - T0 14 25. 2 7 26 8 0 5 95 10 1
No. 3 .9 14 5 2 24 4 1 4 23 -3 1
' 2 o C2 2
X7 = 7.225 . df = 3 X° = 3.877 df = 2 X* = 2.625 df = 2
Ifem 7 ‘ ~ Item 8 ' Item 9
Yes - 22- 17 2 0 11 19 8 2 5 14 15 7
No 100 15 5 1 7 12 8 3 0 7 15 9
' .2 - ) ‘ 2 o _
X* = 5.630 - df = 3 X =1.266 df =3 X =6.316 df =3
: ;- Item 10 ' c Itém 11 Item 12.: )
Yes 71T 622 10 : 7 25 9 0 12 21 5 1
“No . . 1 2 13 14 - 8 14 8 1 10 14 7 0
X% = 3.872 df = 2 X% = 2.895 df = 2 %% = 2,027 df = 2
. Item 13 . Item 14 Item 15 .
- Yes 210 18 11 . . T4 14 11 11 15 22 3 1
© Mo 3 3 15°10 1 12 10 8 6 17 8 0

X° = 2.957 df =3 X% =-1.356 df = 3 X° = 6.507 - df = 2

TZ¢




Hypothesis 6 (Actual) Continued.

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
NO

Yes
No

Iterﬁ 16
0 15 17
0 11 10
X* = 7.438
Item 19 .
4 32 4
3 21 6
X2 = 1.465:
Item 22
2 36 3
4 22 4
X2 = 3.874
" Item 25 .
2 22 15
2 17 9
X2’= .970
‘ ITtem 28
9 6 11
9 5 12
2

X" = 2.59

9

df

[

af

df

N

df

(el

df

Item 17

16 18 7

9 11 6

X% = 7.482

Ttem 20

6 31 4
8§ 19 3

X2 = 2.977

Item 23

5 17 18

3°'17 8

X2 = 6.306

Item 26
1 22 15

1 17 10

X2 = .711

Item 29

12 11 12
6 11 6

X2 = 1.742

df

o

daf

o

df

[\

df

df

. Item 18
7 21 13
515 8
X = 2.888
Ttem 21
3 32 5
6 18 6
%% = 4.949
Item 24
5 27 9
5 18 8
- X2 = ,479
Item 27
1 28 12
2 21 7
%2 = 2.304
Item 30
1 4 7
1 .2 1

x% = 3.215

df

= o

df

oo

daf

(=]

df

11
10

df

[AA4




*HyPofhesis.6 (Actual) Continued.

, ‘Ttem 31
Yes 4 9 16 4
No. - -4 6 8 3
X2 = ,781 df =3
Item 34
Yes 0 3 6 20
" No ' -2 2 6 11
‘ X2_= 3.625 df =3
- . Item 37 )
Yes 16 13 " 10 2
No 6 14 7 4
X* = 4.476 df =3
S ~ Item. .40
Yes 0 3 22 16
No 0 1 12 18
x2 = 2.722 df = 3
' Item 43 _
. Yes : 0 4 23 14

No - .0 5 11 15

X° = 3,050 df =3

Item 32

1 7 12

22 3 10
X% = 1.430
Item 35

0 1 7

1 1 6
X% = 1.545
Item 38

2 16 22

2 11 16
X2 = 2.777
Item 41

0 2 13

0 2 7
X2 = ,759
Item 44

6 14 13

3 77
x> = 3.993

df

21

14

af

af

26

22

df

af

" Item 33

0 4 11
1. 2 10.
x% = 1.895
Item 36

5 16 16
4 12 -10-
x* = 1.449
Ttem 39

0 9 23
1 2 17
% = 5.780
Item 42

0 4 10
0 2 4
X% = 1.964
Item 45

5. 20 16
11 10 9
%2 = 5.982

17
11

df

af

27
25

df

daf

€27 .




Hypothesis 6 (Actual) Continued.

Yes
No

- Yes

Nov f

Yes
No

“Yes

No

Yes
No

'Iteiﬁ 46

7712
"4 6 10
x% = .309 .
.Item 49
& 21 16

4 11. 15
X% = 2.822

Ttem 52
30 .8 0O
26 3 2
%% = 6.290°
Item 55
1 18 19
37 11 10
X2 = 5.145

Itém,58_ :

2 11 23

15
11

.af

= O

-df -

af

df =

Item 47 -
31 6 1
25 4 1.
X2 = ,666
Ttem 50
527 8
7 14 9
X2 = 3.149
Item 53
4 25 11-
2 11 17
%% =76.092
Item 56 -
-1. 30 ‘10
4 14 9 .
X% = 7.844+
" Item 59 .
0 14 .25
0 13 16
x%>= 1.291

3

1

af

o

daf

o

df

df -

df

No oL

Item 48
14 25 2
11 13 7
X% = 5.647
Item 51
38. 2 0
28 2 1
X° = 2.168
'Iteﬁ-54'
2 21 17
1 17 11
%% = 1.654
Item 57
7 29 &4
5.17 8
2

X~ = 3.438

0

df

O

daf

df

%




Hypothesis 6. Results for principals who responded

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Item

0
2

2

Xo=

Item

30
13

X2 =

22 .

21

1
4 .12
11 13

5.708

‘Item

Item

2

af

df

[N o]

df

df

O

daf

Item 2

2 24 6

0 25 3
X2 = 2.852
Item 5
18 21 0
10 19 1
%% = 2.250
Item 8

9 25 4

7 19 4
x> = .128
Item 11
29 9 1
21 9 0
X2 = 1,125
Item 14
18 18 0
15 10 1
X2 = 2.697

w

daf

[ ]

af

af

N

af

" Item 3
13 24
16 8
X% = 8.485
Item 6
23 15 0
22 8 0
X2 = 1.228
Item 9
26 13 0
22 8 0
X2 =-.,355
Ttem 12
30 8 0
22 6 1
X2'= 1.331
Item 15
29 9 1
20 9 0
X2 = 1.208

= O

under Item M for category'ideal.

N B~

df

df

(=]

df

df

T4




Hypothesis 6 (Ideal) Continued

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes

No

Yes
No

19

X2 =

.‘Item

22
18 |

2

X =

Ttem
25

Item

16
12 0
10 0
.0307
19 .
16 0
10 2
2.883
22
1t 0

9 2

= 2.816
25
15 -0
15 0

= .753
28

8 11
7 8

0

0-

af

df

[ 2 @)

df

daf

£~ 0o

daf

Item 17

18 18 1 -

18 10 2

X2 = 3.504
Ttem 20

20 18 0

17 10 1

X2 = 2.103
Ttem 23

29 10 0
21 9 0

X2 = 161
Ttem 26

26 11 1
20 9 0

Xz = 2.070
Item 29

14 8 13
8 9 .6

X2 = 2.712

df

[y

df

oo

S df

(@]

df

df

Item 18
19 17 0
17. 11 1
X2 = 1.814
Ttem 21
217 18 . 4
13 13 2
X2 = 2.881
Item 24
25 14 0
23 7 0
X% = 1.264
Item 27
26 11 1
21 9 0
X2 = ,801
Ttem 30
35 6
3 3 2
X" = 1.115

2
1

N O

df

oo

af

o

daf

af

922




Hypothesis: 6 (;déal) Continued.

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Ye,é o

No

Yes

No.

Item 31
76 10 12 -
7 7 5
X2 = 1.833-

Item 34

0 2 8

o 7 7
X% = 7.289
Item 37

22 11 3
12 15 1
X% = 3.666.
Item 40
1621
.58
%% = 5.768
itém 43'.
0 -11 22
.6 811
.2._

3
2

af

:df

N

o af
11
.16

_df

af

Item 32
2 10 9
7 5 7
Ttem 35
1 2 6
3 3 4
X2 = 2.689
Item. 38
3 23 13
3 17 10
X = .119
Ttem 41
0 3 21
0 8 6
X2 = 9,628
Item 44
-7 23 7
5 14 6 -
X2 = 1.020

df

20 -

12

af

o o

“df

15
16

df =

-.df

Item 33
3 6 8
4 3 9
%2 = 2.234
- Item 36
10 18 '8
7 13 6
. x® = 5.118
Item 39
3 19 15
4 11 11
X% = 2.425
~ Ifem 42>
1 7 -14
2 6 5
%% = 3.528
Item 45
4 25. 10
14 11 4

df

16
16

df

0
0

7 .
C X" = 12.368 4f .

LTT




Hypothesis 6 (Ideal) Continued.

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Ttem 46
8 9 13
9 8 6
X2 = 1.847
Item 49
32 7 0
21 8 1
X2 = 2.213
Ttem 52
30 7 1
24 6 0
X° = 1.596
Ttem 55
2 13 14
2 5 11
X% = 2.510°
Item 58 .
1 8 15
5 6 9

X% = 5.356

8

df

df

[ R

df

df

Item 47
35 1 0
27 2 0
X2 = 1,212
Item 50
23 15 ¢]
17 11 1
X2 = 1.330
Item 53
5 27 7
1 17 10
X% = 5.108
Item 56
20 18 1
17 10 1
X2 = ,743
Item 59
0 14 20
3 6 13
x> = 7.584

df

o

df

o O

df

df

Item 48
33 5 0
23 6 1
Xz =.1.962 "
Item 51
36 1 0
29 1 0
x> = .824
Ttem 54
0 13 17
2 8 11
X2 = 3.327
Item 57
25 13 1
21 8 0
2

X" =1.091

df

o 0

af

df

8¢




Hypothesis 7.

Results for

responded under Item M for

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Item 1 )
9 29 0
6 29 1
2
X = 1.547
Item 4
0 10 23
1 5 _28
’ X2 = 3.810
Item 7
17 15 5
i0 17 7
X2 = 2.554
Item 10.

0 6 20
2 3 11
X% = 6.691
Item. 13

1 8 16

0 3 21

%% = 3.935

df

N

af

11

17.

df

12
12

af

principals who are also student council advisors who

category actual.

Item 2
4 29
5 24 6

w

X" = 2.529

X“ = .567

Item 11
6 17 10
5 17 12

X% = 472

Item 14
3 13 14
3 8 15

X2 = 1.420

o=

af

af

W

df

~

df

Item 3
9 18 10
9 13 14
X% = 1.459
Item 6
3 26 7
23 10
X2 = 2.660
Item 9
5 7 15
1 2 11
) X2 = 9.679
Item 12
14 18 4
10 21 2
X% = 1.439
Ttem 15
10 20 4
12 16 4
X% = .567

daf

11
22

df

[

df

=

af

6¢2¢




: Hypothésié
Yes

No

_.Yes_
. No -

Yes
No

Yes

- No

Yes
" No

7 (Actual) Continued.

Item 16
3 5 17
-3 4 10
%% = 3.072
" Item 19°
7 25 4 -
3 25 8
X?_= 3.920
Item 22
6 31 1
6 24 5
X = 4.506
Ttem 25 -
1 22 10 ..
‘1 13 - 18
X2 = 4.742
Item 28
11 2 12

-11 7 11

%% = 3.964

-12

18

af

df

(G, V- T

-df

Ttem 17

11 15 9

13 12 9

"__X2 = .486
" Item 20

9 .27 2

6 24 5

X% = 1.942
Item 23

3 21 11

2 20 12

. X2'= CA414
Item 26

2 19 12

3 15 15

Xz = 1.003
Item 29

13 8 15

6 7 13

X2 = 4.964

af

w

df

w w

df

Ul =

df

Item 18
5 19 11
9 16 10
X2 = 1.767
Item'21
6 26 6
12 17 7
x> = 3.900.-
Item 24
6 25 7
5 25 6
X21=_tll3~
. Ttem 27 _
4 2409
2 21 11
-X2'= 3.053
Item 30 .
4 3 6
2 0 4

‘x% = 3.320

D

af

af

11

12

df =

0€T




--Hypothesis-7.(Actual) Continued.

Yes

No -

Yes

No.:

" Yes
No

Yes -

Ye&v_
No . -

. 'Iﬁem 3r .
.7 -8 16

3 4 .13

'“?xz'; 4,094

T Item 34

1 -7 6

0 4 4

%% ="1.009

Item 37

10 1 9

3 9 7
2

‘:._Ifemf405

"2 0 13

X = 6.177
'A;IEem 43

o1 16
.1 5 19

X2 = 7.716

X" '=:1.510

"3
7

daf-

17

“ 147

af

(90, ]

daf

17
21

df

21

- 10

df =

Ttem 32

4 - 6 13
1 3 10

%% = 4.347

Item 35

0 3 6
1 1 8

X% = 3.098

Item 38.

2 9 23
4 5 22

2

Ifem 41 -

"0 .0 11

6 0 9

x% = .146

Ttem 44

2 -9 10
2 8 8

x% =" .553

X" = 1.890

11
17

df

24

16

af

(O

df =

27

27

df

15

18

af

Item 33

1 4 13

2 2 11
X = 9.048
Item 36
7 12 13
4 17 11
X = 2.728
Item 39
0 7 18
2 4 17
X" =2.79%

Item 42

X" = 1.510

Item 45

6 19 9
8 17 9

X~ = .583

16
13

daf

w o

daf
13
13
df
29
26

df

W

df

AR




No

Yes

Yes
No

" Yes

. NO'_ .

. Yes. .
e

.. Yes -
.-~ No .

Itém 46
5 8 .4
3. 8 8
o x* <2201
Ttem 49
. 2 16 18-
© .3 15 17 -
»~X2 = .540
‘Itém 52 :
30 6 0
29 -5 O
gt 5384
‘. Item 55 -
12 15 14
411 16
xz'; 2.292
Ttem 58
0 9. 20
4 8 19

C %% = 6.241

' ﬁ&potheéis Zi(Actual):Continued.

21
17

df

df

N

df :

o

df

w

df

Ttem 47
31 6 0
28 5 I

i X2 = 1.523

Item 50

4 21 12
-8 17 11

X% =1.784

Item 53

1 20 15
6 13 15

2

- X7 ='5.940

Ifem:56

3 21 11
3. 15 13

X2 = 1:242

‘Item 59

0 14 20

0 14 18

X2 = .178

1

2

df

df

O

df

Do

af

N W

df

Item 48
12 16 9
10 21 5

X% = 2.948

Item 51

34 3 0

32 2 1

X2 = 1.207

Item 54

3 18 10

3 14 12
2

X7 = .626

Ttem 57
6 24 7
-6 23 5

x° = .228

1
0

df

df =

[o) W)

df

o

df

AN




Hypothesis 7. Results for principals who are also student council advisors who
responded under Item M for category ideal.

Item 1 Item 2 Ttem 3
Yes 0 10 14 5 1 25 9 1 17 20 0 1
No 2 16 13 3 1 24 6 3 19 11 0 2
X% = 3.457 af X% = 1.564 daf %% = 2.561 df =
Item 4 Item 5 Item 6
Yes 23 10 . 2 2 24 14 0 0 27 9 0 1
No 27 6 3 0O 17 16 1 0 23 12 0 0
' 2 2 2
X = 3.506 df X~ = 2.112 df X° = 1.694 df =
Item 7 Item 8 Item 9
Yes 24 12 1. 0 9 25 2 1 29 9 0 0
No 258 2 0 10 20 4 1 22 12 1 0
x* = 1.099 af x* = 1.220 df x* = 2.269 df =
Item 10 Ttem 11 Item 12
Yes 29 9 0 O 29 8 1 0 28 10 0 O
No 29 4 1 1 24 11 0 O 30 4 1 o0
2 - 2 _ 2
X“ = 3.806 df X“ = 1.825 df X° = 3.523 df =
_ Item 13 Ttem 14 Ttem 15
Yes 2611 0 0 ‘19 19 0 0 23 12 0 0
No 18 14 2 1 17 13 2 o 22 12 1 0
x% = 4762 at x° = 2,741 daf 2 af =

X" =1.022

£ee




" Hypothesis 7 (Ideal) Continued;

Yes
No

Yes:

No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Item 16
27 10 0
25 7 1
X2 = 1.382
Item 19
25 9 1
21 12 0
X2 = 1.719
Ttem 22
24 13 0]
22 12 1
. X2 = 1.072
Item 25
29 9 0
26 9 0
X2 = .040
Item 28
9 3 13
9 5 12
2

X =.775

0
0

daf

daf

Item 17
19 17 1
20 13 2
X2 = ,837
Item 20
20 17 0
19 11 2
X4 = 5.193
item 23
30 7 0
26 8 1
X2 = 1.297
Item 26
24 10 2
24 9 1
X2'= .329
Item 29
;3 7 14
8 7 11
2

X" = 1.685

df

N O

df

o o

df

df

N

df

Ttem 18
23 13 1
15 16 3
X2 = 2.872
Item 21
14 22 0
16 17 2
X3 = 3.721
Ttem 24
26 12 0
25 9 0
X2 = ,226
Item 27
24 13 O
24 11 0
x> = 111
Item 30
4 4 5
2 1 4
uxz = 2.493

daf

o o

af

df

ANA




Hypothesis 7 (Ideal) Continued.

Yes

No

. Yes .

. No .

Yes
No

1Yes

No

Yes

No. .

Item 31

6 6 18
4 5 13
X2 = 1.729
Item 34

0 6 7
2 2 4
X2,= 4.067
Ttem 37

16 16 4
18 14 2
X2 = 1.794
Item 40

1 11 13

2 6 10
x* = 2.609
Itém 43 .
1 16 13

2 11 14
2

X = 1.144

~N

df

16

14

df =

oM

df

13

17

daf

as

Item 32
4 10 12
2 6. 11
x% = 2.376
Item 35
0 3 5
1 1.7
'x4 = 3.267
Item 38
6 19 13
6 16 10
X% = 3.531°
Item 41
S0 7 12
9. 1 11
' X2_= 4.809
Item 44
7 19 6
6 21 5
%% = .396

af
25
16

df

w o

df

19

23

df

df

Ttem 33

2 7 13
2 4 12
X% = .508
Item 36

i5 13 7 -
9 20 6
%% =5.010 -
Item 39

3 21 12
4 15 12
X = 1.689"
Ttem 42

1 13- 10
2 4 11
x> = 5.531
Item 45

7 21 2
8 20 5
2

X° = 5.760

12
i1

df -

oON

df-

daf -

14

18

df

df

cee




Hypothesis 7 (Ideal) Continued,

Yés
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

2

Item 46
9 15 4 9
4 16 6 9
X2 = 2.301 df
Item 49

32 6 0 O

26 8 1 0
2 .
X° = 1.786 df

Ttem 52

3. 5 0 2

27 6 0 2
2

X =_.243' df.

Item 55
3 13 5 16
3 7 _l§ 7

X° - 10.890 df
Ttem 58
2 7 11 17
9 9 10 5
2

X" = 11.105 df

Item 47
34 3 1
29 4 2
X2 = 750
Ttem 50
25 12 0
24 11 0
X2 = .008
Ttem 53
12 19 5
7 22 4
.X2.= 2.425
Ttem 56
21 12 3
18 12 3
X% = .100
Item 59
3 14 13
2 13 17
x? = 5.058

0
0

df

df

~

df

Item 48

31 7- 0
27 8 .0
X% = .219
Item 51
36 1 0 -
33 1 1
X% = 2.010
Item 54

1 11 15

0 10 16
%% = 1.177

" "Item 57

28 9 0
21 11 1
X = 1.977

df

9¢€c




Hypothesis 8.
. category actual.

Yes
No.

Yes

-"No .

Yes

No

Yés
No

Yes
No

Ttem 1

9 28 2

7 17 1
X2 = ,220
Item 4

2 12 21
1 6 13
.X2 = 1.261
Item 7

23 13 3
1% 7 3
%% = .557
Item 10

0 11 16

0 3 5
X2 = 8§.541
Item 13 -

4 7 15
1 3 9

2

X" =1.681

Results for

0
0

af

w

df

12
17

af
14
12

df

student council advisors

Item 2 .
6 25 8- 0

1 200 4 O

2

=2 X° = 2.518 df

Item.5
6 25 8 0
2 17 6 0

=3 X2 = 784 df
Item 8
17 13 10 0
3 11 9 2
X .
=2 X =29.039 .df
Item 11
.4 25 9 1
5 13 4 3
2
=2 X = 3.950 df
Item 14
5 7 19 9
1 6 7. 11
2
=3 X" = 5.302 df

who responded under Item

Ttem 3
11 15 14 0
4 10 11 0

=2 X2 = 1.230 df
Item 6
4 21 l3 0
1 13 11 0
2

= 2 X" =1.218 df
Item 9
0 14 13 13
0] 5 4 16
2

=3 X" = 6.207 df

Item 12
10 23 6 0
11 9 5 0

=3 x% = 3.361 df
Item 15
18 14 5 1
7 14 2 2
2
= 3 X% = 3.944 df

M for

L€T




Hypothesis 8 (Actual) Continued.

Yes
No

Yes -

No

Yes
No

Yes
No

 Yes
No

Item 16
4 9 14
0 3 9
x? = 4.885
Item 19 )
6 29 5
1 17 7
X2 = 3.774
Item 22
11 25 3
6 14 4
X2 = 1.325
Item 25
1 23 13
i 12 6-
x> = 5.223
Item 28
11 3 14~
9 5 7
2

X" = 3.772

13

13

df

df

Item 17
15 13 7 5
6 7 8 4
5 .
X" = 2.506 df
Item 20
8 26 4 1
3- 18 4 0
X2 = 1.748 df
Item 23
8 16 12 3
1 15 8 1
2
X" = 4.425 df
Item 26
2 24 11 1
0 15 4 6
Xz = 7.422 df
Item 29
7 11 17 4
4 7 4 8
X2 = 7.455 df

Item 18

9 12 18

2 13 9
X* = 4.259
Item 21
11 20 9

2 17 5
X% = 5.445
Item 24

6 26 8

2 16 7
X2 = 1.041
Item 27

5 22 12

1 15 6
X° = 6.226
Item 30

0 6 8

1 2 4
X2 = 2.852

df

[ o]

df

df

18

15

daf

8¢€¢C




- No

"Hypéthesis

Yes
No

Yes-

Yes
No -

YeSTf S
No

Yes
No

2 7 .18
1 5 10
x* =355
 Iiem 34
0 2 7
042
L x?_éfz.954_
Ttem 37
% 12 - 9
5 5 3
. szﬁ; 10.104
“Ttém 40
S0 3 16
0.2 6
%% = 1.800
Item<43, '_
0 5 11
0 .3 -10

Item 31

2

X" =-1.284.

'8_(Acfual) Continued.

9
7

af
22
15

df

df

21

17
af
23
11

af

Ttem 32

0 6 16
1 5 5
X2 = 4,145
Item 35

0 2 7
1 1 5
x% = 1.698
Item 38

0 16 20

1 6 11
%% = 5.825
Item 41

0 0 11

0-0 2
x> = 4.040
Item 44 ‘

1 11 14
3 "2 8
x° = 5.872

15

12

df -

27
16

. ‘df_.

df

27

23

df

14

12

af

" Item 33
0 3 16
1 3 9
x% = 2.092
Item 36
6 21 10
4 11 7
X% = .626
Item 39
0 5 24
0 0 13
X2 = 5,125
Ttem 42
1 3 8
0 1 3
%% = 1.913
Item 45
10 17 9
7 10 5
x% = .177

18

10

af

w W

af

11
12

df.

28

21

af

o~

daf

6€C




Hypothesis 8 (Actual) Continued

Yes

No

Yes
‘No

Yes
No

_Yes
No’

. _Yes.
No .

Item 46
6 4 11
L 2 6
% = .212
. Ttem 49
3 17 19
1 6 16
X% = 5.729
Item 52
32 6 1.
17 5 0
% = 3.402
:Item 55.
412 19
1 7 13
X% = 833
Itém 58
1 9 21-
0 4 12

2

X° = 1.409

19
13

.df

df

~ o

df

Item 47
26 12 2
19 5 1
X2 = .890
Item 50
5 18 16
2 14 5
x* = 5.805
Item 53
4 20 15°
2 10 11
X2 ='1.108
"Item 56
6 17 14
1 10 7
, x2'=_7.128
Item 59
2 10 27
"1 8 13
X% = 2.492

0
0

df

df

v =

af

df

Item 48
12 20 6
3 12 10
X2 = 5.971
Item 51 -
36 4 0
- 21 2 0
X2 = 3.329
Item 54
3 10 22
.3 5 15
X2 = 3,066
Item 57
10 28 - 0
2 18 4.
x> = 8.794

0.

-df

N o

daf

o

df

OO

df

o%e¢




:Hypothesis 8. Results for

category ideal.

Yes
. No

. Yes
. No

Yes
No

Yes
No

.-Yes
No

Item 1

1 6 12
2 7 11
x* = 3.705
Item,4'
31 9 0-
16 7 1
X% = 3.776
Ttem 7
27 13 O
17 8 0
x% =.001
" Item 10 .
31 9.0
17 '8 0
x2-= .718 -
Item 13°
347 5 0
13 11 1 -
2

X" =.6.892

vt

1

df

df

Item 2
3 26 4
1 19 4
X% = 3.476
Item 5
24 15 0O
12 13 0
%% = 1.134
Item 8
15 21 2
7 12 5
.:xz = 3.675
Item 11
3% 6 O
18 7 0
X% = 1.624
Item 14
27 13 0
11 11 2
X% = 6.804

student council advisors

df

o o

df

df

Item 3 .
2 25 0
13- 9 .1
X% = 5.783
Item 6

26 13 1
12 12 1
X% = 1.834
Item 9

30 9 0
6 9 0
X2 < 1.258
40, 0 0
16 9 0

" Item 15

who responded under Item

0.

-0

X2.= 13.832 df

29 10 0 0
.17 8 0 0
X2 = .304 df

M for

i ] 1l
- = [

Il
e

vz




' Hypothesis -"8 (Ideal) Continued,

. Item 16

'Yes - - 30 9 "0- 0
No - -. -200 5 0 0
S |
X° = .08 df =1
: - . Item 19
. Yes 26 11 1 0

‘No . 014 11 0 0

3 x2=;_2.002 af =1

: Item 22
Yes 27 13 0 O
No .13 12 0 0
-X2 =1.561 df =1
T Item 25 .
-~ Yes .. 30 10 0 o
"No. . . 14 11 0 O
%% = 2.539 af-=1
-+ Item 28
Yes - . 7 3 20 9
No ™ & .7 9 6 2

¥ = 12.107 af = 3

Item 17 .
25 15 0
12 10 .2
X% = 5.393
© . Item 20
‘31 -8 0
11 14 o
X2 = 5.711 .
Item 23
36 - 4 0
‘19 6 0
. Xz“é_2:316
‘Item 26 .
28 10 1
T11 13 1
X2 = 4.977
Item 29
7 9 19
5 10 5
%% = 4.858

.0

df

df - =

o O

df :

N P~

df -

1 .

df.

o O

‘Item 18
24 14 2
14 ' 9 1
X* = 1.679
ITtem 21
22 14 3
9 10 5
X = 3.334
Item 24
30 9 0
16 9 0
'X2 = 1.258
ITtem 27 .
35 5 0~
13 12 0]
) '
X = 10.038 df
Ttem 30
0 6 7
2 4 6
x2.= 4.189

df

AL




" Hypothesis 8 (Ideal) Continued.

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

' Yes -

No

Yes
No -

. Item 31
1 8 19
2 6 12
X2 = 1.690
Item 34
1 1. 8
4 2
X2 = 7.375
Item 37
20 14 4
9 7 4
X'2 = 6.416
Item 40
4 8 18
3 6 7
X2 = 1.964
Item 43
2 13 13
3 8 10
2

X" = 2.948

s}

af

22
12

df

U =

df

af

Item 32

0 6 19
4 5 .7
x* = 8.120
Item 35

0 2 8

1 4 4
X% = 3.926
Item 38

6 27 5

4 11 9
%% = 5.479
Item 41 .

18 16

3 2. 7
X% = 5.681
Item 44

5 26 5

5 12 6
X% = 2.591

df

26
14

df

df

13
13

df

N B~

df

ITtem 33

4 7 14

3 6 10
X2 = 1,713
Item 36
12 20 7

8 11 6
X2 = 1.086
Item 39

5 22 11

5 7 9
X = 5.454
Item 42

2 11 11

2 8 4
X2 = 1.358
Item 45

12 19 4
9. 12 3
X° = .934

daf

N

df

15

11 .

df.

S~

df

£ve




Hypothesis 8 (Ideal) Continued.

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

ITtem 46

9 20 7

6 4 9
x> = 8.930
Ttem 49
31 8 O
19 5 1

x% = 10585

Ttem 52
33 5 0
16 6 2
x> = 5.134
Item 55

4. 10 14 .

3 10 7
x% = 2.301
Item 58

3 6 18"

4 7 5

2

X~ = 5.084

daf

"Item 47
37 3 0
21 4 0
X% = 1.156
Item 50
23 16 0
13 10 0
X% = 035
Item 53
11 26 2
6 14 4
X2 = 2.919
Item 56
22 13 2
10 12 2
X% = 2.506
Item 59
5 11 20
4 10 8
X2 = 2,255

0
0

daf

o

daf

o~

df

df

N

df

Ttem 48
33 5 0
19 6 0
x% = 1.229
ITtem 51
40 0 0
25 0 0
'X2 = .000
Item 54
4. 7 19
1 6 12
X° = 1.340
Item 57
31 8 0
17 8 0
X2 = 1.072

df

O

df

df

e




Hypothesis 9.

category actual.

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

_ Yes
No

Item 1
22 52 6
19 20 8

X" = 6.598

6 24 37
1 15 24

40 26 12
15 17 10

2

X" = 5.269

" Item 10

10 21 22
3 7 13

X2 = 4,561

Item 13
7 22 40
2 11 18

X2 = 7.657

Results for

0
0

df

af-

[S, QR

df
27
23
df
11
16

daf

Item 2

12 41 24

9 28 8

X2 = 2.704

Item 5
18 44 15
9 25 11

X% = .506

Item 8 )
33 24 14
15 17 12

2

X% = 3.052

Item 11
21 37 20
7 25 10

X2 = 4.437

Item 14
13 21 35
-7 10 22

x2 = .470

4
2

N W

df

df

vl W

af

df

student council presidents who responded under

Ttem 3
8 31 32
4 13 25

X = 2.268

X% = 4.663

Item 9
0 18 28
0 4 10
x> = 9.105
Item 12
27 34 17
12 20. 10

X2 = 2.918

" Item 15

38 28 11
18 19 8

X2 = 1.033

Item M for

[o2]

df

N

df
35
33

af

df

swe




Hypothesis 9 (Actual) Continued.

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yesf

No

Yes
No

ITtem 16
7 12 24
2 1 12
X2 = 8.143
Item 19
14 54 12
10 31 5.
x2 =..797
Ttem 22
28 41 11
23 15 8
X2 = 5.855
Item 25
7 32 27
3719 16
- xz = ,211
Item 28
23 16 28

24 4 15

X2 = 7.171

38
32

af

df

Item 17

22 23 20

12 15 11

X2 = .179

Item 20
22 51 7
16 26 5

X2.= .882

Item 23
14 36 27
11 17 15

x> = 1.687

Item 26
15 37 21
5 19 20

X2 = 4.359

Item 29
25 18 26
16 7 10

X2 = 7.805

daf

o O

df

B~

df

W oo

df

df

Ttem 18
14 29 25
12 16 11
X2 = 2.011
Item 21
30 38 13.
19 20 8
X2 = ,231
Item 24
18 44 13
13 22 11
X2 = 2.571
Item 27
16 39 22
9 22 14
X2 = ,119
Ttem 30
6 8 14
1 4 7
x> = 2.684

df

37
28

df

942




Hypothesis 9 (Actual) Continued

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No -

Yes
No

.Yeé,
No

Item 31 )
9 17 30
14 8 18
X2 = 7.571
Item 34
4 7 157
.1 -2 10
X% ='1.848
Item 37
17 23 27
11 6 16
%% = 5.927
Item 40'
2 13 26
0 3 24
-xz'e.6,188‘
.Itét;l"43 '
2 20 32
5 14 18
2

X7 = 5,148

19
6

df

46
31 .

df

13
14

df. =

38

20

df =

.26

10

as

Ttem 32
4 12 27
2 10 12
xz = 1.448
Item 35
2 6. 27
1 3 11
%% = 1.883
Item 38
13 34 28
3 23 18
X% = 2.706
Item 41
2 .5 10
0 . 4 6
'x2 = 1.390
Item &4
6 15 23
& 8 13
2

.XT =120

36
23

df

43

31

af

df.

63 -

37

df

36

22

af

Item 33
-7 12 26
2 11 12

x% = 2.590

Item 36

18 37 18

9 17 .16

X% = 2.448

Ttem 39
2 19 35
0 11 19

2

X7 ='1.470

Item 42
7 "8 20
3.2 9

X2 = 3.010

Item 45

25 41. 10
12 18 11

X = 4.872

34
22

df

~I

af

" 25
17

daf

51

.33

daf

(U, IS

.df

192




Hypothesis 9 (Actual) Continued.

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes

No

Yes
No

Item 46
17 17 18
12 8 7
x2 = 1.823"
Item 49
4 33 44
8 21 18
.XZ = 6.317
" Item 52
64 10 2
38 6 0
%% = 1.371
Item 55
8 42. 27
4- 17 19
x2 = 4.406
Ttem 58
3 23 42
3 10 23
2

X".= 2.161

28
20

df

o O

df

N U

df

[ IS

df

11
10

df

Item 47 .

45 30 3
33 13 1

X2 = 3.804

Item 50

11 33 34

9 22 14
X% = 2.046

Item 53
12 43 25
5 23 16

x* = 1.738

Item 56
20 34 24
12 17 16

X2 = .672

Item 59
10 32 33
3 18 24

X2 - 3.285

3
0

df

df

Item 48
28 36 16
19 24 4
X2 = 3.542
Item 51
71 4 4
43 1 2
X2'= 1.837
Item 54
10 37 26
2 21 20
X2 =-3.416
Item 57
23 48 8
13 25 8
X2 = 2.574

1
0

df

df

(o]

df

[y

df

8% -




Hypothesis 9.

category ideal.

Yes
No_

Yes

No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Jtem 1
0 16 21
4 11 20
X% = 10.748
Ttem &4
53 17 7
29 13. 3
'X2»= 1.101
Item 7
36 33 6
21 17 6
X = 2.134
Ttem 10
73 7 0
42 4 1
X2 = 1,715
Item-l3 )
41 34 4
24 18 3

2

X~ = 1.362

Results for

daf

NN

df

N

df

df

N

df

student coﬁncil presidents who responded under Item M for

item 2
5 57 ‘12
2 33 8
x% = .878
Item 5
53 25 0
30 16 0
%% = 1.769
Item 8
27 48 2
16 21 8
x2>; 9.833
Item 11
.51 28 1
32 12 2
x2 = 3.761
-.Item 14
46 29 2
18 18 5
2

X =6.910

S~

. df

daf

O

df

df

o

df

Ttem 3

29 37 2
25 13 3
X2 = 5.761
Item 6

53 21 3
34 11 2
X% = 1.440
Item 9

71 9 0
38 8 1
x> = 2.654
Ttem 12

58 18 1 .
35 10 1
%% = 4.279
Item 15

57 22 0
31 15 1
x2 = 2.607

w N

df

df

[l ]

df

6v¢




Hybothesis 9 (Ideal) Continued.

Item'lé“

Yes 57 23 0 .0

No 32 .11 . 3 0
x> = 5.482 df = 2
Ttem 19 .

Yes. 56 17. -4 0

No 31 12 2 1

%2 = 2,028 ‘df = 2

Item 22.
Yes 54 20 2 0
- No 30 13 4 0
2 o
X7= 2,299 df =2
. _ Item 25 :
Yes 61 17 0 O
No . 41 6. 0 .0

X% = 1.592 df = 1

. Item 28
Yes 11 23- 35 8
'No _ .12 9 17 9
2 ‘
X" =5.523 df =3

Item 17 .
47 26 5
22 22 -2
X% = 4.250
‘Ttem 20 )
41 28 - 4
- 21 16 5
X2 = 1.923
Item 23
71 7 0
45 2 0
%% = 977
Item 26
54 20 5
24 19 2
X2 = 7.186
Item 29 -
8 28 31
4 ;1 ‘19
x2 = 5,052

0

1

df

()

df

o O

- df

N O

df

10

"13

af

Item 18 -
50 27 2
30 15 1
Tx? = 1.747
Ttem 21
27 35 15
16 23 3
%% = 6.900
Item 24
66 11 O
38 9 0
- x% = 510"
Item 27
58 200 1
32 14 0
%% = 2.611
Item-30. |
3 12 18
1 3 16
x> = 3.548

0
1

df

N

af

[N )

af

= O

df

32
21

-df

]

0S¢




Hypothesis 9 (Ideal) Continued.

Item 31 ]
Yes 4 19 35 16
No 10 10 19 7
2
X" =7.502 df = 3
Item 34 .
Yes 1 12 18 40
No 1 3 16 25
x* = 3.318 df = 2
Ttem 37
Yes ‘ 31 25 19 4
No 15 20 9 3
X2 = 1.825 df =3
Item 40 .
Yes 10 41 16 11
No 3 21 18 5
X2 = 5,221 df = 3
ftem 43
Yes 21 37 14 7
No 16 18 9 4
2

X" =1.087 df =3

Item 32
7 24 30
6 12 20

X2 = .906

Item 35
0 10 25
1 2 19

X2 = 4.535

Item 38
39 40 1
17 24 6

X2 = 8.192

Ttem 41
13 33 14
‘3 14 18

X% = 8.428

Item 44
28 37 10
11 27 5

2

X~ = 2.685

daf

42

24

daf

af

19

12

-df

df

Item 33
19 20 28

8 15 17 .

X2 = 1.156

Item 36
29 43 6
14 30 3

x% = 1.518

Item 39
19 50 7
8 26 8

X2 = 3.928

Item 42

20 28 22
8 19 11
,

X = 2.156
Item 45

38 37 1
18 22 5

%% = 6.353

df

o =

df

df

162




Hypothesis 9- (Ideal) Continued

. Item 46

‘Yes - 29 28 14 7

No 15 .19 5 8

x* = 3.004 df = 3

- Item 49 :
Yes  ° 67 12 1 O

No 42 5 0 0
i o
X" =1.116 df =1

Item 52

Yes 63 10 5 2
No 38 6 0 2
' 2
.X° =3.250 df = 3
. Item 55 -
Yes - - 10 26 20 24
No .- 7 13 12 14
X% = .344 -af = 3
- Item 58
Yes 4 16 31 27
No 511 16 14
' 2

X" =1.808 df = 3

Ttem 47

66 10 1

44 3 0

X2 = 3.854
item 50

57 22 0

34 12 0

x2 = .192
Item 53

42 35 3

20 19 6

X% = 5.794
Item 56

49 25 5

32 12 2

X% = 1.344
Item 59

31 25 17
9 21 12

X° = 5.342

3
-0
df

1
1

daf
1
0

df

df

2

Ttem 48
70 10 0
41 6 0
X2 = ,001
Ttem 51
75 3 0
45 0 1
X% = 4.681
Ttem 54
10 5 26
4 4 23
X2 = 4.700
* Item 57
63 14 1
‘39 5 2
X% = 2.721

df

oN

df

39
15

daf

=

df

[AY4




E HYpdthesis 10. -Results féf principals who responded under Item N for»éategory:actual.

Yes
No

o Yes
©  No- -~

Yes
No

" Yes.

' No

- Yes

~No

Item 1
5 12 0
15 37 3
: X? = .969
" Item 4
0 9 8
3 15 30
x° = 5.795
Item 7
14 3 0
19 28 8
;X? =-12.285
Item 10
-1 2 11
1.6 25
X% = 4.631
-+ Item 13
-5 .7 24

X~ = 6.659

0
0

af

af =

‘Itém 2
4 13 .0
6-38 9
%% = 4.630
"Item 5
.3 12 2
5 40 9
X2 =1.352 .
Item 8
6 10 1
12 21 20
X2 =.6.226
Item 11
4 12 1
10 28 16
X% = 4.367.
Item 14
2 6 4
3 21 16
x? = .972

0 .

1

df

af

o

daf

= o

df

daf

Item 3

8 8 1
13 29 13
X2 = 4.628
Item 6

4 12 1

5 37 11
X2 = 4,357
Item 9

0 10 6

0 16 25
-X2 = 6,353
Item 12

8 8 1
14 26 11
X% = 3.696
Item 15

.8 8 0
13 29 12
%% = 6.353

daf

N O

df

df

. g62




Hypothesis i0. (Actual) Continued.

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Item 16

2 6 6
3 15 20
'_X2 = 1.659
. Item 19
3 13 1 -
3 40 8
" x% = 2.278
Item 22
3 14 0
4 42 8
‘X2'= 4.279
Item 25
.1 10 6
3 29 18
X2 = 1.664
Item 28 -
4 0 6
14 11 18

%% = 4.182

3

16

df

df

wn O

df

o £~

df

Item 17

9 4 4
17 23 10
X2 = 4,640
Item 20

2 13 2
12 37 5
X% = 1.237
Item 23

4 5 7

4 28 20
'Xz = 5,537
Item 26

1 13 3

1 28 20
X2 = 5,177
Ttem 29

8 2 6
10 19 13
X2 = 6.177

0

af

df -

W o

df

W O

df

w =

df

Item 18
3 11 3
9 26 17
X2 = 2,195
Item 21
2 14 0
7. 35 11
%% = 4.465
Item 24
3 12 2
7 34 14
X2 = 1.477
Item 27
1 14 2
2 36 16
%% = 2.559
Ttem 30
0 2 2
2 4 6
2

X" = .912

df

= o

df

df

%S¢




Hypotﬁesis
Yes

No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
‘ No -

10 (Actual)-Continued.

Item 31
3 3 6
6 11 19
X% = .847
Ttem 34
0 1 2
2 4 10
x* = 1.970
Ttem 37
9 4 3
13 22 13
x* = 5.382
" Ttem 40
0 1 9
0 4 24
X% = 453
JTtem.43 -
0 3 9
0 7 25

2

CX° = .89

1 .
6

af

10
21

af

af

Item 32
I 3 5
2 8 18
‘xz = ,271
Item 35
0 0 &
1 2 9
¥ = 1.216
Item 38
1 7 9
3 22 28
X% = .637
ITtem 41
0 0 4
0 4 15
X% = 1.606
Ttem 44
3.4 7
6 17 15
%% = 1.961

5

df

10

26

df

N O

af

13 -

35

af

Caf

Item 33
0 2 3
1 5 18
x> = 2.259
Item 36
4 6 6
6 22 18
%% = 2.341
Item 39
0 3 12
1 8 28
X2 = 3.065
Ttem 42
0 2 4
0 4 10
X2 = 6.795
Item 45 )
3 6 6
13 25 15
X% = 3.849

9

af

df

11
41

df-

N

df =

114




Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

" Yes -
No -

" Yes
No’

x*

- .. Item 4§

5.3 &4
7 ~10 '18.
X% 21t
 Item 49
110 6
7-23 24
X% =1.892
Item 52
13 2 2
4, 9 2
%% = 1.396
_Ttem 55
7 6.9
4 22 19
%% =.3.537
. Item 58 <
2 3 11.
2 16 .24 .-
= 4,164

_Hypoﬁhesis 10<(Actual) Continued.

5

20

df

af-

af

O b

Ttem 47

14 2 0"
43 7 2
X2 = ,660
Ttem 50

1 11 5
11 29 13
x* = 2.004
Ttem 53

2 9 6

4 26 23
x> = .509
Item 56.

1 12 4

5.32 14
X2 = 1.613
Item 59

0 3 13
-0 22 29.
X2 = 3.745

1
3

df = 2

(e =]

. df -

N O

df

df

"Item 48

4 12 1
21 26 8
X% = 2,920
Item 51

17 0 O
49 4 1
.X2}= 2.023
Ttem 54

0 6 11

0 35 18
X? = 3.826
Item 57

3 14 O
10 .32 11
X2 = 4.484

0
0

df

o

df

df

o O

df

‘962




b

-JZHypbthesis 10. Results for principals who:resbonded under .Item N for catégory:ideal.

- Item 1 | - Item 2 _‘ A Item 3 :
Yes 10 6 0 o. . . 10 6 0 0 15 1.0 0
No. 18 35 0 0 35 17 0 0 31 22 0 o0
X’=4.263 dE=1  X’= 126 df =1 X’= 5.380 df = 1
- Item 4 ) © . Item 5 . : Item 6 .
Yes 7 7 2 0 .12 & .0 0 15 1 0 -0
No. - .9 36 7 0 35 18 .0 0 . 37 16 0 0
- X%= 4.900- af = 2 x%= 135 - af'=1 - X%= 2.613 . .4f = 1
_ Item 7 S Item 8 ) Item 9 ‘
Yes 1 2 00 % 2 0 0 I 5 0 0
No 37 15 1 0 38 12 1 0 33 16 2 2
xz; 2.067 df =1 x%= 1.287. df =1 - x%= 1.293 " df = 3
o Item10- . U Item 11 Item 12 ,
Yes 9 6 0 0 15 1 0.0 4 2 0 0
No . 23 23.1 3 33 18 0 0 29 20 0 0
XP= 1.752  df = 2 x°= 3.582 df =1 x%= 347 af =1
‘Item 13 . Item14 . Item15
Yes © © .9 5 1 1, 10 4 0 1 - 11 3 0 "0
2 0

No - .27 23 2 1 27 23 1 28 22 2

-fx2=”1.493 df =2 x'=1.860 af=2 - X’= 2.949 df =1

LST




Hypothesis 10 (Ideal) Continued...

- Yes
No

Yes -

No -

Yes.

No

Yes

No

Yes
No

Item 16

11 5 0

27 .22 1

X%= 1.919

'item 19
15 1 0 -

36 .17 O

x2=33.017

Item 22
7 9 0
16 36. 1

2

© X% 1.236 -
.Itém 25 )

- 12 4.0
36 17 0
x%=-.290

- Item 28

2 1 6
14 14 14

; X2="4.686

0
2

df

df

Item 17 .
9 5. 2 0
21 26 4 2

X*= 2.509  df

Item 20

122 4 0 -0
36-17- 0 0
xzf .290 .. af
Ttem 23

12 3 0 O
36 14. 3 O

X%= 1.283" . df

Item 26

13 3 0 0

36 17 0 1

X2

= 1.561 df.
Item 29 - -
8 1 7 0
13 16,13 3
.

X“= 7,027 .df

ITtem 18

11 .5 0

33 17

X'= .676

Ttem 21
i1 &

25 27
X2= 2.987

Item 24

13 3

36 15

X'=1.340

Item 27

14 2

34 17
X™= 2.940
Item 30

1 2

5 5

X°= .418

.

0

2

1

df

84¢




Hypothesis
Yes

No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

10 (Ideal) Continued.

ITtem 31
3 2 6
10 15 12
X%= 2.344
Item 34
0 0 3
4 5 12
%= 4.873
Item 37
12 3 1
21 25 3
X%= 6.877
Item 40
-1 3 7
1 9 21
X°= 1.211
Ttem 43
0 5 8
6 15 24
2

X'= 2.010

1
4

df

df

o W

df

Item 32

0 4 5

9 12 12
x%= 3.250
Item 35
1 0 4

3 5 7
x2= 2.397
Item 38

1 10 5

5 31 17 °
X%= .179
Item 41

0 1 5

3 8 20
X°= 3.180
Item 44

L 9 2

8 29 10
X%= .975

df

10
21

df

FS

Item 33 -
1 5 0 7
6 6 17 15
2

X°= 9.530 df

_ Item 36
8 4. 3 0

10 27 15 ©

X°= 6.983  df

Item 39
2 7 6 1
5 22 20 5

X%= .264  af

Item 42
1 2 5 8
2 10 15 24

X%= .526 af

Item 45
3 8 4 1

15 29 7 1

X°= 2331  af

65¢C




Hypothesis 10 (Ideal) Continued.

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Ttem 46
5 3 4
13 14 15
X2 = .656
Item 49
15 1 0
38 15 0
X2= 2.231
Item 52
12 4 .0
43 10 0
X2= 3.370-
Item 55 -
3 4 4
3 13. 20
X2= 3.079
Item 58
1 3-3
5 12 21

x%= 8.135

4

df

df

10
12

df

Item 47
16 0 0
47 3 0
X2= 1.983
Item 50
11 5 0
30 20 1
x2= .716
Item 53
4 9 3
2 35 15
Item 56
12 3 1
27 23 1
X2= 1.613
Item 59
0 6 7
3 14 26
X2= 2.251

0
3

df

df

[ )

df

df

o =

df

Ttem 48
15 1 0
42 10 1
X2= 1.842
Ttem 51
16 0 0
50 2 0]
X2= . 946
Ttem 54
0 3 7
2 18 21
X2= 2.203
Item 57
13 3 4]
35 16 1 -
2

X = 1,277

0
0

df

o

df

df

It

09¢




Hypothesis 11.

responded under Item N for“categbry actual.

Yes
No

- Yes
No

Yes

No.

Yes
. No

:Yes"

No

Ttem 1

6 5 0
9 55 0
2 .
X =17.250
Item 4 °
0 5 6
1 10 46
X2= 5.719
Item 7
5 5 0
22‘ 27 12
- Xzf 2.747
Item 10
0 4 5
2 6 26
X2 = 6.454
Item 13
0 2 6
1 9 32
2

Lo XT= .401

0
0

daf

df

- Item 2

1 10 o0
8 44 10

X%= 2.386

Ttem 5

1 16 0~

5 44 13

X2= 3.237

Item 8

2 6 2
.8 33 18

2

X" = .610 -

Item 11

3 5 3-

8 30 19

x°= 2.219°

Item 14

I 5 3
5 17 26

x%= 1.608

0

. df

N O

df

(S0

df

©df

ITtem 3

5 4 2
13 28 22
X%= 3.322
Item 6

1-10 0

5 40 17
X%= 4.421
Item 9

2 2 6
4 7 21
x> = 6.882°
Item 12

3 5 3
21 34 4
X% = 4.799
Item 15

5 5 .1
17 32 7
)

X'=1.368

‘Results for principals who are also student council advisers who

0
-0

df

N O

daf

df

o

df

N O

df

T9¢




Hypothesis
Yes

No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

11 (Actual) Continued.

Ttem 16

3 1 4
3 9- 23
X= 6.524
ITtem 19

4 6 1
6 44 12
X°= 6.019
Item 22

4 7 0
8 49 6
x°= 4.754
Ttem 25

1 6 " 4
1 29 25
x%= 3.303
Item 28
20 5
20 9 19

X2= 4.572

3
27

df

df

Item 17 A

4 5 1
21 22 17

X2= 2,311
Item 20

4 5 2
11 46 6
X2= 3.332

Item 23

1 7 2

4 34 21

x%= .977

Item 26

1 5 5
4 29 23
X2= 1.333
Item 29

3 3 5
16 12 24

X2= 1,359

df =

o

df

(S 30 ot

df

O

df

N O

df

Item 18
4 4 3
10 31 19
X2 = 2.954
Ttem 21
2 8 1
16 35 13
X2= 1.347
ITtem 24
2 8 1
9 42 13
X% = .812
. item 27
1 9 1
5 36 20
x%= 2.995
Item 30
2 2 3
4 1 7

Xz? 6,802 -

df

o O

df

df

c9¢




Hypothesis 11 (Actual) Continued.

) Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes

No -

'Yesjz

No

Item 31

3 3 3
7 9 26
X2= 3.071
Item 34 °
0 4 2
1 7 8

x’= 3.160

Item 37

4 4 1
19 19 15
X% = 1.249
Ttem 40

0 2 5
-2 1 26
X%= 7.484
Item 43

0 0 3

1 6 32

1
9

af

df

Item 32

2 K] 4

3 6 19
X2= 7.627
Item 35

o 1 2

1 3 12
_X2= 467
Ttem 38

1 4 4

5 10 41
x2= 3.609
Item 41\ .

0 0. 3-

0 0 17
X% = .002
Item 44

1 3 -2

3 14 17
x* = .887

af

[« <2 V)

df

df

Itém 33

1 2 5

2 4 19
X2= 4.189
‘Item 36

3 2 3

8 27 21
X = 4.709
Item 39

0 4 3

2 7 32
X2 = 5,520
Item 42

0 1 2

1 2 13
X% = 1.034
Item 45

kN 6 4
13 31 14
X% = 2.355

af

~ W

df

df

wn O

af

£9¢




Hypothesis
Yes

No

Yes
No

Yes
No

.YeS'
No

Yes
No

11 (Actual) Continued.

Item 46

3 1 1
5 15 1l1-
x> = 4.638
Item 49

0 4 7

5 27 29
%% = 2.108
Item 52

8 2 0
52 9 0
X2 = ,535
Item 55

1 5 5

5 21 26
x> = 1.963
Item 58

0 6 3

4 12 36

2

X = 7.060

6

af

df

W =

df

df

Item 47

9 2 0
51 9 1
X2 = ,801
Item 50

0 10 1
12 28 23
X2»= 8.203
Item 53

1 6 4

6 27 27
x> = .535
Item 56

2 7 2

4 29 23
X2 = 3.918
Item 59

0 6 5

0 22 34
X% = 1.901

0
3

df

o O

df

= o

df

o

af

o

df

Item 48

4 6 1
19 31 13
X2= 1.012
Item 51

10 1 0
57 & 1
X2 = .632
Item 54

1 7 3
5 25 20
X2 = 3.373
Item 57

3 6 2
9 42 10
X2 = 1.180

0
1

daf

df

co

df

%92




Hypothesis 11. Results for principals'who are also student council advisers
responded under Iten N for category ideal.

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Ttem 1

9 2 0.
32 29 1
X%= 3.493
Item 4 .

37 1
16 38 6

%2 = .374
Item 7

9 2 0
46 18 1
%2 = .736
item. 10

7 4 .0.
30 28 2
%2 = .917
Item 13
5 6 0
34 25 3

X2 = 1.131

0
0

af

N O

Caf’

df =

item 2

9 2 0
41 20 0
X2= 1.127
Ttem 5
10 1 0
41 21 1
X% = 2.932
Ttem 8

9 2 0
49 13 1
X2 = ,221
Item 11

8 3 0
37 22 1
X2 = ,595
Item 14

6 5 0
33 24 4
X% = .808

0
1

df

df

(@]

df

Item 3

8 3 0
41 18 3
%% = .602
Item 6

10 1 O
48 13 1
%° = 1.267
Item 9

7 3 1
37 22 2
X% = 1.167
‘Item 12

5 6 0
47 12 1
_x% = 5,931
Item 15

8 3 0
39 18 1
X% = .273

0
0

df

= O

df

df

o O

df

o o

df

who

" 99¢




Hypothesis 11 (Ideal) Continued.

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

. Yes
No

Item 16

6 5 0
34 23 2
X% = .867
Ttem 19
10 1 0
46 15 1
X% = 1.489
Item 22

9 --2 0
26 37 0
X2 = 4.657
Item 25 .

8 3 0
38 21 1
X2 = .662
Item 28

2 2 3
16 7 22

X% = 1.823

0
2

af

af

o o

daf

af

Ttem 17
-3 7 0
27 33 .2
X% = 1.312
‘Item 20
8 3 0
43 19 0
X2 = .050
Item 23
9 2 0
36 25 2
X2 = 2.473
Item 26
8 3 0
40 17 3
X% = .604
Item 29
4 4 3
17 11 22
B X2 = 2.788

0
1

af

daf

[N o]

df

o O

df

O

daf

Item 18

7 4 0
39 22 1
x> = .180
Item 21

9 2 0
46 17 0
x> = .380
Item 24

9 2 0
43 20 0
X% = .824
Item 27

8 3 0
40 22 0
X2 = .279
Item 30

2 3 3

2 7

2

X" = 8.411

df

99¢




Hypothesis
Yes

No

-Yes
No

Yes'
No

-Yes
No-

Yes
No

11 (Ideal) Continued.

ITtem 31

3 3 3

7 8 28
X2 = 3,835
Jtem 34

0 & 2

2 4.9
X2 = 5.939
Item 37

6 2 3
28 28 5
XZ-=‘4.918
Item 40

1 3 4

2 14 20
X2.= 1.535
“Item 43

0 5 3

3 22 24

2

S X" = 1.283

1
10

df

df

Item 32

2 3 4

4 13 19
x> = 3.352
Item 35

0 1 2

1 '3 .10
x> = .380
Item 38

3 4 4

9 31 20
X2 = 1.885
Item 41 .
0 4 3

0 4 21
X2 = 8.856
Item 44
20 402
11737 9
X% = 2.041

df

N

df

ITtem 33
I 2 5
3 9 20
%% = 1.499
Item 36
54 1
19 29 13
X% = 3.441
Item 39
3 5 3
5 31 22
X% = 1.243
Item 42
o 6 0
0 14 21
X% = 7.289
Item 45
16 1
14 36 6
X% = 3.948

2

df

df

v =

df

df

|9, OV ]

df

L9¢




Hypothesis 11 (Ideal) Continued.

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes

No:_

Yes
. No

Item 46
.3 3. 2
10 28 9.
X2 = 1.474
Item 49
10 1 0
249713 1.
xz = 1.036
Item 52
8 2 0
51 9 0
“'_Xz_? 499 -
-ItEm 55
2 .4 1
4 16 20
x% = 3.661
.-f-ftém 58
14 4
.-10 -12° 18

- X% = 2.259

3
15

df

df

Item 47
10 1 0
54 6 -3
X2 = ,554.
Ttem 50 _

8 3 0
41 21 0
X% = .184
Item 53

5 6 0
14 36 9
x% = 3.579

. Item 56

"8 2 1
32 ‘22 5
X? = 1.545
Item 59

2 5 3

3 22 28

2

X° = 3.337

0
0

df

daf

~ =

df

Item 48
10 1 0
49 14 0
X2 = .999
Item 51
10 1 0
60 1 1
X% = 2.318
Item 54
1 3 3
0 18 28
. X% = 6.802
Item 57
9 2 0
41 18 1
X% = .884

af

[ )

df

89¢




Hypothesis 12.

category actual.

- Yes
No

- Yes
. No

Yes -

No

Yes
No

Yes

No

Ttem 1~
1 11 1
14 35 2
'X? = 2.408.
Item 4 .
25 5
S1 .13 28
22 5304
-Item 7
8 4 1
29 16 5
5 hart
Ttem 10° - °
"2 6 °18
x* =-8.276
Item-lBV:;"
1 3 3
3 7.21

o x2 =1.614

Results

for student council advisers who responded under Item N for

df -

Item 2

3 7 3
5 .37 9
X% = 2.150
Item 5
7 8 3
6 34 11
x2 = ,160
- Item 8
5 5 3
14 20 16
x% = 1.184
Item 11
1 8 4
8 30 9
X% = 2.381
Item 14
3 2. 7
3 11 18
x% = 7.595

0
0

df

af = 2

N O

af

df

Item 3
4. 5 4
1119 22
¥ = 773
Ttem 6°
3 5 5.
. .2, 28 20
'X2 = 5,343
_Item 9
2 2 4
2 13 13
x% = 2.936
..Item‘12
Cb 6 3
18 25 4
X2 = 3,296
Ttem 15
4. 5 3
22 23 4
x* = 3,570

0

0

daf

df

w o

df

697




Hypothesis 12 (Acﬁual) Continued.

Yes
No

"Yes
No

Yes
No .

Yes
No

Yes
No

Item 16
1 5 2
2 7 21
X2 ="5.728
Ttem 19
2 8 3
5 39- 8
X% = .945
Iftem 22
1 10 1
17 28 6
X2 = 4.562
Item 25
0O -8 5
2 27 13
x% = 3.563
' Ttem 28
2 1 4
18 - 7 17

X2 =4,605

df

Item 17
4 & 4
16 16 12
X% = .694
LItem 20
3 7 3
8 37 5
L x% = 2.571
Ltem 23
3 5 4
6 27 16
%% = 1.692
Item 26
0 9 3
2 30 11
x% = .990
Item 29
2 5 6
9 13 14
x? = 4.663

1
8

df

df

N =

df

df =

_Item 18
3 2 8
8 23 19
X% = 4.678
Item 21
5 3 5
8 35 9
X% = 8.410
Item 24
0 10 3
8 33 11
X% = 2.302
‘Ifem 27
2. 6 5
4 30 13
X% = 2.563
Item 30
0 2 &4
1 6 8

df

[N

df

~ O

df

daf

0Lz




Hypothesis
Yes -

No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

12 (Actual) Continued.

Item 31

0 3 5
4 9 23
X% = 1.659
Item 34

0 2 o

0 4. 9
X2 = 3.450
Item 37

6 2 3
13- 16 9
x* = 3.230 .
Ttem 40

0 1 7.

0 4 15

%% = 3.032-

Item 43

0 1 6

0o 7 15

2

X° = 1.316

4

11.

df

10

af -

df

26.

_Item 32
0 4 3
1.7 18
X% = 2.347
Item 35
0 1 3
1 2 9
X% = .564
Item 38
0 6 6
1 16 26
%% = 1.633
Item 41
.0 0 5
0 0 8
X% = 4.003
Item 44
0 4 6
L8 16
X% = 4.393

df

Item 33
0 2 -3
1 4 22.
X% = 3.100
- Item 36
2 6 4
'8 26 12
x* = 424
Item. 39
0 2 9
0 2 28
%% = 4724
Ttem 42
710 4
0 3 7
X% = 7.909
Item 45 '
6 4 3
11 22 11
X% = 4.849

8

df

oy =

df

df

o O

af

Tt




Hypothesis 12 (Actual) Continued. |,

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Item 46

2 0 3

7 6 14
%% = 1.957
Item 49

1 5 6
3 18 28
X2 = .956
Item 52

11 2 0
39 8 1
%% = 1.374
Item 55

1 3 7
3 17 25
X2 = 1.038
Item 58

1 3 9

0 10 24

2

X" = 8.575

df

w o

df

~ O

df

af

"Item 47 .

9 4 0
36 13 3
X% = .882
Item 50

2 5 -6
5 727 14
x* = 257
Ttem 53

1 6 6

5 24 21
x* = .106.
Item.56i._.

T3 6 &
C§ 22 17
X% = 3.356
Item 59

0 2. 11

2 16 30

%2 = 2.701

0
0

df

w o

df

[ e

df

U O .

df

df -

Ttem 48

4 6 3
11 26 13
X2 = ,437
Item 51

11 20
47 3 0
X% = .178
Item 54

1 3 9
5 12 28
X2 = 1.388
Item 57.

3 10 0
9 35 5
X% = 1.487

0
0

df

N O

daf

df

(444




Hypothésis 12.
category ideal.

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No -

Yes
No

Item 1

8 5 0
27 24 0O
x> = .308
Item 4 =

5 8 0
17 24 . 8
X% = 2.477
Item 7

12 1. 0
40 12 0
X2 = 1.538 .
Item 10, .

7 6 0
31 18 2
%% = 1.184
Item 13

7 6 0.
29 20 2

-

X" = .910

0
0

df -

df

= O

df

- Item 2

5 8 0
33 17 2
X% = 3.861
Item 5

10 3 .0
36 15 0
X% = .205
Item 8

13 0 0
43 9 0

X% = 2.611

Item 11

5 4 0
37 14 0
%2 = .056
Item 14

8 4 1
30 19 2
X% = .707

0
0

df

df

item 3

7 6 0
36. 16 0
x* = 1,099
Item 6 -

0 3 0
39 13 0
%% = .020
Item 9

9 4 0
38 12 1
.xz = .511

" Item 12

9 4 0
51 10 0O
x% = .755
Item 15

8 4 O

- 33.18 " 1

X% = .251

Results for student council advisers who resppndéd under Item N for

0
0

df

o

daf

df

co

df

‘€L




Hypothesis 12 (Ideal) Continued.

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Item 16

9 4 0
32 15 3
X2 = 1,094
Item 19

11 2 0
43 9 Q
X2 = .027
Ttem 22

6 7 0
31 21 0
X2 = .768
Item 25

8 5 0
26 22 3
X2 = 1.035
Item 28

2 0 6
12 12 20

X2 = 7.696

0

l-

df

o o

af

df

[e) 3V, ]

df

Item 17

7 5 1
23 19 8
X2 = 1.163
Item 20

8 5 0
37 14 0
X2 = ,601
Item 23
10 3 0
32 17 1
X2 = .906
Item 26

8 5 0
30 18 2
X2 = ,806
Item 29

2 6 5
10 13 18

2

X" = 2.936

df

o

df

N O

daf

- X

Item 18
67 0
3% 17 1
X% = 2.135
Ttem 21
8 5 0
35 17 0
2'= 154
Ttem 24
8§ 5 0
39 13 0
X% = .941
- Ttem 27
0. 3.0
37 15 0
%% = .172
Item 30
0 2 3
2 8 10
x% = 715

0
0

df

o O

df -

(@]

df

LT




Hypothesis

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes

12 (Ideal) Contiﬁued.

Item 31
0. 4 6
4 10 25
X2 = 1.626
Item 34
1 1 0
3. 4 10
%% =.4.005
Item 37
8 2 2
21 20 6
X% =.4,192
Item 40
0 4 8
7 10 17
X2 = 7.221
ILtem 43
0 5 5
5 16 18

No

X2 = 1,451

df

10
23

af

o

df

df

Item 32

0 3 6

4 8 20
X% = 1.323
Item 35

0 2 3

1 4 9
x* = .827 .
Item 38

1 11 1

9 27 15
X2 = 4.362
Item 4i-l ,

0 "3 .4

4 7 19
X2 =.1.760
Item 44

0 11 . 2

9 27 .9

2

X" = 5.924

4

af

Item 33

3 3 2

4 10 22
X2 = 5,512
Item 36

4 7 2
16 24 10
X2 = 712
Item 39

1 9 3
8 20 17
X2 =4.713
Item 42

1 3 5
3 1510
X2 = 2,277
Item 45

5 6 2
15 25 6
X2 =1.672

af

N o

df

af

[0, N e)

df

YA




Hypothesis 12 (Ideal) Continued.

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Item 46

3 6 4
11 18 12
X2 = 3.392
Item 49

9 3 0
41 10 1
X2 = .408
Ttem 52

11 2 0
38 9 2
X = 1.456
Item 55

2 1 6

4 19 16
%2 = 4,501
Item 58

2 2 8

5 10 15

2

X" = 6.426

0

11~

daf

df

w o

df

af

Item 47

13 0 0
45 7 0
X2 = 1,961
Item 50

7 6 0
29 20 0
X2 = ,120
Ttem 53

2 10 1
15 29 6
x> = 1.863
Item 56

9 4 0
23 21 4
Xz = 2.688
Item 59

1 5 7
8 15 22
X2 = 1.960

0
0

df

df

Item 48
11 2 0
42 8 0
X2 = ,002
Item 51
13 0 O
52 0 O
%% = 000
Ttem 54
3 2 5
2 10 26
X% = 5.170
Item 57
12 1 0
37 14 0
X? = 2.253

0
0

df

df

91¢




Hypothesis 13.

category actual.

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes

No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Ttem 1

5 11 2
34 56 12
X2 = .256
Item 4

1 8 6

6 27 52
X% = 2.679
Item 7

7 5 3°
43 37 18
X2 = 3.562
Ttem 10

-2 4 5

10 22 29
X2 = ,030
Ttem 13

1 4 10

8 26 45

2

X" = .853

Results

for student council presidents who responded under Item N for

o O

df

df

W

df

df

Item 2

2 9 6
17 57 24
X2 = 1.001
Ttem 5

5 .10 3
20 55 22
X% = 1.556
Item 8

5 8 3
40 30 23
X% = 1.907 -
"Item 11

7 5 6
19 54 23
x° = 6.886
Item.14

3 3 7
15 25 49
X2 = 2.641

df

~N O

df

af

Item 3 )

0 7 o9
11 33 47
x% = 2.663
Ttem 6

2 13 3

9 66 24
%% = 1.251
Item 9

0 7 5

0 12 30
%% = 9.104
Ttem 12

2 11 3.
36 39 24
X% = 5.553
.Item 15

9 5 3
44 40 15
x% = 1.515

df

~ O

af

daf

LLT




Hypothesis 13 (Actual) Continued.

Yes
No

" Yes

No

Yes
No-

Yes
. No

‘Yes
" No

Item 16

4 3 2
5 10 29
%% = 8.786
Item 19
4 10 4
18 71 12
x2 = 2.243
Item 22 °
3 11 3
T 45 41 16
X2 = 4.767
- Item 25 ..
29 4
7 41 37
X% = 1.623
Ttem 28 ‘
6 3 7
38 16 35.
. 2 N

X" = .158

df

[ =]

df

df

ITtem 17

6 3 6
25 32 24
X% = 2.374
. Item 20

5 11 2
31 62 9
‘Xz = ,122
Item 23

3 9 3
22 41 35
X2 = 5.244
Item 26

6- 7 2
13 47 38
x* = 10.656
Item 29

7 4 6
31 21 30

2

X~ = 1.828

3

df

df

v

df

df

Ttem 18

2 6 7
23 36 26
x% = 2.230
Item 21

7 10 -1
38 4619
X% = 1.949
Item 24

6 10 1
24 54 19
x? = 2.189.
‘Ttem 27 .

5 7 4
19 50 30

© %% = 2.849

Ttem 30
15 &
6 7 17

X% = 6.483

daf

oo

df

(S, N

df

daf

8/¢C




Hypothesis 13 (Actual) Continued.

Yes
‘No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Item 31

1 6 7
20 19 38
X2 = 3,234
Ttem 34

1 2 5
3 7 21
X2 = 1.297
Ttem 37

4 7 4
24 18 37
X2 = 4,453
Item 40

0 5 5

0 12 43
X2 = 3.353
IteﬁAAB '
0 6 6

7 25 40

2

X" =1.891

df

Item 32

0 2 8
5 20 32
X2 = 2.258
Item 35

0 2 9

2 7 29.
X2'= 5.116
Item 38

4 6 7

9 50 36
x% = 3.526
Item 41 .

0 1 1

2 8 13
X2 = 1,172
Item 44

2 6 4

7 16 30
%% = 3.968

8

df

15
80

df -

df =

Item 33

2 4 7

6 19 32
X2 = 1.866
Item 36

8 5 3
17 46 28
X2 = 7.436
Item 39

0 7 9
2 20 44
X% = 6.064
Item 42

1 1 7

4 8 22
X2 = 2.855
Item 45

6 10 1
30 42 21
X% = 2.780

df

=

daf

6.¢




Hypothesis 13 (Actual) Continued.

" Yes
No

Yes

No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes»v

No

Item 46
7 4 4
20 21 18
X2 = 5,315
Item 49
1 8 9
10 43 48
X° = .704
Item 52
15 2 1
81 13 1
x* = 3,218
" Item 55
214 1
10 42 41
X2 = 9.859
Item 58
1 3 8
5 28 51

%% = 3.344

3
43

df= 3

N

df

~

df

Qo =

df

df

Ttem 47

9 8 0
64 34 4
X2 = 3,598
Item 50

2 9 6
17 41 41
X% = .938
Item 53

2 10 5
15 53 32
X2 = 1,032
Item 56

2 10 5
28. 40 31
X% = 2.962
Item 59 -

1 7 8
12 40 45
x% = 1.556

1
1

df

I~

df

df

w =

df

N

df

Ttem 48

8 9 1
36 48 18
X2 = 1,978
Item 51

15 2 1
93 3 4
X2 = 3.006
Item 54

3 7 6
9 48 37
%% = 1.397°
Item 57
5 9 3
28 60 13
X2 = 2.305

0
1

df

df

[e ol N}

df

=

daf

08¢




Hypothesis 13. Results for student council presidents who responded under Item N for

category ideal.

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Ttem 1

12 5 0
67 33 0
X* = .255
Item 4

4 13 0
36 52 10
X2 = 4.267
Item 7

10 6 1
68 32 3
X2 = 6.109
Item 10 _
0 6 1
51 38 5

x> = 1.061 df

Item 13
9 7 1
54 40 6

X2 = .178

0
1

df
0
2
df
0
0
daf

0
5

0
1

af

"X

X

1

Item 2

13 4 0
70 25 5
2 _1.300
Item 5

1, 3 0

89 13

X% = .469
Item 8

4 3 0
73 25 2

X° = 1.364
Ttem 11

11 6 0
74 27 1
2. 872
Ttem 14

0 7 0
65 34 2

X% = .815

0
2

df

O O

df

T WwWo

df

df

Item 3
6 9 1
48 37 12
X% = 2.680
Item 6
15 2 0
.94 8 1
X2 = .,459
Item 9
10 7 0
51 42 6
X% = 1.899
Item 12
12 50
73 27 2
x2 = ,382
Item 15
11 5 1
73 23 4
X2 = ,509

df

~ O

df

daf

187




Hypothesis 13 (Ideal) Continued.

Yes

No :

Yes
~No;‘ _

Yes- -
No

>-Yes'>'
No

;'_,Yes ’
. No -

Ttem 16
8 9 0
48 34 9
X% = 4.883
-Item .19
- 16 1 0
- 94, 77 0
X? = .025
Item.22
"8 . 8 0
71 30 1
x> = 2,771
'Item 25
i0 . 7 0
57 - 32 11
X% = 2.616
" Item 28
2 4 9

19 28 39

X2 =1.271

0
11

af

=N =)

ae

af =

Ttem 17

5 8 2
33 49. 15
Xz = 1.297 -
Item 20
‘13 4 0
85 15 O
X2.= . 777
Ttem 23

9 6 2
64 34 4
x> =1.987
Item 26
13 4 0
63 - 31 6

%% = 2.060

Ttem 29'

3 7 6

7 31 42
X2 = 4.163

3]

oo

af

N O

df =

Item 18
11 5 1
68 27 4
X2 = .172
Item 21
14 3 0
82 19 0
X% = (013
Item 24
12 5 0
69 25 .3
x> = 1.313
Item 27 -
14 3 0
71 28 2
X% = 1.369
Ttem 30
0 7 3
0 12 30
2

X" =17.888

0

0

df

df

-~ O

df

df

282




Hypothesis 13 (Ideal) Continued.

Yes

No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
No

Yes
~ No

Ttem 31
1 5- 8
12 24 41
X2 = ,756
Item 34 ]
0 4 5
1.11 29
X% = 2.384
Item 37
6 8 2
38 35 -24
x2 = 1.631
: Itém'40
3 8 5
10 52 26
X% ='1.522
Item 43
5 7 2
32 42 20
3

X = .600

3
19

- df

df

U =

df =

af

N

af

ITtem 32

0 6 7
12 29 39
X2 = 2.308
Item 35

0 3 5

1 9 36
X2 = 1.556
Item 38

8 9 0
46 50 6
X2 = 1.231
Item 41
16 6
15 39 23.
x% = 2.259
Ttem 44

- 8 8 1
27 54 14
X% = 4.074

4

df

~N O

df

Item 33

4 8 4
22 27 38
'x% = 3,587
Item 36

9 8 0
31 61 9
X2 = 4.279
Item 39

4 13 0
21 58 15
X2 = 5,032
Item 42 .

2 7 8
25 36 23 °
X% = 7.762
Item 45

5 11 0
48 44 6
X2 = 3.832

1

O o

df

df

-

df

€87




‘Hypdthesis_lB (Ideal) Continued.

Yes
No-

Yes -
No- -~ =

Yes
No

Yesj{3.:
.. No -

Yes

- No

item 46

‘9 6 1
34 35 18
X% = 3,502

Item 49 -
13 4 0

90 .12 1

- x2-=1.911

Item 52

14 2 1

80 14 4

.- X2 = .870

" Item 55
.2 10 0
- 16 24 .29

x?,= 11.373
- Item 58

1 6 4

8 19 40

%22 2.961

1
14

df

df

Item 47
13 4 0"
91 12 0
x% = 1.781
. Item 50 °
12 5 0
75 26 0
%% = 438
. Item 53
9 8 0
52 41 8
X = 1.677.
Item 56'
11 - 5 1
66 29 6
x% = 171
Item 59 - °
4 5 7
33 37 21
'X2 = 3.531

0
0

af

N O

af

.o

daf

Item 48
15 2 0
89 14 O
X2 = .042
Item 51

1% 2 0
98 4 0 -
%% = .705
. Item 54

3 1 7
11 ‘6 38
x% =" 1.023
Item 57

15 2 0
80 17 3

2

X = 1.052

0

0 -

daf

df

i

%8¢




Hypothesis 14,

student council presidents responding under Item G for category actual.

0-125
126-300
301-over

0-125
126-300
301-over

0-125
126-300
301-over

0-125
126-300
301-over

Item 1
42 86 9
24 82

27 62 6

~J

X = 3.085

7 36 70
4 30 66
3 30 54

X = 7.053

Item 7

47 58 25
43 48 16
65 24 6

X2 = 30.925

Item 10

8 16 38
5 22 .46
6 21 42

-X2 = 18.894

[

df

22

11

df

~J

daf

69

38
25

df

Item 2

18 84 31
20 70 20
11 69 12

X% = 6.696

Item 5
18 88 28
16 75 18

16 59 19

X2 = 5,072

Item 8

31 47 42
29 55 26
38 36 14

2

Item 11

19 72 37
23 55 26
21 52 21

X2 = 6.121

wwnN

af

N U2

df

16
3
7

X" = 22.457 df

8
8
2

df

Item 3

25 45

20 50
22 47

%% = 13

Item 6
19 79
8 81
7 60

Item 9

"2 17
5 16
13 31

X% = 45

Item 12

43 53
34 56
32 54

2

X" = le.

62
35
25

.027

35
20
28

.998

40
45
30

.195

29
17

241

Results for principals, principals/sca, student council advisers and

df

(W20 S ]

df

78
48
22

df

(@)

df

8¢




Hypothesis 14 (Actual) Continued.

0-125 .
126-300

’301—ove;'

0-125

126-300.
- - -301-over:

0-125

- 126-300".
. 301-over --

. 0-125"
1126-300 .

_-301-over’

Item 13 -
6 20 55
7 21 56

7 27 47

x% = 21.130
ITtem 16

6.14. 43
8 18 40

11 25 32

2

X" = 20.622

Ttem 19

17 90 28

o017 ‘78 16

15 72 8
42

X° = 6.990

Ttem 22
32 77 28
28 77 9

28 59 8

x* = 11.825

56

28
15

df

73
46

af

NN

af

df

Item 14

12 32 56

14 29 44
11 35 35

Xz =" 8.488

Ttem 17

40 40 4L

37.. 40 18

30- 36 20

X% = 9.550

Item 20

34 83 17
.26 777 9
18 69 9

X% < 7.445

item 23

18 59 50°

19 " 55 30

10 48 35

X2-= 8.529

36
26
14

df

16

19

df

o NO

af =

Ttem 15
36 65 28

40 53 16
50 36 10

X" = 15.338

Item 18

27 . 55 41

16 52 33

20 39. 33 .

X2 = 6.551

Ttem 21

41 68 26
29 . 65 19
19 61 15

X" = 5.457

Item 24

22 79 31°
i8 68 28
20 62 12

X = 8.795

df

11
12

df

df

98¢




Hypothesis 14 (Actual) Continued.

0-125
126-300
-301~-over

0-125

- 126-300
-'f301*°V¢r:g'

0-125
126-300
301-over

0-125 .
© 126-300
301l-over "

Item 25 -

7 56 49
7 50 41
4 57 28

“x2 = 9.651

Item 28

-62- 31 39 .
- 32 14 42
1673 .33

X2 = 80.099

Item 31

20 24 48
© 18025 39

8. 15 45

X2'='6.724

tItém'34
4 15 19

3.9 18
17 .20

%% = 3.559°

23
15
7

df

‘16

38

af

23

17

19

af

68

53

56

d£

Item 26

8 59 55
12 57 31
9 56 25
X~ = 10.265

Ttem 29

27 27 28

34 34 34
29 19 45.

X2 = 50.733

Ttem 32
7 23 34

5 16 40
3 14 33

2

X" = 4.522

Ttem 35

4 10 26
2 4 33
0 4 19

X2 = 10.255

12

127

6

-df

36
7
-2

df

58
39

df

39

74

57

64

df

Item 27

15 69 43
15 60 36
10 68 16

5"

X = 13,290

Ifem 30
5 6 12
2. 5 10

9 18 29

X2 = 37.556

Ttem 33

7 18 38

4 12. 35
3 12 37

X2 = 2.786

Item 36

18 60 37

21 44 38
19 41 27
x° = 7.882

df

70
45
29

df

57

47
38

df

22
10

a

8¢




Hypothesis 14 (Actual) Continued.

0-125
126-300
301-over

0-125
126-300 .
- 301-over

0-126
- 126-300
301-over

: 0-125
126-300
301-over

Item 37

23
28
41

X’

43
30
27

24,

40 30
29 26
19 8

496 df

Item 40
2 10

1

7

1 12

2

51 73
43 63
45 37

X" = 8.035 df

Item 43

4 24
3 15
1 19

X2

Item 46
16

17
26

X2

10.

25
19
17

13

46 63
58 36
40 34

513 df
29 66

26 52
24 29

.475 df

Item 38

8 43 70
11 40 50
8 42 42

X2 = 8.337

21

Item 41
4 20
5
6 29

X" = 10.668

4 19 38
8 25 27
15 32 36

X" = 51.296

Item 47
100 29 5
82 28 1
62 26 4

x% = 4.707

16
12

df

110
87
61

daf

75

51
12

daf

~w W

df

Item 39

"2 15 59

3 25 57
0 17 55

X" = 18.851

Item 42

60
28
24

df

1 11 23 102

3 3 27
3 9 23

x% = 9.081

Item 45
23 61 40

31 50 25-

30 46 12

X% = 13.644

Item 48

44 69 23

43 52 18
24 52 18

X = 5.012

81
61

df

af .=

=

df

88¢




Hypothesis 14 (Actual) Continued.

0-125 -
126-300 -

301—over7

0-125
126-300 °
301-over

01257
126-300" -
301-over .-

0-125 .

126-300

301-over

Item 49

17 53
12 40
‘2 49

2

X = 12.

" Ttem 52,

.©109 18
.90 - 12
74 20

2

X" = 10.

11 45
‘8. 45,

X2.= 12

9 26
2 .28
4 32

9

X° = 15.

62

.59

43-

435.

oW

010

Item 553
10 47

51.
49
39

.430

.- Item 58.

61"
65
47

277

5
2
2

daf

N W

df

df

32
15

12.

df

9
5
3

W ww

Ttem 50
24 65 41
24 47 41 0
5 55 33 0
2
X~ = 12.265 df
Item'53‘
10 53 67 0
16 58 39 "0
10 58 28 0
’ X2 ='l4.806 df -
"Ttem 56.
©. 200 56 45
19 56 31
.12 52 29
2 . * .
X" = 4.810 adf
Ifem'59 :
6 46 68
5 38 66
5 40 48
9 J
X" = 4.825 df

Ttem 51

121 5 5 5

106 8 1 1

8 7 2 1

X" =6.925 df

Ttem 54
5 58 48 19
11 39 54 9
11 49 35 1
2
X~ = 22.340 df

Ttem 57

26 72 33 0

23 77 12 0
25 68 2 0

- X° = 26.433 df
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Hypothesis 14.

student council presidents responding under Item G for category ideal.

0-125
126-300
301-over

0-125
'126-300
301-over

0-125
126-300
301-over

0-125
126-300

301-over

Ttem 1 .
74 55 . 2
62 50 0
55 39 0
x> = 5.382
Item 4
i1 72 17
39 61 9
23 59 -8
X2 = 4.892
Item 7
91 41 .1 .
79 31 -3
75,191
X2 = 7.085
Item 10_
54 58 14
63 43 . 5

59 32 2

df

N e

df

0
0
0

X2 = 14.172 df

Item 2

91 40 2
76 33 2
58 31 3
X2 = 4,302
Item 5

95 36 1
88 25 1
75 20 0
X2 = 2.335
Ttem 8

97 32 2
91 20 1
77 14 1
X% = 4.575
Ttem 11

86 43 2
79 32 0
70 23 1
X2 = 6.127

N O

df

df

N

df

= o O

df

Item 3
76 48 7
69 32 7
54 38 2
. X2 = 4,522
Item 6
105 26 1
94 19 1
80 15 0
x* = 3.082
Item 9
72. 51 6
72 32 7
60 32 1
x% = 7.078
Item 12
87 38 2
80 31 2
74 19 0
X2 = 4.431

Results for principals, principals/sca, student council advisers and

= NN

df

=

df

W W

df

O OO

df
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Hypothesis 14 (Ideal) Continued.

0-125

126-300 -

301-over

0-125

126-300 -

301~-over

0-125
126-300
301-over

0-125
126-300
301-over

Item 13

69 56 7 1
67 38 5 2
48 42 3 1

X2 = 3.742 df

Item 16

67 45 12 8
61 42 2 7
57 33 1 2

X% = 13.996 df

Item 19
104 29 0 O

94 18 0° 0

85 '9 0 O

X2 = 5.997 df

ITtem 22
69 62 2 0

62 50 0 "0

50 43 1 0

X2 = 1.791 df

2
2
1

df

6

5
1

0
0

Item 14
69 58 3
69 37 5
61 28 3
X2 = 6.305
Item 17
59 53 15
46 57 6
32 46 14
2
X" = 10.243 df
Ttem 20
94 36 0
87 26 0
72 22 0
X2 = .869
Item 23
78 46 5
81 30 3
58 32 2
x? = 8.321

df

Item 15
78 45 3
76 28 4
64 26 3
X% = 5.146
Item 18

82 41 7
70 40 - 2
65 28 1
X2 = 5.253
Item 21

94 138 0
84 29 0
63 30 0-
X% = 1.084
Item 24

87 41 " 1
80 32 2
70 21 2
X2 = 5.598

= o

df

[N e N o]

df

[ e o)

daf

w

df

16¢




Hypothesis

0-125
126-300
301-over

0-125
126-300
30l1-over -

0-125
- 126-300
30l1-over -

0-125 *
126-300
301-over.

Item 25

74 47

: 7
65 40 8
62 29 3

X% = 7.590

Ttem 28

43 37 39
T .22 20 48

9. 11 37
2

X" = 47.519

Ttem 31

19 33 45
15 21 46
8 17 44

X% = 6.429

Item 34
7 13 27

.5 12 19

0. 8 24

X? = 7.035

14 (Ideal) Continued.

OO W

df

11
14
32

df
17
18
17
df
58
48
51

df

76 46

Item 26

72 32
67 25

N 00 00

X" = 5.665

Item 29

18 34. 34

26 34 41
24 22 45

X" = 30.819

Item 32

15 31 46

11 29 39
6 19 31

X* = 6.887
Item 35
4 14 28
2 8 34
1 5 18

X7 = 9.705

df

28
23
32

df

65

54

62

df

Ttem 27

83 49 0
81 33 0
73 20 0

X2 = 6.431

Item 30

6 12 20

3 10 15
9 16 30

X2 = 11.820

Item 33

15 28 45

17 23 32
13 19 35

X% = 1.834

Item 36

35 72 19

37 59 13
34 40 19

X2 = 12.326

0

0

0
df
54
36
30
df
31
28
22

df

N

df

262




Hypothesis 14 (Ideal) Continued.

0-125
126-300
301-over

0-125
126-300
301-over

0-125
126-300

301-over

0-125
126-300

301-over

Item 37

44 63 21

49 35 15
51 28 13

X% = 21.584

Item 40

10 43 41

8 36 36
"7 27 38

x> = 2.846

Item 43

21 56 34

22 37 40
9 32 33

X% = 9.977

Item 46

27 52 29
.29 40 18

35 28 21

X% = 11.840

4
12
2

daf

38

34

22
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22
13
19

df

23

25,

11

df

Item 38

31 67 29
34 54 26
21 59 14

X" = 11.131

Item 41

9 27 41
8 28 32
6 21 33

X" =1.39

Item 44

24 70 22
25 61 14
25 55 14

X" = 13.575

Item 47
117 12 2
99 11 O
85 7 2

X" = 4.375

= O ui

df

53
45
35

daf

16
11

df

~ DN

df

Item 39

18 63 34
25 59 25
8 50 31

X" = 15.126

Item 42

13 40 30
15 31 30
10 27 31

X% = 4.497

Item 45

36 75 11
44 51 12
30 48 10

X" = 5.449
Item 48
102 30 0
99 14 O
83 11 O

X" = 6.743

o U

df

49
37
26

df

~Nun

df

[N o M)

df
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Hypothesis 14 (Ideal) Continued.

0-125
126-300
301~over

0~125
126-300
30l1~over

0-125
126-300
301-over

0-125
126~300

301-over

Item 49
100 33 0

92 21 O
8 11 O

X% = 6.314

Item 52
107 18

3
90 15 3
72 19 2

x% = 3.833

Item 55

14 32 43
12 33. 33
11 33 25

X% = 3.122

Item 58

15 35 38

11 25 42
7 12 39

%% = 10.397

0
0
0

df

Ol

df

38
34
25

df
38
32
36

df

Item 50

78 52 1
82 29 0
60 32 0

2

O

X7 = 7.499 df

Item 53

33 71 21

41 61 10
31 53 11

X2 = 7.717

Item 56

71 48 - 8
66 39 5
57 30 6

X2 = 6,211

Item 59

20 45 51
20 41 33
17- 30 41

2

3
1
0

df

N OO

df

11
18
4

X~ = 11.189 df

Item 51
124 3 2
110 3 0

92 1 0

X2 = 6.603

Item 54

6 22 53
7 24 48
9 19 41

X2 = 4.874

Item 57

90 34 4

84 27 1

77 17 0

x% = 8.223

df

47
34
24

df

o O

af
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