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The total grade-point averages for the lettermen
ranged from 1,95 to 3.59 and for the non-athletes 1.79 to
3.41. The average total grade-point average for the letter
men was 2,43 and for the non-athletes, 2,33.

Three lettermen as compared to five non-athlstes have
been placed on academlic probation during their college careers.
The lettermen had been placed on academlc probation a total of
five times, and the non-athletes fifteen times.

It was interesting to note that four football
lettermen included in this study were members of the 1962
All-Oentral Intercolleglate Conference football team. The
total grade~point average of these four football lettermen
was 3.02.

Swimning letterman. Table VII, page 23, shows a
comparison of one swimming letterman with one non-athlete.

There was only one participant who fulfilled the definitlon
of a swimming letterman,

The general ability score for the swimming letterman
was 100, The median of the swimming letterman was in the
fifty-second percentile.

The number of general education hours compared,
between the letterman end the non-athlete, was sixteen hours.
The average general-educatlon grade~polnt average of the
lettermen was 2,10 and for the non-athlete, 2.71. The total
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grade-point average for the letterman was 2.34 and for the
non-athlete, 2.14.

The letterman was placed on scademic probation a2 total
of two times, while the none-athlete was not placed on
probation.

Zennis lettermen. Table VIII, page 28, shows a
comparison of temnis lettermen with non-athletes. There

vere three pertlcipants who fulfilled the definition of a
tennls letterman,

General ablility scores for temnls lettermen ranged
from 104 to 135. The median of the tennis lettermen on the
general ability test was in the eightieth percentile.

The number of general education hours compared,
between the lettermen and the nonesthletes, ranged from
twenty-one and one«~half to twenty«~five hours. The average
number of hours compared between each pair was twenty-twe and
elght-tenthe hours. The general-education grade-point aver-
sge for the lettermen ranged from 2.68 to 3.02 and for the
non-athletes, from 1.95 to 2,81, The average general=educa-
tion grade-point average of the lettermen was 2.87 and for the
non=athletes, 2.42,

The total grade-point averages for the lettermen
ranged from 2,98 to 3.27 and for the non-athletes; 1.93 to
2.36, The average total grade«point aversge for the letter-
men was 3.12 and for the non-athletes, 2.17.
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No letterman as compared to one non-athlete had been
placed on academic probation during his college career. The
lettermen had not been placed on academlc probation, and the
non-athletes were placed on probation three times.

Irack lettermen. Table IX, page 30, shows a
comparison of track lettermen with noneathletes., There were

six partielipants who fulfilled the definltion of a track
letterman, |

General ability scores for track lettermen ranged
from 53 to 125. The median of the track lettermen on the
general ability test wes in the 67.5 percentile.

The number of general education hours compared,
betwveen the lettermen and the non-athletes, ranged from
sirteen to thirty hours. The average number of hours come
pared between each pair was twenty-one hours. The general
education grade~point average for the lettermen ranged from
1.44 %0 2,79 and for the non-athletes, from 1.281 to 2.97.
The average generale-sducation grade-point average of the
lettermen was 2,06 and for the noneathletes, 2.46,

The total grade-point averages for the lettermen
ranged from 2.00 to 3.09 and for the non-athletes, 2.00 to
3.35. The average total grade-point average for the letter-
men was 2,27 and for the non-athletes, 2.5J.

Four lettermen ag compared to two non-athletes had
been placed on scademic probation during thelr college



The total grade-point avsrages for the lettemmen
ranged from 1.91 to 3.60 and for the non-athletes, 1.79 to
3.41. The temnis lettermen had the highest average total
grade-point average with a 3.12, and the basketball letter-
men had lowest with 2.23. The average total grade-point
average for the lettermen was 2,47 and for the non-athleta,
2,34,

Fourteen letiermen and fourteen non-athletes had been
pPlaced on academic probatlon during their college careers.
The lettermen had been placed on academiec probation a total
of thirtyethree times and the non-athletes, thirty-elght
times.

It was interesting to note that, in each sport, as the
lettermen's average general-ability score went up. so did the
average of the total grade-point averages. This was true of
all sports with the exception of swimming, This sport
ineluded the score and grades of one partlicipant and was not
an average.



CHAPTER IV
SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS, AND RECOMMENDATIONS
I. SUMMARY

The purpose of this study was to compare the academic
achlevements of the varsity lettermen with those of the non-
athletes at Kansas State Teachers College, Emporia.

The lettermen and none-athletes who met the same four
characteristics were considered ssg having similar abllitiles.
The lettermen and non-athletes were palred on a matched
sample baslis. The two groups were then compared with the
following eriteriat (1) grades received in the same general
education courses, (2) the average of their total grade-point
averages, and (3) the number of times they were placed on
academle probation while in college.

The athletes were also compared with all students
taking the Schrammel General Abllity Test in the same year.

Individual comparisons were made within each sport.
Comparisons were also made between each sport on a total
group basis.

The hypothesls of this study was that there 1s no
gignificant difference between the academic achievement of
lettermen and that of non-athletes with simllar abilitles.

In thie study, the lettermen exceeded the non-athletes

in 211 areas in which they were compared. The areas compared



are listed belows

(1) The lettermen had & higher general-education
grade-point than the none-athletes.

(2) The lettermen had 2 higher average total grade=
voint average than the non-athletes.

(3) The lettermen were placed on scademic probation a
fewer number of times than were the non-athletes.

The median of the lettermen on the general ability test
was at the sixiy-flifth percentile.

II. CONCLUSIONS

The following conclusions were formulated from the
study:

1. There was no significant difference between the
academle achlievement of the lettermen and that of the non-
athletes with similar abilities.

2. An analysie of the data concerning baseball
lettermen showed that: (1) the general-education grade-point
average was .04 higher than for the non-athletes, (2) the
average total grade-point average was .19 higher than the non-
athletes, (3) total times placed on academic probation were
gix fewer than the non-athletes, and (4) the median percentile
rank was 10 per cent higher than all students taking the test
in the same year.

3. An analysis of the data concerning basketball
lettermen showed that: (1) generaleeducation grade-point
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average was .17 lower than the non-athletes, (2) average
total grade-point average was .08 lower than the none
athletes, (3) total times placed on academic probation were
two more than the non-athletes, and (4) the median percentile
rank was 3 per cent lower than all students taking the test
in the same year.

4, An snalysis of the data concerning football
lettermen showed thati: (1) the generaleeducation grade-point
average was .14 higher than the non-athletes, (2) the average
total grade-point average was .10 higher than the none-athletes,
(3) the total times placed on academic probation were ten
fewer than the paired non-athletes, and (4) the median per-
centile rank was 4 per cent higher than all students taking
the test in the same year.

5. An analysins of the data concerning swimming
lettermen showed thatt (1) gemeral-education grade-point
average was .56 lower than the non-athlete, (2) total grade-
point average was .20 higher than the noneathlete, (3) total
times placed on academic probation were two more than the
non-athlete, and (4) median percentile rank was 2 per cent
higher than all studentes taking the test in the same year,

6. An analysis of the data concerning temnis lettermen
ghowed that: (1) generalegducation grade-point average was
«45 higher than the non-athletes, (2) average total grade-
point average was .95 highner than the non-sthletes, (3) total
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tinmes placed on academic probation were three fewer than the
non-athletes, and (4) medlan percentile rank was 30 per cent
higher than all students taking the test in the same year.

Te. An analysis of the data concerning track lettermen
showed that: (1) general-education grade-point averages was
+40 lower than the noneathletes, (2) average total grade=
point average was .26 lower than the non-athletes, (3) total
times placed on academic probetion were five more than the
non=athletes, and (4) median percentile rank was 17 per cent
higher than all students taking the test in the same year.

8. An analyeis of the data concerning twoe-sport
lettermen showed that: (1) general-educatlon grade~point
average was ,13 higher than the noneathletes, (2) average
total grade-point average was .24 higher than the non-athletes,
(3) total times placed on academic probation were five more
than the noneathletes, and (4) median percentile rank was
31 per cent higher than all students taking the test in the
same year.

9. An analysis of the data concerning all lettermen
showed that: (1) general-education grade-point average was
.06 higher than the noneathlates, (2) average total grade-
point average was .13 higher than the non-athletes, (3) total
times placed on academlc probation were five fewer than the
non-athletes, and (4) median percentile rank was 15 per cent
higher than all students taking the test in the same year.



III. RECOMMENDATIONS

The following recommendations are submitted:

1. That & study of this nature should be made in a few
years to determine the significance of the academlisc athletic
scholarship upon the scholastlc achlevement of athletes at
Kansas State Teachers Ceollege, Emporia.

2., The lettermen and non-athletes should not be palred
on & matched sample basis. They should be paired in some
manner that will allow more generalizatlone to be inferred
from the study.
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