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CHAPTER I 

INTRODUCTION 

Statement of the Probleas 

The purpose of the study is to determine if signifi-

cant differences and relationships exist between students 

who enrolled late and those who enrolled on time at Tarleton 

State College between the years 1955-1962 inclusive. The 

study involves comparing the records of 325 freshman and 

sophomore students who registered late with those of 325 

matched freshman and sophomore students who enrolled on 

time with regard to the following datas 

1. Personality adjustment 

2. Selected personal factors 

a. Age 

b. Marital status 

c. Veteran status 

d. High school grades 

e. Honor roll membership 

f. Scholarship recipience 

g. Withdrawals 

1 



h. Semester hours originally enrolled in 

1. Semester hours passed 

J. Semester hours dropped 

k. Class absences 

1. Disciplinary infractions 

®. Academic probetion®ry status 

n. Memberships in social clubs 

o. Campus off-campus residence 

p. Commuting practices 

q. Students with part*time campus employment 

r. Colleg# transference 

s. Reasons given for late enrollment 

t. American Council on Education Psychological 

Examination <1949 College Edition) total raw 

score 

3. Academic achievement in college 

a. Semester grade-point average 

b. Original acceptance date 

c. Class date enrolled 

d. Classification 



Hypotheses 

The hypotheses of the study were theses 

1. Late registrants are not as well adjusted totally, 

personally or socially us are regular registrants as 

measured by performance on the California Test of Person* 

ality (Adult Form, 1953 Revision). 

2. Late registration is related significantly to the 

presence of each of the selected personal factors used in 

the study. 

3. Students who register late attain records ©f sig-

nificantly lower academic achievement than those who regis-

ter on time. 

Significance of the Study 

No studies have been published on late registration. 

Neither the Reader»s Guide nor the Education Index lists 

any research in this field. The last two editors of College 

£££k University» official national publication for registrars 

and admission officers, state that the magazine has never 

printed an article on the subject. These editors, W. C. 

Srayser and S. A. Nock, have supervised the publication for 

a period of twenty-one years. 

Late registrants cause extra work for admission officers, 

registrars, department heads, and classroom teachers. College 



enrollments are increasing rapidly and predictions are 

that they will continue to do so for the next decade or 

longer (26, p. 12). At their state and national meetings, 

registrars and admission officers often discuss informally 

the problem of late registration and wonder if the number 

of late registrants will increase in proportion to the 

number of students, and how the admission offices will 

handle the extra load. 

They also express concern about the late registrants 

themselves. They agree that students who register late, 

especially freshmen, enter college with a triple handicapi 

(1) they have missed the first classes and the instructor *s 

explanations of the plans for the semester"s work in the 

courses, (2) their work load is heavy because they have 

back assignments in addition to the current ones, and 

(3) they have not attended the orientation programs planned 

to help the® become acquainted with their new environment. 

But, since no records are kept on them as a group, they are 

lost in the student body and no one seeros to know how well 

they get along socially or scholastically. Some educators 

suggest that studies should be made about late-registering 

students. J. Spencer Carlson, Director of the Counseling 



Center at the University of Oregon, indicated! that the 

problem of late registration needs exploring (7). 

With reliable information available about the unique 

behavior and achievements of former late registrants, 

registrars, admission officers and teachers should be 

able to guide students who enroll after the classes for 

the semester have started in planning manageable schedules 

(34, p. 269) and to make arrangements for subsequent inter-

views to check their progress and to provide them with 

special help and counseling if and when it is needed. This 

counseling might improve the students* achievements and 

decrease the number who withdraw from college. 

Some of the questions that arise in the informal dis-

cussions when registrars and admission officers get together 

are these: 

1. Are late registrants different from other enrollees? 

Are they a group of homogeneously maladjusted students? 

2. Do they adjust to college environment in a satis-

factory manner? Are they trouble makers? 

3. How do they rate on intelligence tests? 

4. Do they stay in college or does a larger per cent 

of them than regular registrants drop out? 
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5. Do tfeelr academic achievements compare favorably 

with those of regular registrants'? 

6. Should special counseling be provided for there? 

It is hoped that this study will uncover at least 

partial answers to some of these questions and encourage 

others to investigate more fully the incidence of late 

registration. 

Procedure for Collection of Data 

The records of 650 full-time students*-325 late 

registrants and 325 regular registrante--wer© used in this 

study. Only full-time student# who registered on the first 

class day through the twelfth class day were used. The 

names of the late registrants were obtained from the stu-

dents* assignment cards in the Registrar's Office at 

Tarleton State College. This group was made up of the 

238 freshmen and 87 sophomores (293 sales and 32 females) 

who were late in registering for the fall and spring semes-

ters during the seven years covered by the study. The 

assignment cards indicated by semester the courses for 

which these students were enrolled and the dates of regis-

tration. 

Nasaes of the 325 regular registrants were selected 

by matching then with the late registrants in these wayss 



(1) by total raw score on the American Council on Education 

Psychological Examination (1949 College Edition), (2) by 

sex, and (3) by classification. Data for these three 

matching factors were obtained from the students* perma-

nent records located in the Registrar's Office. Since 

Tarleton Stat© College was a junior college for six of 

these seven years, only the records of freshmen and sopho-

raores were used in the study. 

In order to facilitate the examination and compare 

the data obtained fro® the assignment cards, machine tabu-

lations were used. A punch card with a total of thirty 

items was prepared from each student*s record. The infor-

mation was obtained from (1) the students* personnel 

folders, (2) the files in the Fiscal Office, and (3) the 

students' permanent records. Both the personnel folders 

and permanent records are on file in the Registrar's Office, 

Additional data on the fifty-two late registrants 

(forty-one sales and eleven females) who were enrolled in 

the college during the fall and spring semesters, 1961-

1962, were collected for the investigation of Hypothesis 

Number One. The California Test of Personality (Adult 

F&xm, 1953 Revision) was administered to these fifty-two 

late registrants and fifty-two matched regular registrants 
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for the purpose of comparing their personality scores. In 

addition, each of the fifty-two students in the late regis-

trant group was interviewed and the reason found for his 

registering late. Scores obtained from the California 

Test of Personality included these factors! (under Per-

sonal Adjustment) self'-reliance, sense of personal worth, 

sense of personal freedom, feeling ©£ belonging, with-

drawing tendencies, and nervous symptoms; and (under Social 

Adjustment) social standards, social skill®, anti-social 

tendencies, family relations, occupation relations and 

community relations. For the purposes of this study aggre-

gate scores were used for Personal Adjustment, Social Ad-

justment, and Total Adjustment. 

Procedures for Treatment of Data 

The primary purposes of the study were to explore 

relationships and differences existing between measures 

of personality, each of the selected personal factors, and 

the records of academic achievement ©f the late and regular 

registrants* The personality adjustment was measured by 

the scores in total, personal and social adjustments from 

the California Test of Personality. The selected personal 

factors were taken from the list of items previously stated 



ill this chapter, and the academic achievements of the 

students were deter sained ©a the basis of their semester 

grade-point averages. The grade-point averages were based 

upon grades earned during the semester for which the dsts 

were collected. 

The following information was included on the machine 

cards (numbers indicate the spaces assigned for nachine 

punching)t 

1. Student*s name (19) 

2. Semester used in study (1) 

*3. ACE Psychological Examination total raw score ($) 

*4. Semester hours originally enrolled in (2) 

*5. Semester hours passed (2) 

*6. Semester hours dropped (2) 

*7. Semester grade-point average (3) 

*8. Sex (1) 

*9. Original acceptance date (4) 

•10. Date of withdrawal (4) 

*11. Class day enrolled (2) 

*12. Classification (1) 

*13. Age (2) 

*14. Titoes on honor roll (1) 

*15. Times on academic probation (1) 
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*16. College transference (2) 

•17. Marital status (1) 

*18. Veteran status (1) 

*19. College residence (1) 

*20. High school grade average (1) 

•*21. Number hours part-time work per month (2) 

*22. Social club membership (1) 

*23. Scholarship recipience (1) 

*24. Number of class absences (2) 

25. Number of times registering late (1) 

*26. Disciplinary infractions {1) 

27. Alphabetical number (3) 

*28. Reason for late registration (2) 

29. Year used in study (1) 

Several of the items were coded so that all the in-

formation could be placed on the machine cards. Sixty-eight 

of the eighty columns were used to record the twenty-nine 

items. 

Codes were prepared on such item® as employment status, 

college transference, reason for late registration (1961-

1962 school year), year used in study, and college residence, 

From the twenty-nine items listed on the punch cards, 

twenty-four were selected as relevant to the comparisons to 
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be made in the study. Twenty are listed under "Selected 

Personal Factors" on pages one and two, while the other 

four are listed under "Academic Achievement'on page two. 

The remaining five factors were used only for the purpose 

of identifying the students. The items used in the study 

are identified by asterisks in the listing above. 

In addition to the preparation of these cards, other 

machine card# were prepared for the students who took the 

California Test of Personality. Items included on these 

card® were as follows (numbers indicate assigned spaces 

for machine punching): 

1. Student's name (19) 

2. Sex (1) 

3. Personal Adjustment score (3) 

4. Social Adjustment score (3) 

5. Total Adjustaent score (3) 

The tenability of the hypotheses of the study was 

determined by examining the data in the following manner.* 

!_«--Critical ratio and t test of significance 

were used to test the difference between the means of the 

scores of the late and regular registrants for the California 

Test of Personality in the following situationst Is there 
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a significant difference between the means of the score® 

©f the t 

A. Late and regular registrants on Total, Personal 

and Social Adjustments? 

B. Late and regular male registrants on Total, Per-

sonal and Social Adjustments? 

C. Late and regular female registrants oil Total, 

Personal and Social Adjustments? 

Step II.--Chi square was used to determine if a sip* 

nificant relationship existed between the nuaiber of late 

and regular registrants with respect to each of the follow-

ing factors: 

A. Marital status 

B. Veteran status 

C. Honor roll membership 

D. Scholarship recipience 

E. Withdrawals 

V. Semester hours dropped 

G. Disciplinary infractions 

H* Academic probationary status 

I. Memberships in social clubs 

J. Cawpus-off-carapus residence 
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K. Commuting practices 

L. College transference 

Step III.--Critical ratio was used to test the signifi-

cance of the difference between the means of the late and 

regular registrants in the following comparisons J 

A. Age 

B. High school grades 

C. Class absences 

D. Part-time employment 

Step IV.--A frequency distribution of th© grade-point 

average was prepared for the late and regular registrant®. 

Data for the two groups were compiled separately. Measures 

of central tendency were calculated. 

Critical rati© was applied to test for significant 

differences between th® grade-point means of the following 

groups; 

A. Late and regular registrants 

B. Late and regular male registrants 

C. Late and regular feaale registrant® 

D. Late and regular freshman registrants 

E. Late and regular sophomore registrants 
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Step V.—In order to determine if grades were related 

to the date of late registration, further tabulations were 

made by arbitrarily dividing the late enrol latent days into 

halves in reference to the class day on which the late 

registrants enrolled. These divisions were made a® follow#® 

first half, first through sixth class day and second half, 

seventh through twelfth class day. Critical ratio was 

used to determine if a significant difference existed be-

tween the grade-point Means of the two groups. 

Step VI.--In order to determine if there were signifi-

cant differences among the college grade-point means accord-

ing to the Month of acceptance of the late registrant and 

regular registrant groups, the months were arbitrarily 

divided into three categories. These three sections con-

sisted of the three months during which the largest number 

of acceptances were processed through the Registrar's 

Office. Group 1 consisted of July; Group 2, August; and 

Group 3, September. Placement of students in these groups 

was determined by the date of acceptance. Students accepted 

during other months of the year were not included in this 

portion of the study. 

Simple analysis of variance was used to determine if 

significant differences existed among the grade-*point means 
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of the late and regular registrant groups in the three 

categories. If, after computing the variance estimate 

and F was found to be significant, the formula for ;t was 

used t© find where the significant differences were between 

the means of the three sections in each group. 

Step ¥11,--Hie reasons for late registration were 

recorded for the fifty*two students who enrolled late in 

1961-1962. These were tabulated and listed by number and 

per cent in a table. 

Definitions of Tern® 

Late registrant.--A student enrolled in twelve or 

more semester hours, who registered after the prescribed 

registration period between the first and twelfth class 

days, inclusive. 

Regular registrant.—A student enrolled in twelve or 

more semester hours, who registered during the prescribed 

registration period prior to the first class day. 

Grade-point average.--An average determined by divid-

ing the total number of grade points accumulated during any 

given semester by the number of enrolled sea«ster hours. 

Grade points were calculated on the basis of three for an A, 
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two for a B, on© for a C, none for a D or F. the grade of 

D was the lowest passing grade. 

Probation student.--A student enrolled in twelve ©r 

more secester hours who passed less than ten semester hours 

or wade fewer than ten grade points the previous semester. 

Honor roll student.--A full-time student who did not 

have a grade below B the previous semester. 

Limitation of the Study 

The study was limited to? 

1. The examination of data found in the records of 

freshman and sophomore students at Tarleton State College 

during the seven-year period from 1955 through 1962. 

2. The considerstion of information about selected 

factors which was taken fro® the students* personnel folders. 

3. The California Test of Personality (Adult Form, 1953 

Revision) which was administered to only 104 of the 650 stu-

dents used in the study. These were the ones who were en-

rolled in college during the year the data were being 

collected. 

Related Studies 

Many research studies have been conducted with emphasis 

upon academic achievement of the student in college, but a 



17 

thorough review of the literature revealed that bo signifi-

cant research had been done pertaining to the compared 

achievement of late and regular registrant#. The following 

related studies did not bear directly on this type of stu-

dents, but they did have an indirect relationship to the 

late registrants. 

Jackson (21, p.37) pointed out that a certain amount 

of drive and a certain Minimum amount of personality adjust* 

taeitt seemed necessary for academic success. He stated, 

"There still resain to© many unknown factors connected with 

aptitudes and Motivation for those who must choose among 

thousands of applicant®.11 

Trueblood made this statements 

Those who conduct admissions offices need to 
have almost superhuman Judgments. What the officer 
of admission oust look for is, first, a real desire 
for an education, and second, some promise of leader-
ship in enterprise. Admissions officers must also 
watch for a willingness of students to learn, a 
willingness to be taught, and the conviction that 
college life is a great privilege (41, pp. 53-54). 

Thornton (38, p. 93) stated that probably the roost 

important barrier to college attendance was lack of moti-

vation. He further stated that; 

It is not necessary to discourage people fro® 
seeking post-high school education. Since more than 
half of the very ablest young people do not now even 
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apply to enter college, the task is rather to con-
vince them of the value of further education (38, 
p. 35). 

Mueller pointed out thisi 

That on© most important factor in the admission 
process--the individual student—is not so easily 
categorised as the schools to which he is entrusted. 
His native intellectual capacity and his scholastic 
achievement are wore readily measured than his activa-
tions, personality, and opportunities, although all 
are equally important in deciding college aptitude 
and future intellectual and professional success (29, 
p, 152). 

A study by Borow (5, p. 19) found that behavioral 

influences at college were important in achievement. He 

also stated that one generalization on which there was 

widespread agreement among research workers was that serious-

ness of educational purpose and a liking for academic work 

were intimately linked with success in college (5, p. 26). 

Iff*rt (20, p. 435) discovered from the analysis of 

length of student survival in relationship to the siae of 

family income that financial limitation wan not the only 

consideration that determined student drop-out from college. 

Iffert drew this conclusions 

Withdrawal of freshmen is determined more by 
lack of interest and academic than by financial 
difficulties. Two types of difficulties, academic 
and financial, dominate the scene. 

There are significant differences between first 
year drop-outs and subsequent drop-outs. Academic 
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difficulties are more serious than financial for 
first year drop-outs, whereas the reverse is true 
for those who drop out after the first year (20, 
p. 43S). 

Hunger (30, p. 218) found that the best predictor of 

college achievement was a ©ample of the student1® work in 

college* He stated that more than rank in high school and 

scholastic test scores was needed to predict success in 

college. "The grade~point average during the first semes-

ter in college was a better indicator than high school 

rank and scholastic aptitude ©cores (30, p. 221). 

Budd (6, pp. 220-223) in a study conducted during 

the 1954 fall quarter at Western Washington College of 

Education found that freshmen did not appear to be handi-

capped in the initial academic sdjustaent fey remunerative 

employment. Neither were there performances related to 

the size of their academic load. 

Iffert's study also found that median family income 

was related significantly to persistence, but not to abil-

ity of the students. One third of the early drop-outs had 

family incomes below $4,000 in 1953, compared with 23 per 

cent of the graduates (20, p. 437). 

In & study completed at the University of Iowa Sprague 

(36, p. 51) found no statistical relationship between a 
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composite parental education rating and persistence, al-

though students whose parents held at least the baccalaureate 

degree tended to persist in college. No relationship was 

found with father*s occupation, nor with family income. 

Baumgart (2, p. 228) said that a comprehensive review 

of existing literature on prediction of college success 

revealed that most of the existing studies were of Halted 

value to counselors and admissions officers. 

Punke made the following statement: 

Freshmen constitute a group in whom under-
achievement is often thought to concentrate. Part 
of the problem results from the heterogenity of 
background in knowledge, interest, and habit which 
characteriaes freshmen who come fro® widely differ-
ent high schools. Part results from meagerness of 
guidance which they receive, before or upon entering 
college, concerning the range and complexity of 
programs available, and the relations of these pro-
grams t© adult life in an industrial democracy. 
Most individuals will accomplish more if encouraged 
and guided, particularly when bewildered or at the 
end of the rope {34, p. 26©). 

Hourtoule (19, p.45) indicated a belief that the 

problem of motivating today*s students in colleges and 

universities has become of increasing concern to faculties 

and administrations; 

The problem of motivating today's students 
in our colleges and universities i® becoming of 
increasing concern to faculties and administrations 
alike. Hundreds of thousands of apparently intel-
ligent and eager young people invade the college 
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campuses each fall, and each fall the hope is re-
newed that this year will be better than the pre-
ceding. All too frequently the hopes and intentions 
of all involved in the college community are forgotten; 
the exigencies and expediencies of the moment take 
precedence. The fraternity or sorority, the football 
stadium and the party weekend rather than English 
Literature, Western Civilisation or Engineering Ori-
entation seise the active interest of the student. 

The problem of student motivation is directly 
related t© the prevailing outlook of our youth toward 
life in general and an education in particular. Too 
often our young people look upon the four year® in 
college as a necessary evil spent to assure the ac-
quisition of the material things in life: A five-
figure Job, a fish-tail automobile, and a tri-level 
home on the "Main Line" (19, p. 45)* 

Sprague (36, p. 63) found in a study which was con-

ducted by Bells at the University of Illinois from 1955-1958 

of all lowest-quarter applicants asking preliminary appli-

cation for admission to the University under a new program 

providing a special battery of tests and a pre-admission 

interview that 18 per cent did not complete the required 

testing and interviewing. In addition, 27 per cent of those 

who were tested and interviewed did not actually enroll in 

the University. 

He further discovered that before the new admission 

program wa® inaugurated, 13.6 per cent of all new freshmen 

were from the lowest quarter of their high school classes$ 

under the new program this was reduced to 10.7 per cent. 

He attributed one half of this reduction to enforcement of 

a thirty-day deadline for lowest quarter applicants. 
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Chamber® (9, p. 250) found that approximately ©ne 

half of the young men and women who registered as candi-

date® for college degrees each fall did not complete the 

requirements for degrees. 

Poor preparation at the secondary school level 
naturally leads to serious academic problems in 
college. . . .' Counseling in college is, however, 
more effective than in secondary school. Psycho-
logically the student has reached a new level of in-
dependence in thought and action when h« enters 
college. Dependence upon his parents or over-
domination of his parents is lessened and the 
individual can be encouraged to more realism in 
the assessment of his capabilities or limitations. 

The teaching faculty should be chosen not only 
for their ability to teach, but also for their capa-
bilities to act as advisors to students (9, pp. 252, 
253). 

In addition, as pointed out by Chambers, some state 

universities had reported student mortality as high as 

75 per cent between the entrance and graduation ©f the same 

class. 
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CHAPTER II 

AN ANALYSIS OF PERSONALITY SCORES OF LATE 

AND REGULAR REGISTRANTS 

This chapter presents an analysis of the scores on 

the California Test of Personality (Adult For®, 1953 Re-

vision) made by the fifty-two late and fifty-two regular 

registrants in 1961-1962. The reason that only 104 of 

the 650 students whose records were used in the study 

were selected for this particular analysis is the fact 

that they were currently enrolled in the college during 

1961-1962, the year the data were being collected. The 

other 273 late and 273 regular registrants had enrolled 

for the fall and spring semesters fro* 1935 through 1961. 

The California Test of Personality was chosen as the in-

strument for testing Hypothesis Number One: "Late regis-

trants are not as well adjusted totally, personally or 

socially as are regular registrants." 

Fifty-two students, forty-one males and eleven fe-

males, registered late at the Tarleton State College for 

the fall semester in 1961 and the spring semester in 1962, 
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They were matched with fifty-two regular registrant® on 

the basis of the American Council on Education Psycho* 

logical Examination (1949 College Edition) total raw scores, 

sex and classification. Bach late registrant was inter-

viewed personally with the conference centering on hi® or 

her reasons for registering late. These reasons are pre-

sented in Chapter III. 

In the introduction to the California Test of Person-

ality the authors state, "The California Teat of Personality 

has been designed to identify and reveal the status of 

certain highly important factors in personality and social 

adjustment usually designated as intangibles." They also 

say thati 

Insistence on respect for the "wholeness" of 
the adjusting organism or guidance of the adjusting 
organism or guidance of the whole individual repre-
sents a major contribution of the modern movement 
in education. This personality test is an implement 
or tool through which the teacher (or counselor or 
employer) can more easily and effectively approach 
this desirable goal (6, p. 2). 

The California Test of Personality is organised around 

the concept of life adjustment as being a balance between 

personal and social adjustment and is divided into two 

partss Personal Adjustment and Social Adjustment. Under 

Personal Adjustment the questions concern the following 
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areas: self«celii3ce, sens© of p«rsonal worth, wnst of 

personal freedom, feeling of belonging, withdrawing tenden-

cies and nervous symptoms. The are®® examined by the 

section on Social Adjustment aire: social standards, social 

skill®, anti-social tendencies, family relations, occupa-

tion relations and eoo»unity relations. 

Some example questions found within the test are as 

followsI 

D© you have enough spending money? (Question 
number $3) 

Do you have difficulty thinking clearly when 
you get worried or excited? (Question number 90) 

Do you feel that others could make your work 
easier for you if they cared to do so? (Question 
number 160) 

As was stated in Chapter I, the total scores recorded 

for the students on Total, Personal and Social Adjustments 

were used for the comparisons made between the late and 

regular registrants examined. 

It was hoped that in addition to the wore tangible 

comparisons being made of the data from the 650 students' 

assignment cards, permanent records and personnel files 

used in the study, the analysis of the scores from the 

California Test of Personality would furnish some clues 

as to why so many students register late. Surprising as 
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It may see®, however, the late registrants scored higher 

than the regular registrants in both sections of the test 

and their total scores were also higher. In only two com-

parisons, however, were the differences great enough to be 

considered statistically significant. It was evident that 

these young saen and women who enrolled late were not uni-

formly suffering fro® personality maladjustments signifi-

cantly related to the cause of their late registration. 

In order to establish a basis for comparison, the 

scores made by the students in this section of the study 

were analysed. The mean, median, range of scores and the 

standard deviation were computed on Total, Personal and 

Social Adjustments for the following groups; late regis-

trants, regular registrants, late sale registrants, late 

female registrants, regular male registrants, and regular 

female registrants. The findings are recorded in Table I 

through Table VI. 

The critical rati© and t test of significance were 

used to test for significant differences between the means 

of any two groups. The critical ratio was applied when 

the scores of fifty or more students were compared and the 

t test of significance was used for comparing students in 

groups of fewer than fifty. 
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Both the mean and median were computed a® shown in 

the tables because the difference of these two measures of 

central tendency might indicate skewing from the normal 

curve of distribution and a clustering of the score# at 

either the upper or the lower end of the scale. 

Comparison of the Two Groups on the Basis of 
Total Personality Adjustment Scores 

In a search for significant personality differences 

which could be related to the fact that fifty-tw© students 

registered late during the school year of 1961-1962, the 

scores of the 104 late and regular registrants wh® took the 

California Test of Personality were studied comparatively. 

The total Personality Adjustment scores were obtained by 

adding the scores on Personal and Social Adjustment. The 

results are recorded in Tables I and II. 

Entire Group 

Table I shows the mean ©core on Total Personality 

Adjustment for the fifty-two late registrants was 134.50; 

and 130.23 for the fifty-two regular registrants. This 

difference was tested by critical ratio which was found 

to be 1.16. Because a critical ratio of 1.96 was required 
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TABLE I 

TOTAL ADJUSTMENT SCORES ON CALIFORNIA TEST OP 
PERSONALITY FOR 

AND LATE REGISTRANTS 

Groups Mean Median Range 
Standard 
Deviation 

52 Regular 
Registrants 130.23 131 80-171 20«64 

52 Late 
Registrants 134.50 136 96-167 17.22 

for the 5 per cent level of significance, the difference 

was not considered significant, and it could not be con-

cluded that one group was better adjusted than the other. 

Male Group 

The regular male registrants had greater range of 

scores as shown in Table II on Total Personality Adjustment 

than the Bales who registered late. There was no sustained 

trend of high or low score# recorded for either group 

which would suggest a reason for the fact that forty-one 

wale students registered late during the 1961-1962 school 

year. 
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TABLE II 

TOTAL ADJUSTMENT SCORES BY -SEX ON CALIFORNIA TEST 
OF PERSONALITY FOR REGULAR REGISTRANTS 

AND LATE REGISTRANTS 

Groups by 
Sex Mean Median Range 

Standard 
Deviation 

Regular Registrants 
(11 Females) 

139 132.50 104-171 18.34 

Late Registrants 
(11 Females) 

143 *18 140.40 107-167 18.49 

Regular Registrants 
(41 Males) 

127.93 128 80-168 20.60 

Late Registrants 
(41 Males) 

132.26 132 91-161 15.99 

The late male registrants made higher «ean scores 

than the regular male registrants. Critical ratio was 

used to test the difference between their mean scores and 

was found to be 1.06 which w®s below the 3 per cent level 

of significance. 

Female Group 

The first significant difference in the score# made 

by the students in this part of the study was discovered 

when the mean scores of the eleven late and eleven regular 

female registrants were compared. Since there were fewer 
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than fifty scores being tested, the _t rati© was applied 

and was found to be 2.55, which exceeded the 2 per cent 

level of significance of 2.528 with 20 degrees of freedom, 

and permitted the conclusion that the 1st® female regis-

trants were the better adjusted of the two groups. It 

should be ©aphasised, however, that the sampling in this 

instance was small and only limited conclusions could be 

drawn. 

The results from the Total Adjustment section of the 

test see® to indicate that the women were ®t least a little 

better adjusted than the men. When the sexes were com-

pared, the females outscored the males. Even though the 

scores do not furnish a clue for the incidence of late 

registration, they may confirm the belief that freshman 

Dales need extra help until they catch up with their class-

nates. 

Comparison of the Two Groups on the Basis 
of Personal Adjustment Score® 

The first half of the California Test of Personality 

is Personal Adjustment and is composed of ninety questions 

based on feeling of personal security. The results on this 

section were computed and tabulated in the same manner as 

were the Total Adjustment scores. 
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Entire Group 

The difference in the scores of the late and regular 

registrants was not great enough to denote that one group 

felt a significantly higher sense of personal security 

than the other. The figures recorded in Table III follow 

the same trend as these in Tables X and II. 

TABLE III 

PERSONAL ADJUSTMENT SCORES ON CALIFORNIA 
TEST OF PERSONALITY FOP- REGULAR 

AND LATE REGISTRANTS 

Group Mean Median Range 
Standard 
Deviation 

Regular Registrants 63.36 64. SS 41-86 10.85 

Late Registrants 66.21 68.40 42«86 9.38 

The late registrant#1 wean score was higher (2.85) 

than the regular registrants' and their range was 42*86 

compared with 41-8© with a regular registrant making the 

lowest- score. The results suggest that the two group® 

who took the te«t were very evenly matched; however, the 

late registrant®' scores were slightly higher and could 

indicate that they felt a little more personal security 

than the regular registrant®. 
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Male Group 

A comparison of the scores made by the late and regu-

lar Bale registrants gave no indication that one group 

possessed a significantly higher feeling of personal 

security than the other. A tabulation of the sooree is 

recorded in Table IV. The late male registrants, follow-

ing the pattern established by the entire groupsoutacored 

the regular male registrants with a mean of 65 t© 62.45 

and a aedian of 65 to 63. The range of score® was 42-80 

to 41-81, respectively, with the lowest and highest scores, 

being made by regular registrants. 

TABLE IV 

PERSONAL ADJUSTMENT SCORES BY SEX ON CALIFORNIA 
TEST OF PERSONALITY FOR REGULAR REGISTRANTS 

AND LATE REGISTRANTS 

Groups by 
Sex Mean Median Range Standard 

Deviation 

Regular Registrants 
, (Feaales) 66.82 64 51-86 10.41 

Late Registrants 
(Females) 70.82 67 51-86 10.15 

Regular Registrant® 
(Males) 62.45 63 41-81 10.78 

Late Registrants 
(Males) 65 65 52*80 8.78 
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The critical ratio was found to be 1.17,-which was 

below 1.96, the S per cent level of significance. Even 

though the late male registrants consistently scored 

slightly higher than the others, their margin was not great 

enough to assu®@ their superiority in personal adjustaent. 

Female Group 

Analysis of the scores made by the late women regis-

trants on Personal Adjustment showed significant differences 

when they were compared with the scores of the regular 

women registrants. The difference of their mean scores 

was tested by using t rati© which with 20 degrees of free-

dom was 2.76. This was significant at beyond the 2 per 

cent level of 2.528 and approached the 1 per cent level' of 

2.845. The women who registered late indicated that they 

felt a greater sense of personal security than the women 

who registered on time. Sine® the sample was small, only 

limited conclusions can be drawn. 

Comparison of the Two Group® on the Basis 
of Social Adjustment Scores 

There were ninety questions in the Social Adjustment 

section of the California Test of Personality, the same 

number as there were in the Personal Adjustment section. 
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Repeating their performance on Total and Personal Adjust-

ments t the late registrants made higher score® on Social 

Adjustment than did the regular registrants. Both groups 

made higher mean and median scores on Social than on Per-

sonal Adjustment, which gave some indication that they felt 

better adjusted socially than personally. 

Entire Group 

The analysis of the scores wade by the 104 late and 

regular registrants on this section of the test failed to 

produce any evidence that the lack of a feeling of social 

security was related to the fact that fifty-two of the® 

registered late. The taean and median scores, the range 

and the standard deviation were computed and are recorded 

in Table V. 

TABLE V 

SOCIAL ADJUSTMENT SCORES ON CALIFORNIA TBST OF 
PERSONALITY FOR REGULAR AND LATE REGISTRANTS 

Groups Mean Median Range 
Standard 
Deviation 

Regular Registrants 66.81 67.25 36*88 11.18 

Late Registrants 68.32 70.45 45-82 9.40 
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The late registrants made higher mean scores than the 

regular registrants; bat when critical ratio was applied to 

the difference, it was found to be .75 which was below the 

5 per cent level of significance. 

Male Group 

A regular male registrant niade a score of 88 ©ut ©f a 

possible 90 on Social Adjustment! another scored 36. The 

range of scores for the late male registrant® was not so 

great (45-80). No significant difference# however, vmm 

found when their mean scores were compared. Table VI shows 

the various measures in Social Adjustment for both sexes in 

the late and regular groups. 

TABLE VI 

SOCIAL ADJUSTMENT SCORES BY SEX ON CALIFORNIA TEST 
OF PERSONALITY FOR REGULAR REGISTRANTS 

AND LATE REGISTRANTS 

Groups by 
Sex Mean Median Range 

Standard 
Deviation 

Regular Registrants 
(Females) 71.64 71.5 56-85 8.96 

Late Registrants 
(Females) 72.36 76.5 56-82 8.83 

Regular Registrants 
(Males) 65.55 63 36-88 11.36 

Late Registrants 
(Males) 67.26 69 45-81 9.26 
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The difference between the means of the late and regu-

lar male registrants was tested by using critical ratio. 

This was found to be .75 which was below 1.96, and not re* 

garded as significant. 

Female Group 

The late female registrants made better scores than 

the regular female registrants. When the t ratio, however, 

was applied to the difference, it was found to be .18 and 

was below the 5 per cent level with 20 degree# of freedom. 

The ©cores made by these two group® of women were more 

evenly Matched than those of any of the other comparisons 

wade on the results of the California Test of Personality. 

Summary 

Hypothesis Number One states that late registrants 

©re not as well adjusted Totally, Personally or Socially 

as are regular registrants. In an attempt to test this 

hypothesis, the California Test of Personality (Adult Form, 

1953 Revision) was given to the fifty-two students (forty-

one Kale® and eleven females) who registered late for the 

1961 fall and 1962 spring semesters at Tarleton State Col-

lege and fifty-two matched students who registered on time. 
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The matching was done on 'the basis of the Aaerican Council 

on Education Psychological Examination {1949 College Edi-

tion) total raw score, sex and classification. 

Three comparisons of scorea »ade by the student# 

were computed on e#ch of the three section® of the test; 

Total, Personal and Social Adjustments. The groupa cow-

pared in each section were these: 

1. -Entire group ©f late and regular registrants 

2. Late male and regular male registrants 

3. Late .female and regular .female registrants 

Two significant differences, both ©f which favored the 

late registrants, were found among these nine comparisonst 

1. The late women registrants made significantly 

higher scores on Total Adjustment than the regular women 

registrants. 

2. The late women registrants made significantly 

higher scores on Personal Adjustment than the regular 

women registrants. 

The differences of the scores analyzed in the other 

comparisons were not great enough to denote that any one 

group felt better personally or socially adjusted than the 

group with whom they were compared. 
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As stated, the purpose of examining these 104 late 

and regular registrants was to test the hypothesis. The 

late registrants made higher scores on every aection of 

the test than did the regular registrants. If the Cali-

fornia Test of Personality is a dependable raeans of 
iwiiiiMiwwiî iiiiiiiiiiiiiiitiiii.iii'nimi m.i WMMM -m imtw, w i IIW«I»«mwmw4WW •** 

measuring personality traits and if the comparison of 

fifty-two late registrants with fifty-two matched regular 

registrants constitutes an adequate sample, the analysis 

of the scores does not support Hypothesis Number One. 
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CHAPTER III 

AN ANALYSIS OF SELECTED PERSONAL FACTORS 

OF LATE AND REGULAR REGISTRANTS 

An analysis of" comparisons between late and regular 

registrants ©f the selected personal factors listed under 

"Statement of the Problem" in Chapter I is reported in 

this chapter. These comparisons were made in order to 

test the tcnability of Hypothesis Number Twoi "Late regis-

tration is related significantly to the presence ©f each 

of the selected personal factors used in the study." 

Comparison of the Two Groups 
©n the Basis of Age 

The sacan age for the late registrants was higher than 

that for the regular registrants. The means were 19.21 

year® and 18.94 years, respectively. The difference between 

the »eans of the ages of the two groups was tested by deter-

mining the critical ratio. It was found t© be 1.83 and 

approached the 5 per cent level of 1.96, but the difference 

was not great enough to b© considered significant. It 

seemed possible that the age differences were attributable 
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t© two factors among the late registrants: (1) there were 

twice as many veterans, and (2) there were more married 

students* 

Comparison of the Two Groups on the 
Basis of Marital Statu# 

Twenty-three of the 650 students included in the study 

were married. Of this twenty-thre*, fourteen were late and 

nine were regular registrants. Tbe age factor probably ac» 

counted for the small number of married students in so large 

a group since only freshuien and sophomores were used in the 

sample for the study. And the fact that wore 'late than regu-

lar registrants were married may have been influenced by the 

fact that a greater number of veterans registered late than 

on time. Table VII shows these-data. Observed frequencies 

are listed under n0M while expected frequencies are listed 

under "E" in parentheses in each table where chi square was 

used. 

TABLE ¥11 

THE RELATIONSHIP OF THE TWO GROUPS 
ACCORDING TO MARITAL STATUS 

Groups 
Married Single 

Total Groups 
0 E 0 E 

Total 

Late Registrants 14 (11.5) 311 (313.5) 325 

Regular Registrants 9 (11.5) 316 (313.5) 325 

Total 23 627 650 

Chi square » 1.12 <.05. 
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Chi square was used to test the relationship between 

the number of married students in the late and regular 

registrant groups. With one degree of freedom it was found 

to be 1.12 end was not considered significant since it did 

not reach the 5 per cent level of 3.84. 

Comparison of the Two Group© on the 
Basis of Veteran Status 

As indicated in Table VIII the number ©f veterans in 

the study was small with only twelve students having been 

members of the Armed Forces. Of this number, twice as many 

were members of the late than ©f the regular registrant 

group. Eight of the veterans were late in registering and 

four registered on time. 

TABLE VIII 

THE RELATIONSHIP OF THE TWO GROUPS 
ACCORDING TO VETERAN STATUS 

Groups 
Veterans Non--Veterans 

Total Groups 
0 E 0 E 

Total 

Late Registrants 8 (6) 317 (319) 325 

Regular Registrants <4 (6) 321 (31©) 325 

Total 12 638 650 

Chi square * 1.36 <.05. 
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The relationship between the number of veteran® in the 

two groups was tested by chi square which, with one degree 

of freed©®* was found to be 1.36. This relationship was 

not considered significant since 1.36 is less than 3.84 

(5 per cent level). 

Comparison of the Two Groups on the 
Basis of High School Grades 

The regular registrants made better grades in high 

school than did the late registrants. Five of the 650 

students whose records were used in the study were not 

graduated from high school. They were over twenty-one 

years of age and were admitted ©n individual approval, 

which is standard procedure aoong accredited colleges. 

Four of the five were late registrants| the other one en-

rolled on time. Comparison® were made of the grades of 

the 645 high school graduates and also of the entire group 

of 650. 

Since the grades for the four years in high school 

were recorded by letters, numbers were arbitrarily assigned 

to correspond to the letters. The- grade of A was three; 

B was two; C was one and D was sera. 

As shown in Table IX, the mean of the four-year high 

school grades for the 325 regular registrants was 1.77 in 



48 

TABLE IX 

COMPARISON OF THE TOO GROUPS ACCORDING 
TO HIGH SCHOOL GRADE AWRAGBS 

Groups 
Mean Percentage 

Groups 
GPA* GPA** A B C D 

Late Registrants 

Regular Registrants 

1.53 

1.77 

1.55 

1.76 

@.66 

i6.ee 

39.31 

45.98 

51.39 

35.18 

.64 

2.18 

•Grade-point average of entire group. 
••Grade-point average of high school graduates. 

contrast with 1.53 for the 325 lat© registrant®. Critical 

ratio was used to test the difference between the means of 

the high school grades of the two groups and was found to 

be 4.31, This exceeded the ,001 level of 3.29 and'was con-

sidered significant. 

When the grade® of the 645 high school graduate# were 

compared, a similar significant difference was found. The 

regular registrant* had a grade-point average of 1.78 com-

pared with 1.55 for the late registrants. The difference 

between these means was tested by critical ratio, which 

was found to be 4.12 and exceeded the .001 level of 3.29 

and the difference was therefore significant. 

As shown in Table IX, students in the regular group 

niade much better grades in high school than the late 
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registrants. Forty-six per cent of them averaged B in 

contrast with 39 per cent of the lat® registrants# More 

than 52 per cent of the late registrants were graduated 

from high school with an average of G or less; whereas 

only 37.26 per cent of the regular registrants had less 

than B averages. 

Comparison of the high school grades indicated that, 

in the sample of students used in the study, the regular 

registrants had done better scholastically in high school 

than the late registrants. 

Comparison of the Two Groups on the 

Basis of Honor Roll Membership 

Twenty-seven late and twenty-one regular registrants 

»ad« grades high enough for their names to be listed on 

the college honor roll. At Tarleton State College a stu-

dent is placed on the honor roll if he does not make a 

grade below B during a semester. The data concerning the 

honor roll membership are recorded in Table X on the fol-

lowing page. 

The relationship between the two groups concerning 

membership on the honor roll was tested by chi square. 

This was found to be .82, which with one degree of freedom 
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TABLE X 

TIE RELATIONSHIP OF THE TWO GROUPS ACCORDING 
TO HONOR ROLL MEMBERSHIP 

Groups 

On Honor 
Roll 

Not on 
Honor Roll 

Total Groups 

o E 0 E 

Late Registrant# 

Regular Registrants 

27 

21 

<24) 

(24) 

298 

304 

(301) 

(301) 

325 

32S 

Total 48 602 650 

Chi square « .82 <.OS. 

exceeded only the 50 per cent level of .46. Since this 

chi s<juare did not reach the 5 per cent level of 3.84, the 

relationship was not considered significant. 

Comparison of the Two Groups @n the 
Basis of Scholarship Recipience 

Of the forty-four scholarships given to the students 

whose records were used in the study, twenty-six were 

awarded to regular and eighteen to late registrants. The 

figures are shown in Table XI. The fact that most of the 

scholarships were awarded during the summers before the 

registration for the fall semesters began may explain the 

reason that the regular registrants received more than 
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one half of the scholarships granted. They were awarded 

only to students who had completed all their entrance 

papers and had been accepted for college enrollment. 

TABLE XI 

THE RELATIONSHIP OF THE TWO GROUPS ACCORDING 
TO SCHOLARSHIP RECIPIENCE 

Scholarships Scholarships 

Groups Received Not Received Total Groups 

0 B 0 E 

Late Registrants 18 (22) 307 (303) 325 

Regular Registrants 26 (22) 299 (303) 325 

Total 44 606 650 

Chi square • 1.56 <.05. 

Chi square was applied t© test the relationship between 

the number of scholarships received by the two group* and 

this was found t© be 1.56, which was less than the 5 per 

cent level of 3,84. This relationship was not considered 

significant. 

Comparison of the Two Groups on the 
Basis of Withdrawal® 

More late than regular registrants withdrew from col-

lege during the seven-year period of the study; the numbers 



52 

were thirty-four and twenty-six, respectively. Table XII 

records the results of the comparisons made. 

TABLE XII 

THE RELATIONSHIP OF THE TWO GROUPS 
ACCORDING TO WITHDRAWALS 

Groups 
Withdrew Did not 

Withdraw Total 

0 £ 0 E 

Late Registrants 34 {30) 291 {295) 325 

Regular Registrants 26 (30) 299 (295) 325 

Total 60 590 650 

Chi square a 1,16 <.05. 

Chi square was used to test the relationship between 

the number of students in the two groups who withdrew from 

college and was found to be 1.16. With one degree of free-

dons, the chi square exceeded the 30 per cent level ©f 1.07 

but did not reach the 5 per cent level ©f 3.84 and, there-

for®, the relationship was not considered significant. 

Comparison of the Two Groups on the Basis 
of Semester Hours Dropped 

The most significant relationship found in the study 

was in the oxrference of the number of semester hours of 
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college work dropped by the late- and regular registrants. 

During the fourteen fall and spring semesters covered by 

the study, the 325 regular registrants enrolled for 5,546 

semester hours and dropped 141; whereas the 325 late regis-

trant® enrolled for 5,388 hour* and dropped 285, A compari-

son of these figures shows that the regular registrant® 

were registered in 158 more and dropped 144 fewer semester 

hours of college courses than did the members of the late 

group. This information is tabulated in Table XIII. 

TABLE XIII 

THE RELATIONSHIP OF THE TWO GROUPS ACCORDING 
TO SEMESTER HOURS DROPPED 

Groups 

Hours 
Dropped 

Hours not 
Dropped 

Total 
0 - B 0 Vt 

Late Registrants 285 (210) 5103 (517®) S388 

Regular Registrants 141 (216) 5405 (5330) 5546 

Total 426 10508 10934 

Chi square « 55.19 >.001 

This relationship between the tw© groups was tested 

by applying chi square. This was found to be 55.19, which 

with one degree of freedom surpassed the .001 level of 

10.83 and was considered significant. The results of this 
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e@apari.son might indicate that the regular registrant# 

were more serious in their desire for a college education 

than the late registrants, or that the students who regis-

tered late needed more adequate guidance in the selection 

of their course® and/or more assistance in making up the 

assignment# they had missed. 

Comparison of the Two Group® on the 
Basis of Class Absences 

The number of class absences recorded for the students 

was taken from the grade reports turned in by the instructors. 

Each report noted the grade made on the course together with 

the number of absences from class. The late registrants had 

slightly fewer absences than the regular registrants. The 

means were 5.19 and 5.66, respectively. The difference be-

tween the means of class absences of the two groups was 

tested by using critical ratio, which was found to be .70 

and was below the 5 per cent level. This difference was not 

considered to be significant. 

Comparison of the Two Groups on the Basis 
of Disciplinary Infractions 

The late registrants appeared to have more difficulty 

complying with college regulations than those who enrolled 

on time. Information concerning disciplinary infractions 

mailto:e@apari.son
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was taken from the students* personnel folders, which in-

cluded notations of all disciplinary actions taken by the 

Dean of Men, the Dean of Women, the Dean ©f Students or 

the Dean of the College. Examples of infraction® recorded 

are flagrant violations ©f dormitory rules and excessive 

absences from classes after warnings from the Dean of the 

College. 

The comparison of the two groups i® shown in Table XIV. 

Forty-one late and twelve regular registrants had some type 

of disciplinary action taken against themi the percentages 

were 12.62 and 3.69, respectively. 

TABLE XIV 

THE RELATIONSHIP OF THE TWO GROUPS ACCORDING 
TO DISCIPLINARY INFRACTIONS 

Groups 
Infractions No Infractions 

Groups Total Groups 
0 E 0 E 

Total 

Late Registrants 41 (26.5) 284 (298.5) 325 

Regular Registrants 12 (26.5) 313 (298.5) 325 

Total 53 597 650 

Chi square * 19.60 >.001. 

In order to determine if a significant relationship 

existed between the number of disciplinary problem* for the 



late and regular registrants, chi square was used and found 

to be 19.60. Kith one degree of freedom this relationship 

was considered significant since it exceeded 10.83, the 

.001 level of significance. 

Comparison of the Two Groups on the Basis 

of Academic Probationary Status 

At Tarleton State College a freshman or sophomore 

student is placed on academic probation if he passes fewer 

than ten semester hours or makes fewer than ten grade 

points during a semester. A student who is on academic 

probation may not be eligible to enroll in the college the 

next semester. Most accredited colleges refuse to enroll 

students who are on academic suspension at other colleges 

until the suspension has been removed from his permanent 

record. 

More late than regular registrants were placed on 

academic probation. The comparison in number® was 194 

late to 1^5 regular registrants; the percentage was 59.38 

for the late and 38.46 for the regular registrants. A 

total of 319„ approximately one half, of the 650 students 

were placed on academic probation during the semester their 

records were examined. These data are shown in Table XV. 
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THE RELATIONSHIP OF THE TWO GROUPS ACCORDING 
TO ACADEMIC PROBATIONARY STATUS 

Groups 

On 
Probation 

Not on 
Probation Total Groups 

0 E 0 • E 
Total 

Late Registrants 194 (159.5) 131 (165.5) 325 

Regular Registrants 125 (159.5) 200 (165.5) 325 

Total 319 331 650 

Chi square «= 29,30 >.001, 

In order to test the relationship between the number 

of late and regular registrants on academic probation, chi 

square with one degree of freed©® was found to be 29.30 

which exceeded the .001 level of 10,38. The relationship 

between the number of late and regular registrants who were 

placed on academic probation was considered significant, in 

fact one of the most significant findings in the study. The 

results of this comparison seem to indicate the need for 

registrars and admissions officers to give more considera-

tion to academic achievement of late and regular registrants. 

Comparison of the Two Groups on the Basis 
of Social Club Membership 

Twenty-nine regular and twenty-seven late registrants 

had memberships in social clubs at Tarleton State College. 
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The requirements for membership in a club are that a stu-

dent must pass s minimum of twelve semester hours with a 

C average and not be under any type of disciplinary proba-

tion. There are five clubs for women: O.W.L.S., Eternas, 

Coronas, D.S.T., and Sine Ceraj and four clubs for atem 

Los Caballero®, Barons, Lord# and Coamoner®, and Silver 

Keys. The clubs are not affiliated with national organi-

sations. Table XVI records the data comparing the two 

groups on the basis of social club sietabership. 

TABLE XVI 

THE RELATIONSHIP OF THE TWO GROUPS ACCORDING 
TO SOCIAL CLUB MEMBERSHIP 

Groups 
Members Non-Meoibers 

Total Groups 
0 £ 0 B 

Total 

Late Registrant® 27 <28) 298 (297) 325 

Regular Registrants 29 {28) 296 (297) 325 

Total 56 594 650 

Late Registrants 27 (18.5) 6$ ( 71.5) 9G» 

Regular Registrants 29 (37.5) 159 (150.5) 186* 

Total 56 222 278 

Chi square * .08<.05. 
Chi square «= 7.72 > .01. 

•Total excludes students on disciplinary or academic 
probation. 



59 

Chi square was used to test the relationship between 

the,number of students in the two groups belonging to 

social clubs and was found to be .08. With one degree of 

freedom, this was significant at only the 80 per cent level 

which was below the 5 per cent level of 3.85, The differ-

ence was not considered significant. 

Since students who are on academic or disciplinary 

probation are not eligible for social club membership, 

further tabulatioris were made. A total of 235 late regis-

trants were on on® of these probations; whereas 137 regular 

registrants were found to be ineligible. This left only 

90 late and 188 regular registrants meeting the minimum 

standards for membership. Using these totals, chi squsre 

was applied and was found with one degree of freedom to be 

7.72, which exceeded the 1 per cent level of 6,64. This 

relationship was significant and indicated that proportion-

ately more late registrants tended to join social clubs 

than did regular registrants. 

Comparison of the Two Groups on the 

Basis of College Residence 

For the purpose of comparison, the places of residence 

of the students whose records were examined in this study 

were divided into three classifications as followst 
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(1) residence in college-owned dormitories, (2) residence 

in the hoses of their parents (these students were listed 

a® cosaffluters whether they lived in Stephenville or else-

where), and (3) residence off campus in Stephenville (these 

students did not live with their parents and were not 

permanent residents of Stephenville). The comparative 

figures weret (1) doraitory residents, 254 for the regu-

lar to 234 for the late registrants; (2) commuters, 63 

regular to 39 late registrants, and (3) off-campus resi-

dents, 8 regular to 53 late registrants. Table XVII records 

this information. 

There was no significant relationship between the num-

ber of late and regular registrants who lived in college-

owned dormitories. Chi square with one degree of freedom 

was found to be 3.28 and did not reach the 5 per cent level 

of 3.84. 

Significant relationships were found between the number 

of commuters and off-campus residents a»©ng the two groups. 

When chi square was used to test the relationship between 

the number of late and: regular registrant® who were commuters, 

it was found to be 6.68. With one degree of freedom it 

exceeded the 1 per cent level of 6.64 and indicated that 



TABLE XVII 

THE RELATIONSHIP OF THE TWO GROUPS 
ACCORDING 10 COLLEGE RESIDENCE 

61 

Groups 
Did Coramute Did not 

Commute Total Groups 
O E 0 B 

Total 

Late Registrants 

Regular Registrants 

Total 

39 

63 

{51} 

(51) 

286 

262 

(274) 

(274) 

325 

325 

Late Registrants 

Regular Registrants 

Total 102 548 650 

Groups 

Lived Off 
Campus 

Live* 
Cam] 

i on 
pus Total Groups 

0 E 0 E 
Total 

Late Registrants 

Regular Registrant® 

Total 

52 

8 

(30) 

(30) 

273 

317 

(295) 

(295) 

325 

325 

Late Registrants 

Regular Registrant® 

Total 60 590 650 

Groups 

Lived in 
Dormitory 

Did n®t Live 
in Dormitory 

Total Groups 

0 E 0 E 

Total 

Late Registrants 

Regular Registrants 

Total 

234 

254 

(244) 

(244) 

91 

71 

(81) 

(81) 

325 

325 

Late Registrants 

Regular Registrants 

Total 488 162 650 

Commuters: chi square » 6,68 >,01. 
Off-campus residents* chi square » 35.54 >.001. 
Dormitory residents: chi square » 3.28<.05. 
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a significantly larger number of regular than of late regis* 

trant® lived with their parents and cowsauted fro® home to 

college. The proximity of the college to the homes of the 

regular registrants could have been a determining factor in 

the proportionately larger number of regular registrants 

being among the group of commuters. 

Also tested was the relationship between the number 

of late and regular registrants who lived off campus in 

Stephenville but not with their parents, Chi square with 

one degree ©f freed©® was found to be 3S.54 and exceeded 

the .001 level of 10.83. Two conclusions might be drawn 

from this comparisont (1) more late than regular regis-

trants prefer to live in off-campus housing, and (2) late 

registrants arrived at the campus too late to .find rooms 

in dormitories. 

The college authorities do not approve off-campus resi-

dence for unmarried students until all the dormitory rooms 

are filled. There are not enough college-owned dormitories 

to house all the students , and those who arrive on campus 

after the classes have started are likely to find that they 

have to be assigned to off-campus living quarters. Neces-

ity, therefore, rather than preference, may have been the 

determining factor in the choice of residence of many of 

the late registrants. 
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Cowparison of the Iw© Group® on the 

Basis of Part-Ti®e Eoploysent 

Late registrants averaged working on the campus twice 

as many hours as regular registrants. The comparison of 

the means of the nuaber of hours worked per month was 6.02 

for all the late registrant® and 3.93 for all the regular 

registrants. Sixty hours per month was the maximum allowed 

for students to work for the college. No records were kept 

by the college of the time students spent working for other 

employers. 

Critical ratio was used to test the difference between 

the means of the number of hours worked per month by the 

two groups* It was found to be 1.76 and approached, but 

did not reach$ the 5 per cent level of significance (1,96). 

The difference was not considered significant. 

Comparison of the Two Groups on the 
Basis of College Transference 

A significant relationship was found when the number 

of college transferees for the two groups was studied. 

Seventy-three late and thirteen regular registrants cane 

to Tarleton State College as transferees frora other col-

leges. Table XVIII i« a record of these data. 
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TABLE XVIII 

THE RELATIONSHIP OF THE TWO GROUPS ACCORDING 
TO COLLEGE- TRANSFERENCE 

Groups 
Transfer Did not 

Transfer Total Groups 

o E 0 E 

Late Registrants 73 (43) 252 (282) 325 

Regular Registrants 13 (43) 312 (282) 325 

Total 86 564 650 

Chi square « 48,24 >.001. 

In an effort to determine the relationship between 

late arid regular registrants according to college trans-

ference, chi square was used and found to be 48.24 which, 

with one degree of freedom, exceeded the .001 level of 

10.83. Questions Number One and Two on page four asked, 

"Are late registrants different from other enrollees?" 

and "Do they adjust to college environment in a satis-

factory manner?" The fact that so many more late than 

regular registrants moved from one college to another 

seems to suggest that they may lack stability in their 

purposes and also that they find it difficult to adjust 

to the college environment. 
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An Analysis of Reasons fox Late Enrollment 

Fourteen different reasons for their late enrollment 

were given by the fifty-two students who registered late 

for the fall and spring semesters of 1961-1962. These 

reasons, the number and per cent of students giving each 

are indicated in Table XIX, page 66. 

Thirteen students stated that their application papers 

were not completed by the time- of registration. There are 

three parts to the entrance papersi (1) an application 

form for admissionj (2) medical papers, whieh include veri-

fication of smallpox vaccination within the last five years? 

and (3) a complete high school transcript from students who 

are entering college for the first time* Students who were 

transferring from other colleges were required to present 

transcripts fro® all colleges they had attended. 

Seven student® said that because of low grades they 

had to meet with the Admissions Coramittee before they could 

be cleared for admission or re-ad®ittance. Another seven 

said they were late because of illness or injuries. Five 

had financial difficulties and four had employment whieh 

prevented their registering on time. Hurricane Carla kept 

two students from South Texss from getting to college in 

time to register before classes began. 
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TABLE XIX 

REASONS FOR LATE ENROLLMENT, 1961-1962 

Reasons Number Per Cent 

Application papers not complete 13 25.00 

Low gredes, had to raeet Admissions 
Committee 7 13.47 

Illness or injury 7 13.47 

Finances 5 9.62 

Employment 4 7.68 

Representing College at off-
carapus event 3 5.77 

Weather 2 3.84 

Transportation difficulty 2 3.84 

Personal business at home 2 3.84 

Changed mind about attending 
another college 2 3,84 

Decided late to enter 2 3.84 

Planned to work, job did not 
materialise 1 1.93 

Got married 1 1.93 

Death in family 1 1.93 

Total 52 100.00 
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Of the 325 late registrants whose records were studied, 

twenty, or 6.15 per cent, enrolled late twice and one regis-

tered late three tiaaes. The one who was let® three times 

was suspended for disciplinary reasons during tw© of the 

three sessesters. 

Suastnary 

Comparisons were wad® of the relationships and differ-

ences between the late and regular registrants in regard 

to the seventeen selected personal factors listed in Chap-

ter I. The results are reported in Chapter III, together 

with the statistical methods used. The differences or 

relationships were tested by using either critical ratio 

or chi square. No significant relationships or differences 

were found by comparing the following ten of the seventeen 

factor#: 

1. Age 

2. Marital status 

3. Veteran status 

4. Honor roll membership 

5. Scholarship recipience 

6. Withdrawals 

7. Class absences 

8. Membership in social clubs 
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9 * Part*-time employment 

10. Students residing on campus 

However, the differences and relationships found in 

the other seven factor®, which ©r® listed below, were sig-

nificant at sbove the S per cent level! 

1. High school grades 

2. Semester hours dropped 

3. Disciplinary infractions 

4. Academic probationary status 

5. Colls©© transference 

6. Students residing off campus 

7. Students commuting 

The indication seemed to be that late registrants: 

(1) make lower grades in high school, (2) drop more semes-

ter hours of college work, (3) have more disciplinary 

problems, (4) are placed on academic probation sore often, 

(3) transfer ©ore often froa other colleges, and (6) are 

more likely to live in off-campus residences. A signifi-

cantly larger number of regular than late registrants live 

at home and coaraute t© college. 

The second hypothesis of the study, "Late registration 

is related significantly to the presence of each of the 

selected personal factors used in the study," see®® to be 
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true for seven of the seventeen factors selected, but not 

for the other ten. 

The fifty-two students who registered late during the 

year the study was being mad® were interviewed personally. 

One question asked was, "Why did you register late?" A 

list of the reasons is given in this chapter. Twenty-

five per cent of the® said that they did not get their 

©daission pap«rs cowpleted in tiiac to register before 

classes began. 
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CHAPTER IV 

AN ANALYSIS OF THE ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT . • 

OF LATE AND REGULAR REGISTRANTS 

In this chapter statistical consideration is given to 

the academic achievement of the 325 late and 325 aatched 

regular students who enrolled during the fall and spring 

semesters of 1955-1962 and whose records are used in the 

study. The purpose of this analysis was to test Hypothesis 

Number Three? "Students who register late attain records 

of significantly lower academic achievement than those who 

register on time." 

Comparison of the Two Group® on the 
Basis of College Grade Points 

These comparisons were made according to three cate-

gories. They were by the Entire Group, Classes and Sex. 

Entire Group 

Higher grades were made by the regular than by the 

late registrants; the respective means were 1.09 to .96; 

the standard deviations, .72 and .68. One grade point is 

given for each semester hour completed with a grade of Cj 

71 
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hence the regular registrants* average was above C and the 

late registrants* below C. Thes® figure© are shown in 

Table XX. 

TABLE XX 

COLLEGE GRADE-POINT AVERAGES OF 
REGULAR AM) LATE REGISTRANTS 

Median 
Standard 

Groups Mean Median Deviation 

Late Registrants .96 .86 .68 

Regular Registrants 1.09 1.00 .72 

Critical rati© was used to measure the significance of 

the difference between the means of the two groups. This 

was found to be 2.49, which approached the 1 per cent level 

of 2.58 and exceeded the 5 per cent level. The difference 

was considered significant and served to substantiate Hy-

pothesis Number Three. 

By Classes 

The mean®, medians, and standard deviations of the 

grade points were computed for the 238 late freshmen and 

87 late sophomore registrants and for the satse number of 

watched freshmen and sophomores who registered on time. 

Table XXI shows the results of these computations. 
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TABLE XXI 

COLLEGE GRADE-POINT AVERAGES ACCORDING TO CLASSIFICATION 
OF REGULAR AND LATE REGISTRANTS 

Groups Mean Median 
Standard 
Deviation 

Freshman Late 
Registrants .92 .84 .66 

Freshman Regular 
Registrants 1.07 1.00 .72 

Sophomore Late 
Registrants 1.06 .94 .72 

Sophomore Regular 
Registrants 1.16 1.00 .73 

The raean found for each class of the regular regis-

trant® was higher than that aade by the corresponding class 

of late registrant*. The means are, respectively, as fol-

low®? 1.16 and 1.06 for the regular and late sophomore, 

and 1.07 and .92 for the regular and late freshman regis-

trants. 

Critical ratio was used to test the significance of 

the difference between the means of the grade points of 

the freshmen in the regular and late registrant groups. 

It was found to be 2.36, which exceeded the 5 per cent 

level of 1.96j and this difference was therefore considered 
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significant. The indication is that late-registering 

freshmen have more difficulty in making satisfactory grade® 

in college than freshmen who enroll on time. 

The sane method was used to measure the significance 

of the difference between the means of the two group® of 

sophomores. A critical ratio of .93 was found which did 

not reach the 5 per cent level of 1,96 and the difference 

was not regarded as significant. 

Even though the difference in the grade-point average® 

of the late and regular sophomores was not significant, the 

significantly lower grade-point averages of late register-

ing freshmen as compared with the higher averages of punctual 

freshmen indicate that the students who survive the first 

year of college and re-enter for a second year are better 

adjusted to the academic requirements of college life. 

By Sex 

The means of the grade points for the four groups of 

registrants as classified by sex were: late females, 

1.1428j regular females, 1.1421j regular males, 1.09 and 

late raales, .93. The means, medians and standard devia-

tions are reported in Table XXII. 
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TABLE XXII 

COLLEGE. GRADE-POINT AVERAGES ACCORDING TO 
SEX OF REGULAR AND LATE REGISTRANTS 

Groups Mean Median 
Standard 
Deviation 

Late Registrant 
Females 1.1428 1.00 .82 

Regular Registrant 
Females 1.1421 .94 .81 

Late Registrant 
Males. .93 .83 .66 

Regular Registrant 
Males 1.09 1.00 .71 

Critical rati© was used to determine if a significant 

difference existed between the raeans of the females in the 

regular and in the late-registrant groups. The difference 

was .007 in favor of the young women who enrolled late. 

It was found to be below the 5 per cent level, and this 

was not regarded as significant. 

The significance ©f the difference between the weans 

of the males in the regular and late groups was also tested 

by applying critical ratio, which was found to be 2.68. 

This difference, favoring the regular male registrants, 

exceeded the 1 per cent level of 2.58 and was considered 
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significant. This set of figures seems to confirm the 

result® of previous comparison® in the study? freshman 

males who register late do not succeed a® well academically 

as other freshmen. The difference, however, appears to be 

reduced after the freshman year. 

Comparisons of the Two Groups on the Basis of Grade-
Point Averages According to Acceptance 

and Registration Dates 

Two separate divisions according t© dates of regis-

tration and dates of acceptance were made and used as 

bases for comparisons of grade-point averages. 

By Acceptance Dates 

The first division was of the three months during 

which the largest number of application papers were pro-

cessed in the Registrar's Office. The records of the late 

and regular registrant® were placed in groups according to 

the months they were accepted. These were; Group 1, Julyj 

Group 2, August? and Group 3, September. Records of stu-

dents accepted during the other nine months were not used. 

During the months of July, August and September, 246 

of the late and 251 of the regular registrants were cleared 

for admission. Ihe data in Table XXIII show more admission 

papers were processed during August than in either of the 
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other two time periods—116 for the regular and 92 for the 

late registrants. 

TABLE XXIII 

COLLEGE GRADE-POINT AVERAGES ACCORDING TO ACCEPTANCE 
DATES OF REGULAR AM) LATE REGISTRANTS 

Groups 
Number 

Accepted 
College Grade 
Point Means Groups 

RR* VR* RR* U?* 

1. July 67 48 1.04 1.26 

2. August 116 92 1.14 0.93 

3. September 68 106 0.92 0.87 

*RR~-Regular Registrantsj LR-~l©te Registrants. 

With the exception of those accepted in August (Group 2), 

the numbers of regular registrants cleared for enrollment 

showed slight variance--67 and 68, respectively--in Groups 

1 and 3, The number of application papers processed for the 

late registrants increased with each successive division; 

Group 1 (July), 48; Group 2 (August), 92} and Group 3 (Sep-

tember ), 106. Approximately 80 per cent of the late regis-

trant®' request® for admission were received in the 

Registrar's Office during the months of August and September. 

Analysis of variance was used to test the difference 

among the means of the grade points of the three groups of 
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late registrant®. The results of the firit computations 

are shown in Table XXIV. 

TABLE XXIV 

VARIANCE TABLE FOR GRADE-POINT AVERAGES OF LATE 
REGISTRANTS ACCORDING TO ACCEPTANCE DATES 

Source Sura of Squares df Variance Estimate 

Between 11.84 2 5.92 

Within 112.86 244 0.46 

Total 124.70 246 

With 244 degrees of freedom the variance estimate was 

.46 and the variance ratio was 12.87. This F ©f 12.87 wa® 

significant at better than the .001 level (F of 6.96), and 

suggested that further tests be made to determine where the 

significant difference could be found. 

The test for the significance of the difference between 

the means ©f the grade points of the late registrants whose 

application papers were completed in July and August pro-

duced a t of 3.08 which surpassed the 1 per cent level of 

2.58, favoring the July registrants. This difference was 

considered significant. 

The difference between the means of the grade points 

of late registrants whose application papers were completed 
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in July and September was studied, and a t of 3.55 was 

found. This surpassed the .001 lsvel of 3.29 and was con-

sidered significant, with the students whose paper® were 

completed in July making significantly higher grades than 

those who waited until September. 

The comparisons of the means of the grade points of 

the late registrants whose records were in Group 3 with 

those in Group 2 and Group 1 show that late registrants 

accepted in September made significantly lower grades than 

those accepted in July and August. These results also 

substantiate Hypothesis Number Three concerning the rela-

tionship of lateness to academic achievement. 

Analysis of variance was used t© test the significance 

of differences among the means of the college grade point# 

of the three groups of regular registrant#. These data 

are recorded in Table XXV on the following page. 

With 249 degrees of freedom the variance estimate was 

.49 and the variance ratio was 2.24. This F did not reach 

the 5 per cent level of significance (2,99). Since the 

difference was not significant, no further comparisons 

were oade between the means of the grade points of the 

regular registrants. This test indicated that no signifi-

cant difference existed in the academic achievement among 
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TABLE XXV 

VARIANCE TABLE FOR GRADE-POINT AVERAGES OF REGULAR 
REGISTRANTS ACCORDING TO ACCEPTANCE DATES 

Source Sua of Squares df Variance Estimate 

Between 2.28 2 1.14 

Within 123.26 249 0.49 

Total 125.54 251 

the groups of the regular registrants according to the 

months their acceptance wa® granted. 

The month during which the application papers of late 

registrant# were completed was noteworthy. Significantly 

lower grade-point averages were made by those who were ac-

cepted in September and August than by the late-registering 

students cleared for admission during July. These differ-

ences in grade-point averages, however, did not exist among 

the regular registrants. 

By Numbers of Claiss Days Late 

Hypothesis Number Three state# that students who regis-

ter late attain record® of significantly lower academic 

achievement than those who register on time. In en attempt 
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to discover if the influence of the degree of late regis-

tration was apparent in the academic achievement of the 

late registrants, their records were compared according 

to the schedule below. This division of time of late en-

rollment applied only to the 325 late registrant#. The 

regulations of Tar le ton State College permit student® to 

register for college credit during the first twelve class 

days after the formal registration has closed* These 

twelve day® were divided into halves of six days each: 

first half, first through sixth dayj second half, seventh 

through twelfth day. The number of students registering 

during each half and their wean college grade points are 

shown' in Table XXVI. 

TABLE XXVI 

COLLEGE GRADE-POINT AVERAGES ACCORDING TO 
REGISTRATION DATES OF LATE REGISTRANTS 

Halves Number College Grade Halves 
Accepted Point Averages 

First-Sixth Class Days 298 .988 

Seventh-Twelfth Class Days 27 .569 

The mean college grade points wade by the 298 students 

who registered during the First Half was .966 and that of 
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the twenty-seven registering in the second half was ,569. 

Critical ratio was used to test the mean* of the grade 

points made by the late registrants during the#© two peri-

od#. This was found to toe 3.77, which surpassed the .001 

level of significance and indicated that late registrants 

enrolling during the first six class day® wake signifi-

cantly higher grades than those registering between the 

seventh and twelfth class days, inclusive. 

Of the nineteen fully state-supported colleges and 

universities in Texas in 1962, only three permitted regis-

tration for a full-load (twelve semester hours or wore) 

as late as the twelfth class day and ten of the colleges 

and universities did not accept students for a full-load 

after the sixth class day. 

The difference between the means of the grade points 

made by the students who registered during the first through 

the sixth class days and those who registered during the 

seventh through the twelfth class days was found to be sig-

nificant. The significant difference between these groups 

seems to indicate that the degree of late registration as 

well as the incidence of late registration is related to 

academic achievement. 
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Summary 

In support of Hypothesis Number three that student# 

who register late attain records of significantly lower 

academic achievement than students who register on time, 

comparisons were made of the means of their college grade 

points earned during the seven-year period of the study. 

Critical ratio, analysis of variance ami t ratio were used 

to make the comparisons. 

When the means of the college grade points of the 

entire group of 325 late and the 325 matched regular regis-

trants were compared, a significant difference favoring 

the regular registrants was found. Tarleton State College 

was a junior college during six of the seven years covered 

by the study; therefore, the records of only freshmen and 

sophomores were examined. Comparisons were made by classes, 

and the mean of the grade points made by each class of 

regular registrants was higher than that of the correspond-

ing class of late registrants. The difference in the means 

between the regular and late sophomores was not great 

enough to be considered significant! that of the regular 

and late freshmen was significant at above the 5 per cent 

level. These figures seem to indicate that freshmen who 
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register late have store difficulty than other freshmen in 

saking satisfactory grades in college. 

It was found that the difference in the means of the 

grade points of the regular and late women registrants 

was not significant, but that the men who registered late 

wade significantly lower grades than the regular male 

registrants. The late male registrants attained lower 

academic achievement than the regular male registrants. 

Comparisons of th© means of the grade points earned 

by regular registrants according to the months their ad-

mission papers were processed indicated no significant 

difference® among the grade-point averages of students 

whose papers were completed in July, August or September. 

The saae comparisons of the late registrants showed that 

those whose papers were completed in July made signifi-

cantly higher grades than those who waited until August 

or September to coaplete their application papers. 

An analysis of the means of the grade points earned 

by the late registrants indicated that students who regis-

ter after the sixth class day make significantly lower 

grades than those who enroll on the first through the 

sixth class day. 
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No significant difference which favored the late 

registrants was found in the means of the grade points. 

The regular registrants had significantly higher means 

of grade points than the student® who enrolled late in 

six of nine comparisons made. These figures appear to 

substantiate Hypothesis Number Three* "Students who 

register late attain records of significantly lower aca-

demic achievement than those who register oil time." 
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CHAPTER V 

SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

Summary 

Late registration is a troublesome problem in most 

colleges at the present tine and gives premise of becoming 

more serious with the increase in enrollment forecast for 

the next decade. Registrars and admissions officers seen 

increasingly aware of the difficulties that late regis-

trants have to cope with in college and of the extra burden 

they place upon admissions officers, department heads and 

classroom teachers. The subject is often discussed in-

formally by registrars at state and national meetings. 

They wonder if the number of late registrants will increase 

in proportion to the increased enrollment and if so how the 

admissions officers will handle the additional load. They 

also express concern about the late registrants themselves. 

Registrars and admissions officers tend to agree that 

the students who register late enter college with the triple 

handicap of back assignments in addition to the regular 

class work, lack of understanding of the instructors' plans 

8? 
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for their courses and absence from orientation programs 

planned for new students. Since no records are kept of 

lute registrants ©a a group and no studies have been wade 

on the incidence of late registration, few admissions 

officer® have any answers to suggest. The late registrant® 

appear to be lost in the student body and receive no spe-

cial counseling or assistance. 

For the reasons stated above, this study attempted to 

evaluate certain factors which seemed t© apply t© a typical 

group of late registrants when compared with a matched 

group of regular registrants. The study used a sample of 

325 freshman and sophomore students who registered late at 

Tarleton State College during the fall and spring semesters 

from 1955 to 1962 and a matched group of 325 students who 

enrolled on time, and looked specifically at relationships 

and differences between the two groups in personality ad-

justment, in certain selected personal factors and in aca-

demic achievement. The matching was done on the basis of 

the American Council on Education Psychological Examination 

(1949 College Edition) total raw score, sex and classifi-

cation. 

Additional data were collected on fifty-two students 

who registered late during the fall and spring semesters 
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of 1961-1962 and fifty-two matched regular registrants. 

These 104 students were given the California Test of Per-

sonality (Adult Form, 1953 Revision) and the late regis-

trants were interviewed personally and asked why they were 

late. 

The hypotheses formulated for the study were as follows: 

1. Late registrants are not as well adjusted totally, 

personally or socially as regular registrants as measured 

by performance on the California Test of Personality (Adult 

Form, 1953 Revision). 

2. Late registration is related significantly to the 

presence of each of the selected personal factors used in 

the study. 

3. Late registrants attain records of significantly 

lower academic achievement than those who register on time. 

Before any hypothesis was treated statistically, it 

was stated in the null form. Analysis of variance, chi 

square, critical ratio and t ratio were used as tests of 

significance * 

Findings 

Hypothesis Number One states that late registrants 

are not as well adjusted totally, personally or socially 
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as regular registrant® a® wasueed by performance on the 

California Test o£ Personality {Adult For®, 1953 Revision). 

The fifty-two late end fifty-two matched 3t«gular registrants 

who enrolled during the fall and spring seaesters of the 

1961-1962 school year were given the California Test of 

Personality (Adult Form, 195S Revision) and their scores 

were analysed statistically. It was possible to administer 

the test to these students because they were ©a the campus 

during the time the data were collected. 

The comparison of the mean scores on the Personal* 

Social and Total Adjustment sections of the test were ©ade 

by classes (late and regular freshmen and late and regular 

sophomores, by sex (late and regular males and late and 

regular feaale») and by the total number of all late and 

all regular registrants. These comparisons showed con-

sistently higher scores in all three sections for the late 

registrants! however, only two of these differences were 

significant. These were the means of the female late regis-

trants being higher on both the Total and Personal Adjust-

ment sections as' compared with the regular females. Both 

of these means were significant at the .02 level. These 

scores tend to support the rejection of Hypothesis Number 

One. 
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Hypothesis Number Two state®, "Late registration is 

related significantly to the presence of each of the se-

lected personal factors used in the study." Comparisons 

were made in Chapter III of the seventeen selected personal 

factors listed in Chapter I. 

Differences and relationships, too small to be sig-

nificant, were found between late and regular registrants 

in the age, marital status, veteran status, honor roll 

ssembership, scholarships received, withdrawals from col-

lege, class absences, membership in social clubs, part-

time employment and residence on the college campus. 

Significant differences and relationships at above -

the .001 level were noted when comparing late registrants 

with regular registrants: 

1. The lat® registrants made lower high school 

grade averages. 

2. A greater number of late registrants were placed 

on academic probation. 

3. More lat© registrants experienced disciplinary 

problems in college. 

4. Late registrants dropped a greater number of 

semester hours of college work. 
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5. A greater number of late registrants were trans-

ferees from other colleges. 

6. A greater number of late registrant# resided off 

campus. In addition a significant relationship was found 

at the .01 level when it was discovered that fewer late 

registrants commuted to college fro® neighboring towns. 

The findings do not support this hypothesis in toto; 

however, seven of the seventeen comparisons represent 

significant differences or relationship®. 

When the results showed that a greater number of male® 

than females enrolled late, additional data were examined 

to compare the percentage of 1st© males and females with 

the percentage of the total number of full-time males and 

females enrolled in the college during the seven-year period. 

Of the 325 late registrants whose records were studied, 90.1 

per cent were males and 9.9 per cent .were females. The total 

enrollment of full-time students was 7,284, of whom 79.1 per 

cent were males and 20.9 per cent were females. These figures 

indicate that the percentage of males who registered late 

was 11 per cent greater when compared with the percentage 

of males among the total full-time enrollment. 

Hypothesis Number Three states that students who regis-

ter late attain records of significantly lower academic 
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achievement than those who register on time. Five signifi-

cant differences were found in academic achievement when 

college grade-point averages achieved by the late and 

regular registrants were analysed in Chapter IV. These 

are the significant differences as follows: 

1. The late registrants wade lower grade-point 

averages. The difference was significant at the .05 level. 

2. The late male registrants made lower grade-point 

averages than the regular male registrants. The difference 

was significant at the .01 level. 

3. In the freshman class the late registrants made 

lower grade-point averages than the regular registrant#. 

The difference was significant at.the .05 level. 

4. The late registrants who registered in July made 

higher grade-point averages than those who registered in 

August or September. The difference was significant at 

the .01 level. 

5. Late registrants who enrolled prior to the seventh 

class day made higher grade-point averages than those who 

registered on the seventh through the twelfth class days. 

The difference was significant at the .001 level. 

These comparison® of grade-point averages seem to 

prove the validity of Hypothesis Number Three and also to 
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indicate that the grade-point average is related inversely 

to the degree of lateness. 

Conclusions and Interpretations 

On the basis of the findings of this study, the fol-

lowing conclusion® and interpretations seem justified: 

1. ' Ample evidence was found to support the state-

ments that late registrants as a group do not perform as 

well in college either from an academic or a behavioral 

standpoint as regular registrants. This Justifies the 

concern felt by admissions officers and registrars about 

the incidence of late registration. 

2. If the California Test of Personality (Adult Form, 

1953 Revision) is © valid measure of personality adjust-

ment, it can be concluded that no relationship exists 

between personality adjustment and late registration. The 

investigation, therefore, does not s<@@» to suggest the 

value of further analysis of late registrants by the us® 

of this test. Other personality tests might have shown 

different results. 

It appears that counseling offices might expect to 

encounter more late male than late female registrants with 

behavioral and academic problems for these reasons® (1) the 
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late women registrant# scored higher than any other group 

on Total and Personal Adjustment, (2) they had the highest 

mean of college grade points and (3) a much lower percentage 

of females than males registered late. There are strong 

indications throughout the study that males who register 

late are more likely to be problem students. 

Since late freshman male registrants had the lowest 

grade-point average of the four groups of late registrants 

studied, it also might be concluded that the counseling 

offices would find more late freshman males having academic 

difficulties than students of the other three groups. And 

it may be possible that there were enough scholastic loafers 

among this relatively small group of young men to skew the 

findings of the study. It seems that they should have been 

capable of making as good grades as the regular male regis-

trants since the 1st® and regular registrants were matched 

as to sex, classification and the total raw score they 

made on the American Council on Education Psychological 
Wlf H H 'WMiMmMlaflMIWWlnlimiiNji.Mi*. W * W 1 » j milullf 'KlUKIIl'ir, HH>H'1|]|I»HI||I1JIrpfaS'tmiiJHWWn ».JlIIIHIIIIH,.m 

Examination (1949 College Edition). The late registering 

students who have survived a freshman year in college and 

re-entered for sophomore work seemed to have adjusted to 

the environment and competed more favorably with the regular 

registrants. 
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The degree of lateness should toe considered also in 

attempting to identify late registrant# who are apt to 

be weak students, especially if they enter school after 

the sixth day and/or if their application papers are pro-

cessed later than June if they enter the following Septem-

ber. Low academic achievement and degree of lateness were 

found to be related. 

3. The marital status, age and veteran status were 

not found to be related to the date of registration. Of 

significant relationship, however, were th© records of 

lower high school grades made by the late registrants and 

the greater number of them who had transferred fro® other 

colleges. It seems safe t© assume that late registrants 

who made poor high school grades, especially if they were 

coming from other colleges, may have been in scholastic 

trouble before they registered at Tarleton State College. 

There seem to be sound reasons for attempting to identify 

these potentially weak student® as they enroll, so that 

proper measures may be initiated to assist them. They 

enter college under the double jeopardy of having inade-

quate academic foundations for college work, as indicated 

by their poor high school records, and of having missed 

the first classes in their courses. Late registration 
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would seem to be more of a characteristic of student# who 

make low grades in high school which, in turn, could be 

related to low grades in college. 

4. Since the late registrant® failed to roeaaur® up 

to the regular registrants on five significant comparisons 

(college grades, academic probation, disciplinary infrac-

tions, number of semester hours dropped and college resi-

dence ) after they entered college, it may be assumed that 

their late enrollment and their difficulties in college 

were related. Although they carried reduced class loads, 

the late registrants, however, did not withdraw from col-

lege in significantly greater numbers than the regular 

registrants. The indication® seem to be that they pre-

ferred to stay in college with as little academic responsi-

bility as possible and that the extra time they gained by 

lighter class loads was not used profitably. It is worthy 

of note that late registrants eligible t© join social clubs 

joined these organisations in greater numbers and apparently 

used some of their extra time for club activities. 

Since dormitory rooms are assigned on a "first-corae, 

first-served" basis, a significantly larger proportion of 

the late registering students probably could not find 

dormitory rooms available and were, therefore, forced to 



live off campus. This way have indicated that it was not 

through choice that some of them resided off campus. 

5. The findings of the study night have favored the 

regular registrants more if they had been selected by a 

random sampling method instead of matching them to the late 

registrants by the scores they made on the American Council 

on Education Psychological Examination (1949 College Edi-

tionj. Because of their significantly higher grades in high 

school, the regular registrants possible could have had a 

higher mean score on this test than the late registrants. 

This higher mental ability of the regular registrants might 

have been reflected in their academic achievement in college, 

Recommendations 

1. In fully state-supported colleges in Texas, funds 

for teachers1 salaries are calculated each semester on the 

total number of student credit hours by programs of study 

as of the twelfth class day. This policy tends to influ-

ence these colleges to enroll students for full loads as 

late as the twelfth class day. It is recommended that this 

date be changed to the sixth class day for students desiring 

to register for twelve or more semester hours. The evidence 

found in this study suggests that persons enrolling after 
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the sixth class day might be allowed to enroll only on a 

reduced load basis. 0n« way of resolving this problem 

might be a progressively lower load for students who are 

progressively late in registering. 

The advisability of students* registering for a full 

load of course work after the sixth class day is questioned 

since there was a significant decrease in the quality of 

grades between the First Half (first through sixth day) and 

the Second Half (seventh through twelfth class day). It is 

suggested that this change should be done experimentally 

with the result® being carefully studied at the end of each 

semester. 

2. It is suggested that colleges make a thorough re-

view of their counseling programs, particularly for freshman 

late enrollees. A program of guidance for these students 

wight be added to the present counseling programs. The late 

registrants* instructors wight have an active part in con-

tributing to this prograw. This counseling might continue 

until the students are satisfactorily adjusted in their 

class work. 

3. Colleges might make careful studies of the reasons 

for late registration. When late registrants enroll, it is 
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suggested that they be interviewed by registrars and admis-

sions officers with the purpose of finding their reason for 

registering late and their probable ability to do the class 

work for which they enroll. Their department heads and 

classroom teachers might b© given this information and 

encouraged t© help them make the required adjustments. 

KecofflBiendations for Further Study 

Because late registrants in this study made signifi-

cantly lower grades, and since significant differences and 

relationship® were found in several selected personal factors 

when compared with regular registrants, further study is 

recommended for the purpose of gathering pertinent informa-

tion as to the reasons for these difference# and relation-

ships . 

1. It is recommended that a study be road® at a four-

year college which would include freshman, sophomore, 

Junior and senior students. The study should be of current 

registrant® so that more data could be obtained on the 

reasons for late registration. Such a study would have the 

advantage of including students during their last two years 

in college. 

2. Because of the scarcity of data on late regis-

trants and the great need to Joiow more about them, it is 
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recommended that the Texas Commission ©n Higher Education 

wake a thorough study of late registrants at all twenty 

fully state-supported colleges. These data should be made 

available to state college# for use in formulating plans 

for constructive counseling of late registrants. 

3. It is reeomraended that a siwilar study be made of 

late registrants but with more emphasis on the differences 

between male and female late registrants. The data examined 

in this study ®ave indications that the late female regis-

trants ®i©ht not be weak students academically, and that 

late male registrants tend to be the ©net lacking in aca-

deaic achievement. 

4. In this study the regular registrants were matched 

with the late registrants on the basis of total raw scores 

on the American Council on Education Psychological Examina-

tion (1949 College Edition), showing that the two groups 

studied were closely matched intellectually. A study based 

on a random sampling of the regular registrants raight pro-

duce different results and show if a significant difference 

in intelligence levels existed between late and regular 

registrants as a whole. 



APFENDIX 

The four letters on the following page# are fro® 

r«co$nised authorities in the American Association of 

Collegiate-Registrars and Admissions Officers concerning 

the problem undertaken in this study* As a preliminary 

phase of this study these persons were contacted to ob-

tain their comments and views before data w©re gathered 

for this investigation. 

102 
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AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF COLLEGIATE REGISTRARS 
AND ADMISSIONS OFFICERS 

December 5, 1960 

Mr. Stuart Chilton 
Box 1138 
Denton, Texas 

Dear Mr. Chilton 

I wish I had some idea where you sight get information 
about achievement of late registrants, but, to the best 
of my knowledge, I have never seen anything about it 
anywhere. Perhaps you will have to set out and become 
the authority on this subject by persuading other insti-
tutions to give you information. I can't give you any 
because we d©«*t have late registrants, i.e., beyond five 
days, which I judge make® very little difference. It may 
be that Bob Mahn at Ohio University would remember ssome 
such report, but, if it isn*t in the index®# to College 
and University, I doubt that he will be able to help 
either. 

1 am sorry to be so useless and sorry not to tee you in 
Miami. Kan#a® City, however, is a good place to make up 
for lost time. 

Cordially yours, 

/S/ S. A. Nock 

S. A. Nock 
Editor 

SAN m 
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AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF COLLEGIATE REGISTRARS 
AND ADMISSIONS OFFICERS 

December 29, 1960 

Mr. Stuart Chilton 
Box 1138 
Denton, Texas 

Dear Mr. Chilton 

I reviewed my complete index file and find nothing 
in reference to the problem you caentioned in your letter 
of December 19. I don*t think of a thing that I have 
ever seen in other magazines or bulletin# relative to 
the subject* I very much doubt that it has been sur-
veyed « 

Sincerely, 

/S/ Sobert E. Mahn 

Robert E. Mahn 
Chairman, Committee on 
Special Publications 

REM:ed 
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MIAMI UNIVERSITY , , Oxford, Ohio 

Office of the Registrar 

January 9 , 1961 

Mr. Stuart Chilton 
Box 1138 
Denton, Texas 

Dear Mr. C h i l t o n : 

I am s o r r y for the delay in answering your inquiry of 
December 1 9 t h . I was away over the holidays and since 
returning have been so swamped w i t h other things that 
my correspondence has fallen into the arrears. 

I am sorry to say that I do not knots of any study which 
has dealt with the question of academic achievement of 
late registrants as compered to regular registrants. I 
think if such a study had been published in COLLEGE AND 
UNIVERSITY during ray editorship, I would remember it. 

Sincerely yours, 

/S/ W. C. Soayser 

W. C. Stsyser 
Executive Registrar 

eg 
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UNIVERSITY OF OREGON 
Office of Student Affairs 

Eugene, Oregon 

University Counseling Center 

January 16, 1961 

Mr. Stuart Chilton 
Box 1138 
Denton, Texas 

Dear Mr. Chilton: 

My delay in answering your letter of November 30 is partly 
the result of attempting to review our research files to 
see whether we had any specific studies on the academic 
achievement of late registrants. I have been unable to 
locate anything which would bear directly on the problem 
you are reviewing, but I hope that you are able to explore 
it, since the topic is one which seems to appear from time 
to time with only a small amount of actual evidence on the 
performance of such students. Our impression here is 
similar t© yours, and was in part responsible for our 
adopting procedures making the admission of such students 
somewhat more difficult procedurally than is true for 
those applying earlier. 

Sincerely yours, 

/S/ J. Spencer Carlson 

J. Spencer Carlson 
Director 

JSCirw 
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