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VOCATIONAL CHOICES OF CLOVIS, NEW MEXICO,
. HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES ACOORDING TO
INTELLIGENGE AND THE OCCUPATTONAL
LEVELS OF THEIR PARENTS
CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION

Purpose of the Study

The Mouo of this study is to investigate the voca-
tional cholces of graduates of Clovis High School., Data
and conclusions bearing on the following three questions
are presented,

1, VWhat percentage of the graduates select each of
the several occupational levels?

2. What relationship obtains between the intellie
genoe and the vocational cholees of the graduates?

Se Are the vocational levels of the parents of the
graduates an indicator of the vocational cholces of these
graduates, especially when intelligence of the latter is
teken into consideration?

Importance of the Study
A lmowledge of the nature of the work that high school
graduates of a certain intelligence are most likely to choose
(vonld be not only interesting but also of educational value.
To know the degree that the intelligence of students and the
i







occupatlonal levels of parents are 'relnted to the voea-
tional cholces of students should be of value, particularly
to those dealing with high school studonts,

Definitions and Delimitations

®*Intolligence® is defined for the purpose of this
study as that ability measured by the conventional intellie
genee tests, In thils instance the Otis Self-Administering
Tests of Mental Ability, Advanced Examination, Form A, was
employeds

The words "eholce™ end "chosen¥, as they pertain to
the selection of a vocation, are used herein with limitae
tions, since probebly in some inatances employment was not
chosen, at leanst not consclously chosen, but was rather the
result of ecircumstances,

The term "eecoupational level” as used in this study
follows in general that classification made by Garver and
nnnun.l based upon the incomes of the seversl classes of
workers, It refers to either tho occupation of the pupil's
father or the occupatioral cholce of the student, depende
ing upon its use,

Deseriptions of the four levels or classes follows
(a) Profesaional workers, This is the highest
income group. The period of training is much longer
than that for the other groups, and the average native
ability is rmuch higher, This group includes enginecrs,

T IPrinciplos of Boonomics, ppe420-443,







teachers, accountants, lawyers, physiciena, military
officers, heads of government departments, end man=-
agers of buainess establishments.

(b) 8Skilled workers, More training, higher na-
tive ability, and greater capacity for responsiblility
is required of this group than of the two groups that
follow, Among the workers in this level are the skill-
ed craftamen In construstlion and macghine trades, ex-
vert carpenters, masons, dlemalers, bookkeepers, seo-
reotaries, statlistleal clorks, stenographers, the high-
er-pald elasses of salesmen, and engineers and con-
ductors on rallroads.

(c) Semisikilled workers. The mewbers of this
group have elther greater native ability or have spent
a longer period in training than the unskilled worie
ers, the group deseribed in the next paragraph. They
operate the more complicated machlines and periorm the
rough mechsniesal and trede work. They may occupy some
of the lower-type clericel and sales poaitions,

(d) Unskilled workers, This group is character-
ized by leck of special akill snd by low level of gen-
eral edusation, MNMembers of the group do most of the
heavy mamusl labor about factorles end stores and in
the construction of buildings end highways. They may
be employed to tend sutomatic machines in fastories
and to operate slumple mechanical devices.






The Data and Procedure

The data for this investigation were obtained from
the records in the office of the prineipal of Clovis High
School, and from direct or indirect contact with the sub-
Jeots studled or with persons related to or acquainted with
them,

All graduates of Clovis High Sehool from 1930-31 to
1934=~35, inclusive, are used in thls study except twenty-
nine girls who, on account of marriage, were not gainfully
employed, and eleven girls and ten boys who could not be
located; and three boys who were deceased. After exelud-
ing these forty-three gradustes there remained three hun-
dred as a basis for this study.

The first step in the procedure, after cbtaining the
names of the graduates, was to secure the intelligence rank-
ings of the three hundred students to be studied, Since all
the students had been given mental tests during thelr senior
year, it was possible to secure these data from the offileciesl
records on file in the high school. The seores, recorded in
raw form, were changed into percentile rankinga, on the be-
sis of the three hundred cases studied, for ease of compari-
son,

The second step was to obtein the occupational levels
of the fathers and the vocational cholces of the graduates.
Thease were secured elther by personal interview or by cone-
tacting a relative or some person in position to give the






necessary information, The level of work in whiech the sub-
Jeot was sctually engaged or that on which sctive prepara-
tion was being made was used for the graduates of each of
the five years except those of the school year 1954-1935.
The data for this last group were the occupational prefer-
ences as supplied by the several members. The occupationsl
status of the father of each student was obbained wmless
for some reason the mother was supporting the family, In
no case were ogcupational levels of both father and mother
taken into consideration,

The third step was to study the vocational cholces of
the graduates. This was done first by considering the growp
as a vhole; secondly, by analyzing the cholees sccording to
levels of intelligense; snd, finally, sccording to the occu-
pations of the parents of the graduates. The cholces were
determined in numbers and in percentage terms.

The fourth step was to determine the level of intelli-
gence of each group selecting the several occcupational lev-
els. In doing this the graduates were treated as a whole
and then according to the occupational levels of their fathers.
Each of the several differences in intelligence among the
groups was analyzed statistically to determine its reliability.

The final step was the determination of the relation-
ship that obtains between the voeatiomal choices of the grade
uates and thelr intelligence. To do this, product-moment
correlations were computed between the vocational choilces of







the graduates as a whole and their intelligence, expressed
in percentiles, and between vocational choigces and intel-
ligence when the gradustes were classified into four groups
on the basis of the occupational levels of thelr parents.
From the data and statistlical measures desoribed in the
foregoing paragraphs, generalizations were made, and conclu=-
sions bearing on the questions constituting the purpose of
this study were drawn, Effort was meds to determine the sige
nificance and the limitations of the conelusions, individ-
ually and severally.

Review of Related Studies

No studies could be found which were concerned direct-
ly with a problem such as is undertaken in this study. Howe
ever, many investigations bearing indivectly upon it have
been made, For example, Starrl reports a c¢lose relationship
between the general intelligence of college students and the
occupations of their fathers, She found the highest level of
intelligence among the students whose fathers were engaged in
professional activities; the next highest among those whose
fathers were engaged in business and clerical sctivities;
next, among those whose fathers were employed at skilled la-
bor; and finally, among those whose fathers were performing
wskilled labor,







Towell' finds e relationship between the intelligence
of high school students and the oscupational levels of their
fathers, and between their edusational achievement and the
occupational levels of thelr fathers. The general implica-
tion in the findings of these investigations and others is
that there 1s a direet relationship between the intelligence
of students and the oecupations of their fathers. This view
is sumarized by Pi.nhu'z who seys,

oot Bt 56, T3 08 pmteiag sengien i

of positions in the world, ani posess-

erior intelligence will gravitate towards the
1135” oc tions. 8Since children tend to irherit

the same of intelligence as their ta, we
ought to find differences in the intell orchildp
ren as we proceed from the lower to the r occupa~

tlons of thelr parents,

The overlapping of mental ability of children in all
groups as found by Gertrude Hildreth® is an important find-
Ing.

Koos and xovnunr‘, from a review of several studies,
conelude that there 13 a general tendency for students of the
average and lower ogcupational levels to aspire to a higher
status than that oeccupied by fathers,

These data seem to indicate that a large range of men-
tal abllity, as measured by mental tests, is found among the

f'msoommmaummmormmum.
Resldgnt-Suburban Commmmity," W.M







children of eny one occupational group., However, the chances
are that those from the higher levela of work will have high
intelligence, will make cholices of vocetions clasased among
the higher levels, end will continus in tlsir chosen worlk,

as compare’ wlth those from the lower ocoupational levels.







CHAPTER IIX
oA SR e AT BT e
Introduction
In this chapter the vocatlional cholees of the Clovis
figh School graduates are analyzed, The analysis is made
on those bases: (1) purely as to vocational cholces, and
(2) vocational choiges in relationship to intelligence.

Voeationel Choices of the Graduates as a Whole

A larger percentage of the graduates of Clovis High
School chose voeations classed in the two upper oecupstion-
el levels than chose vocations in the two lower levels, the
percentages being 58 and 42, respectively, as shown in
Table I and Figure 1., Thirty-two per cent of the graduates
choge semlskllled ocoupations, 31 per cent akilled, 27 per
eent professlonal, and 10 per cent unsikllled,

Vocatlional Cholces on Basis of Intelligence
Comparison as to Mean Intelligence.

As Table I and Flgure 2 show, graduates who chose the
professional level are highest in intelligence and those who
chose the unsidlled level are lowest in intelligence smong
the four groups. The arithmetic means of the intelligence
percentliles for those making eacl: cholee of oeccupational

g8
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TABLE I

COMPARISON OF INYTILLICGENCE AND CCCUPATIONAL CHOICES
OF CLOVIS RICH SCHOOL GRADUATES FOR THE
FIVE YUARS 1000+31 TC 1934«85, IRCLUSIVE

Huwdber and Arithmetic Se D; of
Percentage Mean of In- Distribution of
Chooaing telligence Intelligence
Occupational Fach Level Percentiles Percentiles of
Levels Chosen (with PE) for Those Choosing
by the Gradua~ Those Choosing | the Varlous
tes - Fach Level Levels
0
Prolessionel ‘GIF " Bl 072,05 o 51
Skilled o8 31,0 49,84-2,03 29,80
Semiskilled 006 3240 45:59"1.7" 250"‘
Unskilled 20 | 10,0 58 ,66=5417 2%,05

level range from 62,07 for the group who chose the professe
ions to 58,66 for those who chose the unaskilled ccoupstions,
A drop oceurs in the level of intelligence with easch drop in
occupational levele, The differences among the mean percenw
tiles of intelligence for the graduates in the skilled, semie
skille!, end unskilled occupational levels are smsll, but

the dirfference between the professional level and any of the
other three occupaticnal levels 1s appreciable,

Table IT shows the differences in mean intelligence
among the several ccoupational groups and the reliability of
these differences, The greatest differences are between
those choosing the professions and each of the three groups






ing the other occupational levels, In particular, th

groatest difference ls between the professional group and

igure 1. Percentage of Three mdred Clovis High School
Graduates rom 1930=31 to 1934-35, Inclusive, Who
Chose Esch of the Four Ogecupational Levels.
the wnslkdlled groups All these differences are fairly high
in reliablility. Although the level of intelligence tonds
to decrease with each decrease in ocoupational level, the
differencea between the levels are not sufficiently great

to be considered sbatistically reliable.







Comparison as to Variabllity in Intelligence

The variability of intelligence i1s mmch the same in
the four groups of oscupational choices, the standard dee
viaticns on the basis of Intelligence percentiles are, as
shown in Table I: 27,58 for the professicnal group, 29,80
for the skilled group, 28,74 for the semiskilled group, and
27.056 for the unakllled group,

100

95

90
85

Mean Percentiles of Intelligence
1

Prof. Skilled Semisk, Unsk,
Occupational Levels Chosen

Figes 2. Comparison of the Intelligence and Occupational
Cholces of Three Hundred CGradustes of Clovis High
School for the Years 1830-31 to 1934-35, Inclusives






TABLE IIX

RELATTONSHIP BETWEEN THE VOCATIONAL CHOICES OF CLOVIS
HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES, FOR THE YEARS 1950-31 TO
1954=35, INCLUSIVE, AND THE MEAN LEVEL OF
THEIR INTELLIGENCE

13

mA——

g::g:uml Difference Critical ‘Chances in 10,000
Between Means |Ratlo That the Differ-
of Intelligence| (Diff. of ence is a True

Percentiles g% Difference

Professional

and Siilled 1| 12,25 2,85 9,978

Professional

snd Seml~

sidlled 16.48 4,11 10,000

Professional

end Unakllled 25.41 4.06 10,000

Skilled and

Semiskilled 4.25 1l.14 8,729

Skilled and

wslkilled 11,18 1,93 9,732

Semliskilled

and Unskilled 6.93 1.24 8,925

I1n esech instance the differences in the second golwm
are in favor of the occupational level first stated. '

Vocational Choiges Distributed Aecording to Intelligence

In the group who chose professional work, as shown In
Table III, 1s the largest percentage of graduates, 22,2 per
cent, in the 91-100 percentile step~interval of intelligence.
The next largest percentege in this intervel, 10,8 per cent,
is the group who chose the skilled occupations; and the next,
3.1 per cent, in the group who chose the semiskilled occupas~
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TABLE III

DISTRIBUTION OF CLOVIS HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES FOR
THE FIVE YEARS 1950«31 T0 1954«35, INCLUSIVE,
ACCORDING TO OCCUPATIONAL cnoxm I
RELATIONSHIP TO INTELLIGENCE

Percentile Choice of Occupational Levels Total
Inte g&o Profess«|Skilled |Semiw Unskilled

ooz Tio] % [Hio Wos £ | No. &
91=100 18| 22.2(10| 10.8| 8| 3.1 0| 0,0 | 31 |10.3
81~ 90 11| 18.6| 5| 5.4| 7| 7.2| 3| 20.0 | 26 | 8.7
71- 80 7| 8.6[10| 10.7| 8| 8.3 3| 20.,0 | 28 | 9.5
61~ 70 9| 11.1(1¢| 18,111 12.4| 2| 6.7 | 36 |12.0
51~ 60 10| 12.3| 7| 7.5(11( 11.4| 2| 6.7 | 30 | 20,0
41- 50 6| 7.4|10| 10.7|24| 14.6| 3| 20,0 | 38 | 11,0
1= 40 5| 3.8 7| 78| 7| %.8| 5| 20,0 | 20| 6.7
2= 30 6| e.2|10| 10.7|16| 16.6| 4| 15.2 | 38 | 11,7
11- 20 6| 7.4/21| 22.8| 9| o.7| 5|128.7 | 51| 10.3
1~ 10 6| 74| 6 9.8010] 10,4/ 5] 36,7 | 30|20
Total _&[i;&ﬂﬁ&mm._m 0
Percentages® 27,0 1,0 [s2.0 10,0 )

Percentages in this columm are computed cn the basis of
the entire group of graduantes studied,

zl’oroentugc that the total mumber choon each ogcupa-
tional level 1s of entire three~humdred graduates studled.

tions, In this intelligence level there are none who chose
the wnskilled level of occupationa,

The pgroup who chose the semiskilled level of oecupations






composes the greatest mumber of graduates, 10, or 10,4 per
gent, in the 1«10 percentile range of intelligence; and the
group that chose the wmsicdilled level containa the smallest
nuber of graduates, 5, but the largest percentage, 16,7 per
cent. Approximately 33 per cent of the gradustes who chose
the wngkilled occupational level, 21 per cent of those who
chose the skilled level, 20 per cent of those who chose the
semigkilled level, and 15 per cent of those who chose the
professional lovel have an intelligence percentile rauging
between 1 to 21. The proportions of low intelligence in each
cholee of occupational level decrease as the levels of ocou~
pationel classificatiocns increuse.

0f those who chose professional work, 44.4 per cent
have a percentile intelligence ranking of 71 or higher., As
to the ranking of those who chose the other three occupation=-
al levels, 25.8 per cent choosing skilled oscupations, 18,76
per cent choosing semiskilled ogcupetiona, and 20 per cent
choosing unskilled occupations remk in intelligence above the
point mentioned.

Of the 51 in the 91-100 step-interval, 18, or 58 per
cent, chose professionsj; 10, or 32 per cent, chose skilled
occupations; and 3, or 9,7 per cemnt, chcose semisikilled ocou-
pations, and none chose the wmakilled occupatlonal lovel,

In econtrest, of the 50 in the 1«10 step-intervel, 6, or 20
per cent, chose professionsj ©, oxr 30 per cent, chose aklll-
ed occupationa; 10, or 33.3 per eent, chose semiskilled oo~







16

cupationsy and 5, or 16,6 per cent, chose unskilled mima-
tions.

While the arithmetic mean of intelligence for the en-
tire group who chose the unskilled level of ceccupations is
lower than that for any other group choosing a particular oc-
cupetional level, an analysis of the distribution of grad-
uates on the basis of intelligence shows that a larger per-
centage of those choosing the unslilled level are above the
70th percentile of intelligence than those who chose the
semiskilled level, On the other hand, a conaiderably larger
portion of those who chose the unskilled level than those who
chose the semislkilled level are in the two lowest step-inter-
vals of intelligence.

Correlation Between Occupational Choices and Intelligence

The correlation between intelligence and cholees of oc-
cupational levels is .22 « ,087. This coefficient, although
low, indicates that there is a positive relationship bdetween
the intelligence of high school graduates and the occupatione
al levels that they choose.







CHAPTER IXX
VOCATIGHAL CLOICES OF CLOVIS HIGH S0HO00L GRADUATES
AS RELATF) T6 THEIR IWNILIGHNCE AND COOUTAS
TEURAL LEVELS 0F MEITR PATHERS
introduction
In this chapber the cooupational cholses of Clovis
High School gradustes are investigsted on the basis of the
occupetional levels of thedr parenta, The firat stop is to
show the relationship between the vocetionel choices of the
graduates snd the oocupaticnel levels of thelr parvents, end
the second is to show what the occupational cholces are whon

both the osccupstions of the parents and the Intelligence of
the graduates are talen into consideration.

Vocationel Choices on Basis of the Oscupational

Levela of Perents
The Greduates es & Whole, ,

The graduetes of Clovis High School come from peronts
on each of the several oecupational levels, as Table IV and
Pigure 3 show, However, Y0 per cont are drawn from the two
4lmae cecupsticnel levels, Of the entire group of purents
of the three hundro. graduates considered in this study, 187,
or 2.8 per cent, are of the semiskilled ocoupsational levels
63, or 21,0 per cent, are of the skilled levely 53, or 17.7
per eent, are of the unakilled levely and 27, or © per cent,

7
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are of the professional occupational level, In contrast,
whereas seventy per cent of the gradustes come from parents
in the two lower oceupational levels, only 42 per cent
chose occupations on these two levelss The mmbers of grade
uates and percentages choosing the several occupational leve
els aret 81, or 27 per cent, chose the profcnim} 93, or
31 per cent, chose the skilled; 96, or 32 per cent, chose
the semiskille@; and 30, or 10 per cent, chose the unskilled,

| Occupational Levels
of Parents .. . _ .

L Occupational Choices s
of uraduates — el 0o
& N
iz k.55
// \;‘
1/ \\
=i 7
z \ \.‘
7
B BN 1T

Professional Skilled Semiskilled Unakilled
Ocecupational Levels

Fige S« Comparison of Occupatiomal Choices of Three Hune
dred Clovis High School Graduates, 193031 to 195435,
Inclusive, with Ocecupational uvoil of Their Paresmts.

These deta, presented graphically in Figure §, show
that on en aversge there is a temdency for the graduates to
choose occupational levels higher than those of their parents,






For instence, twentyeseven per cent of the graduates chose
the profeasional level, whereas only nine per cent of the
parents are of the professional level. About fifty-two per
cent of the parents are engaged in semlskilled occupations,
yet only thirty-two per cent of the graduates chose occupa=
tions on this level.

According to Specific Occupational Levela of Parents

As previously mentioned, there is a tendenecy for the
graduates to choose occcupational levels higher than that of
thelir parenta. However, as Table IV shows, the choices are
scattered over the four ocoupational levels, and some from
almost every group and level tend to select occupetions on
a lower level than that of thelr parents, as is set forth in
greater detall in the paragraphs which follow.

Graduates from professional parents tend to choose pro=-
fessions as vocations, as is indicated by the fact that seve
enty per cent of this group of students selected the pro-
fessions. Thirty per cent chose a lower occupational status,
but none chose below the skilled level.

From the skilled parentsl level, forty-five per cent of
the graduates chose vocations as high or higher than that of
their parents. Twenty-nine per cent chose below that level,
but none designated the unskilled level as a life work.

As to graduates from the semiskilled parents, only a
small percentage chose occupations below the levels of their
parents. It 1s to be expeocted that graduates in this group
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and in the unskilled group would aspire to higher levels than
those attained by their parents, Some of the graduates from
thege levels chose oecoupetions on eash of the four levels.

Voeatlional Cholces Acc to Intelligence and
Occupations Parents

In General

Teble V shows that gradustes from parents engaged in
professional work sre highest in intelligence among the four
parental ocecupationael levels, Intelligence decreases with
each decrease in parental occupational level, as Figure 4
clearly indicates. The mean percentiles of intelligence
renge from approximately 69 to 45,

The greatest degree of variability in intelllgence oc~-
curs among those from parents engaged in unskilled occupa=-
tions, the range in percentile means being from 37,9 to 72.9.
The least variability is among those from semliskilled parents,
the percentiles ranging from 42,65 to 53,38, The variability
in the skilled parental level is from 52,50 to 68,25 and in
the professional level from 58,358 to 735.690,

According to Specific Oscupatlions

Those graduates who chose the professions are on an aver-
age higher in intelligence in eash of the soveral parental
groups then greduates who chose any of the other occupations

mthaocnpmm.pammum.umgunsahm% Like-

to the relatively smmll munber of cases in-
volved, it was not deemed worth while tc analyze differences
botweecn the means in order to determine their reliabllity.
At the best the data are no more than suggestive or indlca~
tive of true differences.
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wise, those who chose the skilled occupations in each pa=-
rental group are higher in Intelligence than those who chose
occupations on a lower level, except the graduates from un-
skilled parents who chose semiskilled occupations are higher
in intelligence than those who choge unskilled occupations,
end those from unskilled parents who chose skilled occupa~-
tions are apprecisbly lower in intelligence than those in

100
95
90
85 i
80
75
70
66 s
60 \\
55 o
50 e
45 R, R
40 PeRig s
35
30
25
20
15
10

5

0
Professional Skilled Semiskilled Unskilled

Percentile Ranking on Intelligence

Occupations of Parents

Flg. 4. Comparison of Intelligence of Clovis High
School Oraduastes, 1950-31 to 1034-35, Inclusive,
Claassified on the Dasis of the Oeccupational Levels
of Thelr Parents.







the same parental level who chose semiskilled oceupations
and slightly lower than thoge who chose vmakilled oscupe-

tions,

The mean intelligence of the graduates in each parental

level who chose the professions 1s always greater than the

mean intelligence of all gradustes on the comparable parent-

100 .
95 Vocationel Choices . |
90 of Graduates
n B85 Protessions._ _ ... — |
£ 80 Skilled
- ng5 Semiskilled,
P
g i Unskilledy e
o 70 — —
¥ 65 = =
™ 60 = - S
(0} il s
8 oe \ o i
g‘) 45 \c\‘c S
= 40 =
§3 35
= 50
9 28
2 20
15
10
5
0
Professional Skilled Semiskilled Unskilled
Occupational Level of Parents
Fig. 5 Comparison of the Intelligence of Clovis

High School CGraduates, 1l930-31 to 1934~356, In=-

clusive § Clagsified According to the Occupaticnel

Level o

Their Parents, and Their Vocational Cholces.






al level, Those choosing oscupetions on the other three
levels are alweys lower than the mean intelligence on the
comparable perental level, except gradustes from the semie
glcllled level who chose skilled occupations end graduates
{yom wnskilled parents who chose semiskllled occupatiocng
are higher in intelligenee than the mean level for thelir
reapective parentael leveld,

It is surprising to find thet while the mean of ine
telligence for the entire group from parents of the une
sirilled level 1s low, 45,12, the mean of those from pae
rents on the same oscupctional level who chose the profes=-
sions 13 72.3: This is next to the highest of sll the
moana for eny parental group studied herein, the highest
being 73,690 for those from professicnal perents who chose
the professions,

0f those who chose the professions, the lowest percen=
tile runking, 55,88, is in the group from semisikilled pas
rents., This is lower than the level of intelligence of the
gradustes from the professional parental level who chose
skilled ocoupstions and lower then those from skilled pas
rents who chose skilled cscupations,

Distridution of Intellligence

In Table VI are the date showing tha lovel of intellie
gensce, arranged in ten stepsintervals, of the graduantos ace
ecording to tho cecoupationel levels of their perentss Hxame

ination of tho table showa that the gradustes from each of







TABLE VI

DISTRIBUTION OF CLOVIS HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES 1030-31 TO
195435, INCLUSIVE, ON THRE BASIS OF INTELLIGENCE
ONAL LEVELS OF THEIR PARENTS

ARD THE OCOUPATI

No. o)
91-100 5 (16,5 |12 (58,7 | 15 |41,9(1 | 3.2 | 51 [10.8
81~ 90 4 (15,4 | 3 |11.5 | 15 |57.9| 4 |15.4 | 26 | 8.7
71 -80 2 | Tl | 7 (2640 | 15 (46,4 6 (21,4 | 28| 0.5
8l= 70 6 (1646 |11 (30,6 | 14 (38,9 5 (14,0 | 56 |11.3
51= 60 5 [17.8 | 5 |17.8 | 14 (48.2( 5 [17.8 | 20| 9.8
41~ 50 S | 0,09 8 [24.24| 14 [42.4| 8 (24,2 | 33 [11.5
51~ 40 1 | 540 | 4 [20,00| 11 (56.0| 4 [20,0 | 20| 6.8
21- 30 0 |0.0 | 6 |17,14| 24 |60.0| 6 [14.5 | 35 | 11.7
11~ 20 0 |00 | 8 [2645 | 17 |54.8| 9 29,0 | 31 [10.5
- 20 1 8.2 |2 | 6.4 |22 |m.0l6 (20,5 | 51/20.3
Tot 27 63 1167 53 500 )

lpercentage that gradustes from this parental level
iz of total number of gradustes in this step-interval.
Although distribution of the cases throughout the ine
tervals is not even, owing to the method employed in
distributing the cases, the distribution is sufficlently
accurate for present purposes, since the two upper and
two lower intervals are mainly of concern.

2rercentage of the three mmdred graduetes who
fall in the step-interval.






the perental ccoupational levels are scattered over the
entire range of intelligence., For instance, graduates fron
professionel perents fall in nll the step-intervals except
the sesond end third from the bottoms GCradustes in each of
the other perentel levels are found in all the step=intervals,

Farther examinstion of the table shows that of the en=
tire group studied herein, ¥ per cent of the parents are
clessified as professionel, and ocnly about cne~fourth of
the gradustes from parents on this lovel are in the Q1=100
percentile step=-interval, Of the entire group of graduates
studied, £l per cent are from askilled parentsj but of this
group o few move than cne«third are in the 91=100 percentile
stepeinterval, Of tho entire group studied, 52,35 per cent
ere from semiskilled purents, and of this group ebout 12 per
cent are in the 91-100 percentile step~intervel of intellle
gences Of tho entire group, 17.7 per cent of the gradustos
are from unskilled pavents, end esbout 13 per cent are in the
01=100 percentile step-interval, As these data show, from
perents slassified os skilled coms the largest proportlion of
those venking in the highest Sen per cent on the basis of la~
telligonce.

Theve 13 & tendency for the percentages of graduates
coming from parents on the two lower occupsticnal levels to
increase as the intelligence of the graduates decroases
Among graduates from perents oft the sikilled cecuputionsl

lovel there is & tendenecy, although not e« consistent one,







for the percentages within each step-interval of intellie
gence to deerease as the step~intervals decrease.

It is interesting to notice that of the thirty-three
who rank highest in intelligence, falling in the 89~100
percentile range, 17, or 51.56 per cent, chose the profes-
sional level of workj 10, or 30.3 per cent, chose the gkill-
od level; 6, or 18,2 per cent, chose the semlskilled type
of work; and none chose the unskilled occupational level.

Nine, or 27,5 per cent, of the 55 who ranked highest
in intelligence come from parents of the professional lev-
el; 12, or 56.4 per cent, from skilled parents; 7, or 21.2
per cent, from semiskilled parents; and 5, or 15,1 per cent,
from unskilled parents.

The perents of the fifteen seniors of the highest rank-
ing in intelligence were engaged in the following types of
work: real estate dealer, carpenter, lawyer, police judge,
United Statea senator, real estate dealer, railroed offle-
clal, rallroad engineer, grocery clerk, teasher, minister,
leborer, doctor, and rallway bralkeman,

Correlation Between Ocscupational Choices and Intelligence
The correlations between intelligence of gradustes and
their voeatlonal cholges, classified on the basis of the oc~-
cupational levels of their parents, 1s as follows: graduates
from parents in tho professional lovpl, «50+,116; gredustes
from parents in the skilled level, ,36+.079; graduates from
parents in the semiskilled level, .124.055; snd the grade






uates from parents in the unskilled occupational level,
«244,08%7.

None of these correlations aere highly reliable, ex-
cept the second mentioned. Moreover, they are not high
enough to be of resl practicel value, particularly for the
purpose of prediection. In this respect they are as a whole
comparable to the correlation, .284,037, found in Chapter
IT between intelligence and oeccupational choices of the
graduates as a whole. In other words, the relationship be-
tween the intelligence and ogcupational choigces of the grad-
uates of Clovis High School as a whole is not greatly changed
when the graduates are clasaified on the basis of the occu-
pational levels of thelr parents.







CHAPTER IV
CONCLUSIONS AND LIMITATIONS

The following conclusions may be drawm from the data
presented in this atudy.

1. For the five year period, 1830-31 to 1954-35, ine-
clusive, Clovis High School graduates chose as vocations
all the several occupational levels. Of the three hundred
studied, 32 per cent chose occupations classified as seml-
slkilled, 31 per cent chose skilled occupations, 27 per cent
professional, and 10 per cent chose umskilled.

2. Considering the group as a whole, there is a re-
lationahip between intelligence and the occupaticnal levels
chosen by the graduates, The means of the intelligence per-
centiles for those who chose the several levels show that
the most intelligent group chose the professional level, and
that with each drop in occupational level a corresponding
drop in intelligence occurs.

There is a positive relationship between the intellie
gence of the graduates and the occupational cholces of the
graduates. The relationship, expressed in terms of a pro=-
duct-moment correlation coefficient, is .224,087.

3. Oraduates of all four levels of occupational cholces
fall within each ten per cent step~interval of intelligence,

30







with one exception, nemely, none who made the cholce of the
unskilled occupations fall in the highest step-interval of
intelligence.

4, When the subjects of this study were divided into
groups according to the occupational levels of thelr parents,
it was found that those graduates who chose the professions
renk highest in intelligence among those from each pavental
occupational level., Those who chose slktilled ococupations rank
second highest in intelligence from all the parental groups
except the unskilled; in this instance they rank slightly low-
er than those of the same parental classification who chose
unskilled occupations. The graduates who chose semlskilled
occupations are not consistently higher in intelligence than
those who chose unskilled occupations, and neither are those
who chose unskilled occupations consistently lower in intel-
ligence than those who chose semisizilled occupations.

The lowest ranking in mean intelligence percentiles is
emong the graduates of unsiilled parents who chose skilled
occupations., The highest among gradustea is from profession-
el parents who chose the professions as a life work,

S There is a tendensy for graduates to aspire to an
occcupational status higher than that of their fathers, par-
ticularly those in the two lower parental occupational lev-
els who are sbove the average in intelligence within thelr pe~-
rental group.

6. There is a positive relationship between intelligence
and occupational choices of gradustes within each parental
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occupational level, The correlations range from 12 to .35.

Limitations of Study

It is to be bome in mind that this study takes into
conslderation the graduatea of one high school only, and
thet the number of greduates is somewhat limited, It is
possible that the nature of the populations of different com~
mmities might vary results considerably, Moreover, the data
represent the graduates over a five-year period only, a per-
iod which might not be considered as normal,

The conclusions should not be interpreted as applicable
to all high school graduates, as the study pertains to grad-
uates only at the time of graduation, Later years in the
lives of the graduates may bring changes in their oceoupation-
al levels, However, there is evidence to indicate that the
changes would not dilstort the finding in this study to any
appreciable extent.t

1
Ayres arrived at the conclusion, after
the oecupational choleces of 325 students in sprugn':fa.
Illinois, with the occupations of fathers and other meme

£ne failios, that those cholces made
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TABLE VII

DISTRIBUTION OF CLOVIS HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES

TO 1934~-35, INCLUSIVE, ON THE BASIS OF

TRTELLIORNOR, GENCE,

OCCUPATIONAL OBOIOM s AND OCCUPATIONS OF PARENTS

. o Intelii Level of gwal of
Score Oceupation
1 e 99,8 Professional Skkilled
2 70 0048 Silled Sertiskilled
3 69 90.2 Professional Professional
4 68 08,48 Professional Skilled
& 67 9845 Professional Professional
6 66 7.7 Professional Skilled
7 66 977 Profeasional Skilled
8 66 77 Professional Skilled
9 66 077 Skilled Semislcilled
10 65 9649 Professionel Semislcilled
11 64 96,2 Semislilled Semiskilled
iz 5 96.2 Skilled Unskilled
13 64 09642 Professional Profeasional
14 64 06,42 Profesasional Professional
15 64 96.2 Profeasionel 8killed
16 63 04,4 Professional Skilled
17 63 9404 Serislilled Semisiilled
18 63 94.4 Semiskilled Semialkllled
19 65 94.4 Skilled Semlskilled







DISTRIBUTION OF CLOVIS HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES
70 105435, INCLUSIVE, ON THE BASIS OF
0CCUPATT

TABLE VII (Continued)

NAL CHOT

INTELLT

, AND OCCUPATIONS OF PARENTS

1050=51
GENCE,

o

ooniate| RSyl (T s | Foealt
Score™ mw‘ Decupation
20 62 95.2 Professional Professional
21 62 93,2 Skcilled Semiskilled
22 62 93.2 Skilled Skilled
23 61 02,2 Skilled Skilled
24 61 92.2 Professional Semiskilled
25 61 02,2 Professional Semlskilled
26 60 00,9 Professional Skilled
27 60 9049 Sitlled Sidlled
28 60 90,9 Professional Semisiilled
20 60 80,9 Professional Semislkilled
30 60 90,9 Skilled Sicilled
31 60 90,9 Skilled Semlskilled
32 59 89.1 Professional Professional
33 69 89,1 Skilled Unskilled
34 59 89.1 Semlskilled Skilled
35 59 89,1 Semdskilled Semlalkilled
36 69 80,1 Professional Senisicllled
7 59 89,1 Semisicilled Semiskilled
38 58 8647 Professional Profesasional
39 58 86,7 Tnalkilled Unskilled







TABLE VII

ToRt,

WCUPATI NAL CHOIC

ON THE BASIS OF
AND OCCUPATIONS OF mmm

(Continued)

DISTRIBUTION OF CLOVIS HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES
TO 1954-35 INCLUS

]
ﬁ

e

e s

- ——

Graduate i, PN “‘».I-:.h:{
w Oceupation
40 58 8647 Skilled Sid1led
@ 58 86,7 Unalilled Serd sl 1led
42 88 86,7 Professional Senislkilled
45 58 8647 Skilled Semislkilled
44 58 86,7 Professional Semislcilled
45 BY 85.6 Profesalonal Professiohal
46 57 8346 Professional Professional
o | o7 8546 Professional Unakilled
8 | 7 83,6 Semislcdlled Unskilled
© | o7 | es.e Professional Skilled
50 57 8546 Unslkcilled Semisicilied
B1L | B7 | 85,8 Sict1led Semiskilled
52 57 B3.6 Semislkilled Semigicilled
B3 57 8546 Semiglkilled Semisicilled
54 57 8546 Semiskilled Send.siilled
55 57 8546 Profeasional Semiskilled
56 57 83,6 Professional Semislkilled
57 57 8346 Sicdlled Semisicilled
58 56 8041 Professional Professional







TABLE VII (Continued)

DISTRIBUTION OF CLOVIS HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES, 1930=31
T0 198435, INCLUSIVE, ON THE BASIS OF INTELLIGENCE,
o , AND OCCUPATIONS OF PARENTS

OCCUPATIONAL CHOI

Graduate ercen Oc onal Parental
Scorel Oceupation

89 56 80,1 Professional Unskilled
60 56 80,1 Professional Skilled
61 56 80.1 Semisicilled Skilled
62 56 80.1 Skilled Semiglilled
63 56 80.1 Skilled Semiskilled
G4 56 80.1 Unsidlled Semislcilled
65 55 775 Skilled Skilled
66 85 776 Professional Skilled
87 55 7745 Sicilled Unskilled
68 55 7748 Siilled Unalkilled
69 66 7.5 Semiskilled Semiskilled
70 85 | 7.8 Unskilled Semiskilled
71 BE | 77.85 Professional Semisicilled
e 55 778 Skilled Semiskilled
73 54 74.2 Professional Professional
74 54 74.2 Skilled Sirilled
75 54 V4.2 Skilled Skilled
76 54 7442 Semislkilled Slcllled
7 54 74.2 Unskilled Unskilled
78 54 74.2 Professional Unskilled







DISTRIBUTION OF CLOVIS HIGH SCHOOL
T0 1956466 INCLUSIVE, ON THE BASIS OF

OCCUPATIORAL CHOIC

TABLE VII (Continued)

GRADUATES, 193031

INTELLIGENCE,

s AND OCCUPATIONS OF PARENTS

£ Level of Level of

Gradiat®| goore’ [Ranking® | GhetesS = | Oasupation
79 54 | 74.2 Skilled Semiskilled
80 54 | 74.2 Semisiilled Semiskilled
& 54 | 74.2 Semisikilled Semisict1lled
82 54 | 74.2 Skilled Semiskilled
85 54 | 7442 Semislctlled Serlakilled
84 B4 | 7442 Semisidilled Semisldlled
85 B4 | 74.2 Semiskilled Unslkilled
86 B85 | 68,9 Professional Semislkilled
87 55 | 6849 Semisidilled Semisldlled
88 55 | 68.9 skilled Semislkilled
89 83 | 88,9 Skilled | Semiskilled
90 55 | 68.9 Professional Semisiilled
91 55 | 68.9 Skilled Semiglkilled
92 55 | 6849 Semlslilled Semiskilled
93 55 | 68.9 Semislcdlled Semigidlled
94 55 | 68,9 Semi sicd1led Semislkilled
96 55 | 6849 Sidlled Skilled
96 55 | 6849 Professional Skilled
97 55 | 68.9 Sict1led Skilled
98 53 | 68.9 Semisiilled Siilled







DISTRIBUTION OF CLOVIS HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES, 108031
nm.ixmn.
s AED OCCUPATIONS OF PAREZNTS

T0 198435, INOLUSIVE, ON THE BASIS OF
OCCTUPATION

AL CHOX!

TABLE VII (Continued)

EEEEEEEEE S EEES s

85 | 8840 Sicdlled Sici1lod

53 6849 Sidlled Siilled

&3 66.9 Sicilled Skilled

63 68,9 Unalllled Unsizdlled

85 6Ce9 Sicdlled Ineidlled

53 6849 Profeassional Professional
53 68,2 Profossional Professicnal
85 635.9 Professional Professional
52 65,8 Profeasional Semigkilled
82 | 65,8  malled Semtokilled
82 0540 | Samlalidlled Semisicddlled
62 6546 Sirllled Seulalcdlled
&2 6548 Skilled Sentlalcllled
82 65.6 Semiskilled Skilled

&2 6546 8killed Unskilled

&2 66.6 Unaicilled Unsldlled

62 65.6 Senislkcilled Profoasional
81 61,3 Professional Saxlalilled
81 61,3 Semiglcilled Semlgidlled
Bl 61.5 Semd.skcllled Slilled







TO 195435

OCCUPATTONAL

INCLUS

PABLE VII (Continued)
DISTRIBUTION OF CLOVIS HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES, 1930-31

CHOX

IVE, ON THE BASIS OF

INTELL

ICENCE,
, AND OGCUPATIONS OF PARENTS

erimet o

Level of Level of
mre | el
119 51 61l.3 Sldlled Skilled
120 81 61l.3 Skilled 8idlled
i1 51 81,5 Semislktilled Unslkilled
ize 50 B7.5 Semiakilled Professional
123 50 8745 Professional Professional
124 B0 5745 Professional Semiglilled
125 50 57.8 Professional Semiskilled
126 50 E7.6 Skilled Semiokilled
1e7 50 875 8idlled Semislcilled
i28 50 5746 Professional Semisicilled
129 50 67.5 Semi skilled Unskilled
130 50 B7.5 Semdskilled Unskilled
131 50 57.6 Profeuslional Skilled
132 50 57.6 Professional Skilled
183 50 6745 Professional Sikdlled
134 50 576 Unskilled Semiskilled
136 50 5745 Semiskilled Semiskilled
136 50 5748 Skdlled Semiskilled
157 50 57.6 Sikilled W
138 50 5748 Samiskilled Semiskilled







DISTRIBUTION OF CLOVIS HIGH SCHOOL

TABLE VII (Continued)

GRADUATES, 1980-31
INTELLIGENCE,

TG 195435, INCLUSIVE, ON THE BASIS OF
OCCUPATIONAL CHOICES, AND OCCUPATIONS OF PARENTS
- - e TTTIIII TS
PP m“mﬁzgz' ettt | ot
Scorel m..si Ocecupation

139 40 | 3.8 Skilled Professional
140 o | 536 Semtalilled Skilled
141 9 | 53.6 Semialkilled Semisicilled
142 © | 63.6 Unskilied Semigicilled
145 ® | 55,8 Skilled Semislkilled
144 49 |55.6 Professional Semigicilled
145 o | 836 Sied1led Semisicilled
146 49 | 55.6 Semisicilled Semislcilled
147 8 |53 Semlslcilled Unsicilled
148 | 48 .| 51.5 Serigkilled Unsid1led
149 & e Professional Unslktlled
150 | 48 |51, Professional Skilled
R R Semislilled Semisiilled
12 | 47 |48.2 Unskilled Semislkilled
16% 1 @2 Professional Sextalkilled
154 | a7 | 48,2 Semisicilled Semiskilled
156 & |48.2 Semiskilled Semiskilled
166 & | 48,8 Semigkilled Serislcilled
157 4 | 48,2 Skilled Semiskilled

_188 | 47 |48.2 Professional | Semiskilled







TABLE VII (Continued)

DISTRIBUTION OF CLOVIS HIGH SCROOL GRADUATES
TO 1034=35, INCLUSIVE, ON THE BASIS OF rurznﬁr
OCCUPATIONAL CHOICES, AND OGCUPATIONS OF PARENTS

- —
- -

Level of Level of
Occupajlional Parental
Occupation

!

=

Professional Skilled
Profeasional Unskilled
Professional 8killed
Semiskilled 8killed
Unakilled
Unskilled
Professional
Professional

%S

8 8 &8 8 8 B 88888 ST %S







TO 1954-36, INCLUS

TABLE VII (Continued)

DISTRIBUTION OF CLOVIS HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES
ON THE BASIS OF Inm.ﬁx

08,

OGCUPATIONAL CHOIC

AND OCCUPATIONS OF Pm

= —— =
Graduate ﬁt:{
Oecupation

179 45 40,6 Semislkilled Semiskilled
180 45 40,6 Semiskilled Semiskilled
181 45 40,6 8killed Semiskilled
is2 45 40,6 Skilled Skilled

183 45 40,6 Semiskilled Unskilled
184 45 40,6 Unskilled Unskilled
186 44 5647 Skdlled Skilled

186 Al 5847 Unslkilled Unskilled
187 2k 367 Unskilled Unalkilled
188 A4 3647 Semislkilled Unskilled
189 44 56,7 Semiskilled Unskilled
180 44 36,7 Semiskilled Semiskilled
191 44 5647 Profesalonal Skilled

192 &4 - 56,7 Skilled Skilled

105 ) 5647 Professional Semiskilled
194 44 5647 Skilled Semislilled
198 44 5647 Professional Semisicdilled
196 ) 36.7 Semiskilled Semiakilled
19% d 5647 Unsicilled Semlskilled
198 Ak 56,7 Skilled Semiskilled







TABLE VII (Qontinued)

DISTRIBUTION OF CLOVIS HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES, 1930=51
TO 1054=35, INCLUSIVE, ON THE BASIS OF INTELLIGENCE,
OCCUP ATTONAL CHOICES, AND OCCUPATIONS OF PARENTS

ot i | R
Chol Oecupation

199 44 3647 Skilled Semisldllled
200 44 56.7 Skilled Semislkilled
201 43 33.5 Sicilled Professionel
202 43 53,3 Semislkilled Semisldlled
203 43 33,3 Unskilled Semisldlled
204 43 33.5 Seml skilled Skilled

205 45 3343 Skilled Sid1led

206 43 5345 Skilled Semiskilled
207 43 3343 Sicilled Semiskilled
208 43 33.3 Unslilled Semiskilled
209 43 83.8 Semiskilled Semislkilled
210 42 3041 Semiskilled Skdlled

211 42 3041 Professional Skilled

212 42 30.1 Seilled Skilled

213 42 30,1 Skilled Semiskilled
214 42 5041 Professional Semiskilled
215 42 501 Semiskilled Semislkilled
216 42 5041 Semiskilled Semiskilled
217 42 50,1 Semisikilled Semiskilled
218 42 5041 Semiskilled Semigldlled







DISTRIBUTION OF CLOVIS HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES
LUSIVE, ON THE BASIS OF

T0 198435, ING
OmAL cHOICES,

OCCUPATI

TABLE VII (Continued)

Level
ng

mm&xw

AND OCCUPATIONS OF PARENTS

Pevental

Scorel Occupation
219 2 | 304 Semiskilled Semiskilled
220 4 | 26.8 Unskilled Semisicilled
221 4 | 26.8 Sicilled Semislcilled
222 4 | 26.8 Skilled Semislkilled
228 41 | 26.8 Seratslcilled Semisikilled
224 Q. |28.8 Seniskilled Semiskcilled
225 4 | 26.8 Skilled Semislilled
226 41 | 26,8 Siilled Semiskilled
227 | 4 26,8 Professional Unsicilled
228 @ |26.8 Semt skilled Unslkilled
220 4@ 26.8 Semiskilled Unsidlled
250 0 |23.8 Uhakilled Sexisicilled
251 0 |23.8 Unskillsd Semisldlled
252 | 4 |25.8 Semiskilled Semiskilled
233 40 | 23.8 Professional Siilled
254 40 25.8 Professional Sicilled
236 0 25,8 Semislkilled Unalkilled
256 40 | 25,8 Semislkilled Uneldi1led
257 80 | 20,7 Semislcilled Semtsldlled
258 30 | 21,7 Skilled Semiskilled







DISTRIBUTION OF CLOVIS HIGH SCHOOL GRADUA
TO 1984=35, INOLUS
OCCUP ATTONAL CHOICES,

TABLE VII (Continued)

IVE, ON THE BASIS OF

i

AND OCCUPATIONS OF PARENTS

Graduate ercen oot l!"‘:'x:’tg
seorel m Oecupation

239 59 21.7 Skilled Skilled

240 38 10,4 Professional Skilled

241 58 19,4 Professional Skilled

242 38 19.4 Semiskilled Skilled

243 358 19.4 Skilled Skilled
244 - 38 10.4 Skkilled Skilled

2456 38 10.4 Skilled Skilled

246 58 19:4 Semiskillied Semisikilled
247 38 19.4 Skdlled Semiglkilled
248 88 | 1944 Semdslci1lled Sextl skellled
249 38 19.4 Semiakillied Semiskilled
250 38 19,4 8killed Semisiilled
2651 3% 14,7 Skkilled Semlslkilled
262 a7 14,7 Skilled Unakilled
253 S 14,7 Profeasional 8killed

254 3 14,7 Unskilled Semiskilled
255 57 14,7 Professional Semislkllled
256 a7 14,7 Unskilled Semiskilled
287 37 14,7 Semiskilled Seniskilled
258 o7 147 Professional Semislkilled







4

TABLE VII (Continued)

DISTRIBUTION OF OLOVIS HICH SOHOOL GRADUATES, 195051
TO 1084=35 USIVE, OX THE BASIS OF INTELLIGENGE,
6mr. CHOICES, AND OCCUPATIONS OF PARENTS

OCCUPATI

250 36 1347 Skilled Unskilled
260 56 157 Unskilled Unskilled
261 56 13,7 Unskilled Unskilled
262 36 13,7 8killed Semisltilled
265 56 13,7 Skilled Semisicilled
264 56 13.7 Semiskilled Semlskilled
266 36 12.1 Unskilled Unsicilled
266 35 12.1 Skilled Unskilled
6% 36 12,1 Semisaklliled Skilled

268 56 12,1 Profesaional Skilled

269 56 12.1 Semiskilled Semiskilled
270 36 12,1 Semisleilled Semiskilled
271 36 12,1 Professional Semiskilled
2ve 35 12,1 Skilled Semiskilled
295 54 10,1 Professional Professional
274 54 10.1 Skilled Semisglcilled
276 o4 10,1 Skilled Unskilled
276 54 10,1 Semiskilled Semisicilled
o7y 34 10,1 Semlskilled Semlskilled
278 33 8.8 Skilled Semiskllled







DISTRIBUTION OF

TABLE VII (Continued)

CLOVIS

HICH SCHOOL GRADUATE!
T0 1934-55, INCLUSIVE, ON THE BASIS OF

INTUL

48

1930~31
GENGE,

OCCUPATIONAL CHOICES, AND OCCUPATIONS OF PARINTS

Graduate Int:om erc:n e 3::3;’5:{@ g:;galat:{
Scoret m Choic Occupation
279 &3 8,8 Semlskilled Semlakilled
280 33 |e8.8 Semiskilled | Semiskilled
281 32 T3 8killed Semisikilled
282 a2 Ted Skilled Semiskilled
283 32 73 Semiskilled Semlskilled

284 32 TS Skilled Skilled

2856 32 73 Unsldilled Unskilled
286 32 Ted | Unakilled Unskilled
287 31 546 Skillled Semiskilled
288 31 546 Skilled Semiskilled
289 S1 546 Skilled Semiskilled
200 153 8 5.6 Unskilled Unakilled
201 S0 4.8 Semiskilled Semiskllled
292 30 4.8 Unskilled Unskilled
203 29 4.5 Semliskilled Semiakilled
294 28 348 Semiskilled Semiskilled
2056 28 3.8 Proffesionsl Semlslkilled
296 27 Seld Semiskilled Semiskilled
287 25 243 Semiskilled Semiskilled







TABLE VII (Concluded)

49

DISTRIBUTION OF CLOVIS HICH SOIOOL GRADUATES, 1830-31

T0 1954=38, INCLUSIVE,

ON TH" BASIS

P IN?ILLIGENCE,

QCCUPATIONAL CHOICES, AND OCCUPATIONS OF PARENTS
Intelligence Level of Level of
Graduate ercentélﬁ Occupagional Parental
Scoret Choice Ogcupation
208 25 2.8 Professional Semiskilled
2996 25 243 Professional Semlskilled
300 238 1.2 Skilled Semiskilled

J‘Raw score made on Otis self Administering Test of Hental
Abiligy, Form A, Advanced,
S omputed on basis of three hundred gradustes studied.

Based on Garver and Hansen's four={
namely, (1) professionsl, (2) skilled, (3

() wnsikililed,

old classification,
) semiskilled, snd
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