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frequently occur so’ this study deals with owverloads of 15 points and

above. A brief description of the grading system is presented.

Information oy overloading students, how they performed in the /////f

semester prloz to that when they were carrying an overload, is
presented in tabulated form with descriptive text for each data
_ table. Achievement of students in terms of their mean performance
. before and durlng overloads.is presented in tabnlated and descriptive
form. It was noteéd that there was very little incigence of failure .
among overloaded students. Plans for developing aéglexlble procedure
for determlnlng vhether students be allowed to ovgrload are
encouraged. (Author/EB) ) ) - ’

’ -~

L . e

-

**********y****************&7******************************************
Documents acquired by ERIC include many informal unpublisheg;
materials not available from other sources. ERIC makes every effort *
to obtain the best copy available. nevertheless, items of marglnal *
reproducibility are often encountered and this affects the dﬁallty *
of the microfiche and hardcopy reproducglons ERIC makes available. *
*
*
*
*

N

2R R B AR K BEEE K 2

via.the ERIC ‘Document Reproductlon Service (EDRS). EDRS is not .
responsible for the gquality Jf the original document. Reproductions

supplied by EDRS. are-the best that can be made_ from the original.
*********************************************************************

. . “
sy . N

[

I

o

RN o P




1
US OEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EODUCATION & WELFARE
NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF
EDUCATION
THIS DOCUMENT HAS BEEN REPRO
DUCED EXACTLY A% RECEIVED FROM
THE PERSON OR ORGANIZATION ORIGIN
ATING IT POINTS OF VIEW OR OPINIONS
STATED DO NOT NECESSARILY REPRE
SENT OFFICIAL NATIONALINSTITUTE OF
EDUCATION POSITION QR POLICY -

A“STUDY OF OVERLOADIN
IN U.P.NG.

o

E R.U. REPORT 14

\UNIVERSITY QF P PUA
AND NEW GUINEA

N8

o




.

A STUDY OF OVERLOADING
IN UPNG -

) . }/' )
’ \ ")/ S ;// %
o .
.”o s t )/'*
e E.R.U. REPORT14

. (OCTOBER 1974y -~ -~

.0
1

a Iad 4

ANN E. JONES ~ - JOHN
EDUCATIONAL RESEARCH UNIT - EDUSATIONAL

-

ESEARCH UNIT




el

. { ~

— v s
+ AGKNOWLEDGEMENTS ,
b.‘ Y . ‘ - 'y
o . P | < ""} LN - j

:fwg would like to express our ;hanks;to Gregory Mainao '

and Kipa Malewa who hélped td’collate some of the
material, and to Max Hansen for providing some 1nforma-
tion on courses he had a]ready gathered. Also’ thanks~ to
Ms. Oini Une who typed this report without one complaint’ -
about the, number of tables 1nvo]ved

s - ’
-

/ .
s \ //
> r
“ /
A} N ~ v
- . /
“ -
“ [
CN
A 4
Y
~ ®
.
Z
¢ . . 3
d s '
,’I i
¢
N
\ -
o . .
- 1 >
- ]
. < -
4
. .
- \
R .
? '
DO}
.
& -
. ) Y,
! <

’

. v



v ~ f the-factors which contr1bute to shudent success and fa1
. are becom1ng the focus of interes¥ - for all .these as
. with Un1vers1ty education. As a result the Academic Board,

has asked the E.R.U. to investigate seyeral areas of 1nteres$,

o

o~ one/of which is 'overloading,* v

. [N .
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.y I; v v . ! . -
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In tﬁ@ e1ght years of degreeistud1es thére have been A

BT ' two systegs of awarding pojn for courses. Ege cUrrent N
/////f  system came into effect at the beg1nn1ng of 1971 but was f? N
70 ., mixed with the old byp<Taws for two years. However,?by the “¥4 "

:,h

has therefore been operating for/five complete
S. T//system will be’ the basis for any’ future ‘
cisions, t study has confined 1tse1f to (the perjod - I
since Semester. I 1972. P ,1» ' . .

/’

R ST g v =" b
N u ‘A norma] student eourse Toad 1s cons1dered to be 12 /;/////i///

S points~and anyth¥ng over this const1tutes an ‘overload.' —
- However some peopTe, for example, carry twe 4 point/cogps/) o
‘ % and one 6 point course 'instead of three/A/ﬁoqns courses, *,q h ) :
I L 7 giving them one 'heavier' course n the others.. The-effect' .o
. _ ) on performance of the extra work toad is likely to be' - : ‘ f
. marginal so th1s rea11y constitutes a "technical” over]oad N e
» o and therefore this study deals with overloads of 15 po1nts '

L

.- and above

~ b
T

1 : L .
) T C o -7\ . el ‘ '
| The proportion of expatriates within the universitxl

ge@fing smatler ‘and the principal concern tends to be','

about how well Papua New Guineansccope with the courses,

" ‘rather than th student body as a whole. So jn this»étudy )

/ -9




_ V. 4 2,
1nformat1on has .been gathered on full-time students from |
‘Papua New Gu1nea and other akeas of’ the- South Pacific,
v Co
{
The n1vers1ty“resu%ts are°1ssued¢1n the form of grades
‘A-F A be1ng the highest grade and F heing a fa1} \In order
\\\\\ to guantify the results for comparat1ue work the scheme had
fo be adapted to give the grades a numer1ca] equivalent, |
For this purpose we let A be equivalent to 6, B~ 5, C.- 4,
D-3E- 2 and F I, It should be appreciated that the grades
| represent broad categorwss, and though. the averages are given
. 10 two decimal_points, there is a fair-amgunt of 1nnac?ra¢y
associated. with them, They are intended as guidelines and
’*///shoﬁld’Beﬁ1nterpré/ed accord1ng]y ~ -’Xi
/,Informat10ﬁ~on overuoading Studehtsméf

13

ve Table 1 1nd1cates how. students‘performed dur1ng semesters
when they were over]oaded and also how they performed in the

' _‘, semester 1mmed1ate€§ prior to the1r overload, ‘Some explanation
: ,.pf°the lay-out of Table 1 1s necessary « ' )

.
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—

RS {I%'\ . AN "

| upv at the, head of a column refers to the student's mean

‘,spore over all the courses which were- taken’durzng‘the semester.
The fact that some courses carried mor —ed’t po1nts than

- others was taken into account so/thatgthe figure in the "A"

- columns refers to the "weT/ﬁted mean score" for a particular
student For/gxamp]e suppose a student téok three courses,

‘the resuTts for which are shown on "z next page
[ 4




ﬁi Numerical
Course - Credit Points Grades Grade’
(a). 6 ’
\(b)
() 3

"To calculate the weighted mean:

s
A

© 6 x 4 =
| 3 %3
" ST 3 X 3

[

‘ ﬂ Total

- Total poigts carried = 12
Sé?\@eighted mean -
This is the figure in Column A
- F ! * :
“B" at the head of a column indicates ‘that the’ figure
in the cq]unn shows- how well a student did-in compardson w1th
the cher students taking those courses. Actually, it is the
weighted mean score for the student d1V1ded by the welghted
- meannscore for a]l students who took those ‘courses. For .
example, suppose that the average scores for all students who
' completed the courses in the examp]e quoted above are as e
'shown below. .. )
. “_' . Average grade
Coﬁ%ke Credit points .  (all students)

 (a) "6 © 3.05
(b) 3 3.20

LA

{¢y— - .3 N 2.82
To calculate the weighted mean for all students:
6 x 3.05 = 18.30- .,
3. % 3.20 9.60 °
3.x 2.82 = 8.6

"Total




- \ * - h \\ v\
Table 1@  Performance of Overloading Students \ ,

_ (For explanation refer to the text) ’ \ e
- ~i/ Aad 1 § ey s 2, ’ 3 e \‘4.:‘ ,\: . -*./.
j=)] i . " -
A B .& > A . B8 A . B A B -
. B.AL 4.85(16) ' 1.37 - :
' -\ B:A.. 3.00(16) 0.86 Vo . 2
. . B 0375036 1157 - ‘ . -
) =, B.A. 3.33(18) 0.93 : . -
7w B.AAC 4.56(15) 1.32 4.35(16) “1.08 . R
- B.A.  3.37(16) 1.08 4 -

~ o “B.EC. 4.00(21) 1,11° "
13.00° 6.94 B.Sc. 3.40(15) 0:91 . .

~ 2.00 0.71. B.Ec 3.00(15) 0.89 E i -3
©,2.7571.06 B.Sc. ! #.08(15) 1.05 . 5 . @ =
(74.50 1.22 B.Es, 3.00(15) 0.98 3.75(18) 1.00 ., | ‘% -
., 350 0.95 B.Ed. 3.75(16) 0.88 . ST
. '3.50 0.92 B.sc. 3.20(16) ‘.86 ¢ s :
© 300 0.80 B.A.. #.33(18) 1.15 ' . RS
T 350 0.95 B:A: 3i50(16) 1,00 - ¥ . a
3,33 1.07 B.Ec. 2.92(15) 1.10 ‘ ‘ :
o 4.00 1.07 B.A. 475(16) 1.16, " e .
C 7 550 1,19 BA._4.00(18) 1,14 3,67(18) 0.98 ’ 7
5 2.33 0794 ‘BAEc. 4.00(15) 1.07 g . o
. 3.33 1.15 B.A.  4.60(15) 4,15 ; ‘ 2 :
/ . .3.00 0.91 B.A! 3.76(15) 1.00 ; e
2.92 0.92 -B.Ec. 4.25(15) 1.14 ~° k .7
s 467 1.2 BlEc. 4.12(16)- 1.41 5,17(18) '1.45 5700(21) I.36
o 4.00 1.24 B.Ed. 4.50(16) 1.15 | L . .
' 3.67 1.22 B.Ec.” 4.25(16) 1.84 = . L o ’)j/////*jf/
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5.00

W

4,50

3875
3.33

.

3.00
5.00
, - 36T
- 4.23

91~ (7
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" Table £ (con't)
L

"

1.44 B.A.

0.86
1.14

1.20

-

A -

4.50(16)-

4.00(16)

4.67(18)

3.50(15)

1.14

B A

5.50(16)
1.05 ’
1:39
0. 95

1.54

,/”B//

A 9 )

3

B’

1.43-

. %.000%) 177 4. 46118) 1.36 A, 75(15) 1.27 -
e 5.21(15) ‘

I
v

5.63(16) 1.29 3.75(16) "1.02
© 4,00(18) 1.05 2.67(18) 0.73 .
.Ec. 3.88(16) 1.06 4.20{15) 1.09 o
B.A. 3.25(16) 0.88
B.Ec. 3.60(15) 1,01
B.Sc. 3.50(16) 1.01° . - _
B.Sc. 3.50(15) 0%93 ‘ -
B.A.  3.63(16) 0,95 N \ .
B.Ec. 3.13(16)<0.93" ‘ | :
B.A.  4.33(18) 1. i3 ¢ .-
B.Ec. 5.00(16) 1.53 5.00(15) 481 - - 0 Y,
B.Ec.5 3.00(15) 0.90: 42765(15), 0.80 3 75(16) 1.01
1,07 4.25(16)" 1.13 - *
.33(18) -1.01 4.00(18) 1.07 ,
A 5.00(8) 120 - o e
B.A.  4.00(16) 1,02 - y ‘
BYA.  3.38(16).-0.89-4.67(18) 1.12 ) .
B.A.  4.38(16) 0,994, 50(18)" 1.
B.A. , 5.00(16) 1.32 g f - :
B.Ec. 3.00(16) 0.90 -5.00(15) 1,19 .
B.Ec. 3.5:}15) 1.16 3.40(15) ~0.95 .
_B.Sc. 4.40(15) 1.22 . ’ 5




3.86 1.2 B.Ec. }—;(16) 0.98 5. 00(18) 1. 33/,//// | NP\\\\\\\

00(18) 1. I .
85(15) 0. 89 4 20(15) 1.15

4.5 1.30 B.A. 5.
3.00 0.90 B.Ec. 2.
4.00 139 BA. 5.25(16) 127 )
5.00 ,1.27 B.Ec. 3.75(15) T.41
. B.Sc. 4.00(15) 1.15
" B.A.3.00(16) 1.03
4.00 1.03 B.A. . 3.80(15) 1.03
B.A.  3.25(16) 0.96 -
£ '4.00 0.99 B.A. ,4.25(16). 0.93 4.11(16) 0.94
L \\B .Ec. ////20%157//2(z§/,3 80(}5) 1.16
B.Sc,” 4.00(18) - 0.95
B.Ec:-3.40(25) ‘#12 3.60(15) 1. 10
3.00 0.70 B.A. 43318 1.2
4.000.95 B.A. 3.00(15)- 0.77
3.67°0.93 B.A.  4.00(15) 1.05 3.33(15) .1,03
4.50 1,05 B.A. <3.67(18) 1.01
3.54.1.11. B.A.  4.25(16) 1. 04 5. 00818) 1. 15
4.50 1.16 B.Sc. 3. 60(15) 1. 081 0 :
2.33," 0. 67 B.Ec. '3.00(15)7,0.91 2.59(15) 0.80 3.50(16), 1.07
{ 3.0~ 0.79 B.A.  3-37(16) 0.9} :
_4.00 »1.06 B.Ed., 4.33(18)- 1.14
" 4.08 108 B.A. 3:40(15) 0.84°
0 o.-73.25 Q.95 B.Ec. 1.80(15) 0.58
T 3.27 0.87 B.Ec. 3.00(15):0.88- .
3751 1.08 B.Sc. 2.75(16) ;0.82

5.50 1.44 B.A. 4.33(18). 1.00 4.00(18) 1.09
“ 4
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. Table 1 (con*t) -

A\

~

e 1
A By

T

"

. “ /
+ B A , B

0.94
115
1.16

‘B.A.
B.A.
3.75 '

“5780 1.49

.7 3.45 1.03
3.00 "0.88

. 5,00 1.44

1.18
1.19
1.18

4,00

13.75

400

L 467 11§

. 4.00 1.07
4.67 11.36

4;06‘}1.11

.
?
v 3 \,
Iy X
’
- o t
"
¢
e 4
.
N
L]
~ ~
v, .
~N p——s
H
{
:
4
. R
~ A
d
s o
» . 2,
4
X
i Lo
-
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5?25(’1%

4.00(18)

" 4:00(16)

5.50(16)
3.25(16)
3.00(15)
4.00(16)
4.00(18)
3.20(15)
4.50(16)
3.67(15)

0,91 £
1.05. 2.67(18) $.71
1.03 (I
1.45
0.88
1.02
1.06
1.12
98 °
1706 5.00(18) .1:15

1.25

-4.50(16) -1.15

4.20(15) 1.i5

. 3.75(16), 1.08 .. -
. 4.75(16) 21.17 -

4.75(16) 1.16

1>




Total points ca}ried = 12
So, weighted medn (all students) = 365?? = 3.39‘*‘
* ) - . “N

Hence "B" score = 3.50 "1.06 . e
’ t §.30 *

This 4is the figure in column’B, and in:the present
/ . case it means that the student performed a little'
.better than average. S
A moment's thought w111 show that this means that a f1gure
greater tnan_l.oo indicates that a student performed”better
than average, while a score below 1.00 indicates that the
student was beTow av&ge (And, the further from 1.00 .
thay the figure 1s, the further from average was the : s y{j- !
student's perf rmance) _ ' ' A R

°

¢ - A .
_The figures ir bragets .in the "A" columns shoy how many

points. the student carried while he was overloaded. +
. b :

. The two" colqmns headed "1" indicate the semester
1mmed1ate]y prior te that in‘which the student first ’T‘
overloaded. Those hedded "2" refer to.the semester in
which a student first overloaded. Someestudents have -

. carried over] aads for second and third semesters, and
i these are 1nd1cated by’the f1gures "3 and "4"
respect1ve1y 5 L

s
L

]Between columns “1" and columns "2", the degree whicg:

//fﬁe student is registered for is 1nd1cated.
_ .

I




- From Tab]e 1.1t is possible to carry out a number of
ana]yses. One of the simplest of these 1s to determine
whether students who are above average whep ~carrying a
normal ]oad _tav above average hen they overload. Tab]e

number associated with each category,

f s

. AN .
! Table 2. 'Achievment of students in\terms of their
i . mean performance before and during?overﬂoags
; ' ~ T
A ' No“' ,i . Carrying an
[ o »Over'load Co "overload

| l ' Be]ow average —> BeTow average
{

N f S RN Below average ———————>~ Above average\\ : i 13
; . : '
' Above avérage ___.___> Below average 13
. .
' Above average ——-————%>‘Above average - 87

J  From table 2 a number of imp]icatioﬁ§ are:easily
\\ seen, - C . _ .
. (1)  Most students who.overload are above average

performers (this is also obvious from Table 1).
. Ié P

(i) . If a student performs above average in the semester
immediately prior to h1s _overload, the chance 1s
that-he g1]1 remain above average wh11e carry1ng

" an overload. (There is an 82% probability of this
happening), - b g

1

.




W

N [« A '
J ' 5 ’
(1) If a student performs below average in the semester . -
) 1mmed1ate1y prior to his overload, it is probab]e that _—
he will remain below average wh1]e the overload is - .
-carrted. (There is a 61% chance of this occurr1ng).[ '

The fjgures giVen above.refer to students who

¢ actually carried overloads, and did not withdraw. . N\
Table 3 below describes the performaice of students in
_the semester immediately-before they registered for . C o
overloads and then withdrew from them. ‘ ‘
Table 3. Performance of students’ who wﬁthdrew froom
over]oads, dur1ng/fﬁe semester 1mmed1ate]y
before the' overload was registered. . ' oy
Group weighted $tudent Weighteﬂ Ratio - Course - T
M§35_§g§rg Mean Score . " o
: 3.37 2.50  0.74  B.A.
2.75 1.00 . 0.36  B.AC <
3.45° 2.83. 0.82 - B.A. .
3.0, 2.2 -0.89  B.Ecv
3.05 3.20 '1.04 B.Ec. "
3.10 . 2.67 ' 0.8  B.Sc.
B W 3.00 0,81 . - B.Ec,
. +3.,09 , 3.50 * . 1,13 - B.Ec. ‘ ]
3,92 3.00 ) . 076 B.A. ‘
3.48" 4.33 1,24 B.A.
445 14.50 . 1,00 CB.A
3.77 3.27 .. 0.87  B.Ec.:
<3.75 ,1.08  B.Sc.

3.48




i
- |

N, N 4
A ‘ , . . “ . : ‘ = " N ‘. l
. Table 3 (con't) : . X
SR 7 ;
‘Group weighted Student weighted Ratio .Course
-, Mean Score /) Mean Score : , .
S C.o400 003 ¢ BACT S
410 4,75 1,15 B.A. ™
o 3.01 20 10797 B.A
, 3,100 ' 3.00 0,97 _B.Sc. .
. 3.77 . 4,00 1,06 B.Ec, .
¢ o « ) 5 0 - 7 . [ l . . .
; o250 By s 071 B.Sc

\ )

bt . . §

Out of the 19 students who are surveyed in Table-3, 12
perfgrmed betow average in.the semester prior to their overload
and withdrawal. It would thus _appear that such students are

-much more 11ke1y 1o w1thdraw then those who had been performing
above average,‘v L . -

At _this peint it is worth not1ng that there is very 11tt1e .
1nc1dence of failure among overloaded students, O0f the students ' ‘
covered in Tdble 1, only one could be said to have failed -

3 outright, so an overall conclusion. pould be that overloading
L students do manage to cope with their 1ncreased loads, (There

are, of course a number of students who feel that they cannot,

cope with the over]oad and withdraw from courses). ’

"One of the chief eoncerns associated with overloads.is =
: the question of whether or not certain students should bei1lowed
to overload dur1ng a particular semester. So far,.most Faculties

4at UPNG have app11ed (in a-fairly flexible way) criteria which

) apply to a student's "absolute" performance; e.g. students have




4

B

~

. ~
£

v ' ‘.512,
~to have a "C: average“ before they are allowed to over]oad ‘.
From Appendix- I, it may be seen that in"some courses it is
easier to-score high’grades than it is in others, (Th1s

: does not necessar11y reflect upon the marking schemes app11ed
_ in different courses; it could equally well be ‘associated
“with the .fact that students find the subject matter more

diff1cu1t to cope with in some courses than in others). Th1s
méans that the app11cat1on of an Mibsolute, score" criterion
+is probab]y not the most appropriate course of .action, and a
criterion geared ‘to ‘achievment in comparison with the student
popu]at1on as a whole might be better. - o .

€ ' ) . . . .

In order to'test this, d‘further,analysjs was carried out
for the data contained in Table 1.
‘were c&lculated (basie§11y a’correlation coefficient indicates-

the extent™to which one yet of data depends upon another).-

(i) The correlation, was. ca]culated between we1qhted mean
before overloading and we1ghted mean during over]oad1ng
(i.e. the re]at1onsh1p between the scores in the "A"
columns was examined) A

o
K

It was found‘-’that,' r o= 0.284. .
- s L ! .

(ii) The correlation for the weighted means,, in terms of the
weighted means for all students taking the courses, was .
calculated; ie. the relationship between the figures in
the "B" columns was eglmineo. '

¢

It was found that, r 5, 0.438.

&

Two correlation coefficients.
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* overload performance),
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“

In order to determine how good a prediction.of “overload -

performance thesé figures represent, it is necessary to -
square ‘each of them. when this is done it is found. that

procedure ‘(i1) is. mote than twice as good as a pred1ct1ve
device than procedure (i). (A note of caution however -

‘neither of them is jarticularly godd as an indicator of

+ Thus, it woulo/seem that overload
entrance--criteria based upon students' performance in
comparison with ‘peer groups \are more rational.

~ \\l '

Somé\%ofgcstions '
It seems that the flexible, possibly largely 1ntu1tive,
approach to-the granting of permission to ,overload has in
" the past been reasonab1y effective. It is possible that
-some people who, were Quite capab]e of carrying over]oads
were. dxscouraged from do1nq;so: but those who did over]oad
coped duite well. "As the size d@nd complexity of the Y
Unxversity has 1ncreased (and in the 1ntere§ts of .

rat1ona]ity) it m%ght we]] be the case-that a more

; objectivé overall procedure is now neeééd Even so, it is

suggested?that as flexibTe as poss1b]e a procedure for
’determ{ning whether students be allowed to overload should'
‘be retained, ‘It is of course desirable that a broad

policy be framed in objective terms, and on the basis of

past-experience it appears that decisions framed in terms
of a student's performance in relation to other students

taking his courses are the more rational.

v

e
o e,
P

(Some concrete , °
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3

» suggestions.relatingto the kind of 1nformatiﬁn on which

‘wou1d be readily’ available for those who wan
decisions'based upon it. :

dec1s1ons might be based - are, given on P, 3).

- : / % '/ ,
If decisions are to be made on the basis of a

student's performance re]ative to his fe]]ows, then

course averages need to bé made widely ava11ab]e This

'1nformat1on cou]d best be calculated by Departments (it is

a very short and simple job) and submitted w1th course s
resu]ts in the normal way. In this way, thei1nformat1on
ed to niake

i

1

{
AN

For example the ayerage grade for course 99. 999, where

. the following distribution of grades for Papua New Guinean

student (3 occurs, is worked out as shown, beTow

A(=6)  B(=5) - c(=4) 'D(=3) ,E(=23 F(=1)
2 4 10 12 5 3

> !

Total "points®

(2 x 6) + (4 x5) + (10 x.4) +
(12 x 3)+ (5 x 2) + (3 x 1)

= 12+20+40+ 36+10+3 "
= 121’ '

' Since a total -of 36 students took the course:

Mean grade., = 121 = 3,36
36 |
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APPENDIX I ’ : « i
RESULTS. OF INDIGENOUS STUDENTS AT UPNG
SEMESTER 1 1972 "
- Pt Namber of students in each grade Total o Aver
‘ 5 WIT Vilue A B C D E F W Examifed Score \
: - : -
-, 0105 4 1.8 20 23 7.3 3 62 302
L0107 3 j-_~ 7 4 - 1 - 12 3.4
01,108 3 1 3 10 10 -2, 3 1 30 3,27
01.206 6 = -~ 171 - 5 2,60 °
‘ 01.211 6 - 1 2 1 - - SRR Y- RN
P ' 01.220 3~ - < 1 - 2.86 \
‘ 62,101 -4 - 5.6 11..29 7 6 2 64  3.30 A
02,203 6 - - =Y - - 1. 1 “1.00
. 02205 4 - - 2 1 - - 1 3 3.8
03,100 4 - 3 620 28 17 - 74 2.32
. 03.103 4 - 1 - 8 13 & -5 27 2.2
' 03.122 4 -.- "7 14 8 1 2 30 . 290 .
"oz 4 1.1 3 7 5 3 - 20 270 7
03.206 . 6 - 2 3 10 2 - 1 '17 3.29
7T r§ 03.209 T - 2 2 1 2 - 2.88
403223 3 -, - 2 3 1 1. 2.86
C03.225 1 - o+ - e e e, - -
, R R R T £ -
- .03.23%2 3 - < - & - .- 4 3.00
.
v ' ¢
oo N.B. 'Indigenous students only have been récorded for
. ' _ this study. For this purpose B.S.I.P. and other
, ' ' S. Pacific students have been ’1n.c'luded.'
‘i ' * The Ave score has been calculated by equqtin{; A-6

pts, B-5, C-4, D-3, E-2 and F-1.-

19 .




v ) ) ] ii
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-

\7;« ‘ Pt Number of students in each grade Total Ave * -
A UNIT ~ Value A B € D E .F. W Examined Score
':‘. . *
’{ 04.101 ’ ’ L

04103 4 - 1 8 18 5 - 1035 2,97
M6 4 . 2 2 1 - 1 5 4.20

04.17 4 1 3 4 4 - - 1+ 12 48

0409 .4 - - 2 1 - - - . 3 3g

04.111 4 1 5 U 3 5.00
T04.200%- 6 - - . 4 - . o l. a4 4.0
4203 6 1 3 2 - - 2 » 8 3.8

04209 6 1 .1 - - - . 3 5.00.

05,200 6 - .- =+ = = =~ - - -
06.001- 4 - - 1 2 1 - 1 4 " 300

06102 .4 - 5 22 4 4 - . 72 339

06100 4 - . €5 Sy - <6 3.83

r 06207 6 . < - .1 - -1 2 3.50

06209 6 - 1 32 - - - 6  3.83 .

| 07.102 - - 3.23 10.10 4 46 2.4
07.205 I A

07206 - - 5 5 9 1 3 - 23 3.3
;07,304 -i e 2 5 - 1 - 8 3.0
~07.305 -1 3 2 - .3 - 9 2.89
7.7 L1 5 4 2 - g - 18 3.8
07.320 e - - 7 - - . . 77 4.00
07.408 - - - . . - - . . - -

07.409 «,-"3 3 1 1 - 8 3.0

07.410 - e R S

S 07413 . - 12 .3 - . - 6  3.67

08.111 2+ - 13 22 3 12 8 4 8 3.7




[~
: Pt  Number Of studefts in each grade Total .. Ave X0
| . UNIT “Valug A B, C -D E F. W Examined “Score’ .
T — . . — T~ ,
o 08112 g2 - 10 15 24 10 -8 - 67  3.18
b 082 4 - - 37 3-7 16 7 2.3
08.228° 3 .- -.- 4. 2.1 ;0 2.20
_ 0828 6 1 1 - 2 - - - 4 o4z T
VoL 08.2% 3 - 1 1.1 = - "3 300 ;T
| 08266 3. - - 1 1" 1 - - 3 3.004, :
. 08.261 3 .- - - . . . . - -
08.264¢ 3 - - . .1 - 1 .1 200 !
L. 08266 3 - - - 1 1 - . 2 2.5
+ 091020 20 2.4 12 33 4 6 2 61  3.16
09.133 3 - 1 - 2 - 1 1 So4 3.00
09.134 4 .: 3 .3 1 - 23 8 400
" 09133 "3 . - "1 - - . . . 1 500 S,
, 09.144 4 -~ - - 1 . . 1 3.00 )
o128 T - - 8 12 1 - - 18 3.22 o
e .11.303 - - - 3 , 17;3'! 4 - , 10 « 2.40
' | 11.305 - - 4 -2 - M 3,00
10201, -6 - 24 - - 1 - 7 3,86
b ‘12101 4, - 529 28 5 - 2 e7° 351
12,104 . 4 - ‘ez - 3 T - - 4 275
gl 12.}£§Qy 4 -1 7 6 - 1 1 15-  3.47
: 12231 6 - - 1 - < - - 1, 400
\ 12232 6. - - 5 - 1 - 9 3.1l
12238 3 - - 1. - - < - 1Y 4.0
1229 6 - - 1 1 - . - 2" 3.50
13100 4 - 6-28 24 4 4 3 6  3.42
g T 13,004 3 - - 11 12 7 1 1 31 3.06 <




<

- 8 iv

. b
»

Pt

Number ovffstugien‘tsJ in

each grade :rota] N ’Ave *

UNIT  Value A. B* C *D "« F W Examined Score
» : ‘
13206 6 = - a5 - .o 1 /;_;7
RN S .
3207 6 -"1,%% 2 . 1 . 4 3.00
B2a0 6 - o oo L3 5  3.20
‘w34 - - 75 - 11 13 3.3
: S22 4 - e 17 -3 -1 2.5
> 141230 4 3 5712 9. - 1 - 30 3.97
T W25 6 - - 2 4 .. 1 . 7 3.0
“226 6 1 1 4. 1 - L - I3 4,29,
. ' "
15.00°°4 -"5 34 28 10 ‘5 7 82 . .2.07,
15107 4 1 2 2 2.1 - 8 4.13
15202 6 - - 2 2 - < 0 4 3.5
15205 6 .- 69 8 4 . - . 27 3.63
15207 & -- - 1 2 - 1 - 4  2.75
15,20 -6 -2 5 °.8 1 2 1 16 3.00
6120 .4 - 1 < i o- o . 2 " _ 4.00
1812 4 - - 2 4§ - . 1 6  3.33
9.0 4 - 110 7% - 1 - 19 3.53
20101 4 - - - 10 1 4.1 15 _ 2.40
-
L,




.
w .

+

Ave'*
UNIT * Valuee A B C° D E °F W Examined Score
. % - . g '
0106 3 0 3 16 30 6.6 03 61  3.07
01109 4 0 .1 2 14 0 1 0 - 18 3.1
01.213 . 6 0°0 1 "3 -0 0 0 4 3.25
01.215 -3 0 0 0 3 0 0 O 3 3.0
01,26 3 0 0 2 1 0 0 0  3° 3.67-
01.233 6 0 0 2 2 0 0.°0 4 350
02,1002 3 2 10 929 6 4 1 60  3.20
02,103 3 271 6 14 4 2 o0 29 3.2
02202 6~ 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 ° 2 3.5
02,206 4 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 2 4.00
03.102 4 1 5 9 23 15 5 6 58  2.78
03.104 .4 0 1 6 10 3 2 2 -2 3.0
03021 4 0 2 913 1 0" 0 ° 25 3.8
,03.126 4 0 00 0 0 0 O o . -
03.127 4 0.2 6 5 0 1 0 - 14 3.5
03.215 3y 0 0 2 2 0. 0 0 * 4  3.50
03.27 -3 0 6 0 00 0 0 O, -
$03.228. 1 00 0O 1 0 0 0: 1' 3.00
03.224 1 0 0 1 0 '0°0 0 1. 4.00.
03.2¢83 6 0 1 7 8 3 2.1 21  3.10
03.230 3 0 .1 2 65 “1 0 2 9 3.3
03.231 3 o o 4 2 2 qQ 1 8 .3.25
04.105 4 4 13.1F 4 0 1 0 33 4.8
04202 4 .0 2 4- 1 1 .0 0 .88
04,160 4 51 1 4 1 0 0 1 7 \ 4,29,
04204 0.3 3 1 ,0 0 0 7 4.29

F

'SEMESTER 2 1972

- fy T ——— -
Pt * Number of studénts;in each grade Total

Y

o)

(W)
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s\/, . vi
Pt  Number:of students in each grade Total Ave *
UNIT Value A B ¢ D E  F W Examined Score
04202° 6 0 3 1 140 0 0 5 4.40°
206 67 0 1°% 0 0 0N 6 417
0412 4 0 1 0 0° 0 ‘0 0 1 . 5.00
0428 6.0 1 2 0 0 0 O 3 433
4.200 6 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 3 5.30
05,00 4 0. 0 2 25 0 8 1 35 2.93
06,303 ¢4 1 4 13 720 3177 42 -3.45
06.104 4 0 0 2 6 0 1 1 9 3.00
06,203 .6 02 0 .2 0 0 1 4 4.00
%6.206 6 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 2 4.50
06.204 6. 0 0 1 0 0 O O .'1  4.00
07.102 L0 0 3 2 7 4 0 3B 266
07106 . 0 3 23 M 2 1 0 43 3.58
07.201 -\\\‘ 0 2.5 10 5 1 3 26 3.0
07203 ) o o0 0 13 5 1 3 22 2.60
07206 ° 0 1 4 10 2 o0 0. 17  3.02
07.205 6 01 1 0 0 0 2° . 3.50
07,207 0019 9 0 1 2 22 345
07.303 001 5 2 0 .2 0 10 3.3
07.306 0 1 5 2 0.0 0 g  3.87
07.308 0 1 3 3 0 0 0 7 3N
07.315 01 4 2 1 0 0 9 - 3.10
07.321 1 00 0 0 0 0 1 6.00
07.407 0 2 3 0 0 0 0 5 4.40
07.408 1 2 1 1 1 2 0 ,8 337
07.410 . L 22 0 0-1-0 "6

4,16~

-




e

/ vii r
¢ ’ .f\
. ! N
. " Pt Number of studentsin each grade Total Ave *
" UNIT  Value A B C D B\E F W Examined \Score. A
8.411 2 449 16 2 3 1 38 3.\«57:_\\_3%
© 08112 2 ‘90 1-5 6 2. 2.2 16 3.06 ‘
o825 4 T2 8 16 2 5. 7 54 (.28 |
08.435 4,0 0 5 ;3 T S N X
_ 08208 6 0 0 9 <0 0 0GB 0 . -
coe®s 6 00 1- 70, 2\ 0 “Gge 3 2.67 .
08256 6 0 0 0 2¢ 2 \0 0 4 250
08.260 3 1 0 0 0 0 \o.:‘o 1 6.00 -
08.267 3°0 0 ¥ 10 0720 4 2.2
09.103 .72 3 5 14 27 "3-- 2\ 1 54 3480 0
09.142 '2 0 1 1.1 17 0 0, 4 3s0 '
"09.144 4 0 0 T 0 0O 1 0 2 2.50-
09.2066 270 0 0 1 "0..1 2 2 200"
09.207 2.0 0-2 4.°0.0,0: "6 3.3 S
09.143, 3 0 1 0 2 0 01 3 3.67. .
09.264 2 00 1 1 0 0 1 2 3.0 N 3
: - sy L
10000 .4- 0 0 3 2- 0 ‘0 0 / 5 3.60
Jie00 0 6 701 2 -1 0 17 38
A1.202 0 1 6 9 2.1 0 19. 321 "
11.203 0 0 5 12 1 0740 18, 3.2
11,206 " 0-1 5 6 (3 .4 0 ° .10 279
11.205 0-4 4 8 2 1 0 < 19  3.42 -
11.206 0 01 0 0 0 0 19 4.00 °
11.304 0 0 3 6 0 °1 0, 0. 310
- -11.304 0 0 6 1 0 1 .0 8 . 3.50 ,
11.307 . 0 1 7 3 0 0 12 3.00
25 3
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Pt~ Number of students in each grade Total Ave *. RS
e $ . ’ .
UNIT Value A +B C b E F. W Examined Score

& .

-.P 33 [ . ) - . . \ 7
2 ’ .

11 4.45 . .

\

4

. 1422276 5 1 2 - “0 0
14223 6-0°0 1 1~ 0 0 1 2 . 3.50 .
-} 14.226 6 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 < 300 -
3 1502 4° 0 2 9 22 -4 0 2 37 . 3.2 SR
01508 471 0 1 1°0 0 :1- 3. 4.33
15200 6 0 2 6 6,2 0 1 12 4.67
(. e " 15200 6 0.0 2 2 00 1 4 3.50
¢ - - 15206 6 0 2 9 20 0 3 13 400
; ' 15208 6 ‘0 0 0 1 0 0 0 r 3.0
15211 6 0 0 2 2 1 ©.0 5 \3.20 .
L 15,221 6 0 1 3 2 ;0 0 1 6. 3.8
L 6100 4 0 2 3 6 0 0 1 11 3.64
T . 1612 4 0 3 6 2 0 0 1 11 4.09.
, | S 16.233- 6 1 1 2 0 0 0 0 4 - 4.75
| , 18100 4 0 02 1 .0 0 0 ¢ 3 3.6
18200 6 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 4.00
182020 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0. O - ,
19202 4 0 1 7 4 0 0 1 12 3.75 -
21,200 6 (1 9 .3 1 0 0 1 14, 471

L

4 - —




" SEMESTER 11973 °

- Pt Number of students in each grade Total

|
~ Ave *
. UNIT “Value A" B.C D E F W -Examined Score
: . . O B &
‘ 01.106- - 3 0 4 18 48 19 16 2 107 . 2.71
" 0t.1007- 3 0 1 5-12 3 4 0- .25  2.84:
. 01.108 ~ 3 0 7 16 13 0. 1 1 . 37 3.7
: 01,205 3 0 1 3 2 0,0.0 - 6. .38
. , 0120 301 3.4 0 0 O 8 . 3.63,
‘ 01.223 3 1 4 6 ‘4 0 o0.00° {5 413
‘ 01.224 3 0'0 5 8 1 .1 0 15 - 3.13
o~02.100 3.3 9 33 43 4 6 3. oF  3.45
~02.1004 4 0 0-1 6 1 0.0 '8  3.00
2.200 6 *2 2°3 6 ‘0 0 \R 13 4400,
. 02206 3 0 0°1 2 -1 0 o § 4 300
: 02209 3 0 0 3.3 0.0 0 { 6 3.5
. 0220 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -
03101 "4 1 10 43 59 15 13 0 ‘181 3018
03.108 4 0 1 2 16 9 22 0 . 50  2:02
03.12 ~4 0 1 °5 .13 7. % 0 33 227,
3.5 6 0 56 9°%0 0 0 20 -3.80
' ' ‘328 6 0 2 3 5. 5.1 0 16 .8.00
\ 03.21 3 0 2 9 12 0 2 0 25 3,36
’ 03,84 3 0 2 5 5 3 .3 0 .18  2.44
T 033223 3 0 1 6 4 1 1 0 13 3.38
B.22 3 0 2 2 . 0 21 iz 3.7
‘ -
.
B .

fo




s ) / xi
'Y ) 4 / .

Pt Number of students in €ach grade Total Ave *
UNIT  Value A B C D  E F W Examined Score.

. 04.111 4 1 °0 0 2 0 1 0 4 3.25
041210 4 3 6 15 12 4 3.0 42 3.1
. 04123 4 0 3 3 3 0 1 0 10 3.70
.0 0832 4, 0 2 4 3 0 0 0 9 3.89
T 04.133 £ 205 1 0 1 o 9 4.00
04.200 3 0 0 0O 0 0 0 0 0 -
0423 6 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 .3  4.67
04.221- 6 1 1°4 0 0 0 O 6  4.50
i 04,231 .6¢ 2 2 1 0 0O 0.0 5 5,20
"% 04234 6 0 1 0. 0.0 0.0 1 5.00
“.o-05011 3 0 0 0 93 6 0 18 2.17
ggfgggv 1 4.8 2 1 0 0 16 413
02 4 0 33 23 3 1 2 62  3.53
5, 0.27 6 0. 1 1 "1 0 0 0 3 4.0
¥ 06.208 6 -0 1 0 0 0 0 4 4,25
& 062107 6 0 1 o' 0o o0 o 2 4.50
jo08l 2 2 320 745 31 10 0 112 2.8
. 08113 2 1 9 11 21 5% 2 0 49 3.47
08.118 3. 0 3-7 10 "1 3 1 24 3.25
, 08123 4 2 2.1 5 3 2 0 15 3.2,
2 08228 3- 0 0 1 0 2 1 0 4 2,25
% 08,234 6 0 3 4 0 1 0 0- .8 4.3
S .08245 3 0 0 1 3 1 0 0 5  3.00
08.246 3 0.0 0 0 0 0 O 0. . -
.25 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -
08.2661 3 0 0 0 1 .0 0_0 1 3.00.
“ \

g

° f-:
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)

Pt  Number of students in each grade Total

UNIT Value A B:- C D E F W Examined
08.262 3 0 1 1 0 O 0 2
08.265 3 0 1 0- 1 O 0 2
09.102, 4 2 10027 4 6 140 106
09.133 2.0 1 3, 1 0 1 0 6
09.13 2 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 2
07.108 4 11 10 18 6 10 O 59
07. 206 0 1.0 -1 0 0 O 2
07.304 1 0 5 9 -0, 0 0 15

, 07.305 0 5 6 7 1. 2 .0 21 3,32
07.307 1 310 4 0 o o 18 4.05
07.319 o 0 1. 1 0 0 1 Y3 3.5
07.408 . 000 0 2 0 0 0, 2. 30
'07.409 0 2 0 4 0.0 0 6  3.66
07.410 ‘

07.413 0 3 2 0 0 0 0 5 4.6
07.40F 1 & 3°3 0 0,0 8 4.0
09.283 3 1 1 2 6.0 1 0 11 3.45

9.286 3 0 0 1 .3 9 2 0 6  2.50%
0.2 6 0 0 1 0 0 0 O 1 4.00
11. 301 o 0o 0o 7 7 0 0 .14 250
11,303 0-2 3 3 4«2 0 14 . 2.93
11.304 - 0 01 6 0 0 O 7 3.14

‘11,304 0 0 5 12 é\ 0 0 20 3.10
11.307 0 0 2 10 2% 0 0 14  3.00
11.308 0 1 2 6° 3% 2 0 14 2.79
12100 4 011 31 23 9 \\5 0 78 A 3.47




-'Pt- Numbe‘:t- of students in éach grade Total
UNIT Value A B °C D E F W Examined

12.104
12.116
12.121
.12.223
12.231
12,233
13.101
13.152 -
13.205
13.207
13.212
13.213
13.256
14.124
14,221
14,222
14,225
14,226
15,100
15,102
15.202
" 15.204
15.205
15.212
" 15,214
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Pt  Number of students in each.grade Total Ave *
UNIT  Value A B C D E F W Examined Score

t 16.100 4 1 2 0 0 0.0 0 3. 5.33
' 16,12 4 1 2 2 1 0 0 0 6  4.50 <
18203 6 0 0. 0 0O 0 0 0 0 -
18,203 "6 0 0 1 0 0 0 O 1 4.00
9.100 4 0 0 11 16 0 2 0 29 3.24
19.200 6 0 2 1 0 0 o0 O 3 4.67
) 21,200 6 2 3 3 2 0 0 O .10 450 . °
2207 4 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 2 4.50
21,202 "6 2.3 3 2 0 0 0 10 4,50 . :
A ¢ '
. /) ,
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SEMESTER 2 1973
R i

S

<

b Pt Nuni:er cf students in each grade Total Ave * ~
%0 CUNIT Value A B C D E F W _Examined Score

\ 5 = ‘ -

01.105 3 1 3 16 38 22 10 -~ 90  2.8l.
e QLo 3 ;.20 9§ - 1 - 22 3.5
i 01202 6 - 1 2 2 - e - 5  4.00
- 0121 3 - 2 5 5 1 1 - 14 3.4
" 01263 2 - 2 3 - - - 7 4.4
01.225 3 - - 2 3. - 1 - 3.14
0202 3 3 9 29,3 3 .7 - 90 "3.43
02.03 31 - 2:13 8 - 1 24 2.88
02.104 3 - 3 7 ¥4 3 - - 27 337 -
02,204+ 3 .- 4 5 ° - - - 11 . 4.18
02208 3 1 1 2 -1 - ¢ 3.56
S 03.102 4 - - 1 10. 6 4 - 21 238
| - 03.104°; 4 4 4 4 6 - 32 3.5
‘ 03.121 | 4 - - 14 66 29 12"- 121  2.68
; 03.212) 3 - - 1 2 - -1 - & 275
. ©03.213(-6 - 2 7 14 3 2 - 28 3.1l
' 03.215/ 3 - 1 1 /,/é/ - - - 7. 3.43
03.217/ 3 -. 1 4 4 1 2 - 12 3.08
03.226/ 1 - - - 1 - .- - 1 3.00
03.227/ I - - 1 - - - - 1 4.00
v 03.229) 1 - .- ¢ =% o - . - -
* 03.230f 3 - -/1. 9 3 2 - 15  2.60
03.23] 3 2 1°4 2 2 .~ - 11 3.91
0323y 1 - 1 - - - - - ‘1 5.00
, }




‘.
P

. v Pt Number. of students in each grade Total  Ave *

{ UNIT Value A B C D E F W Examined Score oy
¢ - g .
c0412 4 1,1 - 1 1 - . 4; 4,00 x
y 04022 4 - 31 4: . 1 . 19 4,00 ¥
04131 4 1 3 8 ¢ 4 - - 25 3.52
0413 4 1 1 4 5 1 . - 1@ 3.67
0424 6 - 1 - 1 - I . 2 400
04222 6 - - 1 4 1. - - 6  3.00
04223 6 - - 3 2 1. 1 - 7 2.4
04.232. 6 1 2 1 - 1 .. - .5  4.40
04233 6 - <-2 1 - - - 3 3.67
04236 6. - - - . - - . - - ,
05,1122 3 - 1 - 1 1 - - 37 3
05,201 6 1 - 1 2 - - 8  3.25
. 06,103 4 ' - .9 17 - 2 - 28 3.8 A
06,104 4 1369 10 - 1 - . 27 415
, 06.08 4 -- -3 1 - 1 1 5 3.20
061200 4 1 6 1 - . . . 8 " 500
06,203 "6 3 1 2.1 ~ 2 - . 9 3.6
06.206 6 - 1 % 3 - - - 7 343
'07.106 107 15 19 6 13-- 57 2.2 »
- 07.107 3°8 6 16 4 7 - 44 3.30 |
. T 07,109 4 8 11 14 -8 3 - 48 3.52
© 07,00 1 - 10 18-8 8 - 4 2.7 Q
07.201 - 115 14 - 4 - 38 3.2
07.203 1 2198 9 1 3 - 35 3.54 -




\
e

¢

~¥r

Ave *

Pt  Numbgr of stydents in each grade Total
UNIT  Value™® B & D E F W Examined Score
031204_‘ - 110 14 3 - - 28 3.32
.205 e, = e = e, e = - -
1%?.303: I - 7 8 -7 6 1 23 - 2.78
07.306 - -« 11 '3 3 1 17 2.47
07.308 - < 1 14 1 3 - 19, 2.8
07.315 - e e e e e - - .
07.316 2 3 5 5 o '=>. 15  4.13 '
07.31 -~ - 2 5 2 -1 10 3.80
67.407 - e e e e e - . .
07.408 1051 - o 7 4000
07,410 - 1.5 1 - - = 7 4.00
4 08111 2 1 6 6.9 5 1 - 28 3.50 =
08113 2 1 - 3 "1 - 2 - 70 3.29
08125 4 2 1 5 19 7 3 - 37 3.0
08,135 . 4 - 1 4 5 1 3 - 14 2.93
08.233 6 - - 2 2 3 3 - 10 2.30
08.239 3 1 - - - - ‘4°1 6  2.50
06,246 3 .- - 1 3 - - - 4 3.25
08.255° 6 -* = « - - - . .
08.263 6 = -. - - - /- - - -
08.266 3 = - = - o - . - -
09.103 2 3 7 19 30 4 127 - 75 3.5
09,133 "2° - -1 2 - 2 - 5 2.40
09,136 2 - - 1 < 1 - - 2 3.00
¢ a09.266 3 - - - 2 < - - 2 3.00 .
© 09282 3 - e 2 4 . . 6 333 O
3 - - 3 - - - 3 3.00

09,284




CE

Xviii

‘Pt ' Number of s%mdénts in each gréde Total

Ave *

UNIT: Value A B € (D E F W Examined Score
— \

- 10.101 4 ‘1 1 3 - - <« T§ 400
12,102 4 7 17 1 1 - 38 3.68
12.105 4 -3 4 6. - 8  3.19
12.126 4 3 cs - e - 5  4.60
12.129 4 1 20 - - - - 4.33
12.225 6 . . -
12.226 6 - 1 - - - 1. 4.00
12.229 6 -1 - - - 2 3.0

*» ‘ i . . o
13.100 4 3 18 [F33°710 .7 - 71 3.00

013,102 4 4.11 34 2 2 - 57  3.02
13.104 3 2 6 17 3 - ., 3 201
13.204 6 2 9 ‘4 o ‘... 15 3.87
13.208 . 6 4- 17 17 - 4 - -7 A
13.21F 6 - 5.3 1. - - 9 3.44
13.253 6 2 2 - - .. - 4 4,50
13.225 6 - -1 e e 3.00
14.124 4 8 9 3 - 21 23 4,04
14.223 6 2 6 2 - 2.- 12 3.50
14,224 6 315 1 - 1 -7 10 3.9
14.230 6 13 2 - - - 6 . 3.83

14,240 6 S R 2 3.50
14.250 6 e 1 3.00
14.260° 6 B U 4 3,50
15.101 4 - 5 6 2 1 - 14 3.07
15.103 4 3 5-29 1 3 2 4 3.0
15.104 . 4 11« - - - - 3°  5.00
15.201 6 5 7 9 - - - 24 4,08

A\

=4




e

-

.’.-

R g

g

—
.

4

" Xx1x

.. " Pt Number of st@ghfcs in eath grade Total Ave *

UNIT. “valve A B € D E. F W Examined Score
) :

“15.206 6 - 4 4 2 - - - 11 4.36
15.213 6 11 1 - - - 3 4,00
15,215 6 3 01 1. - - s 5 . 4.40
15.220 6 6 6 2 - - - 18 4.2
16.i36 4 2 - - - - - 4  5.50 .
16.226 6 . 5 ' 4.8
16.233 6 -2 - -1 - 3 3.00
16.236 6° 2 1 - - - - '3 4.67
18.202 6 3 - - - o o 3 5.00
19.104 - 4 - 3 5 4,1 - 13 2.77
19.202 6 - 2 1 - - - 3 3.67
20.102 4" - 4 1 1 - - 6  3.50
21,203 6 303 - - . 4.50
21.204 1 6 2 9 - - - - 11 4218
22.107 4 1 - "1 - - - 2 4,00
23,204 1 ° 1 2 2 - 1 - 9 4.22
.23.213 i 3 2°4 10 3 2 - 21 3.05
23.305 2 2 20 5 '3 - 12 3.00
50.220 6 2 2 - - -/ 4 4.50

- .
’ A Y
"y

‘ ~
L,



i

SEMESTER 1 1974

»

XX

. Pt Number of st{den\t&ﬁn 1{ach dgrade Total Ave *
UNIT Vvalue A B ¢ D E. F W Examined 'Score
»
01.106 3 1° 4 43 56 14 13 1 131 3.11
01,107 3 2 6 10 10 4 5 - 37 3.38 .
01,15 3 3 6 5 3 - - .« .17 4.53
01.216 3 2 6 8 1 1 - 27 3.85
01.226 6 - - 2 - 1 - 4 3.00
01.230 6 - 2 5° 2 - - 11 3.64
02,101 3 4 13 42 49 7.713 - 128 3.37
02200 6 1 2 2 1 - . .- 4.50
02202 3 ‘- - 1 2 2 - - 2.80
02206 2 - 1 1 3 1 o . 3.83
02.200 '3 - 2 1 3 4 . ! 10 3.10
03.103 4 - - 2 8 4 1 - 15 2.73
03.122. 4 .2 2 13 25 13 7 - 62 1.61
03.131° 4 1 8 40 20 25 19 .. 113 3.51 .
03.209 6 - 1 - 6 2 2 - 11 1.91
03.217 3 - - 1 - - - . 1. 4.00
oﬁgzza 3 1 5 3 12 2 - - 23 3.61
03225 1. --1 - -1 - | -« . 2 4.00
03.230 .3 - 2 -« - 1{1 - 4 3,25
03.232 3 - 3 1 5 .| - - 9  3.78
03.234 6 1 4 9 4 . 3.864
03.240 1 - 1 1, 1 3.25
03,201 1 - 2 2 2 3.57
‘i!4§ho; 4 - 10 58 26 3.45
03.211 - 3 2. 9 6 3.13
03.205 6 6 7 9 3.50

“n»




<

—————2r Pty

Pt Number of students in each grade Totals.. Ave *

11

UNIT  valuee A B, C D E F MW Examined Score
M ) .
04111 4 -1 1 1 - - - 3 4.00
04121 4 2 7.7 5 4 - 28 3.61
04123 4 - 3 2 3 - - - . 8 4,63
04.132° 4 - 3 2 7 - - - 12 3.4
04133 4 S 1 1 - - - - 2V 4.5
0443 - 6- 1 - - 1 . o - 2~ 4,50
04,220 6 - 4 3 & - ... - 12 3.92
04,223 6 - 2 1 2 1 - - 6  3.67
04231 6 2 2 2 - - - = 6  5.00
0424 6 1 2.1 2 - 1 - 7 3.00
05.111 3 .1-3 2 9 2/ 5 - 22 2.95
"05%23 6°1 1 1 3 - - - 6 4.00
06.102 4 - 6 26 40 2 - - 74 3,49
06208 « 4. o2 4 1 - - - 7 4.4
06,113 4 1 3 4 8 - 1 -~ 17 3.2
06.205 6 - 2 3 1 - - 1 6  4.17
06.207 6 1 4 3 .3 -, 1 = 12 4,00
07.102° 4 2 9 15 10 1 9 - 45 3,96 .
07.107 . o, -
. 07.:201 " NO GRADES AWARDED
07.203
07.204 « _ .
07.207 6 .2 7 4 9 - - .- 2 4,09
07.304 - 112 19.- 1 - 33 3.36
07.305 6 1 1 19 < Jd - 33 "3.42




xxit .
‘Lo ' ’
: S

Pt  Numbersof students in each grade Total Ave *
UNIT Value A 8 C D E- F W Exained Score

d

CN

07319 6 - - 65 2 - .1 - 8. 3.38
L07M09 0 - - 6 1 W 8 ) ;197 2.2
i 07.413 ¢ 1 A R R -
07.414 - 2 5 3 2/- - 12 358
R 08.111 2 9 11 10 &, ‘6'§:i;} - 102 3.4
08.113 2 8 11 15. 17 2 & - 5 3.8
08.123 -4 4 6 .8 2 "2 - - 22 464
08.228 '3 2 3 4.2 1 - 13 3.5
08.234 6 - - - 3 - 2 - 5 2.2
08.245 3 - ,1°2 2 1 1 - , 7 3.8
08.249 3 - - - -- - - - .0 .-
. 082567 6 - - 2 1 -~ - - 3= 3.6
08261 3 - - - - ... - < g -
08.264 3 - - - - - . & ! ]
09.102 4 5 11°23 42 3220 - 143 2.2
09133 2 1 1 1 "3 - 2,- 8,  3.25
09.136 2 1 - " - - - 3 A3
09.251 3 - ., -1 - 7 v
09.252. 3 . . 2. -1 - 5  3.00
| 1201, 4 2 36 5 2 1 - -- 135  _ 3.10
: - 12113 4 - 5 17. 13- - .3 - 38 3.55
- 12231 6 - - -1 % . . 1 3.0
s . l2.23%2 6.0 4 7,1 0 .1 2 13 - 4,00
12233 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 .0. -
12006 4 - 2 2 3.0 0 0 . 7 386
10.200 .6 0*2 2 1-0 1 0

6 3.67




. ' . xxiii
S
| SN T .
- s .- Pt Number of.students in each grade Total  Ave *
¢ ~ UNIT  Valee A B C D 'E F W Examined Score

~
B e L

-
-
’

"T12d21 4.0 0 2 3 0 1 0 6  3.00
.22 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 O 0 -
421 6 0 0 0 1 0. 0 0 1 .3.00
., s14260 6. 0 0 3 1-0 ‘00 4 3.75
K ® 13200 6 .0 17 0 2 2 0 12 3.5
3205 67 0 0 4 6 270 0 12.  3.17
13.207 6 0 3 2 1 0 0 0 6  4.33
13212 6 2 15 6 0 1 0 15 3.47 -
1B.213 6 0 2 3 5 3 0 0 10 -4.30
' 14124 4 .0 216 7, 0 00 25 -3.80
- 413 4 0 1 0 0.0 0 0 1° 5.00
. 428 6 0 1 1 3 0 0-0 : 5 3.60
o . . 14260 6 0 0°1 0 0 -0 0 4.00
- " 32001 4 0 115 19 3 4 0 4 3.4
) 13.52 4 27812 2 00 0 24 4.42
;(/iG.‘lZG 4 - 1 2% 1 1 0 0. §  3.60m
, o . 4 001 1 0 0% o 3 3.33
14,440 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 a4 O e
) 15100 4 2 339 6 6 32 0. 151  2.87 .~ .
15202 "6 0 4 6 3 ‘0 0 0 13°  4.08
..15.204 6 0-1 2 6 0 0 0 9 3.44
_ 15206 "6 1 8 9 7 2 3 0 30 3.67 -
4 5200 6.1 0 2 0 1 0 0 4:00
| : 3200 6 1 1 3 1 0 0 0 4.33
1526 6 0.1 2 2 0 00 3.80 )
) 6,122 470 0 0 1 0 0 O 3.00
£3.202 c2 4 114 .2 0 0 23 3.87,

e
o
|




Xxiv -

A

Pt  Number of students in each grade}Total Ave *

NI Value A B C D E F W Examined Score
6226 6 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1© 4.00
19.0 4 1 511 12 3 '3 0 35 3.43
9.2 4 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 2 2.50°
B2l 6 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 .1 500
L 203 6 0 2°1 1.0 00 4 E2
21,202 6 0 3 2 2,0 0 0 7 424
22.00. 4 "0 1%1 3 .0 1 0 6 3.17 }
2.0 1 610 7 6 01, 36  3.63 _‘
2,00 4 2 43 15 2.5 177 39 3.33
23.103 0 4127 3% o 7 3.6
9.205 6 0 2 0 0 0 "0 0 2 5,00
aam o4 1 712 3 0 1 024 413
22200 6 0 310 0 0 1 0 14 400 .
123,203 ‘0 4 6 9 1 1 0 -2 3.0
™~ 23.204 1 2 6,122 1 1,0 23 )

3.43



¢ ’ XXV

* © APPENDIX 2

# [}

. STUDENTS ENROLLED FOR -OVERLOADS
. o (P.N.G. & S. Pac. Fulltime Students_only)*

® < > 3
® v

"SEMESTER 1 1972

4

X o . ’ BA B.Sc., .B.Ec. B.Ed. 'B.Ag.
‘ " Total No. 176 ' 95 "85 17 -
: . 15-16 .8 2 0 1 -
17-18 coe 0 * 0 o -
, 19 + 1 / o 1 0 -
’ N % )
SEMESTER 2 1972
Total No. 62 91 - 716 14 .
15-16 S 2 8 0 -
17-18 ’ 4 0 0 0 -
19+ 0 0 0 0 2, - " e
SEMESTER 1 1973 ¢
Total No. 194 88 107 45 58 ° y
15-16 1 5. © 3 4 1 P
. . o C
. 17-18 3 1 1 .0 0 ‘
19 + | 0 0- 0 0
b : :
* .‘Source:-‘ Classification of Students and Enrolment
) 4 , | Statistics. ‘

8 . et
v, B S N

L4 B
Q' . e . ‘
’ e .
B ’ 8 ‘ l
JAuText provided by ERIC ¢ ~ » R
n‘ -




. SEMESTER 2 1973
BA °  B.Sc. - B.c.  B.Ed.
Total No. 168 69 _ 83 64
15-16 13 g 15 . 4
17-18 9 0 2 2
19 + 0 0 0.

"SEMESTER 1 1974

Total No. 193 ' 91 7 88 82’
15-16 11 7 | 6
17-18 4 0 3 1
19 + . 3, 0

’
-

SEMESTER 2 1974

Total No. 181 85 75 79
15-16 7 14 7
17-18 6 4 2
19 + ' 0
v
44

l\a\

B.Ag.

58
1

0 -

0




¢y
' R

Xxvii

; .
"Students Withdrawing from Overloads

Enrolled Withdrawn -
B.A. 9
: B.Sc, 2
» Semester 1 1972 B.Ec. 1
B.Ed, 1
B é\qu 11
B.Sc, 2"
,  Semester 2 1972 +_ B.Ec. 8 .
- . B.Ed. "0
5
B.A. 15 ’
’ B.Sc. 6
4 Semester 1 1973 B.Ec. 4
B.Ed. 4
B.Ag. 1
"B.A. 22
. B.Sc. 8
Semester 2 1973  \8,Ec, 18
B.Ed, 6
B.Ag. 1
_ * B.A. 18 3
- " B.Sc. 7. 2
Semester 1 1974, . " B,Ec. 14 3
' - B.Ed. 7 0 .
’ B.Ag. 0 0. |
® N . ﬂ
] “.
-
L , v . /




