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C PERFORMANCE
FACTOR ﬁﬁfﬁ%‘n ANGEMENT AMONG COLLEGE STUDEp
AND RESIDE IN ILIGAN CITY

Remedios B. Grageda, Ph.D.

Introduction

" ; : f college students h

i i te that an increasing number o : : -
Iiveoi:Sfc;;agti:\c;n:r:z%iaboarding houses out of necessity. In lligan City,

52 percent of the college s

€ Come t,
U : : for exampje
tudents reside in lo?gln'gl/boatrﬁ'ﬁg r;10|l(l:|ses, This situatio,
i ilies to allow their children to

because of the desire of fa_ml ) pursue co.
Iheas;e;’rc\’zfél;?on' Hence, college education has. undeniably become more and morle
exg ensive today as it has become a necessary investment for the family andthe soc.
P ies of rising school fees and mounting prices of schog| Sup-

i spite the realities ¢ i
;,e.?é's' an?jen?aterials. stiil a good number of college students are in schools,

In places where there are no colleges or universities, students who plan to pur-
sue higher education are faced with problems. They need to go to urban centers to
obtain a degree and must stay and pay for their board and lodging if they do not
have relatives in the place where they are to stay. In addition, there is a decrease in

parental guidance on the part of these students. Although far from their children,'

parents, however, are still expected to exert their influenc,e on the children. As
a result, acquisition of a college education in this phys!cal atmosphere has become
more expensive, economically, physically and psychologically.

Statement of the Problem

It was the purpose of this study to investigate the extent of the influence of
residential arrangement on the academic performance of students. It further at-
tempted to find out other salient factors that influenced this academic performance
aside from residential arrangement.

Specifically, this study sought to answer the following questions:

1. Is there a difference in academic performance among students living at home
and those living in lodging/ boarding houses? i
2. What effects on the relationship between academic performance and re§lde"t'
lal arrangement has each of the following socio-demographic variables*

g; sex 2.6 socio-economic status
53 ageh 2.7 parental discipline

o irth order 2.8 family relationship
4 year level 29 school

2.5 intelligence

: ) o
The:glsosz\"t?tm" (1986) abstract read and discussed during the Lecture ad
c¢lopment, September 10, 1987 at St. Peter's College, |ligan City.
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3
both types i
p atocforrt;:]sl;(.iential arrangem
INation of yari e
Variables predict academic performance better?

Significance of the Stud
:

i hicso:nt::gcéj SHanif
?:.l;dB(;n;S living atmh;rlrl]%an City comparing the academic p
dormitories '".Dumagu“é:ehct-?ei’ parents and those in lodging and/or boarding
students liyi Lagrimas, 1976) ity, however, a study was made on students living in
Iving with theijr pare:tr;d their academic achievement, but it did not include

cant for _
i several reasons, First, this is the first research of its
erformance of college

use their major res
and develop their
time in school. This
nts. Inform-

Second, the fi

P eflndin thi

ponsibility through tae ns Study are '

potentials to theu?:";?te" teac.hingyis tou;eefll:)l ts(t)utieearfgerrse:ﬁ::

may be facilitated if th:‘ﬂdhmlximize the students' use of their
y have crucial information about their stude

ation about the *

e “life "
Space™ of students, for example, can guide teachers so that
but rather make

they may not
1101 Unnecessaril
them less frustrated 'but_r:ofexgme:'}i\};czdr?gi?u;?m P

Third, this )

lors need to k‘c’et:pd{' benefits counselors, Wren (1973) has commented that counse-
youth and their rgb‘?”th the contemporary world and the changing demands on
Information like hgw ems, do:.ne.stic and social, psychological and educational.
r?lationship atid Tha |_?aalrﬁgtal discipline, intelligence, socio-economic status, fémily
vior ini Schiool may: provid the L/B arrangements affect students’ academic beha-
improvement of their e<; e the counselors with some insights into the planning and
thelr Eoibsalin r educational and informational guidance services. Moreover

g service may prove more meaningful and fruitful. ,

Fourth ini :

Ssrrnhterics St;:l:fc;(ledadm.lmstrat?rs may gain useful insights from the realization that

Hassary hoira with trained and qualified matrons who can provide the

v | te atmosphere for out-of-town students may be very much better than
g them to crowded though less expensive lodging and boarding houses which i

are not conducive to learning.

Definition of Terms

For clarificatory purposes, some terms used in this investigation need to be

defined here:

Residential Arrangement. It refers to the type or place or residence, This

study used two types of residential arrangements. Home (H) and the Lodging/
Boarding house (L/B). Student respondents were either living at home with their
arents oOf paying a landlady or landlord for their board and lodging
Academic Performance. Refers to knowledge attained or skills developed
in the school subjects usually desugnated by grades assigned by teachers. In this
study, it referred to the _Grade_ Point Average (GPA) earned by a student for all
subjec n Citizens Military Training (CMT) and in basic Physical

he took, except |
Educa:.ic‘on (P.E.) courses during 'the sqhool year 1984-1985
Vector. Good (1973) defined it as a line segment having both length and
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. ions. Kurt Lewin (196¢

ical situation
' | in represe 9 phy: resenting 2 force that acts u Useq ;

girection Y€ 4o refer to a liné & the size, thicknes PON an g0 i
his Field (0 1Fps used in this st dy. ey r;'pomnces and the direc'?'idu;:
goreflac :\ havf' vector inpfi;attatio; of a behavior- e 'nfluence ;0" of
‘27:;0; or had 0 the T:::, used by Kurt Lew.in (1966) to signify th Vari.
a This Was 2 "~ ive) valu of an object of activity, In thises?tt'actin

udy 9

Valence. - (nega
repelling { ces towar good school performan
sitive vale" e students, the home, thec:p";‘;:e high | the
socj

e ep

(posutwe) or

SV hat had PO onshi
:,:::E:ous il relzt.ohnsh'pr' curriculum year level. o
nomic status amitﬂr':fe?s 02 pe rson’ sycholo.glcal representation of hjs ; 0.

- % The envir ent referred 19 .th'sﬂft',:d.y were forces which @ mediate
wtzon:ee;oh pimself, th lo and facilities 112 impinged upon him 1o gpested
of the t off
pehavior- ect
Theoretical Framework

ield Theory served as the fcheore_tical framework ;
Kurt Lewin's Fha 4 its origin in the physical sciences where it w(;fs 2:"15 Tesearch
refer to the conceptualization of electroma_gnetlc phenomena in terms ofp 'fc‘)y
o netic forces. 1N€ Field Theory IN psychology, however, as K ields of
t to explain psychologlcal events in terms urt Lewip

ethod of analyzing causal relations and of b of the phy.
in psychology: specifically in educational :;';’ézglcon.
Ology.

ferstoa m

sical rather it re \
|d be applied

structs which cou
oldenson (1979), Lewin's Field Theory holds that the on|
Y way

According t0 G ! :
we can understand and predict what 2 person will think and do is to see him i
Lewin called this field the persér:.s"]';};e

ife

context of a ufield” of his experience.
space.” Itis psychologlcal representation of his immediate enviro
Nment

the person’s
and in it are that act upon the person.

forces or vectors

Lewin (Bischoff,1970) claims that one fact alone cannot ¢ :
In like manner, a student’s academic performance can be ex;T:?nZ:zhavtorgl event,
facts that surround the student in his life space Brisi;;egf'c(tfg%y

: )

knowing some
further claims that a behavioral event can be explai
plained mu i
two or more facts related to each other and to the eventual gghba?/ti?rra;fpsali‘t)go riedby
rn,

Lewin used the term “valence” to refe
ST : . r to events or obj :
ggg\;?fe 'lfg%')dtg:) ;:et. move him toward or away from h%e;;:Itgaglga T o
apable of satisfying e forces or vectors in the person's life Spcat o
repel have 2 "egativél ks Thes Saldl to have a positive valence; whiﬁaiﬁﬁ?ﬂﬂﬁ
a vector may vary i . These valences differ in degr il as in kind, si

y vary in the strength of its attraction or regpsz?;r‘\N F(gc;z:;g:di;%e

Lewin’s concept is shown i :
e the diagrammatic e .
ID.SychologicaE:I Sr:;‘;:::ﬁ:tgt any one moment as rfiih'?m‘z I: :clg"f re-|l'hwm?h P
situations which are openlc:n ‘,’f hIS. immediate environmpente nd tz e
sical, psychological and alt o him. Figure 1 illustrates that th and the altgrnatwe
act with the individual i ernative forces interact with ea e personal, social, phy-

al in the production of a behav\?lo' h each other while they interr

r.

In education
, compensati ifvi
ng, gratifying personal traits and characteristics and a
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INDIVIDUAL'S LIFE SPACE
/ Alternatives \
P
v Social
Individual
Behavior
! / \ !
Physical — —| Psychological

Fig. 1 Theoretical model using Kurt Lewin's
concept of man's “life space’ for the
analysis of an individual‘s behavior,
Personal, social, physical, psycholo-
gical and alternative forces interact
with the individual in the production
of a behavior,

favorable social atmosphere may motivate and drive one to achieve; i.e., to realize a
good and satisfactory academic performance, For the purpose of this study, how-
ever. the influencing forces were delimited to only two: the p.ersonal_and.the social
forc:es hy pothesized to affect academic performance, Learning, which is one be-
havior, apparently takes place under varied and intricate circumstances where t_he
student finds himself at the center of the spectrum interacting with forces that in-
evitably surround him. The degree of social, psychological and physlcal influences

" are not readily discernible unless some of the individual's own personal
on him §stics are recognized and ascertained. Working along this line of thought,
g‘::taclfzuin's Field Theory, by and large, can in all probability be applied to the

realm of education.

The Technician Vol. VIII No. 2 December 1990
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. is petter depicted by the follgy,:
1ea! real'ty 15 In
ion of life’s

Worg,
) = F(LSP)

res . Behavior
whe = EunctiO" or Law

‘ :+y is a non-mathematical d?p_ictio,,. |
entation of life sr ;se:[:'ttz ,c:horthand method of a"t'c'pating 0:) Lewm' |
to rep

* This repres is environment a irs Predi,
This rep Jes the person, his en 't and the '"teracuf,tn

: bols 0.
they are simply s.yrrnwhich inclu

ing human behavi0
betv;eén them-

k
nc tual Framewor )
u’/;heoretical delimitation of th;iiui?\yt:?mgn;¥ '::e pe'5°"‘a| ang
Figure 2 Show'Sts:rates the personal char_acte? c6. “The toelal fe Person’s gy
social forces. It illu iculum year level and intel ls'J(ell‘ld_. s .Iorces are rg;!
age, birth ord:;ecnt;"socio-economic status, parental discipline, tamily relatlonship
tial arrang 4 s »
gsg achaol, del for this research is shown in Figure 3. Specificay, 4y,
The conceptual !"°t, n was that the place of residence of a Student basically
il conceptualllcae Ii?n school. However, any influence this place of residence has

affects his performan d in turn by other variables; hence, the other nin
may be affected in . g 8

or::;:rraft(:r:g'::‘r:ieablesywere studied in both types of residences,

m

inclusi i iables is the hypothesi
: for thelinclusion of the moderating varia : esized
Th?.rat'%ntap::irfci’r:f}u:nce on the relationship that may be established between the
possKiNty 0'dence and performance, Hence, the nine personal and social factors

gl:;en goz','reesslt udent respondents living in the H and those in the L/ B houses needed

° t;fne)i(:cri?\l/?ggél's intelligence, for example, has been identified to set limits to 3
person's ability and capability to achieve as revealed in the studies conducted by
Annastasi (1969), Archer (1980), Lewin (1966), Kolesnik (1963) .and Boocock
(1969). For this reason, it was used as one of the moderator variables. In this
investigation, the intelligence of the subject was categorized as high average, average
and low average. The IPAT Culture Fair Test, scale 2, Form A was used to deter-
mine the respondent's 1.Q. level. ;
The researches made by Boocock, Conopio (1980), Miller (1963) and Delfm
(1976 confirmed a proposition that a person‘s SES has something to do with
success in school work .
Herriott in 1963, Coville et al, In 1971, Bernard and Fullmer in 1977 did their in-
dependent and separate studies about the effects of parental discipline on a child's

school performance. Jencks in 1972 and Watkins in 1984 conducted researcheson
the children's behavior and achievement in school,

On the basis of the findin : : her de-
: s j gs made by the foreqoin authors, this researc
(i:rll(f’fude;gemt':::s ;t::ose tSOCIarI1 factors as moderator va?iablges to determine the deg."";eor
are to ionch : mic per-
formance of students anc\iN reastever relationship are established between acade

idential arrangement in this present study.
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\ /
STUDENT'S LIFE SPACE
PERSON
AL SOCIAL
sex
Res. Arr.
age STUDENT'S SES
- I ACADEMIC ]
0. PERFORMANCE Par. Dis.
YrlL.
Fam. Rel.
1.Q.
Q School
s

Fig. 2, Schematic illustration of the theoretical
delimitation of the study. Shown are the
personal and social forces with their corresponding
variables studied for the analysis of a student’s
behavior in terms of his academic performance.

The.i _ _
Madig:n'.r;s.tfl-\‘;lme"t used here to determine socio-economic status was Fr. Francis C.
the Basis of et'hod °f"Rat'"g Socio-economic Status by Weighted Average Score on

s of Indicators,” and the levels were High, Middle and Low.

_Foun: types. of parental discipline were conceptualized:the passive libertarian, the
actlv_e_llb?rtarlan, the submissive authoritarian and the aggressive authoritarian. A
modified ‘‘F-Scale Clusters; Forms 45 and 40" by Adorno et al.(1950) was used to
gather present discipline data from the respondents.

Statement of Hypothesis

On the bases of the theoretical and conceptual frameworks presented, the follow-
ing research hy potheses were advanced:

Hypothesis 1. There is a difference in the academic performance of students

living at home with parents from those students living in lodging/boarding houses.
More specifically, students living in the H perform better academically than those

living in L/B houses. o .
Hy othesis 2. The relationship between academic performance and residential

p : g . . . .
ment is maintained even when the nine socio-demographic variables are

arrange : g
contrglled in each type of residential arrangement.
i The combination of variables: residential arrangement, sex, age,

thesis 3. : g
Hype level, intelligence,|SES, parent al discipline, family |relationship and

i rder, year :
?é;‘t:oloare eff)iICient predictors of academic performance,

The Technician December 1990 December 1990
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ﬁ——__ LIFE SPACE

GTUDENT'S | |
r/;r-

JV
f/ - |STUDENT:S
, i Q ADEMIC
R!
RES' AR - PERFORMANCE
{V
SES
T
4
PAR. DIS
v
FAM. REL
T
!
SCHOOL

A closer look at the conceptual model for this research.

The model shows the psychological field or life space of a
student considered in this study, within which a.@ found the
student himself being impinged upon by sex, age, birth order,
year level and intelligence (personal forces); and by socio-
economic status, parental discipline, family relationship, sch
and residential arrangement (social forces). While all factors
interact with each other, they also interact withand influencé the

A :
student’s academic performance.

Fig. 3.

ool
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Population and Sample

W
10,800 college students
: of hi ~oents enrolled f

thi

> sﬁjciuctiy' the following categories of

offic nts, fifth-year students, part-time
e practice' and those on in-plant

s were excluded as subjects:
st R ._graduat
; th practice-teaching, on

trd

U

uden'tS.

ining-

Table 1 shows the total sampling populati

+. Michael's College h pulation by school and by residenti

ment. S ge had 1,200 pro : y residential arran-
' own homes and 41 percent spective respondents, 59 t st

N their © nt in L/B houses. Ili nts, 99 percen ayed

prOSP'ed'C‘/aBStﬁgﬁ?:;e;‘t)og(:f:t's‘ Of the 2,000, 48 per?::t (l::/gg (:It(':’glrl:gz:;dsg,ooo

X : r's College had 3,000 qualified students: 50 per(?eenr‘;

nt |
@eere at Hand 57 percent were in L/B houses.

he t;vzos:'rtsg?esﬂﬁglvai:\?e pr;Jportionate random sampling method was used to

obtaln ed based 0;‘ ths totri or th_e purpose of this research, the samples were

degrg‘ecause the difference ain 5;222&9 pogulation and not on the size of the stra-

: age between students living in the H and in

L/B was relatively small. Thus an equal number of samples fror?\ each residential
arrangement (Table 2) was employed for this study.

Table 1

Distribution of Students According to School and Size
_ of Stratum in Each Residential Arrangement

SCHOOL - HOME L/B House TOTAL
C
No. % No. % No. %
708 59.0 492 41.0 1,200 100.0
ISéACC 960 48.0 1,040 52.0 2,000 100.0
SPC 1,500 50.0 1,500 50.0 3,000 100.0
MSU-IT 1,978 75 Qe 2,622 55 Ti0 4600 1000
" TOTAL 5,146 5,654 10,800
52
Percent 48 48 52
Vol VI No. 2 December 1990
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OJ;el;::sty School and Type of

tion, of ResP chool Year 1984-1985

Distrib Residence; S

e
Sampling " BSample Size
School Td%t::s Fraction H / Tota|
11.11 22 22 -
1,200 37 37

' 8.51 7
SMC 2,000 5778 56 56 i
£ 0 m @ 8 F i
MSU-IT '
10,800 100.0 200 200 400

. i f Finite Populati
for Random Selection o >opulation(q,
From the Table of Sample Slze:iate sample for a sampling population of 10.8(00

Jesus, et al. thg;AI?j)é tgg IaeF:IF;IOOPf significance and a standard deviation of .10,

was pegged a the writer rounded off the figure to 400 so that an equal number of
e

ience, ) ' Gy
::r:\;’)?:s for each of the residential arrangement was

Data Collection

e from a survey questionnaire, intelligence test and the

iy Top Bl cam400 randomly selected students enrolled in the four

scholastic performance of
colleges in lligan City.

The academic records from the Registrar's Office were the main source of the
data on the Grade Point Averages of students, The averages for two semesters’
academic performance for school year 1984-1985 were the grades used in this
study. The achievement levels were 1.0-1.99(High), 2.0-2.9 (Average); and 3.0-5.0
(Low).

The research instruments were the intelligence test and the self-administering
questionnaire, The Culture Fair Test, Scale 2, Form A was used to measure the |.Q.
level of the respondents, The self-administering questionnaire was to gather dataon
the personal, family, social and economic characteristics of the subjects.

The questionnaire was divided into four parts: The first part required the subjects
to provide information on their personal background like sex, age, year level, course
presently taking, school where enrolled, order of birth in their family, and inform-

ation as to whether they were living wit : il : oarding
house in Iligan City g with their parents or living in a lodging/b

The second part allowed this wri
write
the student respondents. This part of

about their parents, their educati
’ uc
of household furnishings, ho ational

r to compute for the socio-economic level 0|f|
the q_uestionnaire required the students to te
attainment and occupation, their ownersh'?

s me applian : : | of living
consid appliances and conveniences and their level 0

Weightzgngcgrr:; tr:fal':ﬁeotlnmate-”a's used in the building of their homes. All th:
socio-economic score, The fE‘;Cl’RC)I\(/)v-leconomnc indicators were combined to form o

ing were the cut-off scores used to determiné th

The Technician
0
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in-eC
4,19 2.70-3.0, Upper.SES, 1 174 ang b,
GE5: . 10Wer-SES; 178.2.69, miga
09, e-

hird pa T extracted
”Ie t Ir J fr()m th
€ StUdEnts

¢ discipline their parents imposed
ed at h

rf"g? pervaded in the home. the kind of h

Ome and th me atmosphere and the

€ nature of the relationship

arding only to
be (adeninist subjects who were lodging and/or
This self-a ministering qu
¢ four schools involved blfgi:(i:nalre Was pre-testeqd
omprehensiveness of the instrum € actual fieldwork con s0me college students of
-y Questions that seemed va uent and the facility (I’mmenced to determine the
lmake them more understandaglee toTrt\he respondents 'Jv:rzdre r;ta"‘)d'"g the quest
final respond ¥ ese stud ehashed in order t
among the pondents, ents were not how b eriad
' ever, included
Findings
S———

Data gathered strongly sug
o gested that :
. ing in L/B houses the academ
g:::?mts Th/e significarﬁa;-'\?:j; magltggtpftahe studen't(; I‘i)\?irrf;rar? ar?;r?'c: ffvfttm';t.f
ther reinforced by the Duncan’s Ran: In the ANOVA shown in Table 3

A 5 ; ge Test ; was fur-
b Simicant Sz 5 e (S50 e o s
ables e kyl 3101 e significant was found to be only .14 butv!cien i
petween H (2.31)1 and the L/B residents (2.48) was .17. Th b
significant at even pL_.001 level of confidence 17. Therefore this figure was

The zero-order coefficient correlation between the i i
performange) and the mdependent variable (residentiali??ae::eemnfer\:'ca)rﬁmt:\?vﬁaf: q%"ﬁ:ﬁ
5 also indicated a very .hlgh significant difference between the two types of resi-
dents, However, a behavior like academic performance may be dramatically affected
by many qther influences. It was assumed that this degree of correlation ( 16) inc-
luded in its explanation all the other probable effects and influences of variables

that surrounded the student.

ect of each of the nine moderator variables to the
formance and residential arrangement, a partial
omputed and all variables, individu-
ke the | V and the DV relationship
ly .01 influence to the original
mance. This means

the zero-order co-

To cancel out the individual eff
relationship between academic per
correlation coefficient, shown in Table 5, was C
ally and wholly, revealed values that did not ma
insignificant. Sex (.15), for example,;accounted for only .(
relationshp between residential arrangement and academic perfor
that eliminating or removing the effect of the third variable -sex-, _
efficient of correlation of .16 may be reduced by only 01. Hence, the partial co-
efficient correlation between residence and academic performance was reduced to
.15 with the variable sex controlled. This value, hqwever.'was still significant at
e e manon spnd 3L et e
ship between academic performance anl(;tirgi:shei; ot o icant,

its influence did not so much alter the re

g — PR SO o

1Grades in the four s
follows: 1.0 represents th

his study are categorically described as

volved in t
c: %?gliua';vgrade_ and 5.0, the lowest grade.
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d Table 3
fl'}";';lz i:? %isidence on Academic Performance
0
sum of B
Source of Gquare df Squar'e
Variation 6.10 1 o~ F‘Va|ue
B?tv{een Resuzence 116.32 ggg iise r -
within Group 12242 *
Total
x+Gignificant at p.. 001 level
Table 4

Duncan’s Range Test Conducted to Test Difference

of Mean Academic Performance Between Home
and Lodging/Boarding House Residents

Residential A cademic A_Cadem ic g
Arrangement Performance Difference LSSD %
19,
Home 231 17 14\
L/B 248 P/ 001
— L
Table 5

Zero-Order and Partial Correlations of the
Dependent, Independent and Moderator .Variablés, N= 400

: Zero- Controlli ;
LY, D.V. e for ng Partial )
2:: écad 6% x Sex 15%** 397
. erf. Age - o2
Birth Order 16x 397
Yr. Level ]5%xk 397
1.Q. 13%x% 397
SES 12%%* 397
Par, Disc, 15%k* 397
Fam.Rel. 15%%* 397
School i 397
All 9 variables . 11** 369
together
The T&hnicim
Vol. VIII No.?2 December 1990
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offect, all the nine moderatq, vari 7

I i bet
. stablished between acadenm Gititiccn
b & minimal, summaril demic perforrotributed to thg i
5 o s Y, the § Mance € Significant re|ati
fhonce on the indicated relationshl_gwes revealed th residentia| ar?a relation.
SES controlled, the partia) P L¥Ween th |y, 5. had the highest
In-

iable
v~ on possibly contrib was req and th
promenon Pus ributed the g uced to 1 i ¢ O V with t
fhbet ween residential arrangement and g";fé!;ﬁ:\ice of .04 POin;;ntgl¥;,ng }hat the Sé‘;

€ performance €.16 zero-order

ables ¢

elligence provided the next hj ;
A dthe DV . The partial r Whelr?f;eémfluence to the relat

¢ \ ; lationshi

ts to the relationshi : » Was contro|| onship between th
03 poin . P. This| v. Olled was .13 th )
. th all variables control| V relationshin caam 1 > cOntributin
cause V! ed, the coeffii SNip seemed to :
ficant. - be strong be-

nt correlation of .11 was still signi-
This writer, however, proceeded to o
ach of the variates including residgptme for the Pearson Product-Moment r's

o ble's influence to academic PerfOrmanCelal arrangement to find the individual

\ere answered using this procedure, + Problems 3 and 4 of this investigation

Figure 4 shows the over-all intercorrelation fingi

| o indings of thi

interplay ofdtl';(; fodrce: h'that 'Mmpinge on the student tg effect ;S;:rr\:?ilér ItTS'Eowsttr?e
preadths and the depths of the relationship of each predictor variable to afagzmisc'

erformance are indicated by the varied | i i inti
P stusnts parformanis, engths and thicknesses of the lines pointing

Figure 4 also presents intelligence to be the strongest predictor o [
formance as pictured by the longest and thickest vectgor.2' The |engtffl :‘r:\?jdter:zl:h?cel:-
ness of the line were derived from the Pearson Product-Moment r's computed (see
Table 6). Intelligence and performance were highly correlated. The next strongest
predictor of performance revealed by this study was the family relationship. The
strength of this relationship is represented by the length and thickness of the vector,
only next in length and thickness to that of intelligence.

Next in strength in predictin gerforman_cg was sex. Its coefficient correlation
with the criterion variable was - Y , still significant at pL 001 level. Being the third

of the six variable  -edictors, it had the third longest and thickest line,

**Significant at p L.01 level
***Significant at p L.001 level

2 senting the force that

4 ctor to refer to aliné repre: g 0 e line is

. term Ve . an -
Lewin (1966) used the tZ 7, ° beha"'°r6ll?:tgoa?:rmanifestation oi'a behaviar,

acts upon an individual to effect B
the mgl'enirahnpcl)rtant and influential the varl
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I ment whose 1 with perform,
: esidential 2rrand® than tha ance
Fono‘:'ll?g'c:\?:ii?ntwalst srline is less hick and shorter t of sex. Wa
16 and still 59 ' ' s and year |
redictors @ mlscixStr;:\t:re efficsi(ent ;r‘;e(}’i {es"eCtivq
The Jast AT pthe least Pfedid.ive A% 3 academic performance ctors hag
e Ieve"dbtet:re‘(‘%hinnest line pointing toward 1
shadeskar orrelation values inTable 6 are

st of the € valut
. Shmt’\‘d ?id?r?ﬁefystt';?\tq ri‘:!Othe four schools studied is such that the |
:?rrawg:' tthee greater is its grade equlvalence.

Y.
the

Negat;
OWe' ﬂv':

ces is depicted in Figure 4, Intely;

among the force :
t e ictor ot performance was also dis

tion between and g, genc
whilgl:e;;;ela’ed o be th;g:,?,ss v\:iiflfsngfe (':he other moderator variables naCover(?
ggcitg-e}ég\aeorsnt{g 5 atcl.?sr.rgge.birth of order, r_(:;ldsgge anfi S%XG') -ll'-:slf dg:gnomen{,“ne'i}".
' o ? - : ' e - e

ferred that inteligacs Ig c:r:g birth order (r =~ IS) demonstrated a m(u:;r; b 15),
: Age and birth order which Were'gher

sex (r = -.09, age (= = ~ | :
i relation with achievement, : . : .
ﬁ?rif&t'f;eﬂf,rf&'ated with achievement may help the variable intelligence '“Creaseni(::

predictability for student achievement.

[ i [ iables supported Flann

The intercorrelations of 1.Q. with other variables . ——_—
(1962) declaration that while measured intelligence Is the best single predido?;ff
scholastic performance, it does not explain everything. A lot of difference ks
be explained by other factors.

amined, six of them, namely, intelligence (high)

family relationship (harmonious), sex (female), type of residence, (home), S0Cio.
economic status (high) and year level (fourth year) demonstrated positiye
valences. These are depicted in Figure 5. On the other hand, Figure 6 pictures the
negative valences. The other four variables: age, birth order, parental discipline ang
school exhibited no definite relationship with academic performance.

Among the 10 variates ex

Conclusions

On the basis of the foregoing findings, the following conclusions are made:
! c} tR?'Slqentla'lt ﬁr{?‘ngement was rﬁlated to academic performance; specifically'
students living wi eir parents at home were doing better in s '
living in lodging/boarding houses, . s e

This finding supported the socio-psychological orientation advanced by Philliber
sttclan)' Boocock (1980) and Handel (1965) that the family especially ﬂ)wle parents
achiev:mpflrars{_hmoc_iels' for learning and the effective source of motivation for
Aty maenB bIe finding may further imply that a landlord/landlady inal/B
Paul 11 (136829) ab ? to provide these enriching values as envisioned by Pope John
oo e 2 not the kind and quality and ease and the enduring self-sacr’

attention that an individual receives from his own family

9 ol :
perfannTa'LiJem’ﬁg-'pt established between residential arrangement and academic
Controlled sing andln al|r|\ed.even when with the nine moderator variables Were
influence to the | V [goveCt've.'Y- The moderator variables provided a minim?
ifaetices Al thougl; e ;?f':g‘gn\:grp with SES and 1.Q. providing some apFﬂ"ﬁ"(ti
: e minimal i implie
that it may not be safe to study in understanding'a ’éee‘;‘eaf\t/?oerless, they simply 1MP
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in both types of residentia) arr

a
?t'efficient predictor of academj, perfoi\gemen

ance.u nte"igance ‘ppeared to be the
i combination of intelligenc, fami
“ovel (in that order) turned o', "@Mmily relationgh: .
flevel ("'c':o";espondir]gly. vari:t:test that € quite mfgts:’t‘i-a"‘*;'rgg?ccte, SE? and
{,,’r’m’"‘;?,hs famll% relatIOnship_ female I:o had POsitive ya| ors of per.
haf'"ogee Figure 3). The nega :

) male, L/B €nces were high 1.Q

tive Mme, up er-SES , . u
y ri nshi ale, L/B h USe'g ! erYgléag(:::d feire ow | Q g Jou h_curncumm
tio P Oow rt

et Yrharmonious famil
) CUrriculym year (see Figure '6 A
on the wh?,:ef):h:vis;:‘dt);\ :”r‘:‘m"ted Ku 'S Field Theo Which asserteq
. changes i forie or'vectors ment towarg or away from :Kat behavior are
g:;o 5 ce;;alb e either positie s, ne;ac{i\':re‘ he Person’s ife SPace; and that these
‘ t:grtshr:f the valences spell the difference in behznﬁreselm;e )
stré

, sence and the
or among Individuals,
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