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LETTED OF ThAISUITTAL
HATTOKAL 1kSELiCH COUNCIL

2101 Conatitution Avenue, Tashington, D. C.
Division of Anthropology =nd Psychology

Committee on Selection znd Trainimg of Aircraft Pilots

January 25, 1943

Dr, Dean R. Brimzhsll

Director of Research

Civil Aerocnautics Administration
¥eashington, D. C. :

Dear Dr. Brimnell:

attoched iz & report on the activities
of the C.A.A.-Nationgl Testing Service in screening candi-
dutes for Civilien Pilol Training during the period June 20 .
to August 2, 1942, inclusive, N

The rexrt is a non-technlcel sunmary of
the screening test program. This will be supplemented by
en enelysis of ihe reculcs oblained duricg all phases of
the testing progrem. It is ine recomwendation of the Com-
mittee ob Selection end [reining of Aireraft Pilots thul vhe
abbachned be publisned in the Civil Aeronsuties Administra-
tion Division of Reseswreh series s an &d interim report.

Very truly yours,

Morris §. Viteles, Chairman

Comnmittee on Selection and

Training of Airersft Pliocts
ME8V:rnm Naticnal Researeh Couneil

&
N J.
:
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POREWORD

The report which follows represents a description and
final summery of the examinations conducted by the National
Heseerch Council Committee on Selection and Training of Air-
craft Pilots for Clvilian Pilot Training, Civil Aeronautics
Administration, under Contract No. Cca 18082, between the
Netional Reseurch Council and the Civil Aer.rautics Adminis-
tration.

The details of the program were planned-in cooperation
with Dr. Dean R. Brimhall, Director of Research, Civil Aero-
nautics Administration. The program was adminlstered by Dr.
Jack W. Dunlap as Director of Research for the Committee on
Selection and Training of Aireraft Pilots with the Assist-
ance of Morey J. Wantman, now acting as Director of Testing
for the Committee, througn tie office of the C.A.A.-National
Testing Service, loceted at the University of Rochester. Mem-
bers of the staff who contributed to the success of the pro-
gram as well as to the preperation of this report included:
Robert C. Rogers, David V. Tiedemsn, Leonard S. Kogan, and
Glenn E. Taylor, Jr.

Morey J. Wantman, Director of Testing, end Dr. Hemry B.
Odbert, Editaorial Assistant, National Research Council Com-
mittee on Selection end Treining of Aircraft Pilots, were
largely responsible for the preparetion of this report.

Morris S. Viteles, Chairman
Committee on Selectlon and
Treining of Aircraft Pilots
National Hesearch Council
Washington, D. C.




PrlGlhw £RD ADMINISTRATIUN OF THE

CohoAo~NaTIONAL TLSTING SEnVICE (FInST PHASE)

1. In June 1744, the Comuittee on Selection sna Treining of
Aireraft Pilots wes asiked by the Civll Aeronsutics Administretion
to recouvenc anu aduinister & testing orograw for screening cendi-
detes for treining in the Army phese of Lhe Civilien Pilet Treining
Progrum.

2, On the basis 2f its finain,gs during three yeers of regearch
conducted b~ the Committee, witn funds provivec through tne Division
of Eese&rca of Lhe Civil Aesronsutics Administretion, the Committee
recor.ended that three teste ke used as busic meteriel in screening
cenaldates for training at eil levels of flight instruction:-

(1) Inventory of Personsl Dets for Prospective
Pilots {Bicerwphical Inventory).

{(z) Mentel flertness Test.

(3} HMedhanicel Cougrenengion Test.

3. In czadition uo these tiuree basle tests the Comuittee on
Selection &nd Treining of Aircreft Pilots recomrended the use of
tne Tess of Avietion Inforietion {Form P) e&s wn saditionel aid in
screening cendidates for secondery tralning.

4. (&) The pussin, score on eech of the three busic tests wes
selecten on tne basis of an enelysis of results obtsined by the Com-
mittee on Selection wnd Treining of Alrcraft Pilots in eerlier re-
setrch «wnu on the besis of detz furnisiied by tne Bureeu of Aercnautics
of the United Stetes Navy.

(b) It waes eireed tnat a candidate whe falled to obtain a
passing score on eny one of tinese three tests would ¢t be accepted
by Civilien Pilot Trainin, for flight iastruction wi uny level, with

- tne excepiion thet & plicents fJor Civilian Pileot Training secondary

treining with congidersble hours of flignt imstructicn could ke me-
cedled by & loeel cooruinator if tre lutter felt thet the cundidate
represented nromi:zin, naterlel for edvenced flight instruction.

{c) Apnlicants for Civilian Pilot Training secondery train-
ing ver< reuired to cbitein & nascing score on the Test of Avietion
Inforzetion as well 23 to ncet thne stencerds on tne three tasie
tests anplying to all cendidates for flight instruction.

-
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5. (&) The program dezcroibed sbeve wes indtictec by the Com-
mittee on Selection ana Treining ol Aircrafi Pileis on Jun: 20, 1942,
under & contract (No. Cca-l3282) vith the Civil Asronautic: wdminis-—
tration.

{b) Under tic contract tue Comaities on 3eleetion and Train-
ing of Lircraft Pillots wag to be reimursed for expens-g iicurred in
the adminigtration of this o rem, p us the cost of materiels. Exam-
iners' fees were to bve paic Lv t.e ct rdinators opersiing incer the
Civiliun Pilot Trainirs progsrem.

6. For the administration =7 ith7 pgrogrenm there was esteblished
& C.A.A.~National Testing 3ervicrs, ceutered &t the University of
Rochester, and operated under tns direction of the Committze on Se-
lection &na Treining of Aircraft Piloths of the Natlonal [ezerrch
Council. The responsiblility for tue aivect supervision of this Ser-
vice was essined to Dr. Jeci: W. Dunlap, Director of heseerel, who
tdninistered this oroorem wita the eid of Morey J. Vantman, now
funetioning &8 Director of Testing for thne Commitbee on Setection
and Treining of Aircraft 7 .lots.

7. The screening proyren weg designed to provide uniform
administrition and scorin, of the tescs on & netion-wide vseis with-
out the smerifice of speed in saking .;esults Fnown to coorcilaiors.
A1l test mctericls were shipped by the G.A.A.-National Tecting Scrvice
to various test centers where tae 3creening tests uere adrinistered by
competent psycnologists desi nsted by Lhe G.b.A.-Netional Testing Ser-~
vice. Answer sheets were return=a to tie C.h A -Notiovnael Tezuing Ser—
vice at tie University of lwochester Tor -achline seoring. fe ulbs were
generully resortea within 24 hours to ine coorcinators in biw form of
telegrams giving the nazmes of candiocaies whe hed fziled on ihe screen~
ing tests. Typew Lists givin, results for &1l candidates ivere forwarded
by air-mail.



SCOPE OF
THE .
Cod.A,-NATIONAL TESTING SERVICE

‘FIRST PHASE)

Between June 20 and August 2, 1942, screening teats
were given by the C.A.A-.-Kational Testing Service to 16,379
cendidates for flight instructicn. Of shese, 73 per cent
pessed the screening teats and 27 per cent failed. Detailse
on thc distribution of passers aro fuiiers in relation %o
education, geographical location, previous flight itrsaining,
etc., are presented on the peges vhilch Tollow. #

#Records which were incomplete because of the failure
of candidates to sunply adeyuate informsation have been dis-
carded in this statistical analysis so th:t the total num-
ber of capes treated in the tebles and flgures which follow
wili fal: somewhat below the total of 16,379 candidates.
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FIGUHRE I

Distribution of applicants sccording to age.

Candidates tested in Program I runged in age from 17 to 37, the
medisn &ze being 25. The bulk of the cendidutes was between ages 18-22
end 27-36, respectively, approximately 40 per cent being between the
arzes of 13 and 22, and 46 per cent between the ages of 27 and 36.



TABLE I

MEN _PASSING AND FAILING THE SCREENING

Age

17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
P
27
28
29
30

3L -

32
33

35
36
&7

IESTS AT EACH AGE

rercenc

Pass Faill Total Passing

6 6 12 (s0)*
458 150 608 75
809 290 1049 77
1395 416 81l v

1695 534 2229 76
600 179 779 77
458 185 579 79
430 1Y 557 77
417 . 145 960 74
384 153 a7 72
829 292 1iz1 T4
874 B10 1184 74
762 319 1081, 70
595 238 B33 71
933 246 79 68
438 . 198 636 €9
395 196 89 67
336 186 522 64
282 153 445 €6
243 153 396 61
23 12

35 (66)

‘Tetle I shows the actual number of candldates
tested st sach age level, and the percentage of eadcs
age group passing the scresning tests. It is to be
-noted ir general that there 1s 2 larger percentage of
failures among the older %than among the younger cendi-
dates for flight tralining.

#Percentages encliosed in parentheses are hased
upor less than 100 cuses.
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TABLE II

MEN PASSING AND FAILING THE SCHEENING TESTS

ACCORDING TO Tile LAST SCHOOL YEAR THEY HAD COMPLETED

COLLEGE
LAST
SCHOOL YEAR PERCENT
COMP; BYED PASS  FAIL TOTAL Zassme
8 6 g 3 (aag)*
% 31 g 39 73)
& 163 45 208 78
B 229 54 283 81
4 913 4R 1159 g
% 647, 16Y 81¢ 79
? 1%54 43" 2191 80
1 1745 Beo 2263 7
Other kY - 1
Tota! %4:9 T4RT 6966 74
ATGH SCHOOL,
T PRRCENT
PASS  TAIL  TOTAL PASSING
5 4 2 6
4 5066 1595 6661 76%
3 639 372 1011 63
2 391 250 743 53
B 176 184 360 49
Otk 2 - 2
Tote" 6278 25073 8781 73
*GRADE SGHOOL
PERCENT
£:58 FAIL =~ TOTAL PASSING
i 1y 304 461 344
3 67 7% (11)
P 2
1 i
: - i
0% er i i
Tc &l 16 e ds) 547 3

s iy

B ]

#Percentages nclosed in parentheses ere bazsed upon

less chen 100 cases.
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DulowlarE o releion apount of ecucetion and
~enes Lo Lhs hestd.

On tne cerds which the applicants filled out before teking the
tests, they inaiceted the lest school year they hed completed.
Teble II anc Figure 2 show the relationship between tne smount of
educution tnd success in the tests. Both Teble II ¢nd Fijure = show
cleerly & higher feilure rete umong men with less then & high-school
education. This does not nmesn thet the screening tests oslece & pre-
mium on ecucetion. Tailures in thne cese of men with little eaucetion
occurred largely becuuse of low scorss on the ientel Alertness Test.
11is test wes ectually Intended to screen out men who would hive
aifficulty in meetin, the reyuirenents of the ground-school course
for the saue reason which created aifficuliy in continuing formel

eaucetion.
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a The Unitea Stetes is uivided into seven C.A.A. re-
5 ol-ng, &g inuiested in Figure 3 end Table II. (In a
: fevr reee: Lue regions wo not conform extchbiy to the stute
LolWIuET Les a8 nere shown.)
!

1 2 -
Delswure Alsbama Illineis
o Washington, D. C. Florida Minnesota
: Haina Georgla Michigan
& Warylend Mississippi Kentucky
& Massuchusetts North Carolina Indiana
1 Kew fampshire South Carolina North Dekota
4 New Jersey Tennesaee Ohio
W New York Wisconsin
1. Pummsyirvunis
i | Rhode Isiand g
%ng VYermont
zif Vir.inia
Yest VYirginia
Connecticut
Ly 5 El
A Vol usean Lrizonu .
B RS D Celi‘ornia
LTI S ! allSud Neveuda
Y Fie 1Y S IR o Ttan
R 2% TH3r AR
T STRR R P}
1 .
Tyaitang
7
taahic
ceantana
S NI
Rashington
?{E:-’ : .
ke ) Far
. |, e L STA R
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FIGURE 3

Percentege of men passing the screening tests in
each C.A.A. region.

Figure 3 shows differences among geographical regions with re-
spect to the percentage of cundidetes passing the screening tests.
The highest percentege of passers iz found in the Northwestern ares
and the lowest in the Southecstern aree of the United Stetes. In
general, the figure indicates & tendency for the percentage to de-
crezse a3 & line is drawn from the Northwestern portion to the South-
rustern portion of the United States.

FoMERL P L, 0 oac
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TABLE I1IX

APPLICANTS PASSING AND FATI.ING THE SCRELNING TESTS, BY C.A.A. EEGIONS
AND ANOUNT CF EDUCATION#*

CCLLEGE GHQUP e e
PEACENT
Cohb, HIGION PaE PALL T0TAL PASEING
1 % a7 12732 754
2 &k TAL a57 TR
3 897 213 1110 ¥
4 1075 344 1419 76
5 N 240 1233 31
& 515 i03 | 618 33
7 423 70 499 86
"otul SL7Q 0 1487 6966 7
HIGH SCHO0L GRHOUP
1 530 563 2093 73%
2 674, £328 1132 61
3 1135 375 1510 75
L 232 453 1356 €5
5 107% 378 1452 74
S 536 Ta 730 76
7 L6 112 5238 7
Total, 6278 2503 8781 72
GRADF, SCHOOL CRQUP
1 5Q 95 145 34%
2 1c 48 58 (17)nx
2 50 €9 102 37
4 20 58 a8 (34)
5 &b 23 127 35
6 8 18 36 (50) -
7 30 39 - 6% (43)
Total 7 222 410 - 632 .35
- 10741 _GROUP
1 2536 934 3470 73%
2. 1200 727 2027 A
3 20572 657 2729 %
A 1998 |, 865 2863 70
5 2109 701 2310 75
6 1049 295 1384 79
7 275 221 1094 20
Total 11579 400 16379 ys!

o RCOLLEGE = 5 deest one ysar of college. HIGH SCEQ0L = At least
onz serr of Wigh ncheal {2ad no gollege). GRADE SCHOOL = No

P T A e e no b ey
LI BT R e Ty uehiodd,

Toeee i npmt P2l I wiyendheseg sre bamed upon l#8s Lhan

L0373 Tanss
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National
Percentaées v
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G- 3.9
FIGURE &

The C.A.A. regions of the United States, showing the percentage
of applicants who have haed at least one year of college, those who
have had at least one year of high school (but no college) &snd those
who have had no formal education beyond grade school.

Flgure 4 shows & falr degree of unjiformity among the geograph-
leal regions with respect to percentage of cendidates with college,
high-school, and grade-school education, respectively. Teble IIX
and Figure / demonstrate that the regionel differences in percentage
of passers persist even waen the educationel backgrounds of the can-
didates ere conasidered. Ths percentage of men pessing the screening
teats 13 consistently lowest 1ln the Southeastern arez of the United
States for men with college education, high-school education, and

gratie-school education, respectivsly. _

*With the exception of Region 1 in which the proportion of cen-
didates with college education is particularly low.
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A candidate who failed to meet the pessing score
on any one of three tests, nemely, Biographicel Inven-
tory, Mental Alertness, snd Mechanical Comprehension,
wag rejected for flight training. The percentage of
candidates who failed to meet the pessing score on each
of the tests is as follows:-

Biographical Inveatory 11%
Mental Alertness 22%
Mechanicel. Comprehension 8%

Totel percentage of failers 26.79%*

Figure V shows the percentage of candidates in
euch educttionzl group who passed end falled on each
of the three bugic tests used in screeninyg candidates
for training &t all levels of flight instruction.

*3 certain asroportion of cendidetes, of course,
failed on more than one test. 4n effort ves made to use
clinical judgment in pessing & few candidates who acored
well on two of the tests and fell only slightly below the
passing score cn the third. However, this treatment was
discarded, partly becsuse it could not be stundardized, .
end partly becsuse of the large number of candidetes in-
volved.
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TABLE IV

NATIONAL DI-TRIBUTICON OF HOUnS OF FLIGHT TRAINING

HOURS OF FLIGHT PASSED FATLLC TOTAL
THAINING THE TESTS THE TZSTS  NUMBER
95-99 725 190 915
90-94 L4, 9 53
85-89 51 10 - 61
80-84 77 15 92
75-79 74 16 %
0-T4 67 1 81
65-69 71 20 51
60-64 11 26 142
55-59 g8 15 103
50~54, 194 60 254
45-49 192 38 230
LO=dd; 385 64 449
35-39 544, 96 640
" 30-34 136 29 165
25-29 155 36 191
T 20-24 .. . 228 59 287
15-19 241 52 293
10-14 350 112 462
5- G 492 171 663
0- 4 1685 3329 11014
JOTAL 11915 4361 1627
MEAN 16.27 10.49 14.72

Tables IV and V show the hours of previcus flight
treining reported by candidates for primery and secondary
treining. In Teble V these hcve been separated with re—
spect to the educetional beckzround of the applicant.
(Applicants showing 35 or more hours of fiight training
were for purposss of subseguent anelysis clessifled as
cendidates for secondery flight training @
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AL apnlicncts whe fo00 onepiekes 9 Dlyinge hours or oore were coded as
Aoy Jour trru Jdilueribiciog

COLLEGE = At lesst car 7rer of college.
HECH SCHOOL - At lewsi one rrar of nigh school (end ne zollisge).
CRADE SH00L = Ho eduacstion reyond grede schood.

*p «nd £ refer to men pessing end feiling the screening tests.
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Grade "School 3%

High School 45%

Grude School 1%

College 32% High School 9%

College 10%

SR

Primary 80%  Secondary 20%
FIGURE VI

hpproximately 30 per ceut of cindidates tested in the
first phuse of the C.A.4.-N:tionel Testing Service wpplied
for primery training, cne zpproximetely 20 per cent applied
for secondary treining.

Figure & shows the pezcentage of wen epplying for prim-
ary znd secondary irzining who hid college, bigh scheool end
grade school euucetion, rezpectively.®

Teble VI shows the percentege of sach educstlonal group
applying for secondary snd arimary treining, respectlwely,
who passed the screenlng teat. It is apparent thet the per-
centege of passers is _reater for seeondary applicents at
eacn educationzl lewvel than for primery applicsnta.

f

%COLLEGE = At leest one verr of college. HIGH SCHGOL =
At lewst one year of high school (and no college). GRADE
SCHOCL = No educztion hevond grade school.

Y
P
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TAULE VI

PEKCINTAGE P4SSING 4ND FAILING

T

NG TESIS

Secondery-Friwry-Eaueational 'l".ra;i,n.1'.:'1g'i

College liigh School Grade School
—tToun Sroup Group Hetionad
N % of N & of N % of N % of all
Sec.Cols Sec.H.S. SecsG.8. Yy
1483 &3 a1z 78 33 35 2628 @82
205 12 306 2 62 65 ‘73 18
1688 - 1418 - 95 - 3201 -
% of % of % of % of all
Prim.Col. Prim.H.S. Prim.G.S. Prim.
3994 76 5160 70 133 30 9287 L
1281 24 2195 30 32 70 3748 29
5275 - 7355 - 445 - 13075 ~
% of % of % of 4 of Totsl
Coltegs .54 G.8. Group
5477 79 6272 72 166 3 11915 73
1486 A 2501 28 374 69 4361 - 27
6963 - 8773 -~ 540 J 16276 -

*hpplicants indicating 35 or more nours of flight treining ere
classified as cendidates for secondery flight training.
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On the pages which follow
are itables shcowing the distri-
vution of applicents who passed
snd falled the screening tests,
resnectivaly, by scl.ooling and
state.
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TABLE VII

g

DISTRISUTION OF PASS-FAIL ON SCREENING TESTS BY SCHOOLING AND STATE

STATK

ALABAMA
ARANSAS
ART[ZONA
CALIFORNIA
COLORADG
COMIBCTICUT
ﬂELPWARE
DIST. of COL.
FLORIDA
GEORGIA
IDAHO
ITLLINGIS
INDIANA

Iowa
EANSAS
KENTUCKY
LOTLSIANA
HAINE
MARYLAND
MASSACHUSETTS
MICHIGAN

H SOTA
MISSISSIPPI

Note:

H
—B

n
166
53
367
1

103
33
79

7
92

220

162
28

125
20
17
99

1%

143
y2

COLLEGH
it ?

-

25
B
1w
b

123

175

The taole reads as followss
71 passed the screenling tests, 25 failed.
high schocl training passed.

HIGH SLHOOL GHADE SCHOOL
2o X Yo % X Mg
[0 2o o112 - Y u
1o o 2l 5 i 11
[ Ty ol 3 ?
18 1 ek & - p
N ! b : : )
ORI TAINLE -
¥ i \{ - -
B ORPLC A - ‘
17y f 240 5 1 17
GG o &3 2 2 L
L in o 6% 3 5 g
1586 &g 27n 9 g 15
122 b3 165 - f :
260 1L ugh i% i g
153 €3 216 5 13 W
! il 65 ] 3 L
85 e 131 1 3
uy 20 73 5 1 b
R 36 128 1 8 9
233 30 323 20 24
168 Ko 224 3 7 10
174 bz 217 11 13 2h
29 22 51 - Y Y

In Alabama, of the 96 who had some college training,

In Arkansas 167 applicents who had gome
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" MISSOURI

MONTANA
BELHARRA

L TADA

Kz HambPSHIRE
NLW JERSEY
Bu HMXICO
NEW YORK
NORTH CAROLINA
NORTH DAKO'A
OHIO

OKLATOMA
JREGON
CENNSYLVANIA
HAHODY ISLAND
SOUTH C.AROLINA
SOUTH DAKOTA
TENNESSEE
THXAS

UTAH

VERNONT
VIRGINIA
WASHINGTON
WTIST VIRGINIA
WIooNGIn

WYOMING

206
125

6o
216
272

99

11
66
61.
170
493
87
14
24
180
T

3

12

DISTHIBUTLON OF PaSS-FAIL ON SChELNING TESTS
BY SCH NG #ND STA

COLLEGE

116
22

34

39
16

Yota1
a4y

81
1

13

18
198

51
333

195
.76
263
337
115
253
12
92
71
226
639
109
19
30
21k
113

89

-20-

TABLE VII
{coniizwod)

HIGH SCHOOL

%
230
86
168
1L
43
207
55
371
131
57
269
165
.9
351
19
59
46
162
W2y
81
28
39
187
96
165
20

Ne

106
18

-y

5
14

83

36

121
74
19
g5
Bl
22

120

72
21
ol

223

‘Up
21
10
57

35
26

Hto tal

336
102
210
19
57
290
91
lig2
208
76
35H
229
117
471
22
131
67
256
Lk
123
b9
L9
2Lyl
131
131
27

-~ e am o A Fu

)
- Ll
< .

=

GRADE SCHOOL
I Y
10 7 17
12 6 18
8 9 17
- 1 1
1 2 3
7 19 26
b 7 1
11 15 26
1 9 10
511 16
& 1 17
9 8 17
T i3 20
10 18 28
~ 2
] 9
3 5 8
1 g 10
11 27 38
1 3
2 3 5
4 2 6
8 15 23
3 7 1w
5 9 14
- 1
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| TLELE TIIL

DISTHIBUTION OF PASS-FAIL ON SCHEENING TESTS
BY SCHOOLING AND STATE

!
GHADE SCHOOL éj

shamg COLLKGE HIGH SCHOOL
| Y Dot X Yo L %
chNEqucUT - - - ~-NO PROGRAM - - -

ILAVARE b & 10 L 4 8 - - ]
IST. of COL. - - - . ~HO PROGRAM - - - -t
%AINE 20 8 = 47 26 73 5 6 i
MARYLAKD 77 18 o5 927 36 128 1 g 4
MASSACHUSETIS 99 24 123 233 90 323 L 20 24 g
NEW HAMPSHIEE 16 18 43 a4 57 1 2 3.5
EW JERSEY 16 K2 198 207 83 290 7T 19 26g
jzw YORK 266 7 3%3 371 121 492 11 15 26 7
ﬁENNSYLVANIAl 205 La 253 351 120 L71 10 18 28 g
123:5 ISLAND 11 1 12 19 3 22 2 - 2 g

{ONT 1k 5 19 28 21 kg 2 3 5 &
WIRGINIA 24 6 70 33 10 b9 Y 2 & %,
WEST VIRGINIA ™ 33 113 96 35 131 3 7 10 f
4LABAM& 71 25 1 70 Y2 112 - 4 Ly

RIDA 103 24 197 163 83 26 5 12 1%
i;‘;nem 3¢ 24 63 6o 28 88 2 2 % g
HISSISSIPYI 42®* 16 58 29 22 " - y b
JORTH CAROLINA 125 70 195 131 97 228 1 9 10 %
JOUTH CARULINA 66 20 52 59 72 131 1 8 9 :
#ENNESSEE 170 56 226 162 gk  2k6 1 9 10 *
\

LLINOIS 171 o P11 186 g9 275 9 9 18
NDIANA 92 22 11b 122 43 165 e 6 6
INTUCKY 28 18 16 54 1i 68 1 3 4

ote: The table reads as follows: In Leluware, of the 10 wno nmi some cuiisge Uraiu-

ing, 4 passed the

reening tests, 6 failed.

some high school thining passed.

In Maine 47 applicants whe had
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AT
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< ARIZOKA

CALIW¥ORTA

- NEVAGA

o

nrat

THAUG

MSSEATE,

COLOEADD

DISTRIBUTION OF PASS-FAIL ON SCHEENING TESTS

. 4

- -m- .

T e e

s,

=B
b

143

LY

it
R
—

3
=i

12

%

&

COLILG

BY SCHOOLING AND STATES

*ratal
13h
175

16
263

-

N »

~total

224
217

76
354
131

261
131

91
229
ol

127
L7k
216
130
210

67

22

94
gy
19

17

i

102
17

gl

TALLE VIII
{continued)

HIGH SCHOOL

YooY

168 56

ith L3

51 19

269 £5

105 26

167 94

L 85 b

55 36

o155 ey

Ll 283

91 30

360 1l

153 63

230 106

169 L2

B P

20 2

if ¥

3% 110

W5

Bl Lo

.

4z 15

55 3

e 2

i 5

oo

GRADE SCHOOL,

N
i 2
3

11

[*R BN J]

Yy

11

15

10

12

N

—ia

13
11
11

9

4

LadBR N | SRRV o B |

12

N

o\

13
15

Ntot

10
24
16
37
14

19

3
1
17
78

5
61
18
17
17

g

1

ERA
£ = gvn

18
2G
23



