
CHAPTER ~ V

RESULT

Initially, data related to sampling distribution 

i.e,, the characteristics of the sample, were analysed.

The results related to these analyses have been presented, 

first, in the following pages:

The next sections will deal with the demographic 

variables aid their relationships with academic achievement 

to be followed by analyses of results related to other 

variables.
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TABLE~,ttj Frequency distribution of the samples An various 
Monthly Income Groups (its*} and their^X2 - value 
and significance level*

Below
500

1
Up to 
1500

2

Up to 
2500

3
Up to 
3500

4

/Usov©
3500

5

Total

6

aural 12b# 0 63*0 no no no 192,0
Urban 45*0 83.0 37# 0 14*0 13.0 192,0
Total 171.0 146* 0 38.0 15*0 14.0 384# 0

OO'C « *96*766} 'if as 4} p ss l *oot

Siblings

Data related to number of sibling and its impact on various 
dimensions were analysed from four angles* namely * (a) four 

groups of urban non-trib&isj rural non«tr5-bals, urbrxwiiibale 
and rural tribaJLs? (b) Tribals Vs. M-on-»tiibais; (c) low 

achievers Vs* High achievers? and (d) for throe social status 
(high# middle and low)* Fbr all those analyses, T^2 were 

calculated* The results have bom presented In Table-*ip.

it appears fmm the table that pupils of all groups 

had from 2 to 5 number of sibling# %ne had 5 to 6 also, 
but there were very few who had Just one or more than six

— Obrothers and sisters# X - value for this analysis came 
to be 25**857, for 12 This value was sigrdfleant .at
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£, *01 level of confidence. However* when the same analysis 
was applied to two composite groups - tribala and non- 
tribals only* ihe^X,^ - value (9.076) was found to be non

significant for 4 these two results indicated that 
there are a lot of within group variations rather than 

inter-group variations.

Analysis of number of sibling for pupils belonging 
to three socio-economic status appeared to be significantly 
valid across three groups (See Table-value of 17.711 

for 8 was significant at .05 level. Maximum number of 

sibling w@r© obtained by low and midlie level of subjects? 

more than 90 per cent of these students had more than two 

brothers and sisters.

In terms of academic achievement* it is clear from 

Table-14 that numbers of sibling do not affect the level 
of academic achievement of the students under study."')^ - 

value was 1.874 which was not significant as for 4 d£,

In brief, the above results may be summarised by 
concluding that (a) number of sibling was not a significant 
variable in academic achievement? (b) whereas there 

were significant differences within groups for number of 

children? tribal and noh-isibal subjects did not differ 
in this respect? (c) maximum number of subjects belonging
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to all the three (low, middle and high) social strata had 

4 to 5 sibling#

Table-12* Number of Sibling Obtained for Four Groups of 
Subjeots Along with their '>Sf •• value and 
Significance levels•rm—tiiiw —tyi ■—» ,■»—— mi w— inwim ——■

No.of Sibling _ ___Fmoyehev. Total
1 ' 2-3 ' 4—5 "“T“ '7*8'

UNt 4 38 41 7 0 90
a n f 2 23 40 12 2 79

U T 3 14 44 19 0 80
a T 0 23 40 , 15 - 4 82

TOTAL 9 1 98 165 53 6 331

"A2 = 27,857f iJt = 12 5 E *»Z *01

For two groups (Tribal® x Non-Tsibals) 

7^ « 9.078$ =5 4 } £s ns#

bs Belonging to 3 
Soclft-econoinic Status aid their taber of Sibling

mm umimpM n ■■ cman mm

vdth"^ - value and their Significance levels
Wli«!!Wiliii«l»M»l 4iMMUi.i«Ui«MH)««M««• M«liu MTWf«IW*am

No*of Sibling ..4.' ... : 2-3h 6-7 l» Q/«*o Total
______ Ereauenev

low 4*0 ' 36*0 67.0 17,0 6.0 130,0
Middle 4.0 0 92,0 33*0 0.0 191,0
High 1.0 0.0 .............6.0 3^Q , 0.0...... ....... 10.0
Totals 9.0 98.0 165.0 53.0 6.0 331,0
^ -• 17*711? df « 8f £. » l #05
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TA8UM43 Number of siblings under low and high achieving 
Groups, their"X? - value and its significance 

levels

Wo, of Sibling* 1 ___ 2-3__ 4-5 _6-7 .7 + Total
Frequency

Low Achievers..' 6.0 52*0 78*0 27.0 3.0 166.0
High Achievers 3*0 46*0 87*0 26.0 3.0 165*0

Total 9.0 93.0 165.0 53,0 6*0 331.0

'y£ = 1.874, df =4. not significant. 

Social Statusi

Table 15 gives the distribution of th© four groups 
of the subjects across the three socio—economic (S£S) 

differences. Subjects were asked to indicate whether they 

belonged to high, middle or low social strata. The fre

quencies for the three strata of four groups have been 
Indicated in Table 15, Table 16 shows that Hie majority 

of the subjects of urban samples belonged to middle class 
whereas majority of the rural samples belonged to lower 

ses group* This was true for both the tribal arid non-tribal 
samples. Only about 3*13 per cent belonged to high social 
class* As a word of caution, it may not be out of place 
to mention that tills was a subjective rating of the sub

jects since they were asked only to indicate their social 
Glass, as they perceived it.
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Neither any objective criterion was atripJ^yed nor the 
subjects were given any definition of the three social 
classes*

TABLS-.15S Number of subjects of the four groups falling into
three SES categories* theirl^ •» .value.. and i ts
significance levels;

low Middle High Total

U ft T 31.0 64.0 1*0 96.0
R N f 48*0 48.0 0.0 96.0

U T 7.0 81.0 8.0 96.0
R T 62*0 31.0 3.0 96*0

total 148*0 224.0 12.0 384*0'
X2 « £2*733; = 6; p » i *001

For two groups (Tribals x non-tribals) 
pCp e 9*01; df » 2, £ as £ .05

MLS^16i Frequency of Ejects of two Groins of Rural and 
Urban Subjects of throe Social Status* their 
X - value and its significance level:

*JL
tow Mid*

8
IHgh

Total

Hural 110.0 79,0 3.0 192.0

Urban 38.0 145.0 9,0 192.0
Total , . 148.0 224*0 12.0 384.-0'

yif » 57*473; S$fL 88 2; 2L ® : .ot
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Age Distribution s

Table 1? shows the age distribution of staples belonging 

to the four groups of the subjects* Maximum number of 
subjects (S7.72&) belonged to the age range of 13 to 17 

years* Only 1*78 per cent of the subjects had crossed their 

teens. There appeared a tendency of earl*/ education among 

both the tribal and non-tribal groups belonging to urban 
areas. 70 per cent of the urban students, (both tribal and 

non-tribal) belonged to 13 to 15 age group. In contract, 
only 12.5 per cent rural students belonged to this age group. 
This might have happened because, in our present social system, 

there is (in urban population) a trend of early schoolings

The Ane distribution of the Sarrple belonging 
to Four Groups of %foiscts their^X2 «* value 
and Significance level, Mumber of .Subjects 
falling 4n...,eaoh,.,chtog&. W t

Ago Group % to 13 13-15 15-17 !9* Total

y n t 2*0 60.0 34*0 0.0 0.0 96.0

ft N T 1.0 17.0 21*0 0.0 ■ 96.0

u T 10.0 05.0 29.0 2. 0 0.0 96,0

a t 6,0 31.0 50.0 6.0 3.0 96.0

Total 19.0 163*0

O
;*.

&
\ 29.0 3.0 334, 0

9^ « 99. 539; df « 12; £ « Z . 001
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'Father*^ Education:

Table 18 gives information related to the educational 
levels of the fathers of the subjects* Majority of the 
subjects had Matriculat fathers (28.39$)* Next came tliose 
students who had their fathers either illiterate or 7th 
graders (for both, approJd« 22»§&%'u ** value for inter*
grptj$> comparison was 295.598 which was .significant at 
L *001 level of confidence fbr 9

A separate comparison for ruraJwUrfe&n population 
yielded value of 152.724 for 4 This was again

significant at £ *001 level off confidence*

IADli>»!8i Educational Levels .of 
belonging to 4 Groups,
and Significance levels* Humber of Subjects 
falling.:,in^ach„cate^^*

Paths rsefScbjectswm»u>i> n ■ min I'nW wwyyiMiMiiiap’wwiMi ■* »nw mi *+

their9^. - values
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . , mw

mmfc&a* tmmmmm i*, i m mumtm ***** —mlji „»iiftM. u^nn

Illite
rate

Riddle MatJdO Graduate P.G./&
above

Total

u n t U0 3.0 16,0 39...0 37*0 96,0

RSI 26*0 35,0 29*0 u*0 0*0 96*0

U T 8,0 25*0 52.0 16.0 0*0 96.0

R X 52.0 30,0 12*0- 1*0 1*0 96,0

Total 87,0 88,0 109.0 62,0 3*0 _384*0

TsJ- *= 295*. 586j M, *— 'Q • **i - - * £ = Z *<W

7C & 152*734; ^ « 4; £ « L *oot



114
Father*3 Occupation*

Table 19 shows the dec Rational classification of the 

fathers of the respondents* Majority of the respondents 
fathers in three groups (except rHjral~iribal) belonged to 

Service class, that is* their fathers yore in && some types 

Of jobs* 72 per cent of rural-tribal students had cultivator 

fathers* <* value, worked out for the ihtex-group corspasison, 

was 127*74 which was significant at Z *001 level of confidence 

for 9 df«

Service Cultiva
tion

Business Profession Total

O M T 59*0 7*0 13*0 17,0 96,0
E N t 49*0 ^*0 2*0 10.0 96*0

UT 50.0 30*0 to.o. 0.0 96.0
E T 24,0 70.0 0.0' 2*0 96*0

Total 182*0 130.0 31,0. 35.0 384*0

"X' ---- tSff.7411 Sit = 9j £ = / .001

,For„.two groups (urban x rural)

^ « 58,930? J2£ « 3| £ « Z .001
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DEfeCGRAPfilC maiABfcSSs

9^? - values were calculated to test the impact of 

various demographic variables on academic achievement's*
These demographic variables Included perceived social status, 
monthly income of the family* father’s occupation and 
father’s education, ordinal position, castes (forward, 

backwards, scheduled castes aid scheduled tribes)-, and age.
The results of the analyses have been tabulated in Tables 
,20 through 2S* This is apparent, from these tables (20; to 

2d) that none of the demographic variables was able to. 

differentiate the high academic achievers from the low 
academic achievers i Nona- of th©9lf ■“* values was significant* 

That is, it appears that* perhaps, academic achievement is 

not dependent of the demographic variables under consideration*

TABi£«20s The Academic Status of the Subjects .Belonging1—ifirVfinuMrir*- ffi"n r»«i r irifum «Ur—»n*Vm>imffl»iii»ui. —y *aiN ftrt— WiugM m*

to. Thro© 3ocio«»economlc status* thei rXj - 

value and -Significance levels (number.of Sub' 

falling in each catcacrv'h

low Middle High Total

low Achievers 75 1«0 ? 192
.High Achievers 73 114 5 192
Total 148 224 12 ' 364

y--t-'.'-j11- H-~,,"'ni;ir • i.......i'ii,'r v........t n;-~~i iii>rn-^Tinn-iMiriirrii>ai>wiTi—mwwf-nrntii■ m,iiimi,i mi *v wp«*jnrniiiT—«mi»i

63 0*43% ss % £ ks ns.
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TADIS-21*in liwmn Belonging to ^rufFT value
The Acad&iio Statue of

n mwnwhwnwim mm mu m> —■ w

5 Categories of Incoma Groups and, thelg'X** 
and Significance levels (Humber of Sublocta, failingHi r^iriiii •mulriimimiir»jrmu iriruriiin rtm«i« n:n m Twnjii ' igfww* i<p>ih "TmiwaJii

in each caieonw)

Below
500

501- 1.501- 2501**
1500 2500 3500

3500 + feta.

Low
Achiever 98 65 15 • 6 a 192

High
Ac hi over 73 81 S3 9 6 192

Total 171 146 38 14 14 384

O ?*9?8| d£ s= 4; o*<»*»» Salt « AS

,fASLS”*22j The Academic Status of the Subjects and the

(i'iurabar of

Service CuLUva**
tion

Business Profession Total

.low Achievers e.e 77 15 12 192
High Achievers 94 59 16 23 192
Total fas 136 31 35 384

« 6,070; dr ns
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TAHJ3-Q3: Tha Aoadendo Status cf It'S Subjects and the.1 ryrKurrtOwifr,* ***»^t^*—«-r—ittjt — j,----- jgr-r-iiw 3 m__ irmr • iji'i 11 .—' 1 ^ j' ^—r-“

father Educational levels (number of subjects 
falling in each category) >Jfonej with the 

*■*2 „ value and its Significance- level*

>*
Iliite-
rate

Middle Metric Graduate P.G.^
above

Total

tow
Achievers 4? 04 48 35 17 192
High
Achievers 40 34; 61 36 21 192
Total m SO 109 62 38 3S4

7^ « S.593j » 4j £ “F*3

TA31&-S48 Frequency distribution -of &Jh$i 
•and their Ordinal Position-.

hits* Academic status 
* value and

Significance level3WlMawt&n»i«n4>CT ¥**»‘‘* .4# *-» t'aU'WWi#

Ordinal Positions Total
t 2 • *s- *vl 4 5

low
r«l ime vert 81 7t 7 3 192
High
Achievers 83 64 33 8 2 192
Tgtal 164 _ 135 35 15 5 384

« 1*039$ si£ « 4; |») a ns
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TASLE-25* The Academic status of the Objects Belonging to 
the Four Categories of Castes. the'X2 - value and 
its Significance Levels (Kunber of Subjects falling 
in each category)t

Academic
achievements

Forward Backward Txibals Scheduled Total 
castes

Low
Achievers 52.0 34.0 95.0 9.0 190.0
High
Achievers sr.o 37.0 96.0 2.0 192.0
Total 109.0 71.05 191.0 mo 32.0

*s 4.806$ rs .3} |> ta ns

TADlE-aS« level of Sutojects1 Acadendc Status and 5 Categories 
of their Age Groups, thejx? -- Value and their' 
Significance Levels (Humber of Subjects falling infilwiii^i^awiiiifciwi^MnPiMiifni—jaw*—** <■—■■■■■ i n^ipiM^mwn—rK—i r.Tirtwii-rwi.fi ii ni—Jrfi mwwi

SSSiJ-SaiSSSSKl*

Academic
Achievement

Mp to
13
years; _

13*15
years:

15*47 
years .

17-19
years

17 years Total
and
above

Low
Achievers 11.0 76.0 $2*0 SUB 2.0 192.0
High
Achievers 8.0 37.0 88.0 8.0 1.0 192.0
Total 19*0 163.0 176#,0 29.0 3.0 34.0

= 7.589} dff ■= 4t p <a ns
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PSYCHOLOGICAL VARIABLES:

The following section presents the levels of signi
ficance of differences between the various groups as 
analysed by two-way analysis of variances Bach table of 
the analysis of variance gives three *F* - values, namely, 
(i) for high and low achievers, (ii) for four different 
groups of the staples, end (iii) for interactions between 

groups and achievement levels* All the 11 variables have 
been analysed,, separately, through this method. The main 
purpose of this set of analyses was to test the signifi
cance of differences in mean value© of the above mentioned 
categories* These results have been summarised in the 
following pages!

Academic Motivations

Table 27 shows results related to academic motivation. 
F - values have teen shown in this table. The next Table 
28 gives the t - values for intergroup differences. The 
results show significant interaction effect for high and 
low achievers (F = 12*597) and for different urban-rural 
and tribal-non-tribal groups8 interactions(F » 24*15),
This indicates that there should be significant differences 
between high and low achievers belonging to different 
habitations. These results are also corroborated by indi
vidual t - values given in Table 28* One significant
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t - value was obtained indicating significant difference 
between high and low achievers of urban - non-tribal grossps. 
However, t - values related to urban and rural trifoals 
were found non-significant. Both groups, urban non-trifoals 
and rural non-trifoals shewed hi#ier levels of academic 
motivation in comparison to their low achievers.

These results are very clear In the sense that they 
clearly differentiated between high and low achiever© (of 
all groups). It also indicates a clear relationship between 
academic achievement and academic motivation. As mentioned 
earlier, high achievers of most group© had higher academic 
motivation.

TABLE-27-s F-values and their significance Level© for 
High and tow achievers, the 4 Groups,and the 
interaction for Achievement Levels of 4 
Groups 'of Subjects for their Scores on theDm waiwi■■■»!■ iiiiiwwwwwwiiuiffMMii u«i muuui iiwm miw Miinnw»ft

As aderoic Motivation ‘Sc ale s

Sources S§^ m, Variance £ ;:P -

High Vs Low 111.36 1 111*3 12.597 L *oi
Groins 640*46 3 213.49 24. 15 L -oi
Interaction 60.72 3 a). 24 2.28 MS
riifhin Set 3227,84 376 8*84
Total 4040.3 333 353,93 -

■JMM



TA0LE~28s t-values and their Significance Levels for the
**mm<m**am*m—*tm «M—iiw ■■ ■■ »■ mu nm i n an n i*i inni—iaHim—mriiiHMH* n«f>«ni nmn n» miiniwm mi >i»w ■ mumniinm —i <«* n—>niw

Scores Obtained by the different Groups ofwaw — iwtiiw—iMiiMi—i^iiiWUniiWW wanrmfliranimwi —mm mm mnr™i—mi—mm «w an nwnfci ■■■« mi*

Subjects on the Academic Motivation Scales
iwn*p»wa<l6i—1 ■» i»MWi *iam ■■mmnit nwi —t ** — ■»> an w*Hiiw*»'*Miir>in8«m»*Mia** iMiiflii waa*™ja*

unwt

Groups ^<1 y*2 *r Sir
values

■r-P-

1. IMT-HA x 
UMT«LA

29*40 5®* 40 3.11 3.39 2.17 L .os

2* ANT-HA x 
BNT-LA

29*46 29.21 3*33 2.7? .40 MS

3* UT«HA x
UT-LA

29.3? 29.45 3.21 2.54 .266 NS

BT—HA x 
BT**LA

23*65 28.51 3.65 3.71 .186 NS

5. Urban x 
rtaral

29*20 28*96 3.06 3.37 ,73 NS

6* 4 Groups 
Combined

29.08 29.40 3.26 3.11 .9? MS

WHWiiiMu uimii*«wl'iiwiwiwmniii >wimr.ii»nn,iii».Miwwwwr»iniri’»iwr*r *•'nuan.nHim »nrt

Confidence of Judgement:

Tables 29 and 3 show the results related to the 

variables ©f ^confidence ©f judgement* " Table 29 shows cnly 

one significant F-value for interaction effect* Other two 

values were not significant* However® only one t-value 

considered for this analysis was significant* That means, 

urban non-trihal high achievers have significantly higher 

confidence of judgement thaw the low achievers of this 

group# Similar trend is observed in urban tribal groups
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through In non-significant way# In both of the urban cases, 
high achievers showed higher confidence of judgegtet*.: 
However,. the trend is reversed in case of rural subjects.
In both the rural groups of tribal and non-tribal students, 
the low achievers showed higher confidence of judgement than 
their respective counter parts - the high achievers# But, 
none of these differences was significant* That means, one 
cannot very definitely attribute the season for higher 
confidence of judgement to the level of achievement. Rather, 
it seems that habitation instead of achievement level 
determines the confidence of judgement in the people# But, 
even this conclusion can at best be considered tentative 
because there is no consistency in the results in terms of 
rural-urban divide. In other words, one may try to locate 
the cause in iexms of the same form of interaction between 
the habitation and level of achievement. This possibility is 
also corroborated by the dialysis of variance table {Table 
25) which indicated only one significait ? «• ratio for the 
interaction effect.- Apart from the above mentioned unclear 
indications, two clear trends were noted in the data. If one 
takes the entire sample into consideration, urban -students 
showed higher confidence of judgement (X m ?U07) in 
comp arisen to 1fce rural students (X = 70,54). Similarly# 
all high achievers, taken together# Showed higher confidence 
of judgement (JC » 71.31) in comparison to the low achievers 
(a =s 70*30). However, none of these differences was 
significant.
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W&gs F~ values aid their Significance Levels for High^unw^m. *«*in ini<n*nWNnfiwi'»» mu mnmiimiiimB—<i..n<nw!i*»iiw—><■> mnawwiwMn*iiw«k*?i afiiirt

and Low achievera9 the 4 Groins and the Interact 
tlon for Achievement Lewis of 4 Groins of 
Subjects for Their Scores on Confidence of

•Sources CU ~. VO . r M Variance F £■

High vs Low 97*93 1 97.93 ,378 m
Groups 1045. 34 3 343.45 1,344 ns

Interaction 3474, 34 3 1158.11 4.4 66* L .os
Within Set 97517*35 376 259.34

Total 102134.97 333 1863*83

TABLE-30: t-values and ‘their significance Levels for the 
Scores Obtained by the Different Groups ofjWu^^»wiw^wwi.ii»»ari^^^TT»iiiiaU4 **>«■»» I* iwmw "inr — pi)i—niwh-« —an

Subjects on the Confidence of Judgement Scales<»w«WB*i!?S*wiw»«w>w<l>wyKr<»iwi'iWMw»W«aiww>wn-«lnriMB iwu—Wbmihiw *»w«wi»inii>mm — aa<mm*wiy*wa w«n*—

Groups X2 «r *T E

UNT-HA jc UHT-LA 73.60 65.04 17,01 13.69 2.72 L .os
ant-ha x FNT-LA 71.21 72.50 17*87 10*96 *141 NS
UT-HA X UT-LA 73,79 71.86 15*53 17.23 .58 MS

HT-HA x RT-LA 66.65 71.81 18.37 15.39 1.49 NS
Urban x Rural 71,07 70.54 15.86 15.65 .327 m
All 4 Groups 
Combined

70.81 73.60 16.22 17*01 1*81 NS
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Self-43 rt Dotation:

Mext analysis was related to self-orientation of the 
subjects* The Tables 31 and 32 present the results related 
to this analysis* Two significant F«va3ues related to 
groups (E - 3*284} and interaction effects (F a 4,814) 
have been indicated in Table 31, the mean values in Table 
32 indicated that low achievers of rural nort-tribale and 
rurai-tribals scored significantly higher on self-orienta
tion dimension than their counter part - the high achie
vers, Sy and large» with exception to one difference*
Curban-non-trlbai high achievers)* the low achievers had 
a general tendency t© score higher on self-orientation 
scale in all cases* That means* the low achievers are more 
self-oriented than high achievers. In case of total sample* 
however* low achievers were less self-oriented than the 
high achievers. Andy on urban-rural classification* rural 
samples were more self-oriented 0t » 44*31) than urban 
groups (X a 43*03), Both of these mean differences were 
found to be significantly different (t, HA x « 6,59j 
t, U x & « 2*294}* Tliis indicates that self orientation 
leads to low achievement or may be vice-versa* It is diffi
cult to say yyhy this should happen, but this result leads 
to an interesting hypothesis that introversion and low 
achievement might be correlated. This requires further 
exploration*
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TASLB»3f
■Wiji iiw m»wm m +mm F~values and their Significance Levels for 

High and Lmi /Achievers, the 4 Groups and— ■wj—iniiMi1|l"T»<j>iiuiwi #»i>m»MMiMio««vivu*w'aw»nii*— w*mm

for the interaction for /achievement Levels 
of 4 Groups of Subjects for their Scores 
for Self-orientation sIWMiWWWUltl ——y——

Sources &§L M Variaice J- ,P'

High Vs Low 96.0 1 96.00 3.001 MS

Groups ^ 315.17 3 105,06 3.234 L .05
"Interaction 462.00 3 154.00 4.814 L .01
Within Set 12027.0 376 31.99 •r J

1*

Total 12000.1? 333 37.05

JA8LH^32« t - Values and their Significance Levels for 
the Scores Obtained by the Different Groups 
of Sitojects on the Self-orientation Scales

Gsows X,j X2 *r <c
«c JL. '£:■

INT * HA x 42.69 
UNT-LA

42.33 8.38 5.56 .21 ns

EMT-HA x 43. 15
RHT-.LA/ <

45.92 5.10 4.49 2*83 L .01

UT~HA x UT- 43.52 
La

43.59 5*41 4.62 *07 MS

ai-HA x RT« 43.33
-La

44*35 4*06 5.26 1.58 NS

Urban x 43*0 3
Rural

44. 31 6.12 4.73 2.294 L .05

All 4 43.67
Groups
Combined

42.69 5.70 4.98 6*59 L .01
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Tasfc«°Qrient ation $

Next variable for analysis was tasb-orien tation 

of th© different groups* Those results have been 

eixaBsgrig&d in Tables 33 and 34. tab-ip ^ 33 presents, the £ «* 

values related to various interaction analyses* All 

three effects were significant at / *01 level of 

significance. This result is further confirmed by t 

analyses shown in Table 34. Ail four % - values were 

significant at .05 or .01 level. With the exception of 

on© ©as# of urban tribal, in all other groups* high 

achievers scored higher on tas!->-oriehtation scale. This 

means that high achievers were- more tasI&«orioni©d than 

the low achievers. Only in- ease of urban tribals, the 

low achievers scored higher than the high achievers. But, 

the difference was not significant,

This result is very significant and consistent with 

the coramon sense assumptions and also with son© previous 

findings (for example* Singh* 1980). This also confirms 

our hypothesis..
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TASIM3S F-Values and the!r Significance Levels fog High-, and 
to* Ashi evera. the 4 Groups an cl for the Interaction 
fox Achievement 'levels of 4 Groups: of Subjects formw iwiiHii'nWiiiinanBifrMi.wiMiuwiiiwiiiwuitwiii— ^ywttwfciy■ii'ftlmi|i< viwrMM— iwwnW

their Scores for Task-OrientatSon?I l» —IiW Wf W> —

Sources & ' ,4£ Variance " I E

High VS low 418*56 1 418# 56 11.69 4 •*!

GrOUpS 1u43.44 3 ' 548* 48 15.19 £ *oi

Interaction 2116,32 3 705*44 19*-54' 2 *oi

iVithln Sot 13373* 88 376 36*10

Total 17754.20 383 1708. 58

Groins 2» ..
-2 1 pw

UNT-HA- jj ' ‘ 
UMT~J9\

39.48 56.42 ' 6.54 6.01 >39 Z .03

wr-m. x 
emf-la

55*60 51*60 4*83 4.94 4.0 1 *01

8T-.HA x
U>tA

54.81 56.61 5.02 9* 11 1*2 MS

ET-HA x
HT-LA

54.02 52*43 4.45 3.47 1.81 m
Urban x
Rural

56.83 . 53. 41 6*67 4*05 9*109 / *04

All 4 'Groups.
Combined

35* 13 59*48 6.33 6*54 6*39 2 .01
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In terse tion -Ori ent ation s

Tables 35 and 35 present the results related to 
interaction-orientation. Only one £ « value for the 
interaction effect was found to be significant at *05 

level of confidence. However, none of the ~ values for 

inter-group differences was significant. In two cases, 

that is, the urban non-tzifoal and the urban-tribal high 
achievers were more int eras tion -orien ted than the low 

achievers of these groups. However, when taken all the 

gro«?s together, it seems that the rural samples were - 

significantly more interaction oriented than the urban 
groins. Similarly, in general, high achievers (all groups 

taken together)were more interaction oriented than the 

low achievers. For both of these analyses, & « values 

were significant.

TABLE™35s F - Values aid their Significance Levels forif***?•*-»***:«« *»,(»•*•**,*»«w<w,»^> *+ mimm**»>*<*'**,*l***.%itmri mu Main; wn

High-, aid Low-ci ^chievers, the .4 Groups and 
for the Interaction for Achievement Levelsi|»n»tiimiwf 1 niii i  *"'*1 ii i“• ■ -wnrifflwriimu1—rnr-nrirfr-TT--niiT-ihmM‘‘-i-t-nir“‘~*ri—~r—rrmr**-

of 4 Groups of Subjects for their Scores for 
Interaction Orientations

Sources SsJ & Variance F £

High Vs low _ 1,42 1 1.42 .091 NS

Groups 78*02 3 26.01 1,675 NS

interaction 167.904 3 55,97 3.604 L
»i&thiri Set 5840 i OS m 15.53 «* -
Total 6087.424 33 98.93
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frAjBX.Efr.368 m - Values and their Significance levels for 
the So©res Obtained by the Different Groups 
©f Subjects on the In torse tiers- Orientationwjrirtiiiin|M w n jin ~iii >nmi m ntf n i m n i hi tihumwmmi niujumi »inn ithiim hm»xi>i mm

Scale:

Groups y2 < «T £•

UMX-HA x 
U-IT-LA

46.6b 45*29 4* 2? 3*42 1*72 NS

fiNT-HA x ' 
wst-ta

45,73 47*08 3,43 4,13 1*75 MS

i/X-BA x 45.12 4*06 3*68 ,40 NS

HI—HA x
RT—-LA

46*42 46*26 3,70 3.22 *46 NS

Urban x Rural 45*63 46,3? 3*86 3*62 2*72 Z .01
All 4 Groups 
Combined

46*49 424 65 3,87 3.61 7*4? Z *01

inuftm* ilnun'iu . w..»iunw»ito

Mead for Achievement$

Next variable for analysis was need for achievement* 
Tables 37 and 33 preamt the relevant results. Table 37 

gives the results related to analysis of variance for this 

variable. Groups and Interaction effects wdre significant 
at *01 level of confidence. High and tow interactions were 

not significant. The results are else corroborated by 
& - table (Table-3)« Mcne of these four & - values 

comparing high and low achievers of the four groups -was
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significant However, the treatment for the tote! sample
of high and low achievers yielded a significant ^ ~ ratio

of 3*69. these results also confirmed seme of the earlier
findings3 like* those reported even by ( McCllelard, that

beneed for achievement may not * aeeessaxlly/.eorrelated 

with academic achievement. However, there was a trend of 
high achievers scoring higher on need for achievement 

scale in most cases. Only in case of urban-iribals, the 
low achievers scored higher on need for achievement seals 

in comparison to their high achiever peers* Since none of 
these differences was significant . not much weightago 

to these results need be given.

TABLE-37*
fhx-ti f - Values and their Significance Levels for 

High and how--.- Achievers^ the A Groups and 
for the Interaction for Achievement Levels of' 1 — “ki‘“ *              — - -% mum^ww*

4 Groups of Subjects for their Scores for 
Heed for Achievements

Sources M*' (if Variance l P

High Vs low 47.04 1 47.04 1.67 MS

Groups 951,06 3 317,02 11.26 L .01

interaction 1109*98 3 369,99 13, 172 L ,01

y&thin Set 10585, 37 376 28.15
Total 12693,45 283 762*20
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TABLE-*335 t, - Values and their Significance Levels for 
the Scores Obtainediby the Different Groups 
of Subjects on the Need for Achievement Scale:****mm*m**mi’**mmmBmmt*o»*0m’**wm<*m4imr** >1at—«.«ww*mi» <***■.

Groups K% x2 #r~~ •kA
IWT-HA K UNT-LA 22.52 22.42 5.25 5.46 1.74 NS

flMT-HA x flNT-,IA 20.04 18.37 4.61 4.26 1*83 NS
UT-HA % UT-EA 18.3 18.69 4.22 5.39 0.34 m
RT—HA x HT--..LA 22# 17 20.60 5.62 6.78 1.15 m
Urban x Rural 20.40 20.30 5.08 5.32 0. 188 m
All 4 Groups 22.42 2D* 39 5,52 5 .25 3,69 Z.01
Combined

f&sk Takings

Next variable taken for analysis was level of the
♦Risk Taking* among the respondents. Tables 39 and 40

present the results related to n-iGVA and %, - analyse'©*
Only one effect for interaction was significant at ,01

level of significance t-table indicated several levels

st interactions between high and low - achievers of
andthree groins* Bui, none of the high -iZlovv achievers* 

comparison was significant. But, in case of urban nen- 

tiibal high achievers* it was found that they were signi

ficantly greater risk takers. That means, we cannot say 

that there was any definite trend in risk-taking bsha-
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viour for either high —» or low- achievers* Only simi- 
flc ant t - values vsere obtained for urban rural diffe

rences and for the total samp la ©f high-, and Xqvv- 

achievers* all groups combined. In short, it appears that 

habitation is more import ax t factor in risk taking beha
viour than academic achievement* The assumption is also 

confirmed by only one significant F - value for inter

action effect*

TABLE--39s ,H~ Values . and„thelr__Sl^nifloanee l&veisjfor 
liigh and Low * /shiever&s the 4 Groups and
for the Interaction for.Achievement Levels of
the 4 Groups of Subjects for the!r Scores on 
Msk taking Scales

Sources Ss & Variance £ E

High vs Lew 19*58 1 19.58 *.335 NS
Groups 253.872 3 84* 624 1*449 MS
Interaction 580.752 3 193*534 3.315 L .03

Within Set 21952*893 376 53*39

Total 22307,102 333 356.178
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TABLE-40s t - Values and itieir Significance levels for 
the Scores Obtained fey the Different Groups 
of Subjects m the Risk taking Scale:»—mf wTfi.n.qw'Mft «"»»»». wwnwiymimwi mm mm i>n >wi^jta*aw><>T •!*••* ■

Groups 4 ** V «r'
& p

tNt-HA X UHT-'EA £9,42 #*27 9,09 . 5,30 2. 10 -/• 01

MT-HA X FNT-IA SB, 77 26.90 5,49 11.75 1.00 NS
IIT-HA x UT-fA 26,10 25.65 5,03 6.39 .36 NS
RT—HA x RT— Li 27*06 26,79 8*09 6.10 , 105 NS
Urban r. Rural 26*86 23,03 6,63 7,88 2,65 4.01
All 4 G roues 
Combined

29*42 27. 12 7,66 9.09 2.674 /,©1

Academic Achieveroant Orientation:**>-**» ct><Mo»« nV-a-ij—•* *m»*fc «*»««■ ■ *■**•*> wmmtwmww •*•** *» ««f*’*aw rat mi mmioait

Ihe next set of analyses was concerned with data
orientation.

related to variable of academic achievement/,. Results have 

been presented in Tables 41 and 42, In Table 41* 

results of analysis of variance have been presented. Hie re 

were two significant jr - values for groups and for inter™ 

action effects* £ - value for high-, Vs lew - achievers 
was not significant* This result was further corroborated 

toy i, - tests, Mono of these four comparisons between high-, 
and low achievers of the four groups was significant* 

However, mean values of high achievers and those of tho 
low achievers were significantly different (£ * 5. SB,
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£ «l, .05), 2h all cases of high*, ana low achievers, Including 

that of the total sample, the high achievers had the tendency to 
score high on academic orientation, That means, one can tenta
tively conclude that high academic orientation leads to high 
academic achievement. For the differences in the results obtained 

for group differences and those for the entire sample differences, 
one may say that non-significant results obtained for the different 
groups might be because of the smaller sample involved*- When it 

came to bigger sample of the total group, the difference obtained 

were found to be statistically significant,

Same logic might be applicable in the case of urban-rural 

differences, la this case also sample involved was large and ,£ - 
ratio (2*25) was significant at *05 level of confidence. The urban 

students had higher academic ostentation than the rural students.

TABlg-4is JE-Values and .their significance levels for High-, and 
low- Achievers, The 4 Groups arid for the interaction 
for Achievement Levels of 4 Groups of Subjects for theirn« TrrnnfjiiKr Jrt>—*i,L“-1ifi>TTTri'--tiiinirimmiTrft"1Tni i—mien—ni ■ -t

§003vgs.ycge^t _Q;ct cntatipn:
■w,»^iimhi»w>w

Sources Ss df_ Variance :E
High Vs low 13,44 f 13,44 .47 NS
Groups 620.93 3 206*90 7,37 l .01
Interaction 503,5? 3 167.86 5,98 1# .01
ifithin Set K2S5&2&L.....376.. ...... .23,07,..
Total 11691,70 383 416,35
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& %jt W&&S end VtsdLs Significance t&v&ls for»n*;»i»i—ifK wwMXWfli'm wh Ji»~iii|iBmi»iiinw m m ■»imn r«i

the Seost® Gbiained by the different Groups
fWT-‘rriniiiinti<Hi;TYiiit"‘ r*- rmjTVri —in——r^^-rnnurtT ni r tii'njrirrf

drientattcn scales

Groups *1 *2 i- §

UHT-HA % UNT-ift 33*69 3U71 4.57 3,87 1*14 MOU»5>
RMT~iJA X m^lA '30*88 35*40 3.94 8*74 >61 HS

UMA x UTwU X*39 29*99 4*51 4*84 *56. m

ET41A si R1WM 30*11 28*60 5*30 5*26,, 1*40 ?4S

Urban x Sural 31*1? 29*99 4*25 5*81 2,25 £.05

ah 4 Groups 
Combined

32*69 3.58 5*37 4*27 8,285 Z*01

Peer-Affiliation Orientations

Ccajpayiscn of the levels of pee r** af £i li at Ion orienta

tion and academic achievement was picked qp for the ne::t 

set of analyses* Tables 43 and 44 present the relevait 

results, £ « values .presented In Table 43 show tm signi
ficant results for groups end for the Interaction effects. 

Both of these significant values mv& significant at *03 
level* High Vs low effect ms not significant. Similar 
results were obtained for four coKsp&risons between high-, 
and low achievers of different groups* All %,» ratios 
were ®oj^eig*i.f icant. But, the j* - values for the total
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Sample of high-, and low - achievers ( |. b 3,143) and else 

for the urban and rural groups ( % = 1,98) were significant 

at / #01 and / *05 levels, respectively. Similar to that of 

theasadesnic achievement orientation, in this case also, it 

seems that bigger samples were capable of achieving 

significant results* In all cases, the low- achievers
s

obtained lower value on peer-affiliation, 1

TABLE-43s j> - Values- and their significance Levels for 

High-*- and Low- - Achievers, the 4 Groups and■J*m—imwwmjW A —mi nwwm,wwj4.. mm npdMi f

for the interaction for. Achievement levels of 

4 Groups of Subjects for their scores,on Peer* 

Affiliation Scales«r*W»»A••*«#*.*«UmS*W;»*SS'

Sources Sa«&$* rW Variance PAt t>Cm**

High Vs low 1.38 i i» 33 *043 %t r*

Groups 359*14 3 119, ? 1 3,74? L .05

Interaction 35 2# 83 '3 120*96 3,-780 Z..06

Within Set 120 |4#S5 m 31.95

Total 12738*25 383 274,00
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TABLE-445 t - Values aid their Significance Levels for«ni««aain m»ik» gjrw»nn >n IIMTHU mwwnima<«»<niBH(Rhni»imi*w —1 «ic ■ im nmi, ihnwim *whb*h» 1»***'*— —— mm •*»*»*•».

the Scores Obtained by the Different Groups■m w «n»n in in t     in     inurn mww wii miwinin n iiihwiiiiihihiiwiiiiiiw»«WiI»i v—

of Subjects on the Peer - affiliation Scale?

Groups ( A SL
2

or*
-2 % : P‘

IWT-HA s UNT-LA 30*23 29*04 5.43 5.97 1.03 MS

K‘iT-BA x FNT-IA 23. so 26*71 5.47 4.94 1*69 MS
UT-HA x U1WLA 27# 1,3 26.20 4.77 5.79 .86 MS

AT-tlA x RT-bn 27.50 26.01 6.57 5.61 1.19 rJS

Urban x Rural SB. 08 26,98 5.49 5.65 1.93 £.0 5

All 4 Groups
Combined

29* 33 27.23 5.68 5,43 3,143 Z.01

ei-Mimm—M-nrHm ......................................■»*;.■ I'WKMflfci ifcfr, I,UK i

Non-Conforraiiy Orientationsmi ■■ffm 'Wlw —TUMI Ml —I If niwriiWMI Wf*«xw»aiwi >■»«* m» mq

Tables 45 and 46 present the result related to non
conformity anong the samples and its relationship with 
their levels of academic achievements, /ill the three F - 

values related to high Vs. Lew achievers, for group effects 

aid for interaction affects, were found to be significant.
- values for the comparison between high-, and low 

achievers of the four groups yielded only one significant 
result between rural non-tribal high achievers and rural 
non-tribai low achievors (& ss.2»25$ &> = £ *05)* Mean,- 

differences between total sample of high and low achievers, 
taken all groups together, was also significant (£ « 2*63) 

at *01 level of confidence. In all cases, the high achie-
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vers scored higher on pon-conformity scale* That is, they 
tended to be more non-confonaist in comparison to the low 
achievers* However, such a conclusion can be more defi
nitely be said in case of rural non-trifeal and the total 
sample only because all other J; - values were non-signi
ficant.

Comparison between the urban end rural population 
Indicated that fee rural saiiple was signifies mtly more 
non-conf oxtsi ty oriented fean the urban group {£ » 3*949t 
p ss I, *01). This is m interesting result in view of our 
expectation feat the rural population should have been 
more conformity oriented than the urban group* This result 
indicates an interesting question? is it that those rural 
children who are exposed to education tend to became more 
ncn-confosiiist than fee urban school children ? In other 
words, could it be that education in the rural areas, 
that is,to the first general!en students,leads to greater 
reaction against the established norms* These are very 
interesting possibilities indicated by the present results 
and deserves separate, much more intensive inquiry.
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TABLE-45S £ - Values and their Significance Levels for High- 
and low- .Achievers, the 4 Groups and for the 
interaction for Achievement Levels of 4, Groups of 
Subjects for their Scores for Mon-conformity 
Qrien t at ion Dimension:

Sources Ss M Variance £ Pvm

High Vs. low 924.8 3 1 224,83 5.342 i. os

Groups 868,43 3 289.48 6.87S £.01

Interaction 905,76 ,3 301.92 7. 173 Z.01

Within Set 15826,61 m 42,09

Total 17825.63 383 853.32

TAB LB-461 =t "• Values and their Significance Levels for the
Scores Obtained by the Different Groups of SubjectsnWT»li.yji*M«M^—« fH»l fit — 11||| III ■ I—[■ ■ IIMI — WW—111 HO HIM— M llW — !»■ IHI H| l|l»WHill Hp I. If I»M

on the Hon-confcnaity Orientation Scalesm* 0 «*«•»>«, >%.. if* ■—■Vffaa Amu# K| WwhwH WWwatl —■

Groups
9mm'-
*1 Va2 *T K & E

UMT-HA x UNT-LA 17.60 15.94 5.48 8.63 1.12 NS
RNT-HA x RNT-LA 19,94 17,71 V# |V 4# 55 2.25 1.05
UT-HA x UT-LA 16,41 15,33 4. 52 5. 84 1.01 NS
KT-HA x ST-LA 19.40 18.25 7.80 6,36 .793 NS
Urban x Rural 16.32 18,83 6,12 6.48 3, 904 £.01

All 4 Groups 
Combined

17. 57 15,94 6i'60 5,48 2.63 £.01

/



Independence-orientation was measured and it 
was related to the high-, and low~ academie achievers
of various groups. These results have been presented in 
Tables 4? and 48, £ - Values presented in Table 4? indi
cated two significant effects for grows and interactions 
Both of these value were significant at ,01 level of 
confidence. The £ •* value for hi<$i vs. low achievement 
interaction was not significant, Jj, - analysis for compa
rison of various groups did not yield any significant 
value..,; However# again# the total sanple of high-, and 
low- aehie vers, cabining all groups together, yielded 
significant results.. In all cases, the high achievers 
had a tendency to score higher (than the low achievers) 
on independence orientation, Urban students were sign!- 
ilcmtly more independence oriented than the rural groups 
If one compares those results with those obtained for non
conformity orientation (Tables 45 and 46), they make 
sense. On a general ass umptien, inde pert dene © orientation 
and non-ccnforrity orientation should go together. Here, 
(also^ we find that the high achievers of all groups had 
a tendency t© score higher (than low achievers) on 
independence orientation as wall as on mm-confacnity 
orientation scales# This consistency in the two results 
is logical also,
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TABLE-47s F « Valuas and their Significance levelsy^wTHTii'iiir i iin i ii m< uni-nrtn>, m, iti.imh mm   »nm ,-wnTf nyi m> <n trn mrrni ii n. h— m r 1 —i — , >«

fox- Hlffh-* and Achievers* the 4
Grouos and for the Interaction for‘ if n*miM !><■ Mnari ~i nin in iwia h1! -- > — -■

tehi_eye»entt ^ levels.of,.,4MGroups,of ; Subjects
for their Scores for Independence Crienta- 
tion s

*iWirii»l"—» HlWugiiUrtHI.*ttr Wlj <wt»>.n .ndpummu

Sources Ss _ 1 M. Variance F ;p.

High Vs Low ' .. 14.61 1 14,61 ,4896 MS

Groups 888.60 3 296,20 9.926 Z.oi
lr\iers.c(ior\ 623.10 3 2)7.70 6,960 L 01
iti thin-.Set 1 i21S.26 376 29,84

Total 12744,57 333 548,35

TASLB-48s t - Values and their Significance Levels for 
the Scores Obtained by the Different Groups.

»n^Is— »*■ '»»w^atmON'twr «N,ms»**»‘«"MK»»80iBi»<w>«‘i*'i«waj»4Mr»»iWm i w*»»♦*»«—«>"—irw**m

of Subjects on the independence Orientation■ >nri ««n>—iniiiaipuTiVit["'iiiTii —*—>iiji mu >iM iim ijriimmuy <f>wi “Tmm "rii «inn»~»i wytn >i—-*~hbh~i»*1 u yf-mirri—r —t '"* *

Scalei

Groups *2 < «T. £ E

IKT-HA x INT-tA 23,65 ■ra
VI 4.72 4. IS .3? IS

EMT-HA x BUT- LA, 57,69 26* 17 4.44 4.91 1,49 MS
UT-HA X UT~"IA 28. 12 26, ©7 5.12 A ^V § w%** 1,06 MS
RT-I'lA x EttVLA 26.60 24,52 6,63 6. 31 1.6 MS
Urban x Rural 27.99 26,52 5,09 5.57 3,25 Z»o 1

AH 4 Groups 
Combined

27.11 25.65 5.53 4.72 3,08 Z.01
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m muoonriBLATiori sj .ft? atpxces

7m levels of analyses of results have been presented
above* They dealt with the demographic variables (X2 *

test©) aid psychological variables for their interaction
effects (Analysis of variances)* lk>wt in the following
pages, the interrelationships (correlations) between

variables are examined* They have been dene, again, at
two levels* l Partial Correlations and Pearson1 s Corre- 

. (i)
lotions (r) between variables,/for the entire ©aspie, and 
then (ii) for the four groups, separately:

Partial Correlations between Variables 
for the Total Samples

Partial Correlations: for different variables for

the entire sainple were calculated-* They have been shorn 
in Table-49. This table indicated that only 6 (six) out 

of 11, (eleven) psychological variables yielded some sig

nificant correlations among themselves* For example, 

academic motivation was significantly and positively 
correlated with- academic orientation and peer affiliation. 

It was negatively and significantly correlated with non- 
conformity* Similarly, confidence of -judgement was signi

ficantly, but negatively, correlated with Interaction
orientation »but was positively and significantly cos-re

orientation,
lated with ncn-con for mi ty and independence,/ Self orients-



tlon was significantly9 but negatively, correlated with 
task orf.cntation and interaction orientation. Interes
tingly, this variable gave mostly negative correlations. 
Task orientation was again significantly but negatively 
correlated with only one variable, that is, interaction 
orientation, Academic orientation yielded very low but
positively significant correlations with peer affilia-

orientation.
tlon and independence^ As mentioned above* it was also
significantly correlated with academic motivation. *;eer
affiliation was significantly aid positively correlated

orientation,
with non-conforwity, indopendencq£ academic motivation 
and academic orientation, lion~ccnfoxrAtyt besides being 
correlated with academic- motivation, confidence of Judge
ment, and peer®affiliation* was also correlated with
independenC£T7orientation.

Meed for achievement and risk taking were two 
variables which wars not correlated with any of the 
psychological variables..
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Table 50 presents results of Partial Correlation 
treatments for interrelationships of demographic vari
ables. Inter-correlations for all the demographic vari
ables (among themselves) were worked out. Tribal Vs iton- 
trib&l, treated as variable# was significantly and posi
tively correlated with social status and fathers occupa
tion, It was# however# significantly# but negatively 
correlated with academic status aid father’s education. 
Academic status, on the other hand, was just correlated 
with father’s occupation and number of siblings in the 
family. Social status was negatively correlated with 
monthly income and father’s occupation, but was posi
tively correlated with caste# This is a bit contradic
tory result and might have secured because the respon
dents# perhaps# viewed the social status in terms ©f 
caste hierarchy rather than in terms ©f economic status 
and/or occupational hierarchy. Fathers education was 
positively and significantly correlated with monthly 
income and habitation# Ordinal position was significantly 
and positively correlated with number of sibling. ,
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Table 51 presents inieis-correlation values for 
partial correlation analyses between the demographic 
variables,or* the one hand,and the psychological vari
ables on the other# Altogether eleven (H) demographic 
variables and ten (10) psychological variables were 

used in the study* Results are not very encouraging.
Out of 110 correlation values,only five (5) were 
significantly correlated. Sampling, that is, the grou
pings itself was treated as a variable and this was 
significantly and positively correlated with need for 
achievement. Incident!'/, it may be pointed out that
need for achievement yielded only one significant

the
correlation and that was the variable of^sasple itself, 
That may, perhaps, mean that further analysis may indi
cate the different groups varying in their levels of 
need for ■achievement.

Monthly income was another variable which was 
significantly ,fcut negatively correlated with task- 
orientation and interaction orientation.

Tribal Vs non-tribal categorisation, treated as 
variable, was significantly correlated with non-confor- 
siiy „orien tation.
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Ordinal position of the respondents significantly 
and positively correlated with confidence of judgement. 

Habitation was negatively, but significantly correlated 

with academic motivation.

Inter-correlation co-efficients between all vari

ables were calculated for the total sample. The results 
haw been presented in three tables (Tables $2 to 54),,

Table 52 presents the inter-correlation values 

between demographic variables in a matrix form. As 

apparent from the Table 52# a good number of inter

relationships were found to be significant.That means, 

a good number of variables were significantly correlated 

among themselves.

Tribal 4/o non-tribe! groupings, vfoen treated as a 

variable, was found to be significantly correlated with 
as many as six (6) variables. It was significantly and 

positively correlated with social status, fathers* occu

pation, fathers* education and habitation, It was nega

tively and significantly correlated with caste. Academic 
status was significantly and positively correlated with 
only one variable of habitation ttfoile social status was 

significantly md positively correlated with tribal and 
non-tribal status and with fathers* education. It was
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significantly and negatively correlated with fathers’ 

occupation and caste* Monthly income was positively and 

significantly correlated with fathers* education and habi

tation. On the other hand, it was significantly and nega

tively correlated with caste.

Fathers' education yielded as many as seven signifi

cant correlations. Besides, being significantly and 

positively correlated with Tribal and non-tribal status, 

social status, monthly income and habitation, it was 

significantly, but negatively correlated with ordinal 

position, number of sibling . aid caste.

Ordinal position was significantly and positively 

correlated with number of siblings. Caste was negatively 

and significantly correlated with 5 variables, viz., 

tribal - non-tribal^status, social status, monthly income, 

fathers’ education and habitation.
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Co-efficients of correlations wore also worked out 
between the different psychological variables. Altogether 
fifty five (55) .Iniex- correlations were derived of which 

twenty (3)) correlations were significant (Table-53),

Academic motivation was positively and significantly 

correlated with confidence of judgement* academic orien
tation s peer-affiliation and independence. Independence
was positively snd significantly correlated with (besides 
b^r-n^ correlq-te.4 With

^academic motivation) confidence of judgement* academic 

orientation* peor-offiliation and non-conformity, Non
conformity was positively and significantly correlated 
(besides independence) with confidence of judgement, 

interaction-orientation and peer-affiliation. Self-orien
tation gave negative correlations with all cases. However?

lAfere
only three significant correlations ^obtained for task- 
orientation <> interaction-orientation and need for achieve
ment, Task-orientution was positively correlated wife two 

variables of need for -achievement and academic orientation. 
It was significantly and negatively correlated wife inter
action orientation and non-conformity. Academic orienta

tion was significantly and positively correlated with the 
four variables of academic motivation, task-orientation 
peer-affiliation and independence. Peer-affiliation was 

also significantly correlated with academic motivation. 
Confidence of judgment was significantly correlated with 
academic motivation, non-conformity and independence. It
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was found to bo negatively correlated wiih Interaction 
orientation. Risk«*fcaking was not correlated with any of the 
psychological variables.

In the next step, correlation co-efficients were 
worked out between demographic variables, on the one hand, 
and psychological variables on the other* The results are 
not very encouraging (Table 54), Out of ninty-nine (99), 
only fifteen (15) values were significant, ihe largest 
number (5) of significant correlations were obtained in 
case of habitation. Two psychological variables of task- 
orientation and interaction-orientation yielded three 
significant correlations i!±Q) each.

Confidence of judgement was significantly aid posi
tively correlated with ordinal position only. Similarly# 
seif-orientation was also significantly, but negatively 
correlated with habitation. Task-orientation was signifi
cantly and positively correlated with academic status, 
monthly income and habitation.

Interaction orientation was significantly, but nega
tively correlated with monthly incase, father’s education 
and habitation.
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Academic orientation was significantly and positively 

correlated with monthly income and habitation,

Peer affiliation was significantly, but negatively 

correlated with ordinal position and number of siblings,

Non-conformity* again,was negatively correlated with 

academic status and habitation. Independence was nega
tively correlated with cast©,

In terms of demographic variables maximum number 
(5) of significant correlations were obtained in-case of 

habitation. If is followed- by monthly income giving three 

significant correlations, Academic status and ordinal 
position* each,yielded two significant correlations. 

Father’s education* number of siblings and caste, each 

gave three significant correlations,

in the following section, correlational analysis 
for demographic variables and psychological variables for 
the four groups, vis*, ur ban-non-1 ri ha Is 9 urban-tad foals, 
rural nen-tribals and rural-tribala, have been presented.

Table 55 presents the intes-correlation values for 
demographic variables among themselves for the urban-non- 
tribal group.
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Academic status gave cmiy one significant positive 
correlation with father*s occupation*

Social status was significantly and negatively 
correlated with monthly income, father’s occupation 
and father’s education* It had no positive significant 
correlation*

Monthly income was significantly and positively 
correlated vdth father’s occupation, faHier’s education 
and habitation. No negative correlation was obtained.

Father’s occupation yielded maximum number of 
significant correlations* It was significantly and 
positively correlated with father’s education, ordinal 
position, monthly income and aeadeolc status. It was 
significantly and negatively correlated with social 
status.

Father’s education was (other than its significant 
correlation with monthly income and father’s occupation, 
mentioned above) significantly correlated with habita
tion* As already mentioned, it obtained significant 
negative correlation with social status*

Ordinal position was significantly and positively 
correlated with two variables of father’s occupation
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aid number of sibling,,;

cast© yielded only one significant but negative 
correlation with habitation*

It has already been mentioned that three (3) sig~ 

nlfleant correlations were obtained fox the variables 

of caste and habitation. They were* monthly income, 
father* s education and caste.

Table " 56 presents the correlation values between 
different psychological variables fox urban non-tribal, 

grpupe -

-Academic motivation was significantly and posi
tively correlated with academic orientation and peer- 
affiliation orientation* It had no negative correla

tion with any variable*

Self«orien taiion had only cne significant but 
negative correlation with task orientation.

Task orientation gave two significant tut nega
tive correlations with self orientation and inter
action orientation. One positively significant corre
lation with need for achievement was obtained.
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Interaction orientation gave only two significant, 

but negative correlations with self-orientation and sis fe
ta king*

Need for achievement was positively and signifi
cantly correlated with task-orientation and risk-taking* 

On the other hand, risk-taking was significantly and 
negatively correlated with academic orientation and 

interaction orientation.

Academic orientation was significantly aid posi
tively correlated with acadecdc motivation aid peer- 
affiliation*

Peer affiliation was significantly and positively 

correlated with three variables, namely, academic moti
vation, academic orientation and independence*

Ncne-conformity was significantly and positively 

correlated with independence.

Independence was significantly and positively 
correlated with only peer«affiliation.
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Table [ 57 presents inter-correlation values 

between demographic variables, on the one hand, and 
the psychological variables ©nihe other,for the'urban 
non^tribal group. Results are again not very encoura
ging* Only nine correlations were found to be signifi
es t* Maximum number of correlations were obtained in 

case of acodexaM status.

Academic status was positively and significantly 

correlated with confidence of judgement, self-orien
tation, task-orientation, risk-taking and independence*. 
It was significantly, but negatively correlated with 
interaction orientation*

Habitation was positively and significantly
(ori)

correlated with independences, but was negatively 

correlated with non-conformity.

Host of the variables, like social status (SES), 

monthly income, father’s occupation and education, 
ordinal position, number of sibling and caste did 

not yield any significant correlation.

Table ;58 presents the results related to inter
relationships between different demographic variable© 

for the rural non-tribal groups*
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Tribal and non-tribal status of the respondents 
was taken as C variables and their correlations with 
different variables were worked out. Only one negatively 
significant correlation was obtained with caste.

Academic status was significantly and positively 
correlated with monthly income, father*s education and 
habitation.

Social status was positively and significantly 
correlated with monthly income and father*s education.
It was negatively, but significantly/ correlated with 
father* s occupation only*

Monthly income was significantly and positively 
correlated with only father’s education and was nega
tively and significantly correlated with father's 
occupation*

Father's occupation was positively and signifi
cantly correlated only with father's education*

Father1© education gave only one significant 
correlation, it was positively correlated with habita
tion*
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Ordinal position was si <^si£ic an tly and positively 
correlated with number of siblings only. No negative 
correlation was obtained.

Table ,59 presents the correlation values rela
ted to intojo-corralaticn between different psycholo
gical variables for rural non-iribal group.

Academic motivation was significantly end posi
tively correlated with confidence of judgement, self- 

»orientation and peer- aff‘111 a ti on * It was negatively 
and significantly correlated with ris 15-talcing.

Confidence of judgement was significantly and 
negatively correlated with only one variable of 
interaction orientation. No positive correlation was 
obtained,

Self-orientation gave one significant positive 
correlation with pear^affiliation orientation. It gave 
two \2) negatively significant correlations with task- 
orientation and interaction-orientation,

faak-orientation was only negatively and signifi
cantly correlated with interaction orientation and 
peex-affiliation orientation. It had no positive corre
lation with any other variable.
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Heed for achievement was positively and signifl-
achievement

canily correlated with ac ademic/.oxientation only* It 
gave no negative correlation with any variable.

Both academic orientation aid peer affiliation 
orientation were positively and significantly corre
lated with independence only. They did not yield any 
negative correlation*

i

Table ^ 60 presents the correlation value related 
to into !>;<c or re lation s between demographic variables, 
on the ©no hand, aid psychological variables on th© 
©tier, as It appeared for rural nors-tribai group,

Tribal and nonptribal status of the respondents 
was taken as a variable and its correlation with diffe
rent variables were worked cut* One significant aid 
positive correlation was obtained with interaction 
Orientation* One negative and significant correlation 
was also obtained with variable of ^elf-orientation.

Father’s education, gave two \2) significant but 
negative correlations with pedvaffiliailon and non
conform! tyg orient at ion.

Ordinal position gave one positive and one nega
tive significant correlations. It was positively and
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significantly correlated with risk taking and was 
negatively correlated with pear*"affiliation.

/ariabl© of habitation gave only on© negative 
significant correlation with academic motivation*

170

table ..,6l presents the intercorrelation values
thefor demographic variables among themselves £023!rural 

no.n~t*ifoal group.

/'Caderaic status was found to be significantly 
and positively correlated with monthly income-and 
father's education, It had no signifiest negative 
correlatim*-

Soelax status was significantly and positively 
correlated with the variable of caste. It had no 
significant negative correlation with any variable,

Monthly income was significantly and positively 
correlated with father*® education, ordinal position, 
number of sibling, academic status and habitation. 
There was no negative significant! correlation.

Father's occt^>aticn was significantly and nega
tively correlated with only one variable of father’s 
education.
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Father's education was significantly and posi
tively correlated with academic status and monthly 
income* It had me significant negative correlation 
with father* s occupation*

Ordinal position was significantly and positively 
correlated .with number of sibling'! and monthly income,

dumber of sibling)) yielded no significant 
correlation#

Table \ -62 presents the correlation values related 
to inter-correlations between different psychological 
variables for the urban tribal group#

Academic motivation was significantly a id posi
tively correlated with academic orientation and peer- 
affiliation# It had no significant negative correlation 
with any variable*

Confidence of judgement was significantly and
positively correlated with peer-affiliation, non

orientation.conformity, and independence/. It had no significant 
negative correlation with any variable.

Self-osimtation was significantly aid positively 
correlated with risk taking and non*-cenf©£miiy orients-
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tion. It teas also significantly and negatively corre
lated with task-orientation9 academic orientation and 
independence -orientation.

Task-orientation was significantly and negatively 
correlated with interaction orientation, rlsfe. taking,&
ncn-confoitaiiy.- cqrienfatxdn.___ ~ >-Xt was signifi-
cantly and positively correlated with academic achieve
ment orientation.

Weed for achievement was significantly and posi
tively correlated mt-b pear-affiliation orientation.
It had significant and negative correlation with non
conformity.

Academic orientation was significantly and posi
tively correlated mth peer-affiliation, academic 
motivation End task-orientation* As already mentioned, 
it had significant negative correlation with self
orientation*

Peer affiliation was significantly and positively 
correlated with independence orientation >academic 
motivation, confidence of judgement, need for achieve
ment and academic orientation.
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Tafoi® ' 63 presents the corxeiation values 

related to Inter-correlations between demographic 

variables, on the me hand, and psychological variables 

on the other, for the urban tribal group.

Aiademlc status was significantly and positively 

correlated vs.th t asl;-orientaticiy: and need for achieve
ment. It was significantly -md negatively correlated

with soll'«osion tation and interaction orlsn tatlon.

Monthly income was significantly and negatively 

correlated with only interaction' orientation* It had 

no significant positive correlation with any variable.

Father’s occupation yielded only me significant 

but negative correlation with academic motivation.

Similarly, the variable of number of sibling? 

was also significantly end negatively correlated with 

only cn© variable of interaction orientation.

Caste, as a variable, besides being positively 
and significantly correlated with tasb^orientatioo, 
was also negatively aid significantly correlated with 

self-ori en t ati on.



A
ss

 Sa
np

le
, Bk

 T
rib

al
 Vs 

M
on

-tr
ib

al
, C=

r A
ca

de
m

ic
 sta

tu
s, D

=s
 S

oc
ia

l st
at

us
, E=

 /.t
on

al
ly

 inc
om

e.
 

Fa
 Fa

th
er

's o
cc

up
at

io
n,

 Gs 
Fa

th
er

’s
 ed

uc
at

io
n,

 H=
 O

rd
in

al
 po

si
tio

n,
 1« 

N
um

be
r o

f si
bl

in
gs

. 
C

ag
to

, K»
 H

ab
ita

tio
n.

M
as

 Ac
ad

em
ic

 m
ot

iv
at

io
n,

 0=
 C

on
fid

en
ce

 of
 jud

ge
m

en
t, P

» S
el

f-
or

ie
nt

at
io

n,
 <&= 

Ta
sk

-o
rie

nt
at

io
n,

 
In

te
ra

ct
io

n -
or

ie
nt

at
io

n,
 s_, 

N
ee

d f
or

 ac
hi

ev
em

en
t, T—

 R
is

 k t
ak

in
g,

 U=
 Ac

ad
em

ic
 ac

hi
 e 

ve
m

cs
i t -

 
or

ie
nt

at
io

n,
 Vss 

Pe
er

 af
fil

ia
tio

n,
 Non-con

fo
rm

ity
 or

ie
nt

at
io

n,
 X«r

 In
de

pe
nd

en
ce

 -o
rie

nt
at

io
n.

* a
 ®

Z
 .o

s?
 ** a

 = 
Z

 .o
t

in
•

f-
•
1

«r
V—
*f

re
©

» •1
O
•

re
©
o
•t

*0
*■*

«i

.1
5

os
ft—
*I

•Q-
ft—
i*

■tf
o

*

*
c*
t*

*

CM
©

#

©
o
©

ft
«—
©

#i
©

re
©

> CM
o
t 1

©
p

1
0

1

re
o

re
©

©
©

re
©
l

CM

i

D «
0
*1

re
0
*1

’ll*
0
•1

CM
©
•

0 
© 
©

«1

m
©

8

ft—
0

«1

©>
©
•

o
ft

v-*
0
*1

"S*
0
.1

re
©
*

0
r-
•1

«-
©
1

<e-O
• •

©
*

re
o
•

o 
—■
•

*3-
o

#
v»
at ,r»

•«

S
•

CO
©
!

©
©
•

*?
©

*

CM

1

e:
«&
a

•1

o
o

*

$
s

i
€0

*1
ft—
ti

€i
©

*1

Ut
■ft—CM
•8

fe*
©

5

* ^ 
reCM S

* 2
1

a
❖
ft
•

o
. •

©
♦

©
•fr

♦

r*
O
o

%

©
©

*

♦

* I

•

Q«

❖
»

i*
**
•1

re
©
■*

re
o

«

CM
©

ft8

<*>
v-
* •

%
CM

ftt

*
Si

•1

O re
a«i

©ft—
1*

<-
o•

CO
*•*

«8

*0
•

CM
©

re
o
*

t—
©
•

re
©
.i

e»-#
"«fr
o
•

©
0

ft
1

5*
o
*

st
CM
CM
•t

re
©

ft
tf)
©

S

-St
©'
•

<*?
*«* <7-*«P»*

#1

o G U4 a, o 32

re
nt

TA
B

LE
-;,

 _y
 63

s C
or

re
la

tio
n (v

) va
lu

es
 Be

tw
ee

n .
 D

iff
gr

Z 
D

em
og

ra
ph

ic
 Va

ria
bl

es
 an

d 
Ps

yc
ho

lo
gi

ca
l V

ar
ia

bl
es

 fo
r U

rb
an

 Tr
ib

al
 Gr

ou
p (N

as
St

e)
:



177

Habitation was significantly and positively 

correlated with task-orientation only* It was 
significantly ,but negatively correlated with ^ 

self-orientation and interaction orientation*

Table 64 presents the inter-correlation values 

for dosogragiic variables among themselves for the 

rural-tribal group* In case of doniografhic variables, 

very few significant correlations were obtained.

•Academic status was found to be significantly and 

negatively correlated with social status* It had no 
significant negative correlation with any other 

variable*

Similarly* sooth!/ income was significantly and 
positively correlated with father*s education aid 
social status (SES)*

Likewise* father's cccipaticn gave only one gig» 

nificant, but negative correlation with father's educa

tion, It had no significant positive correlation with 

any variable*

Ho other significant correlation for any variable

was obtained.
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Table 65 presents the results related to inter- 
correlations between different psychological variables 
for the rural tribal group,

Academic motivation was significantly and posi
tively correlated with academic orientation* task- 
orientation, peer affiliation orientation, indepen
dence orientation, and confidence of judgement. It 
had significant negative correlation with self-orien
tation only.

Confidence of judgement was significantly and 
positively correlated with academic motivation, 
independence orientation, need for achievement risk- 
taking and non-conformity orientation. It had no 
significant negative correlation with my variable.

Self-orientation, was significantly ®d nega
tively correlated with academic motivation, inter
action orientation and risk-taking. It had no signi
ficant positive correlation with any variable.

Task-oxlentation was highly (significantly,, and 
positively)correlated with risk-taking, academic 
motivation, academic achievement orientation, self
orientation and peer-affiliation orientation. It had
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negatlv# with intifaetien $Meritati@»

mM*

I&tftxa&t&cfti calentailOFi gam en% f&ft significant 

.positive eoxi^latioe r«4th fkarv^onf-Ofisity orientation* As 
isla^aci*/ mentioned above* it &m negatively ce?related with

KM £o* achiavanssit also gave fc» significant; positive 

correlations with nspwcpn faulty oclentatlcrn and* as man Monad 

above* with confidence of J&tgsmmvt* It had no significant 

negative certainties wiMt ether vsgd.sbj**'

Acedeale was si^ifisssitiy end p©slfcl«&iy
Sasx&Aaftotil with p*©s«3ffiiisties scadesfte
miiv&Mmv and Independence cjsontaticiu It

had m significant negative correlation with my variable*

Pge^afftnation orientation gav® significant positive 

co-rsoisti&fts with n&%*eonf o salty and independence and also*
&5 2:r;cntior»ed esisll*ssr|-. with aoede&ic motivation ant! task- 

S^&itaMten* Mb negative significant correlation was obtained,.



182

Non-conformity orientation was significantly 
sad positively correlated with independence orleata
il on, confidence of judgement* interneiron-orienta
tion, need for achievement and peer-affiliation, No 
significant negative correlation was obtained.

Table . -.66 preset the correlation values bet
ween demographic variables on the one hand, and 
psychological variable on the other for the rural 
tribal group*

Social status was significantly and negatively 
correlated with need for achievement. It had no sig
nificant positive correlation with any variable.

Monthly Income also gave only mo significant 
negative correlation with interaeticn-oriontntion.
It had no significant positive correlation with any 
variable,

'Father* s occupation was fomd to be signifi
cantly and positively correlated with need for 
achievements only. It gave no significant negative 
correlation with any variable.

Ordinal position gave two highly significant 
and positive correlations with confidence of judge-
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mmt and interaction-©xientation. It had no negative 
significant correlation with any variable.

Number of sibling, as a variable, was signifi
cantly and negatively correlated with need for achieve
ment only. It, had no significant positive correlation 
silth any other variable.

T© sum up, results hove been presented in a
thedefinite sequence First, the characteristic of/sariple 

were presented. It was followed by analysis, of rela
tionship between demographic variables and academic 
achievement. None of the demographic variables could 
differentiate the high achievers from the low achievers* 
/halysis of variance (/$5OV/\S} were worked out to diffe
rentiate between high achievers and low achievers in 
terras of interaction effects for the four groups of 
Tribal-urban, Tribal-rural, Mon-tribal-Urban and Mon- 
tribal rural subjects for each of psychological varia
bles* %, - testsiv©re also run to differentiate between 
individual groups*. Correlations between' different 
variables, for each of the four groups of respondents, 
were separately done* All the above results were 
presented in tabular forms and the results have been 
explained in language as well.


