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{Abstract)

It is one of the most well-recognized facts that the improvement of educational practices is
closely tied with the possibility of innovation in educational evaluation itself and the evaluation
of improvements in student ability is one of the most important subjects in education.

The first major problem for the future of education is to find ways and means of multiplying
the measurable dimensions of academic achievement. Though there have been many attempts to
measure student achievement, to diagnose learning difficulties and to verify affecting variables
of student achievement, they have not been as fruitful as one might expect.

Therefore, it is necessary that academic achievement, representing a highly specialized knowl-
edge and higher mental abilities, is measured by affective traits.

Purposes of the study

Two major purposes were identified for the present study,
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1> To verify the correlation between the score of achievement test and self-concept, perceptual
orientation.

2) To verify the correlation between the score of achievement test and the grade point average
(G.P.A.) at the college.

Methods

Among the instruments used in this study, an achievement test, standardized “Self Concept
Inventory” and “Perceptual Orientation Scale” were used by the researchers.

The subjects of this study were 190 students enrolled in “School and Community” courses of
Yonsei University during the first academic semester, 1979.

The procedures arc as fol lows: the collecting of data on the achievement and psychological tests,

and the treatment of the data by analyvsing them according to simple correlation, t-test, and
analysis of variances.

Major findings

1) The variables on the self concept and perceptual orientation were not related with the
achievement test. But, the perception of other person as a sub-factor of “Perceptual Orientation
Scale” proved statistically significant in females(1% level).

2) Generally, correlation between the score on the achievement test and the G.T. A.
(.62). But correlation between the G.P.A.’s of freshmen and sophomores was high{17
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