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SCALES, MANDERLINE WILLIS. The Relationship of Membership in Fraterni­
ties and Sororities and Academic Achievement in Four Historically Black 
Colleges in North Carolina, 1974-1979. (1982) Directed by: Dr. Joseph 
Bryson. Pp. 141. 

It was the purpose of this study to investigate the comparative 

relationship between members and nonmembers of fraternities and soror­

ities in academic achievement at four historically black schools in North 

Carolina during the period 1974-1979. It was hypothesized that no signi­

ficant relationship exists between students participating in fraternities 

and sororities and those not participating, in terms of academic achieve­

ment. It was also hypothesized that no significant difference exists 

between members and nonmembers in academic achievement as measured by 

the attainment or nonattainment of honors at graduation. Thirdly, it 

was hypothesized that no significant difference exists between members 

and nonmembers when the grade point average two years after matriculation 

was controlled. 

The subjects were 641 members and 376 nonmembers of fraternities 

and sororities. All of the nonmember subjects were randomly selected 

from the graduating classes, and the total membership of the fraternities 

and sororities was used. 

The subsidiary concern was to determine whether sex of the student, 

year of graduation, type of institutional control, institutional loca­

tion, or sex composition of the student body had an effect on academic 

achievement when combined with membership status in fraternities and 

sororities. Academic achievement was measured by a student's cumulative 

grade point average at the time of graduation. 



The data were analyzed using the Chi Square test of association and 

Multiple Analyses of Variance to test the major hypotheses and their sub­

sidiary hypotheses. The significance level was set at the .05 critical 

value. The results indicated there was no significant difference in year-

to-year variation of members and nonmembers over the four years. In the 

relationship of membership status and sex of subjects, a nonsignificant 

Chi Square was obtained. Chi Squares were significant in the tests to 

determine the relationship between (1) membership status and college type 

(2) membership status and sex composition of schools and (3) membership 

status and location of schools. The data indicated that there was no 

relationship between membership status and academic achievement. Also, 

the results indicated there was no relationship between membership status 

and achievement of honors as measured by no honors (less than 3.00), 

honors (3.00-3.50), and high honors (3.51-4.00). 
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CHAPTER I 

INTRODUCTION 

The decade of the seventies has witnessed a growing concern with 

the standards of the nation's educational institutions and the quality of 

their products. The public, concerned about the economic situation, has 

focused its attention on the educational returns of its tax dollars. 

Institutions of higher education have not escaped this scrutiny. The 

public is increasingly demanding that educators and administrators be 

made accountable for the quality of the students they graduate. Conse­

quently, educators and others concerned with education have responded by 

critically examining all aspects of institutional life. 

• particular, universities have focused on an examination of the 

impact of the University environment and on the academic achievement of 

students. Examinations of the university environment have concentrated 

on such areas as faculty and administrators' attitudes and qualifica­

tions, as well as the various student subgroups and subcultures. Although 

a number of campus programs and organizations may be expected to have an 

impact on students' academic performance, perhaps none has come under such 

close scrutiny in recent years as the traditional Greek-letter societies. 

Greek-letter societies (fraternities and sororities) have become 

well-established institutions on the American campus. Originally, it 

appears that these societies developed in response to fledgling univer­

sities' needs to house and feed their expanding student population. Beach 

has observed that early fraternities were a natural answer to universities' 
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needs to provide accommodations and other social services for their 

growing clientele.^ The fraternity movement flourished and by the mid-

twentieth century, it had become intercollegiate in character. In addi­

tion, as fraternal organizations increased and expanded into campuses all 

over the county, so did their influence on the affairs of the various 

institutions. Gradually, Greek-letter societies began to assume the role 

of initiators and instigators of change in college curriculum, structure, 

and policies. 

Presently, the universities have taken over the original role which 

was the impetus for the development of fraternities. Universities and 

colleges today provide all the services, such as accommodation, food, and 

social amenities, which were at one time provided mainly by fraternities 

and sororities. Despite this fact, Greek-letter societies remain a vital 

force on campuses as evidenced by their growth in less traditional higher 

education institutions such as two-year colleges. 

Traditional Greek societies were secret societies often governed by 

complex rules, regulations, and rituals. One of their most rigid rules 

was the exclusion of racial minorities and Jews from membership. The Pan-

Hellenic movement was a direct response to these restrictions begun by 

blacks who were students on both white and black college campuses. Eight 

black fraternities and sororities were organized in May 1930, under the 

charter of the National Pan-Hellenic Council, and at that time received 

^Mark Beach, "Change Through Student Example: The Case of the 
Fraternity Movement," Journal of College Student Personnel (March 1973): 
1 1 1 .  
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2 the designation Pan-Hellenic. The charter sororities were Alpha Kappa 

Alpha, Delta Sigma Theta, Zeta Phi Beta, and Sigma Gamma Rho; fraterni­

ties were Phi Beta Sigma, Alpha Phi Alpha, Kappa Alpha Psi, and Omega Psi 

Phi. Although essentially social in character, each fraternity and soror­

ity had and still has a constitution which emphasizes academic achieve­

ment as a prerequisite for membership. The Pan-Hellenic Council states 

its mission as commitment of students to sustained academic excellence 

and to the total black cormiunity. In addition, it is the stated purpose 

of the constitution and by-laws of each Greek-letter organization to 

assist college and university administrators in achieving not only the 

cultural and social objectives of the college, but educational ones as 

well. In this respect, they differ from traditional Greek-letter socie­

ties which appear to have had no such stated goals and objectives. 

Both types of Greek-letter organizations appear to be still viable 

and important to student life on many campuses.. Despite this fact, the 

past two decades have witnessed numerous criticisms of these societies 

and their impact on the nation's campuses. 

A great deal of the criticism has centered on the controversial 

issue of the effects of fraternity and sorority membership upon academic 

achievement. At the core of the problem is what Scott refers to as the 

Greek society's role as an "alienative student culture," a reputation, 

he suggests, which stems more from the faculty preconceptions about their 

p 
James T. Bailey, Constitution and By-Laws (Memphis, Tennessee: 

National Pan-Hellenic Council, Inc., 1972), 1. 
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alienative role than from systematic data on just what their actual role 

3 is in the total campus culture. 

George Letchworth, in his 1969 study entitled "Fraternities--Now 

and in the Future," points to the breach which exists between fraternity 

and the college environment in general. "The symptoms of this breach," 

he notes, "can be found in the two basic criticisms of fraternities: 

4 anti-intellectualism and discriminatory membership practices." Regarding 

the former, Letchworth comments: 

Over the years there has been a tendency to associate fraternities 
with low scholarship, for fraternity grade point averages are 
rarely above the all - men's averages. Although it has never been 
demonstrated that fraternities cause low averages, the association 
with low scholarship has created a concern among college adminis­
trators and parents. 

While this concern continues to manifest itself in almost every 

study dealing with the issue of the relationship between Greek-letter 

society membership and academic achievement, few modern researchers have 

found equivocal statistical support for such a position. Among those 

studies attempting to demonstrate the negative effect of Greek-letter 

society membership upon academic achievement, few are categorical in 

their conclusions and most tend to support Butler in his relatively 

early, middle-of-the-road hypothesis that a fraternity may be classified 

as either scholastically "high" or "low" achieving and that the 

3W. A. Scott, Values and Organizations (Chicago: Rand McNally and 
Co., 1965), p. 87. 

^George E. Letchworth, "Fraternities—Now and in the Future," 
Journal of College Student Personnel 10 (March 1969): 118. 

5Ibid., p. 122. 
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atmosphere of such fraternities will directly and qualitatively affect 

the results of studies based on members of organizations so defined. 

Despite the dearth of empirical evidence to support the existence 

of a relationship between membership of Greek-letter societies and aca­

demic achievement, a number of recent studies have continued to point to 

an attitudinal breach between Greek-letter societies and the academic 

w o r l d .  T h e  a n t i - i n t e l l e c t u a l  s t e r e o t y p e  a t t a c h e d  t o  f r a t e r n a l  g r o u p s  i s ,  

according to Wilder and his associates, the result of their tendencies 

toward "internal conformity, political and economic conservatism, and 

anti-humanistic philistinism equally at odds with the faculty." Citing 

Longino and Kart's 1973 review of related research, these researchers 

concluded that "Greek societies remain one of the faculty's more promi-, 

nent antagonists."'7 

The majority of the studies which have attempted to establish a 

connection have focused on the relationship between membership and aca­

demic achievement. Traditional Greek-letter societies' studies have 

based their assumptions on expectations which these organizations have 

never claimed. Few studies have attempted to approach the problem by 

examining the goals and objectives of the individual Greek-letter society. 

The present study differs from previous studies in its major focus. 

It has attempted to examine the issue of the relationship between 

^Wi11iam R. Butler, "Factors Associated with Scholastic Achieve­
ment in High and Low Achieving Fraternities," Personnel and Guidance 
Journal, October 1959, p. 141. 

7David Wilder, Arlyne Hoyt, Dennis Doren, William Hauck and Robert 
Zettle, "The Impact of Fraternity or Sorority Membership on Values and 
Attitudes," Journal of College Student Personnel 19 (1977): 445. 
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fraternity and sorority membership and academic achievement from the per-
O 

spective of a particular type of Greek-letter society: the Pan-Hellenic 

group of fraternities and sororities and its stated academic objectives. 

The Pan-Hellenic organizations have had a very special role on the his­

torically black campuses since from the outset their position has been 

different from that of their white counterparts. Each of the historically 

black fraternities and sororities being studied has lofty records of aca­

demic achievement among its membership and all carry significant scholar­

ship award programs for high school students to attend college. While 

the literature specifically related to the impact on black institutions 

is limited, each has published a history which chronicles its role in the 

educational realm. Further, the quarterly journals carry statements with 

regard to scholarly attainment. Since these groups appear, therefore, to 

emphasize academic achievement as a major mission, the researcher deter­

mined that it was more logical to examine this issue through an investi­

gation of the impact of the Pan-Hellenic groups on academic achievement. 

Traditional Greek societies did not make such claims when they were ori­

ginally established. Thus, previous research which has attempted to 

establish some kind of relationship may have been based on the erroneous 

assumption that academic achievement was a major objective of traditional 

Greek-letter societies. 

^Ronald Jackson and Ronald Winkler, "Comparison of Pledges and 
Independents," Personnel and Guidance Journal, December 1964, p. 381. 
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Conceptual Framework 

The present study was guided by empirical evidence of the existence 

of some type of relationship between membership in a fraternity or soror­

ity and academic achievement. In addition, the study was guided by the 

generally recognized principles of group behavior. In respect to this 

study, the particular argument is that which recognizes that an indivi­

dual's membership group has an important influence on the values and 

attitudes he holds. Since the Pan-Hellenic organizations emphasize 

scholarship and academic achievement, and given the fact that members 

of these groups are self-selected, the basic assumption of the study was 

that members of Pan-Hellenic organizations will differ specifically from 

nonmembers in terms of academic achievement. While this assumption is . 

contrary to the evidence in the literature on Greek-letter organizations 

in general, it must be remembered that studies which found negative rela­

tionships were conducted on traditional fraternities which differed from 

the Pan-Hellenic group in attitudes and stated commitment to academic 

excellence. 

Purposes and Objectives of Study 

The purpose of the study was to determine the effect of membership 

in Pan-Hellenic fraternities and sororities on the academic achievement 

of students. More specifically, the study sought to determine the rela­

tionship between membership in the eight Pan-Hellenic fraternities and 

sororities: Alpha Phi Alpha, Kappa Alpha Psi, Omega Psi Phi and- Phi Beta 

Sigma Fraternities and the Alpha Kappa Alpha, Delta Sigma Theta, Sigma 

Gamma Rho and Zeta Phi Beta Sororities on academic achievement at four 
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historically black institutions located in North Carolina. In addition, 

the study sought to determine the extent to which any relationship ob­

served may be affected by the following variables: (1) the type of insti­

tutional control--private or public; (2) the type of institution by the 

sex composition of the students—all female rr coeducational; (3) the 

setting-location of the institution—rural or urban; (4) year of gradua­

tion—1976, 1977, 1978, and 1979; and (5) grade point average ranges— 

2.30-2.50, 2.51-3.00, 3.01-3.50, and 3.51 and over. 

The study investigated two major questions: 

1. Is there a significant relationship between membership in a 

Pan-Hellenic fraternity or sorority and academic achievement at four 

historically black institutions? 

2. What effect would the sex of the student, the year of gradua­

tion and such institutional variables as type of institutional control, 

setting, and sex composition at the institution have on any observed 

relationship? 

General Hypotheses. 

The following general hypotheses were formulated on evi­

dence in the literature and the assumptions contained in the Conceptual 

Framework to be tested through the research: 

1. There will be significant main effects of membership in a Pan-

Hellenic fraternity and sorority on the academic achievement of students 

who graduated from four historically black institutions between 1976-1979. 

2. There will be significant main effects of sex, year of gradua­

tion, type of institutional control, setting or location of the institution, 
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and sex composition of students at the institutions on the academic 

achievement of the students who graduated from four historically black 

institutions between 1976-1979. 

3. There will be significant interactions between membership status 

in a Pan-Hellenic fraternity or sorority, sex, setting or location of 

institution, type of institutional control and sex composition of students 

at the institutions on the academic achievement of students who graduated 

from four historically black institutions between 1976-1979. 

Definitions of Terms 

The following definitions serve to facilitate understanding of this 

report. 

1. Pan-Hellenic Council is a group of fraternities and sororities 

founded by blacks for black students. These are secret national socie­

ties which require special qualifications for membership. 

2. Independents are nonmembers of fraternities or sororities. 

3. Membership in a fraternity or sorority refers to any student 

at the four historically black institutions under consideration who 

pledged into one of the eight fraternities or sororities that make up 

the Pan-Hellenic Council. A member is one who pledged two years after 

matriculation at these institutions and was an active member at gradua­

tion. 

4. Academic Achievement refers to a student's cumulative grade 

point average (GPA). 

5. Historically Black Institutions refer to colleges and universi­

ties which were founded specifically for black students. Such institu­

tions can be either private or public schools. 



10 

Limitations of the Study 

The researcher acknowledges the following as limitations of the 

study: 

1. The basic objective of the study was to determine differences 

in terms of the stated variables between members and independents on the 

four campuses included in the study. Generalizations of the findings are 

thus linked to these institutions and cannot be extrapolated to other 

institutions. 

2. The study focused on Pan-Hellenic organizations. Therefore, 

interpretations of the findings are limited to these organizations and 

the four campuses included in the study. Study results may be general­

ized with caution to other Pan-Hellenic organizations at other histori-. 

cally black institutions. They may not be generalized to Greek-letter 

societies in general. 

Justification for the Study 

The decision to undertake this study was made because this is an 

area of concern to colleges and to fraternal groups. Administrative 

officers have demonstrated concern about the relations between fraternal 

groups and the colleges by appointing staff committees to study ways of 

improving the fraternity and sorority organizations on the campuses. 

One of the major purposes of this research was to provoke advocates 

of student personnel programs, particularly those in North Carolina, to 

undertake more rigorous investigations of the potential and impact of 

their programs. Another concern in this study was to ascertain methods 

of improving the scholarship of these groups. Fraternities and sororities 
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at the colleges, the graduate chapters and the national bodies have exhib­

ited a growing concern with this area, especially in the past four years, 

by attempting to develop improved scholarship programs within the groups. 

The data collected in this study are significant to numerous per­

sons and groups, including the following: presidents and chancellors of 

colleges and universities who should be assisted in their understanding 

of membership in fraternities and sororities on the various campuses in 

the state of North Carolina; professors and advisors in higher education 

who prepare students for leadership positions in fraternities and sorori­

ties; and students contemplating membership in fraternal organizations. 

For these specific considerations, it was felt that an attempt to gain 

information concerning the relationship between membership in fraterni-. 

ties and sororities and academic achievement would be useful. 

A more general justification for this study may be that the effort 

to gain concrete information with regard to important student groups on a 

particular campus is a necessary step in an attempt to evaluate the impact 

of a college on its students. 

Overview 

In Chapter I, an introduction and background of the study are pre­

sented. The conceptual framework, purposes and objectives of the study, 

major research questions, general hypotheses, definitions of terms, limi­

tations of the study and justification for the study are included. Litera­

ture germane to this study is presented in Chapter II. In Chapter III, 

methods and procedures of the,research are described. In Chapter IV, the 

findings from the data are analyzed and discussed. A summary, recommen­

dations, and concluding statements are presented in Chapter V. 
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CHAPTER II 

LITERATURE REVIEW 

There is a paucity of literature on the impact of fraternal organi­

zations on student members. What literature exists is varied both in 

areas of impact investigated and methodological efficiency. However, 

the chapter will review the most meaningful research relevant to the 

study under consideration. It will be divided into three main sections. 

Section One will be concerned with the effects of academic achievement 

on members-of fraternities and sororities, and will present studies ger­

mane to that issue. Section Two will focus on studies which have exam­

ined the characteristics of students who join Greek-letter societies and 

will also present studies that have explored Greek societies' impact on 

student characteristics other than academic achievement. Section Three 

will focus on studies which have examined the characteristics of members 

of Pan-Hellenic organizations. 

Effects of Fraternity or Sorority Membership 
on Students' Acadimic Achievement 

One of the first studies which investigated the relationship between 

fraternity membership and academic achievement was carried out in 1914 

when Warnock^ compared members and independents at the University of 

Illinois. The results obtained appear to be similar to results obtained 

^Arthur Warnock, "Fraternities and Scholarship at the University 
of Illinois," Science 40 (October 1914): 542-547. 
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in the majority of subsequent studies. He found that members had higher 

grade point averages than independents at time of initiation, but that 

the reverse became true at the time of graduation. Warnock concluded 

that high grades became a form of compensation for independents who had 

not been selected by a Greek-letter society. He hypothesized that the 

lower grade achievement of members may have been caused by their greater 

involvement in the social activities of their fraternal groups. 

Somewhat different results were obtained by Eurich in a study con­

ducted in 1937 to determine the relationship between college fraternity 
? 

and nonfraternity groups. Eurich utilized a much larger sample of 2,181 

students at the University of Maine. In comparing the two groups on 

grades earned during the first two college years, Eurich stated: 

The conclusion of this study from a comprehensive set of figures 
extending over a period of eleven years, suggests that a frater­
nity environment does not affect the scholastic achievement of 
the average college student. An essential difference was not 
found to exist between the mark: of the fraternity men and non-
fraternity men at the University or Maine.3 

Similar results were obtained by Carter in a study entitled "The 

Effect of College Fraternities on Scholarship." He utilized a sample 

composed of 114 fraternity men and 65 nonfraternity men from the 1927-

1934 graduating classes at Albion College. All of these students had 

completed a regular four-year course of uninterrupted study. He reported 

that no significant difference was found between the two groups in a 

comparison of their average index of promise (computed from the students' 

2Alvin C. Eurich, "The Relation of Achievement Between College Fra­
ternity and Non-Fraternit.y Groups," School and Society 26 (1937): 624. 

3Ibid. 
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score on a scholastic aptitude test) and their average index of achieve­

ment (grade point averages in college).^ 

McPhail utilized a matching procedure in an effort to equate fra­

ternity and nonfraternity groups on ability variables before making a 

comparison of differences in the two groups' academic achievement. In a 

study at Brown University, he utilized a sample composed of members of 

the classes of 1927, 1928, 1929, and 1930 in order to get one hundred 

pairs matched on the basis of a composite index derived from position in 

secondary school class and a general intelligence rating. Only students 

who had completed an uninterrupted four-year course of study were included. 

McPhail also reported no significant differences in grade point average 

5 attained by the two groups over the four-year period. 

Recent studies which have investigated this issue appear to arrive 

at similar conclusions to those of the earlier studies discussed above. 

These studies differed from the earlier studies in that more sophisticated 

designs were used and attempts were made to control factors which may 

account for observed differences. Thus, Prusok and Walsh arrived at 

similar conclusions of no difference in a study to investigate the effect 

of membership in fraternities and academic achievement at Iowa State 

^T. M. Carter,. "The Effect of College Fraternities on Scholarship," 
Journal of Applied Psychology 18 (1934): 293. 

^A. H. McPhail, "A Comparative Study of Quality of Academic Work 
Done by Fraternity and Non-Fraternity Students at Brown University," 
School and Society 138 (December 1933): 876. 
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University. The subjects were 1,070 students who lived in four types of 

residence at the University of Iowa. Comparisons were made among Greek-

letter members, dormitory students, students who lived at home and stu­

dents who lived off campus (boarding houses, etc.). In addition, the 

authors controlled for the entering academic behavior of students as mea­

sured by high school grade point average and composite scores from the 

American College Testing Program (ACT). Finally, the academic and social 

climates of the fraternities were controlled. The authors identified the 

scholarship program quality of the 19 fraternity chapters and separated 

them into "good," "mediocre," and "poor." With these factors statisti­

cally controlled, the authors found no significant difference in academic 

achievement as a function of type of residence. The authors concluded 

that entering male students of equal ability have an equal probability of 

performing at a specified level of academic achievement, regardless of 

where they live. 

Kamensalso controlled the variable as the high school academic 

average of the student. In addition, he controlled the quality of the 

college attended. His results differed from those of Prusock and Walsh. 

When the variables of high school grade point average and quality of col­

lege were controlled,' he found that members of Greek-letter organizations 

tended to have higher grade point averages than comparable independents. 

6R. E. Prusok and W. B. Walsh, "College Students' Residence and 
Academic Achievement," Journal of College Student Personnel 5 (1964): 
180-184. 

^D. H. Kamens, "Fraternity Membership and College Dropout in Dif­
ferent Institutional Settings," (Paper presented at American Sociological 
Association, San Francisco, August, 1957), College Student Personnel 
Abstracts 3 (1968): 29. 
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In addition Kamens observed that it was only in mediocre or low quality 

colleges that among students with a B or B+ high school average, inde­

pendents have higher college grades than Greek-letter members. These 

findings were consistent with those obtained by Willingham who compared 
O 

members and nonmembers of Georgia Institute of Technology. 

In contrast to the above studies, several studies have found nega­

tive relationships between academic achievement and membership in a fra­

ternity or sorority. Warman^ in a study carried out at Iowa State found 

that 40% of pledges ended their freshman year with more ineffective study 

habits, while Lehman""^ in a more comprehensive study comparing academic 

achievement of fraternity and sorority members and nonmembers arrived at 

the same conclusions. The basic assumption for this study was that the 

scholarship requirement for initiation into Greek-letter societies might 

be expected to give the freshman pledgee an added academic edge over the 

nonmember who should persist through four years at the University. The 

result of the study was that for each of the five consecutive years, 

sorority freshmen earned higher grade point averages during the fall 

semester than they earned during the spring semester. In general, most 

students earned higher marks during the preceding fall semester. 

Lehman then matched fraternity and sorority and nonfraternity and 

nonsorority membership to year of matriculation, sex, and percentile 

^Warren W. Willingham, "College Performance of Fraternity Members 
and Independent Students," Personnel and Guidance Journal, September 1962, 
p. 31. 

^Roy E. Warman, "Pledges View Fraternity Effect on Scholarship," 
Fraternity Month, October 1962, p. 41-43. 

10Harvev C. Lehman, "Motivation: College Marks and the Fraternity 
Pledge," Journal of Applied Psychology 19 (1953): 19-20. 
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scores on the Ohio State Psychological Test. The results of this investi­

gation indicated that for each of the five consecutive years nonfraternity 

men earned higher marks during the spring semester than did the fraternity 

men and for two years out of three, nonsorority women earned higher aver-

11 ages in the spring than did the sorority women. 

The two groups were then matched on the basis of sex, years of matri­

culation, and first semester grade point average. The results indicated 

that the sorority women's averages dropped for three consecutive semesters. 

The nonsorority women's averages dropped slightly the second semester but 

showed improvement in the third and fourth semesters. Fraternity men 

never equalled their first semester average in the five following semes­

ters. Nonfraternity men improved their first semester average in each 

succeeding semester. From these observations, Lehman concluded, "these 

data clearly suggest that the motivating value of the initiation require-

12 ment tends to be lost subsequent to initiation." 

At the University of Colorado, Elizabeth Faguy-Cote' in Academic 

Achievement of Sorority and Nonsorority Students, investigated differences 

in academic achievement between sorority graduates and nonsorority gra­

duates when the two groups were initially equated on the basis of perfor-

13 mance as indicated by first semester grade point average. An analysis 

of the study showed that nonsorority students maintained a significantly 

"^Elizabeth Faguy-Cote', Academic Achievement of Sorority and Non-
Sorority Students, (Boulder: University of Colorado, 1960), p. 3. 
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higher level of academic achievement over a four-year course of study 

than that maintained by sorority members. The data also indicated that 

nonsorority members participated in a greater number of academically 

related activities. In discussing the conclusions, the author observed: 

With respect to the interpretation of these findings, it has been 
pointed out that in these studies of the relative scholastic 
achievement of members and non-members of fraternal organizations, 
no attempt was made to equate the groups on the basis of ability... 
Thus, though there is a relationship between fraternity members 
and grades, it cannot necessarily be assumed that the influence of 
the fraternity has had a positive effect upon these results J4 

It appears, however, that even those studies described above which 

controlled for initial ability reported inconsistent findings on this 

15 issue. Prusock and Walsh in discussing the implications of their 

results emphasized the need for researchers to take into account both the 

initial academic achievement level of the students and the academic cli-

16 mate of the fraternity or sorority house. Longino and Kart arrived at 

similar conclusions in their review of theory and research on the impact 

of fraternities. The authors observed: 

One of the problems in using grades as an index of academic 
achievement is that their value and meaning to Greek students 
can vary by college and house.'7 

While Willingham cautions that the achievement of fraternity members 

may well depend on the social climate, a few studies have attempted to 

^Prusock and Walsh, p. 183. 

^Charles F. Longino and Cary 
Assessment of Theory and Research," 
(December 1964): 118-125. 

171bid., p. 119. 

Kart, "The College Fraternity: An 
Personnel and Guidance Journal 
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18 consider these factors in investigations of the issue. One such study 

will be discussed. Misner and Wellner conducted a study entitled "Fac­

tors Associated with Scholastic Productivity in High and Low Achieving 

19 Sororities." Three hundred and six members of four sororities at the 

University of Illinois Urbana-Champaign campus were utilized. The sam­

ple represented pledges for 1965-1968. Sororities were identified as low 

or high achieving on certain selected factors. The authors found signi­

ficant difference in academic achievement as a function of membership in 

20 a high or low achieving sorority. Similar results were obtained by 

21 . 22 Crookston and Jacobs and Galvin. 

The review of literature on the effect of membership in a fraternity 

or sorority on academic achievement is inconsistent. The evidence pre­

sented indicates that while most of the studies on this issue utilized 

varied methodological approaches, investigated comparable variables and 

used essentially similar populations, the results are inconclusive and 

often contradictory. Several factors appear to account for these findings. 

Serious methodological deficiencies appear in the various studies. Many 

did not take into account and control variables which have distorted their 

1 P> 
Willingham, p. 30. 

19 Marilyn Misner and William C. Wellner, "Factors Associated with 
Scholastic Productivity in High and Low Achieving Sororities," Journal 
of College Student Personnel 11 (November 1970): 447. 

Pi 
B. B. Crookston, "Selectivity as a Factor in Fraternity Scholastic 

Achievement," Personnel and Guidance Journal 40 (1969): 356. 

^K. W. Jacobs and K. S. Galvin, "Variables Which Differentiate Mem­
bers and Nor,-Members of Social Fraternities and Sororities," Southern 
Journal of Educational Research 8 (1974): 342-344. 
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findings. In addition, fully eighty percent of the studies utilized only 

the Chi-square technique. Since most of the studies generated substan­

tial tables, the probability of Type I error was greatly increased. Even 

those studies which controlled for some extraneous variables neglected to 

do so for others. 

Thus, Jackson and Winkler observed: 

...A much more highly refined experimental design is needed to 
adequately assess the contribution of this factor (academic 23 
negativism) of these particularly superior fraternity members. 

Misner and Willner observed that the complex.nature of the issue of 

Greek and non-Greek scholarship has produced "empirical investigations 

that have yielded the same contradictory findings over the past forty 

24 years." In respect to this, W. A. Scott, in his book-length study of 

fraternities and sororities entitled Values and Organizations, further 

illuminates the ambiguity that surrounds this issue by pointing to the 

rather prevalent notion that "grades and graduation are not necessarily 

the best measures of involvement in the intellectual academic culture," 

a problem compounded by the fact that the very recruitment of members is 

likely to depend upon previous grades and certain individual characteris-

25 tics that would predispose them to complete their schooling. 

The next section will therefore focus on those studies which have 

0 0  

Ronald Jackson and Ronald Winkler, "Comparison of Pledges and 
Independents," Personnel and Guidance Journal, December 1964, p. 381. 

24 Misner and Wellner, p. 447. 

25W. A. Scott, Values and Organizations (Chicago: Rand McNally 
and Co., 1965), p. 86. 
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investigated the characteristics of students who pledge and the impact of 

membership on these characteristics. 

Characteristics of Members of 
Fraternities and Sororities 

Several studies have investigated the characteristics of students 

who pledge and have also attempted to compare them with the characteris­

tics of nonpledgees. Only a few such studies will be discussed, since 

essentially all the studies were consistent in their findings. 

Jackson and Winkler conducted a systematic study to compare the 

characteristics of college freshmen who pledge and do not pledge Greek 
or 

societies. Subjects were freshmen entering the University of North 

Dakota in the fall of 1962. A random sample was drawn and divided into 

four groups: male pledges, male independents, female pledges and female 

independents. Characteristics measured included student scores on two 

personality inventories and the college ability test. Students were also 

administered a biographical inventory. Among the characteristics mea­

sured were dominance, deference, political attitudes, and background. The 

data were analyzed using a 2x2x4 factorial analysis of variance. The 

results indicated that students who pledge are different from students 

who do not pledge fraternities on a number of characteristics, values, 

and expectations. The authors concluded that students who pledge are 

27 atypical from the general student population. These results appear to 

^Jackson and Winkler, p. 381. 

97 Clifford L. Constance, "Greeks on the Campus," School and Society 
30 (1929): 409-414. 
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O O  

be consistent with those of other studies investigating this issue. 

Fraternity members have been found to be more sociable, more peer depend­

ent, more conservative, and more self-confident than their counterparts 

who do not pi edge. ^ 

While there is a great deal of consistency on those characteristics 

which distinguish pledges from independents, by contrast there remains 

much controversy over the impact of fraternities on members as well as 

nonmembers and the campus environment. This controversy is increased 

because of the stereotypic bias against Greek societies among academics. 

Longino and Kart in a review of studies which have attempted to 

assess the impact of fraternal organizations on students generally and 

on members in particular, cited findings of Krasnow, Longino and Stembe. 

In respect to Krasnow and Longino, they observed that they had found 

A clear regression by all students toward the fraternity cohort 
political norm, with initially liberal students becoming more 
conservative - as earlier research had documented - but with 
initially conservative students clearly becoming more liberal. 
Regardless of their initial political self-classification, 
students who had neither pledged nor were favorably inclined 
toward fraternities moved in the liberal directi on.32 

OO 
Wilmer E. Wise, "The Influence of Greek-letter Social Fraternal 

System at the Pennsylvania State University on Certain Student Activities, 
Achievements and Knowledge," (The Pennsylvania State University, 1963), 
p. 53. 

^Phillip Jacobs, Changing Values in College, (New York: Harper, 
1957), p. 130-139. 

30C. S. Johnson, Fraternities in Our Colleges, (New York: National 
Interfraternity Foundation", 1972), p. 90-91. 

^Leonard Miller, "Distinctive Characteristics of Fraternity Mem­
bers," Journal of College Student Personnel 14 (1963): 126-129. 

32R. Krasnow and C. F. Longino, "The Effect of Fraternities on the 
Political Orientation of Undergraduates: A Study of Reference and Member­
ships Groups," (University of Virginia, 1972), p. 122. 
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They quoted Stembe as having found that 

Differences in attitudes toward Jews and Negroes between freshman 
fraternity members and nontnembers to be larger than when compari­
sons were made in the senior year. Without exception, the changes 
were in the direction of decreased intolerance and authoritatianism. 
These studies imply that if the Greek-letter organization has an 
impact on its members, it is one of retarding the general trend 
toward liberalism rather than reversing it.33 

Wilder and associates disagreed with these conclusions. In a study 

constructed to determine the impact of fraternity or sorority membership 

on values and attitudes, they found that members of fraternities and 

sororities differ substantially from independents. However, they found 

no evidence that fraternal organizations had an alienating impact on mem­

bers, nor did they find any evidence to suggest that these societies had 

an adverse effect on the campus environment. The authors suggested that 

their results differed from others because previous studies had not taken 

into account the fact that members are self-selected. Thus, they state: 

As one of selection: The values are already espoused by the entering 
freshman before he or she becomes a Greek. Secondly, not only does 
the fraternity or sorority have no apparent impact in promulgating 
these values, but faculties can glean some satisfaction from the fact 
that members assimilate the values of higher education as well as 
independents do—and in some better than independents.34 

35 Similar results were obtained by Miller. 

The studies discussed above indicate that the characteristics of 

pledges are consistent and that there is conclusive evidence that pledges 

33Ibid. 

34David H. Wilder, "The Impact of Fraternity or Sorority Membership 
on Values and Attitudes, Journal of College Student Personnel 19 (1977): 
449. 

35Miller, p. 127. 
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differ from independents on certain characteristics and values. The 

issue of the impact of fraternal organizations on members' attitudinal 

and effective characteristics appears to be as controversial as that of 

these societies' impact on students' academic achievement. It appears 

that given the similarity of pledges in certain important qualitative 

and academic characteristics, any impact should be investigated from the 

standpoint of the interaction of membership with certain variables in 

the university environment. The present study has attempted to explore 

this approach. 

Effects of Pan-Hellenic Organizations 

The Journal of Negro History, Spring 1980, included Monroe H. 

Little's article, "The Extra-Curricular Activities of Black College Stu­

dents 1868-1940." This article stated that knowledge of students' extra­

curricular activities at black colleges was limited. Greek-letter fra­

ternities and sororities appeared at black colleges much later than other 

extracurricular organizations did. This was primarily due to official 

indifference and hostility. In 1907, Alpha Phi Alpha Fraternity esta­

blished Beta Chapter at Howard University. The following year, Alpha 

Kappa Alpha Sorority was established at Howard University, making it the 

first national Greek-letter organization to be founded at a black insti­

tution of higher learning. Three other national black Greek-letter social 

clubs were organized at that school: Onega Psi Phi Fraternity in 1912, 

Delta Sigma Theta Sorority in 1913, and' Zeta Phi Beta Sorority in 1922. 

Within a few years Kappa Alpha Psi Fraternity, founded at Indiana Univer­

sity in 1907, sponsored fraternity chapters at Morehouse College 
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(Atlanta, Georgia), Delaware State College (Dover), North Carolina College 

for Negroes (Durham), Texas Southern University (Houston), Grambing Col­

lege (Grambling, Louisiana), Bishop College (Dallas, Texas), and Alcorn 

A. and M. State College (Lorman, Mississippi). Sigma Gamma Rho Sorority, 

founded in 1924 at Butler University, Indianapolis, Indiana, introduced 

co-eds to Greek-letter society life at Jackson State College (Jackson, 

Mississippi), Alcorn A. and M. State College, Texas Southern University, 

and Arkansas A. and M. State College (Conway, Arkansas). Few black col­

leges were left untouched by this movement. Before long, fraternities 

and sororities were the preeminent source of extracurricular life of 

students at black colleges. The Greek-letter organization and its prede­

cessor, the social club, fostered many of the same goals as the literary 

societies and northen missionary educators did, with encouragement of 

scholarship, good character, and service to society as their stated pur­

poses. 

By 1951, abuse of student government and questionable membership 

selection practices by many black college fraternities and sororities 

prompted the editor of the Fisk Herald to echo criticism of the Greek-

letter movement by asking: "Just what are they good for"? Apparently, 

most black Greek-letter organizations were founded with the same goals: 

scholarship, encouragement to young people, good character, and service 

to society. These should be the guiding goals, but are they? Students 

at black institutions have asked the same questions and voiced criticism, 
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but fraternities and sororities failed to decline in power and 

• r1 36 influence. 

The leading groups require above average scholarship of their 

membership, namely, Alpha Phi Alpha Fraternity,37 Alpha Kappa Alpha 
3 0  o q  

Sorority and Delta Sigma Theta Sorority. 

The Omega Psi Phi Fraternity^ and the Sigma Gamma Rho Sorority^ 

contributed a constructive program for scholarship in their published 

histories. 

42 The Handbook of Zeta Phi Beta Sorority, A History of Phi Beta 

Sigma Fraternity43 and The Story of Kappa Alpha Psi44 included some 

academic achievements and the programs for scholarships. 

36 
Monroe H. Little, "The Extracurricular Activities of Black College 

Students 1868-1940," The Journal of Negro History 65, No. 2 (Spring 1980): 
135-136. 

37 
Charles H. Wesley, The History of Alpha Phi Alpha: A Development 

in College Life (Chicago: Random House, 1975). 
OO 

Marjorie H. Parker, Alpha Kappa Alpha In the Eye of the Beholder 
(Washington: Alpha Kappa Alpha Sorority, Inc., 1978). 

39 
Mary E. Vromann, Delta Sigma Theta: The First 50 Years (New York: 

Random House, 1965). 

^Herman Dreer, A History of the Omega Psi Phi Fraternity (Baltimore: 
Omega Psi Phi Fraternity, 1963). ~ 

^Pearl S. White, Behind These Doors: A Legacy (Chicago: Random 
House, 1974). 

^A Handbook of Zeta Phi Beta Sorority (New York: Random House, 
1970). 

43Wilton C. Scott, A History of Phi Beta Sigma Fraternity (Savannah, 
Georgia: Savannah State College, 1970). 

44William L. Crum and C. Rodger Wilson, The St6r,y of Kappa Alpha Psi 
(Philadelphia: Grand Chapter of Kappa Alpha Psi, 1972). 
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Each group also publishes periodicals on a monthly or quarterly 

basis in order to promote its objectives. These works include Sphinx 

(Alpha Phi Alpha), Ivy Leaf (Alpha Kappa Alpha), Oracle (Omega Psi Phi), 

Journal (Kappa Alpha Psi), Archo (Zeta Phi Beta), Delta (Delta Sigma 

Theta), Crescent (Phi Beta Sigma), and Aurora (Sigma Gamma Rho). It is 

regrettable that there have been no works specifically devoted to a study 

and analysis of black Greek-letter organizations. 
j 

Critique of Reviewed Studies 

All of the studies reviewed here are narrative and descriptive, 

and include no impirical data. Each study could be attacked on the 

basis of its methodological limitations. However, this is less a 

reflection on the capabilities of the researchers than on their resources 

since significant advances have been made in the past 20 years in both 

theory and application of statistical knowledge. 

This review of literature indicates that there is considerable con­

troversy over the effect of fraternal organizations on students' academic 

achievement and other characteristics. Most of the studies appear to suf­

fer from methodological deficiencies, which may have affected the results 

obtained. Most of the studies made the assumptions that academic achieve­

ment is an expectation or major objective of fraternal organizations. It 

is believed that no such assumptions can be made if not specifically 

stated in the mission of the organization. Finally, few of the studies 

controlled for extraneous variables, such as the characteristics of the 

university environment which may conceivably have had an effect on the 

results obtained. This is especially critical since studies investigating 
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characteristics of pledges consistently suggest that independents who 

pledge are similar in attitudes, values, and academic potential. The 

present study circumvented these limitations by identifying Greek socie­

ties which had as their stated objectives the promotion of academic 

excellence among members, and by considering those environmental factors 

which may have an effect on academic achievement, notably location of 

institution, institutional control, and sex composition of the students 

at these institutions. 
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CHAPTER III 

METHODOLOGY 

The methods and procedures employed In the study will be presented 

in this chapter. The chapter has been divided into sections as follows: 

1. Description of Subjects 

2. Description of Academic Measures 

3. Description of Procedure 

4. Statistical Hypotheses 

5. Analyses 

6. Summary 

Each section discussed those aspects of the research related to it. 

Included are such points as selection of subjects, data collection tech­

niques, and the statistical analyses to which the data were subjected. 

Selection of the Subjects 

The subjects included 313 males and 704 females who were members 

of the graduating classes of 1976, 1977, 1978 and 1979 at four histori­

cally black institutions located in North Carolina. 

Selection of the Institutions 

The institutions were selected on the basis of the existence of 

Pan-Hellenic societies on the campuses. Since the present study sought 

to explore the effects of membership in fraternities and sororities with 

particular reference to Pan-Hellenic organizations, only historically 

black institutions with such organizations were selected. Efforts were 
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also made to ensure that institutions selected were representative of 

various types. Hence, both public and private institutions were selected. 

Other factors considered in selection were geographic location—both 

rural and urban, and sex composition of institutions—both female and 

coeducational. 

These characteristics were selected to represent the institutional 

environment which might have an impact on students' academic achievement. 

These served as independent variables in the study. 

Selection of the Sample 

The sample was selected according to the following criteria: 

1. they were members of the graduating classes of 1976, 1977, 1978 

and 1979, who had been eligible for membership in fraternities and sorori­

ties in the years 1974-75 through 1978-79; 

2. they met the criteria for membership in fraternities and sorori­

ties: completion of 30 or more semester hours, 2.30 or better grade point 

average, and a record of good conduct; 

3. they graduated from college in the regular period of four conse­

cutive years; 

4. their ages were between 18 and 24 at the time of four years' 

enrollment; 

5. they carried a regular academic load of 12-19 semester hours 

during the first semester; 

6. they remained full-time students during the four-year period; 

7. they either joined a Greek-letter society in two years after 

matriculation and maintained membership until graduation or did not join 
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a Greek-letter organization and remained unaffiliated during the four-

year period. 

A total of 1,017 graduates from the four institutions met these 

criteria. These made up the total sample for the study. Table 1 pre­

sents summary statistics for the study sample. 

TABLE 1 

SUMMARY STATISTICS OF STUDY SAMPLE 

Institutions 

Year of 
Graduation 

A&T Bennett Livingston WSSU Total 
Year of 

Graduation No. % No. % No. % No. % t No. % 
f 

1976 110 10.82 56 5.51 29 2.85 75 7. 37 270 26. 55 

1977 44 4.33 50 4.92 52 5.11 95 9. 34 241 23. 70 

1978 115 11.31 39 3.83 51 5.01 63 6. 19 268 26. 35 

1979 80 7.87 40 3.93 42 4.13 76 7. 47 238 23. 40 

Totals 349 34.32 185 18.19 174 17.11 309 30. 38 1,017 100. 00 

Academic Measures 

Cumulative 6.P.A. two years after matriculation and at graduation 

were the two academic measures used in the study. Each measure was fur­

ther subdivided into the following categories of 6.P.A.-2.30-2.50, 

2.51-3.00, 3.01-3.50, and 3.51 and over. 

Other Variables 

Several additional independent variables were included in the study. 

These were considered important for suppressing or distorting any 
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relationships or differences observed between the major independent 

variable and the dependent variable, and included sex of students, year 

of graduation, type of institutional control, location of institution, 

and sex composition of institution. 

Procedures 

The names of all subjects who had completed two years of college 

and were eligible for membership in a fraternity or sorority were ob­

tained from the student personnel offices of the four institutions for 

the years 1974-1979. Those students who were members of fraternities 

and sororities were identified. A total of 641 members who met all the 

criteria for selection for the four years under consideration were iden­

tified. A random sample of 376 independent students was selected from 

among students who met all the criteria enumerated above; therefore, 641 

were the members of fraternities and sororities at time of graduation in 

the four specified years. Three hundred and seventy-six were nonmembers 

(independents) at the time of graduation in the four specified periods. 

These two groups formed the major comparison groups on which all analy­

ses were based. 

The basic approach used for the collection of these data involved 

two examinations of the academic records of the subjects. The first 

examination was made to collect subjects' cumulative G.P.A. two years 

after matriculation. (This represented the period immediately prior to 

initiation of fraternity and sorority members). The second examination 

was made to record subjects' cumulative G.P.A. at the time of graduation. 
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Sex of students was also verified during the examination of the students' 

records. 

Data Collection Procedures 

The researcher used the following methods to obtain the data des­

cribed above: 

1. A letter was sent to the student personnel offices requesting 

lists of fraternity and sorority members, as well as all graduates, for 

each of the four years under consideration. These lists were used to 

select the sample. 

2. The researcher contacted appropriate officers at the registrar's 

office at each of the four institutions by telephone and personal visits, 

to explain the study and its significance and to solicit their cooperation 

in providing the academic records of subjects. Data were collected between 

spring 1976 and the end of 1979. 

Statistical Hypotheses 

The following statistical hypotheses were tested: 

Hypothesis 1.—There are no significant main effects for all of 

the independent variables of: 

1. Fraternity and sorority membership status: 

a) members versus 

b) nonmembers 

2. Year of graduation: 

a) 1976 versus 

b) 1977 versus 



c) 1978 versus 

d) 1979 

3. Type of institutional control: 

a) private versus 

b) public 

4. Sex composition of institution: 

a) all female versus 

b) coeducational 

5. Location of institution: 

a) rural versus 

b) urban 

6. Sex of students: 

a) male versus 

b) female 

on students' achievement as measured by G.P.A. at graduation. 

Major Hypothesis 1 was divided into six subhypotheses to test for 

each of the independent variables. 

Subhypotheses 

1. There is no significant difference between members and non-

members (independents) on academic achievement as measured by cumulative 

G.P.A. at time of graduation. 

2. There is no significant difference between members of frater­

nities and sororities and nonmembers (independents) on academic achieve­

ment as measured by cumulative G.P.A. on graduation when the year of 

graduation is controlled. 
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3. There is no significant difference between members and nonmem­

bers (independents) on academic achievement as measured by cumulative 

G.P.A. at graduation when type of institutional control—private vs 

public--is controlled. 

4. There is no significant difference between members and non-

members (independents) on academic achievement as measured by cumulative 

G.P.A. at graduation when sex composition of institution—all female vs 

coeducational—is controlled. 

5. There is no significant difference between the members and 

nonmembers (independents) on academic achievement as measured by cumu­

lative G.P.A. when location of institution—rural vs urban—is controlled. 

6. There is no significant difference between members and non-

members (independents) on academic achievement at time of graduation 

when sex of students—male vs female—is controlled. 

Hypothesis 2.--There is no significant difference between members 

and nonmembers of fraternities and sororities on academic achievement 

as measured by the attainment vs nonattainment of honors at graduation. 

Hypothesis 3.—There is no significant difference between members 

and nonmembers (independents) on academic achievement as measured by 

cumulative G.P.A. at graduation when academic performance immediately 

prior to initiation as measured by cumulative G.P.A. two years after 

matriculation is controlled. 

Subhypotheses were also tested under major Hypothesis 2, comparing 

members and nonmembers (independents) against each of the other independ­

ent variables. 
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Analyses 

When all the data were collected, they were first coded on a FOR­

TRAN coding form and then key-punched on magnetic discs. The Statistical 

package for the Social Sciences (SPSS) computer program was used to run 

the following analyses of the data. 

Central Tendency Statistics 

Prior to subjecting the data to more stringent analyses, frequency, 

means and standard deviations for both members and nonmembers, male and 

female and institutional year of graduation were calculated. These gave 

a general picture of the characteristics of each group with respect to 

the independent and dependent variables. 

Chi Square ( x 2 )  

Contingency tables were constructed for each academic measure: 

G.P.A. 2 years after matriculation, G.P.A. at graduation and rank in 

graduating class. The Chi square formula 

y2 _ (fo - fe) 
x " fe 

was then computed to determine whether there were differences in the dis­

tributions of the academic measures among campuses and across years. Chi 

square was also calculated to determine whether there was any relationship 

between membership and academic performance. While Chi square allows the 

researcher to determine whether an association exists between attributes, 

and whether such association is significant, it does not allow for a 
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determination as to the strength of such association.1 Wallace2 and 

3 
Hayes have observed that the important thing in analysis of data is 

that some measure of the strength of association be studied. Conse­

quently, the researcher utilized more complex statistical techniques 

to determine the strength and direction of any observed relationships. 

Factorial Analyses of Variance (ANOVA) and 
Factorial Analyses of Covariance (ANCOVA) 

The analysis of variance provides a basis for simultaneous com­

parisons of independent variables. It also provides for the identifi­

cation of any significant interactions between variables. Major Hypo­

thesis 1 and its subhypotheses were analyzed using factorial analyses 

of variance with membership status (2 levels), sex of students (2 levels), 

year of graduation (4 levels), institutional control (2 levels), location 

of institution (2 levels), and sex composition of institutions (2 levels) 

as the independent variables and cumulative G.P.A. at graduation, and 

rank in graduating class as dependent variables. 

The above stated analyses addressed the hypotheses of the study. 

The 0.05 level of significance was used as the point of rejection for 

the null hypotheses. 

1 Ronald Jackson and Ronald C. Winkler, "Pledges and Independents," 
Personnel and Guidance Journal, December 1964, p. 379. 

^Walter L. Wallace, "Faculty and Fraternities: Organizational 
Influences on Student Achievement," Administrative Reference Quarterly 
2 (March 1967): 643. 

3W. L. Hayes, Statistics, (New York: Holt, Rinehart and Winston, 
1963), p. 91. 
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The general study design was an ex post facto causal/comparative 

study using 2x2x4 factorial design. The main effects studied were mem­

bership status (2 levels), institutional control (2 levels) and year of 

graduation (4 levels). 

Table 2 presents the general study design. 

TABLE 2 

GENERAL STUDY DESIGN 

Type of Institutional Control 
Membership Year of 

Status Graduation Public Private Total 

Members 1976 n = 139 n = 36 175 

1977 n = 91 n = 54 145 

1978 n = 128 n = 52 180 

1979 n = 107 n = 34 141 

Total n = 465 n = 176 641 

Non-Members 1976 n = 46 n = 49 95 

1977 n = 48 n = 48 96 

1978 n = 50 n = 38 88 

1979 n = 49 n = 48 97 

Total n = 193 n = 183 376 

Table 3 presents frequency distribution of the sample by specific 

institutions. The largest portion of the sample is drawn from North Caro­

lina A. and T. State University, and the smallest portion from Livingstone 

College. The percentage distributions of the sample more or less reflect 

the sizes of the four institutions and are proportionately distributed. 
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TABLE 3 

DISTRIBUTION OF SAMPLE BY INSTITUTION 

Category Label Number Percent 

Bennett 185 18.2 

A&T 349 34.3 

WSSU 309 30.4 

Livingstone 174 17.1 

Total 1,017 100.0 

Besides the characteristics of the institutions studied, the 

characteristics of the individual students are also considered perti­

nent to some of the basic questions of the study. A particular concern 

of the investigator is to maximize proportionate representation of indi­

vidual characteristics in the sample. Table 4 presents sex distribution 

of the sample. Female students comprise more than two-thirds of the 

sample. This proportion is partly explained by inclusion of one all-

female college in the study. The investigator is fully aware of this 

limitation and due caution has been exercised in drawing inferences in 

the latter part of the analysis. 
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TABLE 4 

DISTRIBUTION OF SUBJECTS BY SEX 

Percent Cumulative Frequency 
Category Label Number {%) ( % )  

Female 704 69.2 69.2 

Male 313 30.8 100.0 

Total 1,017 100.0 



41 

CHAPTER IV 

INTERPRETATION OF THE FINDINGS 

Analysis of Results 

In this chapter, the results of the study are presented. The ini­

tial purpose of the investigation was to determine the effect of member­

ship in Pan-Hellenic fraternities and sororities on the academic achieve­

ment of students. Was there a significant relationship between membership 

in a Pan-Hellenic fraternity or sorority and academic achievement at four 

historically black institutions? Would students who are members of these 

societies demonstrate superior academic performance when compared with 

nonmembers? 

A subsidiary concern was to determine whether sex of the student, 

year of graduation, type of institutional control, institutional loca­

tion and sex composition have an effect on academic achievement when 

combined with membership status in fraternities and sororities. Academic 

achievement was measured by a student's cumulative grade point average 

(GPA) at the time of graduation. These questions were central to the 

entire study. 

The data were analyzed using the Chi square test of association and 

Multiple Factorial Analyses of Variance to test the major hypotheses and 

their subsidiary hypotheses. Descriptive statistics for the five inde­

pendent variables were also included so as to identify significant differ­

ences that may otherwise be obscured by the major group analysis. The 

chapter is organized as follows: 



1. Preliminary exploration of the data to determine the distri­

bution of members and nonmembers by school, sex, year of graduation, 

type and location of school, and grade point average dichotomized into 

honors (3.0 and over) and no honors (below 3.0). 

2. The results of the Chi square analyses, which were used to 

determine the extent of the relationship among major independent varia­

bles, and between major independent variables and the dependent variable. 

3. The results of the tests of major hypotheses together with an 

analysis of subsidiary hypotheses. 

4. A summary of the chapter distribution of sample by school, 

sex, year of graduation, type and location of school, composition of 

school, year of graduation, and grade point average two years after 

matriculation and at graduation. 

Table 3 (in chapter III) presented the distribution of subjects by 

schools. The data indicate that the largest samples were drawn from A. 

& T. State University and Winston-Salem State University, the distribu­

tion of sample sizes reflects the sizes of the four institutions from 

which the samples were drawn. 

Table 4 (in chapter III) presented the distribution of the sample 

by sex of students. Females represented 69 percent of 704 of the total 

sample. This is in part due to the inclusion of an all-female school 

in the study. The preponderance of female over male subjects introduces 

limitations to study findings. 
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Table 5 presents the descriptive data for subjects by years of 

graduation. The data reveal that subjects were evenly distributed over 

the four graduation years, 1976, 1977, 1978 and 1979. 

TABLE 5 

DISTRIBUTION OF STUDENTS BY GRADUATION YEAR - 1976-1979 

Year of Graduation Number in Sample Percent of Sample 

1976 289 28.4 

1977 241 23.7 

1978 305 30.0 

1979 182 17.9 

TOTAL 1,017 100.0 

Information in Table 6 shows that approximately one half of the 

subjects were from publicly controlled schools. This was expected since 

the publicly controlled schools had larger student bodies than did pri­

vate schools. 

Similar distribution problems were observed when the sample was 

examined in terms of distribution in schools located in urban and rural 

areas (Table 7). Only one school was located in a rural area; conse­

quently, it accounted for a much smaller percentage (17.1 percent) of 

the sample. 

The greater percentage of subjects was drawn from those institu­

tions which are coeducational. Table 8 shows that 81.8 percent of the 
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TABLE 6 

DISTRIBUTION OF SUBJECTS BY TYPE OF INSTITUTION 
(PUBLIC VERSUS PRIVATE) 

Relative Cumulative 
Type of Absolute Frequency Frequency 
College Frequency {%) (X) 

Private 359 35.3 35.3 

Public 658 64.7 100.0 

TOTAL 1,017 100.0 

DISTRIBUTION 

TABLE 7 

OF SAMPLE BY LOCATION OF INSTITUTION 

Category Label Number Percent 

Rural 

Urban 

174 

843 

17.1 

82.9 

TOTAL 1,017 100.0 
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DISTRIBUTION OF 

TABLE 8 

SUBJECTS BY COMPOSITION OF INSTITUTION 

Category Label Number Percent 

Female 

Coed 

TOTAL 

185 

832 

1,017 

18.2 

81.8 

100.0 

subjects attended coeducational schools compared 18.2 percent of the 

subjects enrolled at the single-sex (female) school. 

Finally, an attempt was made to describe the grade point average 

of subjects two years after matriculation and at graduation. The mean 

grade point average of subjects two years after matriculation was 2.74 

in each or a standard deviation (SD) of .53. This did not differ signi­

ficantly from the mean grade point average at graduation which was 2.84, 

with a standard deviation (SD) of .52. 

This comprehensive description of the samples provides the founda­

tion for the subsequent detailed analyses and hypothesis testing, and 

also provides the context for the entire study by highlighting those 

characteristics of the subjects and features of the institutions which 

may have a direct bearing on the hypothesized relationships. 

Relationship Among Independent Variables and 
Between Selected Independent Variables 

and the Dependent Variables 

An important aspect of the study is to evaluate comparisons of the 

sample in terms of a variety of stratifying variables. Such comparisons 



would indicate the proportionate distributions of the various segments of 

the sample to allow for the pooling of results for the entire sample. 

Such comparisons of the variances are necessitated by the design of the 

study which involves sampling from four different educational institutions 

over a four-year period, and most importantly among members and nonmembers 

of fraternities and sororities. Such stratifying criteria provide the 

basic dimensions of the study design and any analysis approximating an 

experimental model must be preceded by close examination of the parameters 

of variability in the relevant characteristics of the population under 

study. 

Chi square analyses were performed on the following variables to 

determine whether there were significant differences between the distri­

bution of group characteristics that may affect the dependent variable--

academic achievement. Since the main focus of subsequent analysis was 

on separated data from the four years pooled together, it was important 

to determine that there was uniformity in the distribution of certain 

characteristics among the total sample. 

An initial Chi square was performed to determine whether member­

ship status was uniformly distributed over the four years. Table 9 pre­

sents the Chi square contingency table. The results indicated that there 

was no significant difference in year-to-year variation of members and 

nonmembers over the four years (x2 = 4.65, df = 3, P>.05). Thus it 

appears that membership status was not dependent on years of graduation. 

Since variation-membership status did not have a temporal trend, pooling 

of the data for the four-year period would have no direct effect on com­

parison between members and nonmembers. 
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TABLE 9 

DISTRIBUTION OF SUBJECTS BY MEMBERSHIP 
STATUS AND GRADUATION YEAR 

Membership Status 1976 1977 1978 1979 Total 

Members 175 145 180 141 641 
27.3% 22.6% 28.1% 22.0% 63.0% 

Nonmembers 95 96 88 97 376 
25.3% • , 25.5% 23.4% 25.8% ' 37.0% 

TOTAL 270 241 268 238 1,017 
26.5% 23.7% 26.4% 23.4% 100.0% 

X2 = 4. 65, df = 3, P>.05 

Another characteristic investigated was the relationship of mem­

bership status to sex of subjects. Here again, a nonsignificant Chi 

square (x2 = 2.52, df = 1, P>.05) was obtained. The data revealed that 

membership status was not dependent on sex of students (Table 10 pre­

sents the x2 contingency table for membership by sex). A series of Chi 

square tests were also performed to determine the relationship between 

(1) membership status and college type, (2) membership status and sex 

composition, and (3) membership status and location of schools. As was 

to be expected, all three Chi squares were significant. Preliminary 

analyses had indicated that a large proportion of the sample had been 

obtained from schools which were either public, coeducational, or located 

in urban areas (Tables 11, 12 and 13). 

The results of the Chi square on the relationship between member­

ship status and college type were highly significant (x2 = 45.8, df = 1, 

P<.05). The data indicated that a greater proportion of members were in 
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TABLE 10 

DISTRIBUTION OF SUBJECTS BY MEMBERSHIP STATUS AND SEX 

Sex 

Membership Status M F Total 

Members 186 455 641 
29.0% 71.0% 63.0% 

Nonmembers 127 249 376 
33.8% 66.2% 37.0% 

TOTAL 313 704 1,017 
30.8% 69.2% 100.0% 

x2 = 2.30, df = 1, P>.05 

TABLE 11 

DISTRIBUTION OF SUBJECTS BY MEMBERSHIP STATUS 
AND TYPE OF INSTITUTIONAL CONTROL 

Type of Control 

Membership Status Public Private Total 

Members 465 176 641 
72.5% 27.5% 63.0% 

Nonmembers 193 183 376 
51.3% 48.7% 37.0% 

TOTAL 658 359 1,017 
64.7% 35.3% 100.0% 

x2  = 45.77, df = 1, P<.05 



49 

TABLE 12 

DISTRIBUTION OF SUBJECTS BY MEMBERSHIP STATUS 
AND SEX COMPOSITION OF INSTITUTIONS 

Sex Composition 

Membership Status 
Single Sex 

(All Female) Coeducational Total 

Members 102 
15.9% 

539 
84.1% 

641 
63.0% 

Nonmembers 83 
22.1% 

293 
77.9% 

376 
37.0% 

TOTAL 185 
18.2% 

X 2  = 5.64, 

832 
81.8% 

df = 1, P<.05 

1,017 
100.0% 

TABLE 13 

DISTRIBUTION OF SUBJECTS 
AND LOCATION OF 

BY MEMBERSHIP STATUS 
INSTITUTION 

Location 

Membership Status Rural Urban Total 

Members 74 
11.5% 

567 
88.5% 

641 
63.0% 

Nonmembers 10.0 
26.6% 

276 
73.4% 

376 
37.0% 

TOTAL 174 
17.1% 

843 
82.9% 

1,017 
100.0% 

X 2  = 36.80, df = 1, P<.05 



public than in private institutions (Table 11). Similarly, a signifi­

cance (x2 = 5.64, df = 1, P<.05) was obtained for the relationship 

between membership status and sex composition of schools. A greater 

proportion of members and nonmembers were located in coeducational schools 

(Table 12). The Chi square test for the relationship between membership 

status and location of schools was also significant beyond the .05 level 

(x2 = 36.80, df = 1, P<.05). The data indicated that a higher proportion 

of members and nonmembers were located in schools in the urban areas 

(Table 13). 

Despite the dependency of school composition, location and type of 

membership status, the equal distributions of subjects in such variables 

as school, year of graduation, and sex, the investigator has inferred that 

the sample was drawn from a common population. All future analyses of the 

data were therefore carried out on the total sample, disregarding year of 

graduation, or school attended. Only in instances when it was necessary 

to assure specific hypotheses were the data separated by school and year 

of graduation. 

Finally, the square tests were used to conduct a preliminary explora­

tion of the relationship between membership status and academic achieve­

ment. For the purpose of this analysis, academic achievement was cate­

gorized as follows: (1) 2.51-3.00, (2) 3.01 to 3.50, and (3) more than 

3.50. In addition, grade point average was dichotomized into honors, 

3.50 and above, and no honors, less than 3.00. 

Table 14 presents the Chi square contingency table for the rela­

tionship of academic achievement to membership status, when academic 
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achievement was categorized by grade point average: 2.51-3.00, 3.01-

3.50, and more than 3.50. 

TABLE 14 

DISTRIBUTION OF SUBJECTS BY MEMBERSHIP STATUS AND 
GRADE POINT AVERAGE (GPA) CATEGORIES 

Membership Status 

GPA Categories Members Nonmembers Total 

2.51-3.00 170 114 284 
16.72% 11.21% 27.93% 

3.01-3.50 421 232 653 
41.40% 22.81% 64.21% 

3.51-4.00 50 30 80 
4.92% 2.95% 7.85% 

TOTAL 641 376 1,017 
63.03% 36.97% 100.00% 

X2 = 1.817, df = = 2, P>.05 

The data indicated that there was no relationship between member­

ship status and academic achievement. Members and nonmembers were 

evenly distributed between each of the grade point average categories. 

However, the proportion of members with grade point average of 3.00 and 

above was larger than that of nonmembers. 

When the relationship between grade point average category and type 

of institution was examined, a significant relationship (x2 = 13.89, 

df = 2, P<.05) was obtained. Table 15 presents the Chi square contin­

gency table for these data. The data revealed that at each grade point 

average category, grade point average was dependent on type of school 
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(public versus private). Similar significant results were obtained when 

Chi square analysis was used to determine the relationship between aca­

demic achievement and sex of students and academic achievement and sex 

composition of schools (Tables 16 and 17). Chi square of 31.79, df = 2, 

P<.002, was obtained for the relationship between categories of grade 

point average and sex of students. 

TABLE 15 

DISTRIBUTION OF SUBJECTS BY TYPE OF INSTITUTIONAL CONTROL 
AND GRADE POINT AVERAGE (GPA) CATEGORIES 

Type of Control 

GPA Categories Public Private Total 

2.51-3.00 209 75 284 
20.55% 7.37% 27.93% 

3.01-3.50 402 251 653 
39.53% 24.68% 64.21% 

3.51-4.00 47 33 80 
4.62% 3.24% 7.87% 

TOTAL 658 359 1,017 
64.70% 5.30% 100.00% 

X 2  = 13.88, df  = 2, P<.05 

Finally, the data were examined to determine whether there was a 

relationship between membership status and honors at graduation (Table 

18). The results indicated that there was no relationship between mem­

bership status and achievement of honors as measured by "no honors" less 

than 3.00; "honors" 3.00-3.50; and "high honors" 3.51-4.00. Chi square 

of 1.79, df = 1, P>.05 was obtained. 
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TABLE 16 

DISTRIBUTION OF SUBJECTS BY SEX OF STUDENTS AND 
GRADE POINT AVERAGE (GPA) CATEGORIES 

Sex of Students 

GPA Categories Male Female Total 

2.51-3.00 110 174 284 
10.82% 17.11% 27.93% 

3.01-3.50 182 471 653 
17.90% 46.31% 64.21% 

3.51-4.00 21 59 80 
2.06% 5.80% 7.87% 

TOTAL 313 704 1,017 
30.78% 69.22% 100.00% 

X2 = 11.79 i, df = 2, P<.05 

TABLE 17 

DISTRIBUTION OF SUBJECTS BY SEX COMPOSITION OF 
INSTITUTIONS AND GRADE POINT AVERAGE 

(GPA) CATEGORIES 

Sex Composition 

(All Female) 
GPA Categories Coeducational Single Sex Total 

2.51-3.00 249 35 284 
24.48% 3.44% 27.93% 

3.01-3.50 520 133 653 
51.13% 13.08% 64.21% 

3.51-4.00 63 17 80 
6.19% 1.67% 7.87% 

TOTAL 832 185 1,017 TOTAL 
81.81% 18.19% 100.00% 

x2  = 9.15, df = 2, P<.05 
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TABLE 18 

DISTRIBUTION OF SUBJECTS BY MEMBERSHIP STATUS 
AND HONORS STATUS 

Honors Status 

Membership Status Honors No Honors Total 

Members 68 573 641 
6.69% 56.34% 63.03% 

Nonmembers 37 339 376 
3.64% 33.33% 36.97% 

TOTAL 105 912 1,017 
10.32% 89.68% 100.00% 

X 2  = 1.51, df  = 1, P>.05 

Restatement of Results of Major Hypothesis 1 
and Subsidiary Hypotheses 

A series of two- and three-way factorial analyses of variance were 

performed to determine the effects of the independent variables: mem­

bership status, year of graduation, sex of student, institutional type 

and location and sex composition of institution on the dependent varia­

ble academic achievement as measured by cumulative grade point average. 

While the major interest was the difference in achievement between 

members and nonmembers of fraternities and sororities, it was important 

to determine whether other characteristics of both students and institu­

tions may have an influence on academic achievement. Interaction effects 

were also examined. 

Initially, a three-way analysis of variance was performed to deter­

mine the effects of membership status, sex, and school attended on the 
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dependent variable (Table 19). The results indicated significant main 

effects for membership status, sex, and school, with membership status 

significant (P<.05) with an F (1,1016) ratio of 7.09. School attended 

was significant (P<.05) with an F (3,1013) ratio of 3.41. Subhypothesis 

1.1 was therefore rejected. Significant interactions were obtained only 

for membership status, school, and sex. Subhypothesis 1.6 was therefore 

retained. A two-way analysis of variance was performed on the independent 

variable membership status with years of graduation as the dependent vari­

able. Significant main effects were obtained for main effects of member­

ship status and years of graduation (Table 20). No significant interac­

tions were obtained. Subhypothesis 1.2 was therefore retained. When the 

main effects of membership status and type of institutional control were 

examined, there was a significant main effect on membership status. Main 

effect of type of institutional control was not significant. Interaction 

effects were not significant (Table 21). Subhypothesis 1.3 was therefore 

retained. The analysis of variance of significant main effects of member­

ship status and location of institutions, yielded significant main effects 

for membership status only. No significant F values were obtained either 

for the main effect of location of institution or for the interaction of 

membership status and location of institutions (Table 22). Subhypothesis 

1.5 was therefore retained. 

Finally, the two-way analysis of variance of effects of membership 

status and sex composition of institutions yielded significant main 

effects for membership status,. Neither main effects of sex composition 

of institutions nor interaction effects were significant (Table 23). Sub-

hypothesis 1.4 was therefore retained. 
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TABLE 19 

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE TABLE FOR THE EFFECT OF MEMBERSHIP STATUS, 
SEX AND SCHOOL ON ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT AS MEASURED 

BY CUMULATIVE GPA AT GRADUATION 

Source Sum of Squares DF Mean Square F 

Member .71948 1 .71948 4.50x 

Sex 1.1323 1 1.1323 7.09x 

School 1.6323 3 .3766 3.41x 

Member x Sex .0000 1 .0000 1.00ns 

Member x School 2.0001 3 .6667 4.18xx 

Sex x School .9280 2 1.4640 2.91xx 

Explained 6.3381 11 .5761 3.61 

Residual 160.5072 1005 .1562 

XXP<.05 
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TABLE 20 

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE FOR MAIN EFFECTS OF MEMBERSHIP STATUS 
AND YEARS OF GRADUATION ON ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT 

Source Sum of Squares DF Mean Square F 

Members .7146 1 .7146 4.42XX 

Year 2.6302 3 .8734 5.42xx 

Members x Year .3356 3 .1119 .69ns 

Explained .6805 7 .5257 3.25 

Residual 165.9864 1010 .1643 

XXP<.05 

TABLE 21 

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE FOR MAIN EFFECTS OF MEMBERSHIP STATUS AND 
TYPE OF INSTITUTIONAL CONTROL ON ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT 

Source Sum of Square DF Mean Square F 

Members .7194 1 .7194 4, .41xx 

Pub!ic .3159 1 .3159 1, ,94ns 

Members x Public .4835 1 .4835 2. ,96ns 

Explained 1.5189 3 .5064 3, .10 

Residual 166.8450 1013 .1632 

XXP<.05 
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TABLE 22 

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE FOR MAIN EFFECTS OF MEMBERSHIP STATUS 
AND LOCATION OF INSTITUTIONS ON ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT 

Source Sum of Squares DF Mean Square F 

Members .7194 1 .7194 4.40xx 

Location .0002 1 .0002 0.00ns 

Member x Location .4059 1 .4059 2.48ns 

Explained 1.1255 3 .3752 2.29 

Residual 165.7199 1013 .16359 

XXP<.05 

TABLE 23 

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE FOR THE MAIN EFFECTS OF MEMBERSHIP 
STATUS AND SEX COMPOSITION OF INSTITUTIONS 

ON ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT 

Source Sum of Squares DF Mean Square F 

Members .7195 1 .7195 4 .40xx 

Sex Composition .5029 1 .5029 3, ,08ns 

Members x Sex 
Composition .1007 1 .1007 .62ns 

Explained 1.3230 3 .4410 2. .70 

Residual 165.5223 1013 .1634 
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Restatement and Results of Hypothesis 2 

There is no significant difference between members and nonmembers 

of fraternities and sororities in academic achievement as measured by 

the attainment of honors versus no honors at graduation. 

A two-way analysis of variance, with independent variables member­

ship status and honor status and dependent variable cumulative grade 

point average at graduation, was performed. The analysis revealed signi­

ficant main effects (P<.05) for membership status and honors status with 

F (1, 1016) ratios of 6.72 and 539.34, respectively. No significant 

interactions were observed. Hypothesis 2 was therefore retained (Table 24). 

TABLE 24 

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE FOR MAIN EFFECTS OF MEMBERSHIP STATUS 
AND HONORS STATUS ON ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT 

Source Sum of Squares DF Mean Square F 

Members .7194 1 .7194 6 72xx 

Honors Status 57 .7685 1 57 .7685 539 .34xx 

Members x Honors Status 0 .0000 1 0, .0000 1 .00ns 

Explained 53 .3424 3 19, .4474 181 .56 

Residual 108 .5029 1013 .1071 

XXP<.05 
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Restatement and Results of Hypothesis 3 

A series of one-way analyses of variance were performed to determine 

the difference between the academic achievement of members and nonmembers 

when academic performance two years after matriculation was controlled. 

No significant main effects were observed for the independent vari­

ables membership status, year of graduation, type of institutional con­

trol, location of institution or sex of students (Tables 25, 26, 27, 28, 

29). Significant main effects (P<.05) were obtained for sex composition 

of institutions with an F (1, 1016) ratio of 5.59 (Table 30). 

TABLE 25 

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE SUMMARY TABLE FOR MAIN EFFECTS OF 
MEMBERSHIP STATUS ON ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT WHEN 

GPA, TWO YEARS AFTER MATRICULATION, 
IS CONTROLLED 

Source Sum of Squares DF Mean Square F 

Between Groups 

Within Groups 

.1779 

97.0825 

1 

1015 

.1779 

.0956 

1.86ns 



TABLE 26 

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE SUMMARY TABLE FOR MAIN EFFECTS OF YEAR 
OF GRADUATION ON ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT WHEN GPA, TWO 

YEARS AFTER MATRICULATION, IS CONTROLLED 

Source Sum of Squares DF Mean Square F 

Between Groups .4279 3 .1427 1.49ns 

Within Groups 97.1139 1011 .0959 

TABLE 27 

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE SUMMARY TABLE FOR MAIN EFFECTS OF TYPE OF 
INSTITUTIONAL CONTROL ON ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT WHEN GPA, 

TWO YEARS AFTER MATRICULATION, IS CONTROLLED 

Source Sum of Squares DF Mean Square F 

Between Groups .3324 1 .3324 3.48ns 

Within Groups 97.2603 1016 .0955 

TABLE 28 

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE SUMMARY TABLE FOR MAIN EFFECT OF LOCATION 
OF INSTITUTIONS ON ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT WHEN GPA, 

TWO YEARS AFTER MATRICULATION, IS CONTROLLED 

Source Sum of Squares DF Mean Square F 

Between Groups .0002 1 .0002 Ons 

Within Groups 97.2604 1016 .0958 
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TABLE 29 

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE SUMMARY TABLE OF MAIN EFFECTS OF SEX 
ON ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT WHEN GPA, TWO YEARS 

AFTER MATRICULATION, IS CONTROLLED 

Source Sum of Squares DF Mean Square F 

Between Groups .2933 1 .2933 3.07ns 

Within Groups 96.967 1016 .0955 

TABLE 30 

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE SUMMARY TABLE FOR MAIN EFFECTS OF 
SEX COMPOSITION OF INSTITUTION ON ACADEMIC 

ACHIEVEMENT WHEN GPA, TWO YEARS AFTER 
MATRICULATION, IS CONTROLLED 

Source Sum of Squares DF Mean Square F 

Between Groups .5324 1 .5324 5.59xx 

Within Groups 97.2603 1016 .0952 

XXP<.05 

Summary 

The major results of the analyses of the data were presented in 

this chapter. Two statistical procedures were employed to determine 

the extent of the influence of membership status in fraternities and 

sororities on the academic achievement of students at four historically 

black institutions. The following were the initial questions of con­

cern: 
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1. Is there a significant relationship between membership in a 

Pan-Hellenic fraternity or sorority at four historically black institu­

tions and academic achievement? 

2. What effects would the sex of the student, the years of gradua­

tion, and such institutional variables such as type of institutional 

control, location, and sex composition of the institutions have on any 

observed relationships? 

Three hypotheses relevant to the relationship between membership 

in fraternities and sororities and academic achievement were investigated. 

These findings were discussed and interpreted as supporting Mueller's 

notion that student programs for scholastic improvement are superficial. 

There is evident need to assist student leaders and all concerned toward 

a more basic understanding of scholarly development in order to provide 

intellectual climates on the campuses. 
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CHAPTER V 

SUMMARY 

This chapter contains a review of the study, a discussion of the 

findings and implications, and conclusions drawn from the analyses. The 

results are discussed in relation to specific hypotheses and then with 

reference to the implications of the results for a better understanding 

of the effects that Pan-Hellenic societies have both on students in 

terms of academic achievement. The order of presentation of the chapter 

content is as follows: 

1. Overview of the Purpose and Objectives of the Study 

2. Research Methodology 

3. Discussion of the Findings 

4. Conclusions 

5. Recommendations for Further Research 

6. Recommendations to Fraternities and Sororities 

7. Summary of the Findings 

Overview of the Purpose and Objectives of the Study 

The major purpose of the study was to determine the effect of mem­

bership in Pan-Hellenic fraternities and sororities on student academic 

achievement. More specifically the objectives of the study were (1) to 

determine the relationship between membership in a fraternity or sorority 

and academic achievement as measured by cumulative grade point average at 

graduation, and (2) to determine the extent to which such variables as 
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year of graduation, sex of student, institutional location, sex composi­

tion, and type of institutional control interactively effect the academic 

achievement of members and nonmembers of fraternities and sororities. 

Research Methodology 

The subjects consisted of 1,017 students who graduated from four 

historically black colleges in 1976, 1977, 1978 and 1979. The subjects 

were divided according to membership status in a Pan-Hellenic fraternity 

or sorority at the time of graduation. Six hundred and forty-one of the 

subjects were identified as members. Three hundred and seventy-six were 

identified as nonmembers. The study differed from ideas in the litera­

ture in that attempts were made to control for institutional variables 

which may have confounded study results. In addition, the study attempted 

to control such variables as academic institutions, by concentrating on 

fraternities and sororities which have as their stated objective the aca­

demic excellence of members. Most previous studies which have investi­

gated the impact of fraternal organizations on academic achievement had 

failed to examine the objectives of such organizations, which particularly 

in the case of.white fraternal societies had concentrated on social rather 

than academic objectives. Finally, unlike a number of previous studies 

which had not taken into account academic performance of members and non-

members prior to initiation, this study only utilized nonmembers with 

grade point averages of 2.30 or above, which is the grade point average 

required for initiation into the Pan-Hellenic societies. 

The independent variables were membership status, type of institu­

tional control, location of institution, sex composition of institution, 
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and sex of student. Each of these independent variables contained two 

levels. A final independent variable, year of graduation, contained four 

levels. 

The dependent measures were cumulative grade point average at gradu­

ation and attainment or nonattainment of honors at graduation. 

Discussion of the Findings 

The first null hypotheses predicted that there would be no signi­

ficant main effect for membership status on academic achievement as mea­

sured by cumulative grade point average at time of graduation and no 

significant main effects for membership status when year of graduation, 

type of institutional control, location of institution, sex composition 

of institution, and sex of students are controlled. The main effect of 

membership status was significant beyond the .05 level. Academic achieve­

ment differed significantly between members and nonmembers. 

While sex of students had a significant effect on academic achieve­

ment, when this variable was controlled no significant difference was 

observed between members and nonmembers in terms of academic achieve­

ment. Female members performed as well as male members, and female non-

members as well as male nonmembers. No significant main effects or inter­

actions were observed for the other independent variables, location of 

institutions, type of control, or sex composition of institutions. Signi­

ficant main effects for year of graduation beyond the .05 level was 

obtained. 

The fact that institutional variables and the personal characteris­

tics of students appeared to have no effect on academic achievement of 
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students highlighted the significance of the difference observed between 

members and nonmembers. The Chi square analysis indicated that at each 

grade point average category, the proportion of members was higher than 

that of nonmembers. Thus forty-six percent of members received grade 

point averages of 3.01 and above as compared to twenty-four percent of 

nonmembers. This basic finding is in opposition to previous studies of 

the relationship between membership in fraternal organizations and aca­

demic achievement. Most of these studies show a difference in academic 

achievement, while some observed a negative relationship. One possible 

explanation could be that such studies had not controlled for such varia­

bles as the basic philosophy of the fraternal organizations. Most of the 

previous studies had investigated the impact of social fraternal organi­

zations, which by the very nature of their organization had not stressed 

academic excellence as a prerequisite for membership. Since this study 

concentrated on organizations which stressed academic excellence as a 

prerequisite for membership and a condition for continued membership, it 

is to be expected that members would attempt to maintain their academic 

performance. The finding is in keeping with Scott, in Values and Organi­

zations, who observed that the grade point average of fraternity members 

tended to be higher than those of nonmembersJ Scott hypothesized that 

this may be due to the fact that recruitment into some organizations was 

dependent on previous grades and certain other characteristics which may 

predispose members to complete their schooling and perform well academi­

cally.2 

V A. Scott, p. 86. 

2Ibid. 



Hypothesis 2 predicted that there would be no significant difference 

between members and nonmembers on academic achievement as measured by the 

attainment or nonattainment of honors at graduation. While the results 

indicated that no significant difference existed between the two groups, 

an examination of the Chi square table indicates that a higher percentage 

of members obtained honors than did nonmembers. The percentages are not 

statistically significant; however, they do confirm the previous hypothe­

sis of difference in academic achievement between members and nonmembers. 

Hypothesis 3 predicted that there would be no significant difference 

between members and nonmembers when grade point average two years after 

matriculation was controlled. This hypothesis was retained for all of the 

independent variables except sex composition of schools. The results of 

no significance for all of the other independent variables was not sur­

prising in view of the fact that subjects were equated on previous per­

formance prior to initiation. The results appear to support the findings 

of White who observed that black fraternity and nonfraternity members did 

not differ significantly on such measures as selected social and academic 

characteristics. 

The significant findings for sex composition of institutions is 

interesting and needs to be explored further. An examination of the Chi 

square table on distribution of grade point average after four years and 

sex composition of schools (Table 17) indicates that students generally 

achieve much higher grade point averages in coeducational institutions. 

Similarly, the additive value of membership status and sex composition of 

institutions was found to be significant (F 3, 1013 = 2.70; P<.05). This 

fact is interesting and a plausible explanation may be that fraternal 
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organizations at single-sex, black institutions may be more socially ori­

ented and less oriented toward academic excellence than those in coeduca­

tional black institutions. 

Conclusions 

This study has attempted to test the implication of membership in 

Pan-Hellenic fraternities and sororities as related to academic achieve­

ment. On the whole, the contention that there is a difference between 

members and nonmembers at four historically black institutions is not 

wholly supported. 

The major conclusions of this study are as follows: 

1. Grade point averages of fraternity members tended to be higher 

than those of nonmembers. 

2. Female members performed as well as male members, and female 

nonmembers as well as male nonmembers. 

3. A higher percentage of members obtained honors than did non-

members . 

4. Black fraternity and nonfraternity members did not differ signi­

ficantly in selected social and academic characteristics. 

5. Students generally achieve much higher grade point averages in 

coeducational institutions. 

The results would seem to indicate that some differences do exist 

in the academic achievement of the two groups under discussion. However, 

the results are not conclusive. In this respect, the study does not differ 

significantly from other studies which have investigated the impact of fra­

ternal organizations on student academic achievement. The results demon­

strate the need for a re-examination of the role of fraternities and 
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sororities in black institutions. Student personnel administration, as 

well as black faculty members, have invested a great deal of time and 

effort to perpetuate such organizations on black campuses. In addition, 

the Pan-Hellenic national councils have expended energy to perpetuate the 

objectives of these organizations both at the college campus and national 

levels. However, one major problem is that there is very little knowledge 

about the motivations for membership among students. It would appear that 

the reasons students join Pan-Hellenic organizations must be explored in 

order to arrive at more conclusive evidence as to the influence of member­

ship on students' social and academic development. 

Finally,, the study differs from studies which have investigated the 

impact of membership in white fraternal organizations in that significant 

differences were not observed between black members and nonmembers. 

The findings of this study provided the basis for general conclu­

sions concerning a description of the impact of membership in fraternities 

and sororities on academic achievement in four historically black colleges 

in North Carolina, as follows: 

1. It has long been recognized that an individual's membership 

groups have an important influence on the values and attitudes he holds. 

2. Consistent with previous studies, fraternities and sororities 

with consistently high academic performance records probably owe their 

scholastic success primarily to the selection of new members with high 

academic promise. 

3. Many studies declare there were no differences in adjusted 

grades among the pledge classes subjected to "good," "mediocre," or 

"poor" scholarship programs. 
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4. However, numerous studies have dealt with differences of members 

and nonmembers in grade point average and pointed out that any differences 

that exist might simply be due to the fact that students who join fraterni­

ties and sororities are different from those who do not. 

5. A predominant factor is that many who have joined fraternities 

and sororities, thought that membership in a fraternal organization would 

help their grades. 

6. As a role, Greek-letter organizations should encourage scholas­

tic excellence and help to orient freshmen to the university. 

7. The growth or viability of local fraternity systems is likely 

to be affected by such factors as region, changing ethnic, social class, 

and sex composition of the study body; and the climate of faculty, student, 

and administrative opinion concerning fraternities. 

8. Academic differences between Greeks and independents vary with 

the quality of the college and the high school academic average of the 

student. 

9. Most studies have been limited to a single campus, and a good 

many studies have only been concerned with the group's influence on 

grades. Many studies have not controlled for the input of the students, 

i.e., the way the students were before they entered the group. 

10. Fraternity and sorority members are more likely to take advan­

tage of a legitimate opportunity structure for academic success than are 

independents. 

11. The main criterion for admission to college and for staying 

in college is academic achievement. 
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12. Fraternities and faculty members could have influenced grade 

achievement by influencing attitudes toward the various aspects of stu­

dent life represented in the grades. 

13. There are complex organizational differences in each frater­

nal structure. 

14. Generally, fraternity members and nonmembers are significantly 

different in attitudes and values. There seems to be a distinctive "fra­

ternity type" of college student. It seems that because of psychological 

selectivity, men with similar motivating factors tend to migrate toward 

similar groups. 

Recommendations for Further Research 

1. This study is regarded as exploratory in nature. There is need 

for replication across more black historical institutions which house Pan-

Hellenic societies. 

2. The findings of the study emphasize the need for further research 

on the extent to which membership status affects academic performance among 

black students in particular. Urgent is the need to examine student moti­

vations for membership with Pan-Hellenic societies. 

3. More comparative research is needed on the differential effects 

of membership with black and white fraternal organizations. Such cross-

comparisons would allow for a better understanding of the contributions 

Pan-Hellenic societies may make toward the academic development of black 

students. 

4. The results of the study indicate the need for research studies 

that emphasize not the impact of Pan-Hellenic membership on members, but 
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rather emphasize the impact of such organizations on the environment and 

climate of historically black institutions. 

5. If this study is replicated, it is suggested that the population 

studied be decreased. The present study included 1,017 subjects. The 

difference between the means for the dependent variables of achievement 

was small. 

6. Another alternative is a follow-up study with the major empha­

sis on utilizing a stratified random sample technique involving a larger 

number of students. 

7. It is recommended that a similar study be conducted with major 

emphasis being placed on affiliation motivation as the prime independent 

variable. 

8. Finally, it is recommended that a similar study be conducted 

with these same black groups on several predominantly white campuses in 

North Carolina. 

Recommendations to Fraternities and Sororities 

It is hoped that the results of this study will challenge frater­

nities and sororities on the four campuses studied to make genuine efforts 

to develop programs within which members can make positive contributions 

toward the development of a college climate that will reinforce and promote 

the best that these colleges have to offer, including academic achievement. 

These groups undeniably have the potential to make such contributions. 

Summary of the Findings 

In a comparative study of the relationship of fraternity and sorority 

membership and academic achievement at four colleges in North Carolina, the 
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major analysis of the study indicated that nonaffiliated members and mem­

bers demonstrated no significant difference in academic achievement. 

With respect to differences in levels of academic achievement, the 

data indicated that differences were not readily apparent in either group 

Secondary analyses of the data indicated that there were no signi­

ficant differences between the two groups in academic achievement in all 

variables observed in the study. 
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FORM LESTER 

DATE 

ADDRESS 

Dear Sir: 

As a result of n research project, this communication is 
a request fur the following information: The original date 
for the establishment of the first chapter at 

1. Livingstone College 
Salisbury, North Carolina 

2. North Carolina Agricultural and Technical State University 
Greensboro, North Carolina 

5. Winston-Salem State University 
Winston-Salem, North Carolina 

Ycur immediate attention and cooperation will be greatly 
appreciated. 

NOTE: Tins CORRESPONDENCE WAS SENT TO ALL OP WE NATIONAL PAN-f ELLEN IC 
COUNCIL FRATERNITIES AND SORORITIES. 

Respectfully yours, 

Manderline Scales 
Director of Student Activities 
and Assistant Professor of 
Social Science and Spanish 

WINSTON-SALKM STATE UNIVERSITY i s  a  cons t i tuent  ins t i tu t ion  o f  the  UNIVERSITY OF NORTH CAROLINA 

An Equal  Opportun i ty  Employer  
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KAPPA ALPHA PSI FRATERNITY, INC. 

Coneral Office 
2320 North Broad Street 
Philadelphia, PA 10132 
(215) 228-7184 

C 
0 
P 
Y 

July 18, 1980 

Ms. Manderline Scales 
Director of Student Activities 
Winston-Salem State University 
Winston-Salem, North Carolina 27101 

Dear Ms. Scales: 

This is to inform you of the original dates of establishment 
of the following chapters as per your request. 

1. Livingstone College DELTA CHAPTER 
Salisbury, North Carolina March 6, 1948 

2. North Carolina Agricultural and Technical State University 
Greensboro, North Carolina ALPHA NU 

April 14, 1933 

3. Winston-Salem State University 
Winston-Salem, North Carolina 

DELTA Q1I 
December 9, 1960 

Sincerely, 

General Office of 
KAPPA ALPHA PSI, INC. 
PHILADELPHIA, PA. 



ALPHA KAPPA ALPHA OFFICE: 5211 S. GREENWOOD AVENUE. CHICAGO. IL 60615 

.1:1"/ 30, 1930 

Mandc-r] i no Scales, Director 

••idur.t Activi tics 

ton-Sal ern State University 

. .s t. c-n -Sal *• m, ' JC 2 7 ] *Jl 

})':r Ms:. Sc.iJes: 

1' ] lowing is the information which you requested relative- to the original date 

• : i. t.t abl i shment of the- first chapter at the four colleges listed: 

Bennett College Zeta Xi Chapter 

Greensboro, NC May 7, 1971 

Li vir.y stone Col le-jO Alpha Xi Chapter 

Salisbury, NC April 19, 1930 

North Carolina A & T State Alpha Phi Chapter 

University January 12, 1932 

Greer, sborc, NC 

Winston-Salon State , Gamma Lambda Chapter 

L'nive-rsity January 29, 1949 

Wi nst oii-Sa 1.:!'!, NC 

. i •'.cerely, fN/ 

- . / :nr\s 

bARA K PHILLIPS 
e*s>i£w-s 

ra.f B BRYANT 
MOBLE* w-%: .̂c'PHtWE ANTi b*S»UuS 

ROSALIND BARNE5 GRlFFiN 
SOTHtut GBAWUA:£'J5 
LOANN HONtSTY KING 
S.iP*fcMt lAMOi.'CtCS 
PATRICIA A RUaSt'LL 
S^cnLMi PAML.AUFN: *.KAN 
YOLANOE R BEAC'J 
UN01 ATfc V'. S4b['; *' LARC 

DELTA SPRiUCER 
UN0£&G»ADuA)l WfMSfcfi *TULH'i£ 
NELUE W GAVLORO 
NOMh ATLANTIC «fC*-»NAl DtBECTf* 
EVELYN R 
UIO ATLANTIC RtoC-NAl. C*fitCTOfi 
DeiORiS HAW CHAER 
SOl.'i AT.ASTC «10*;*iA* CxBSCTOR 

GLORIA SM'TH 
GSMT LAKfcs R£GC«A4 D^tCTOfi 
JOHNELLA H MARTIN 

EASTERN Rts*>«A* Wtrrow 
PEGGY LeCOMPTF 

«tGlu«A4, DtPLCTOfl 
DCROTHr jOnufON 
MXJTH O^tC'CP 

OtLORlSL GINES MID V»£S*CRN RfcGOHAi O-tC * 
CHARuENE 0 CARC&lNfc FA8 ACS*LRi» O f̂c: 
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Auqunt 5, 19S0 

'Ms. Mande-rlino Scales 
Director of Student Activities and 
Assistant. Professor Social Science 

and Spanish 
Winston-Salem State University 
Winston-Salem, North Carolina 27101 

Dear Ms. Scales: 

Your request for the following information is a?; 
listed be lev;: 

The original date for the establishment of the first 
Chapter at 

1. Livincston Colleae at Saiisburv, . c. 
1327 " ' 

2. N. C. A & T State University at Greensboro 
1927 

3. Winston-Salem State Universitv at Winston 
Salem - 1 ?4 

:har.k you for your into: 

If I can be of additional service to 
feel free zo contact me. 

in Omega Psi Phi P rare mi • 

/cu, please 

Sincerely, 

? 1(jjuW 
V* 
y 

Robert P. Rec-^ac. r 
Assistant Naticnal Executive 

Secrct. arv 

RPR:db 

cc: Bro. Rurnel E. Coulon 
Bro. Moses C. Norman 
Lrc. L. Benjamin Livingston 
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ALPHA Pill ALPHA I-RATLRNI TY , INC. 

General Office 
4432 Martin Luther King Drive 
Chicago, Illinois 60653 

C ("312) 373-1 819 
0 

August 15, 1980 

ManJerline Scales 
Winston-Salem State University 
Winston-Salem, N.C. 27101 

Dear Ms. Scales: 

This is to inform you of the original dates of establishment 

of the following chapters as per your recent request. 

1. LivingstoneXollege 
Salisbury, North Carolina 1947 

2. North Carolina Agricultural and Technical State Univ. 
Greensboro, North Carolina... 1929 

3. Winston-Salem State University 
Winston-Salem, North Carolina 1951 

Hope this information will be helpful to you. 

Sincerely, 

Betty L. Cash 
Processing Department 



APPENDIX B 

RAW DATA 



85 

Table 1 

Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Students 
Eligible for Membership in Fraternities and 
Sororities as of Total Enrollment at Four 
Institutions, 1975-76 to 1978-79 

Institution Years 
Total 

Enrollment 

Distribution 
of 

Eligible 
Student 

Percent of 
Eligible Students 

A & T State 
University 

Totals 

1975-76 
1976-77 
1977-73 
1978-79 

5325 
5515 
5395 
5313 

21553 

4 566 
4418 
4602 
4208 

17794 

85.75 
80 .10 
85.31 
79.12 
8 2 .  6 2  

Bennett 
Collece 

Totals 

1975-76 
1976-77 
1977-78 
1978-79 

607 
637 
626 
646 

2516 

483 
533 
516 
556 

20JJ 

80.42 
83 .63 
82.79 
86.14 
83. 25 

Livingstone 
College 

Totals 

wssu 

Totals 

19 7 5-76 
1976-77 
1977-78 
1978-79 

1975-76 
1976-77 
1977-78 
1978-79 

857 
909 
989 
921 

3676 

2073 
2094 
2165 
2204 
8536 

696 
747 
839 
773 

3055 

1742 
1707 
1786 
1835 
7070 

81.23 
82.17 
84.80 
83.92 
83.03 

84 .04 
81.52 
82.49 
83. 24 
8 2  .  8 2  

Grand Total 36281 30012 82.93 
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Table 2 

Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Members of 
Fraternities and Sororities as of Total 
Enrollment at Four Institutions, 
1975-76 to 1978-79 

Total 
School Years Enrollment .'Sample Percent 

A S, T State 
University 1975-76 5325 89 1.67 University 

1976-77 5515 21 .04 
1977-78 5395 90 1.69 
1978-79 5318 56 1.05 

Total 21553 256 1.11 

Bennett 
College 1976-76 607 32 5. 27 

1976-77- 637 27 4.24 
1977-78 626 26 4. 15 
1978-79 646 17 2.63 

Total 2516 102 4. 05 

Livingstone 
College 1975-76 857 4 .47 

1976-77 909 27 2.97 
1977-78 989 26 2.63 
1978-79 921 17 1. 85 

Total 3676 74 1. 87 

wssu 1975-76 2073 50 2.41 
1976-77 2094 70 3. 34 
1977-78 2165 38 1.76 
1978-79 22 OA 51 2.31 

Total 8536 209 2.45 

Grand Total 36261 641 2.37 
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Table 3 

Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Members 
of Fraternities and Sororities as of Those 
Eligible for Membership at Four Institutions, 
1975-76 to 1978-79 

Institutions Years Eligible Sample Percent of Members 
Eligible Students 

A & T State 
University 1975-76 4566 89 1.95 University 

1976-77 4418 21 .48 
1977-78 4602 90 1.96 
1973-79 4208 56 1.33 

Total 17794 256 1.44 

Bennett 
College 1975-76 488 32 6.56 

1976-77 533 27 5.07 
1977-78 516 26 5.04 
1978-79 556 17 3.06 

Total 2093 102 

r-00 

• 
Livingstone 

College 1975-76 696 4 .57 
1976-77 747 27 3.61 
1977-78 839 26 3.10 
1978-79 773 17 2.20 

Total 3055 74 2.42 

WSSU 1975-76 1742 50 2.87 
1976-77 1707 70 4.10 
1977-78 1786 38 2.13 
1978-79 1835 5 1 2.78 

Total 7070 209 2.96 

Grand Total 30012 641 8.73 



Table 4 

Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Members in Fraternities 
and Sororities as of Total Membership at Four Institutions, 
1975-76 to 1978-79 

Institutions 

Years 
A & T 
No. 

State 
% 

Bennett 
No. % 

Livingstone 
No. % 

wssu 
No. % 

Total 
No. % 

1975-76 89 13.89 32 5.00 4 .62 50 7.80 175 27.30 

1976-77 21 3.28 27 4.21 27 4. 21 7.0 10.92 145 22.62 

1977-78 90 14.04 26 4.06 26 4.06 38 5.92 180 28.08 

1978-79 56 8.74 17 2.65 17 2.65 51 7.96 141 22.00 

Totals 256 39.94 102 15.91 74 11.54 209 32.61 641 100.00 



' Table 5 

Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Non-Members 
as of Total Selected Non-Membership 
at Four Institutions, 1975-76 to 1978-79 

Inst i tutions 

Years 
A f> '! 

No. 
• State 

% 
Benne tt 

No. % 
Li vings tone 
No. - I 

WSSU 
No. % 

Combined 
Total 

No. % 

1975-76 21 5  .  5 9  24 6. 30 25 6.65 25 6 .65 95 25.27 

1976-77 23 6 .12 23 6.12 25 6.65 25 6 .65 96 25.53 

1977-70 25 6 .65 13 3.46 25 6 . 65 25 6 .65 88 23.40 

1970-79 2 >1 6 . 30 23 6.12 25 6.65 25 6 .65 97 25.80 

Totals 93 24 . 74 83 22 .07 100 26 .60 100 26 .60 376 100.00 

00 vo 



Table 6 

Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Fraternity and Sorority 
Members as of Total Membership by Type of Institution 
^Public or Private) at Four Institutions, 
1975-76 to 19Z8-79 

Pub lie Private 

Years 

A {. T 

No. 

State 
"/ 
/© 

w s s u  
No. % 

Total 

No. % 

Bennett 

No. % 

Livingstone 

No. % 

Tot nl 

No. % 

Combined 

Tot al 

No. % 

1 9 7 5 - 7 6  8 9  * '  1 3 . 8 9  5 0  7  8 0  1 3 9  2 1  6 8  3 2  5 . 0 0  4  . 6 2  3 6  5 . 6 2  1 7 5  2 7 . 3 0  

1 9 7 6 - 7 7  2 1  3 . 2 8  7 0  1 0  9 2  9 1  1 4  2 0  2 7  4 . 2 1  2 7  4 . 2 1  5 4  8 .  4 2  1 4 5  2 2 . 6 2  

1 9 7 7 - 7 8  9 0  1 4 . 0 4  3 8  5  . 9 2  1 2 8  1 9  9 7  2 6  4  . 0 6  2 6  4 . 0 6  5 2  8 . 1 1  1 8 0  2 8 . 0 8  

1978-79 5 6  8 . 7 4  5 1  7 9 6  1 0 7  1 6  7 1 7  2 . 6 5  1 7  2 . 6 5  34 5 . 3 0  1 4 1  2 2 . 0 0  

Totals 2 5 6  3 9 . 9 4  2 0 9  32 . 6 1  4 6 5  7 2  5 4  1 0 2  1 5 . 9 1  7 4  1 1 . 5 4  1 7 6  2 7 . 4 6  6 4 1  1 0 0 . 0 0  



Table 7 

Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Non-Members as of total 
Selected Non-Members of Fraternities and Sororities by 
Type of Institution (Public or Private) at 
Four Institutions, 1975-76 to 1978079 

Pub lie Private 

Years 

A  &  T  
N o .  

S t a t e  
% 

W S S U  
N o .  % 

Total 

No. % 
Bennett 

No. % 

Livingstons 

No. % 

Total 

No. % 

Combined 

Total 

No. 7. 

1 9 7 5 - 7 6  2 1  5 . 5 9  2 5  6  6 5  4 6  1 0 .  2 3  2 4  6 . 3 8  2 5  6 . 6 5  4 9  1 3 .  0 3  9 5  25.27 

1 9 7 6 - 7 7  2 3  6 . 1 2  2 5  6  . 6 5  4 8  1 2 .  7 7  2 3  6 . 1 2  2 5  6 . 6 5  4 8  1 2 .  7 7  9 6  25.53 

1 9 7 7 - 7 8  2 5  6 . 6 5  2 5  6  . 6 5  5 0  1 3 .  3 0  1 3  3 . 4 6  2 5  6.65 3 8  1 0 .  1 1  88 23.40 

1 9 7 8 - 7 9  2 4  6 . 3 8  2 5  6  . 6 5  4 9  1 3 .  0 3  2 3  6 . 1 2  2 5  6.65 4 8  1 2 .  77 97 25.80 

Totals 9 3  2 4 . 7 3  1 0 0  2 6  . 6 0  1 9 3  5 1 .  3 3  83 2 2 . 0 7  1 0 0  2 6 . 6 0  1 8 3  48 67 376 1 0 0 . 0 0  



Table 8 

Frequency and Percentage Distribution Of Fraternity and Sorority 
Members as of Total Membership by Type of Institution 
tCoeducational or All-Female) at Four Institutions, 
1975-76 to 1978-79 

Coeducational All-Female 
Combined 

A & T State Livingstone WSSU Total Dennett Total 
Years No. % No. % No. % % No. % No. % 

1975-76 89 13. 88 4 .62 50 7. 80 14.50 32 4.99 175 27.30 

1976-77 21 3.28 27 4.21 70 10.92 18.41 27 4 .21 145 22.62 

1977-78 90 14 . 0-1 26 4 .06 38 5.93 24.03 26 4.06 180 28.08 

1978-79 56 8.74 17 2.65 51 7. 80 19.19 17 2.65 141 22.00 

Tota Is 256 39 . 9 4 74 11.54 209 12.61 84.09 102 15.91 641 100.00 

KO ro 



Table 9 

Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Non-Members as of 
Total Selected Non-Members 
by Type of Institution (Coeducational or All-Female) at 
Four Institutions, 1975-76 to 1978-79 

Coeducati onal All-Female 

Years 
A & T 
No. 

S tate 
% 

Livingstone 
No. % No. 

WSSU 
% 

Total 
% Mo. 

Bennett 
% Ho 

Combined 
Total 

% 

1975-76 21 5.59 25 6.65 25 6.65 18. 89 24 6.38 95 25.27 

1976-77 23 6 . 12 25 6.65 25 6 .65 19.42 23 6.12 96 25.53 

1977-78 25 6.65 25 6.65 2 5 6.65 19.95 13 3.45 88 23.40 

1978-79 24 6. 38 2 5  6.65 25 6.65 19.68 23 6.12 97 25.80 

Totals 93 24 .73 100 26.06 100 26.60 79.84 83 22.07 376 100.00 

<£> 
GJ 



Table 10 

Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Fraternity and Sorority 
Menters as of Total Membership by Setting of Institution 
(Urban or Rural) at Four Institutions, 
1975-76 to 1978-79 

Urban Rural 

Years 
A £. T 
No. 

State 
% No. 

Bennett 
% No. 

WSSU 
% 

Total 
% 

Livingstone 
No. % 

Combined 
Total 

No. % 

1975-76 89 13.89 32 4.99 50 7.80 16 .60 4 .62 175 27.30 

1976-77 21 3.28 27 4.21 70 10 .92 18.41 27 4 . 21 145 22.62 

1977-70 90 14.04 26 4.06 38 5.93 24 . 03 26 4.06 100 20.00 

1970-79 56 0.74 17 2.65 51 7. U0 19.29 17 2.65 141 22.00 

Totals 256 39 . 9 4 102 15.91 209 32.61 88. 46 74 11. 54 641 100 .00 

* -P» 



Table 11 

Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Non-Members as of 
Total Selected Non-Members of Fraternities and Sororities 
by Setting of Institution (Urban or Rural) at 
Four Institutions, 1975-76 to 1978-79 

Urban Rural 

Years 
A & T 
No. 

State 
% No. 

Bennett 
% No. 

WSSU 
% 

Total 
% 

Livingstone 
No. % 

Combined 
Total 

No. % 

1975-76 21 5.59 24 6.38 25 6.65 18.62 25 6.65 95 25.27 

1976-77 23 6.12 23 6.12 25 6.65 18.89 25 6.65 96 25.53 

1977-78 25 6 .65 13 3.45 25 6.65 16.75 25 6.65 88 23.40 

1978-79 24 6 .30 23 6.12 25 6.65 19.15 25 6.65 97 25.80 

Totals 93 24 .74 83 22.07 100 26^60 73.41 100 26.60 376 100.00 

KO cn 



Table 12 

Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Selected Non-Members of Fraternities 
and Sororities in Terms of Grade Point Average (2.3-3.0) at the Time of 

ii IMtiation and Graduation According to Graduation fears (1) 1976; 
(2) 1977; (3) 1978; and (4) 1979 at Four Institutions, 
1975-76 to 1978-79 

Ye. ir of Iui t iation Year of Graduation 

A & T State Bennot L Livingstone WSSU A & T State Bennett Livingstone WSSU 
Year No. 7 No. 7. No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % No. Z 

1974 it 1.06 11 2.93 22 5.85 22 5.85 

1975 18 A. 79 11 2.93 18 4.79 18 4.52 -

1976 18 A. 79 7 1.86 18 4.79 16 4.26 4 1.06 11 2.93 22 5.85 22 5.85 

1977 20 5.32 15 3.99 21 5.59 24 6.38 18 4.79 11 2.93 18 4.79 17 4.52 

1978 18 4.79 7 1.86 18 4.79 16 4.26 

1979 20 5.32 15 3.99 21 5.59 24 6.38 

Total 60 15.96 44 11.70 79 21.01 79 21.01 60 15.96 44 11.70 79 21.01 79 21.01 



Table 13 

Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Fraternity and Sorority 
Members with a grade Point Average of 2.30-3.00 at Initiation 
and Graddation as of Total Membership at Four 
Institutions, 1974 to 1979 

Yr:ir i>1 ii 11 i.ii i (in Voir .if Ci •1ilu.il 1 on 

Yr.ir 
A 
No. 

' SI )! r 1l»*lll|o| I 
No. X 

I.I v lnp.':l olio 
flu. 7. No 

w :;r.M 
7. 

r.ii 
No. Z 

A R T  
N*i. 

Sf rtl o 
7. 

Ncllllrl 1 
Nn. 2 

I.I vlii|» 
No. 

il imr 
7. No 

wr.sn 

7. No. 
Tol ;|1 

Z 

I'l/'i / .n 7 '.i 1 7 f ,f>'< 'i . 67 11) 7. nn 1 11 IB sr. 

n7 r» 17 7 ,r.7 1'.  7. 1R 1'. 7. in 6fl IO.M 111 17 r. i  

1176 ;i t . 1 1  11 7.16 n 7. If. 16 r..62 i?c. If 'if, 7 in 71 1.7H 1, .62 7% I.'IO 16 l 'i IR 

1177 1 r> 1 .'•r. 17 1. H7 17 1 -07 VI 7.  M |(IH 16 n r ,  17 7 66 11 7.07 11 7.07 7.117 nn II 71 

19 7fl 9 70 1.17 71 1.70 77 l.'il 111 70 7'. 

1179 71 /. ••.7 n 1.71 II 1.77 11 1 17. 1? r.i  7'i no 

To t a 1 s / r>7 7.1 1\ r>7 i .r,7 v» 7.61 701 11.07 4fif, 77 7(1 r.? 7.1 7f f.7 9.67 'ii 7.  M 701 11.67 '.76 l'i 26 



Table 14 

Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Fraternity and Sorority 
Members with a grade Point Average of 3.01 and Above- at 
Initiation and Graudation as of Total Membership at 
Four Institutions, 1974 to 1979 

Year of Initiation Tear of Graduation 

A S T State Ilpnnett M vinp.stoiip WSSH Total A & T State Bennett Livingstone WSSI! Total 
Year Nn X No. 7. No X No. X No X No X No X No X No X No Z 

1974 41 6.40 15 2.34 0 0 56 8.74 

1975 4 .fi2 13 2.01 13 2.03 2 .31 32 4.99 

1976 28 4.37 7 1.09 7 1.09 2 .31 44 6.86 41 6.40 11 1.72 11 1.72 3 .46 66 10.30 

1977 31 4.84 5 .78 5 .  78 2 .31 43 6.71 4 .62 11 1.72 8 1.25 1 .15 24 3.74 

1978 28 4.37 6 .93 2 .31 1 .15 37 5.77 

1979 31 4.84 12 1.87 4 .62 1 .15 48 7.49 

Tol a 1 s 104 16.22 40 6.24 25 3.90 G .94 175 27.30 100 16.22 40 6.24 25 3.90 6 .93 175 27.30 



Table 15 

Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Non-Members with a Grade Point 
Average of 2.30-3.00 at Initiation and Graduation as of Total 
Selected Non-Members of Fraternities and Sororities, 
at Four Institutions, 1974 to 1979 

Yr.tr ill I ll 11 1.11 I nil 

A fc ' Kl.tlr llr lllir 1 1 1.1 Vll l) '  •*.l  i mi* WSNII Tol 11 
Tr.tr Nn. t Nil. z Mo. 7- No 7. No. Z 

"* n/« f, 1 (ifi 1 1 7 •n 77 S.R'i 72 s ns so is .fiO 

i  o/s in 'l 7') 1 1 7 11 in ' i .  ;o in h '.2 r.-,  17 .20 

n/r. in r, 70 7 1 Rfi IR 'i. 70 If .  't 2f> SO IS f.O 

1077 • 20 S 12 is 1 71 ">.59 7.1 n Zl .0? 

107R 

|i/0 

Tol.tll f.n tS.'K. 11,70 70 21.01 79 71.01 'ft? r.o.ftn 

Vr. ir »r [.'iMrln.it {mi 

A & T SI .tl r ttrimrt I I.I vliif.nl our WS5II 
N.i. 7. Nr.. 7. No. 7. No. 7. No. \X 

f, I  Oft 11 2 01 2? s .ns 22 s ns 50 IS 1.0 

in h 70 I I  2 0 J in 4 70 11 ' l  r>2 f.S 17 20 

in \ 70 7 1 nr. in 'l  70 If. /, 7f. so IS f.O 

70 s 17 IS 1 00 v  71 s so 75 (, II 71 21 2R 

r»n IS or. ' l ' l  I I  70 70 71 01 7? 71 01 2f.7 f.O f.n 

VD 
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Table 16 

Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Non-Members with a Grade 
Point Average 3.01 and Above at Initiation and Graudation as of 
Total Selected Non-Menibers of Fraternities and Sororities 
at Four Institutions, 1974 to 1979 

Vr.ir nf lull  l . i l  (mi Y/nr uf f 'r. if l i inl Ion 

Yr.ir 

A *  T 

Ni>, 

Si . i l  r 
7. No 

Irl l l ir 1 • 

7-

1.1 v 1 mm 

No. 7. Nr. 

ws.sn 

7. Nit 

Tol 11 

Z 

A *  

N.. 

T Kl .-l ie 

Z N.i 

f lrmipl 1 

7. 

U v li .^s 

No. 

olio 

7. No 

w.v;n 

7- No 

T..I  >1 

Z 

17 ' i .  17 11 1. ' ift  i  .  no 1 .no 5A 9. 5/ 

|17'.  1. I I  1 7 1. 19 7 1. nr. n 7.11 17 n.si 

117f. 7 I  .nr. r.  1 .  Ml 7 i .  nr. 9 7.11 79 7.71 /i 1 .or. 1 1 7. '11 11 1 .110 70 "i 17 

1177 l .  nr. n 2. n >i I .  or. 1 .77 17 '• .57 in t<.  79 I I  2.11 *> 1.  .11 n 7 . 1 1  '<?. 1 1 17 

197B 7 I  .nr. 
r. 1.11 7 1 nr. 9 2. n 7R 7 

1979 f, 1 .06 17 1. 11 7 1. nr. l  .71 7'i r.  IB 

lot .1 1 s 1) B.7B V) 10.17 21 S.V) 71 5. VI 114 
r. 

i 

*
 

i 

i l  n.7n m 10.17 71 5. •59 71 5. r)9 It ' .  10 17 

O 
o 
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Table 17 

Frequency and Percentage Distribution 
of Fraternity and Sorority Members 
and Non Members 

Category No. % 

^Member 6 41 63 .03 

Non-Member 376 36.97 

Total 1017 100.00 
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Table 18 

Frequency and Percentage Distribution of 
Subjects by Sex 

Sex IJo. % 

Twalt 704 69 . 22 

l\alz 313 30.78 

Total 1017 100.00 

Table 19 

Frequency and Percentage Distribution 
of Subjects by Type of Institution 
(Financial Support) 

Type of Institution No. % 

. - j 

P.xivaXc. 359 35. 30 

Public 6 58 64 .70 

Total 1017 100.00 



\ 
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Table 20 

Frequency and Percentage Distribution of 
Subjects by Type of Institution 
(Coeducational or All-Female) 

Type of Institution No. % 

AIt ImaJLz 185 18 .19 

Co zduccitconaZ 832 81 .81 

Total 1017 100 .00 

Table 21 

Frequency and Percentage Distribution of 
Subjects by Type of Institution 
(Urban or Rural) 

Type of Institution No. % 

RuaoI 174 17.11 

'LUiban 843 82. 89 

Total 1017 100.00 
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Table 22 

Frequency and Percentage Distribution of 
Subjects by Graduation Year 

Graduation Year No. % 

1975-76 270 26.55 

1976-77 241 23.70 

1977-78 268 26.35 

1978-79 238 23.40 

Total 1017 100.00 



Table 23 

Frequency and Percentage Distribution of 
Subjects by Institution 

Institution No. 

A§T State 349 34.32 

Bennett 185 18.19 

Livingstone 174 17.11 

Winston-Salem State 309 30.38 

Total 1017 100.00 



Table 24 

Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Fraternity and Sorority Members by 
Sex and Non-Members by Sex at Four Institutions 

Members Non-Members 

Male Fein a 1 e Tot al Male Feinal e Total 
Combined 

Tot al 

Institution No. % No. I No. % No. % No. •/ /. No. % N o. X 

A & T State 109 10.72 147 14.45 256 25.77 50 4.92 43 4.23 93 9.14 349 34.31 

Dennett 0 .00 102 10.03 102 10.03 0 .00 83 0.16 83 8.16 185 18.19 

Livingstone 7 .69 67 6.59 74 7.20 40 3.93 60 5.90 100 9.03 174 17.11 

WSSU 70 6.88 139 13.67 209 20.55 37 3.64 63 6.19 100 9.83 309 30.38 

Combined 

Total 106 18.29 455 44.74 641 63.03 127 12.49 249 24 .48 376 36.97 1017 99.99 

o 
cn 



Table 25 

Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Fraternity and Sorority Members 
and Non-Members by Sex and Type of Institution (Public 
or Private) at Four Institutions 

Public Private 

Male 
Members 

Female Total Male 

Members 
Female Tot al 

Institution No. 7. No. % No. 7. Institution No. % No. - % No. % 

A & T State 109 10.72 147 14.45 256 25. 17 Bennett 0 .00 102 10.03 102 10.03 

WSSU 70 6.88 139 13.67 209 20. 55 Livingstone 7 .69 67 6.59 74 7.28 

Total 179 17.60 286 28.12 465 45. 72 Total 7 .69 169 16.62 176 17.31 

Non-Members Non-Members 

A & T State 50 4.92 43 4.23 93 9. 15 Bennett 83 8.16 83 8.16 

WSSU 37 3.64 63 6.19 100 9. 83 Livingstone 40 3.93 60 5.90 100 9.83 

Total 87 8.56 106 10.42 193 18. 98 40 3.93 143 14.06 183 17.99 . 

Combined 

Total 266 26.16 392 38.54 658 64. 70 47 4.62 312 30.68 259 35.30 



Table 26 

Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Subjects by Sex and Type 
of Institution (ALL-Female or Coeducational) 
at Four Institutions 

Institution 

Bennett 

Totals 

All-Female 

Members 
Male 

No. Z 
Female 

No. % 

0.00 0.00 102 10.03 

102 10.03 

Non-Members 

Coeducational 

Members 
Institution 

A & T 

Livingstone 

USSU 

Male Female 

Non-Members 

Total 
No. % No. 

« V No. X 

109 10.72 147 14, ,45 256 25.17 
7 .69 67 6, .59 74 7.28 

70 6.88 139 13. ,67 209 20.55 
186 18.29 353 34. ,71 539 53.00 

Bennett 

Totals 

No. X ' 

0.00 0.00 

No. 

83 

83 

Z 

8 .16  

8^ 16 

A & T 

Livingstone 

WSSU 

No. % No. 7. No. X 

50 4.92 43 4. 23 93 9.14 
40 3.93 • 60 5. 90 100 9.83 

37 3.64 . 63 6. 19 100 9.83 

127 12.49 166 10. 13 293 28.81 

Combined 

Total 0.00 0.00 185 18.19 313 30.78 519 1017 100.00 



Table 27 

Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Fraternity and Sorority Members 
and Non-Members by Sex and Type of Institution (Urban or 
Rural) at Four Institutions 

Urban Rural 

Members Members 

Male Female Total < Male Female Total 
Institution No. X No. X No. X Institution No. % No. X No. Z 

A & T State 109 10.72 147 14.45 256 25.17 Livingstone 7 .69 67 6.59 74 7.28 
Bennett 102 10.03 102 10.03 

wssu 70 6.88 139 13.67 209 20.55 

Total 179 17.60 388 38.15 567 55.75 Total 7 .69 67 6.59 74 7.28 
V* 

Non-Members Non-Members 

A & T State 50 A.92 43 4.23 93 9.15 Livingstone 40 3.93 60 5.90 100 9.83 
Bennett 83 8.16 83 8.16 

WSSU . 3 7  3.64 63 6.19 100 9.83 " 

Total 87 8.56 189 18.58 276 27.14 Total 40 3.93 60 5.90 100 9.83 

Combined Combined -

Total 266 26.16 577 56.73 843 82.89 Total 47 4.62 127 12.49 174 17.11 



Table 28 

Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Fraternity and Sorority Members 
by Grade Point Average (2.30 and Over) TVro Years After Matriculation 
at Four Institutions, 1975-76 to 1978-79 

A^T State Reiuiett Livingston WSSU Totals 
Year GPA No. 0. 

0 No. 0, 
0 No. 0„ 

0 No. % No. % 

1975-76 2.30-2.50 22 3.43 6 .97 2 .31 24 3.74 54 8.42 
2.51-3.00 26 4.06 11 1.72 2 .31 26 4.06 65 10.14 
3.01-3.50 25 3.90 9 1.40 0 .00 0 0.00 34 5.30 
3.51-over 16 2.50 6 .97 0 .00 0 0.00 22 3.43 

Totals 89 13.88 32 4 .99 4 .62 50 7.80 175 27.30 

1976-77 2.30-2.50 10 1.56 3 .47 3 .47 37 5.77 53 8.27 
2.51-3.00 7 1.09 11 1.72 11 1.72 31 4.84 60 9.36 
3.01-3.50 3 .49 9 1.40 9 1.40 2 .31 23 3.59 
3.51-over 1 .16 4 .62 4 .62 0 0.00 9 1.40 

Totals 21 3.28 27 4.21 27 4.21 70 10.92 145 22.62 

1977-78 2.30-2.50 34 5.30 6 .97 6 .97 23 3.59 69 10.76 
2.51-3.00 38 4.37 13 2.03 13 2.03 13 2.03 67 10.45 
3.01-3.50 22 3.43 4 .62 4 .62 2 .31 32 4.99 
3.51-over 6 .94 3 .47 3 .47 0 0.00 12 1.87 

Totals 90 14.04 26 4.06 26 4.06 38 5.93 180 28.08 

1978-79 2.30-2.50 14 2.18 4 .62 4 .62 33 5.15 53 8.27 
2.51-3.00 11 1.72 8 1.25 8 1.25 16 2.50 43 6.71 
3.01-3.50 21 3.28 3 .47 3 .47 2 .31 29 4.52 
3.51-over 10 1.56 2 .31 2 .31 0 0.00 14 2.18 

Totals 56 8.74 17 2.65 17 2.65 51 7.96 141 22.00 

All Years 2.30-2.50 80 12.48 19 2.96 15 2.34 117 18.25 231 36.04 
2.51-3.00 72 11.23 43 6.71 34 5.30 86 13.42 235 36.66 
3.01-3.50 71 11.08 25 3.90 16 2.50 * 6 .94 118 18.41 
3.51-ovcr 53 5.15 15 2.34 9 1.40 0 0.00 57 8.84 

Grand Total 256 39.94 102 15.91 74 11.54 209 32.61 611 100.00 

O 



Table 29 

Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Non-Members by Grade 
Point Average (2.30 and Over) TVro Years After Matriculation 
at Four Institutions, 1975-76 to 1978-79 

AfiT State Bennett Livingstone WSSU Total 
Year GPA No. % No. % No. 1 No. % No. % 

1975-76 2.30-2.50 1 .27 9 2.39 15 3.99 16 4.26 41 10.90 
2.51-3.00 3 .80 2 .53 7 1.86 6 1.60 18 4.79 
3.01-3.50 6 1.60 8 2.13 3 .80 3 .80 20 5.32 
3.51-over 11 2.93 5 1.33 0 .00 0 .00 16 4.26 

Totals 21 5.59 .24 6.38 25 6.65 25 6.65 95 25.27 

1976-77 2.30-2.50 15 3.99 8 2.13 10 2.66 9 2.39 42 11.17 
2.51-3.00 3 .80 3 .80 8 2.13 8 2.13 22 5.85 
3.01-3.50 4 1.06 7 1.86 5 1.33 6 1.60 22 5.85 
3.51-over 1 .27 5 1.33 2 .53 2 .53 10 2.66 

Totals 23 6.11 .23 6.11 25 6.65 25 6.65 96 25.53 

1977-78 2.30-2.50 11 2.93 5 1.33 7 1.86 9 2.39 32 8.51 
2.51-3.00 7 1.86 2 .53 11 2.93 7 1.86 27 7.18 
3.01-3.50 6 1.60 4 .11 6 1.60 7 1.86 23 6.12 
3.51-over 1 .27 2 .53 1 .27 2 .53 6 1.60 

Totals 25 6.65 13 3.46 25 6.65 26 6.65 88 23.40 

1978-79 2.30-2.50 15 3.99 9 2.39 11 2.93 18 4.79 53 14.10 
2.51-3.00 5 1.33 6 1.60 10 2.66 6 1.60 27 7.18 
3.01-3.50 2 .53 6 1.60 4 1.06 1 .27 13 3.46 
3.51-over 2 .53 2 .53 0 .00 0 .00 4 1.06 

Totals 24 6.38 23 6.12 25 6.65 25 6.65 97 25.80 

All Years 2.30-2.50 42 11.73 31 8.24 43 11.44 52 13.83 158 24.65 
2.51-3.00 18 4.79 13 3.46 36 9.57 27 7.18 248 38.69 
3.01-3.50 18 4.79 25 6.65 18 4.79 17 4.52 167 26.05 
3.51-over 15 3.99 14 3.72 3 0.80 4 1.06 68 10.61 

Grand Totals 93 24.73 83 22.07 100 26.60 100 26.60 376 100.00 



Table 30 

Frequency and Distribution of Fraternity and Sorority Members 
by Grade Point Average (2.30 and Over) at Graduation at 
Four Institution, 1975-76 to 1978-79 

AST State Bennett Livingston WSSU Totals 
Year GPA No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % 

1975-76 2.30-2.50 14 2.18 4 .62 1 .16 10 1.56 29 4.52 
2.51-3.00 32 4.99 17 2.65 3 .47 15 2.34 67 10.45 
3.01-3.50 29 4.52 6 .97 0 .00 20 3.12 55 8.58 
3.51-over 14 2.18 5 .78 0 .00 5 .78 24 3.74 

Totals 89 13.88 32 4.99 4 .62 50 7.80 175 27.30 

1976-77 2.30-2.50 11 1.72 4 .62 4 .62 29 4.52 48 7.49 
2.51-3.00 6 .97 9 1.40 9 1.40 19 2.96 43 6.71 
3.01-3.50 2 .31 11 1.72 11 1.72 12 1.87 36 5.62 
3.51-over 2 .31 3 .47 3 .47 10 1.56 18 2.81 

Totals 21 3.28 27 4.21 27 4.21 70 10.92 145 22.62 

1977-78 2.30-2.50 33 5.15 1 .16 1 .16 12 1.87 47 7.33 
2.51-3.00 37 5.77 19 2.96 20 3.12 10 1.56 86 13.42 
3.01-3.50 17 2.65 4 .62 4 .62 13 2.03 38 5.93 
3.51-over 3 .47 2 .31 1 .16 3 .47 9 1.40 

Totals 90 14.04 26 4.06 26 4.06 38 5.93 180 28.08 

1978-79 2.30-2.50 11 1.72 4 .62 2 .31 17 2.65 34 5.30 
2.51-3.00 18 2.81 9 1.40 11 1.72 14 2.18 52 8.11 
3.01-3.50 20 3.12 2 .31 2 .31 14 2.18 38 5.93 
3.51-over 7 1.09 2 .31 2 .31 6 .94 17 2.65 

Totals 56 8.74 17 2.65 17 2.65 51 7.96 141 21.97 

All Years 2.30--2.50 69 10. 76 13 2. ,03 8 1 .  25 68 10. 61 158 24. 65 
2.51-•3.00 93 14. 51 54 8. .42 43 6. 71 58 9. 05 248 38. 69 
3.01-•3.50 68 10. 61 23 3. .59 17 2. 65 59 9. 20 167 26. 05 
3.51-•over 26 4. 06 12 1. .87 6 0 .  94 24 3. 74 68 10. 61 

Grand Total 256 39. 94 102 15. 91. 74 11. 54 209 33. 61 641 100. 00 



Table 31 

Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Kon-Members by Grade 
Point Average (2.30 and Over) at Graduation 
at Four Institutions, 1975-76 to 1978-79 

Year 

1975-76 2.30-2.50 2 .53 6 1.60 12 3.19 5 1.33 25 6.65 
2.51-3.00 3 .80 3 .80 8 2.13 10 2.66 24 6.38 
3.01-3.50 9 2.39 11 2.93 4 1.06 5 1.33 29 7.71 
3.51-over 7 1.86 4 1.06 1 .27 5 1.33 17 4.52 

Totals 21 5.59 24 6.38 25 6.65 25 6.65 95 25.27 

1976-77 2.30-2.50 13 3.46 3 .80 8 2.13 8 2.13 32 8.51 
2.51-3.00 4 1.06 7 1.16 11 2.93 5 1.33 27 7.81 
3.01-3.50 3 .80 4 1.06 5 1.33 8 2.13 20 5.32 
3.51-over 3 .80 9 2.39 1 ,27 4 1.06 17 4.52 

Totals 23 6.11 23 6.11 25 6.65 25 6.65 96 25.53 

1977-78 2.30-2.50 8 2.13 4 1.06 3 .80 7 1.86 22 5.85 
2.51-3.00 9 2.39 4 1.06 13 3.46 8 2.13 34 9.04 
3.01-3.50 6 1.60 3 .80 8 2.13 3 .80 20 5.32 
3.51-over 2 .53 2 .53 1 .27 7 1.86 12 3.19 

Totals 25 6.65 13 3.46 25 6.65 25 6.65 88 23.40 

1978-79 2.30-2.50 12 3.19 4 1.06 5 1.33 19 5.05 40 10.64 
2.51-3.00 7 1.86 11 2.93 13 3.46 4 .11 35 9.31 
3.01-3.50 3 .80 7 1.86 7 1.86 2 .53 19 5.05 
3.51-over 2 .53 1 .27 0 .00 0 .00 3 .80 

Totals 24 6.38 23 6.11 25 6.65 25 6.65 97 25.80 

All Years 2.30-2.50 35 9.31 17 4.52 28 7.45 39 10.37 119 31.65 
2.51-3.00 23 6.12 25 6.65 45 11.97 27 7.18 120 31.91 
3.01-3.50 21 5.59 25 6.65 24 6.38 18 4.79 88 23.40 
3.51-over 11 3.72 16 4.25 3 0.80 16 4.25 49 13.03 

Grand Totnls 93 24.73 83 22.07 100 26.60 ino 26.60 376 ion.no 



Table 32 

Frequency and Percentage Oistribution of Fraternity ami Sorority Members by Sex 
ami Craile Point Averape (2.30 and over) IV) Years aTtcr Matriculation at Tour 

Inst ihit ions, 1975-76 to 1978-79 

A T, T State Rennett l.ivinystone WSSII Total 
Mile Female Female Male Female Hale Female •hie Female 

Year (TA No * Nt> I No S No t No 1 No t No % Ho I No 1 

1975-76 2.30-2.50 9 1. 40 13 2.03 6 .97 1 .  J6 1 .16 10 1.56 11 2.18 20 3.12 34 5.30 
2.51-3.00 16 • 2. 50 10 1.56 11 1 .72 1 .16 1 .16 11 1.72 15 2.34 2R 4.37 37 5.77 
3.01-3.50 3 .47 22 3.43 p 1 .40 0 .00 0 .00 0 .00 0' .00 3 .47 31 1.81 
3.51-over 3 47 13 2.03 6 .97 0 .00 0 .00 0 .00 0 .00 3 .47 19 2.96 

Totals 31 4! 84 58 9.05 32 4 .99 2 .31 2 .31 21 3.28 29 4.52 54 8.42 121 18.88 

1976-77 2.30-2.50 2 31 8 1.25 3 .47 1 .16 2 .31 13 2.03 24 3.74 16 2.50 37 5.77 
2.51-3.00 2 31 5 .78 11 1 .72 0 .00 11 1.72 14 2.18 17 2.65 16 2.50 44 6.R6 
3.01-3.50 2 31 1 .16 9 1 .40 0 .00 9 1.40 0 .00 2 .31 2 .31 21 3.28 
3.51-over 0 00 I .16 4 .62 0 .00 4 .62 0 .00 0 .00 0 .00 <1 1.40 

Totals 6 91 15 2.34 27 4 .21 1 .16 26 4.06 27 4.21 43 6.71 34 5.30 lii 17.32 

1977-78 2.30-2.50 9 l. 40 25 3.90 6 .97 0 .00 6 .97 8 1.25 15 2.34 17 2.65 52 8.11 
2.51-3.00 10 i. 56 18 2.81 13 2 .03 1 .16 12 1.87 6 .97 7 1.09 17 2.65 50 7.8fl 
3.01-3.50 13 2. 03 9 1.40 4 .62 0 .oo 4 .62 0 .00 2 .31 13 2.03 19 2.96 
3.51-over 2 31 4 .62 3 .47 0 .00 3 .47 0 .00 0 .00 2 .31 10 1.56 

Tot a 1s 34 5. 30 56 8.74 26 4 .06 1 .16 25 3.90 14 2.18 24 3.74 49 7.64 131 20.41 

197R-79 2.30-2.50 It 1. 72 3 .47 4 .62 1 .16 3 .47 6 .97 27 4.21 18 2.81 37 5.77 
2.51-3.00 9 1. 10 2 .31 R 1 .25 1 .16 7 1.09 2 .31 14 2.1R 12 1.87 31 4.84 
3.01-3.50 11 2. 18 7 1.09 3 .47 1 .16 2 .31 0 .00 2 .31 15 2.31 14 2.18 
3.51-over 4 62 6 .94 2 .31 0 .00 2 .31 0 .00 0 .00 4 .62 10 1.56 

Totals 38 5. 93 18 2.81 17 2 .65 3 .47 M 2.18 8 1.25 13 6.7» 19 7.64 92 14.35 

Al 1 Years 2.30-2.50 31 28. 41 49 33.33 19 18 .63 3 42 ,R6 12 27.92 37 52. R6 80 57.55 71 38.17 160 35.17 
2.51-3.00 37 33.9-1 35 23.81 43 42 . 16 3 42 .86 31 46.27 33 47.14 53 38.13 73 39.25 162 35.60 
3.01-3.50 32 29. 36 39 26.53 25 24 .51 1 14 .29 15 22.39 0 .00 6 4.32 33 17.74 85 18.68 
3.51-over 9 8. 26 24 16.33 15 14 .71 0 .00 9 13.43 0 0 0 .00 9 4.84 1R 10.55 

Grand Total 109 17. 00 117 22.93 102 15.91 7 1 .09 67 10.45 70 10.92 139 21.6R 186 29.62 455 70.99 



Table 33 

Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Non-Members by Sex and Grade Point Average 
(2.30 and Over) Two Years after Matriculation at Four Institutions, 1975-76 to 1978-79 

A Fi T State Bennett Livingstone WSSU Total 

Mile Female Female Mile Female Male Female Male Female 
Year TPA No. *> No I No. I No. % No. t  No 'I No t  No t  No \  

1975-70 2. 30-2.SO 1 .27 0 .00 9 2.39 5 1.33 10 2.66 4 .10 12 .32 10 2.66 31 8.24 
2. 51-3.00 3 .80 0 .00 2 .53 2 .53 5 1.33 2 .53 4 1.06 7 1.86 11 2.93 
3. 01-3.5(1 4 1 .06 2 .53 8 2.13 1 .27 2 .53 1 .27 2 .53 6 5.60 14 3.72 
3. 51-over 8 2 .13 3 .80 5 1.33 0 .00 0 .00 0 .00 0 .00 R 2.13 8 2.13 

Totals 16 .-13 5 .33 24 6.38 8 2.13 17 4.52 7 1.86 18 4.79 31 8.24 64 17.02 

1976-77 2. 30-2.50 5 .13 10 2. ,66 8 2.13 4 1.06 6 1.60 4 .10 5 1.333 13 3.46 29 7.71 
2. 51-3.00 2 .53 1 .27 3 ,R0 2 .53 6 1.60 4 .10 4 1.06 R 2.13 14 3.72 
3. 01-3.50 2 .53 2 .53 7 1.86 2 .53 3 .80 2 .53 4 1.06 6 1.60 16 4.26 
3. 51-over 1 .27 0 ,00 5 1.33 -.27 1 .27 0 .00 2 .53 2 .53 R 2.13 

Totals 10 2 .66 13 3! .46 23 6.11 .23 16 4.46 10 .91 15 3.99 29 7.71 67 17.82 

1977-78 2. 30-2.50 •1 I .06 7 1. ,86 5 1.33 2 .53 5 1.33 2 .53 7 1.86 8 2.13 24 6.38 •y 51-3.00 2 .53 5 1. .33 2 .53 4 1.00 7 1.86 1 .27 6 .16 7 1.86 20 5.32 
5. 01-3.50 2 .53 4 1. .06 4 1.06 2 .53 4 1.06 2 .53 5 1.33 6 1.60 17 4.52 
3. 51-over 0 .00 1 .27 2 .53 0 .00 I .27 0 .00 2 .53 0 .00 6 1.60 

Totals 8 2, .13 17 4]  ,52 13 3.46 8 2.13 17 4.52 5 1.33 20 5.31 21 5.59 67 17.82 

1978-79 2. 30-2.50 11 2. .93 4 1. .06 9 2.39 7 1.86 4 1.06 12 3.19 6 1.66 30 7.98 23 6.17 
2. 51-3.00 3 .80 2 .53 6 1.60 7 1 .86 3 .80 2 .53 4 1.06 12 3.19 15 3.99 
3. 01-3.50 1 .27 1 .27 6 1.60 1 .27 3 .80 1 .27 0 .00 3 .80  10 2.66 
3. 51-ovcr 1 .27 1 .27 2 .53 0 - .00  0 .00 IV  .00 0 .00 1 .27 3 .80 

Totals 16 4. .26 8 2! .13 23 6.12 15 3.99 10 2.66 15 3.99 10 2.66 46 12.23 51 13.56 

All Years 2. 30-2.50 21 42. .00 21 48. .84 31 37.35 18 45.00 25 41.67 22 59.46 30 47.62 61 48.03 107 42.97 
2. 51-3.00 10 20, .00 8 1R. .60 13 15.66 15 37.50 21 35.00 9 24.32 18 28.57 34 26.77 60 24.10 
3. 01-3.50 9 18 .00  9 20. .93 25 30.12 6 25.00 12 20.00 6 16.22 11 17.46 21 16.53 S7 22. R9 
3. 51-over 10 20. .00 5 11. .63 14 16.87 1 2.50 2 3.33 0 .00 4 6.35 11 R.66 25 10.04 

Craiul Total 50 13 .30 43 11 .44 83 22.07 40 10.64 60 15.96 37 9.R4 63 16.76 127 33.78 249 66.22 



Table 34 

Frequency and Distribution of Fraternity and Sorority Members by Sex and Grade Point 
Average (2.30 and Over) at Graduation at Four Institutions, 1975^76 to 1978-79 

A Fi T State HemicU l.iviisgstonc WSSII ITTI'AI, 
Mile lenvi I c Pnnale Mile Female Mile Pem.il e Mile Pensile 

Ye.ir WA No \ No t Nc>. t  No t No t  No \  No t  No t  No t 

1'l7S-7f» 2. 30-2.SO 7 1 .09 7 1. 09 4 .62 0 .00 1 .16 5 , 7R 5 ,7R 12 1.R7 17 2.65 
2. 51-3.00 10 1. 5ft 22 3. 4 3 17 2. (.5 1 .16 2 .31 6 .97 9 l! 40 17 2.65 50 7.R0 
3. (II -3.511 <1 1. .4(1 20 3. 12 6 . '•7 0 .00 0 (III 4 ,62 16 2 .  49 13 2.03 42 ft. 55 
J. 51-over 7 1. , 09 7 1. 09 5 .78 0 .0(1 0 00 2 31 3 47 9 1.40 15 2.34 

Totals 33 5. .14 56 R. 74 32 4.99 1 .16 3 ,47 17 2 .  ,65 33 s! 14 51 7.96 1.24 19.34 

1976-77 2. 30-2.50 6 . ft2 5 7R 4 .62 1 .16 3 .47 13 2 .  03 16 2. 49 20 3.12 2R 4.37 
2. 51-3.00 4 .62 2 31 9 1.40 1 .16 8 I! .25 9 1. .40 10 1. 56 14 2.1R 29 4.52 
3. 01-3.50 1 .16 1 . 1ft 11 1.72 0 .00 11 6 .97 6 97 7 1.09 29 4.52 
3. 51-over 1 .16 1 K> 3 .47 1 .16 2 .31 2 .31 8 l! 25 4 .62 14 2.18 

Total?; 12 i! . 87 9 U 40 27 4.21 3 .47 24 3] ,74 30 4! ,6R 40 6. 24 57 R.R9 10(1 15.60 

1977-7R 2. 30-2.50 16 2. .49 17 2. 65 I .16 0 .00 1 .16 2 .31 10 1. 56 1R 2. Rl 29 4.52 
2. 51-3.00 17 2. .65 20 3. 12 19 2.96 1 .16 19 2 .  ,96 4 .62 ft 97 22 3.43 64 9.9R 
3. 01-3.50 10 1. .56 7 1. (19 4 .62 0 .00 4 .62 3 .47 10 l! ,56 13 2.02 25 3.90 
3. 51-over 3 .47 0 . 00 2 .31 0 .00 I 16 1 ,16 2 ,31 4 .62 5 „7R 

Totals 4(i 7. . IB 44 6. R6 26 4.06 i .16 25 3.90 10 l! ,5ft 2R 4! ,37 57 R.R9 123 19.19 

197R-79 2. 30-2.50 6 .97 5 78 4 .62 1 .16 1 .16 4 ,62 13 2. 03 11 1.71 23 3.59 
2. 51-3.00 n 1. 40 9 t! 40 9 1.4(1 1 .16 10 l .  .56 4 62 10 1. 56 14 2.1R 3R 5.93 
3. 01-3.50 2 ,31 1R 2. Rl 2 .31 0 • .00 2 .31 4 ,62 10 1. 5ft 6 .95 32 4.99 
3. 51-over 1 16 6 . 97 2 .31 0 .00 2 .31 1 16 5 7R 2 .31 15 2.34 

lot a Is 1R 2. , Rl 3R 5. 93 17 2.65 2 .31 15 2 .  .34 13 2 .  ,03 3R s! 93 33 5.15 10R 16.R5 

All Years 2. 30-2.50 35 32. .11 34 23.13 13 12.75 2 ZR.57 6 8. .96 24 34. .29 44 31. 65 61 32. R0 97 21.32 
2. 51-3.0(1 40 3ft. ,70 53 36.05 54 52.91 4 57.14 39 5R. .21 23 32. .86 35 25. 1R 67 36.02 181 39.78 
3. 01-3.50 2 2  20. ,IR 46 31. 29 23 22.55 0 .00 17 25.37 27 24. .29 42 30. .22 39 20.97 128 2R.I3 
3. 51-over 12 11. 01 14 9. 52 12 11.76 1 14.29 5 7. .46 6 R. .57 1R 12. ,95 19 10.21 49 1(1.77 

(Irani! Total 109 17. .00 147 22.93 102 15.91 7 1.09 67 10.45 70 10. .92 139 21. ,r,R 1R6 21. (12 455 7(1.9R 



Frequency and Percentage Pistribution of Non-Members by Sex and Grade Point Averages 
(2.30 and Cver) at Graduation at Four Institutions, 1975-76 to 197R-79 

A S T  S t a t e  R e n n e t t  L i v i n g s t o n e  K S S l '  T o t a l  
Mile Female Female Male Female Mile female Mile Female 

Year CPA No. \  No * No. *» No \  No % No % No \  No \  No t 

1975- 76 2.30-2.50 I > , . 27 1 .26 6 1.59 5 1.33 7 
2.51-3.00 2 53 1 .27 3 .80 2 .53 6 
3.01-3.50 7 J! 86 2 .53 11 2.93 2 .53 2 
3. 51 -over 5 I. 33 2 .53 4 I. "6 0 .00 1 

Totals 15 3. .99 6 1.59 21 6.38 9 2.39 16 

1976- 77 2. 30-2.SO 5 1. 33 8 2.13 3 .80 1 .27 7 
2.51-3.00 3 80 1 .27 7 L.8(. 3 .79 8 
3.01-3.50 2 53 1 .27 4 1.06 2 .53 3 
3.51-over 2 53 1 .27 9 2.39 0 .00 1 

Total?; 12 3. 19 11 2.93 23 6.11 6 1.59 19 

1977-78 2.30-2.50 5 1. 33 3 .30 4 1.06 2 .53 1 
2.51-3.00 7 1. 86 2 .53 3 .80 5 1.33 8 
3.01-3.50 3 .80 3 .80 5 1.33 3 .80 5 
3.51-over 1 ,27 1 .27 1 .27 0 .00 1 

lot a Is 16 4! .26 9 2.39 13 3.46 10 2.66 15 

1978-79 2.30-2.50 5 1. .33 7 1.86 2 .53 4 1.06 1 
2.51-3.00 1 .27 6 1.59 13 3.46 5 1.33 8 
* 01-3.50 1 .27 2 .53 6 1.59 6 1.59 1 
3.51-over 0 .00 2 .53 2 .53 0 .00 0 

Totals 7 l! .86 17 4.52 23 6.12 15 3.99 10 

A l l  Y e a r s  2.30-2.50 16 32 .00 9 20.93 15 18.07 12 30.00 J6 

2.51-3.00 13 26. no 20 46.51 26 31.33 15 37.50 30 
3.01-3.50 13 26. 00 8 18.60 26 31.33 13 32.50 11 
3.51-over 8 16. .00 6 13.95 16 19.27 0 .00 3 

(Trauil Total 50 13. .30 43 11.44 83 22.09 40 10.64 60 
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3.99 
2.66 
1.43 

6.91 
7.45 
2.39 
1.06 

17.82 

23.29 
15.66 

16.76 127 33.78 249 66.22 



Table 36 

Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Subjects (Fraternity and Sorority 
Members) by Sex and Grade Point Average (3.00 and Over) Two Years 
After Matriculation at Four Institutions 

A & T State Bennett 
Male Female Total Female Total 

No. % No. % No. % No. % No X 

Honors 
3.00-3.40 13 2 .03 12 1.87 25 3.90 9 1.40 9 1.40 

High Honors 
3.41-over 8 1 .25 3 1.25 16 2.50 6 .94 6 .94 

None 88 13 .72 127 19.81 215 33.54 87 13.57 87 13.57 

Totals 109 17 .00 147 22.93 256 39.94 102 15.91 102 15.91 

L I V I I I R  stone WSSU 
Male Female Total Male Female Total 

No. % No. % No. % No. % No % No. % 

Honors 
J .00-3.40 0 .00 0 .00 0 .00 0  .00 0 .00 0 .00 

Honors 
3.41-ovi'r 0 .00 0 .00 0 .00 0 .00 0 .00 0 .00 

None 7 1 .09 67 10.45 74 11.54 70 10.92 139 21.68 209 32.60 

Totals 7 1 .09 67 10.45 74 11.54 70 10.92 139 21.68 209 32.60 



Table 37 

Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Subjects (Non-Members) by 
Sex and Grade Point Average (3.00 and Over) Two Years After 
Matriculation at Four Institutions 

A & T State Bennett 

No. 
Male 

% 
Female 

No. % No. 
Total 

% No. 
Female 

% No 
Total 

% 

Honors 
3.00-3.40 

High Honors 
3.41-over 

13 

10 

3.46 

2.66 

7 

6 

1,86 

1.60 

20 

16 

5.32 

4.26 

25 

14 

6.65 

3.72 

25 

14 

6.65 

3.72 

None 27 7.18 30 7.98 57 15.15 44 11.70 44 11.70 

Totals 50 13.30 43 11.44 93 24.73 83 22.07 83 22.07 

Llvinfistone WSSU 
Male 

No. % 
Female 

No. % No 
Total 

% No. 
Male 

% 
Female 

No. % 
Total 

No. % 

Honors 
3.00-3.40 

High Honors 
3.4l-over 

7 

1 

1.86 

.27 

11 

2 

2.93 

.53 

18 

3 

4.79 

.80 

5 

1 

1.33 

.27 

12 

3 

" 3.19 

.80 

17 

4 

4. 

1. 

52 

07 

None 32 8.51 47 12.50 79 21.01 31 8.24 48 12.77 79 21. 01 

Totals 40 10.64 60 15.98 100 26.60 37 9.84 63 16.76 100 26. 60 



Table 38 

Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Subjects (Fraternity and Sorority 
Members) by Sex and Grade Point Average (3.00 and Over) at 
Graduation at Four Institutions 

A & T State Bennett 

No. 

Male 

% No. 

Female 

% No 
Total 

% No 
Female 

% 
Total 

No. % 

Honors 
3.00-3.40 14 2.18 27 4.21 41 6.40 11 1.72 11 1.72 

High Honors 
3.41-over 15 2.34 39 6.08 54 8.42 6 .94 6 .94 

None 80 12.48 81 12.64 161 25.12 85 13.26 85 13.26 

Totals 109 17.00 147 22.93 256 39.94 102 15.91 102 15.91 

Livingstone WSSU 
Male 

No. % No. 
Female 

% No. 
Total 

% No. 
Male 

% No 
Female 

X 
Total 

No. 7. 

Honors 
3.00-3.40 2 .31 16 2.50 18 2.81 16 2.50 51 7.96 67 10.45 

High Honors 
3.41-over 0 .00 6 .94 6 .94 6 .94 26 4.06 32 4.99 

None 5 .78 45 7.02 50 7.80 48 7.49 62 9.67 110 17.16 

Totals 7 1 .09 67 10.45 74 11.54 70 10.92 139 21.68 209 32.60 

ro o 



Table 39 

, Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Subjects (Non-Members) by 
Sex and Grade Point Average (3.00 and Over) at Graduation 
at Four Institutions 

A & T State Bennett 

No 

Male 

% No 

Female 

% No. 

Total 

% No. 

Female 

% No 
Total 

% 

Honors 
3.00-3.40 14 3.72 6 .94 20 5.32 25 6.65 25 6.65 

High Honors 
3.41-over 9 2.39 7 1.86 16 4.26 16 4.26 16 4.26 

None 27 7.18 30 7.98 57 15.15 42 11.17 42 11.17 

Totals 50 13.30 43 11.44 93 24.73 83 22.07 83 22.07 

LlvlnRStone WSSU 
Male 

No. % No 

7emale 

% No. 
Total 

% No. 

Male 

% No 

•"einale 

% No. 
Total 

7. 

Honors 
3.00-3.40 10 2.66 18 4.79 28 7.47 6 1.60 15 3.99 21 5 .59 

High Honors 
3.41-over 0 .00 5 1.33 5 1.33 5 1.33 14 3.72 19 5 .05 

None 30 7.98 37 9.84 67 17.82 26 6.91 34 9.04 60 15 .96 

Totals 40 10.64 60 15.96 100 26.60 37 9.84 63 16.76 100 26 .60 
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NATIONAL PAN-HELLENIC COUNCIL, INCORPORATED 

CONSTITUTION AND BY LAWS 

(Kerch 1S72, Revision) 

PREAMBLE 

We, the representatives of Alpha Kappa Alpha, Alpha Phi Alpha, 

Delta Sigma Theta, Kappa Alpha Psi, Omega Fsi Phi, Phi Beta Siarr.a, 

Sigrr.a Gamma Rho and Zeta Phi Beta recognizing the need for coordi­

nation of activities cf inter-collegiate Greek letter fraternities 

and sororities, and recognizing that there are certain areas of action 

and programing that can best be carried out by the joint efforts of 

all such organizations, and believing that these needs can best be 

realized by formal organization, do hereby establish such an 

organization and bind themselves to abide by the provisions of the 

following Constitution and By-Laws. 

CONSTITUTION 

ARTICLE I - NAME 

Section 1. The name of this organization shall be the National 
Pan-Hellenic Council, Incorporated. 

ARTICLE II PURPOSE 

Section 1. To assist college and university administrations in 
attaining their educational and cultural objectives. 

Section 2. To maintain on a high plane fraternity life and 
inter-fraternal relationships. 
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Section 3. To serve as a standard setting and implement i.ig 

body for the affiliate organizations in the areas 
of rushing, pledging and initiation. 

Section 4. To serve as a forum for the consideration of 
mutual interest to the member organizations. 

Section 5. To encourage local councils to concern themselves 
with programs designed to help meet the needs of 
their respective communities. 

Section 6. To make recommendations to the member organizations 
for legislation, to act as the catalyst of member 
organizations on matters of interest to the college 
and fraternity world. 

ARTICLE III - MEMBERSHIP 

Section 1. The following sororities and fraternities are the 
members of the National Pan-Hellenic Council, 
incorporated. 

Alpha Kappa Alpha 
Alpha Phi Alpha 
Delta Sigma Tneta 
Kappa Alpha Psi 

Omega Psi Phi 
Phi Beta Sigma 
Sicma Gamma Rho 
Zeta Phi Beta 

Additional sororities and fraternities admitted to the 

National Pan-Hellenic Council shall be listed in the order of their 

admission. 

Section 2. Classification of Members 

A. Active members shall be those organizations 
which have fully qualified for membership 
as specified in the Constitution and which 
have been duly admitted to membership in 
the National Pan-Hellenic Council. 

B. Associate members shall be those organizations 
which have not fully qualified for active 
membership but which National Pan-Hellenic 
Council has admitted to associate membership. 

Section 3. Eligibility of an organization for membership in 
the National Pan-Hellenic Council, Incorporated, 
shall be as follows: 
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A. Active membership - to be eligible for member­

ship an organization shall meet the following 
requirements: 

1. It must have as members no person who 
has held membership in any other organization 
holding membership in National Pan-Hellenic 
Council. 

2. Organizations applying for admission after 
the ratification of this Constitution 
must have been an associate member for at 
least four years. 

3. The organization must have been established 
on a college or university campus in its 
national character for at least nine years. 

4. It shall initiate into undergraduate 
chapters only persons who at the time are 
pursuing the Bachelor's degree in an 
accredited college or university. 

5. It must have a minimum of ten undergraduate 
chapters and the tenth must be at least 
two years old. 

E. Associate membership - to be eligible for 
associate membership an organization shall meet 
the following requirements: 

1. It must have as members persons who conform 
to the regulations as set forth for National 
Pan-Hellenic Council organizations. 

2. It must have been in existence as a national 
organization for at least five years and 
have a minimum of five active undergraduate 
chapters. 

3. It must conform to the ideals and the standards 
adopted by the National Pan-Hellenic Council. 

Section 1. The officers of the National Pan-Hellenic Council, 
Incorporated, shall be: 

President 
First Vice President 
Second Vice President 
Executive Secretary 
Secretary 
Treasurer 



ARTICLE V THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 
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Section 1. The Executive Committee shall consist of the elected 
officers of National Pan-Hellenic Council, Incorpo­
rated; one representative appointed by each member 
organization and four members at large, two members 
must be undergraduates. That the four members at 
large shall be elected by the National Pan-Hellenic 
Council Convention. 

Section 2. The Executive Corrmittee shall have authority to con­
duct the affairs of the National Pan-Hellenic Council, 
Incorporated, between annual sessions, subject to 
limitations of the Constitution, By-Laws ana actions 
of the National Conventions of National Pan-Hellenic 
Council, Incorporated. 

Section 3. The Executive Committee shall formulate and approve 
the program and agenda for the National Convention. 

Section 4. The Executive Committee shall be empowered to establish 
convention rules and procedures which are not 
inconsistent with the Constitution or By-Laws. 

Section 5. The Executive Committee 
Secretary in accordance 
By-Laws. 

shall employ an Executive 
with the Constitution and 

ARTICLE VI - POWERS 

Section 1. The Powers of the National Pan-Hellenic Council shall 
be: 

A. To make laws that pertain to its own government. 

B. To admit, according to the criteria stated in 
the Constitution, petitioning fraternities and 
sororities to membership in the National Pan-
Hellenic Council, Incorporated. 

C. To discipline, fine, suspend or expel member 
organizations, local councils, officers, or 
delegates in accordance with provisions in the 
Constitution and By-Laws. 

D. To levy and collect annual assessments. 
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To correlate programs that are designed to 
help meet the needs of the councils in their 
respective communities. 

ARTICLE VII REPRESENTATION 

Section 1. Representation 

A. Each National member organization is entitled 
to five (5) official delegates. At least two 
(2) of these representative should be under­
graduates and not more than three (3) should be 
National officers. 

E. Each associate member organization shall be 
entitled to one (1) non-voting representative. 

Section 2. Each local Pan-Hellenic Council in good standing with 
National Pan-Hellenic Council, Incorporated shall be 
entitled to three (3) voting representatives. 

ARTICLE VIII - ASSESSMENTS 

Section 1. Assessments shall be effective upon ratification by a 
simple majority vote of the Executive Committee. 

Section 2. Any member organization or local council which is 
delinquent in approved assessments shall be denied 
representation at any convention of National Pan-
Hellenic Council. Upon being delinquent more than 
sixty (60) days, said member or council shall be 
subject to a fine of 25% of the delinquent assessment. 

Section 3. Annually each local council and member organization 
shall submit its assessment to the secretary of 
NPHC not later than January 31. 

ARTICLE IX - AMENDMENTS 

Section 1. The Constitution and By-Laws may be amended by a two-
thirds vote of the delegates present and voting at 
any convention of National Pan-Hellenic Council, Inc. 



Section 2. Amendments: 

A. A proposed amendment shall be presented to 
writing to the Secretary and President of 
NPHC at least one hundred twenty (120) days 
prior to the session which is to act upon the 
amendment. 

B. A copy of all proposed amendments shall be 
mailed to each NPHC officer, all member organi­
zations and each financial local council by the 
secretary of NPHC at least sixty (60) days prior 
to the convention of NPHC that is to act upon 
the amendment. 

BY-LAWS 

ARTICLE I - OFFICERS 

Section 1. The official delegates from the Tocal councils and the 
member organizations shall be eligible for election 
to any office of the National Pan-Hellenic Council. 

Section 2. Election 

A. The officers shall be elected by majority votes. 
Balloting shall be by secret ballot. Where 
only one candidate has been nominated for an 
office, the convention may instruct the Secretary 
to cast a ballot for the election of the nominee. 

B. The term of office shall run the time of their 
election at the annual meeting of the Council 
until the next meeting of the Council or until 
their successors are elected. 

C. The office of the 2nd Vice President shall be 
filled by an undergraduate student below the 
graduating senior level. 

D. The President, Secretary and Treasurer should 
have attended st least one national convention 
of National Pan-Hellenic Council during the 
three year period prior to his election. 

1. The Secretary's term of office shall be 
for two years. 



in their respective sorority or fraternity, 
plus reliable other evidence that his or 
her local council is financial with NPHC. 

3. The Credentials Committee shall also meet 
at least four (4) hours prior to the 
election of officers. It will be their duty 
and responsibility to ascertain the 
eligibility cf delegates and to prepare for 
the convention, the official list cf all 
delegates. This will be the official 
roster used by the secretary to seat 
delegates prior to the election. 

4. Only official voting delegates are eligible 
to vote and hold office. Each delegate is 
entitled to one (1) vote. 
To qualify as a delegate: 

a. All monies must be paid. This includes 
full registration fee as a bona fide 
delegate of said convention. 

b. There are two classes of delegates: 

1. OFFICIAL DELEGATES Those bearing 
delegate credentials from Local 
Councils and member organizations. 

2. NON-VOTING DELEGATE All other 
registered persons at said con­
vention. 

Section 2. Special Meetings: 

A. Special meetings of the National Pan-Hellenic 
Council may be called by the Executive Corranittee 
upon a two-thirds vote. 

Section 3. Quorum: 

A. The presiding National Pan-Hellenic Council, Inc. 
Officer plus at least one delegate from two-thirds 
of the member organizations plus that number of 
delegates from financial Local Councils which 
will at least equal to the required aforementioned 
member organization delegates shall constitute 
a quorum. 
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2. The Treasurer's term of office shall be 
for two years staggered with the office 
of Secretary. 

E. Tenure of office shall be limited to two (2) 
successive terms. 

F. The President-elect shall have served at least 
one term as an officer of NPHC. 

Section 3. Duties of Officers 

A. President 

1. Shall preside over all meetings of the 
Executive Committee and National Pan-
Hellenic Council. 

2. Appoint all committees and serve as an ex-
officio member of all committees with the 
exception ot the nominating committee: 

3. Be responsible for the implementation of 
all decisions of the Executive Committee 
and the National Pan-Hellenic Council. 

4. Call an official meeting of the six (5) 
elected officers not later than ninety (90) 
days after the close of each Annual Con­
vention. 

a. The primary purpose of this meeting will 
be to evaluate and critique the past 
convention and to implement recommendations 
and decisions in need of attention. 

b. This will be an organizational meeting 
designed to put into action the new 
programs of the administration and 
orient the incoming officers with their 
duties and responsibilities. Each 
officer can have a two way exchange of 
expectations with the President. 

5. Shall approve all vouchers for expenditure of 
budgeted funds. 

6. Perform all other duties pertaining to the 
office of the President. 
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B. 1st Vice President 

1. Shall assume the duties of President in the 
absence or incapacity of the President and 
shall perform such other duties as are 
assigned. 

2. Coordinate the activities of the local 
Graduate Councils: 

a. Supervise the charter ceremony for new 
local councils. 

b. Provide guidance for the implementation 
of the National Program. 

C. 2nd Vice President 

1. Shall assume the duties of the 1st Vice 
President in his absence and shall perform 
such other duties as are assigned. 

2. Coordinate the activities of the local 
undergraduate councils: 

a. Including where possible the presiding 
over charter ceremonies for new local 
undergraduate councils. 

b. Providing guidance for implementation 
of the National program. 

D. Secretary: 

1. Shall record the minutes of all meetings of 
the Executive Committee and the National Pan-
Hellenic Council and shall keep a permanent 
record of same. 

2. Keep the records and the Corporate Seal of 
the Corporation. 

3. Issue necessary correspondence. 

4. Receive and issue receipts for funds. 

5. Execute all vouchers for the expenditures of 
funds. All vouchers shall be approved by the 
President. 
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E. Treasurer: 

1. Shall receive from the Secretary all monies 
of National Pan-Hellenic Council. 

2. Issue checks for the expenditures of all 
funds upon receipt of vouchers properly 
executed. 

3. Maintain accurate records of the receipt 
and expenditures of all funds. 

F. All officers shall make annual reports to the 
National Pan-Hellenic Council and at the expi­
ration of their terms of office shall transfer 
their records, within thirty (30) days, to their 
successors. 

ARTICLE II SESSIONS 

Section 1. The National Pan-Hellenic Council shall meet annually at 
a time and place to be determined by the Executive 
Committee. The committee shall be authorized to select 
convention sites at least two years in advance of the 
respective meeting. 

A. Each Annual Convention or Special Convention 
shall have a Credentials Committee whose primary 
function is to establish the official roster of 
said convention. This committee shall include: 

1. First Vice President of NPHC, 2nd Vice 
President of NPHC and Local President or 
Vice President of Host Council. 

2. This committee shall first meet the after­
noon preceding of the first day of each 
convention. At this time they shall certify 
credentials. A Potential Candidate for a 
National Office must submit delegate cre­
dentials, registration fees, and hotel reser­
vations preferably, at least seventy-two 
(72) hours, prior to said convention. Neces-

/ sary forms can be obtained from secretary of 
NPHC. Each potential candidate for National 
office is required to present to the credentials 
committee evidence of his or her financial 
status, Nationally, Regionally and Locally 
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1n their respective sorority or fraternity, 
plus reliable other evidence that his or 
her local council is financial with NPHC. 

3. The Credentials Committee shall also meet 
at least four (4) hours prior to the 
election of officers. It will be their duty 
and responsibility to ascertain the 
eligibility of delegates and to prepare for 
the convention, the official list of all 
delegates. This will be the official 
roster used by the secretary to seat 
delegates prior to the election. 

4. Only official voting delegates are eligible 
to vote and hold office. Each delegate is 
entitled to one (1) vote. 
To qualify as a delegate: 

a. All monies must be paid. This includes 
full registration fee as a bona fide 
delegate of said convention. 

b. There are two classes of delegates: 

OFFICIAL DELEGATES Those bearing 
delegate credentials from Local 
Councils and member organizations. 

2. NON-VOTING DELEGATE All other 
registered persons at said con­
vention. 

Section 2. Special Meetings: 

A. Special meetings of the National Pan-Hellenic 
Council may be called by the Executive Committee 
upon a two-thirds vote. 

Section 3. Quorum: 

A. The presiding National Pan-Hellenic Council, Inc. 
Officer plus at least one delegate from two-thirds 
of the member organizations plus that number of 
delegates from financial Local Councils which 
will at least equal to the required aforementioned 
member organization delegates shall constitute 
a quorum. 



ARTICLE III LOCAL COUNCILS 
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Section 1. Alumni College Pan-Hellenic Councils: 

A. College Pan-Hellenic Councils are required to 
organize on those campuses where there are two 
or more member organizations of the National 
Pan-Hellenic Council. 

B. Alumni Pan-Hellenic Councils are required to 
organize where there are two or more member 
organizations of National Pan-Hellenic Council 
established. 

C. Application for charter shall be submitted by 
applicants to the Secretary. Approval shall be 
by majority vote of the Executive Committee 
upon a proper showing that the group meets the 
eligibility requirements as established by the 
Constitution and By-Laws of the National Pan-
Hellenic Council, Incorporated. 

Section 2. Council Rosters 

A. Each local council shall submit a list of current 
officers and members twice a year. These local 
council rosters should be submitted on forms 
furnished by NPHC not later than February 15. 

B. Each member organization shall submit a roster 
of active alumni and undergraduates once a year, 
not later than January 10th. 

C. Secretary of NPHC should automatically send to 
all registered councils adequate forms for council 
rosters prior to due dates. An alumni council 
includes any alumni or undergraduate local 
council chartered with NPHC that has furnished 
the secretary a current mailing address within 
the last two (2) years. 

D. Each registered local council and member 
organization shall receive an adequate supply 
of National Pan-Hellenic registration forms, 
at least thirty (30) days before each convention. 



ARTICLE IV FISCAL OPERATION 
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Section 1. The fiscal operation year shall be January 1 to 
December 31. 

Section 2. The annual budget shall be approved by the Executive 
Committee prior to the beginning of each fiscal year. 

Section 3. The office of Treasurer shall be bonded in an amount 
to be determined by the Executive Committee. 

ARTICLE V REPORTS 

Section 1. All elected officers shall submit written reports of 
their activities at the annual meeting of National 
Pan-Hellenic Council. 

Section 2. Records of the Secretary and Treasurer shall be 
studied annually and copies of the Secretary and 
Treasurer's report shall be filed with each national 
member organization. 

ARTICLE VI DISCIPLINARY ACTION 

The Executive Committee shall have the power, by a simple majority 

vote to fine, suspend, expel or take other appropriate disciplinary 

action against any council, officer, delegate or member of member 

organization for any activity or conduct which is detrimental or 

prejudicial to the general college fraternity system for violation 

of any provision of this Constitution or By-Laws. Written notice 

must be given to the offender setting forth the allegation or 

misconduct. Opportunity to defend against or refute the charge must 

be afforded. 

ARTICLE VII PARLIAMENTARY AUTHORITY 

Section 1. In all matters not provided for in the Constitution 
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and By-Laws the National Pan-Hellenic Council, In­
corporated shall be governed by Robert's Rules of 
Order, Revised. 

ARTICLE VIII EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 

Shall be a member in good standing with one of the eight (8) member 
organizations and shall be directly responsible to the President; 

Shall maintain an active roster of member organizations and all 
local councils; 

Shall cooperate with the Executive Committee in maintaining active 
.records and official documents and issue such correspondence as 
may be requested by the Executive Committee; 

Shall assist in program coordination and take on any responsibility 
delegated by the Executive Comittee. 
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