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Educational Sciences Faculty (UNRWA) Students' Average Grades in the General
Secondary School Examination and their Average Grades in their First Year of
Study at the University As Predictors of their University Accumulative Grades

Moh'd Hasan Amayreh and Intisar Khalil Asha*

ABSTRACT

The study aims to investigate the students' average grades in the General Secondary School Examination
(GSSE) and their average grades in their first year of study at the university as predictors of their
accumulative grades .The study sample consisted of 479 male and female graduates from the Educational
Sciences Faculty (ESF) (UNRWA) in Jordan. To answer the study questions, Pearson correlation
coefficients and multi-linear regression were used. The study results revealed that:

1-  The correlation coefficient between the students' average grades in their first year of study and their
accumulative grades was very strong (0.88) compared with the correlation coefficient between students'
average grades in the GSSE and their accumulative grades which was (0.58) or between students' GSSE
average grades and their average grades in their first year of study at the university which was (0.55).

2-  The correlation coefficient between female students' average grades in their first year of study at the
university and their accumulative grades was stronger than that of their male counterparts.

3- The correlation coefficient between literary stream students' average grades in their first year of study at
the university and their accumulative grades was stronger than that of their counterparts in the scientific
stream. The correlation coefficient between literary stream students' GSSE average grades and their
accumulative grades was (0.38) which was less than the correlation coefficient for scientific stream
students which was (0.49).

4- Students' average grades in their first year of study at the university were the strongest predictor of their
accumulative grades, the correlation coefficient for which was (0.90), and that was stronger than the
correlation coefficient between students' GSSE average grades and their university accumulative grades
which reached (0.70).

Keywords: Educational Sciences Faculty (UNRWA), General Secondary School Examination,
Correlation, Predictor, Accumulative Grades, Average Grades in the First Year.
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