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IA Relation between Social Status Type
and Academic Achievement

in the Upper Grade Students of the Elementary School

Ie-Hwan Ahn Chang-Wo Lee

Busan National University of Education

This study examined the differences of academic achievement by social status types through sociometry.
This study analyzed 201 students in grade 6 in S elementary school. The social status is classified by 7
(popular, average, rejected, aggressive-rejected, submissive-rejected, neglected, controversial) with academic
achievement of each type as dependent variables to figure out the relation between social status types and
academic achievement. To classify 5 social status types, a sociometry program developed by Ahn, Ie-Hwan
(2007) was used, 2 social status types was classified with experimental condition, and its dependent
variable was the score by subjects in the mid-term exam of the 1st semester in 2011. The average values
of humanities courses (Korean and social studies) and natural science courses (math and science) were
compared by both sexes and 7 social status types. The reference group was average group. As a result, as
to male students, N type had the highest score both in humanities courses and natural science courses
while C type had the lowest score in both groups. As to female students, P, N, C types had the highest
score in both groups with similar range while R type had the lowest score in both groups. This result
demonstrates that the academic achievement of students had relatively high relevance with social status.
and also, suggestion that how teachers can do to enhance the academic achievement of elementary school

students.
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