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test, it was requested that each participant issue a copy
of the AMQ to a member of his organization on his return
to work the following week. The recipients of these
questionnaires formed the Control group. The Control
'group rccei;ed the post-test at the same time as the
Experimental group.

Data was collected from five Kepner-Treqoe 'Apex'
programmes held during the period June 1971 “o November
1971. Two of these courses were held in Johannesbury,
two in Durban and one in Port Elizabeth. The number of
candidates attending these courses varied from 8 to 15.
Table 1 summarizes the number of candidates attenuing each
course, the dates of each course and the venue of each

course.

TABLE 1

The number of candidates attending each 'Apex' course, the

dates and venue of each course

Course dates Venue :gggigagfs
20, 6,71 - 25, 6.71 Port Elizabeth 8
1. 8.71 - 6, 8.71 Durban 12
12. 9.71 = 18. 9.71 Johannesburg 13
26. 9.7 - 1.10.71 Johannesburg 15
7.11.71 - 12.11.71 Durban 9

T

T

e g—













FRTL - ‘ il o TR T PER ng v

o

-

- 43 -

The median score obtained on the revised AMQ was used as
the criterion by which the groups were divided. This
method of dividing groups into high and low achievers has
frequently been used in studies investigatiny achievement
motivation (Atkinson and Litwin, 196C; Haber and Alport,
1958; Winterbottom, 1958;  Zeigarnik, 1927). Those
managers scoring 80 and above were classed as high
achievers, and those managers scoring 79 and below were
rated as low achievers. The Experimental group i7zas divided
into 24 high achievers and 17 low achievers, whi'e the
Control group consisted of 21 high achievers and 15 low

achievers. The distribution of the scores of the

Experimental and Control, high and low achieving groups,
can be seen in Figs. 1 - 4, while the mean score: and
standard deviations of these groups are shown in Table 3.
A mixed design analysis of variance carried out cn the ;
high and low achieving Experimen-sl and Control «¢roups

yielded a significant difference vetween high an< low

achievers (F=94,64, df=1/73, p<«,01l) (Takle 4). 1In addition
é'significant Sessiong X Achievement interaction was fouvnd
(F=13,48, df=1/73, p<,0l) indicating a difference between

the four groups on the pre- und post-tests (Table 4).
_Ehis finding was clarified by a Scheffe test which shcwed

that the achievement motivation of the Experimental low

achieveres increased significantly from the pre-test to the
post-test (F=12,01, df=3/150, p«,0l) (Table 5). No

differences in achievement motivation were found !n the
Experimental high achievers, the Control high achievers and

the Control low achievers on the pre- and post-tests

(Table 5). These findings are clearly seen ia Fig. 5 which

v




shows the mean scores obtained by the high and low

achieving Experimental and Control groups on the pre-

and post-tests.

M2ans and Standard Deviaticns of the Experimental and

Control high and low achieving groups on the pre-test

and the post-test

TAB

44 -

LE 3

Means Standard Deviations
Groups
Pre-test Post~test|Pre~test Post~-test
Experimental high
achievers 83,21 82,33 3,50 3,54
Experimental low
achievers 73,76 ¥ i 4,98 3,96
Contrel high
achievers 81,00 80,24 3:93 4,58
Control low
achievers 80,60 81,80 3,50 3,55
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Mean scores of the four groups on the Pre-

and Post-tests.
































