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Summary

Students who w e r e  undecided about a vocat ional choice w e r e  

com pared  in 2. studies with those who w e r e  decided. In the f i r s t  

study com par ing  decided and undecided co l l e g e  f reshmen,  only 

chance d i f f e r en ces  w e r e  found for  men and women.  The second 

study demonstra ted  no d i f f e r ences  between decided and undecided 

co l l e g e  - bound high school students on academ ic  aptitude and high 

school g rades .  Undecided students w e r e  found to be less  vo ca t ion ­

a l ly  or iented  and m o re  in te l lec tua l ly  or iented- Reasons for  these 

f indings are  d iscussed  and some re in te rp re ta t ions  of student inde­

c is ion a re  given.





The Undecided Student--How D i f fe r en t  Is He?

Leonard  L. Ba ird  

A m e r i c a n  C o l l e ge  Tes t ing  P r o g r a m

Many counse lors  and guidance o f f i c e r s  f e e l  that a student’ s 

choice of vocat ion is a sign of  his matur i ty  and commitment ,  and, 

c on ve rse ly ,  a student's inabil ity  to make a choice is a sign of 

immaturi ty .  They  have accepted  a v iew  s im i la r  to W i l l i a m s o n 's  

(1939) that " T h e  causes of vocat ional  cho ice  uncerta inty  a re  many, 

usually consis t ing  of  f e a r  and lack of aptitude, f ea r  o f  d isp leas ing  

parents and f r iends ,  and f ea r  of fa i lure  in the chosen occupation. 

. . . F r e q u e n t l y  the cause l ie s  in the student's gene ra l  emotional 

instabi l ity . "

The studies exp lor ing  this idea are  few and f ragm entary .  

W i l l i a m so n  (1937) found that there was no re la t ion  between grade 

point a v e ra ge  and the fact that a student had or  had not chosen a 

vocat ion.  Ne lson  and Ne lson  (1940) found that the mean scores  of 

students who had no vocat ional  choice w e r e  v e r y  c lose  to the o v e r ­

all  median of al l  students on two Thurstone attitude scales  ( L i b e r ­

a l i sm  and Att itudes toward the Church). M i l l e r  (1956) found that 

undecided m ale  co l l e ge  students in her  sample emphas ized  secur i ty  

in occupat ional values m o re  often than students with an occupat ional 

choice. This result  was not c l e a r ly  signif icant,  however .  Z i l l e r  

(1957), extrapolat ing  f r o m  nine R O T C  students who w e r e  undecided, 

suggested that undecided students may be l ess  w i l l in g  than other
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students to take a risk.  Hall  (1963) found that students who w e r e  

undecided or  not at a l l  certa in  about their vocat ional  choice w e r e  

not d i f fe r en t  from, students who w e r e  cer ta in  about their  vocat ional  

choice on the T a y lo r  M an i f e s t  A n x ie ty  Scale, a w e l l - s tud ied  p e r s o n ­

ali ty  scale.  W a t ley  (1965) and Abe l  (1966) found no re la t ion  b e ­

tween academic  p e r fo rm a n ce  and decis ion.  In a m o r e  com p l ica ted  

study, Ashby,  Wa l l ,  and Osipow (1966) found no d i f f e r en ce s  b e ­

tween "undec ided"  and "d e c id e d "  students on f i r s t  t e rm  G P A  and 

on Strong Vocat iona l  In te res t  Blank group scores .  They  a lso  found 

no d i f f e r ences  between decided and undecided students on background 

va r iab les  ( fam i ly  income, parents '  education, e t c . ) ,  on tests  of 

academic  aptitude, and on pe rson a l i ty  rat ings based on Hol land 's  

Vocat ional P r e f e r e n c e  Inventory.  The authors did find that the 

undecided students had lo w e r  high school g rades  and a h igher  rating 

on "dependence "  on the B e rn reu te r  P e r so n a l i t y  Inventory .  Munday 

(1967) a lso  found that undecided students w e r e  not d i f fe ren t ia ted  

f r o m  other students on the SVIB. Shar f  (1967) com pared  decided 

and undecided students on an expe r im en ta l  in fo rm at ion -s eek in g  task. 

The groups w e r e  not d i f fe r en t  on the amount o f  in fo rm at ion  they 

needed to make a dec is ion ,  on the t ime they took to make a decis ion,  

nor on the certa inty  of the ir  cho ices  in the task. The resu lts  of 

this study imply  that indec is ion  about a vocat iona l  cho ice  is not a 

sign of g en e ra l  indec is iveness .  Sharf  a lso found that dec ided  and 

undecided students w e r e  not d i f fe r en t  in academ ic  ab i l i ty  as m easu red



by the A C T  Compos i te .

Although this ev idence  is sparse ,  it suggests  that the unde­

c ided student d i f f e r s  l i t t le  f r o m  other students. H ow ever ,  most  of 

this r e s e a r c h  was gathered  f o r  some other purpose and was  not 

d i r e c t l y  concerned  with the ch a ra c te r i s t i c s  of the undecided student.

The p resen t  invest iga t ion  spec i f i c a l l y  sought to examine  the d i f fe r ences  

between students who had decided upon a vocat ion  and those who 

had not.

Method

Since vocat iona l  indec is ion  is common, and probably  m ost  

important,  among co l l e g e  f r e sh m en  and students planning to enter  

co l l e ge ,  two studies w e r e  c a r r i e d  out based on samples  of these 

groups.

Study One

S a m p le . The sample  consis ted  of 6, 289 m ale  and 6, 143 fem a le  

c o l l e g e  f r e sh m en  who w e r e  adm in is te red  a c om p rehen s ive  a s sessm en t  

dev ice ,  the A m e r i c a n  C o l l e g e  Survey,  near  the end of their  f r e s h ­

men yea r ,  A p r i l  o r  May,  1964 (Abe, Holland, Lutz , & R ichards,

1965). The students attended 31 institutions including s e le c t i v e  

l i b e r a l  arts  c o l l e g es ,  state un ive rs i t i e s ,  and tw o -y ea r  community  

co l l e g es .  The students made the ir  vocat iona l  cho ices  f r o m  89 f ie lds ,  

w ith  the poss ib le  a l te rnat ive  of "undecided, don 't k n o w . "  Those  

who chose this a l t e rna t ive  w e r e  cons idered  undecided. Th is  method 

of a ssess in g  vocat iona l  indec is ion  by s e l f - r e p o r t  probably  e r r e d  on



the con se rva t i v e  side. A  p ropor t ion  of other students who l is ted  a 

vocat ional  choice could actual ly  have sti l l  been undecided or  have 

reached  only a tentat ive cho ice .  It s eem s v e r y  unlikely  that students 

who repo r ted  th em se lve s  undecided actually  had a strong vocat ional  

choice they did not w ish  to d isc lo se .  Apparen t ly ,  th ere fo re ,  this 

method produced a sample of  students who w e r e  " t r u l y "  ra ther  than 

" p a r t l y "  undecided.

M ea su re s .  The students w e r e  tested with a wide v a r i e t y  of 

m easu res  which have been found to be re la ted  to students'  educat ion­

al plans and success  in co l l e ge  in a number of other studies. The 

fo l low ing  m ea su res  w e r e  included:

1. Vocat iona l P r e f e r e n c e  Inventory . This  inventory,  consist ing  

o f  occupation t it les (Holland, 1958), y ie lds  11 s co res :  Rea l is t ic ,  

Inte l lectual ,  Socia l,  Convent ional ,  Enterpr is ing ,  A r t i s t i c ,  S e l f -C o n -  

trol,  A g g r e s s i v e ,  Mascul ine ,  Status, and an A cqu ie scen ce  score .

2. E x t r a c u r r i c u la r  A ch ie v em en t  R eco rd .  These  scales,  

check l is ts  of e x t r a cu r r i cu la r  accom pl ishments  in the high school 

y ea rs ,  w e r e  used e a r l i e r  by Holland and N icho ls  (1964b) and included 

the fo l low ing  areas :  art,  music ,  l i t e ra ture ,  d ram at ic  arts, l e a d e r ­

ship, and sc ience.  The score  on each sca le  is s imply  the number

of accom pl ishm ents  checked. An In frequency score  designed to 

ident ify students who exagge ra te  their  ach ievements  was a lso computed.

3. Com petenc ies .  These  scales consist  o f  a c t iv i t i e s  the stu­

dent c la im s  to do w e l l  or  competent ly ,  such as " I  can read blueprints , "



" I  can make j e w e l r y ,  " etc. The number of ac t iv i t i e s  checked 

equals the score .  T h e r e  are  12 sca les  f o r  such areas  as sc ience,  

government ,  and soc ia l  competency.

4. P re con sc io u s  A c t i v i t y  Scale. Th is  is a sca le  of  o r i g in a l ­

ity (Holland & Baird ,  in p ress ) .

5. In te rpersona l  Competency  Scale .  This  a p r i o r i  m easure  

of  ab i l i ty  f o r  e f f e c t i v e  in teract ion  (Holland & Baird, 1967) is based 

on the ideas of  Foo te  and C o t t r e l l  (1955).

6. Range of  E xpe r ien ce .  The number o f  expe r i en ces  en ­

countered by students is m easured .

7. Inte l lectual  R eso u rce s  in the Home. Th is  scale  was 

designed to assess  the l e v e l  o f  stimulat ion in the student's home.

8. Indecis ion Scale .  Holland and N icho ls  (1964a) deve loped 

this sca le  f r o m  i tems which dis tinguished between National M e r i t  

F in a l is ts  who had made a vocat iona l  choice and those who had not.

9. Dogm at ism .  The d eg r e e  of dogmat ic  and r ig id  thinking is 

a s sessed  (Rokeach, 1956).

10. Student Orientat ion Survey.  F ou r  a p r i o r i  sca les  a ssess  

the student or ientat ions im p l ied  in C lark  and T r o w ' s  student typology 

(1966): A cad em ic ,  Co l leg ia te ,  Vocat ional,  and Nonconforming.

11. Poten t ia l  A ch ie v em en t  Scales .  These  six sca les  w e r e  

constructed to p red ic t  e x t r a c u r r i c u la r  ach ievements  in the areas  of 

art,  music ,  w r i t ing ,  sc ience,  drama,  and leadersh ip  (Holland & 

N icho ls ,  1964b).



12. Se l f - ra t ings .  Students rated th em se lves  on 31 traits  on 

a 4-point  scale  (R ichards,  1966a).

13. L i f e  Goals. Students rated the importance  to them of 

35 l i f e  goals (R ichards,  1966b).

14. Other  in formation.  Other  in format ion  included repo r ts  

of the students'  educational,  vocational,  and income asp ira t ions,  

m ar i ta l  status, and sat is fact ion with co l l e ge  choice.

Thus, the A m e r i c a n  C o l l e ge  Survey  included in format ion  

about students'  in terests ,  achievements ,  com petenc ies ,  backgrounds,  

pe rsona l i t i e s ,  attitudes, s e l f -d esc r ip t ion s ,  goals , and asp irat ions.  

A l to ge th e r  there w e r e  118 sca les  and rat ings.

S ta t is t ic s . The means on all  v a r iab les  w e r e  computed f o r  

the 5, 838 male  and 5, 848 f em a le  students who w e r e  decided and fo r  

the 451 male  and 295 f em a le  students who said they w e r e  undecided 

on a vocat ional  cho ice.  Since the la rge  N would have caused v e r y  

smal l  d i f f e r ences  to be s ign i f icant by the usual t test p rocedures ,

2 a rb i t ra ry  c r i t e r ia  f o r  d i f f e r ences  w e r e  used. The f i rs t ,  m o re  

str ingent c r i t e r ion  was  to consider  meaningful only those d i f f e r en ces  

in means which w e r e  as la r g e  as one-th ird  of the o v e r a l l  standard 

deviation.  The second was to consider  meaningful those d i f f e r en ces  

as la r ge  as one -quar te r  of the o v e r a l l  standard deviation.

Study Two

This study was c a r r i e d  out f o r  two reasons:  (a)  To  examine  

d i f fe r ences  between decided and undecided students among c o l l e g e -
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bound high school students; and (b) to examine  the d i f f e r ences  in 

academ ic  aptitude and educational goa ls .

S a m p le . The total sample  was  com posed  of 59, 618 c o l l e g e -  

bound students who took the A C T  battery  o f  tests ,  and who planned 

to obtain a bache lo r 's  or  h igher  degree .  These  students w e r e  

se lec ted  by taking a 10% sample  of such students f r o m  the total 

group of students tested on the national test dates between N ovem b e r ,  

1965, and Septem ber ,  1966. The 13,695 students who w e r e  unde­

cided about a vocat ion w e r e  com pared  with the 45, 923 students who 

had made a decis ion.

M e a s u r e s . 1. A C T  Tes t s .  These  a re  tests  of academic

aptitude which y ie ld  s co res  for  four subtests {Engl ish,  Mathem at ics ,  

Soc ia l  Studies, and Natura l  Sc iences )  and a Com pos i te  score .

2. High School Grade Po in t  A v e r a g e .  Th is  is based on the 

a v e ra g e  of the student's r ep o r t  o f  his g rades  in the four  areas  of

the tests . R e s e a r c h  by Dav idsen  (1963) and R ichards  and Lutz  (1967) 

have shown these repo r ts  to be highly s im i la r  to grades  taken f r o m  

high school t ranscr ip ts .

3. Goals in Attending C o l l e ge  (Ba ird ,  1967). The students 

se lec ted  their  "m o s t  important  goa l  in attending co l lege ,  " choosing 

f r o m  10 poss ib i l i t i e s  such as " to  deve lop  my mind and in te l lectua l  

ab i l i t i e s "  and " to  become a cultured person.  "
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Re suits

Study One

Only one d i f f e r en ce  was as la r g e  as one- th ird  of a standard 

d e v ia t i o n - - undecided m a les  s co red  l ow er  on the scale  designed to 

m easu re  T r o w 1 s concept o f  Vocat iona l  subgroups. Tab le  1 shows 

the d i f f e r en ces  which w e r e  as l a r g e  as on e -quar te r  o f  a standard 

deviation. Of  118 com par isons  fo r  each sex, 6 d i f f e r ences  w e r e  

this la r g e  in the m a le  sample,  and 4 w e r e  this la r g e  in the 

f em a le  sample.  Wh i le  the com par isons  suggest that the male  

student who is undecided is s l ight ly  le ss  in teres ted  in sc ience 

than decided students and that both undecided men and women a re  

not " voca t iona l ly  or iented,  "  the ov e rw he lm ing  conclusion is that 

there  is no rea l  d i f f e r ence  between the student who has decided 

upon a vocat ion and the student who has not. The d i f f e r en ce  was 

less  than on e -qu ar te r  of a standard devia t ion fo r  95. 0% of the 

com par isons  f o r  men and 96. 5% of  the com par isons  fo r  women.

A lso ,  a d i f f e r en ce  of  on e -quar te r  o f  a standard devia t ion  is not 

la r g e  enough to be useful in individual cases .

Study Two

Tab le  2 presents ,  f o r  decided and undecided students, the 

mean A C T  scores ,  high school grades,  and pe rcen tages  choosing 

each goa l in attending co l l e ge .  Undecided and decided co l l e g e  app l i ­

cants had exact ly  the same mean score  on the A C T  Compos ite .  The



Tab le  1

D i f f e r en ces  as L a r g e  as One Quarte r

of  the O ve ra l l  Standard Dev ia t ion  between Students who are Dec ided

and Those  Who A r e Undecided about a Vocat ion

Dec ided Undecided

Scale  (Men) Mean S. D. Mean S. D.

Vocat iona l  Type 5. 02 1. 76 4. 43 1. 81

A c a d e m ic  Type 4. 58 2. 00 4. 01 1. 89

S R - - D r i v e  to A ch ie ve 2. 64 . 80 2. 39 . 79

G o a l - -M a k e  Techn ica l
Contr ibut ion to Sc ience 1. 64 . 87 1. 39 . 67

Science  Potent ia l 17. 71 7. 01 15. 69 6. 33

Techn ica l  Com petency 12. 59 4. 51 11. 32 4. 46

Scale  (Women)

G o a l - -B e  A c t i v e  in 
Re l ig ious  A f f a i r s 2. 92 . 79 2. 63 1.11

Homemaking  Com petency 17. 58 4. 22 16. 21 4. 74

Vocat iona l  Type 4. 44 1. 69 3. 92 1. 93

In terpersona l  Com petency 11. 61 3. 27 10. 54 3. 48
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Tab le  2

C om pa r ison  of Undecided Students with  Other  Groups of Students

Undecided Dec ided
coll .  applic. co l l .  applic.

A C T  compos i te
Mean 20. 4 20. 4
S. D. 5. 1 5. 2

High school  G P A
Mean 2. 54 2. 63
S. D. . 71 . 70

Goals  in attending co l l ege  
(% choosing)

Deve lop  mind 46. 9 38. 9
Vocat ional  training 36. 2 50. 9
Higher  income 9. 7 4. 9
Other 7. 2 5. 3

N 13, 695 45, 923

mean high school grades  of  the two groups w e r e  a lm os t  the same.

The d i f f e r en ce  between them was l e ss  than one -seventh  of a standard 

deviation.  Thus, in ag re em en t  with the studies of W i l l i a m s o n  (1937), 

W a t ley  (1965), A b e l  (1966), and Ashby,  Wa l l ,  and Osipow (1966), 

it appears  that the undecided student is no d i f fe r en t  than other 

students in academic  aptitude.

The only d i f f e r ences  of any s ize  concern  co l l e g e  goa ls .

Undecided students m o r e  often than decided students emphas ize

the co l l e ge  goal of deve lop ing  their  minds and inte l lectua l  ab i l i t ies

and choose the goa l  of vocat iona l  or  p ro fess ion a l  training l e ss  frequently .
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Other r e s e a r c h  (Baird ,  1967) has indicated that students who 

choose the goal o f  deve lop ing  their  mind are  g en e ra l ly  m o re  con ­

cerned  w ith  inte l lectua l  m a t te rs  than other students and plan to 

engage in m o r e  ex t r a cu r r i cu la r  ac t iv i t ies .

D iscus sion

The students included in the f i r s t  sample w e r e  near ing  the 

end of  the ir  f reshm an  y ea r  in co l l e ge .  T h e r e  are  a lm os t  no 

d i f f e r en ces  between students w’ho have decided upon a vocat ion at 

that point and those who have not. The va r ia b l e s  did not d i f f e r ­

entiate the undecided freshm an student f r o m  decided freshm en 

despite  including in teres t  test  sca les,  r e c o rd s  of ach ievements ,  

pe rsona l i ty  sca les,  vocat iona l  and educational asp ira t ions,  such 

s e l f - r a t in gs  as " p e r s e v e r a n c e , "  " s e l f - c o n f i d e n c e , "  and " p r a c t i c a l ­

m in d ed n ess , "  and such l i f e  goals  as being " w e l l - o f f  f i n a n c ia l l y , "  

" f ind ing  a r ea l  purpose in l i f e , "  and "hav ing execut ive  r e s p o n s i ­

b i l i ty  f o r  the w o rk  o f  other. "

The second study r e v ea led  v e r y  l i t t le  d i f f e r ence  between 

undecided students and m ost  other students on m easu res  of academ ic  

aptitude. These  studies im p ly  that the undecided student's se l f -  

concept is not pa r t i cu la r ly  d i f fe r en t  f r o m  that of  other students.

His l i f e  goals  and asp ira t ions,  and p resum ab ly  his se l f - con f idence  

(a lso among the s e l f - r a t in gs ) ,  a re  no d i f fe ren t  f r o m  those of  other 

students. He has the same capac it ies  as other students fo r  a c h ie v e ­

ment in both academic  and nonacademic  areas .  That these d i f fe ren t
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kinds of  in format ion  did not d i f fe rent ia te  dec ided  and undecided 

students seem s to cast cons iderab le  doubt on many s te reo types  

of the undecided student. The  undecided student may m e r e l y  have 

not made up his mind, and that should not be held against him.

These  resu lts  concur w ith  m ost  of the studies of  vocat ional  

indec is ion r e v i e w e d  e a r l i e r ,  in which smal l ,  i f  any, d i f f e r en ce s  

w e r e  found to d istinguish between the decided and undecided student.

Given these negat ive  results ,  what a re  we  to conclude? The 

theor ies  of vocat ional  choice have l it t le  to say d i r e c t l y  about the 

undecided student. H ow ever ,  G inzberg  (1952) em phas izes  that 

vocat ional  choice is a deve lopmenta l  p ro c es s  with many stages and 

that c om p ro m is e  is an essen t ia l  aspect  of e v e r y  choice. Super 

(1957) a lso em phas izes  the continuous l i f e  stages in the choice of 

an occupation. T iedem an  (1961) desc r ib ed  the stages of  exp lorat ion,  

c rys ta l l i za t ion ,  and choice in vocat ional  deve lopment.  Holland 

(1959) d esc r ib ed  the deve lopmenta l  sources  of  choice h ie ra rch ie s .

By emphas iz ing  deve lopment ,  these d i v e r s e  approaches suggest  that, 

as with other deve lopmenta l  p ro c es s e s ,  one should not expect  e v e r y ­

one to reach  the same point at the same t ime.

T h e r e  are ,  of course,  probable  l im it s  to the t im ing  of this 

deve lopmenta l  ou tcom e .  F o r  example ,  a p e rson  who decided to be 

a mechan ica l  eng ineer  when he was 12 y ea rs  old and n eve r  changed 

his mind has poss ib ly  made a dec is ion  too ear ly .  In contrast , 

a 30 -yea r  old man who is sti l l  undecided about his vocation m ost



l ik e ly  has other p rob lem s .  Between these .extremes,  however ,  

among high school sen iors  and f reshm an  and sophomore  co l l e g e  

students, there a re  p lausib le  reasons to expect  vocat iona l  indecis ion.  

F i r s t ,  this pe r iod  o f  l i f e  is defined as one of  exp lora t ion  and tenta­

tive cho ices .  A  co l lege-bound  student is typ ica l ly  not under g rea t  

p r e s su re  to make a vocat iona l  dec is ion.  Students enter ing  co l l e g e  

a lso  have, f o r  the f i r s t  t ime,  an opportunity  to expe r ien ce  the 

content of f i e lds  they may have cons idered  enter ing.  A  student 

may f ind that w o rk  in the eng ineer ing  lab or  in the p r e - la w  cur-  

iculum is uninteresting and not what he expected.  C o l le ge  a lso 

suggests  many f ie lds  which the student would be unlike ly  to have 

cons ide red  in high school,  e . g .  , F rench  l i t e ra tu re ,  soc io logy ,  or 

m ic r o b io lo g y .  F ina l ly ,  many consequences a r i s e  f r o m  choosing a 

par t icu la r  vocat ion.  The student's subsequent co l l ege ,  graduate 

school,  and vocat ional  futures are ,  to a f a i r  degree ,  dependent on 

this dec is ion .  A  student should be expected  to make this cho ice 

v e r y  care fu l ly ,  a f te r  cons ider ing  his own ab i l i t ies ,  the options open 

to him, and his l i f e  plans. Thus there a re  many reasons to expect  

n o rm a l  students to be undecided about a vocation.  One might even 

hope that some students would rem a in  undecided f o r  some time.

In a re la ted  area ,  a r ecen t  study by B a ird  (in p re s s )  has 

suggested that indec is ion among br ight  students may be due to their  

capacity  to do many things and to the many a l te rna t ives  open to them
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rather  than to their  confusion about those a l te rnat ives .  The  p resen t  

f inding that the undecided student m o r e  often chooses the goa l of d e ­

ve lop ing  his mind supports the poss ib i l i t y  that this may be true of the 

student of  a v e ra ge  abil ity  as w e l l .  He is m o re  in te l lec tua l ly  or ien ted  

and less  voca t iona l ly  or iented .  P e rhaps  the undecided student w ishes  

to use the opportunity  c o l l e g e  p rov ides  of exp lor ing  h im se l f  and the 

w o r ld  be fo re  he chooses  a vocation.

In any case,  it is c l e a r  that there a re  few meaningfu l  d i f f e r en ce s  

between decided and undecided students. The s im i la r i t i e s ,  in contrast ,  

a re  enormous.  This  conclusion is supported by m ost  of the studies 

r e v iew ed  e a r l i e r .  The im pl ica t ion  f o r  counsel ing and f o r  educational 

p ra c t i c e s  is that we should cons ider  undecided co l l e g e  f r e sh m en  as 

no d i f fe ren t  f r o m  other  students since, as we  have shown, the undecided 

student is, in fact,  not d i f fe rent .  T h e r e  is no ev idence  to support the 

notion that m ost  undecided students a re  maladjusted or  abnormal .  The 

students who appear in counseling centers  and say they are  undecided 

about a vocat ion are  probably  unusual in many ways .  Counse lors  should 

not g en e ra l i z e  f r o m  this b iased sample to a l l  undecided students. M o r e ­

over ,  even many of  these students may not have d i f f i cu l t i es  other than 

vocat ional  cho ice.  The f re shm an  whose only p ro b lem  is a lack of a v o ­

cational  dec is ion  can probably  be helped to reach  a decis ion,  but he should 

be told that to be undecided about his c a r e e r  is not only common but may 

even be bene f ic ia l .  In any case ,  he should be told the fact  that v o ca t io n ­

al indec is ion does not make him d i f fe ren t  f r o m  other students.
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