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The academic performance of 177 women students who received financial aid
from the faculty women of Los Angeles City College was examined according to (1)
high school attended, (2) declared major at entry, (3) SCAT scores, (4) pattern of
courses. (5) length of time at LACC. (6) CPA at LACC. (7) AA degrees earned, and (8)
requests for transcripts as indicafors of transfer. The awards in each of the 19
semesters covered ranged from four to 14. In 1959, scholarships were $50; in 1965,
they were changed to $100 scholarships and $50 book grants. Among the findings:
(1) the 153 students with time to complete four terms attempted a mean of 47.7 units
and completed 46.5, with GPA of 2702 (2) aid recipients had a 3.06 GPA: those with
book grants made 2.31: (3) 637 attained a GPA of 2.4, 217 were in the 2.0-2.39
range, and 167 fell below 2.0, (4) on entry, 387 chose Z-year ma|ors: the others, a
transfer program; (5) some later changed goals: (b) most gopular majors were legal
secretary for 2-year programs and teacher for 4-year; (/) mean raw SCAT scores
were in the 50-53 percentiles, higher than LACC women as a whole. The group’s
record was high in retention. adherence to original goals, GPA. graduation, and
transfer attainment. Only six of the 177 failed to finish first semester: 22 of the rest
fell below a 2.0 GPA Those with a Z2-year major were slightly more successful than
those in a transfer program. The author suggests & questionnaire survey of the aid
recipients to determine how much they felf the grants had contributed to their
success. (HH)
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UARADEMIC RECORDS OF RECIPIENTS OF LACC WOMEW'S
EACULTY CLUS SCHOLARSHIPS, 1958-67"

PURPOSE OF THE STUDY
Over the years, the women of the Faculty of Los Angeles City
toliege have deveted considerable effort and the financial outlay of
themselves and others o a program of scholarship aid to entering
women. This study has been made both €o determine the pattern of pere-
.

formence of these particular young women and to draw more general cone

clusions about a group of junior-college entranis sspeciaily selected,

BACKGROUND OF THE STUDY
in 1949, committees of faculty women began interviewing and
awarding scholarships o incoming young women kecomm@ﬂded by thelir
high schools. Seleetion criteria have been o combination of Financial
need and the prospect of college success, Until fall, 1959, the
scholarships were 5$35; then the amount was increased to $50. S@g?ﬁﬂiﬁg
with the spring of 1965, awards were separated into twe types: 100
gchaﬁarsh@@s and $50 book grants. The awards are ncflr@ﬁ@wab?@o ate
though & number of the recipients have %@éﬁ granted other types of
scholarships In sﬁbs@qa@nt semesters,
Mizs June Carroll summerized the academic performance of the First
groups of scholarship winners in a report written in the spring of 1957,

The present study carries the record from spring, 1958 to the ead of the

fail semester, 1967.



K
i)
@2
£
%]

METHODS OF THE STUDY
For the 177 students involived, data were @bt@?neé on high sshaa?A

of origin, declared major at time of interview {In May for fall en-
crants and in December for spring entrants), SCAY scores, length of
1.4.6.C. attendance, grade-point average st L.A.C.C,, patiern of courses
taken, AA degrees earned, and requests for tramscripts as indicasors of
rransfer ©o other colleges, White high-school transcrpits were availabie
for about hatf of the stuéeuzs; ne attempt was made at éh?ﬁ time to sum-
marize secondarveschoo! achievement or high»sshﬁbﬁ standardized test

resusts.

FINDINGS

in the 19 semesiers covered by this survey, 177 awards were made,
The number sach semester ranged from &Aﬁo ih: zpplicants and awards
were usualiy more numersus in the fall than In the spring.

Table | presents data on tength of attendance, Associate In Arts
degrees earned, and presumed tramsfers, The range of length of atten-
dance has been great. While 6 students failed to compiete ore term,
twe completed 8 neariy Fuli-time semesters and one student, after the
inizial daytime semester, attended avening classes For 17 subseguent
sessions., For the 153 students entering &c&,cﬂﬁoiaﬁ or before spring of
1965, who to the present have had the time to complete L or more terms,
the mean period of Fuli-time attendance §5 3.2 semesters., No attempt was
nade to summarize summer and evening session attendance, although more
than half of ?h@.récorés inciude sueh work,

0F these 153 studenis admitted at least four semesters age, 55 (36%)

have earned the AA degree. OF the total, also, 76 (BO%) had requested




FINDINES {continued)
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trarscrints sent to other colijeges. Presumabiy, the great majorit of these
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4id actually tramsfer, since thelr records indicated that thay ware
o do so. |

?@h%e_z summayrizes daia oh unit and grade-point achievements of these
voung women, In order to present information on more of %ﬁ@ recant awardess
who were categorized inte scholarship versus book-grant recipients, Table 2

and subsequent tables Include those entering in fall, 1966 and spring, 1957,

with the opportunity to complete only 3 and 2 semesters 1o date, respactively.

The 153 students who had had time to complete i semesters or more attempted
a mean of B7.7 units and complieted a mean of 456.5 units, with a grade point
average of 2.72. The addition of the 24 more vecent enrcllees left the grad@o'
point average unchanged -- still at 2.72. One may note that 27 of the total
aroup are still (or again) in full-time ov evening attendance, although it
would not be sntfcipated that the remainder of thelr records will signifi-
cantly change the meens of the entire group.

The separation of awards into seholarshipe for those who appeared to be
truty academically abie and book granis Tor those wﬁm should be encouraged to

begin college was followed wp by comput i ng the grade-point averages of the

wwo grouns of entrants between spring, 1965 and spring, 1967, Scholarship

recipients atteined a 3.06 grade-point average, while booke-grant recipients
attained 2,31,

1z seemed desirable te categorize these students as o relative academic
suceess, They were therefore sorted into ghres groups: those with @ grade-
point average of 2.% or above {(P++" in Tables 3, k&, and 8}, those fallling
between 2.00 and 2,39 (' in the same three rables), and those Taiiing be-

1w 2.00 or who withdrew with no work compieted (1. on the three tables).
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FINDINGS {continued)
Table 3 1ists the numbers of students in the three categories by nigh
cchool of origin, (&t will be seen that 63% attained a GPA of 2.4 or
betzer, while 21% achieved moderate success in the 2,0-2.39% range, and
16% fé?% bejow this point. The high schools in Table 3 are Yisted in de-
ciintng order of the ﬁuﬁb@r of theis students receiving awards.
i+ was alse of interest to present the grade-point data by choice

of major. Since college Freshmen are prone to change the malors which
they have declared on entrance, and awards are made to some extent OR
speciflcity of college goal, these students were foliowed through from
time of interview to completion of L.A.C.C. attendance to measure con-

| cistency of program against the initiaily declared major., The results
zre presented as Tables % and 5. Table & Vists ¢the majors involved,
while Table 5 summarizes shifts among majors and the relative propore
tions o? students in 2- and heyear currfcula. At time of interview, 38%
of these awardess indicated two-year majors, and 62% had chosen transfer
curricula. By far the most popular choice of two-year ma jor was tegal
s@cf&tariav, while many of the bYeyear majors planned to teach. 0Ff the
original entrants {n two-year programs, ah% kept the original majer, 6%
changed to another two-year majar,vand 10% went into & transfer program,
6f the students originally choosing a transfer program, 7%% kept their
orfginal major, 8% changed to another &-year mafor, and 13% moved to a

two-year curricuium. This resu?té& in a pet shift between entrance and
1ast attendance, at which time BS% were fo??@winé a two=year pattern while
£5% had taken a transfer pattern. OF those originally cheosing a two-
year major, 12% uitimately fell into the "below 2,0 category, while 18%

. of the original transfer majors did so,
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FINCINGS (continued)

Since SCAT scores were available for 168 of these students (95%),

a protiie of these could be obtained, For the group, the mean raw scores
fell between the 50th and 53rd centiles on national norms. These means are
significantly hiQh@r then those of L.A.C.C. women as a whole, Dr. Ben
Gold's statistics for the years 1965-87 report the female centile range

for the various semesters as follows: Verbal! means, about the 40th cen-
t1le; Quantitative means, abaut‘the 25tk centile; Total means, 25th to

30th centile {L.A.C.C., Research Study #68-6},

When the entire group wag subdivided on the basis of gra&eupaﬁﬁi
sverage into the three sub-groups described above, the differences in the
wean SCAT scaores of the three categories become statistically significant
{Table 6). Here we see that, with the exception of the Verbal mean score
of the """ group, the mean SCAT score in each of the cat@géries is cone
sistent with the grade-point average earned., Since the difference betwaen
the mean Verbal scores of the "='' and "4 {3 not statisticaliy significant,
this exception to the expected rank-order of SCAT score means may be dise

regarded.

DISCUSSION OF THE RESULTS
The performance of this group of students is excellent by any
standard -- retention, maintaining original goals, grade-point average,
graduation or transfer attainment. It should be remembered that each se-
mester some grants have been made where the risk is relatively great -- where
motivation seems exceptionally high but where financial or cultural or
familial obstacies are so great oF so complex that prediction of continued

attendance cannot be made with any confidence. Under such circumstances,
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pISCUSSION OF THE RESULTS (continued) Page G.

the fact that only 6 of 177 women falled to complete their first semes~ s
ter, oF that only 29 of the remainder achleved less than @ 2.0 grade-
point average after one to fouwr terms® attendaace, indicates that the
high-school faculty nominators and the coll@ge facui&y se!ecticn com-
mittees have done their jobs very weii |

The relatﬁoaship between SCAT scores and grade~p@§n; aver3969 while
not new In studles of this type, wouid Indicete that such scores sh@uld
continue to be used as_ one af the tools of selection, With so many varia-
bies operant on college retention and success, however9 SCAT scores sh@u?d
not be used as the sole criteréon for selection. it is the wrtter“s opin-
ion that one function of thuse schoiarships, that of enc@urag!ng worthy
voung woman to begin coi!ege who m!ght otherwise never attend, would be
lost if higher scores-iq academﬁc p?edictbrs were always required,

The women who entered with a cholce of a twbwyear'maj@r ware some-
what more successful in thelr attained grade-point average, in keeping to
thair original gosl, and on completing requirements for the AA degree than
were those indicating @ trensfer curricular cholce. ~ This might be ex-
pected, since so meny of these envollied in majors such as iega? Secretarial
with well-developed skiils and demonstrated success In their high=school
backgrounds,  The ﬁroportion of twb-yéar to four-year students appearing
on these 1l§ts is close to the proborttbns among LACC students as a whole,
aﬁd probably should be maintained in future.grants of this kind,

Further evaluation of the extent to which these scholarships may have
contributed to the academic or occupational success of the young women Ine-
volved, and therefore to the opportunity granted to the college to help
young people who might not have attended w@thout such encéuragament9 per-
héps can come best from the women themselves. A quastionnaire survey of

the scholarship winners might thus be helpful.




Page 7.
TABLE ! ~ Leagth of Attendance, AA Degrees, and Numbar TransFerring Eisevhere

X Vean fulle

@f3§§§§§§;® | S?ﬁéeiis %@ogﬁ?ggiéed ﬁgﬁﬁ&i?ﬁ?ZSQyﬁ Gfﬁﬁﬁ@d ‘ Transferred
Spring 1958 O g 2.8 3 6
Fall 1933 it 3.9 5 | L éi
Spring 1959 ) 3.5 2 3
Fall 9959 i3 2.8 3 b
Spring 1960 ) 3.4 2 3
Fall 3960 12 3.8 & &
Spring 1961 7 3.% 2 5
Fall 1861 . 10 £,3 8 6
Spring 1962 8 3.5 3 6
#&?? 1562 i 2,7 & 5
Spring 1963 7 3.7 2 2
Fatl 1963 12 ! 3.0 5 b
Spring 156& 8 2.5 3 3
Fall 1964 7 [ 3.0 2 5
Spring 1965 6 ¥ 3.2 L 3
Fatl 1965 12 2 3.2 6 5
Spring 1966 12 5 2,8 0 7
TOTALS 153 iy 3.2 £5 76

% 100% T4 36% 50%

NOTE: This tabie Incivdes data oniy on students admitted
on or befare Spring, 1966, and who therefore have
had time to complete & semesters. Subsequent tables
will 2dd records for those entering Fall, 1906 and
Spring, 1967,




TABLE 2 = G- Pofar Avevugs riaa:
| Senester of Veenbialig Mean
Entranee No. [Enrolied § '60 [Units Atteapted GPA
|_spring 1958 9 ; bl 9 2,52
‘) Bnil 1988 13 56,0 3.62_
Spring 0959 & 5h,1 2,73
Falt 1959 i3 bl 1 2.%3
Spring 1960 5 50.8 2,87
j_Fal] 1960 12 59,6 2,77
Spring 196% 7 4.5 2.98
Fall 1961 10 63.2 2.82
S 1962 8 51.6 2,75
eatiag62 0 BL.5 58 "
g
Spring 1963 7 53.3 2, 7% 8
| £al] 1963 12 q %9, 3 2,69 3
| Spring 1964 8 33.0 2,57 Q;
Fali 196k 7 i 45.8 2,48 8
Spring 1365 6 ] 51,1 13,07 5
S 5 | . 7.6 3,42 o
BG i 1 68,5 1.86 %
_Eall 106K 12 2 3&5?6 2.65 4?’9 |
s 8 2 7.5 2.88 g‘.
‘ BG ] 2.3 2,14
i Spring 1966 12 34.8 2.61
9 0 29.0 3.13
BG 10 5 35.9 2.52
‘gary jof b 9 37.8 2,90
S 5 3 36,1 3.02
__BG 9 é 38.7.1. 2,86
| spring 196710 y 23.0 2.59 k
S 3 3 23,2 2.9% ;
BG 7 b 22,9 2,48 ‘
£ Total 177 27 - 5.5 2.72
s 23 8 40,2 3,06
31 16 3.8 | 2,31 | j
3 = Schoiarship BG = Book Grant
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Page 11.
TABLE § - Success in Hajor (Two-vesr versus transfer)
Two=year Transter
Hajors Majors TOTALS
pefore entrance 87(38%) 110(62%) 177 (100%)

Kept @f&gﬁna! major

83 (75% of 110)

139(79% of 177)

56 (8% of 67)

GPAT 4+ 38(68% of 56) 50(60% of 83) 88
+ 11(20% of 56) 19(23% of 83) 30
~e 7(12% of 56} 15 (17% of 83) 21
Changed to enother major 11(16% of 67) 27(25% of 110) || 38(21% of 177}

To a 2-year major 4(37% of 1) 19(76% of 27) :23(61% pf 38)
GPA™ ++ b i3 17

+ 0 3 3

- 0 3 3

Yo & transfer malor 7(63% of 11) 8(30% of 27) 15(39% of 38)
ePA” ++ 3 A 7

¥ 3 i )

- [ 3 i

At last attendance 79 (45%} o8{55%) 177(100%)

GPA  ++ = 2.4 and above
= 2.00 - 2.39

~ = 1,99 and below

i,




TABLE 6 -~ SCAT Scores in Relation to Grade-Point Average
""""""""""""" :""‘""’""‘""'"""T""‘"""""’"“""""f""'"""‘""""'"'"'i"'""""'""‘"‘"""‘3"""“'"""""'"""'3""""""""'""""
Qerhal Raw Séure i Quantitgtive Raw Seare  Total éaw Score
16-20 T : VElS 29-35 :
e e me - S e o e o n mt cn R . v At o fevmmmed I T e m—————-
i : L : ’ 1
2§25 |i—— ! 1§-20 i 36-b2 [ i
R ; I g ; ¥ ;
26-30 i ) 2825 = | #3-49 |1 |
: e § N e B § yesa
1 5 - e 4 R 76530 30256 o}
. EX : T T ==
3640 1 ) ! 31-35 —ro - 57-63 : ;
o ' ' T 1 T Ny
it ; : puissier SRR R ety B
- Be45 e ; 36-h0 ——————y 64-70 |-———i—y
ST [fis o aamnnon- prmmmemsommsenes S e et Am-mnee- fE*‘“'“‘? """"""""""
| 46-50 ?;___3 i h%whS » : ) ?!~77 r— ;
: i § g : o A
- 5155 i 4650 {———m ; {8-84 ——
- 56%60" [ poTeTmmenTees o mm oo jromnmm e 8591 —---
] K 5 E : E b
’= | | s s -8 0
9910501 |
A.GPA 2.4 and above D, GPA 2.k and above  G. GPA 2,k and above
N = 107 N = 107 N = 107
Mean = 34.7 Mean = 35.4 Mean = 70.1
$.0. = 9.b $.0, = 8.3 S.D. = 18.8
B.GFA 2.0-2.3%9 E. GPA 2.0-2.% H. 6P 2,0-2.39
N= 36 M= 36 e 36
Meam = 37.0 Hean = 32.0 Moam = 63.0
chDa = 955 Sann & @a'y‘g’ S”G“ = BB"g
C.G28A Selow 2.8 E. GMY below 2.0 f, GrA below 2.0
o= 25 o= 36 o 285
Mear » 308 Mrsm -+ 29 4 Mean » 60,5
g0, e 9.6 BB o« 8.5 S0, o= 128
Mean differences significant beyond the'
1% level: A-B; A=C: D=E: D-F: E=-F: G~H; G-,

Mean difference significant to a Vevel betwsen

- 5% and 1%:

H-1

Entire group
N = {68
Mean = 33.5
$.D, = 9.5

Entire group

N = 168
Mean = 33

o7

S.D. = 8.5

Entire group

N = 168

Mean = 67.2
S.D. = 13.9
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