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AESTRACT

This report presents data on the U4th year
performance of transfers from 2~ and 4-year colleges, and a sample of
Hofstra natives. This report extended an analysis which dealt with
the 3rd-year performance of these groups. The relationship was
examined between performance (GPA) and high schouol decile, SAT verbal
scores, sex, and cumulative 2-year GPA's. The 3rd and 4th year
performances cf these groups was also compared. Some of the major
findings were: The performance of transfer students prior to their
transfer and the 2-year cumulative GPA of Hofstra natives were almost
the same; however, both in the 3rd and 4th year, the GPA of the
transfers fror 2-year colleges was significantly lower than the GPA
of the two other groups. The GPA of the transfers from U4-year
colleges and that of the Hofstra natives did not differ significantly
in the 3rd and 4th year, and their Uth-year GPA also tended to be
much higher than their cumulative 2-year GPA's. The 3rd-year GPA of
2-year school transfers tended to be lower than their 2-year
cunulative GPA, while their 4th-year GPA tended to be similar to
their cumulative GPA. A higher percentage of the 4-year school
transfers and Hofstra natives tended to graduate than the 2-year
school transfers. SAT verbal scores were of little value in
predicting performance, and female students tended to have higher
GPA's than males. (AF)
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The Academic Performance of Students Who Transfer after Twp Years

Murray Melnigk, Ph.D., Pauline Lichtenstein, and Alida Schubert

Summary and Conclwsions

An earlier study (Report No. 76) done by the Center for the
Study of Higher Education presented data on the thizd year college
performance of transfers from two« and four-year colleges, and a
sample oi Hofstra natives. The present report extended the analysis
to include the fourth year perfnrmanca of thése groups, It examined
the relationchip between performance (GPA) and high-schocl decile,
SAT verbal scorzs, sex, and cumulative two year GPA's. A comparison
between third and fourth year performance represents an additional
focus of investigation. Data were obiained pertaining to all 233
transfer students wvho entered Hofstra in September 1966 as juniors,
and 2 group of B9 native juniors who started as Hofstra freshmen
in 1964,
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The following conclusions seem warranted:

1. The performance of transfer students (from two~ and
four~year colleges) prior to their transfer and the two year
cumulative GPA of Hostra natives were almost the same (2,51,
2,53, 2.50).

2, 1In both the third and fourth years the GPA of those
who transferred from two~year colleges was significantly lower
than those who transferred from four-year colleges, or who
entered Hofstra as freshmen, Also, a significantly higher
parcentage of four~-year school transfer students and native
students had averages of 3.00 or better than trznsfers from
two-year schools,

3. There was no significant difference between the GPA
of the four~-year school transfers and the native students in
either the third year or the fourth year.

4. 1In the third year, Hofstra natives and the four-year
school transfers tended to perform at a higher level tham pre-
viously, whereas the two-vear ashool transfers performed at a
lower level, In the fourth year all groups tended to do hetter
than during the third year. However, the fourth year GPA": of
four~year school transfer students and Hofstra natives were much
higher than their cumulative two-year GPA.!s, whereas the fourth
year GPA of the two-year school transfer students was similar
to their cumulative two-year GPA.
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The overall pattern indicated that four-year school transfers
and Hofstra natives progressed fairly steadily. The two~year school
transfers, on the other hand, did not shecw this same trend; their
GPA went down in the third year and rose again in the fourth year
to thelr two-year level,

5, Cunmulative GPA at the school from which the students
transferred was moderately related to the GPA attzined during the
third year of college, The correlation for transfers from two-year
colleges was .48, four=year colleges, .51 and Hofstra natives, .60,
In the fourth year the transfer student correlations lessened con=
siderably, (two~year college transfexrs, ,23; four-year ccllege trans-
fers, o.39) but the Hofstra natives correlated sbout the same as in
the third year (.59). This suggests that for transfer students
performance at the original college became less predictive the longer
the stay at Hofstra.

6, The graduation rate corroborated the svperior perform=
ance of four~year school transfers and m:tives, Eightye-eight per-
cent of four~year school transfers and 867 of Hofstra natives who
completed the first two years graduated as of June 1970, compared
to only 757 of the two-year schocl ttxransfers.

7. In a dichotomization of transfer students! high school
declles, it was found that high deciles were associated with nigher
third and fourth year GPA, But for Hofstra natives only those with
the highest decile invariably peiformed best et Hofstra,

8+ SAT verbal scores seemed to be of little value in pre=
dicting thjrd and fourth year performance at Hofstra. If the
distributions are dichotomiozed, high SAT verbal scor=s are not
prediective of high GPA's in the third and fcurth year for any of
the groups concerned,

9. Female students oonsistently tended to have, higher
GPA's than males but the differences were not significant except
in a comparison of male and female two~year school transfers during
their third year,

10, Hofstra natives significantly outperformed students
from two-year schools in humanities, social science, and business
in the third and fourth years. In comparisons of Hofstra natives
and four~yzar school transfers, no st:atistically significant differ-
ences in any field were maintained throughout both the third and
fourth year,

(Copies of the full report are available from the Center for the Study
of Bigher Education)
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The Academic Performance of Students Who Transfer After Two Years

Intraduction

Do students who transfer from two=year schools perform differ=
ently from those who transfer from foursyear schools? How do the
performances of twa-year and fouv~year students compare with those
of native studentei These were the basic questions which were the
concexn of a previous CSHE report (Number 76), That report pre~
eented data on the third year ccllege performance of transfer stu-
dents and Hofntra natives. The present paper extends the iuvesti-
gation into the fourth year (the second year at Hofstra for tramsfer
students), and re-evaluates some of the third year data as well,

Samplz

The tramsfer student sample consisted of all transfer students
(161 from two-year colleges, 72 from four-year colleges) who were
adnitted to Hofstra University in September 1966 with junior class
status, and who complzated the spring 1957 semecster at Hofstra. A
systemic sample of 100 native students was also selected, Out cf the
sample’s 100 who had entered Hofstra in September 1964 and had 58 or
nore credits as of June 1966, 11 had dropped cut during the thizd
year, £0 that the actual Hofstra szmple used counsist2d of 89 simdents,
The transfer sample was the same as the one empleyed in couneciion with
Repexrt 76 but the native sample was different, In Report 76, the
100 native students were selecked from the pool of students who had
completed their jurior year wheaweas in the present report a new
sample was salected from those who were startinz their junior year,
Some of the third year data was re-considersd based oa this new
Hofstra native sample, It was felt that the present sampling
allows for a more comparzble svaluation of the three groups of
students,

The data used in the study consisted of the cumulatlve GPA
at the end of the second year (or at the time of transfer), the third
and fourth year GPA's at Hofstra, graduation statns, sex, major, and
vhen available, SAT verbal scores and high school decilles,

In each case comparisons were made among the three groups: two=
and four=year school transfers and Hofstra natives,*

Results

At the outset, cousideration was given to the GP4 of the three
groups prior to the begimning of their junlor year, As can be seen
in Table 1, the two-year cumulative GPA's were practically identical,
ranging from 2,50 to 2,53,

*Whenever the tesm significance is used in the text in discusse-
ing a comparison, statistical signiiicance at least at the ,05 level
has been found,
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Table 1

GPA's of Transfer Students and Hofstra Natives

Z“Yro
Cum, 3rd Yr. Correl- 4th Yr,. Correl=-
Group GPA GPA ation GPA ‘ ation
(1) {2) 2)-(1) (L&2) 3) 3)-(1) (L&3)
2-Year School 2,51 2,32 -.19 48 2.57 +.06 023
Transfers (161)* (i61) (161) (132) (132)
4-Year School 2,53 2,71 +,18 251 2.85 +.32 »39
Transfers (72) {72) (72) {66) (66)
Hofstra 2.50 2,64 +.14 .69 2,85 +,35 59
Natives (89) (89) (89) (71) {71)

* Numbers in parentheses refer to number of cases in subsample,

The groups, while starting their junior year on a virtually equal
footing, began to diverge during their junior year. For the transfer
students, this was their first vear at Hofstra, The divergence is to
be nsted in the decline in the third year GPA of two-year college trans-
fzr students (they lost .19 GPA points) and in the improved GPA of both
four-year collegz trausfer students and Hofstra natives (the former
gained .18; the latter .14 GPA points). The movement of both transfer
greups was statistically significant; ihe movement of the Hofstra
natives approaches significance (p=.0%).

From the third to the fourth year, a reversal occurred for the two-
year coliege transfer students who moved upwards to a GPA average in the
fourth year which was slightly greatde.than: the ravcragawatlained Yinnthe
first two years at their former school. But since the difference between
their fourth year GPA and their cumulative two-year GPA was not statis-.
tically significant, it can be szid that tramsfers from two-year colleges
returned to the GPA earned up to the point of entering Hofstra. This
pattern -~ a transfer etudent declining in GPA in his first year at the
new school only to recover in subsequent semesters hss been designated as
"tranefer shock" in the literature, (Hills, 1965).

In the present investigation the transfer shock description might be
applied to two-year, but not to four-year colilege transfers, The latter
do not show evidence of '"trunsfer shock." Four-year students make cone
tinuous progress, as traced in Table 1, where it can bz seen that they
moved from 2,53 before entering Hofstra to 2,71 in their third year and
2.85 in their fourth., The overall difference was statistically signie
-ficant. The progress of the Hofstra natives followed a path very
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similar to four-year college transfers, The fourth year GPA of both
groups was identical (2.85),

Although the means for the groups in the third and fourth years
were different from the two year average, by and large, those students
who started low remained low, and those who stzrted high remained high,
Thus, for the third year, the corrtlation coefficients listed in
Table 1 between cumulative two=-year GPA and Hofstra GPA, are almost
identical for the two transfer groups (.48 and .51). This indicates
that a moderate amount of predictability would be present if one were
to predict Hoifstra GPA from cumulative two~year GPA for transfers from
both twor and four=-year schools. A slightly greater degree of pre~
dictabiliity was found between the cumulative GPA at the end of the
second ,and third year's GPA of native Hofstra students (r=.60),

This might be expected since grades at Hofstra should be consistent
over the three year span iavestigated, Different standards of grading
are more likely to prevail at the other schools the transfer students
attended for thelr first two years, and at Hofstra in the third

yeara

For the fourth year the Hofstra correlation with two-year
GPA remained stable at .59, but the correlations between transfar
students’ twoeyear GPA's and the fourth year went down (to .23 and
«39) suggesting that for trensfer students, performance at the
tvansfer college becomes less predictive as the stay at Hofstra
becomes longer,

In order to understand more about the nature of these
ralationships, an anaiysis of Hofstra GPA as a function of
categories of cumulative two~year GPA is presented ia Table 2,
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Table 2

Performance in Third and Fourth Year at Hofstra in Relation
to Levels of Cumulative Two-Year GPA

Transfers Hofstra
2-Year Cumu- 2-Yzar Schools f=Year Schools Natives
lative GTA N GPA. N GPA N GPA

Third Year
2.80 and above 40 2,61 18 3,05 19 3,19
2,20 - 2.79 79 2,28 38 2,60 50 2.55
Unders 2,20 42 2,11 16 2.60 20 2.35
Total 161 72 89

Fourth Year

2.80 and above 37 2,51 18 3.13 17 3,35

2,20 - 2,79 66 2,66 34 2.72 37 2,77

Under 2,20 31 2,37 14 2,80 17 2.51
Total 132 66 71

The two-year cumulative GPA's were divided into three levels:
the upper level (2.80 and above), the middle level (2.20-2,79) and the
lower level (under 2.20). The zssociation between two-year cumulative
and third-year GPA was evident in the difference in the third-year
performance of the highest and lowest levelis of two-year cumulative
GPA., For the two-year school transfer students the highest level of
two-year GPA had a third-year GPA of 2.61; the lowest, 2.11. For the
four-year school transfer students the highest level of two-year
GPA had a third year GPA of 3.05; the lowest, 2.60, For the Hofstra
natives the highest level of two-yeer GPA had a third-year GPA of
3.19, the lowest, 2.35; all of these differences were significant,




Although the extreme segments of the distribution performed
differently in the third year, less effective predictions emerged
when the intermediate group of students (2.20 - 2,79) was con-
sidered. Thus, for four~year college transfers, the third year
GPA of students vwith intermediate two-year cumulative GPA's was
indistinguishable from those with low two-ycar cumulative GPA's.,
In the fourth year this became more evident. In connection with
two-year school transfers it was difficult to distinguish a dif-
ference in fourth year functioning between students with good and
intermddiate two~year cunwlative GPA's. In connection with four-
year school transfers it was difficult to distinguish a difference
between students with intermediate and low two~year cunulative
GPA's.

In the fourth year, the distinction between students coming
in with extremely different two-~year cumulative GPA's can still
be made, althouzh it appeared that the differences were reduced
insofar as transfer students were concerned,

Levdls of Performance in the Third and Tourth Year.

Aside from the developmental sequences outlined in the fore-
going presentation it is also possible to consider group differences
cross-gectionally; that is, for each year treated separately.

Table 3 shows the third and fourth year periormance of the two-
and four=year school transfers and the llofstra natives.
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Table 3

Third and Fourth Year Performance of Transfer and Native Students

Transfers

Two-~Year Four-Year Hofstra
Third Year Schools Schools Natives
GPA N % N % N %
3.00 and over 18 11 24 33 22 25
2,60 - 2,99 25 16 17 24 25 28
2,40 - 2.59 24 15 12 17 14 16
2,00 - 2.39 61 38 14 19 19 21
Under 2.00 33 _20 5 7 -9 _10
Total 161 100 72 100 89 100
Gr4 2,32 2,71 2.64

Transfers

Two-Year Four-Year Hofstra
Fourth Year Schools Schools Matives
GPA N % N % N %
3.00 and over 22 17 26 39 26 37
2,60 - 2,99 42 32 19 29 25 35
2,40 - 2,59 26 20 6 9 10 14
2,00 - 2.39 27 20 14 21 7 19
Under 2.00 15 11 1 2 3 _4&
Totel 132 100 66 100 71 100
GPA 2,57 2.85 2,85

Little difference existed between Hofstra natives and transfers
from four-year colleges in either the third or the fourth year, but
both of these groups performed better in both years than transfers
from two-year colleges,
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Third year performance, Four-year school transfers and Hofstra
ratives performed better than did two~year school transfers during the
third year, Thus, while there is no significant difference in GPA
between four-year school transfers and Hofstra natives, the GPA's of
these groups, 2.71 and 2,064, respectively, both significantly ex-
ceed the two-year school transfer group's GPA of 2,32,

In terms of percentage, compared with the two~-year college trans-
fers, three times as many four-year college transfers and twice as
many Hofstra natives had third year GPA's over 3,00, and these dif-
ferences were also statisticaliy significant.

Fourth vear performance, As in the third year, four-year school
transfers and Hofstra natives performed better during the fourth year
than did two-year college transfers, Both Hofstra natives and four-
year college transfers veceived GPA's of 2.85, significantly better
than the fourth year GEA of 2,57, achieved by tramsfers £rom two-
vear colleges, In terms of percentage, about twice as maay four-
year college transfers and Hofstra natives had fourth year GPA's
over 3.00,

It may be noted that despite the maintained superior perfora-
ance of four-year college tracsfers and Hofstra matives, all three
groups f{mproved in the fourth year. This was most noticesble in res-
pect to two-year college transfers, oniy 31% of whom received & fourth~
year GPA under 2,40 coupared wirh 587 whose third year GPA was under
this figure, This improvement is reflected also in the increased per-
centage of two-year school transiers whose GPA was 2.60 or higher, 497
iu the fourth year, compared with 27% in the third year.

Summarizing, these data indicate that while the groups appeared
0 be almost identical in GPA after two years of college work at their
r2spactive institutions, Hofstra natives and transfers from four-year
colleges outperformed two-year school transfers in both the third and
fourth years of college. Hofstra natives and four-year college
transfers gained steadily in their third and fourth years, while
transfers from two=year colleges experienced an initial drop in
their third year, but improved in their fourth year to a point ap=
proximating their incoming two-~year cumulative GPA. Although group
differences do appear, predicting for individual students should
be made with caution because of the size of the correlations,

Graduation Status,
The superior performance of the four-year school transfers

and the natives if further indicated by the proportion of students who
had graduated by June 1970 (Table 4).




Table 4

Graduation Rates of Transfer Students and
Hofstra Natives

Still in
Graduated _Withdrawn Attendance
N % N % N %
Hofstra 77 86 7 8 5 6
Nativas

Four=-Year 62 (38 8 11 1 1
€chool Transfers
Two-Year 123 75 38 24 2 1

Schonl “ransfers

As can be seen from ihe table, 86% of the natives and 88% of the
four~year school transfers had graduated as of June, 1970 compared
with only 75% of the two-year school transfers who had graduated by
that time, These differences are significant,

Eigk School Performance as Related to Hofstra GPA,

Third year, Table 5 shows the number and percent of native Hofstra
students and junior class transfers from two-and four-year schools as
a function of high school decile as well as the Hofstra GPA earned by
the students in each decile.
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Table §
GPA's as a Function of High School Decile

Third Year

*"-.._\
"™ r'ansfers

High School 2-Year Schools 4-Year Schools Hofstra Natives
Deciles GPA N % GPA N % GPA N %
1 2.81 7 5 3.09 12 17 2,92 13 15

2-4 2,39 57 39 2,68 37 54 2.57 54 63

5-7 2,18 57 39 2,49 16 23 2,58 15 17

8-10 2,14 _25 _171 2,45 _4 _6 2,53 _4 _5

Total 146 100 69 100 86 100

Fourth Year

Transfers

High School 2~Year Schools 4-Year Schools Hofstra Natives
Deciles GPA N % GPA N % GPA N %
1 2.80 7 6 3,02 11 18 2,91 13 19
Z-4 2,69 46 37 2,88 35 55 2.82 &0 59
5-7 2.43 45 37 2,61 14 22 2,81 11 16
8-10 2,33 24 20 2,74 _3 __3 2,76 _+ _ 6
Total 122 100 63 100 68 100

rom this table it can be seen that in all groups, students in the
top decile got much higher grades than others., Students in the second
through the fourth decile had higher GPA's than students in the lower
deciles, except in the case of Hofstra natives, where there was virtually
no difference among the decile levels below the top (2.57, 2,53, 2.53).
A statistical comparison of third year GPA was made separating students
in high school deciles 1«4 from those in high school deciles 5-10.




The rhird-~year GFA of transfer gtudents with
high schooul deciles in the upper range (le4 decilz2) was
significantly higher than those in the lower range. On
the other hand, the third-vear GPA's of Hofstra natives
with high sghool deciles in the upper range were not
significantly dififerent from those in the lower range.

Pourth year. The results of the fourth year
parallel the results of the third year althourzh com=
parisons of the two highest and lcweet cdeciles show
reduced influences. As before, studeits why were
in the highest high school declles received the highast
Hofstra GPA's., Good high school performance (l-4 decile)
grpeared to be related to good fourth year sollege
rexformance by transcfer students, TFor four-year transfer
schools, the 1=4 high scheol decile group had a fourth
vear GPA of 2,91 while the 5-10 decile group had a
fourth year GPA of 2,63, For the two~year transfer
schools, the 1-4 decile greup had a fourth year GPA of
2,70 while the 5-10 deciie group had a GPA of oaly
2,40, These differences were significant but for the
Hofstra native cample the fourth year GPA of the 1-4
declle group (2.84) and thet of tiie 5510 decile group
(2.30) were not appreciably different.

SAT Ve:kgl_ Table 6 shows the Hofstra GPA's as
a function of SAT verbal scores,
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Table 6

GPA's as a Function of SAT Verbal Score

Third Year
T »r an g f e r s
SAT 2-Year Schools #é=Year Schools Hofstra Watives
Verbal GPA N % GPA N % GPA N %
600-749 2,53 3 4 3,01 ¢ 15 2,54 14 1o
500-599 2,30 12 16 2,75 20 50 2,70 47 53
400-499 2,25 34 47 2,61 12 30 2,61 27 30
300-3¢3 2,22 24 33 2,22 _ 2 5 2,36 1 1
Total 73 100 40 100 89 100

Fourth Year

T »r a n 8 £ e r s

SAT 2~Year Schools 4~Year Schools Hofstra Natives
Verbal GPA N % GPA N % GPA N %

600~799 2,68 3 5 2.8 6 16 2.72 11 16
500-599 2,42 11 19 2,96 18 47 2,93 39 55
400-499 2,55 27 46 2,93 12 a2 2,77 20 28
300-~399 2,55 18 30 2.38_2 _5 2.70 11

Total 59 100 38 100 71 100
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Third year, From this teble i% can be seen that the two-year college
transfers have lower SAT verbal scores thar the four=year college transfers
and Hofstra natives, About 657 of four=year school transfers and Hofstra
nativas had scores of 500 or sbove as compared with only about 207% of those
from two=year schools who received such scores,

This difference may reflect lower entrance requirements in the *vwo=
year colleges but it does not necessazily mean that the superior perform=
ance of four=-year college transfere and Hofstra natives are relatable to
SAT scores., If that were the case, one would expect increasingly high
GPA to be associated with increasingly high SAT levels, But such is not
the case, no clear relation between GPA and SAT scores emerged, There
was some tendenzy for the highest SAT grouping to be associated with the
highest GFA's in the two transfer groups but the total range of scores
was not great (1f we exclude the two cases in the lowest category of the
fovr=year transfer zroup)., There was virtually no discrimination among
the three lowest intervals in the two~yecar transfer group. Among Hofstra
students there was practically no dlscrimination between the intervals,

In keeping with our general method the SAT verbal scores were dichot~
omized at the 500 point. In comparing the third-year GPA's of students
with SAT scores of 500 and above, as opposed to scores balow 500, all
differences were ’n the same direction, no siguificant differences were
found fox either transfers of Hofstra natives, In the two=year school.
savple, the 500 and above group had a third=year GPA of 2.40, while the
below 500 group had a GPA of 2,24, In the four-year school samp.e, the
500 and zbove group had a third-=year GPA of 2,81, the below 500 group
had a GFA of 2,56, Hofstra natives had a third-year GPA cf 2,66 for those
students with SAT's of 500 end above, and a mean of 2,60 for those with
SAT's balow 500,

Fourth year. In the fourth year, SAT again proved to be a noor
predictor of grades., Among Hofstra students the highest SAT intervals
were not associated with highest GPA’s, Among transfer students
there was little discrimination in GPA. For the two-year group, only
013 GkA points separated the highest from the lowest SAT intervals,
Among the four-year school intervals there was little discriminestion
among the top three intervals and the top SAT interval is not assoclated
with the highest GPA,

Continuing with the dichotozimation procedure: i1n the two=year
school sample the 500 and above SAT group had a fourth year GPA of 2.48,
the below 500 group GPA was 2,55; in the four=-year school sample, the
500 and above group had a fourth year GPA of 2,93, the below 500 group's
@PA was 2,85; and for Hofstra natives the group with SAT's of 500 and
above had a fourth year GPA of 2.88, the group below 500, 2,76, none
of the differences were significant.

In general, SAT does not appear to discriminate levels of Hofstra
performance in either the third or fourth year.

Sex Differences Table 7 shows the number and percent of male and
ferale junlor transifers from the two- and four=year schools and native
students earning various third and fourth year GPA's at Hofstra,

Q
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Table 7

Third and Fourth Year Performance as Related to Sex

Third Year

T r A n o f£f e r s

2~Year Schools

4~Year Schools

Hofstra Natives

Hofstra Female Male Temale llale Female lale
GPA N % N % ) » T % N % N %
3,.00-3,99 12 16 6 7 16 40 8 25 11 28 11 22
2,00-2,99 53 72 56 64 21 52 22 69 26 64 32 66
0-1.99 8122 2 38 26 3.8 61
Total 73 100 88'200 40 100 32 100 40 100 49 100
GPA 2.46 2,19 2,78 2,63 2,70 2,60
Tourth Year
T r a n £ e v s
2-Year Schools 4-Year Schools Hofstra ilatives
Hofstra Female Male Yemale ldale Female Male
26pA % g% 8 % 00 % T 0% "%
3,00-3.99 13 21 7 10 16 42 10 36 11 37 15 37
2.00-2,99 45 74 52 73 21 55 18 G 18 60 24 58
0-1,99 3 5 1217 _1 3 == == 13 2.5
Total 61 100 71 100 38 100 28 100 30 100 41 100
GPA 2.65 2,49 2,93 2.75 2.86 2.83




Although the direction of differences consistently
favors females, only one out of the six basic com~
parisons was significant.

Third Year The GPA of female students from
two=year schools was 2.46,significantly higher than
the 2,19 of males. The GPA of female students from
four~year schools was 2,78, that of males 2.63. The
GPA of female Hofsira Matives was 2,70, the GPA of
male Hofstra natives was 2,60,

Similar results were obtained when onrly the
best students were considered (GPA's of 3,00 and over)
-~ more females were found in this category than
males, but the differeaces were not significant.

Fourth Year The pattern shown in the third
year was maintained in the fourth year-. The GPA
of female students from two-year schools was 2.65,
that of males being 2,49, The GPA oif female stu-
dents from four-year schools was 2,93, that of
males, 2,75. The GPA of female Hofstra natives
was 2,86, the GPA of male Hofstra natives was
2.83,

Major field of study

Third Year Table 8 shows the Hoistra GPA
of junior transfers from two~ and four-year schools
and native students as a function of their major
field of study.
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Table 8

Third and Fourth Year Performance as a Function of Major Field

Third Year
2=Year School 4~Year School Hofstra Natives
Major N GPA N GPA N GPA
Humanities 35 2.44 14 2.89 23 2,74
Natural
Sciance 27 2.24 8 2.57 15 2.45
Social
Sciznce 52 2,18 37 2,70 30 2,63
Business 26 2,21 7 2,36 13 2.7&
Education 23 2,51 6 2.95 5 2,34
Fourth Year
2=Year School 4~Year School Hofstra Natives
Major N GPA N GPA N GPA
Humanities 28 2,62 13 3.04 17 2,91
Natural
Science 23 2.51 8 2.80 13 2,63
Social
Science 38 2,55 34 2,83 24 2.84
Business ”3 2.53 4 2,34 10 2,99

Education 20 2,63 6 2,90 5 2,79




Considering students haviag majors in Hunwnities

and Social Sclence, the two-year college transfers
had the lowest GPA, the four-year college transfers
the highest, and the Hofstra natives were in between
but nct sigrificantly differert frum the four-year
school tranofers., Nsatural Science majors followed
the pattern but none of the differences were signif-
icant, Students in Business and Education produced
variable patterns. Hofstra Nacives majoring in
business had the highest GPA whereas both tranmsfer
groups were at the low end, (Only the difference
between two-year collage transfers and natives was
signiffcant.,) In edwnzation the two-year school
transfers and the Hofstra natives were at the low
end (aot siguiflicantly differeat from each cther)
and the four-year school transfers were at the

high end (significently different from both other
groups,)

year were very simils: for majors in Humanities,
Nattral and Social Sclernce, and Business, This
timz both grnups of trwansfer students majoring
in Business had GPA's tha: were significantly
lower than the Hofstra natives., For Education
majors four-year school transfers still had the
highest. GPA but noneé of the comparisons among
the three groups were significaat,
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