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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study was to examine college
grades of students, transfer and native, to determine the
relationship ketvween grades and transfer status, sex, college
division, and major field of study, and their interaction to
determine if these variables were related to student achievement. The
study focused on the two institutional characteristics: division and
major field, and on the joint relationship of variables. The subjects
of the study were 128 randomly selected students attending the State
University of New York at Oswego. Transfer students were defined as
those who had completed more than 30 hours at another institution,
while native students were defined as those who had completed less
than six semester hours at another institution. The relationships
between the independent and dependent variables were analyzed by
means of a completely randomized 2X2X2X2X factorial of variance. The
results indicated that non-science majors had a significantly higher
GPA than did science majors, and that there was a statistically
significant interaction between transfer status and the division
enrolled: transfer students did better in the Division of
Professional Studies, while the native did better in the Division of
Arts and Sciences. {(AT)
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The Transfer Student: an Institutional Variable
in the Analysis of Junioy Year College Marks

Transfer students have become an increasing and persistent problem for the
four-year coliege and university. Trent and Medsker (1968) have indicatad that
more than one~third of a national sample of studenis who entered college in 1859
changed institutions at least once. Medsker (19480) further indicated that moze
than four out of every ten students who attended community colleges had succesa-
fully travsferved to four-year imstitutions. 1Ia view of the rapidly increasing
nunber of compunity colleges and ﬁheir growing population of students, a3 well as
the iacreasing wobility of colliege students in foureyear institutions, these
institutions mugt maké plans to deal with & new upper-division populatien,

Coxmunity colleges have a stake in the transfev situation. While four-
year colliege and university administrators have begun to perceive the community
college as a necessary adjunct to the state educa£ion syatem and as a means o:F
relieving the aver growing admissions pressuxe, the community college seus its
reputation and status in the community closely tied to the success of its trans-
fer situdents, If its transfer students are not acecepted for admission on if they
do not achieve adequate college maxks and eventual graduation, the comnunity
college's sources of local support are likely to diminish. (Blocker, Plummer,
and Richavdson, 1965) On an institutional basis,; the two-year college hns a large
stahke in the swmooth assimilation of the transfer student into the Ffourwynar college
and university.

Even if the community college transfer student was not a najor factor in the
transfer process, the foureyeaxr coellege or university would have teo face the
problems created by student mobility. Many students change institutions in the
ecourse of their college career. Schell (197C) has pointed out that almest Fifty
percent of the students voluntarily withdrawing from a state college iﬁdicate
ghoir plans to transfer to another inétitution. Many others plan to withdraw for
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iimited perinds of time to solve personal ox family problems znd then to seek

admissicn fo another institution. The mobility of students ju ¢onsistenr with i

3

]
-

o

vocatinnal and geographic mobllity of their parents. (Jencks and Riesman, 196
This new mobllity has forced colleges and universities to consider new patterns of
admissions, new upper-division curvicula, and new approaches te orientation.

Urenn (1963) challenged the four-~year institutions to:
3 L&

n

Provide orientation and adjustment services for transier students that

are equal in quality and extensiveness to those provided for freshwen.

v + « Iransfer students. . .are pevceived as juniors, or sophomorses as

the case may be and expected to be as institutionally and academically

krnowledgesble as natlve juniozs. Of course, they are not; they are

freshmen 1n every sense of the word . . . (p. 161)

The literature shounds with recent studies that attempt to shed light on the
transfer process and the relaticonships between the charactexistics of the succesa-
ful transfer students and their less suceessful counterpaxts. Young (3i%564) and
Lunneboryg and Lunneborg (1967) have indicated that the community collere grade=
polnt-average is a less effective predictor of transfer success than 1ls a combia-
ation of high school average and standardized test results, Lunneborg and
Lunneborg (1967) also attempted to detexmine the effect of the community college
characterists on the grode~point~averzge of transfer students. Hills {1965)
reviewed the literature to determine the differences in achievemcn? between trans-
fer students and native students asnd concluded thet no censistent differencas were
established. Other studies (Trent and Medsker, 1968) have focused on pattexns of
flow and attrition rates and have reached siwmilar conclusions. Finally studies
have been made of the sociological charscteristics of transfer studento
(Anthony, 1964) and personality characteristics of transfer students. (Trent and
Medsker, 1963) While these studies have provided valuable information in the

development of the screening function of admissions, the .ariables studied are of

little use in the development of owientation and adjustment programs.
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The purpose of this study was o examine the college merks of studeats, Uvons-
fer and native, to determine the welatlonship between marks and transiar statvs,
sex, college division, and major field of study and theilr iatervaction in outer Lo
deteximipne if these variables were welated o student aschievewent, This study

tended to focus on two institutional characteristics, division and wzior field, and

he joint velationship uf wariables.

¢

to provide data on
METHOD

One hundred and twenity-elight Jjunior siudemts attending the State Universisy

i~

Naw Yok, College of Arts and Sciences at Oswege were randomly selented frow the

0
offieinl roster of the College fox the spring 1569 semestar, Eight siudents were
selected to represent esch of the sixteen possible combinatisns of the four inde-
peudent variasbles. The semester grade-point-average for cach of these fulletime
students was then obtained frem the officisl records of the College.

The independent wvariables (transfer status, sex, division, and field of study)
were selected because of thelr appavent relationship o the achievement of stuadents,
their reliability arnd accessibility, and their petential jmpact on the campus
community,

Transfer students were defined as those who had campleted chiriy or more
semester hours at another institution. Native students werxe defined us those who
had completedlless than six semester hours at znother irnstitution.

Students in the Division of Arts and Sciences were defimed as thogse who had
indicated this option at the spring semester registratlion., Students who were in
the Division of Prufessional Studies were defined as those who had indicated their
placement in elementazy, secondary, or industrial arts education at the registra-
tion for the spring semester,

Students majoring in the field of science were those who indicated that their

O . - o .
E l(:r {Arts and Science) or concentration {Professional Studies) as astroncmy,;
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Anoivsis of Vi
Junigirs
b‘_ l‘\l..

SOURCE - o )
A Transfer stabus (3. 0926 3 0.0%%s R
B Sex 1.1280 H L. 1258 (
€ Diwinion 0.0651 i U.0561 !

5 Majox 1.8577 L 1.95%7 5,05 &
AXDR 80,0424 1 C.0429 0,1l 5
AXC 1. 8745 1 1.8745 L 81w 4y
AED 0.2088 1 0.2088 0,54 L3
AR 0.0410 i .0410 0.1z .GG
3 XD 0.2158 1 0.21638 .55 .20
¢ Xb 1.4175 1 1.6375 3,64 .02
AXBXC 0.5370 i a.353370 1.38 0D
ALRED 00,0671 1 0.04871 §.17 el
AEXECED 0,5370 1 0.5370 1.38 L0
RIS ED 0.0382 i 0,0382 0.10 LCOf
AZRSZCXD 0.0660 1 0.0360 0.17 L0
Within 43,5083 112 0,388

Total 51.9045 127

*p /0,05

go then did

“a

Nop-science majors had a significantly higher gradespointeaver
science majors (mean GPA’s of 2.73 and 2,48 respectively). This difference was
independent of the other variables and accounted for three porcent of the total
variance of spring 19269 semester marks for juniors,

There was a statistically significant interactlon betwesn the transfar status
and the divislen in which they wexe enrolied. TABLE 2 presen%s the mesn grade-poivt-

average for the four groups iavolved.
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Theo dais iadicare that the offece of trangivvring 1o diffeveni for studenrs
fn whe Bivision of Aves agnd Sciences shnan 18 1 for shudencs in the Division -

Frortessionsal Studiea. Traesfer siundenns de Lotivrs thao vhedy native on

arparts
in the Rivision of Froefessismal Studiee, pur theiv o -les are reversed in Avis aad
Seciences.

Vhiie thev did not reach staristically 2ignificgan lovels, vhere wove sows

facrove thai aceouvnted for sowa nraporiizn of khe Retal variancs of srudent marlks

Ved ¢

acition behwesn wajer field and diviszion aceouwnted Loy twd percent of the
vaviaunce gnd sex accounied foar one percent of the voriance. Both of thege effecis
were unrelated to the transfer status of stuwdears.

In essence, the independent variabies selecied for this gstudy accounted for
nine percent 3f the variance in the grade~puint-average of the stuodeots in the
gample.,

BSCUSS IO

These data indicate that the ifustirutienal variahles do have some c¥fact on
the college marks of studewnts. In this Instaace the selection of 3 Division wade
a ceonsiderable diffarence in tha achievement of transfer students and theirv
native csunterparta. These data do no? supply any insight intv the rveasons that
these differences exist, but they are indicative of the fact that transfey stud-
Q
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Ti in dntevesting to nobe that e

sciencs wajore appear o he vurelarcd o the © Fhie students
invoived,  TE watd noet have - ore dlan oes chos oohicos nEoin toe

SCLences E'.T‘d Trangioy sfatis wags veiatad.,
T T T e
CUICLUR TONS

On the basls of this study 1t would seem weasscanble Lo covclnde thah;

alizable stabtements about the

1
o
*en transfer and native situdenis are,

ST trangs

cF

. Instituszional variebles do affect the achiewvewen
‘e students.

3. Cewtain ingtituiicral variables have the samn effeci on
transfer students as they do on native students,

&, Ovientatien and adjustment projrams mipht: fruiitfully con-
centrate some of cheilr efforts on helping the transfer

student to adjust tw the varying demands of the Divisions.

=

3. Further studiles should be carried sut to determine the

effect of other instltutional variables sn the achieve-

ment of transfer studeuts with special atiention paid

te the interaction of transfer stotus with these

variakles,

SUMMARY

One hundred and twenty-zight studenks wers rendomly selected according to
their transfer status, sex, division, and fField of study. The mavks they had
earned during the spring semester cof their junlor year vere analyzed to deter-
mine the effect of each factor and the intevaction of the factors. Statistic-
ally siguificant differvences were found befueen the marks of sclance majors and

non-sclence majors. A sipgnificant interaction between transfer status and

division was also observed,
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