DOCUMENT RESUME

ED 074 925 ‘ ‘ . . - HE 003 896

AUTHOR Faulman, Jane ,

TITLE - Senior survey 71. Part IIl: Experiences at SINY/B.

INSTITUTION . State Univ. oi New York, Fuffalo. Univ. Research
: ' Office.

PUB CATE ~Dec 72

NOTE 26p.; A Biography of a Class Study

EDRS PRICE MF--$0.65 HC-$3.29

DESC: " FTORS *Higher Education; #*Student Attitudes; *Student

College Relationship; *Student Opinion; *Surveys
IDENTIFIERS Buffalo; *State University of New York

ABSTRACT .
’ A sample of 88 seniors completed the 1971 Senior
Survey questicnnaire (Part II) concerning their experiences at the
State University of New York, Buffalo. These students had a generally
favorable opinion of the SUNY/B faculty they knew, and they expressed
a somewhat more positive view of faculty in their own departments
than of others. The academic activities that were the most important
contributors to the students' academic education were: class
lectures, general preparation for class, and, for those who
~experienced it, independent study. Of the campus services listed on
the questionnaire, Placement and Career Guidance was the only service
used by more than half of the sample during their senior year. The
two functions that the sample said would- be most important to the
ideal university were to seek and discover new knowledge and to
impart existing knowledge. An ideal university would have a direct,
intenticnal effect on some aspects of students' lives, but not on
‘others. (Author/HS) ‘ ‘




Q

ERIC

r
A1 7ext Provided by eRic:

NIVERSITY RESEARGC

MAENT OF HEALTH,
SDUCATION & WELFARE
“OFFICE OF EDUCATION

U'S.DEFART

S DOCUMENT . HAS BEEN REP
DUSED EXACTLY- AS RECEWED. FROM
ATION ORIG:

|
REPRESENT
CATION POS

A BIOG SO ST




71 SENIOR SURVEY

Part II: Experiences at SUNY/D

Jane Faulman

Student Testing and Research Center
Division of Student  Affairs and: Scrvices
State University of Kew York at Buffalo

. December 1972 .




O

e

A1 7o providea oy enic [

FOREVIORD

The Studcnt‘Testing and Fescarch Center, of the Tivision of
Studcnt Affairs and Services, conducts Feéea}ch projccts to examine
characteristics of SUNY/B students. The reports of these projects
are rade évaiiéble to the University's faculty, staff, acministra-

tion, and students.

The first senior class survey was prepared and conducted during
1968-69, nnd- the résulting report is titled 69 Senior Survey.  In
this and subscqucﬁt senior survey sfudies, seniors Qhovmatriculatéd
asyfreshmcn at SUNY/R four years carlier are-called Continuers. In
1969, Continucrs were cempared with a group which consistud of:

1969 seniors who had not been 1965 SUNY/B freshmen and 1965 SUNY/B
freshnoen whd‘werc not 1969 SUNY/B seniors. The 1970 Continuers were
compared with other 197G senioré; who had either transferred in or.
who.had been SUﬁY/B‘étﬁdents for nore than fcur years.

In 1971 thc'Sanior Surveyvquestionnairekwas split into thrge
scpafnte questiénnaires to reduce its lenéth.‘~The three cover the
following éopics: Collége‘Expériences and Activitieé,‘Expcrieﬁges
at~SﬁNY/B,'and Pldns and Expeétﬁtibns; Ip‘gach~report, Continuérs'

respenses arc compared with those of seniors who either matriculated

elsevhere or matriculated at SUNY/R prior to 1967." Also, men's and

women's responses are compared. .
The following report, subtitled Iaperiences at SUNY/B, is the

second of three 71 Senior Survey reports.

ii
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CHAPTER 1

METHOD

The population from which the sample was to be drawn were SUNY/R
seniors who indicated on their most recent registration matcrials that
they cxpected to graduate in spring 1971. This population numbered
1715.

Total Sample

Two criteria for sampling were used: . (a) Each scx—Facultyl
cell would be representad by a minimum numbcr of stuiiats; this
number 'was arbitrarily chosen tc be 15.  (b) The sample would total
600, To‘hchieve'proportionﬁl representation in each cell, it would
have been necessary teo sample 50% of the population to satlsfv
criterion (a). Such a sample would contain about 850 students, a
- violation of criterion: (b). However, since nc gtnerallzutlons based
on Foculty membership were to be made in this study, it was not
necessary to sample the same proportion of students fron each cell.
Hence, it was possible tc satisfy both criteria by sampling unequal
pluportlons of students randonly from cach sex-Facultv ccmbination.
The resulting sample is called the total sample.

Population and total qanp]u sizes arc presented in Table l 1.
The smallest percentages (23% of cach sex) came from Social Sciences,
the Facultv with the largest enrcollment. At the other extreme, 62%
of the women in Educational Studics were sarpled. Only two fenale
cngineering students were in the populaticn, therefore the engineering

sanple was sclected fron the senior population of both sexes in ‘that

Faculty..

The questionnaires, a cover. letter rtquestlng part1c1pnt10n,
and a stamped, return cnvelope were sent to the. ‘total sample's local
addresses during the last week in April, 1971. About 10 days later,
a follow-up letter was sent to those who had not: yet recturned -the
questionnaire. Nlnetecn quest10nna1r€s or follow-up 1etters,
constituting 3% of the. total sampls, were undellverable because of
faulty addresses which cculd not be corrected ,
After the questionnaires were mailed, an error in thc sanpllng
_process was-found, This error resulted in the inclusion of &4
Millard Fillnore Collcge (MFC) seniors. It was decided that these
students were suff1c1ently different from full-time undcrgraduates
to exclude them fron the data analysis.

lSUNY/B s six undergraduate Faculties are: Arts and Letters,
Educational Studies, Engincering and Applied Sciences, Health
‘Sciences, Natural. Sc1enccs and Mathematlcs, and Social Sc1cnces and
Adminlstratlon. '
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Table 1.1: POPULATIOh AND TOTAL SAMPLE, BY FACULTY AND SEX

. Populakion ‘ Total Sample?

FACULTY Mn  ¥n T Hn (%) WUn (%) T (%)
Arts and Letters | 121 171 292 ~ 66 (55) 86 (50) 152 (52)
Educational Studies 36 50 8 21 (58) 31 (62) 52 (60)
Engineering and

Applied Sciences 159 2 161 66 (42) 0 (=) 66 (41)
Health Sciences ‘ 30 110 140 16 (53) .46 (42) 62 (4&)
Natural Sciences

and Mathematics 114 45 159 46 (40) 21 (47) 67 (42).
Social Sciences : ' ' . S

and Administration - 609 268 877 140 (23) 61 (23) 201 (23)

. TOTAL 1069 646 1715 355 (33) 245 (38) 600 (35)

%percent . is the ratio of sample size to population 31ze in each cell,
e.g., 55% of the men in Arts and Letters were sampled.

Egmg;e II

The 1970 Senior Survey questionnaire covered three areas: College
Experiences and Activities, Expericnces at SUNY/E, and Plaus and Ixrnacta—
tions. That questionnairc had proved rather lenpthv, thereforc it was
decided to administer three scparate questionnaires, cach covering one of
the three areas, in 1971. The total sample of fN9 students was divided
enuqilv within L&Ch cell into three su%—gamplos., Fach sub-sample, conprlslng
200 students, was sent one of the three 1871 Senior’ Survev questdionnaires. -
‘The 200 seniors who were scnt Ouvstlonnalrc 11, Faperiences -at SUNY/B, arc
calltd ample II. « I . .

Study‘Saﬁple 11

, Of theo studgntv in SanplL II, g9 comn-tted and rcturned ‘the aucstlon—'
naire. Eleven of theso verc !7C students, and their cuestionnaires were
‘excluded from analysis. xmong the 88 respondents who returned:usable
questionnaircs,. 15 otudonts indicated tbat they did not cxpect to be
graduated in May. It:was dcc1d£d that ‘they were sufficiently 91lear to
the graduating seniors to be’ included in a qlnglc sample which would then
be considered ¢ senicrs rather than graduating seniors. . They are called:

" Study Sample II and comprise 447 of Sample II. . In Table 1.2 are presented
~the number of students in ‘each sex-Faculty cell in+the totnl sample in

amplt II, and in “tudy» amplc II A SRS .
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Representativeness

The proportions of students sampled from ca ch qcx—‘*cultv cell were
unequal. As a result, smaller Facultics were proportienallyv overrcpresented
in the total sample (and, thus, in cach of the three sub-samples), and
larger Faculties were underrcprasented.  An exanination of Study Samnle IT
in terms of its proportional representation is thorefore unfeasible. It
is, however, possible to cxamine the relative consistency of representation
in cach Fa cultv and sex. These figures are presented in Table 1.3. . Except
for Health Sciences and Social Sciences, the respective perientages in
Study Sample II and in the population are no rore than 57 discrepant. leelth
‘Science majors are overreprescnted, the ratio of their percent in Study

Sample II to. their percent in the population being about twe to one (19%
vs. 8%, respectively). Conconltantlv, Social Science majors, who comprise
about half the populatlon arc underreprcscnted, constituting only a third
of thc firnl samplew

Criterion Groups

Responses were analyvzed on twe dimensions: (a) men and women, and
(b) two defined groups, Continucrs and Seniors. A Contimuer is a respondent
vho nqtrlculatud at SUNY/R as a freshman and who completed a four-year pro-
gram within four vears or a five-year propram.within five years. -A Senior
either transferred to. SUNY/B after beginning college at another institution
or began at SUNY/B pricr to 1967. (Five-vear Continuers arc an excention
to the lattcr rule.) Senior written with an upper casc S alwavs rcefers to
the latter criterion group. The frequencies in each group and sex are
presented in Table 1.4.

Presentation of Data

Tables are included to provide infermation additicnal to that in the
text. Data arc presented in tables in one of threc ways: frequencies,
. percchtages, or means and sta ndard deviations. In tables with nutually
- exclusive entries, percentages ‘which do not add to 100 are duc to rnundlng
error.  The tables report the nethod of comparison enployed and any S1gn1—
ficant differences. The significance levél of all stati istical tests was .05,
‘'The following symbols and abbreviations arc uscd Jn the tables-

C Continuers
S Seniors

Mn Men
n Women

T Total _
N Number of cases

M Mean
ShD Gtandard Uev ntlon

Significant'differeﬁccs are noted in the body of a table, and the
values of these statistics are reported in table footnctes.
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Table 1.3:" " SAMPLE II, STUDY SAMPLE IT, AND FCPULATION:
‘ PERCEHNT IN EACH SEX-FACULTY CELL-

Sample II Studv Sanple II Population

FACULTY : “ Mn Wn . T Mn Vn T Mn Wn T
Arts and Letters 11% 15% 267 57 147 227 7% 107 177
Educational Studies 4 5 9 - 5 5 2 3 5
Engincering and ‘ : ,

Applicd Sciences ‘ 11 - 11 ‘ 100 - 10 9 <1 9
Bealth Sciences 38 11 5 15 1@ .26 8
Natural Scicnces .

and Mathenatics 8 4 11 7 2 s . 7 3.9
Social Sciences and ‘ : g ‘

Adninistration 24 10 34 22 11 33 © 36 16 51

TOTAL 607 41% 53% 477 27 38%
: | L
i (200)™ (88)" - (1715)

Note.--Percents are bascé on the total Ii for cach samplc or
population group, e¢.g. 11% of Sample II were men in Arts and Letters.

a , ‘ ' . L
It is not: known how many MFC students are included in this total.

b - . '
Includes two male respondents whose Faculty is not known.

Data Analysis

-not undertaken, apparent differences are termed notablc or- "noticeable.

Comparisons bctween grouﬂs and between seyes were made in three ways.‘
For items yielding categorical responses (c.g., age); the chi-square
value was calculated to determine whether or not resronsc frequenc1os
were -independent of sex or group nembership.”

Items that were answered in terms of a continuum.(e. g., “the
relative usefulness of an academic cxperLence) were analyzed by ¢ tests
to deternine statlstlcal dlfferonces between the mean responses of the -
groups and of the SERCS.

In cases where statistical ﬂpgrntIOns were not fca51ble responoc
frequencies are reported in terms of peranLagCP,‘bﬂsed on thc nunber of
rcspondcntq who answered that nartlcular question.

The method of analy51s and Qtatlstlcally nlpnlflcant dlffLrLPLeS of
any item or set of items are reported in both the text and tables.: If
neither chl—square nor % is mentioned,. no statlstlc al analysis was under-
taken.  In the text, when statistical. teetq vere performed, appropriate

differences are termed ' 51pnlflcant.V Yhere: statlstlcal ‘analysis was




Table 1.4: NUMBER AND PERCENT OF RESPONDENTS IR
STUDY SAMPLE IT, BY GROUP AND SEX

Men = (%)  Women (%) = TOTAL (%)

Continuers 24 (2n 27 (31) 51 (58)
Seniors 23 (26) 14 ©(16) 37 (42)
TOTAL g7 (53) 41 (47) 38 (100)

Note.--Pexrcents are based on total ¥ in Study Sample II.

B8 A Fui Text provided by enic [

Questi-nnaire T1

The cuestions unioue to Duestionnaire IT were concernced with seniors’
reacticns to the faculty, courses, and campus scrvices at SUNY/E and with
their prescription for an ideal university. Descrirtive items, c.g., ape
and rosidence, werc common to all threo questionnaires. All of the
questicnnaires were designed to reveal differences os well as similaritics
between 1971 SUNY/D scniors who nersistad at SUIY/P for four vears and '
those whe transferred into SUHY/D or interrupted or lenpthened their under-
graduate years at SUIIY/D.

Virtually 211 cuestions were objective. The vast majority of these
required multiple-choice answers; a few vere a chech-list or write-in tyne.

The Beport = -

The following is a report of the analysis of usable resvonses to
Questionnaire II. Reference therein te “'resnondents,” '"students," "seniors,"
or "the sample'" is to Study Sample II.




CHAPTRR 1T

WHO‘IHEY‘ARE

Student'ClaSsification,'Registration‘

‘The‘totél‘sample'(and;‘heﬂce;feth‘sub‘gample)‘was‘éampled asisehiors

11fwho‘éxpectéd‘to;gradhate'in'Springﬁ19?1. The graduation expectations’of

the-re9pohdents1inf5tudy‘SampleVII?did not Necessarily reflect this sampling
- criterion.’ Presumably, some'of them Changed their graduation plans.between -

‘the ‘time of their last registration: anq when they completed thz Senior Survey
questionnaire. The expectation of 83% 0f Study Sarple II was to graduate -

in spring 1971, and 6% expected to finishfinVsummer.,;The‘remaining‘ll% had
~ M"other" expe:tations,‘e.g;;‘to‘finishjsometime during the 1971-72 schocl year;
~one had already graduated, and two wele unSire when they would finish. The
‘respondents who-did not expect to gr2duate in"spfingfl97l,wére‘cohéidered

sufficiently similar to those who did to rétain their responses. . ..

- A difference in the graduation eXpectstions of Seniors and Continuers
was noted. :Nearly all Continuers (9%:) expected to graduate in spring 1971.
~The remaining 4% expected to-finisk in che'Shmmer.‘ In;contrast,_only 65% of
"the~Sehidrs”expeCCed“gomgbmpleteﬂtheFBQCCalaureate'reQuirgmentsuiﬁ spring,

‘ and‘8%5ﬂin‘summer; fThé-rémaiﬁingﬁ27% had Other graduation ‘plans, =
. .~ Consistent with‘their}aefinitioﬂQ allfcontinuers~éhtered‘SUNY/Bkas
~ freshmen: ' 94% as' day students’ and % as ni8ht students, Sixty percent of

the Seniors were transfer students %0 SUNY/B, and 41% entered as freshmen

'(30%'thr6ﬁgh‘day?school,:11%7thrdugh Hightfsehool),‘ ‘ O
- Ninety percent of the Continuers first vegistered at SUNY/B in Septem-
.. ber 1967 (Table 2.1). Two percent filst reBistered as early as summer 1966,

. and 2%, as ‘recently. as September. 1968+, The wost frequently reported first
registration date for Seniors was twO years later than that for Continuers, '
i.e.; 41% of the Seniors entered SUNY/B in September 1969. Sixteen percent
of thefSeniors were”SUNY/BJStudehtsjbefore'a“y Continuers were.: .

. Almost the entire sample, regardlegs of group membership, had most -
recently registered in January 1971. Only 3% of the Seniors were already
registered for summer,though 8% of then e#Pacted to complete their degree
requirements then. L . . : = o S

‘Women ‘and men did not differ notably fTom each Other in terms of their

“student:classification and reglstration statuges.

+.":Slightly more thahihalf:theVéample (55%) had attended a ‘summer session’
at SUNY/B. ' Of - these, about half (30%.of. the sarple) attended during one -
summer, and about a fourth (15% of the sampkﬂ‘attendedftwog e

Ten percent of the sample reported that they had; at one time or
another, registered for fewer than 12 credit hours after their matricu-
‘lation hefe."Halfyof‘these were for Ouly one gemester, while the. other
half were for three or more semesters: The Qajority of these students
~ attended SUNY/B part-time during the Sepesteltsg they were not here full-time.



Table 2.1: DATE OF FIRST REGISTRATIOLN AT SUNY/B

C S T

o L01966 - 16 7
umner 1966 2 3 2
September 1966 2 14 7
Summer 1967 R 4 37 3
September 1967 : 90 8 56
- Surmer 1968 . - - 3 1
September- 1968 2 8 5
January 1969 - 3 1

. September 1969 . - 41 17
- January 1970 - . , o - 3 1
N ‘ ‘ (61) (37) (88)

Transfer Students

- Sixty percent of the Seniors transferred into SUNY/B. A higher per-
‘centage’ of Senior‘women (71%)5than,of”SeniOr'men’(52%),were transfers,

~ Slightly more than a third '(35%) of the transfers had completed about two
years of work prior to transferring . (i.e., 60-65 credit hours). Most -
‘tranéfers;(82%)7chpletedzbétwéeﬁ755 and ‘75 hours before coming to SUNY/B.

: “:Transfers attended no mOréchanftWo;institﬁtions‘pfidrfto?SUNY/B;‘ 14%

- attended two, while 86% attended one. The' type of institution from which
‘they transferred was most frequently a two-year college (32%0f the transfers)
_or a liberal arts‘cdllege with'réligiOUé,affiliatiOn;(27%).‘ Other transfers
‘were from a private liberal arts college, public university, or technological
institution. R ‘ e D ‘ . ‘ : :

Sex, Age, Marital Status .

"Tﬁe’sex,fatid ofStudy\SampleII\@as_clOSe to 50-50: 537% men, 47%‘womén.'
Group membership was: 58% Continuers and 42% Seniors. . e

/. Continuers were hoticeably younger than. Seniors were. Nearly all ' -~
- Continuers (987 were 20-22 years old when they completed the survey, and
the. other 2% were '23-25, . O0f the Seniors;;68%‘WQre‘20—22, 19% were 23-25,
~'and 13% were over 25.. Men's and women's ages were not notably different
from each other. ‘ L N B R

- Neither the groups nor sexes differcd significantlyyin their marital ‘
status. . Most students (74%) had never married. . Eleven pcrcent were married,
and 15% were engaged to marry. No one was'divorced, wlidowed, or separated.



Residence

As SUNY/B freshmen, nearly everyone lived either in campus housing
(43%) or with their parents (48%). By the time they were seniors, the
percintages 11v1ng in both types of residence decreased: - 11% of the
seniors lived 'in a dorm or Allenhurst, and 36% lived with their parents.
Each year, women. were . notﬂbly more. likely: than men were to live in campus
housing, as’ were . Continuers, compared with Seniors. The numbcrs living
with their parents did not :follow a group or sex trend.

‘The: Dercentage who- shared an apartment (or house) with other students
increased from. 2% of the freshmen to 39% of the seniors. - Somewhat more
men ‘than women shared apartuents.  Most ap rtments were shared with
students of the same sex. During each year, fewer than 107% shared their
off- canpus res1dence with ‘students of the other or .both sexes.

No one had an apartment alone, and fewer than 5% had a single room
off campus. By the time they were seniors, 10% were living with spouses.

Students: were asked which, of the residences they had experienced,
they liked most and which they liked least. They were also asked to write
in ‘their reasons for their preferences. Their responses were recorded - ;
if: (a) they experienced more than-one. type of residence or (b).they
experienced only one,’ but cxplained why they liked or d1sliked it,

Thirty-nlne respondents reported a res1dence that they llked most.
Of these, the maJority (N=29) preferred sharing an apartment’or house.
with other students.; ‘Reasons given most frequcntly for preferrlng
‘this type of residence were privacy.and: independence. Students 1lso
‘appreciated being able" to choose thcir roommates. .

. Twenty-nine respondents reported 2. residence which they liked lcast.
Of these, a majority (N=18): liked living in cempus ‘housing (dorms or
'Allenhurst) least..: Complaints against campus housing centered around
~over-crowding, with the resulting noise and lack of privacy. Slx students" -

said they least liked: living with their parents, ‘but- complaints were -mild,
e.g., one student felt somewhat 1nh1bited with regards to study habits
~and ‘'social activities. NS



O

ERIC B

QA i Toxt Provided by ERIC

. CHAPTER III

PERCEPTIONS AND EVALUATIONS OF SUNY/B

Faculty

Students’ reported the. proportion of their SUNY/B teachers for which
19 statements describing faculty behavior were true. Ten statements
described positive bchav1or, and nine, ‘negative. They responded with a
three-point .scale, "i.e.’, the statemcnt was true for most, about half, or

' few faculty. The same llst wus ‘used to descrlbe both thelr L jor nd

non-major faculty. The groups' and sexes’ mean responsas’ were compar :d
by t tests. :

Major Faculty. espondents cxpressed a favorable oplnlon of faculty
in Lhelr major fields. ' Cn the average,' they reportcd that more:than half
their. major. faculty exhlblted ‘positive behaviors (T able 3. l), while fewer
than half exhibited negative behaviors (Table 3.2). . : ;

The highest frequency of faculty were said to know thelr materia l
well.  The positive. characteristic wnlch was attributed to the. fewest

faculty was that theyv consider student opinion in determining class objec~
- tives and proccdures. Larger proportlons vere sald to'give students

ample opportunity to participate ‘in d1scuss10ns, ask | questlons3 nd express
points. of view. ‘ C ’ ‘

Few teachers were said to crit 1c1zc or enbarrhss students: in the
classroom. The negative otatement Wthh was reported true for the lar?—
est proportlon of teachers was that. they treated students impersona 111y,

- len attr1buted this characterlstwc to.a s1gn1f1cantly highcr proportlon
of their major faculty than wonen did to thclrs. ‘ Lo

Non-halor Faculty.~ Oplnlon about non—maJor faculty was. also posltive,

“but. sllghtly less 'so. than was. oplnion about’ maJor faculty.- The positive

statenents : reported to be true of the largest proportlons of non-maJor
faculty were ‘that' they. grade fairly and’ that their out of-class asslgn—‘
ments are a reasonable length (Table 3.3). /K .

Similar'to. rcsponses concerning their major. faculty, subgroups of
the sample differed significantly in’ the proportion of, non-major -faculty
wh1ch they said, glade fairly. - There 'is’ ‘some’ 51milarity in 'the patterns .
of responses to this’ behavior for maJor and; non-magor faculty - For :both"

‘kinds of faculty‘ ‘Senior women reported having a larger proportlon of

faculty who grade’ fairly than the other: ‘three- sub-grOUPS reported

‘Conconit“ntly, Contlnulnb wone n rcported the snallest proportion.f»"

lSee Faulman, J 70 Senzor Survey. SUNY/B Student Test1ng and

- Research Center, p 34 for a descr1ption of how each statenont was
,classlfied -

10
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Respondents reported that about half the1r non-major faculty treat
students impersonally and that few criticize or enbarrass students in
- the classroom (Table 3.4).

Comparison of Hajor and Non-Major Faculty. ‘Opinion ebout'SUNY/B
- faculty was generally positive, whether reference: was to faculty in or
"outside. students major: flelds. When the’ statemcnts are’ arrangcd in .
: order: of the proportlon of faculty for which each is reported true, the,
order is similar for: maJor and non—major faculty (The only notable -
d1fference is in the proportlon of ‘faculty: 'said" ‘to know their material:
well. This characteristic was attributed to the: hlghest proportion of
major faculty, but is the fourth largest proportlon of- non—major faculty
for which it was true.). i ,
Respondents reactions to the1r maJor faculty were sllghtly more
pos1t1ve and" somewhat more definite ‘than they were to non—major faculty
“In’' the responses. about major faculty there was a clear separation between
positive and negative. averagc values; all’ positives were reported true,
on the average, of more than half their vajor faculty, while all negatives
were said to be true ‘of “less than half. This d1stinctlon was not as‘
clear for non-naJor faculty, however.-
. - These moderate differences. between perceptlons of maJor and of non-
major faculty‘are ‘hardly surprising Probably one factor in choosing ”
a major is the, faculty in that department., It seems ‘natural that"
students would" ‘be in a department where they feel more posit1ve about
"~ the faculty : ‘ ‘ : ‘
‘ Significant d1fferences in the reSponses of the groups or sexes are
few and’do . not reveal any pattern, either w1th1n or between the two typeS‘
of faculty ' ‘ - :

Courses

Sixteen academic act1vit1es were listed on the questionnaire. Students
‘reported how nmuch each act1vity contributed to their acadenic education.-
fExaninatlon of response: frequencies revealed that some of: these actlvities

had been experienced by only a small proportlon of ‘this’ sample., Tutoring
was ' an activity experienced by part1cu1ar1y small numbers.\ .35% had:
y.tutored someone, - and only 16/ had been tutored Half the samﬂe had exper-
- ienced- independent study for: cred1t.; ‘The' percenc “who - experienced each
7'¢act1vity is” 1nc1uded in Table:3.5. " For each" activity which' was eXperienced
"by'less than 95% of: the sample, the mean" and’ standard ‘deviation: was” recal-
‘culated,’ ‘based . only on, the number who - experienced it.; t tests were :
undertaken to discover group or sex differences. : '

« For those who experienced it, 1ndepenuent study was the\activity
‘ which contributed the ‘most, . to: their ‘academic education.‘ The ‘more’ typical
‘ academic activities class 1ectures ‘and’ generel preparation for" class,“'
,'-‘werc reported also to be large conLributors. Discussions w1th other R
‘ ‘{'students or- w1th faculty, either in; or outside’ of | class, were: more" contri—ﬂﬂ‘
: v'butory than term proJccts or. non—assigned reading was.: Preparing
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Table 3.5: ;CONTRIBUTORS TO ACADEMIC EDUCATION

Experienced?

ACTIVITY ' N (%) M SD -
Independent study for credit ‘ 43 (50) - 1.44 .66
Class lectures. ‘ 86 - . 1.53° .64
General preparation for class (e g., readlng, A , '

lab reports, problems) ‘ 84 . - 1.67 - .80

‘Tutorlng someone ; ‘ : 30 (35) 1.70 .64
BC1ng tutored , R 14 (16) 1.71 .59
Discussion with teachers ‘outside of class 79 (92)" ©1.80 - .72
Discussion with ¢ther studwnts in class 86 - 1.81 .69

*Dlscusslon 'with teachers in, clnss.a : - 85 o= 1.83 .70

,Preparatlon for examlnatlons“ 1 - 85 - 1.86 .89
Discussion w1th other students outside of- ' ‘ ‘ . ‘

class ~ : : - 83 - 1.87 .91
Own prepared presentat;ons in class 68 (79) 1.88 .83
Nonassigned reading .. = ‘ . - 80 (93) 1.97 .71

 Term projects . ‘ : 76 ¢ (89) 2.01 .82

- Laboratory sessions P .72 (84) 2,32 .91
Recitation sessions. ‘ 72 (84) 2,33 .75

CPrLScntatluns in class by. other Students : 76: ‘(88)' t“2'33 7l

Note.f—Response scale for this ‘question::.  l=contributed 'a great deal;
2—contributed somewhat; 3—contr1buted very little; 4=ths was detrimental;
" 5= never experienced thls. Stat1st1cal differences, between responsesof
the groups and sexes vere analyzed byt tests.

®rs refer to number whose - rcsponse was 1~ 4, Percents are based on"the
number who responded to each item. Where ‘no percent is glven, 1t is at
least . 95

*Contlnuers and Senlors d1ffered s1gn1f1cantly.

ContlnuerS' M=2.00, SD=.75; Seniors: - M=1.58, SD‘.JS

for exams-.was cons1dered about as important as d1scusslons. Least 1mportant
~of the act1v1t1es listed were laboratory sesslons, recitation scssions and
'.presentations in’ class by other students.‘ ! ‘ B

CampusVServices E

, | Six campus services vere - listed on' the. questlonnalre.» Students ‘
ﬂreported their: frequency of “use. of each _service durlng the1r senior year,
.and . they noted. whether thelr scnlor year frequcncy was more . than, less
than,‘or similar to* prev1ous years' frequcnc1es.3 In add1t10n ‘space was. -
_prov1ded for ithem to write in. their: reactlons to each service, Chi~squareh
t°t1st1cs revealed that neither’ the groups nor sexes differed- s1gn1f1—

A - _‘cantly in: their senlor year frequency or conparatlve frequency of use. of

Qi Quthese serv1ces. : L %




Placement and Career Guidance was the only service which was used by
more than half the.sample (697%) during their senior year. It was also
the only service which. showed & substantial iincrease . in use over previous
years. Flfty—flve percent visited the placement 'service more as senlors
than previously, wh11e the comparative frequency was similar for 33%‘and
less for only 13%.- All of.the other. serV1ces were: used a’olmllar amount
by at. least 70% of the sample. .
‘ , Slightly fewer than half the’ reSpondents (45%) vislted Flnanclal Ald
their senior year,: and fewer than a fifth; Student Counsellng (18/)

. Student Affairs and Services' (18%), Student Testing (14%), or the Ombuds—

‘man or.Advocate (7%).: - Respondents’ tended to visit Placement either- fewer
“‘than four or: more than six times during their: senlor year. Most who: used
‘the other services did so no more than three times.

Seventeen percent said they mever heard: of the Student Tcstlng Center;
13%, the:Student Affairs and SerV1ces Office,‘ and 94, the: Ombudsman or
Advocatc.‘ Nearly. eVeryone heard of the other three services listed.

No more than 'a third gave written reactions to any of the services“
‘llbted ‘More than half the comments were positive, and the others were
’e1ther negative or were a mlxture of pOSithe and negative reactlons
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CHAPTER IV
THE IDEAL UNIVERSITY.
Twenty‘functions of a university were listed.. Respondents reported

how important the presence of each is .to the ideal university (Table 4.1).
They responded on a 5-polnt scale, i.e., each function is: essentlal

preferable, neutral, .unnecessary' or detrlmental The groups' and sexes'

responses were compared by ¢ tests.‘

The two functlons wh1ch were deemed most 1nportant are trad1tlonal
intellectual ones: a university should. (a) seek ‘and d1scover new know—‘

“ledge and  (b) - 1mpart existing knowledge.

‘The next most important functions had a more personal—soc1al orien~

‘tation. . Students. felt. that a un1vers1ty should. examine existing 'values,

attitudes, and modes of thinking and that it should encourage’each student
to develop, his. or her ‘personal- standards and values. They also thought

it preferable or essentlal that a- un1vers1ty promote‘lnvolvement in
extra~un1vers1ty concerns, i.e., in the surrounding local community as
well as in ‘the rest-of the world. It was reported somewhat less’ 1mpor—

‘tant for a un1vers1ty to. lead in 1n1t1at1ng ‘changes .in society.,

Three. functions were of not1ceably less 1mportance than were the
others, These were that a un1vers1ty should: - prepare students for!
famlly respons1b111t1es ‘and relatlonshlps, transmit" Soc1ety s ‘current
values and 1nst1tutions, and be a sanctuary from the rest of soc1ety.:

.Seven of the functlons can’ be sa1d to" descr1be a un1vers1ty [}
direct;, 1ntentlonal influence on its students. ~These are ‘listed. in

. Table 4 2. .'The renalnlng functions are less: personal, ‘and their influ-
“ence on students could be expected to:be only 1nd1rect. ‘A look at the
‘ranks of the. seven selected functions suggests that these students do
© not’ want. a un1vers1ty to have a great deal of direct influence on them.

It was 1nportant to" this: sample that: a: un1vers1ty enCourage ‘students :
to develop . their own set of: values and' an ‘interest ir world-wide con-
cerns. . It was relat1vely un1mportant ‘however, that a un1vers1ty be

instrumental in. hclplng students to’ develop the1r capac1t1es for close,

personal relatlonshlps or to prepare for famlly respons1b111ties and

"relatlonshlps.‘ 'In other words, they felt that the ideal ‘university
should overtly influence some-aspects of its students’ ‘lives but not

others. “It'is not.known whether their -lack of- 1nterest in the: un1ver~"

sity's fostering of certain 1nt erpersonal skills stems. from a: feellng

that these functions are 1nappropr1ate, or that they are unnecessary,_’
for a un1ver31ty to perform.3
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Table 4.1: FUNCTIONS OF THE IDEAL UNIVERSITY

" FUNCTION - S ; . ; . e S .,m,;y M. . SD
Seek and discover.new rdozwmmmmr 1.20 , 62007 B
Impart existing knowledge, , S w.mw,:, .60 . .
Examine existing <chmmw attitudes, and. sommm of n:H:xH:m e oo 1448 wwu;
Encourage each student to - mm<mwow er or-her- wmﬁmo:mw mnm:mwﬂmm m:m <mwcmm. 1.49 - .93
Promote W:oﬁwmmmm m:a H:nmﬁmmn H: SOHHmusHmm concerns.. : 1.55 ‘.mm”
Provide oo:nwacwdm mmcomnwo: mmH<Homm mow nrm ooBSc:Hn% N o o 1.64 ° .59 .
APyovide H:ﬁmHHmoncmH and - aesthetic. mnwacwmnwo: for the m:wﬁocﬂmwdm Hoan ooaac:wn% - . 1.66 .62
Be closely H:<0H<mm zvnr the surrounding- local. oossc:wn%. T T - . . 1.80 .85
Prepare students for ooESc:Hn% involvement. .- S R S S 1.82...83
Lead in H:Hnwmnw:m nrm:mmm in moowmn% - ; M;. Co 190 948
wﬁo<wmv :mnmﬁomh:nwn% anrH: nro c:H<mHmHn% wowcwmrwo: SHnr Hhowmon no ‘socio- moo:oawo R e
statusy sex, race, age, beliefs, o . : e e 2,05 1,200 e
Provide vocational training. : A e ’ ST 2,11 1.05¢ LT
‘Prepare students. to be leaders. . o e 2,18 .99 «
Be a microcosm’ of - socicty. o T L T T , " 2.35..1.20
*Emphasize’ Homomﬁnr monH<Hn ies.B . ‘ : o , SEPTE 2.37 -1.07
oo:nm:nﬂmnm on nomowwnm mrH<Horm., S - o e © 240 1.09
Develop and fester students’ capacitics ‘for close wmﬂmo:mH HnHmnHo:merm. S 2051 .94
Preparc stude nts. mow mmBHH%‘Hmmwo:deHHHnHmm and HmHmnHo:m:me.“‘ : ; L 2.89 - ..,98
Transmit society's current -values and H:manCnHo:m. . o R 3:311.21
‘Be'a mm:oncmﬁw mﬂos the rest of society. ; 4.151.08
AOﬁo.lpwhvaJmm morHo mow ner ncmnnwo:. Hlommo:nHmH wlwﬁmmOHrdH wu:anHmH - ‘4=unneces~
ary; meOnHHBQSan mnmnHmnHomH mwmmmﬁr:omm U tween - Hmmwo:mom of nrr mccﬂ m:m mnxmm were -
m:mwwmmm by - nrmnm :
*Continuers a and mm:HOHm mwmmowom mHm:HmHnm:nH%
AGroups and Sexes differcd significantly, - : B ‘ . ‘
aSenior Women: M=1, 43, SD=, 49 ; oo:nwucwdm Men: M=1.46, SD=.50; Senior Men: M=i.74, mun.mHmv
oo:nH:CH:m.ZOBw:“‘ M=1,89, SD=.68. Co ‘ N ‘
. fContinuers: zlm.mwv SD=1.15: Seniors: M=2.00, SD=.82. ‘
O
A \l
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Table 4.2: SEVEN‘SELECTED FUNCTIONS OF AN IDEAL UNIVERSITY

FUNCTION L ~ M SD Rank’
‘Encourage each student to dEVLlOp his or her personal ‘ ‘
standards and values. - 1.49 .93 4
Promote knowledge 'and'interest in world~w1d; concirns. -1.55 .69 5
. Prepare students for- communlty involvenent. - 1,82 .83 .9
Provide vocational training. . o - 2,11 . 1.05 12
Prepare students to be leaders. = - ‘ 2,18 .99 13
Develop: and foster students’® cap itlcb for close o IR
' personal relatlonshlps.;‘ ‘ 2,51 .94 17
" .. ‘Prepare students for famlly rLSpODSIbilltlLS and ‘ : s o
- relatlonshlps. A o ‘ : ‘ . 2.89 ...98 18

hotc.--Response scale for this 'question: l=essential;_'2=preferable;
3~ntutral A—unnLCtssary, 5=detrimental. ‘Statistical differences be-
tween responses of the groups and sexes were analyzed by t tests,

) *These functtons suggtst a un1vers1ty s more spec1fic, personal
1nfluence on 1ts students than the rcnalnlng functions: .do.

Rank is in terms of. relatlve 1nportancu. Rank 'l=most important,
Rank 20= least 1mportant. ‘
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CHAPTER Vv

SUMMARY

A sample of 83 seniors completed the 1971 Senior Survey
questionnaire (Part I1) concerning their experiences at SURY/3.
Two groups within the sanple, Continuers and Senicrs, were
defined. Slightly more than half the sample were Cnntinutrs,

- nost of whom had natriculated at SURY/D in 1967, while slightly

less than half were Seniors, who eithcr had spent nore than

four years at SUNY/B to complete their bacealaurcate requirements
or had transferred into SUNY/B.: Sixty percent of the Seniors
were transfers. The sex ratio of the sample was close to 50:50.
Continuers' and: Seniors', and wemen's and men's, responses ware
compared by statis stical tests wherce fea sible. Very fow signi-
ficant differences were found in tho proups' and scxes' responses.

These students had a generally faverable opinion of the
SUNY/B. facultv they knew. Hot surprisingly, thev oxpressed a
somewhat more positive view of faculty in their own departments
than of others,

The academic activities which were the nost important
contributors to the sample's academic educaticn were: class
lectures, general preparation for class, and, for those who
experienced it, independent study.

_.0f the campus scrvices listed on the questionnaire, Placement
and Career Guidance was theionly scrvice uscd by nore than half

_ the sample during their seniecr year. This was also the only

service which was used considerably more often during their
senior vear than previous-.years.. The use of the other services

“tended to be similar tnlprevious years.

The 'two -functions’ which. the sbmplc said would be rost
impertant to the ideal university were to' seek and discover new
knowledge and to impart existing: knowledgt. An\ideal‘un;vcrsity
would have a diréct, intentional effect on some asnncts of
students llVes, but not on others.

. Most of the items on the euestlonnalre wnre ~analyzed
stat1st1cnllv. The qutstionnalre contained 109 1tens. Only
12 signiricant differences were found, and these dld not  suggest
any pattern of" differences in the responses of- the groups or the
sexes. ./ Thus, it is’ concluded that;, rcgardless of when or where

‘they entered college and. regardless of ‘'sex, 'these: senlors had

s1m11ar perceptluns of their experiences at SUNY/B.



