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ABSTRACT

Due to the energy disturbance during the fall and winter of 1973-74
lake City Community College experimented with a four days per week
schedule of classes, A student evaluation of the four-day week was
completed by 58 per cent of the full time students. Fifty-one per cent
of the total student sample preferred the four-day week and thirty per
cent preferred the five-day week. Forty-five per cent of the students
reported they preferred a clasa period of one hour and in a related item
rating classroom activities forty-four per cent reported no difference
in classroom activities when the short and longer periods were compared.
A total of 58 per cent of the students reported they worked or were
on a work study program, These working students also reported they
were able to work more with a four-day week. The adminiatrative staff
(Deans, department heads, program directors and student sarvices
personnel) did a narrative evaluation. Lists of advantages, dis-
‘advantages and suggestions were prepared from these evaluations, The
Learning Resources Center experienced a decline in services ranging
from fifteen to forty-four per cent. An analysis of class schedules
for variation in services, enrollment data, and grades revealed no
change that could be attributed to the four-day week. An analysis of
energy consumption over the years 1970-1974 indicated that energy
was saved but the amount contributed to the total energy saving pro-
gram by the four=-day week could not be reliably detetrmined.



PREFACE

Due to the energy disturbance during fall and winter of 1973.7h,
Lake City Community College requested and recoived permission from
the Florida State Department of Riucation to exporiment with a four-
day per week schedule of classes, Tho letter of December 5, 1973
gpecified that permission was granted subjeot to certain conditions,
The condition that is the basis of this report was:

That at the end of the term, the College ‘
will transmit to the State Board of Education its
evaluation of the experiment which shall ineclude -
as a minimum evidence on the following items:

a, The savings (if any) realized in consumption
of fuel oil, electricity, gasoline, and other
fuels including any evidence the College may
have as to the extent to which such savings are
attributable to a four-day week or are attribu-
table to a four-day week or are attributable
to other energy saving measures,

b, The effect such program has had upon the pro-
gress of students, -

c. ‘z‘I'he effects on enrocllments or services to the
commmnity which are attributable to the
experimental. progran,

d. The effect of the program on classroom acti-
vities and upon non-classroom activities.

e, A student evaluation of the program including
its effect upon employment; availability of
counseling and faculty assistance; and any un-
foreseen advantages or disadvantages of the
program,

f. A general evaluation of the experiment by the
administrative staff of the College including
attitudes toward the program in regard to
onergy conservation, an evaluation of the sffect
of the program upon the quality and quantity of
educational services offered by Lake City
Commnity College, and a listing of any unanti-
cipated bemefits or problems brought about by
the four-day week,
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These specific requosts for data and how they have been niet
are listed below,

Jtate Department Request Report Data Meating the State
- Request
a, FEnergy Consumption Part, Ten, ®nergy Consunption
Analysis

b. Effect on Progress of Part Nine, Analysis of Grades
Students :

c. Effect on Pnrollments Part Seven, Birollmant Data

d, Effect Upon Classroom 1,‘ Part Ona. Student Bvaluation
Activities and Non- ’ Parts Two through Six, Evalu-
Classroom Activities \ ation by Staff

e. Student Evaluation in-  Part One, Student Evaluation

cluding Effect on Em-
ployment, Counseling, etc,

f. QOeneral Evaluation by Ad- Parts Two through Six & Part Bight,
ministrative Staff Quality Evaluation by Staff
and Quantity of Services and Part Bight Quantity
Benefits or Problems of Blucational Services

‘ These data requests seemed comprehensive enough for an eval-

' uation. Also, because of the time squesze resulting from the need
for data as quickly as possible to supplement decision making the

data is mainly limited to that asked for by the State Department.

This study is unique, There are a few other colleges that
use a four-day week but to this writer's knowledge no reported
systematic study of results. There is no guides nothing to take
apart and build upon. Somevhat because of this we have reported
the data in exasperating detail,

The most serious deficiency in this study is the lack of
historical data. We have data that extends back five years only in
two instances (enrallment and energy consumption)., With historical
data we might have been able to arrive at a random factor in grade
variation, for example, that would have established more meaning
to some grade variations, : ‘

. '. ‘ ii4
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PART ONE
STUDENT EVALUATION

|
STUDENT EVALUATION SUMMARY



LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FQUR-DAY WEEK

STUDENT EVALUATION SUMMARY

METHOD

The evaluation survey started with a brainstorming session in
a meeting of Student Services, counseling and actlivities personnel.
A preliminary form and format was prepared. |Input was then secured
from a meeting of all Student Services personnel, Transfer Division
Department Heads Council, Dean Herbert Attaway, W. H. Alexander
and other Technical Division personnel, With each set of sugges-
tions, items were changed, combined, added, etc. The final forms
used were the fourth or fifth revisions (See pages 104 and 105).

The final form was divided into two parts. The preliminary
section asked the student for items of specific informatinn to be
used in sorting the evaluatlion forms into major groups. The basic
scale contained 10 (Form 1) and 11 (Form I1) items with a note asking
for special problems or comment. The number of responses, as always
with a Likert-type scale, was a problem. Research does not provide
a clear-cut decision concerning the most desirable number of response
categories. The final decision to use only three response categories
was made primarily to reduce the work in tabulation.

Another worrisome item was the arrangement of all "A" {tems
favoring the five-day week or critical of the four-day week; al}
"B" items in between; and all 'C'" items favoring the four-day week.
There was in this arrangement the possibility that the format might
encourage stereotyped responses. This problem did not materialize.
The students apparently read and responded to the individual items.

items and responses were varied and scattered somewhat for what-
ever value this might have in avoiding stereotyped responses. The



survey was arbitrarily held to one page to save class time in admin-
' istering and perhaps help In getting a greater number completed.

Differences in the time schedule and the desire to add 1tem 11
led to a slightly modified Form Il for use In the clock-hour programs.
Form 11 was used only with Technical Division clock-hour programs,

All of the tabulations, however, use the Form | format. Iitem 11 of
Form |l is an isolated tabulation.

Many, per haps all, of the {tems could be gone into In greater
detail but this would have required almost a special project with
each. The final instrument was a compromise that seemed practical.

Most of the evaluation forms were completed by students March

18 and 19, 1974, These dates were about two weeks after the middle
of the semester.

The results were tabulated and entered on a standard table as
numbers and percentages of those responding to the item. A graph
was devised to illustrate the percentage differences and ease the
chore of spotting differences. The tables, however, are included
to give the "B' responses, exact numbers and number of students in
the sample., All of the tables reporting tabulations have the same
format and all of the figures are the same format. Both the tables
and the figures include keys to the content of the item.

RESULTS

. Responses were obtained from 548 students or 58.5 per cent
of the full-time enrollment.

2. Fifty-one per cent of the total sample preferred the four-day
week and thirty per cent preferred the five-day week.

3. The Transfer Division students split 38.8 favoring the five-day
week and 38.4 favored the four-day week.




‘ 4, The Technical Division students liked the four-day week 61
ner cent to 23 per cent for the total division, 54 to 28 per cent for the
semester-hour programs and 92 to 5 per cent in the clock-hour programs.

5. Students that work, both work-study and other work, prefer
the four-day week., Fifty-four per cent of the combined total of work
plus work-study like the four-day week., 'Thirty per cent preferred the
five-day week., Notet The group labeled work is work other than work-
study. There is very little overlap between the two groups, i.e., very
few work-study students that work at another job in addition to the
work-study employment.

6. Two hundred forty-eight students report worktng other than
work-study or 45.26 per cent of the sample,

7. Three hundred sixteen students either worked or were on a

work-study program. This is a total of 57, 66 per cent of the sample
that worked for pay.

8. The pattern of preferring the four-day week continues through
the grade-point average breakdowns except the grade-point average
range of 3.0 and up in the Transfer Division. With this 3,0 and up

group the five-day week was favored 43,5 per cent to 31,8 per cent.
. This group contains 85 students. The following data specific to this
group is not included elsewhere in these tabulations. Fourteen or
16 per cent of these students are on work-study programs; 41 or
48 per cent work other than work-study. Thig is a total of 64,70 per
cent that either work or on a v,ork-study program, Thirty-three per
cent of this group report they work full-time on Friday.

9. L5 percent of the students reported they preferred a class period of
one hour and in a related item rating classroom activities Ll percent
reported no difference in classroom activities when the short and
longer periods wore compared,

10, The nursing progf%r}gf,?%g)iflsi ay students and Transfer

Division students with grade-point averages above 3.0 were the only
tabulations showing a marked preference for the five-day wee'k,

11. Students that work report they are able to work more for
money on a four-day week schedule. Fifty per cent report they were
able to work more and 14 per cent were able to work less.

12, There is not much doubt about clock-hour programs, Some
. of these programs prefer the four-day week 100 per cent,




13, One hundred ninety-two students (total technical and transfer)
or 35 per cent of the sample report they work full-time on Friday,

14, Only 10 per cent of the students responded with a comment,
All of these comments are included in the comments section,

15, Several other tabulations and arrangements of data were tried
including such things as total A, B, and C responses, mean responses,

items against all other {tems. etc. None of these seemed to add much
to the results,



LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

SIZE OF THE SAMPLE - NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF EVALUATION FORMS

TABLE 1,

COMPLETED
FULL-TIME NUMBER OF "EVALUA- PERCENTAGE
GROUP ENROLLMENT TION FORMS COMPLETING
COMPLETED EVALUATION
_ . L ___FORM _
. Technical Division 468 311 66.5
Transfer Division 469 237 50,5
TOTAL 937 548 58,5




STUDENT EVALUATION TOTALS




LAKE CcITY ('.UMMUNI’I'Y COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

TABLE 2, TOTAL RESPONSES AND PERCENTAGES

TR TS e e n e s e tad e et G ebal o o &
b e mbwae oy ..

s — TR W a8 Rt e M gL mmm e e e 4
g i T L LR PR DA SO I ey

O MY W e e B et 4 At ) e e & aoe  §

e RESPONSES .
THCHNICAL TRANSFER
SURVEY ITEM _DIVISION DIVISION TOTAL

. e e e No. % Ne. %  No, %
1. Had trouble scheduling courses

A, Yas _ e 16 _ . 5.2 22 9.3 38 6.9

B,  Some ___ 56 18,1 86 36,3 142 26,0

C. No 238 6.7 129 54, 1 167 67,1
2. Was able to attend camipus

functlone ‘

A. No 77 25. 1 86 36,7 163 30,1

B, Some _ 69 22,5 64 27.4 133 24,6

Co Yex ' ' 161 52,4 84 35,9 245 - 45.3
3. Waws unable to take part in

student activities

A, Could not participate _ 46 15,0 50 2i. 4 96 17.8

B, Some trouble 417 15.3 65 27,9 112 20,7

C. No problem 214 69,7 118 50,6 332 61.5_
4 Instructors had trouble . .

adapting matertal

A, Yes 40 12,9 34 14,4 74 13.6_

B. Jome _ 95 30,7 109 46,2 204 37,

C. No _ 174 56,3 ., 9 39.4 267 49.0
5. Classroom activities werc .

A, Better short period 95 31,0 - 1ol 43.7 196 36,5

B. No difference 115 44. 1 100 43,31 2135 43,8

‘ C. Better longer period 1% 24,8 30 13,0 106 19.7

6. Had aulficlent study time :

A. No 44 14,2 57 24,0 101 18,5

B, Some trouble _ 84 217.2 84 35.4 168 30,8

C. Yes _ 181 58.6 26 40,5 277 _50.7.
7. Class length preferred '

A, 1 hour 119 38. 3 127 53.8 246 __ 45.0

B, No difference _ 115 37.0 76 32,2 191 34,9

C. 11/2 hours 77 24,7 33 14.0 110 20,1
H. Able to work for money

A. lLeas 25 8.3 36 15,4 61 11,4 _

B. No difference _ 177 58,6 152 65.2 329 61,5

C. More _ ——— 00 13.1 45 19.3 145 27,1
9. Had trouble contacting

instructor/counselor

A. Yes 28 9.1 22 9.4 50 9.2

H, Some 62 20,1 69 _ 29.4 131 24,1

C. No 218 70, 8 144 61,3 362 66,7 _
10. I like best

A, S.day 72 23,4 92 38.8 164 30. 1

B. No difference 47 15,3 54 22,8 101 18.6

C. 4-day 188 61,2 91 38.4 279 51,3 _
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR.DAY WEEK

Flg, 1. Totals Technical Division plus Transfer Diviston,

percentage of A and C responses,

! |

90 - - G S

801 .._..T.A.. e e [ERIPRY RRIvRY S S it natl . A RESPONSES
(Favors 5-day

70 week)

60 1 Ay b A b e e N L C RESPONSES

(Favors 4-day

50 week)

40 SEE NOTE BELOW

30}

20

ol

ITEM NUMBER

ITEM NUMBER KEY

l. Had trouble scheduling courses: A, Yes C. No

2. Was able to attend campus functions: A, No C. Yes

3. Was unable to take part in student activities: A, Could
not participate C. No problem

4. Instructors had trouble adapting material: A Yes C.No

5. Classroom activities were: A, Better short period
C. Better longer period

6, Had sufficient study time: A. No C. Yes

7. Class length preferred: A, 1hour C. 1 1/2 hours

8. Able to work for money: A, Less C. More

9. Had trouble contacting instructor/counselor: A, Yes
C. No :

10. 1 like best: A. S-day C, 4-day

Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or is
critical of the 4-day week, B response is always the in-

between response and is not plotted here, The C response
always favors the 4-day week.



LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUA'T'ION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

TABLE 3. TOTALS (TECHNICAL PLUS TRANSKER)

— oy

SURVEY ITEM RESPONSES
: o |No, % Total No,
1. Had trouble scheduling courses i tolok Diokkokok 547
A. Yes 3% 1 6.9 -
B Some /42 1260 >
C..No 367236701
2. Was able to attend campus functions Pk ool ook ok 56/
A, No [l | 3011
B. Some _ /33 {246
C. Yes A45 | #5.3
3. Was unable to take part in student activities plordolok [Hodokiok S4D
A Could not participate _ G 1 17:%
B. Some trouble _ [12 120.7 ]
C. No problem 332 16/:5
4. Instructors had trouble adapting material  [wfiokk [okix 545
A Yes __ 29 1136 -
B. Some 204137, 4 ]
C. No 2671490
5 Classroom activities were kx| dookkk | 57357 -
A. Better short period /96 | J6.5 - L
B. No difference 236 | 43, % /;-./\
C. Better longer period _ Wy /9.7 N
6. Had sufficient study time ki [k | G4,
A. No Lef {195 -
B. Some trouble [t 130 %
C. Yes 427 | 5¢.7 e,
7. Class length preferred kiR k | kokokoiok S47 e
A, Lhour _ 24l 450 [T~ 7
B. No difference 12/ | 24:9 ..
C. 11/2 hours _ ¥/l XN T
8. Able to work for money ook | sk | 5 35 _,
A. Less L Lt ] -
B. No difference _ 32?:_@_4_;_5_____ \/’<
C More _ 45 127:/ k
9. Had trouble contacting instructor/Counselod #ockk] dtlkk | S4 3 _
A. Yes _ 50 92 | —
B Some _ 13/ l2x¥.1
C. No - b2 1667 o
10, I like best dokoka| ik | b gy —
A, 5-day #1301 L
B, No difference . 0/ 1186 Z
C. 4-day 279 L /13 ] \

10
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

Flg. 2, Transfer Olvision Totals, percentage of A and C responses,

BO>»ZmOlM T

! Y
' i
| ' '
90 . N R R I
80 "'l —_. A RESPONSES
(Favors 5.day
70 iE week)
60 ] ~=wwe C RESPONSES
(Favors 4-day
50 e week)
40 |.] SEE NOTE BELOW
30| - -
20} i

ITEM NUMBER

ITEM NUMBER KEY

—
.

Had trouble scheduling courses: A, Yes C. No
Was able to attend campus functions: A, No « . Yes

3. Was unable to take part in student activities: A, Could
not participate C. No problem

4. Instructors had trouble adapting material: A Yes C. No

[\

5. Clasaroom activities were: A. Bettor short period
C. Better longer period »

6. Had sufficient atudy time: A. No C. Yes

7. Class length preferred: A. 1 hour C. 1 1/2 hours

8. Able to work for money: A. Less C, More

9. Had trouble contacting instructor/counselor: A, Yes

C. No
10. I like best: A, 5-day C. 4-day

Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or is
critical of the 4-day week. B response is always the in-

between response and is not plotted here. The C response
always favors the 4-day week.

12



LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

LABLE 4, TRANSEER DIVISION TOTALS

a -

—

SURVEY ITEM RESPONSES
‘ No. % Total No,
1. Had trouble scheduling courses photololok  lokokokok 237
A, Yes 22 | 9.3 ] L
B Some @* zél 3 ‘ <
C.. No AL \Byh .
2. Was able to attend campus functions ook #ok | ololokok 2,3{[
A. No L | 37
B. Some o | 2714
C. Yes M 1359
3. Was unable to take part in student activities pokkokk | #kmiok 233
A Could not participate _ 5o 1214
B. Some trouble _ 49 |21y
C. No problem 5 150.€ N
4, Instructors had trouble adapting material [wiikk | kkrnx 234 .
A Yes S | 144 o7
B. Some (09 V4é .2 <
C. No 93 (394
5 Classroom activities were Aokkokk | kdokkk | 2 2/ -
A. Better short period __ J0/ | #3.7 \ o
B. No difference — (oo [ ¥3. 5] >
' C. Better longer period 3o 11340 S~
6. Had sufficient study time fokkk [ rakak | 237
A. No g2 24,0 [ ,,/7
B. Some trouble - 354 | g
C. Yes 26 | Ho 5 =
7. Class length preferred ¥k | kdkokk | 9 32 —
A. 1 hour _ 27153 % -~
B. No difference 26| 3234 <.
C. 11/2 hours _ 33| 1410 S
8. Able to work for money _ Rk kkkkk | 9 93 .
A. Less _ ‘ 26 ég'i__ \\.___ T
B. No difference ' )5 2 ' 2 =
C More ___ B - 451193 J/ ,\k
9. Had trouble contacting instructor/Counselox‘r_**;* kikkk | 2 34"
A. Yes _ | a2l 9.4 ]
B Some 91 29.41
. C. No Jihe/ [ 67 3] ~.
10. I like best odokk] kkkkk | 2 77
A. 5-day 92 13%.% P
B. No difference 6001 22 ¥
C. 4-day 9/ 1354

13
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Fig., 3, Technical Division Totels {clock=hour plus semester hour),

percentage of A and C responses,

E t b i
90 - | .
gol. . e h e} o SN SN ____ A RESPONSES
' \ ; (Favors 5-day
0] B A,\A TS E T B "L: ) week)
\ / : N\
60} 1 N |- \.‘. R R SRRl IR ER R N t..e. C RESPONSES
My \ A - (Favors 4-day
50 . ,l . . ..*.....,.- . . \ < m—b ~..~.<}. ‘ e . ....i - ’._‘..b. TR B week)
! i
40 t - SEE NOTE BELOW
30
20
19l i -
2

3 4 5 6 1 8 9 10
ITEM NUMBER-

ITEM NUMBER KEY

I. Had trouble scheduling coursea: A, Yes C. No

2, Was able to attend campus functions: A. No C. Yes

3, Was unable to take part in student activities: A, Could
not participate C. No problem

4, Instructors had trouble adapting material: A Yes C.No

5. Classroom activities were: A. Better short period
C. Better longer period

6. Had sufficient study time: A, No C. Yes

7. Class length preferred: A, 1 hour C, 1 1/2 hours

8. Able to work for money: A. Less C. More

9. Had trouble contacting instructor/counselor: A. Yes
G,  No

10. I like best: A, 5-day C. 4-day

Note: The A response aiways favors the 5-day week or is
critical of the 4-day week., B response is always the in-

between response and is not plotted here, The C response
always favors the 4-day week.

15



LABLE 5 LEGHNJCAL DIVISION TOTALS (CLOCK-HOUR PLUS SEMESTER -1/OUR)

LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

—

— t—

SURVEY ITEM B R ESBONSES
‘ No. % Total No,

1, Had trouble scheduling courses otokokok Dok kokok 30

A. Yes /6~ 51'): e

B Some L el | <

C..No 235 76:7
2, Was able to attend campus functions kol ook ok ok 307

A. No 771251

B. Some £9 1229

C. Yes 16/ 152 H
3, Was unable to take part in student activities priiokk |kiokiok 3e.7

A Could not participate _ YL 1750

B. Some trouble _’ $47119.3

C. No problem ALy 164917
4, Instructsrs had trouble adapting material  |dordok | dokiork 349 -~

A Yes __ yo 1 12,9 i

B. Some 26 134:7

C. No 174 156 3] =
5 Classroom activities were ookkok | kdolokk 3446 . -

A. Better short period 25 1 3/:.0 — g

B. No difference 135 |44 [ =N

C. Better longer period b | 248 .
6. Had sufficient study time Aokookok | dokokokok 249 -

A. No 2 | 42 el

B. Some trouble FH 12T A |

C. Yes L&l |5%:6 | =
7. Class length preferred FAokdok | Kokdokk ——

A. 1 hour _ 49 13383

B. No difference /16 1320 -

C. 11/2 hours 271247 e
8. Able to work for money hokdok] kkkiok | 3 4 0

‘A. Leas _ 25 .83 | >~_ /,.‘/

B. No dlfference _ 1771 ‘2._@

C More _ . 100 133! I
9. Had trouble contacting instructor/Counseloy #x#x] sktxk [ 308

A. Yes - &Sf 91L /7

B Some L2 |26 '_{_j ~

C. No 291208 | - .
10, Ilike best s A Yy _

A. 5-day 72 123.¥4 ,/7

B. No difference 47 1153

C. 4-day <] é/ 2

16
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

Flg, 4. Semester Hour Progrems Totels Technical Division,

percentage of A and C responses,

R . |

90 {. 3 T S SOOI (I S !' RENTE S

S RERE R R ot o —- A RESPONSES
(Favors S5-day

70 week)

60 -«-== C RESPONSES

' (Favors 4-day

50 week)

40 SEE NOTE BELOW

30

20}

ITEM NUMBER

ITEM NUMBER KEY

1. Had trouble scheduling courses: A, Yes C. No

Was able to attend campus functions: A. No C., Yes
Was unable to take part In student activities: A, Could
not participate C. No problem

Instructors had trouble adapting material: A« Yes C. No
Classroom activities were: A. Better short period

C. Better longer period

6. Had sufficient study time: A. No C., Yes

7. Class length preferred: A, 1 hour C. 1 1/2 hours

8. Able to work for money: A, l.ess C, More
9

‘9. .Had trouble contacting instructor/counselor: A. Yes

C. No
10. T like best: A, 5-day C. 4-day

Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or ig

- critical of the 4-day week, B response is always the in-

between response and is not plotted here,

The C response
always favors the 4-day week.
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STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

TABLE 6
SEMESTF,

SURVEY ITEM RESPONSES
—__]No. % Total No,
1. Had trouble acheduling courses plokolokok Plokdokok 248
A, Yes 7 A - e
B Some __ _ S 1 22 <
C..No __ e (707 .,
2, Was able to attend campus functions Rhkok [Rokbk A
A, No e8| 276
B. Some Ll 124
C. Yes T | 426
3. Was unable to take part in student activitiss plokiiok ootk 245
A Could not participate _ | Mo
B. Some trouble _ 44 | /8.8
C. No problem 57 .0
4. Instructors had trouble adapting material  [rhrks | thrrk 2¥7 .
A Yes ;2_* 2] o
B. Some 3 | 3 <
C. NO //r-ET/é* \
5 Clasaroom activities were dotokdok | Aok ok k .24/;@__7
A. Better short period I | 222 e
B. No difference VA4 4‘5.0 <
C. Better longer period EYRWEY S S~
6. Had sufficlent study time dokdokok | Rkl ok 247
A. No A WA,
B, Some trouble o/ 1 348 ]
C. Yes JA | bl —_—
7. Clase length preferred Kook | dokskokok 240
A. 1 hour _ 17\ #22 :
B. No difference % | 30d
C. 11/2 hours b 1.2, 4 T
8. Able to work for money Bokokkok | okolokk 2H#2
A. Less 25| /08 ~
B. No difference _ /42 1. 627
_ C More ___ o | 2 4 _—
9, Had trouble contacting instructof/Counselof Mkkk] dokkkk 245
A, Yes _ 2T /Lo ] -
B Some 621 253 1|
C. No~ 156 | 3.7 ' =
10. I like best dokdokk]  Aokolokk ey
A. 5-day é; %;.0 ,
B. No difference A4S | /2. D]
C. 4-day 732 1537
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STUDENT EVALUATICN OF FOUR-DAY WEEK
Fig. 5. Business Relunted Programe Technical Olvislon, percentage

of A and C responoes,

! |
9} o e - l ]
80 |- VRNV ARV DY SRS IPPUPOTE AP S ,.hi e e & B\ RESPONSES
i A (Favors 5-day

70 <ol week)

60 ..-=- C RESPONSES

(Favors 4-day

50 ot , week)

40 -} SEE NOTE BELOW
301 15

20t -

10¢- -

6 10
ITEM NUMBER

ITEM NUMBER KEY

10,

"Had trouble scheduling courses: A, Yes C. No

Was able to attend campus functions: A, No C. Yes
Was unable to take part in student activities: A. Could
not participate C. No problem

Instructors had trouble adapting material: A Yes C. No
Classroom activities were: A, Better short period

CG. Better longer period

Had sufficlent study time: A. No C. Yes

Class length preferred: A, 1 hour C. 1 1/2 hours
Able to work for money: A. Less C, More

Had trouble contacting instructor/counselor: A, Yes

C. No

[ like best: A, 5-day C. 4-day

Note: "The A response always favors the 5-day week or is
critical of the 4-day week, B response is always the in-

between response and {s not plotted here, The C response
always favors the 4-day week.
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

LABLE 7, BUSINESS RELATED PROGRAMS TECHNICAL DIVISION

——

2,

3,

10,

SURVEY ITEM

RESPONSES
: No, % Total No,
Had trouble scheduling courses plok ok [okokokok VN7
A, Yes 2 5B e
B Some Z V15 N
C.. No 3/ 27'5 "
Was able to attend campus functions ok Aok ook ok ok 40
A. No _ 12 ] 36.) —
B. Some Q1275
Ci Yes o ]7 4.2|5 —
Was unable to take part in student activities Prkdkik |dkkk 29
A Could not participate _ Y/ 15.8 =
B. Some trouble _ 2: 23.7
C. No problem ) &0.5 o
Instructors had trouble adapting materlal Aotk | fokkokor SS9 -
A VYes 4 110, =3 L i
B. Some 10 1256 /
C. No 25 ¥
Classroom activities were Folkok | kokdolok 39 -
A, Better short period 1l _12%.2 e
B. No difference /19 1487 >
C. Better longer period g a3/ o SN
Had sufficient study time dokdokk | ddokotok 4o
A, No _ 7. 11l7.5 —
B, Some trouble _ 100
C. Yes / 32,5 o
Class length preferred ook | dok ook
A. 1 hour /b _137.5_ _—
B. No difference - L6 y.g_Q_J <
C. 11/2 hours q Ax5 e
Able to work for money Rk | Kok 39 —
A. Less _ 71179 ~_ ,..//
B. No difference _ (61410 e S
C More _ NIRRT T
Had trouble contacting instructor/Counselof Wokks] dokiokk HO '
A, Yes _ 7. &215 | _
B Some ¢ -
C. No 37 775* T >~
I like best Rokdedok] ook 4]
A. S5-day o 125.0 | T~
B. No difference __ h 172.5
C. 4-day 2‘5 61 |5
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEQE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

Flg., 6, Forestry Programs Technical Diviston,

" percentage of A and C responses,
j
90 |. C e .
go| oo bbb L A RESPONSES
P : (Favors 5.day
week)
E
R <=--= C RESPONSES
(‘, (Favors 4-day
1\; week)
i SEE NOTE BELOW
G
]
® 12 3 4 8 6 TTURTTY™o

ITEM NUMBER

ITEM NUMBER KEY

1. Had trouble scheduling courses: A, Yes C, No
2, Was able to attend campus functions: A, No C. Yes
3. Was unable to take part in student activitiess A. Could
not participate C. No problem
4. Instructors had trouble adapting material; A Yes C. No
5. Classroom activities were: A, Better short period
. C. Better longer period .
6. Had sufficlent study time; A, No C. Yes
7. Class length preferred: A, 1 hour C. 1 1/2 hours
8. Able to work for money: A, Less C, More
9. Had trouble contacting instructor/counselor: A. Yes
C. No

10. I like best: A, 5-day C. 4-day

Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or {s
‘ critical of the 4-day week. B response is always the in-

: between response and is not plotted here. The C response
always favors the 4-day week,
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

LABLE B, 'ORESTRY PROGRAMS TECHNICAL DIVISION

- - " S
- ——

SURVEY ITEM RESPONSES
No, % Total No.
1. Had trouble scheduling courses Pk flokodolok 75
A, Yes e - 3 4'0---4 2
B Some 17 122,7 e
C.. No 55 17323 )| —
2. Was able to attend campus functions ookl |oodokolok 5
A. No /é y:;
B. Some : 24t ¥ 7
C. Yes 45 164.0
3. Was unable to take part in student activities [kxkrk |iikkin 74
A Could not participate _ (3_1t7.6_|
B. Some trouble _ M 1 {%.9
C. No problem 50 '
4. Instructors had trouble adapting material  [#&sokk | kknsk 75
A Yes /2 1 6.0 =
B. Some 3/ 14/,3 1
C. No » 32 1427 1~
5 Classroom activities were Aok | kkokokk 74 -
A. Better short period 30 | 405 o
B. No difference 32 | #3.2_ | P
' C. Better longer period /12 1 16,2 | — e
6. Had sufficient study time Aol ok ok | Aok odok 75
A. No /% 1 240 L
B. Some troubls 22 1 16:0
C. Yes #5 160.0 _ =
7. Class length preferred Aok [ ook 7
A. 1 hour _ ‘ 37 | 5e:0 S =
B. No difference 2/ 1284 <7
C. 11/2 hours _ [ 120, 6 ~
8. Able to work for money Aodokolok | odoloolor 23
A. Less _ z/ 57'/6_r \</
B. No difference 3 2 —
C More ___ ) 2% 1383 |~ T~
9. Had trouble contacting instructor/Counseloy ##kk| tokk#x 75
A, Yes _ 5 GLZ....
B Some )7 (22,7
C. No 53 170:6 =
10. I like best ' dotololok] ok 75
A. 5-day 20 1267 =
B. No difference 14 1 18.7 ] /
C. 4-day 4/ (546
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LLAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

Fig. 7. Golf and Landscape Programs Technical Division, percentage
of A and C responses. '

o |

90 ' !' - R TP PR .. i .

80 —.._ A RESPONSES
P (Favors 5-day
N 70 week)
Roeot 1 it { N b C RESPONSES
(2 (Favors 4-day
N‘ 50 week)
I 40 SEE NOTE BELOW
G
E 30

20

. th ..

ITEM NUMBER

ITEM NUMBER KEY

l. Had trouble schedullng courses: A, Yes C, No

4. Was able to attend campus functions: A, No C. Yes
Wiy unable to take part in student activities: A. Could

not participate C. No problem

Ingtructors had trouble adapting material: A Yes C. No

5. Classroom activities were: A. Better short period
C. Better longer period

6. Had sufficient atudy time: A, No C, Yes

7. Class length preferred: A. 1 hour C. 1 1/2 hours

8. Able to work for money: A. Less C, More

9. Had troubls contacting instructor/counselor: ‘A, Yes
C. No

10. I like best: A, 5-day C. 4-day

Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or iy
critical of the 4-day week. B response is always the in-
‘ between response and is not plotted here. The C response
always favors the 4-day week. )
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

TABLE 9, GOLF AND LANOSCAPE PROGRAMS TECHNICAL DIVISION

—

SURVEY ITEM

RESPONSES
No. % Total No,
1. Had trouble scheduling courses ook ook X4
A, Yes ‘f 5!‘, /,/7
B Some % e q ] <
C..No Se 132.3
2. Was able to attend campus functions potolokok ootk &7
A, No 4 __120.9
B. Some 19 1 22.4
C. Yes .1 3% | 567
3. Was unable to take part in student activities Pk | krrkk %
A Could not participate _ 7 (6.3 |
B. Some trouble _ [ 1206
C. No problem KT b9,/ >
4. Instructors had trouble adapting material [#kxkk | dknns x4 .
A Yes 15 12241 ol
B. Some 9 127:2
C. No S Tshe
5 Classroom activities were Aodokok | dokokokok 67 .
A, Better short period _ 22 | 32.% -~
B. No difference 39 15%: % ’/
C. Better longer period 6 2.0 /
6. Had sufficlent study time dokokokok | dolokok & L6
A. No ¥ (a2l —
B. Some trouble 15 _122.7
C. Yes B3 1652, —
7. Class length preferred okl ***”‘* 6% —
‘ A. 1 hour _ RY9
B. No difference R3 33 ?
C. 1 1/2 hours lb 3.5 -
8. Able to work for money Fokdok ] sokokokok 4L5
A, Less 6 P2, o
B, No difference _ Y2 | 4.6 G
C More ___ {7 262 >
9. Had trouble contacting instructor/Counselo] Hkk&| #iokk b5
A, Yes _ z 10, z__ —
B Some { 24.€ | -
C. No TN T
10. I like best Wil dwsrr] 66
A. S5-day 15 _122:7 L
B. No difference 10 15,2 Z
C. 4-day ¥ 2.1 x
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

Fig., 8, Nursing Program Technical Division,

’ o percentage of A and C responses,
! M
|
90 |. e f .
l
80| AR I I S A S R I . & RESPONSES
p | (Favors 5-day
T0 4 - e b o). ———p . {,.h..._.. week)
E .
R 60 et o ook, LG RESPONSES
C (Favors 4-day
E g week)
N .
T 4o SEE NOTE BELOW
A _
G
E 30
20}
101 -

ITEM NUMBER

ITEM NUMBER KEY

. Had trouble scheduling courses: A, Yes C. No
2. Was able to attend campus functions: A, No C. Yes
3. Was unable to take part in student activities: A, Could
not participate C, No problem
4. Instructors had trouble adapting material: A Yes C.No
5. Clagsroom activities were: A, Better short period
C. Better longer period
+ Had sufficient study time: A, No C. Yes
« Class length preferred: A. 1 hour C. 1 1/2 hours
+ Able to work for money: A, Less C, More
+ Had trouble contacting {nstructor/counselor: A. Yes
C. No
10. I like best: A, 5-day C, 4-day

0 o~

Note: 'The A response always favors the 5-day week or is

critical of the 4.day week, B response is always the in-
. between response and is not plotted here, The C response
always favors the 4-day week,
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

TABLE 16, NURSING PROGRAM TECHNICAL DIVISION

—

SURVEY ITEM

RESPONSES
- No, % Total No,
1. Had trouble scheduling courses plok kRO okok Aok 46
A, Yes 6 1130 L
‘B Some 1% 139 ] <
C..No 2% V4T
2, Was able to'attend campus functions _ Rokdok ok ook ok W
A, No ),‘.l 5‘?1 0
B. Some _ feN .27.4‘3__‘_
C. Yes . 10 1227
3. Was unable to take part in student activities plokkkk |dokkssk 5
A Could not participate _ {15 1333
B. Some trouble _ 4 g 9
C. No problem 20 1572,9
4. Instructors had trouble adapting material [®ikkok | dokicokk
A Yes' G 1 17H
B, Some 4 A4
C. No 1170 ¥4
5 Classroom activities were ook | dokkokok
A. Better short period 2) | 45.7 R
B. No difference 19 14/ 3 >
C. Better longer period 6 12.0 S~
6. Had sufficient study time Aokokolok | dofoolok YA
A. No & 1 13.0]] —~
B, Some trouble 25 G413 )
C. Yes (51 32,6 >
7. Class length preferred ockk | okkkok i{‘é —
A. | hour _ 23 | 50.0
B. No difference - 12 1 R6] R
C. 11/2 hours _ 1L _123,9 S
8. Able to work for money Aojolokok | dkodokokok Us
A, Less _ 4 5.9 P
B. No difference _ 36 1800 T
C More _ b ({1 o
9. Had trouble contacting instructor/Coungeloy Mokik] HKdokksk Hé
A, Yes - q Ielé o
B Some 7Y | 39/
C. No 19 1413 ' ~.
10. I like best AAORRR] ook 47
A. 5-day [9_| 404
B. No difference 13 27,7
C. 4-day (5 _13/:9 .
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

Fig, 9. Park Menagement Program Technical Division,

. percentage of A and C responses,
I 1
90 o
80 —__ A RESPONSES
p (Favors 5-day
70 week)
E .
X' J) EEERT WY SUUPY U N O N {1 W SO S B C RESPONSES
(i (Favors 4-day
L week)
N :
T 4 SEE NOTE BELOW
A
G
g 30
20
D >

3 4 5 6 7 9 10
ITEM NUMBER

-,

I'TEM NUMBER KEY

I. Had trouble scheduling courses: A, Yes C. No

2, Was able to attend campus functions: A, No C, Yes

3. Was unable to take part in student activities: A. Could
not participate C. No problem

t. Instructcrs had trouble adapting material: A Yes C. No

5. Clasarcom activities were: A, Better short period
C. Better longer period

6. Had sufficient study time: A, No C., Yes

7. Class length preferred: A, 1hour C., 1 1/2 hours

8. Able to work for money: A. Less C. More

9. Had trouble contacting instructor/counselor: A, Yes
C. No

10. U like best: A. 5-day C. 4-day

Note: ‘'he A response always favors the 5-day week or is
critical of the 4-day week. B response is always the in-

between response and is not plotted here, The C response
always favors the 4-day week.




LAKE CITY COMMUNITY.COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

e e oty

10.

LABLYE e lORKE MANAGEMENT PROGRAM ____ TECHNICAL DIVISION
SURVEY ITEM RESPONSES .
No, % Total No.
Had trouble scheduling courses bl ik ook ko /b
A. Yes / 6_:7___ -
B  Some 5 33,3 >
C.. No 9 .0l
Was able to attend campus functions __ dokdor {Hokoonk 15
A. No 3 0.0
B. Some _ g 1433
C. Yes ¥ 1267 |~ .
Way unable to take part in student activities [F¥kdkkk [idolokk 15
A Could not participate _ 3 12090
B. Some trouble _ [ H#0.0O
C. No problem 6 YD O
Instructors had trouble adapting material [wksickok | sokkook /15
A Yes / 6.7 -
B. Some _ g 153.3
C. No ___ b 40:0 / _
Classroom activities were ololokok | ojolokok ) -
A. Better short period - g 53,3 e
B. No difference T ICN o
C. Better longer period / b:7 S
Had sufficient study time Aokokok | okok 4ok 15
A. No { 6.7 7
B. Some trouble ¥ 53.3
C. Yes 6 Y910 —
Class length preferred I ks **f*’; 5
A. | hour }H Z3.3 1
B. No difference . 2 1 /73.3 | > <
C. 11/2 hours 2_1713.3 S
Able to work for nioney FoAokokok] ok ok 15
A. lLess _ / 6.7 1~ ‘/
B. No difference _ 12 | ge & | RN
C More ___ 2 | 1313 ——
Had trouble contacting instructoz/Counselod #ikx] Akickx 15 .
A, Yes _~ v? SE VN L i
B Some W 12¢. | -
C. No g 5‘35‘" s
[ like best Aetotolold lokokok % 15
A. 5-day L lue 0 =
B. No difference 3 ..120.0 | Z
C. 4-day 6 40,0 ~

1,
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

TABLE 12, POLICE SCIENCI AND CORRECTIONS PROGRAMS TECHNICAL DIVISION

- ——

R I T

— . .. e~

- bttt #m

SURVEY ITEM RESPONSES
e _ No. % Tgt_a_} NU'-*___
l. Had trouble scheduling courses ok ko Dok ook J —
A. Yes _ ¢ _ -
B Soine ! ] _
C.. No i) " ™
4. Was able to attend campus functions Aokokok [k dokk /
A, No __/ /
R. Some 0 <
C. Yes _____ 0 T
3. Was unable to take part in student activities prkkdk | #kokiok { o
A Could not participate ___ 4 — e
B. Some trouble _ 0 R
C. No problem _ [ .
4. Instructors had trouble adapting material Rdolokk | Aokonsk -} —
A Yes _ _ 0 .
B. Some Q N \"'\"-\
C. No __ i ] / .
5 Classroom activities were koo ) dolokokok { —
A. Better short period _ / . ol
B, No difference Q - e
C. HBetter longer period Q ] i
6. Had sufficient study time ootk | dokokkok I
A. No — et ' 7
B. Soume trouble 0 o]
C. Yes - 0 —i
7. Class length preferred . dokolokk | Hokkiok '
A. | hour _ ! ]
B. No difference — 4] .
C. 11/2 hours 0 e ]
8. Able to work for money dodcdok | ok ok
A. Less o —
B. No difference _ { N
C More _ (Al '
9. Had trouble contacting instructor/Counselog #:okx| dolorak
A, Yes 0
B Some - 1o ]
C. No l
10. 1 like best L dordopr] dololok
A. S-day - o L1 ]
B, No difference o Q o f ] I
C. 4-day SV WO IS T 10l

30
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUA'TION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

LTABLY, 13, TIMBER HARVESTING PROGRAM_TECHNICAL DIVISION_ .

D -—

-t npmor

SURVEY ITEM RESPONSES
No, % Total No, __
l. Had trouble scheduling courses bl koK Diololok K 3
‘A, Yes 0 R L
‘B Some %) 1 o<
C.. No 2
2. Was able to attend campus functions bokdokok Diokoloior L
A. No ) '
B, Some /
C., Yes 3
3, Was unable to take part in student activities plokdork lokokodok L
A Could not participate _ [4)
B, Some trouble _ 0 .
C. No problem H
4. Instructors had trouble adapting material ikl j ok 3
A Yes 4] ' -
B, Sume ) <
C. No 2 i
5 Classroom activities were dokokok | dolok ok Y -
A. Better short period / -
B. No difference - 3 ><\
' C. Better longer period [®) ‘ S
6. Had sufficient study time ook okok | okokok ok '3
A. No / .
B. Some trouble ) ]
C. Yes 2 ~
7. Claas length preferred Fokotodok | doRdoRk -
A. 1 hour _ ! n
B, No difference 2- <
C. 11/2 hours _ { - S
8. Able to work for money kedokkok] okl 4
A. Less _ 0 T~ -
B. No difference _ 2 | <
C More 2 s
9. Had trouble contacting instructof/Counselon M| klokick LL :
A, Yes _ 14 _ T //
B Some { | 3
C. No 3 T~
10. I like best RAololk]  okdokoxk /)
A. 5-day 4] ¢
B. No difference ) ] .
C. 4-day ] S~
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' STUDENT EVALUATION TECHNICAL PROGRAMS
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Fig. 10, Clock=hour Programs Totals Technical Division,

percentsge of A and C responses,

! !
\ I: /* )P\\
30 . i *... r . \A.. e i ’
y ! \ A R
80 A et ot _ . A RESPONSES
I/, , J ' (Favors 5-day
P 70 R & * \ ..{-.’.. bemee [ week)
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R 40 ‘ lw el 5 ISRRERY D S N C RESPONSES
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N ; \ 7 :
LR B | metomeit #fered .|| SEE NOTE BELOW
| \
G
B 30 ¥ S b b .
|
g SOV IS R SRR
| i
| &/
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
ITEM NUMBER
ITEM NUMBER KEY
I. Had trouble scheduling courses: A, Yes C. No
2. Was able to attend campus functions: A, Nc¢ C. Yes
5. Was unable to take part in student activities: A. Could
not participate C. No problem '
4. Instructors had trouble adapting material: A Yes C. No
5, Classroom activities were: A, Better short perfod
C. Better longer period
6. Had sufficient study time: A. No C, Yes
7. Class length preferred: A. 1 hour C. 1 1/2 hours
8. Able to work for money: A. Less C, More
9. Had trouble contacting {nstructor/counselor: A. Yes
C. No
10. I like best: A, 5-day C, 4-day
Note: 'I'he A response always favors the 5-day week ot is

critical of the 4-day week., B response is always the in-
between response and is not plotted here. The C response
always favors the 4-day week.
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

TABLE 14,C1.OCK HOUR PROGRAMS TOTALS TECHNICAL DIVISION

SURVEY ITEM RESPONSES
_ No, % Total No,
1. Had trouble scheduling courses Al L Yy
A. Yes 0 /3 ,.,/
B Some 0 0 >
C.. No , CL T 00 ~
2. Was able to attend campus functions ook Ploklolor b/
A. No 9 1 #47
B. Some i é%z
‘ C. Yes H’ y l/
3. Was unable to take part in student activitles prkkuk | k&t X
A Could not participate _ Z | 2z —
B, Some trouble _ 3 45
C. No problem ] 91,9
4. Instructors had trouble adapting material |#ikkk | kkikk L2
A Yes ¢ 0 -
B, Some 2 3.2 "‘
C. No e | %5 —
5 Classroom activities were Aojokokok | okofokokok &0
A. Better short period / YR X =
B. No difference 77 17293 <
C. Better longer period #2- | Zoe | L
6. Had sufficient study time ookl | ook ok &2
A. No Z_._-..r__.-..z_.'...‘g'-«
B. Some trouble ) 4.5
C. Yes S7 1 9 e,
7. Class length preferred Aokortok | ookl 43
A. 1 hour _ 21 32
B. No difference g9 14 ‘;_4 -
C. 11/2 hours _ 22 | 34, Iy
8. Able to work for money Roololok | kkokokk &0
A. Less _ 0 O | ™_ /,/
B. No difference _ 36 | _se >
C More _ 3o | b5 h.
9. Had trouble contacting ihstructor/Counselod #¥kk] #hikk &
A, Yes _ / Ld —
B  Some (< N <) <
C. No 21 259 ol B
10. I llke best ofoiofok] ook s/
A. S-day I 4,7 1 -
B. No difference Al A3 ] =
C. 4-day S 7.8 e
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

Figse 11, Auto-Body Program Technical Division,

percentage of A and C responses,

T 4N T T
\ 7 |\ \
90 |. \ SUB RN I VN O ,* ool N
\ / V72
80 }. -\ S R R\ P & I S A RESPONSES
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4
601} ... U TP NSNS IR I ,,,.~.\_ SRR S S C RESPONSES
) 1 (Favors 4-day
50 )} e b b e b e S S week)
40 }- | - - e e -1 SEE NOTE BELOW
30 AT R [ SRV L. W ...,...;.. oo s b . .....L..._...T...‘.
208 - SN S § i r——e N
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 9 10
ITEM NUMBER
[T

ITEM NUMBER KEY

1. Had trouble scheduling courses: A, Yes C. No
2. Was able to attend campus functions: A. No C. Yes

5. Was unable to take part in student activities: A. Could
not participate C. No problem

4. Instructors had trouble adapting material: A Yes C.No
5. Clasaroom activities were: A. Better short period
C. Better longer period
6. Had sufficlent study time: A, No C. Yas
7. Class length preferred: A, 1 hour C. 1 1/2 hours
8. Able to work for money: A, Less C. More
9. Had trouble contacting lnstructor/counselor; A. Yes
C. No
10. I like best: A, 5-day C. 4-day

Note: 'T'he A response always favors the 5-day week or is
critical of the 4-day week. B response is always the in-

between response and is not plotted here. The C response
always favors the 4-day week.
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STUDEN'T EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

TABLE 15,AUTO-BODY PROGRAM TECHNICAL DIVISION

SURVEY ITEM RESPONSES
- No. % Total No,
1. Had trouble acheduling courses Heokdolok Diokojok k {2
A, Yes ) 0 L
B Some 0 J7) <
C.. No = {Joo
2, Was able to attend campus functions plok koK | sk ko ok A
A, No l £3 |
B. Some 3 1250
C.' Yes g 6
3, Wase unable to take part in student activities pliiokk [¥kikk 1A
A Could not participate _ [/) ¢
B. Some trouble _ 1 1 %3
C. No problem W 1947 .
4, Instructors had trouble adapting material  [rkikk {kdkolokk 12
A Yes o 0 0 7
B, Some (24 o C
C. No EN 7Y I
5 Clagsroom activities were Aok ok [ ookolokok 1 2
A, Better short period 0 0 . =
B. No difference S _128:0 /<
C. Better longer period 9 |75.0 S
6. Had sufficlent study time okolok | kokokokok L2 .
A. No { g3
B. Some trouble _ 0 a . |
C. Yes ¢ 9.7 —
7. Class length preferred Aok | ook A -
A. 1 hour _ | g3 |
B. No difference ¥ 133.3 -
C. 11/2 hoursa 7. 15%.3 T~
8. Able to work for money opokkok | ook Aok A
A, Less _ 0 e /A/
B. No difference ____ Jo_193:3 | -
C More ___ 2 /67 o
9. Had trouble contacting instructot/Counseloy #ekkk] ¥ikiokk A
A, Yes _ g o | =
B Some 0 _‘____Q___T -
C. No 12 1100 e
Jo, Ilike bast sokdoloh]  sjolokokok 12, .
A. 5-day [o) (4] _—
B. No difference ] 8.3 | .
C. 4-day / 9.7 |
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MO>HZEQTE Y

- LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

Fla. 12, Automotive Mechanics Program Technical Division,

percentage of A and C responses,
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20 7 | ‘T,
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1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 10
: ITEM NUMBER

ITEM NUMBER KEY

p—
.

Had trouble scheduling courses: A. Yes C. No

2. Was able to attend campus functions: A, No C. Yes

' Was unable to take part in student activities: A. Could
not participate C. No problem

4,

Instructors had trouble adapting materiali A Yes C. No
5. Classroom activities were: A. Better short period
C. Better longer period
6. Had sufficient study time: A, No C., Yes
7. Class length preferred: A, 1 hour C. 1 1/2 hours
8. Able to work for money: A, Leass C. More
3. Had trouble contacting instructor/counselor: A, Yes
C. No

10, I like best: A, S5-day C. 4-day

Note: 'The A response always favors the 5-day week or is
critical of the 4-dav week. B response is always the in-

between response and is not plotted here. The C response
always favors the 4-day week,
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

TABLE 16, AUTOMOTIVE MECHANICS PROGRAM TECHNICAL DIVISION

" -
-

SURVEY ITEM - RESPONSES
No. % Total No.
1. Had trouble scheduling courses ookl Diolololok 13
A. Yes ' [ 2] ) ~
B Some __- . o | 0 <
C..No 13 _jeo
2. Was able to attend campus functions plokokokok [ sokogodok 13
A, No 0 0
B. Some _ R
C. Yes 1] jgwib
3. Was unabli to take part in student activities priokiok [kkokk 13 -
A Could not participate _ 0 0 _—
B. Some trouble _ : / [LT
C. No problem J2_1927% .
4, Instructors had trouble adapting material  [icik¥ [iokickx 13
A Yes o 0 T
B. Some / 70L .
C. No ___ ‘ 12, _192:3
5 Classroom activities were - AR | ook 13 -
A, Better short period 0 0 - e
B. No difference | 7:- 7 e ey
’ C. Better longer period ] ]2 Z2.3 S~
6. Had sufficient study time Aokok ok | ok kok ook 13
A, No _ 0 [4) e ’/
B, Some trouble ‘ : 0 9 __
C. Yes ' /131100 =
7. Class length preferred Aoolokok | Kook {3 —
A. 1 hour _ O
B. No difference ly_- i_/i_a_é_J\ .
C. 11/2 hours 2 L5 4 T
8. Able to work for money dololok | kokkokK 13
A. Less ' g ' 30 1 /
B. No difference _ 23/ <
C More — : [g:__ 76 09 / >\__
9. Had trouble contacting instructor/Counseloy Mkkk| ki 13
A, Yes _ 0 o _ |
B Some O Vi
C. No {3 1100 e
10. I like best dololokok]  dolotokk 13 ,
A, 5-day ] )
B, No difference 0 o__]
C. 4-day 13 (o0

38




STUDEN'Y EVALUA'LIUN Uk FUUR=DAY WaRD
Fia, 13, Aviation Mechanice Program Technical Division,

percentage of A and C reaponséu.

R T T
A < R | N
90 . i\ b}f”jp,..‘\".. [P S S : ,1
! \ ] |
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1 2 3 4 5 6 ( 8 9 10

ITEM NUMBER

ITEM NUMBER KEY

I, Had trouble scheduling courses: A, Yes C, No
Z, Was able to attend campus functions: A, No C. Yes
3. Was unable to take part in student activities: A. Could
not participate C. No problem
Instructors had trouble adapting materialt A Yes C. No
5, Classroom activities were: A, Better short period
C. DBetter longer period
6. Had sufficlent study time; A, No G, Yes
7. Class length preferred: A, 1 hour C. 11/2 hours
8. Able to work for money: A, Less C. More
9, Had trouble contacting instructor/counselor: A. Yes
C. No
10, i like best: A, 5-day C. 4-day

Note: 'The A response always favors the 5-day week or is
critical of the 4-day week. B response is always the in-

between response and is not plotted hers. The C response
always favors the 4-day week.
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

TABLE 17, AVIATION MECHANICS PROGRAM TECHNIGAL DIVISION

SURVEY ITEM RESPONSES
- No. % Total No,

1, Had trouble scheduling courses ok Aok & Plokokok 12

A. Yes 0 ¢ —

B Some /] 17} <

C.. No 22 -
2. Was able to attend campus functions dokodok [aokdook /1 _

A. No 2 182 -~

B. Some 2 192

Ci Yes 7 é}_‘é
3, Was unable to take part in student activities [kikkk [¥%ikkk JES .

A Could not participate _ [#) Q

B. Some trouble _ [ 183

C. No problem TR T’
4, Instructors had trouble adapting material [kkkk [dokdkkk | — [2

‘A Yes 0 Q: - -

B, Some / €

C. No U 1916 '
5 Classroom activities were dokckaok | kokokokk 1]

A, DBetter short period ) 0 ==

B. No difference b 15415 ~.

C. Better longer perlod b T4 o~
6. Had sufficlent study time ook ok | ok dokokok [ 2~

A. No / £.3

B. Some trouble 2 LT ]

C. Yes 9. 1.75.0 >
7. Class length preferred Aodolok | Kk ok 12

A. 1 hour _ #) 0

B. No difference 7 9.7 .

C. 11/2 hours .| % =
8, Able to work for money ok |  dokiokk i

A, Less 17 (v, "

B. No difference 7 63.6 |

C More & 3614 -
9, Had trouble contacting instructoz/Counselod #owkk[ Hokkkk 12

A. Yes 0 o | —

B Some 0 0

C. No 2. _1j1of =
10, I llke best ook dokokokok 18

A, 5-day 0 0

B. No difference 0 [

C. 4-day H__1)00
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STUDENL BEYALUALIUN Ul FUUR=UAY WIEDN
Fig, |4, Coemetology Program Technical Divislon,

percentage of A and C responses,
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ITEM NUMBER

.1TEM NUMBER KEY

1, Had trouble scheduling courses: A, Yes C. No

2. Was able to attend campus functions: A, No C. Yes

3. Was unable to take part in student activities: A. Could
not participate C. No problem

4. Instructors had trouble zdapting materialt A Yes C. No

5. Classroom activities were: A, Better short period
C. Better longer period

6. Hada sufficient study time: A, No C. Yes

7. Class length preferred: A, 1 hour C. 1 1/2 hours

8. Able to work for money: A. l.ess C, More

9. Had trouble contacting instructor/counselor: A, Yes
C. No

10. I like best: A, 5-day C. 4-day

Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or is
critical of the 4-day week, B response is always the in-

between response and is not plotted here, The C response
always favors the 4-day week,
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

JABLE 18, COSMETOLOGY PROGRAM TECHNICAL DIVISION

SURVEY ITEM RESPONSES
No. % Total No,

1. Had trouble scheduling courses pokiok ok ok ok il

A, Yes 0 o —~

B Some 0 0 Z

C.. No 1100
2. Was able to attend campus functions PRk ook ok )/

A. No b 1545

B. Some { 2.1

Cs Yes 4 .3é_lq
3. Was unable to take part in student activities plkikk |wkikk U

A Could not participate _ 2 1182

B. Some trouble _ 0. Q ]

C. No problem 9 {18 _
4, Instructors had trouble adapting material  [hivkkk | ikiokk | U

A Yen 0 a ><.— el

B. Some [ 2

C. No TERITY. .
5. Classroom activities were Fokdook | Fokokkok /4] —

A. Better short period ¥ {0 ~

B. No difference 2 56.Q ~—

C. DBetter longer period i 40:0 _ Ry
6. Had sufficient study time ook | ook ok i

A, No 0. L -

B. Some trouble ) v AT

C. Yes 10 9209 —_
7. Class length preferred AhoioRK | kdokonk 1] —

A. 1 hour ! g/

B. No difference 9 g8

C. 11/2 hours | 94 .
8. Able to work for money Fhkokok|  Akokodox 10

A. Less 0 [») —

B. No difference g 0

C More ___ 2| 19 -
9. Had trouble contacting instructor/Counselod #kkk] kkkkk JE]

A, Yes _ / -3__4

B Some L g 0

C. No I 1917 ==
10, I like best olokdok]  dolokodok 1

A. 5-day S 127.>

B. No difference d O

C. 4-day g 2217
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

Fig, 15, Welding Program Technical Division,

percentage of A end C responses,
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ITEM NUMBER

ITEM NUMBER KEY

1, Had trouble scheduling courses: A, Yes C. No
2, Was able to attend campus functions: A, No C. Yes

3, Was unable to take part in student activities: A, Could
- not participate C. No problem

4, Instructors had trouble adapting materiali A Yes C. No
5. Clagsroom activities were: A, Better short period
C. DBetter longer period
6. Had sufficient study time: A. No C, Yes
7. Class length preferred: A. 1 hour C, 1 1/2 hours
8. Able to work for money: A, Less C. More
9. Had trouble contacting instructor/counseler: A, Yes
C. No )
10. I like best: A, 5-day C. 4-day

Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or is

critical of the 4-day week., B response is always the in-

between response and is not plotted here. The C response
always favors the 4-day week.
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

TABLE 19. WELDING PROGRAM TEGHNICAL DIVISION

. —

SURVEY ITEM RESPONSES .
No. % Total No.
1. Had trouble scheduling courses kol Dok 14
A, Yes 0 [s) /7
B Some /] £
C.. No I 1100
2. Was able to attend campus functions Pkl [aokoolok )m
A, No 0 0
B. Some 0 ¢
C. Yes _1lop
3. Was unable to take part in student activities plokiok% |¥dokkk 1)
A Could not participate _ o 0 )
B. Some trouble _ 0 0.
C. No problem 4 o0
4, Instructors had trouble adapting material  [Rackdok | sk 14
A Yes 0 0 T
B. Some 0 2 <
C. No 4 1/00 ~
5 Classroom activities were Tokdick | kkkkk UL
A. Better short period O 0 ‘\ P
B. No difference 2 |43 /<
C. Better longer period J 2> 1%5.7 .
6. Had sufficient study time Aokodok | dokok ok 1
A. No 0 0 —
B, Some trouble 0 o .
C. Yes 14 1100 I,
7. Class length preferred Aokokdok | dokdokk 1L
A. 1 hour _ 0 0
B. No difference PIREX TS -
C. 11/2 hours 11O 1214 >
8. Able to work for money D Ruobdd Mk 14
| A. Less 0 0 "
B. No difference __ 2 |3
C More __ 12 27l -
9. Had trouble contacting instructor/Counseloy #ikk| dokkkk | 1yl
A, Yes _ [2) o | '
B Some 4] o _ 1
C. No 4 1160 ~.
10. I like best Aootook] flokodok /4 .
A. S5-day 0 ) ’
B. No difference / YL
C. 4-day /3 17929
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Vii
STUDENT EVALUATION WORK-STUDY STUDENTS




r‘b‘iU-UEN'J. KVALUALIUN U FOURDAY WHERK
Fig., 16. WORK STUNY STUDNENTS TOTAL TECHNIGAL AND TRANSFER DIYISTONS,
PERCENTARE OF A AND C RESPONSES
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SEE NOTE BELOW

MO>HZEHQDE 'Y
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et " it

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
ITEM NUMBER

ITEM NUMBER KEY

1, Had trouble scheduling courses: A, Yes C., No

2, Was able to attend campus functions: A, No C. Yes

3. Was unable to take part in student activities: A. Could
not participate C. No problem

4. Instructors had trouble adapting material: A Yes C. No

5. Classroom activities were: A. Better short period
C. DBetter longer period

6. Had sufficient study time: A. No C. Yaes -

7. Class length preferred: A. 1 hour C. 1 1/2 hours

8. Able to work for money: A. Less C. More

9. Had trouble contacting instructor/counselor: A. Yes
C. No

10. I like best: A. 5-day C. 4-day

Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or is
critical of the 4-day week. B response is always the in-

between response and is not plotted here, The C response
always favors the 4-day week.
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

TABLE 20.¥ORK STUQY STUDENTS TOTAL TECHNICAL AND TRANSFER DIVISIONS

-

SURVEY ITEM

RESPONSES
No, % Total No,
1. Had trouble scheduling courses bk ok okokok | dokokokok 73
A, Yes _ 4 | v L
B Some AR I3 ~Z
C.. No 47\ €27 |
4. Wag able to attend campus functions okokodok {kok ok ok s
A. No <9 3857 /
B. Some _ /e | A7
C. Yes 7 6/&. o \\
3, Was unable to take part in student activities [ikik |kkiokk Yy
A Could not participate _ /9 23,7 |
B. Some trouble _ /7 23, ¢
C. No problem 3¢ | s57.3 ~
4, Instructors had trouble adapting material  [#dkkik | kopokkk e .
A Yes / /?ji R
B. Some K7 | 7259 >
C. No 3y [ oto " >~
5 Classroom activities were Hokokokak 1 okordok 73 -
A, Better short period i 385/ .
B. No difference 27 | 387 //"4\
C. Better longer period 17 | Lae ] "~
6. Had sufficient study time ofodokok | kot V2
A. No 20 6.3 o
B. Some trouble 2 | 9.0 |
C. Yes J DA —
7. Class length preferred - Aotk | koK ok 7S
A. 1 hour _ 33 7o |~
B. No difference {1 37 s -
C. 11/2 hours _ 27 1. A2 1
8. Able to work for money okl | ok A5 .
A. Less _ o/ _,?f'i_r_-__r \ e
B. No difference _ \5’:," +2.3 ,.;x;\\
C More ___ (71 247 TN
9. Had trouble contacting instructor/Counselog #ikk} sdokkokk Jé
A. Yes _ 1 777 =
B Some 2¢ 1 24.3 ] ><
C. No // é/: 2 ——.
10. I like best dorkokok]  dolorkok 25"
A, 5-day Lz 1 2 . _—
B. No difference _ 2 1 z22:8 >
C. 4-day ‘?"[1 5 R0 — \
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

Fig, 17, Semester Hour Students On Work-study Programs ‘

Technicsl Oivision, percentage of A and C responses,
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1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
ITEM NUMBER

ITEM NUMBER KEY

1. Had trouble scheduling courses: A, Yes C. No

2. Was able to attend campus functions: A, No C, Yes

3. Was unable to take part in student activities: A, Could
not participate C. No problem

4. Instructors had trouble adapting material: A Yes C.No

5. Classroom activities were: A. Bettsr short period
C. Better longer period

6. Had sufficient study time: A, No C, Yes

7. Class length preferred: A. 1 hour C. 1 1/2 hours

8. Able to work for money: A, Less C. Moze

9. Had trouble contacting {nstructor/counselor: A, Yes
C. No

10. I like best: A, 5-day C. 4-day

Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or is
critical of the 4-day week, B response is always the in-

between vesponse and is not plotted here, The C response
always favors the 4-day week, ‘

Q
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TABLE 21,

LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE

STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

SEMEGTER HOUR STUDENTS ON WORK=-STUDY PROGRAMS (ITEM C) TECHNICAL DIVISION

SURVEY ITEM

RESPONSES
No, % Total No,
1, Had trouble scheduling courses dojolok ok dolor A
A. Yes 3 z/.
B Some 7 |57 —
C. . No /é 7
2. Was ahle to attend campus functions ook )T:ofi** 1. 24
A, No g | 507
B. Some ? /5 ¥
Co Yes /f J"' 2
3, Was unable to take part in student activities [khhkk |kkksk EX
A Could not participate _ /2.0
B. Some trouble _ 6 24,0
C. No problem /¢ &4.d
4, Instructors haq trouble adapting material  [iolokk | dorokokok 20
A Yes 7 =AY T
B, Some | g Je.g <
C. No // ¥2.3
5 Classroom actlvities were dokololok | okorokokok b
A. Better short period /2| #é.2 ~
B, No difference /0 | 384 .
C. Better longer period - V4 A ~_
6. Had sufficlent study time ook ok | olokdok Léb
A, No s 1 434 —
B, Some trouble // 4.3
C. Yes 9 N —_—
7. Class length preferred Rk Aok [ ok ook 25
A. 1hour _ /Y ) S¢.o
B. No difference 4 28.0
C. 11/2 hours 4 | 14,0 L
8. Able to work for money ook | ok A5
A. Less ¢ | 24.0 —~
B. No difference /0 #0.0
C More )} 4 J3¢.0 ~
9. Had trouble contactlng instructor/Counaeloy #¥xkk| Fkikk ol
A, Yes I /9.2 |
B Some g | 722 ]
C. No s 4.5 ~
10, I ke best Aolofogk] okl ok R
A, S5.day 7 A0 P
B. No difference o2 ge |
‘ C. 4-day /6 ¢9.0
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STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK
Fig. 18, CLOCK=HOUR STUDENTS ON WORK-STUDY PROGRAMS (ITEM C) TECHNICAL DIVISION

PERNENTAGE OF A AND D RESPONSES.
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ITEM NUMBER

ITEM NUMBER KEY

1. Had trouble schedullng courses: A, Yes C. No

2, Was able to attend campus functions: A, No C. Yes

3, Was unable to take part in student activities: A. Could
not participate C. No problem

4. Instructors had trouble adapting materials A Yes C. No

5, Classroom activities were: A. Better short period
C. Better longer period

6. Had sufficlient study time: A. No C. Yes

7. Class length preferred: A. 1 hour C. 11/2 hours

8. Able to work for money: A. Leasa C. More

9. Had trouble contacting instructor/counselor: A. Yes
C. No

10, 1 like best: A, 5-day C. 4-day

Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or is
critical of the 4-day week, B response is always the in-

between response and {s not plotted here. The C'response
always favors the 4-day week.
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\J

LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE

TABLE 22,

STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

CLOCH=HAUR STUDENTS ON WORK=-STUDY PRNGRAMS (ITEM C) TECHNICAL DIVISINN

SURVEY ITEM

RESPONSES
No, % Total No,
1. Had trouble scheduling courses bk bRk | Rk ok 9
A, Yes 0 o —
B Some (o) 0 ‘ ¢
C..No 7 14100
2. Vas able to attend campus functions ookk [aokkokok i
A. No _ L Lt ] <
B. Some 2 22"5\
C. Yes é 7
3. Was unable to take part in student activities ikt | dikik Vi
A Could not participate _ [ 1 2/
B. Some trouble _ 1z 14l
C. No problam 7 122, &
4. Instructors had trouble adapting material  [#iike | iwkk Vi s
A Yes 0 0 T
B. Some YA/
C. No 3 : ‘
5. Classroom activities were kb | dokkokok ya -
A. Detter short period 4] 4] g
B. No difference / /i ~-
C. Better longer period S ; ~
6. Had sufficient atudy tim dookok [ ook dok g
A. No , AR WV —
B, Some trouble o o ‘
C. Yesn j {
7. Class length preferred Yokokkk | dokokolok 9
A. 1 hour _ O 0
B. No difference v | #44# -
C. 11/2 hours I 1854 .
8. Able to work for money Aokolokok | ook ok 7 :
A. Less o —_— ,,,-/
B. No difference 7 #,Z___ >
C More _ 2 72,2 B
9. Had trouble contacting instructor/Counselod #wkk| Hoknskk 7
A, Yes _ \ I o |
B Some O 1 o |
C. No R ==
10, Illke best - BokAoRR] Aotk ok 7
A, 5-day / ”’f
B. No difference 7 -
C. 4-day 7 137
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

Fi9. 19, Students On Work-study Programe Transfer Divieion,

. . " percentage of A and C responses,
90 |.. hnT-m.‘mu...h.Lw,h. s NI "WLT

80 [P e .... [N SYTPTYSr oS SrOUEPepT IS L. PO SR PR L. .- r_. el A RESPONSES

; . | (Favors 5-day
IE:, 70} e o fean 1..,.,... EEREE SRstll LTRNEY BRI SR S - week)
R 60] ... o I C RESPONSES
C ) (Favors 4-day
5‘ 50 |- - week)

3 4
: 40 §---- {t-{ SEE NOTE BELOW

P
G
=
20} d f -
Y tands i
[

ITEM NUMBER

ITEM NUMBER KEY

1, Had trouble scheduling courses: A, Yes C. No

2. Was able to attend campus functions: A, No C. Yas

3. Was unable to take part in student activities: A, Could
not participate C. No problem

4. Instructors had trouble adapting material: A Yes C.No

5. Classroom activities were: A. Better short period
C. Better longer period

6. Had sufficlent study time: A. No C, Yes

7. Class length preferred: A. 1 hour C. 1 1/2 hours

8. Able to work for money: A, Less C. More

9. Had trouble contacting instructor/counselor: A, Yes
C. No

Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or is
critical of the 4-day week. B response is always the in-

between reaponse and is not plotted here, The C response
always favors the 4-day week.
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

TABLE 23, STUDENTS ON WORK~STUDY PROGRAMS (ITEM C) TRANSFER DIVISION

. ———
-

SURVEY ITEM ‘ RESPONSES
| No, % Total No,
1. Had trouble scheduling courses ook & Dltokokok $o
A, Yes \i 3_%.}: ‘_,/’7
B Some /.r ' Z
C.. No ‘ 22 1 55.0__ =
2. Was able to attend campus functions okokok | ook 40
A. No a0 | se.7 | /
B. Some _ 10 | A5.¢ ~
C. Yes 0 | &S0 .
3, Was unable to take part in student activities pridokk ik YO
A  Could not participate _ /5 | 37.5
B. Some trouble _ Lo | 25.0
C. No problem 1L 37Lf
4, Insetructors had trouble adapting material  [®iokikok | sokokik 4/
A Yes 7 27 .
B, Some /¢ 1 #2.9 - >
C. No Y 77 [ #431 "
5 Classroom activities were dokdolok | ook Zo.
A. Better short period /7 42.8 | s
B. No difference 45,0 /---’-\
C. Better longer period S 1 125 ~.
6. Had sufficient study time okokdok | dokkok ok - 4/
A, No /3 1 3417 e
B. Some trouble 21 K67
C. Yes V¥4 ¥1.4 —_
7. Class length preferred dokokok | ook ¥/
' A. 1 hour 19 | .2 |
B. No difference AWy, ™ .
C. 11/2 hours g1 /725 T
8. Able to work for money Kkokokok | ok i/
A. Less /5 \zc.le_: "><//
B. No difference 20 | _#¢. <
¢ More e | st L
9. Had trouble contacting instructor/Counselog #ixkk| kkkkk 4/
A, Yes e 7.2’ ]
B Some . 4" | Fe. & |
C. No ' 22 | 53.7 T
10, I like best - HokdokR]  kckookok 4/
A. 5-day 1 73] #.7 S
B. No difference ‘ LZ2:7 |
C. 4-day ' /51 3¢ | e
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE

STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

Fig. 20.8TUDENTS THAT WORK TOTAL TEGHNIGAL AND TRANSFER DIVISIONS,

HO>HZEHQWE Y
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\
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50 ;-o-- n-:-\g- ,'—0—»«-.!— e . - .
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40 |- o) e e
301 ]

PERCENTAGE OF A AND C RESPDNSES

20 e} of

wr 2

2 3 4 5 b TR0 16
ITEM NUMBER

| ITEM NUMBER KEY

6.
1.
8.
9.

Had trouble scheduling courses: A, Yes C. No

Was able to attend campus functions: A, No C. Yes
Was unable to take part in student activities: A, Could
not participate C. No problem

Instructors had trouble adapting material: A Yes C. No
Classroom activities were: A. Better short period

C. Better longer period

Had sulficient study time: A. No C. Yes

‘Class length preferredi A, 1 hour C. 1 1/2 hours
Able to work for money: A, Less C, More

Had trouble contacting instructor/counselor;: A. Yes
C. No

10. 1 like best: A, S5-day C. 4-day

Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or is
critical of ths 4-day week. B reaponse is always the in-

between response and is not plotted here., The C response
always favers the 4-day week.

55

.. A RESPONSES
({Favors 5-day
week)

t4-Yid .....C RESPONSES

(Favors 4-day
week)

SEE NOTE BELOW
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION Of FOUR-DAY WEEK

‘ TABLE 24, STUDENTS THAT WORK TOTAL TECHNICAL AND TRANSFER DIVISIONS

)

- "

SURVEY [TEM RESRONSES
No. % Total No,
1. Had trouble scheduling courses oktokok [lookokok 248
A. Yes 2 6~5:__1
B Some 42 |25, © C
C.. No 770 oS 1.~ .
2, Was able to attend campus functions bk Dok | 24g
A. No 27 1 31 3 _—
B. Some _ S¥ 1 22,0 /'\ ‘
C. Yes __ 5T Y67 ' ~.
3, Was unable to take part in student activities p¥dokk |wokdokk 2
A Could not participate _ oSa| 178
B. Some trouble _ ¢ | 202
C. No problem /50 420
4. Instructors had trouble adapting material [®ikook | sk X77
A Yes J}?J /0,9 T
B. Some ¢ {8 R
C. No 234 4.3 S
5 Classroom activities were Aokl | dokokkok 232 .
A, Better short period 26 | 318 - r/
. B. No difference 105 | 43 /.--"3\\
C. Better longer period SEN Y —
6. Had sufficient study time Aokokobok | tokokokok K56 ‘
A. No Lal 7./ R
B, Some trouble 531 337 ]
C. Yes /2] | #%.2 ~
7. Class length preferred ook | okoRokok LY
A, 1 hour _ [02}) 45 \ =
B. No difference 221 32% =g
C..11/2 hours _ S22 | 27/
8. Able to work for money R Rl YA
A. Less 341 138 | . =
B. No difference _ &F | 358 | T
C More ___ LRy | s50.¢ LD
9. Had trouble contacting instructo?/Counseloy kx| sk
. Yes _ ‘ — ‘/{ﬁ‘_ 7-7__ 7
B Some 2 120,/ |
C. No __ V7 AN IR e
10, I like best dokdolok] okokokk &4 -
A. S5-day 681 22.6] =
B, No difference Y31/ 7.5 ] >
® C. 4-day VARHES A e
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

Flg, 21, Semester Hour Students Thet Work Technicel Division,

percentage of A and C responses,

ELUR I ENVRI SOVAE SIS EUIVIOU FWUIE NUNI P S
B0 e s . A RESPONSES
P . ' | (Favors 5-day
70|, A\ NP PO SR DRSO O week)
E
\
R0 | oV fom e oo o e AN L) C RESPONSES
c | ‘\ RATN (Favors 4-day
E 50 }.. .}, A 4.£... - week)
N v
T 4ol .t SEE NOTE BELOW
A 1
G )
E .

"V I

ITEM NUMBER

ITEM NUMBER KEY

1. Had trouble scheduling courses: A, Yes C, No
2., Was able to attend campus functions: A, No C. Yes
3

. Was unable to take part in student activities: A, Could
not participate C. No problem

4. Instructors had trouble adapting material: A Yes C.No
5. Classroom activities were: A, Better short period
C. Better longer period
6. Had sufficient study time: A, No C. Yes
7. Class length preferred: A, 1 hour C., 1 1/2 hours
8. Able to work for moneyt A. Less C. More
9. Had trouble contacting instructor/counselor: A, Yes
C. No
10. Ilike best: A, 5-day C. 4-day

Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or is
critical of the 4-day week., B response is always the in-
. between response and is not plotted here, The C response

always favors the 4-day week.




LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

TABLE 25, SEMESTER HOUR STUDENTS THAT WORK (ITEM D) TEGHNICAL DIVISION

SURVEY ITEM RESPONSES
No. % Total No,
1. Had trouble scheduling courses fhiokdok Dlokkkk | /g
A, Yes # L&_
B Some 3| 2.9 .
C.. No 25 1 735
2, .Was able to attend campus functions Blok kool |k Aolokok /0/ .
A, No 22 | 3.7
B. Some aj 0?21
C. Yes s | 4S5
3, Was unable to take part in student activities prkiokk [Hkkdok 75
A Could not participate _ 29 12.¥ '
B. Some trouble _ 29 | 19.%
C. No problem 560 | ¢l2
4. Instructors had trouble adapting material Rk | dokiokk 243~
A Yes s | /Y7
B. Some 2 1 3.4
C. No S5 | 53¢
5 Classroom activities were Fkdokk | Rk 77
A. Better short period 33 | 277 ‘ el
B. No difference g9 1 5/0 /<
C. Better longer period /L /5.3 T~
6. Had sufficient study time Fdoicokk | RAkk /00
A. No AW —
B. Some trouble I3 330 |
C. Yes Y9 | #i0 -
7. Class length preferred ook | dokkonk oY
A. 1 hour _ yd A 44.0
B. No difference 32 | 320 -
C. 11/2 hours K2 | A0 ~
8. Able to work for money doiokdok] olokokok yZES
A, Less L2 L7 ~
B. No difference _ 2S5 | 24,8
C More 6o | s1.8 =~
9. Had trouble contacting instructor/Counseloy Miokk| dokiokk 29
. Yes : // ysm
B Some 20 | 2.4 |
C. No of | ¢4.7 -
10, Ilike best doiolokok|  dolololok /fo/
A. S-day 29 1 K87
B. No difference /7 % ,
C. 4-.day XK J’J.é
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

Fig. 22, Clock~hour Students That Work Technicel Division,

percentsge of A and C responses,

N = I~
80} ... . / ] i S \

. ‘+~‘~ ===~ A RESPONSES

B N R / (Favors 5-day
P 70 oo mefe v e e e 4..._.. SR R [..--..L.._...m. week) |
E e . !
R 60 §- -} S — S St ne ....\ . _.,.f - : ww-w~ C RESPONSES
¢ : B (Favors 4-day -
5 T J) ERERS FRNES RS N S 3‘ ./ SNUS S week)
T ol b M SEE NOTE BELOW
A ER I ! ’
) e e F
20}- A D B s

1 2 3 1 5 6 7 8 10

ITEM NUMBER

ITEM NUMBER KEY

I. Had trouble scheduling courses: A, Yes C. No
2. Was able to attend campus functions: A, No C, Yes
3

+ Was unable to take part in student actlivitiest A. Could
not participate C. No problem

4. Instructors had trouble adapting materiali A Yeas C.No
5. Classroom activities were: A, Better short period
C. Better longer period
6. Had sufficlent study time: A, No C. Yes
7. Class length p.eferred: A, 1 hour C, 1 1/2 hours
8. Able to work for money: A, Less C. More
9. Had trouble contacting instructor/counselor: A. Yes
C. No

10. I like best: A, S5-day C, 4-day

Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or s
critical of the 4-day week, B response is always the in-

between response and is not plotted here. The C response
always favors the 4-day week.

Q
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

TABLE 26, CLOCK~HOUR STUDENTS THAT WQRK (ITEM 0) TECHNICAL DIVISION

SURVEY ITEM RESPONSES
No. % Total No.
1. Had trouble sacheduling courses ok Dok Jb
A, Yes Q w7
B Some Vd. o |
C..No /o0 :
2, Was able to attend campus functions - Aok [iokdolok 35
: A, No 2 1 579
B. Some S 1142
C. Yes FIAREX)
3, Was unable to take part in student activities priokkk [dkkick Jé
A Could not participate _ Q Q -
B. Some trouble fA
CG. No problem -.33;‘“q o
4, Instructors had trouble adapting material  [rkdoik Jdoiokk Jé
A Yes | ¢ 0 "'
B. Some i
C. No - (]
5 Classroom activities were ok ) kokiokk JY _
A, Better short period 2 ~
B. No difference - } 0 A7 <
C. Better longer period 24 1Pl ~
6. Had sufficient study time Foolokok | dokkokok ‘
A. No 0 0
B. Some trouble 2 1 50 ]
C. Yes J¥ M - —
7. Class length preferred dodoiokk | dkokokk Jé
’ A. 1 hour _ i ]
B, No difference A4 v )
C. 11/2 hours /2. 3% .
8, Able to work for money Rohkdok] kbkkk Jé
A, Less 0 - —
B. No difference /3
C More Al .
9. Had trouble contacting instructor/Counselod #kikl sokiokx _J¢
A, Yes _ Q. [4
B Some ) ¢
C. No Jé =
10, I like beat wdokok|  kkokkok J5T
A, S5-day C 0
B. No difference ¥ (4
C. 4-day B J/ b
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

Fig, 23, Students Thet Work Transfer Division,

percentage of A and C responses,

138 YU UUUED Sus SN IR SN SUURN PUDRN SN S

80 e h"“H-r;T. SERO SR ,.4...-.,....'.,... (NS SR PG S L A RESPONSES
‘ o 1 , (Favors 5-day
70§ o efoe o

s M AR D A s S S L L i Sumanvrs Wy

week)

«==«= C RESPONSES
(Favors 4-day
week)

SEE NOTE BELOW

{

MO>HZHQTM O

ITEM NUMBER

ITEM NUMBER KEY

1. Had trouble scheduling courses: A, Yes C. No
2, Was abie to attend campus functions: A, No C, Yes

3. Was unable to take part in student activities: A, Could
not participate C. No problem
4. Instructors had trouble adapting materialt A Yes C. No
5. Classroom actlvities were: A. Better short period
C. Better longer period
6. Had sufficient study time: A, No C. Yes
7. Class length preferred: A, 1 hour C. 1 1/2 hours
8. Able to work for money: A, Less C. More
9. Had trouble contacting instructor/counselor; A, Yes
C, No

10, I like best: A, 5-day C, 4-day

Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or is
critical of the 4-day weak, B response is always the in-

between response and is not plotted here. The C response
always favors the 4-day week, ‘

Q
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

TABLE 27, STUDENTS THAT WORK (ITEM D) TRANSFER DIVISION

- moma e
-

SURVEY ITEM RESPONSES
| No. | % Total No,

1, Had trouble scheduling courses ok ok ok ook /70 —

A. Yes /2 ) /0.7

B Some 32 - - 3

C..No A9 e ~
2, Was able to attend campus functions okokdkok olokogor K /0

A- No 5].3 :’ \\ /

B. Some _ X6 3 <

C. Yeos 7 312 ~
3. Was unable to take part in student activltiea ok dokok | kokolokok Jof .

A Could not participate _ 24 1 22,2

B. Some trouble _ RF | -']

C. No problem: YA A R
4, Instructors had trouble adapting material  Rikskok |dokookk /09

A Yes /2 | /e T

B. Some , : s3 | 4 P

C. No - ¥y fo‘* S
5 Classroom activities were dokkolok | Rokolokok /27 -

A, Better short period #“3 | 4.1

B. No difference ~ Y™ 42, /-(\

C. DBetter longer period 22 1178 SN
6. Had sufficient study time okokodkok | dokokokok /70

A. No 2Y 1214 T

B. Some trouble v 4 g___‘

C. Yes 38 3#, ~
7. Class length preferred Aokok ok *;*** /70

A. 1 hour _ ] Jé 1209 1

B. No difference Jé —3:2-,"7 \ -

C. 11/2 hours _ I8 114 e
8. Able to work for money dokokolor | dokokokk 22E

A. Less _ L2 15T 1T~ ///

B. No difference _ S0 _%%_3____] P

C More ____ A o0 >
9. Had trouble contacting instructor/Counseloy #Hokiok| dkikoiok /09

A. Yes _ 7 %__ /7

B Some A7 1 2.6 - -

C. No __ 2.3 1 Lo - B
10. I like best Hdolokk| g Jro

A. 5-day . 37 5.5.; _

B. No difference 22 | 20,0 Rt

C. 4-day 2 19448 e
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK
Flg. 24, WORK AND .h)DRH §TUDY STUDENTS TOTAL TEGHNICAL AND TRANSFER DIVISIONG,
PERCENTAGE OF A AND © RESPONSES

1138 D O S B O O B e I
80 DR LR MT . g ;-6 3 T RTINS R ] s R ST Sl R . — A RESPONSES
[ (Favors 5-day
0F. - \ N NUVONV SO SNUNIRD SPRBOU HTREPI * . ‘ week)
: ' - BETE ] IR
60 |- ..{ N ,M**...*_. Y S oo v e vl Ll C RESPONSES
| (Favors 4-day
week)

-

SEE NOTE BELOW

mO>HZmaxH

ITEM NUMBER

ITEM NUMBER KEY

1, Had trouble scheduling courses: A, Yes C, No

2, Was able to attend campus functions; A, No C. Yes

3., Was unable to take part in astudent activitiess A. Could
not participate C. No problem

4, Inatructors had trouble adapting materiali A Yes C. No

5. Classroom activities were: A, Better short period
C. Better longer period

6. Had sufficient study time: A, No C. Yes

7. Class length preferred: A, 1 hour C. 1 1/2 hours

8. Able to work for money: A, Less C, More

9, Had trouble contacting instructor/counselor: A, Yes
C. No

10. I like best: A. 5.day C. 4-day

Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or is
critical of the 4-day week, B response is always the in-

. between response and {s not plotted here, The C response
always favors the 4-day week.
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

BLE 28,
' ;JroﬁﬁKLPNQ.. ) LVISIONS
SURVEY ITEM ' RESPONSES
No. % Total No.
1, Had trouble scheduling courses phAKkOk ok dokk Ll
A. Yes 20 ) 4.3
B Some £3 1Aa¢.3 ] X
, C. |bNo 3 ,313 a*zy ez .
« Wasy able to attend campus functions * * ook Diokokiiok 13
A, No 292 | 82.6 _—
B. Some _ 70 Jgg._g“>\
C., Yen /Y HUS5.0 ~,
3. Was unable to take part in student activities pkiokok |k 209 ‘
A Could not participate _ 221 /9.4 ]
B, Some trouble _ <5 | 2, 0 o _]
C. No problem /45 1 599
4. Instructors had trouble adapting material [Rbicdok [dkiohk 3 /6 -
A Yes JIL 1 /2.0 -
B. Some 17/ ;5./ ‘
C. No L7 1.52.9 / =
5 Classroom activitias were dodokokk | kokokkok oL -
A, Better short period /92 } 33 3 -
® B. No difference (y L4207
C. Better longer period 7% 23.92 | -~ I~
6. Had sufficient study time | Aolokokok | oklokok J /4
A. No 39 /9.8 T
B, Some trouble Lo | 328
C. Yes _ /53 | 44,7 ] ~
7. Clags length preferred - ok R | dokdokk J/3
A. 1 hour _ £33 ) #2.5 | N -
B. No difference gz_ﬁ_éé;ﬁ_“ e,
C. 11/2 hours |44 | 21/ i
8. Able to work for money BN 3/3
A. Less i I3 /é& E_____ \ .,,//
B. No difference _ 4231 353 P
C More . L3211 43 & o
9. Had trouble contacting instructos/Counselo Mook ook J/2
A, Yes _ 422 2/ ~
B Some B WV T
C. No __ ' ‘ .z/g 72 A 3 -
10. I like best ‘ ookt ookokok 3/3
A. 5-day - 73 2797 /
B. No difference _ S/ 1 /6.3 <
C. 4-day /9 | %0 S~
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

FI1g. 25, Semester Hour Students That Work Plus Workestudy Students
.' Technicsl Division, percentage of A and C responses,

90 | - | e e et L

80 LA G CRLRELE Sl ot I PRRREY SVYS EYPPAPTETE SFQPENRyNs S LR IE Y IRTICTAITRNEN SHPRPT o
. v . .

- A RESPONSES
(Favrors 5-day
week) '

L o]

~«-=+« C RESPONSES
| (Favors 4-day
week)

SEE NOTE, BELOW

MO>RZmMaXE o

ITEM NUMBER

ITEM NUMBER KEY

1. Had trouble scheduling courses: A. Yes C, No

2. Was able to attend campus functions: A, No C. Yes

3. Was unable to take part in student activities: A. Could
hot participate C. No problem

4. Instructors had trouble adapting materiali A Yes C. No

5. Classroom activities were: A, Better short period
C.  Better longer period :

6. Had sufficlent study time: A, No C. Yes

7. Class length preferred: A. 1 hour C. 1 1/2 houts

8. Able to work for moneyt A, lLess C, More

9. Had trouble contacting {nstructor/counselor: A. Yes
C. No :

10, I like best: A, 5-day C. 4-day

Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or is
critical of the 4-day week. B response is always the in-

between response and is not plotted here. The C response
always favors the 4-day week. 66
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rABLE29,  STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK
SEMESTER_LIDUR_STUDENTS THAT WORK PLUS WORK~GTUDY STUDENTS (ITEMS G AND 0)
TECHNICAL DIVISION

agme w4

SURVEY ITEM ‘ R ESPONSES
No. % Total No,
1. Had trouble scheduling courses Bokokdok Dok IRE
A. Yes 7 5L
B Some J0 :
C..No 78N
2, Was able to attend campus functions bhokook [ dokokk /27
A, No 70 | . 3/.5
B. Some A7 Q.4
C. Yeo 4O ! 474
3. Was unable to take part in student activities pkikiok [dokdiok /2.3
A  Could not participate _ ﬁ; A :
B. Some trouble
C. No problem 76 .
4. Instructors had trouble adapting material Rk plokkiok /2L
A VYes 22| /7.2 -
B, Some ' % | 3/.3
C. No ;A-é. \Z&.S
5. Classroom activities were dAokhl ] dkkk . JLY
A. Better short period 4351 14.3 -
B. No difference 40 1 #4
C. Better longer period /9.1 /8.3 ~
6. Had sufficlent study time i EXTEL L2
A, No LYY /20
B, Some trouble $¥ 1 348 |
) C. YOB yé'd ——
7. Class length preferred TR | RRRRR | /C??
. A, lhour _ 60 1 4o
B. No difference 39 | 3,2 )
C. 11/2 houre =2b 42, >
8. Able to work for money - ook Ao kdokkok /R 7
A, Less 23 | /2741 ~
B. No difference _ EXR YA
C More _ 69\ 593 .
9. Had trouble contacting instructor/Counselof #k#k| Hikkik /2.5
A, Yes , Z /g.!__{ '
B Some é 0. 0
C. No XY ~
10, Illke best R ookk| kdokkck | 4.2 4
A, 5-day L3¢ 1 L46¢.
B. No difference L2 /5] |

C. 4-day - _ 2/ 1 563
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
¥ig. 26 STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

Semester Hour 8tudents That Neither 4Work Nor Are On Work-study Progrems

Technical Division, percentege of A and C responses,

90 v s r—m-— o harmnis ha ....r......... ...... [N S
80 LRI BECIE T ISV PYY ;-~¢~-- -.----;-c-o---o-»-’- anabdadtd BLELELES EATEITE S RPN — A RESPONSES
S T B : (Favors 5-day
70 o .(\ o N . P SIOSUDRIUN TP SR . . week)
60 |- p Nm bl b C RESPONSES
i<avore 4-day
50 weok)

SEE NOTE BELOW

| 5 6 7
ITEM NUMBER

ITEM NUMBER KEY

1. Had trouble scheduling courses: A, Yes C, No

2. Was able to attend campus functions: A, No C. Yes

3. Was unable to take part in student activitiest A, Could
not participate C, No problem

4. Instructors had trouble adapting material: A Yes C. No

5. Classroom activities were: A, Better short period
C. Better longer period

6. Had sufficient study ime: A, No C. Yes

7. Class length preferred:t A, 1hour C. ! 1/2 hours

8. Able to work for money: A, Less C., More

9. Had trouble contacting instructor/counselor; A, Yes
C. No

10, I like best: A, 5-day C. 4-day

Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or {a
critical of the 4-day week, B response is always the in-

between response and is not plotted here., The C response
always favors the 4-day week. 63



S ~ LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGQE
TABLE 30, - STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK ~ +°

SEMEBTER HOUR STUDENTS THAT NEITHER WORK NOR ARE ON WORK=STUDY PROGRAMS
TECHNICAL DIVISION

SURVEY ITEM RESPONSES
No. % Total No,
1, Had trouble scheduling courses Aok ok A7
A. Yes /7 IR -
B Some %] 20.6 L
) C..No é . Z/.O
2. Wabs able to attend campus functions Aok Tkkkokk | /29 s
A, No .3%_ 248
B. Some I 7./
C, Yes {2 | 4
3, Was unable to take part.in student activities pokikkk [sikkkk /29
A Could not participate _ RO | /5.4 |
B, Some trouble _ A2l L
C. No problem 1.1 ¢24
4., Instructors had trouble adaptlng material |k [ickolkk /29
A Yes (7.1 /34 e
B. Some Y34
C, No ;& 5’3'7’ .
5 Classroom activities were Rk | Rk 438
A. Better short period = sl g2 ) g0 - .
B. No difference ¢/ ¥6.9 N
C. Better longer period /7 3.1 o~
6. Had sufficient study time Fack ok | dokkkok /30 ’
: A, No / o ' —
B, Some trouble $2 | 32.3 |
C. Yes ' F AN ~
7. Class length preferred Aodoiokok | ook oxok 23
A. 1 hour 48 | 454 -
‘B, No difference | #3 | 3478
C. 11/2 hours 2 1 ALY .
8. Able to work for morisy b DL S
A. Less _ _ 2 | J; _ _
B. No difference ' /t2 - ‘
C More 7 S >
9. Had trouble contactlng mstructot/Counlelo Hokdok] olokokok | 229
A, Yes /4 | /0.8 o
B Some ' 87 | 2¢7 |
C. No N 78 | o5 >~
10, Illke best I dolokok] ko koK 430
A, S5-day 34 | 2071 '
B. No difference ‘ 25| /32
C. 4-day ' 67 ) 531 |
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SLUDENT KVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEKEK
F1g. 27 . Clock-hour Students Thet Work Plus Work-study Programs

Technicel Division, percentage of A and C responses,
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\ \
1\ N
801t . ...\#;../...l.. PR T ./....4 ST RO J..._...‘- . . A RESPONSES
¥ . Y o \ ! (Favors 5-day
70 ,‘.....’..‘..,....."..4.“‘....‘....4.....;..‘....‘....y........ ./.._M._“..... - week)
60 - b b . ~—\ coe|tdeet] <-ee- ¢ RESPONSES
. AN N ‘ (Favors 4-day
50 [+ - of it frrecd s ....\ / AR week)
40 |- oo ¥ - || SEE NOTE BELOW
1)) DR IR . ‘-. E ht e
O O X S P
lOl'- ;"'“T" - .....;..T..A.I,. L+ e e I S ... ‘ -
NG i e
23 4 5 6 4 g9 10

ITEM NUMBER

ITEM NUMBER KEY

1. Had trouble scheduling courses: A, Yes C. No
2, Was able to attend campus functions: A. No C. Yes

3. Was unable to take part in atudent activities: A. Could
not participate C. No problem
4. Instructors had trouble adapting material: A Yes C. No
5, Classroom activities were: A, Better short period
C. Better longer period
6. Had sufficient study time: A. No C, Yes
7. Clasgs length preferred: A. 1 hour C. 11/2 hours
8. Able to work for moneyt A, Less C., More
9., Had trouble contacting instructor/counselor: A, Yes
C. No

10. I like best: A, 5-day C. 4-day

Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or is
critical of the 4-day week, B response is always the in-

between response and is not plotted here. The C response
always favors the 4-day week,
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- LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE |
TABLE 31 STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

CLOCK=HNUR STUDENTS THAT WORK PLUS WORK-STUDY PROGRAMS (ITEMS C AND D)
TECHNICAL DIVISION

SURVEY ITEM RESPONSES
No, % Total No,

1. Had trouble scheduling courses pokokdok Lok S

A, Yes A Q. . [

B Some 0 o

C..No 45 Joe
2. Was able to attend campus functions Aok Dlolokokk 44

A, No _ J A;

B. Some T

C. Yes I ﬁjiz,.
3. Was unable to take part in student activities prkdokk [k

. A Could not participate _ A

B. Some trouble _ 2 Z!é |

C. No problem 4/ 19/ 1 o
4, Inetructors had trouble adapting materfal  [#ikdok | dokikxk {f‘

A Yes 2 0 T

B, Some 2- ﬂ‘l“’
5. Classroom activities were Aok | sdokokkk 3

A, Better short period 0 0

B, No difference w74 ; , ~

C. Better longer perlod 32 1T ~
6. Had sufficient study time Aok | okkokokk yf

A, No /

B, Some trouble Z | L4 |

Ca Ye‘ #’2' ' "4'
7. Class length preferred bl ks #3

A. 1 hour [ ,

B. No difference 25 #r ;

C. 11/2 hours /7 / .
8. Able to work for money Aok | ook ok i[\f_:_____,

A, Less o 0

B. No difference Lo | phi

C More ¢ ;
9. Had trouble contacting lnstructor/Counselon #dkxi oksiok $S~

A, Yes o 0

B Some - o |_¢

C. No 45 1 /ne =
10, Ilike best __ dokdokk]  ddokkx | &

A. S-day / -

B. No difference 4. o

C. 4-day ‘ J7 1¥8,
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

Fige 28, Clockehour 8tudents thet Neither Work Nor Are On Work~study Programs

’ Technicel Division, percentage ot A #nd C responses,

—__ A RESPONSES
(Favors 5-.day
week) ,

..... C RESPONSES
(Favors 4-day
week)

SEE NOTE BELOW

HO>IZHQTE 'Y

ITEM NUMBER

ITEM NUMBER KEY

1, Had trouble scheduling courses: A, Yes .G. No
2. Was able to attend campus functions: A, No C. Yes
3

. Was unable to take part in student activitiess A. Could

not participate C. No problem

4, Instructors had trouble adapting materialt A Yes C. No

5. Classroom activities were: A, Better short period
C. Better longer period

6. Had sufficlent study time: A, No C, Yes

7. Class length preferred: A, 1 hour C. 11/2 hours

8. Able to work for money: A, Less C, More

9. Had trouble contacting instructor/counselor: A. Yes
C. No

10. I like best: A, 5-day C. 4-day

Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or is

.critical of the 4-day week., B response is always the in-
. between responss and {s not plotted here, The C response
always favors the 4-day week,




LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

CLU&E&UUR GTUDENTS THAT NETTHER WORK NUOR ARE ON WORK=STUDY PROGRAMS

TECHNICAL DIVISION

———

SURVEY ITEM RESRONSES
‘ No, % Total No,
1. Had trouble scheduling courses Rk Pokokokk
A, Yes (% %
B Some 0 174
C.. No W4 ee.
2, Was able to attend campus functlons Aok ookok ok VA
A. No ¢ 13233
B, Some — / ,f:é, |
C. Yes — 1/ bL
3, Wau unable to take part in student activitins packkk [hikks yy 4
A Could not participate _ / LY
B. Some trouble _ 2.1l 0
C. No problem /7 1944 e
4, Instructors had trouble adapting material [®kihkk |dokkolok Wz
A Yes 0 0 -
B. Some 4 0
C. No T4
5 Classroom activities were Rokdokok ) kokkokk 47 .
A, Better short period ) f'?i e
B. No difference 714/ % /‘<\
C. Baetter longer period 9 1529 ~.
6. Had sufficient study time Kaokkk | Rhkiok w4
A. No A —
B, Some trouble / —
C. Yes yi '
7. Class length preferred Rdokokk | dokdkokk Jé
A. 1 hour 2 1 /.
B. No difference y7am2 1
C. 11/2 hours 9 X, >
8. Able to work for money dokkkk | kok bk {7
A, Less [a) 2 0 ' ~
B. No differance . 1 ¢48
C More B b 1254 oy
9. Had trouble contacting instructor/Counselod Mikk| kiks /&
A, Yes L 56 ‘
B Some 0 p
‘ C. No 27 ¥ =
10, Ilike best B Astolokok]  dokokakok /Jg ‘
A, 5-day A 1 21 '
B. No difference 0 O
C. 4-day /e 1559
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

Fig., 29, Students that Work Plus Work-study Studente Transter Division,

mO>HZMOIR 0

percentage ot A and C responaes,

90 [ o4 -a-f-o ' T-l-—c ' (] .-.-n»n.pf. EREEN IS IS
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<<se= C RESPONSES
(Favors 4-day
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SEE NOTE BELOW

ITEM NUMBER

ITEM NUMBER KEY

. Had trouble 'sche'dullng courses: A, Yes C, No

1 ‘
- %, Was able to attend campuc functions: A, No C., Yes
3

. Was unable to take part in student activitiest A, Could
not participate C. No problem

4. Instructors had trouble adapting material: A Yes C. No

5. Classroom activities were: A, Better short period
C. Better longer period ‘

6. Had sufficient study time: A, No C. Yes

7. Class length preferred: A, 1 hour C. 11/2 hours

8. Able to work for money: A. Less C, More

9. Had trouble contacting instructor/w\mulor: A, Yes
C. No

10, I like best: A, 5-day C. 4-day

Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or is
critical of the 4-day week, B response is always the in-

between response and is not plotted here, The C response
always favors the 4-day week, :
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

TABLE 33 fUDENTS THAT UIORK PLUS WORK=STUDY STUDENTS (ITEMS C AND D)
TRANSFER _DIVISION -
SURVEY ITEM RESPONSES
No, % Total No,
1. Had trouble scheduling courses — Jekkdor Dok /43
A, Yes /3 7/ , e
B Some 37,/ >
C.. No - 7{ 3.5 ,/ S
2, Was able to attend campus functions ___ *okkk Dokl Lt ..
A. No Ry AT TN i /
B. Some _ Jé ‘g_g_,y__u/\
C:s Yes #z2. 1331 S
3, Was unable to take part in student activities pokkkk ok /¥
A Could not participate _ 36 p’_l_-?;f
B. Some trouble _ 37 | s2¢.3
C. No problem Zﬁ: y_{,‘b .
4, Instructors had trouble adapting material  [riwkk | dokkokx 243
' A Yes e | 142 7
B. Some . 2003 2
C. No - é’ e k
5 Classroom activities were . Rk okk ***** /39
A, Better short period RYVANZ -
B. No difference {o| #32 /--’-’\
: C. Better longer period Al n S
6. Had sufficient study time Aok | kkoiokok /43
A, No _ 34| 238 | s
B. Some troubls _ S¢ | 3922
C. Yes 231 .32.¢ B
7. Class length preferred N ook | dokkiok [43 .
A. 1hour _ 4 Z2 ] Sto |
B. No difference Y7 IR.9 -
C. 11/2 hours _ 231 16/
8. Able to work for money ook kkax | /4 -
A. Less _ 22 253 -
B. No difference _ 2 P
C More ___ #3 ‘fé‘%ﬁ’ e
9. Had trouble contacting instructor/Counseloy #kkk| skkiokk 2
A, Yes _ —_— // 22 -
B Some o | 289
C. No. 0. 1 £3¥ e
10, I lke best olokodoh] - dokkokk '/?.3 ‘
A, 5-day - S61 322 o
B. No difference V223 >
C. 4-day , :%? Y/..2 e
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

Fig, 30, Students That Neither work Nor Are On Work-study Programs,

Trensfer Division, percentege of A and C responses,

T e B e TR R B S =

80 T SN YU PRI NI SvUOUN Bppepraer ST PR EE R S L Rttt sl s ——e A RESPONSES
p : ‘ (Favors 5-day
E 70 R B ekl ot REESE St RN REIEEY Ebites mannkls na WQe.k)
R 60 |oooefo o fomenfoeadioms b ol L L. ¢ RESPONSES
C % | . - (Favors 4-day
:—; 50 §- oo | Moo weoek)
T ‘e SEE NOTE BELOW
A 40
G
E 30

20b: o

Y A
[ 2 3 4 5 6
ITEM NUMBER

ITEM NUMBER KEY

1. Had trouble scheduling courses: A, Yes C. No
2, Was able to attend campus functions: A, No C, Yes
-3

. Was unable to take part in student activitiess A, Could
not participate C. No problem

4, Instructors had trouble adapting materiali A Yes C.No
5., Classroom activities were: A, Better short period
C. Better longer period
6., Had sufficient study times A. No C. Yes
7. Class length preferred: A, 1 hour C. 1 1/2 hours
8. Able to work for money:t A. Less C. More
9. Had trouble contacting instructor/counselor: A. Yes
C. No -
10, I tike best: A, 5-day C. 4-day

Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or is
critical of the 4-day week. B response is always the in-
hetween response and is not plotted here. The C response
always favors the 4-day week. .
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

TABLE 34, STUDENTS THAT NETTHER WORK NOR ARE ON WORK-STUDY PROGRAMS
TRANSFER DIVISION

SURVEY ITEM RESPONSES
No. % Total EQ:____‘“
1. Had trouble scheduling courses bokokokok [tk ko 2 o
A, Yes 9 “Zé..., s
B Some J3 125/ >
C..No sz 1533 | <
2, Was able to attend campus functions blok okok | ok olok 2.
A. No 27 1 3z3 """~
B. Some _ 505 S~
C. Yes | 37 1 #4.2 ; S
3, Was unable to take part in student activities [lkkkk [iokiiok 2.2
A Could not participate _ _ 1Y | 482 _—
B, Some trouble _ 4 Jo. Y
C. No problem . 50 | 54/ | >
4, Instructors had trouble adapting material  [msioksk [ dokdokk 73,
A Yes % ;2.2 7
B, Some A7) 2.0 =~
C. No ' 25 éZ-_éﬁ—/ RNy
5 Classroom activities were kokokk | ok okl 722
A. Better short period 74 1 42 -
B. No difference 40 | #3.5 /"-'\
C. Better longer period g1 87 e
6. Had sufficient study time Kok | dorokokok 75/
A. No | EENIP XM —
B, Some trouble - 1299 |
C. Yes 43 | #5.7 =
7. Class length preferred _ ARk | Aok 7.3
A, 1hour _ N T2 e 72 N
B, No difference | A7 1 342 <
C. 11/2 hours _ _ /0 J0.7 .
8. Able to work for money __ foktokk| ook R0k 72 -
A. Less . A 6.5 1™~ .-
B. No difference _ 124 19,3 | L
' C  More ___ 2| 22 e
9. Had trouble contacting instructor/Counselon SHokkk]| dokkdok 23
Be Yoo S 7R 7Y A e
B Some (130 - S ~o
C. No J71.58.( I
10. Ilike bust . | dodk] ok ok 94
A, S5-day 13z 1 323 —
B. No difference Ll | RZ > ,
C. 4-day 1321 349 \
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- LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

Fig, 31, No Grede Point Averege Reported Semester Hour Programs

Technicel Division, percentage of A and C responses,

90 e B 2 ) Laad N 4 bre CERER S R B TR TS B
) . .

80 1. . .. ‘.........QTA..;.—-...;..-...?-.-..-----.— ek Rt R o A RESPONSES
o y ‘ o . (Favors 5-day

week)

..... C RESPONSES
(Favors 4-day
week)

SEE NOTE BELOW

HO>HZEMOQPE U

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
ITEM NUMBER

ITEM NUMBER KEY

1. Had trouble scheduling courses: A, Yes C, No
2, Was able to attend campus functions: A, No C, Yesr
3, Was unable to take part in student activities: A, Could
not particlpate C. No problem
4, Instructors had trouble adapting material: A Yes C.No
5. Classroom activities were: A. Better short period
C. Better longer period d
6. Had sufficlent study time: A, No C. Yes
7. Class length preferred: A, 1 hour C. 1 1/2 hours
8. Able to work fur money:t A, Less C. More
9. Had trouble contacting instructor/counselors A. Yes
C. No

10. I like best: A, 5-day C. 4-day

Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or is
critical of the 4-day week. B response {s always the in-

between response and is not plotted here. The C response
always favors the 4-day week,
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

TABLE 35,NO GRADE POINT AVERAGE REPORTED SEMESTER HOUR PROGRAMS
TECHNICAL DIVISION

-t na— —

SURVEY ITEM RESPONSES
No. % Total No,
1. Had trouble scheduling courses Rk ook 27
A, Yes [ 0.0
B Some ? g5 3 /
C.. No / ‘6/-7
2, Was able to attend campus functions Aokk Dokookk 27
A, No ;{ £9.4
B. Some : 235
C. Yeo 2_ 472/
3, Was unable to take part in student activities Pkksk [xskkk 25
A Could not participate _ / ¢.7
B, Some trouble _ { ¢/
C. No problem /3 166
4, Instructors had trouble adapting material [#kikk | kb 7
A Yes I -2 U8 It
B. Some g 1 #74 ] <
. C. No : 7 ‘//O/
5 Clasaroom activities were dokokdk | dokkkok | JLA
A, Detter short period \{7 $0.0 =
B. No difference : 343 ~
C. Better longer period 3.1 /87 .
6. Had sufficient study time Rk Rk | dokkkk oy
+ A, No é . ‘aty /
B. Some trouble 20 1 578 |
C. Yes Kl TR ~
7. Class length preferred ‘ Aodokadk | Aok ko /7
« 1 hour o g 42,4
B. No difference J 1 2%¢ <. :
C. 11/2 hours #_1_ 438 B
8. Able to work for money L tond Mk LY
" A, Less ____ EX 7R "
B, No difference /0 2.4
C More o /4.3
9. Had trouble contacting instructor/Counseloz Mokik| Hoklkokk 27 .
A, Yes _ 2 | n78
B Some ' & ] 353 1|
C. No - » 2 J’X:i —
10, Illke best , LD PAA
A, S5.day : 2.1 /15 '
B. No difference 4 J2.5]
C. 4-day g 1 ge.0

80




LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

GE 1.9 AND UNDER SEMESTER HOUR PROGRAMS TECHNICAL OIVISION

SURVEY ITEM R ESPONSES
No. % Total No,
1. Had trouble schoduling courses phkdokk | dokokkok 74
A, Yes [ 2.0
B Some e 0.0 ] ~
C..No 4 /06.0 R
2, Was able to attend campus functions Pk ok [dokdokok pa
A, No O 4.0 '
B. Some / | as.o
C:. Yes V] 75.0
3. Was unable to take part in student activities [ekkkn | ik ¥
A Could not participate _ o 1. ¢.co
B. Some trouble _ o 0.0
C. No problem 4 1 )00 0 ~ Q
4. Instructors had trouble adapting material  [rkiokk [ dokiokk “#~
A Yes ~ o 9.0 -
B. Some / 250
: C. No 21 %o
5 Classroom activities were Rk | ko bk bd
A. Better short period / 28.0 e
B. No difference Ny X e
. C. Better longer period 3 780 S~
6. Had sufficlent study time i LR ¢
A, No 2] 4.0 —
B. Some trouble ° 8.0
C. Yes 4| 260 =~
7. Class length preferred ARk | ok dokok y ol
A. 1l hour _ L ] _&8o | |
B. No difference 2| 400 -
C. 11/2 hours [ 1 25° ol >
8. Able to work for money posadubabial kobakd 4
A. Less _ V] oo | =
B. No difference J 26 0 ‘
C More ___ [ 1§ 2s.¢ =
9. Had trouble contacting inatructor/Counselod Mhkk| tkxkk &/
A, Yes _ a4 b.0 |
‘B Some {280
C. No T s 0 ~
10, I like best dookdoh] ok | Y
A, 5-day , / 25,0 4
B, No difference 0 0,0
C. 4-day 5]

Z5: 0
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

Fig., 32, Grede Point Average 2,0 = 2,9 Semester Hour Progrems

Technical Division, percentsge of A and C responses,
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SEE NOTE BELOW

MO>HZHQXE T

ITEM NUMBER

ITEM NUMBER KEY

I. Had trouble scheduling courses: A, Yes C, No

2. Was able to attend campus functions: A, No C, Yes

3, Was unable to take part in student activities: A, Could
not participate C. No problem

4, Instructors had trouble adapting material: A Yes C.No

5, Clagsroom activities were: A, Better short period
C. Better longer period |

6, Had sufficient study time: A, No C. Yes

7. Class length preferred: A, 1 hour C. 11/2 hours

8. Able to work for money: A, Less C. More

9, Had trouble contacting instructor/counselor: A. Yes
C. No

10. I like best: A, 5-day C., 4-day

Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or {s

critical of the 4-day week. B response is always the in-

between response and i{s not plotted here, The C response
always favors the 4-day week,
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE

: STUDENT EV ATl FOUR<DAY WEEK
TABLE 37, ENT EVALUATION OF FOU

GRADE POINT AVERAGE 2.0 -~ 2,9 SEMESTER HOUR PROGRAMS TECHNICAL DIVISION

SURVEY ITEM RESPONSES
: No. % Total No,
1. Had trouble scheduling courses Adokok {iok ook 7y 4
A, Yes 7 S
B Some A9 | d%.¢
C.. No 615
2, Was able to attend campus functions Aok Diokoklok /L0
A, No IL 1 3.2
B. Some 47 QR'L__
C. Yes S5 | 458
3. Was unable to take part in student activities fkwkkk [Hokdokk A¢
A Could not participate _ ' 22 | /83
B, Some trouble A2 | /83
C. No problem . 1 ¢33
4, Instructors had trouble adapting material  [rksksk Jadokdokk /2.0
A Yes % 4] -
B, Some 3 7
C. No \5‘2 zz«f
5 Classroom activities were dkokok | okodokokk /20
A. Bettor short period 73 | 359 =
B. No diiterence 6¢ | s33 e
C. Better longer period | /3 | /0. By
6. Had sufficient study time dokadokok | okdokok {28
A. No X4 Y ~
B. Some trouble fo 1 333 |
C. Yes S| v58
7. Class length preferred Aok Aok | ook /20
A. 1 hour _ JI | #5P
B. No difference Yo | 523 -
C. 11/2 hours A 20§ .
8. Able to work for money ___ abaiiol Sl /20
A. Less 1 o2 ~
B. No difference 70 | s#3
C More ___ 39 | 2.5 ==
9. Had trouble contacting instructor/Counseloy M| dkkkk /e
. A. Yes: /3.1 /00
B Some 37 | 3.¥
C. No S7.¢ ~.
10, Illke best Wk ok /L3
' A, S5-day 37 1 Jr s
B. No difference AY | 202
C. 4-day S¢ | “P7
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Fig. 33, Grede Point Average 3,0 And Up Semester Hour Progreams

Technical Division, percentage of A and C responses,
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SEX; NOTE BELOW
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00 TUR JUTSA HESE DR B 9N 1508
3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
ITEM NUMBER

ITEM NUMBER KEY

1.
2,
3.

4,
5,

6.
7
8.
9

Had trouble scheduling courses: A, Yen C. No

Was able to attend campus functions: A, No C. Yes
Was unable to take part {n student activities: A. Could
not participate C. No problem

Instructors had trouble adapting materiali A Yes C. No
Classroom activities were: A, Better short period

C. Better longer period

Had sufficient study time: A, No C, Yes

Class length preferredi A, 1 hour C, 11/2 hours
Able to work for money: A, Less C, More

Had trouble contacting instructor/counselor: A, Yes
C. No

10. I like best: A, 5-day C. 4-day

Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or {s
critical of the 4-day week. B response is always the in-
between response and is not plotted here. The C response

always favors the 4-day week.
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK
TABLE 38

GRADE POINT_AVERAGE 3.0 AND UP SEMESTER HOUR PROGRAMS TECHNICAL OIVISION

s v

SURVEY ITEM RESPONSES
No, % ] Total No,
1, Had trouble scheduling courses okokok ook e
A, Yes /0 2,3 '
B Some /7 /3‘.'/] . <
C.. No il YARY . .
2. Was able to attend campus functions okokk [k 208
A, No 221 247
B, Some ' K | 254
C. Yoo ‘ S/ k277
3, Was unable to take part in student activities pkkik |ickixk /07
. A Could not participate 20 1 (7 -
B, Some trouble /3 128
C. No problem 3.5
4. Instructors had trouble adapting material Akolok | dokokokor 707
A Yes . Vb4 /13.). -
B, Some [ Zdl Y ~
C. No 49 _
5 Classroom activities were A Rkokdk | ko 27
A, Better short period 4 3722 A el
B, No difference S/ 727 P
- C, DBetter longer period Y /3.4 o~
6. Had sufficient study time Aok | kddokok /27
A, No V7
B. Some trouble : Jo a0
C. Yes | ' 0 1 s¢/ : =
7. Class length preferred dd Bkt /oF
A. 1 hour _ S| 59,9 |
B, No difference 2 | 259 _
C. 11/2 hours | LRasT . a3 3,,;
8. Able to work for money dokokdok] kkkkk | - /2
A, Less 2 L9.5 -
B. No differsnce ' Y1 4092 |
C More Jo | 2l >
9. Had trouble contacting inatructor/Counulo Meokk | dokiokk W .
A, Yes _ . 231 A -
B Somo 2 12§
C. No - 751 704 T
10. Illke best wkdoloh] kdokdok 227
A, 5-day A7 Aht
B, No difference LY | 131
C. 4-day i &Y .5!1/
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SLUUKN'L LYALUA LIUN Ul FUUR-UAL WILED
Fige. 34, No Grade Point Aversge Reported Transfer Division,

percentsge of A and C responses,
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--=«« C RESPONSES
{Favors 4-day
week)

SEE NOTE BELOW

BO>HZEODE U

I 2 3 4 5 6 1 8 9 10
ITEM NUMBER

ITEM NUMBER KEY

1. Had trouble scheduling courses: A, Yes C. No

2. Was able to attend campus functions: A, No C, Yes

3. Was unable to take part in student activities: A. Could
not participate C. No problem

4, Instructors had trouble adapting materiali A Yes C.No

5, Classroom activities weret A, Better short period
C. Better longer period

6. Had sufficient study timet A, No C. Yes

7. Class length preferred: A, | hour C, 1 1/2 hours

8, Able to work for money: A, Less C. More

9. Had trouble contacting instructor/counselor: A, Yes
C. No

10, I like best: A, 5-day C. 4-day

Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or is
critical of the 4-day week, B response is always the in-

between response and is not plotted here. The C response
always favors the 4-day week.
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

TABLLE 39. NO GRADF POINT AVERAGE REPORTED TRANSFER DIVISION ..

——— -
—

SURVEY ITEM RESPONSES
No. % Total No,

1. Had trouble scheduling courses Bokokkk |okkokok lo

A, Yes 2 4/;:?‘:__‘ el

B Some 17 ) =

C.. No 7 ﬁ]‘j " e
2., Was able to attend campus functions ookl | ook

A- No -f 33-3 ' /

B. Some _ . AR >

C. Yes 3 | 2001~ >
3, Was unable to take part in student activities pekkkx | dkkik 4. ..

A Could not participate _ 5 3.2

B. Some trouble _ Y 1 250 ]

C. No problem 7 143 - >
4, Instructors had trouble adapting material ek {okdokok /é

A Yes [ % _ o

B, Some z 4 B

C. No ‘ I $0.0 / >
5 Classroom activities were _ Aok | dokkokk W S

A, Better short period 4 $2.0 _ /

B. No difference 4.1 2480 N

C. Better longer period 3 ALH L~ I
6. Had sufficlent study time Akdolok | sokoolok /%

A. No 2 lol 4 i

B. Some trouble ' raR RN

C. Yes ~ ¢4 1 873 -
7. Class length preferred . okl Bkt A5 —

A. 1 hour . : Z. L.t

B. No difference 7 &%Eé_ ™~ <

C. 11/2 hours / SN
8. Able to work for money Rk dokkokk /3

A. Less / Lo~ .

B. No difference _ pA éé: R

C More ___ ¥ | 2 >
9, Had trouble contacting instructor/Counselog Mikk| Hokkikk pr

A, Yes _ - f/ -%33-_4 ~

B Some ) 2. >

C. No | . g 53,3 —~ ~
10. I1llke best iy doolokk]  Adolokk /% —

A. S-day . ‘ ' 7 1 #2494 L

B. No difference . 2 | /4 4] U

C. 4-day Z. 1 43 e
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

TABLE 40, GRADE POINT AVERAGE 1.9 AND UNDER TRANSFER DIVISION

SURVEY ITEM RESPONSES
— No, % Total No,
1. Had trouble scheduling courses bk ootk ok &/ —
A. Yes ¢ 8o |
B Some J) 0.0 i
C..No ' Y V90,0 | .-~ o,
2, Was able to attend campus functions okl ok ook . 4/ L
A. No . / ) /
B, Some ) 6,0 /'\
C. Yesn 3 P4 ~
3, Was unable to take part in student activities Pkkkik |dokokokk #
A Could not participate _ 9 6,0
B. Some trouble _ : o 0.0
C. No problem 4 /00.0
4, Instructors had trouble adapting material  {Riokik | kioksk 4
: A Yes 3 X E -
B, Some ~ 750 R
C. No / asol >~
5 Classroom activities were dokkkok | dokdokk L SO
A, Better short period o2 5.0 .
B. No difference 2 50,0 R
C. Better longer period 0 0,0 -~ e
6, Had sufficient study time okdokk | sokdok K o
A, No {1 age> 7
B, Some trouble J 2£.0.)
C. Yes 0 0.4 P,
7. Class length preferred _ Aok ok *s;** A
A. 1 hour 2 g0 |
B. No difference 2 So.o ™~ e
C. 1 1/2 hours o ©.0 s
8. Able to work for money - Aok ] Rk 7 —
A. Less _ o 0.0 -, 7
B, No difference _ 3 Z5.0 i
C More / 5P i,
9. Had trouble contacting instructoz/Counselof #¥x#] skikk Y
A. Yes : / 25.0] -
B Some ' / 450 ] e
C. No 2. S -~ \\_;\__
10. 1 1like best ] DL .
A. 5-day 2 s0g =
B. No difference /| 5.0 C
C. 4-day _ / 5.0 T~
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Flg. 35, Grede Po(nt Average 2,0 « 2,9 Trensfer Division,

percentage of A and C responses,
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X - |

2 TR e T 89 10
ITEM NUMBER

ITEM NUMBER KEY

1, Had trouble scheduling courses: A, Yes C. No

2, Was able to attend campus functions: A, No C. Yes

3, Was unable to take part in student activitiess A, Could
not participate C. No problem

4, Instructors had trouble adapting materialt A Yes C. No

5. Classroom activitles were: A. Better short period
C. Better longer period

6. Had sufficient study time: A. No C, Yes

7, Class length preferredi A, 1 hour C. 11/2 hours

8. Able to work for money: A. Less C, More

9. Had trouble contacting Instructor/counselor: A. Yes
C. No

10, I like best: A, 5-day C, 4-day

Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or s

critical of the 4-day week, B response is always the in-

between response and s not plotted here, The C response
always favors the 4-day week,
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"LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

TABLE 41, GRADE POINT AVERAGE 2.0 - 2.9 TRANSFER DIVISION

g

SURVEY ITEM RESPONSES
No. % Total No,
1. Had trouble scheduling courses bk dojojok ok ook A5 o2 ——
A, Yes’ ‘ /2 ‘Z}f“_ i
B Some 5" | 34 .
2, W C“bb:o d f *71* k{é'l”ﬁ = 470 -
. ay able to attend campus functions Kk e et ek 4 —
A, No 3 ___32-/ ~. /
B. Some _ 3¥ 22 p S~ ‘
C. Yes 39 | bo 7| ..
3, Was unable to take part in student activities pokiokk [Hoiokkk /30
A Could not participate _ | S5
B. Some trouble _ J2 | 2 _
C. No problem ¥ X >
4, [Instructors had trouble adapting materfal  prsiokk jlokiork A2
A Yes 20 | /522 -
B. Some S7 1432 -
C. No . XA 7Y
5 Classroom activities were ook | dololokok X7
A. Better short period S3_VH}lL ~
B. No difference 3¢ |44 /'-""\\
C. Better longer period 2 /5.5 - —_—
6. Had sufficient study time soiokdok | ootk J 2
A. No .@_Q‘z%j_* T
B, Some trouble % g
C. Yes S¢ | HH —
7. Class length preferred o ook k | ookl 15 L
A. 1 hour _ &y {f&j’ » -"\\ =
B. No difference ¥3 1226 | e
C. 11/2 hours _ 26 1/8.9 I
~ 8. Able to work for money ool kbl § /37
A, Less ___ . 23 _| /26 1 T~ -
B. No difference _ 1.&e V6l /__ | PRy
C More __ 28 1243 i
9. Had trouble contacting instructor/Counselog #Mkkk| Hdokkk /3 /
A, Yes - Z X __‘ —~
B Some 37 Q-é,i___ T
C. No _ oS 149 |- o T
10, 1 like best ook okl A7E
A, 5-day yL_ﬁfZ___ . /
B. No difference Jo 2‘24.7‘_*_ N
C. 4-day S 142.4 S
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

Flg. 36, Grede Point Average 3,0 And Up Trensfer Divislon,

‘ percentage of A end C responses,
90 |.. R DR B P SO S § .

—_ A RESPONSES

(Favors 5-day
P 70 SRIEL FECTEIRN PR RIPIR) PISNUPUINY SPEpUTY Saunn Inusu SRR SIS .L.T w°ek)
E i
R g0 .| .. o Sl Sl et ey | R B S = [ C RESPONSES
¢ ' (Favors 4-day
E aa EiRanl St £ SR RIETS PRese |6 O week)
N | I\ |
T ».*_. SR |, N O O O W SEE NOTE BELOW
3 AL \\ | /
E TN ‘ 1 */t
A 3 "" h "“ M

ITEM NUMBER

ITEM NUMBER KEY

1. Had trouble scheduling courses: A, Yes C. No

4, Wasg able to attend campus functions: A, No C. Yes

3., Was unable to take part in student activities: A, Could
not participate C. No problem

4. Instructors had trouble adapting material . Yes C. No

5. Classroom activities were: A, Better shust period
C. Better longer period

6. Had sufficlent study time: A, No C, Yes

7. Class length preferred: A, 1 hour C., 1 1/2 hours

8. Able to work for money: A. Less C. More

9. Had trouble contacting instructor/counselor: A, Yes
C. No

10. I like best: A, 5-day C. 4-day

Note: The A response always favors the 5-aay week or {s
critical of the 4-day week. B response is always the in-

. between response and is not plotted here. The C response
always favors the 4-day week,
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

TABLE 42.GRADE POINT AVERAGE 3.0 AND UP TRANSFER DIVISION

- oy

SURVEY ITEM RESPONSES
No. | % Total No,
1. Had trouble scheduling courses phok dokor Plokolook g: —
A. Yes 7 &2 L
B Some 37 [40.0 P Z
C.. No Yy 1508 \-Z o
2. Was able to attend campus functions oAk ok [ ek g
A. No I I 7 2 N
B. Some _ 22 122,/ ~
C. Yes . Q?L}/ ‘27'y S
3. Was unable to take part in student activities priiokk |rkiniok §3
A Could not participata _ Ll | R5.3 |
B. Some trouble 27 137
C. No problem J3 139
4. Inetructors had trouble adapting material [|#dikk | fokiork 75 .
A Yes . /3 MZ - -
B. Some . ¥3 | S06 IR
C. No .. 29 139 ) 1~
5 Classroom activities were RS ioliokohall Mk ot 2t
A. Better short period 37 | %5 | - T
B. No difference I Tusa P
C. Better longer period _ 4 23 |- —
6. Had sufficient study time Adobokok [okdonk P
A. No _ Rf_1 282 T
B. Some trouble . | 3.9
C. Yes AR, _
7. Class length preferred — Ak | Atk FA A
A. 1 hour _ e IH 1 636 | -
B. No difference A¢ | 8.2 )
C. 11/2 hours _ 71 82 “
8. Able to work for money Lotk ook g3 .
A. Less _ A4 L2 128 T~ "
B. No difference _____ 157 174/ o
C More ___ — yz j}’.-ff e
9. Had trouble c-Bntactlng instructor/Counseloy #okdok] sokickk S -
A. Yes _ ’ (2 14/ "
B Some &_L_&&Q_ﬁ-
C. No — e - .5‘7.] o
10, Ilike best ,**;E’r* Aok K 5
A. S-day AR —
B. No difference . Rl _|AY T >
C. 4-day oQZ. _.31_-[’ .
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

TABLE 43, ITEM 11, CLOCK-HOUR PROGRAMS TECHNICAL DIVISION

»

11, Assume clock-hour students remained on a four-day week
and semester-hour students returned to a f ive-day week,
would this cause any special problem for you? If 'yes'"
mark A and explain on the back of this sheet:

NUMBER %
A.yes, serious problems 0 0
B, not much difference for me 6 11,76
C: no problem 45 88.23
Total number of responses 51
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. LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
' STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

TABIE 44, STUDENTS THAT WORK FULL-TIME ON FRIDAY,
NUMBER AND DISTRIBUTION BY GRADE-POINT AVERAGE (GPA)

- ” - g -
. naren ) ) Sy 43 Sl s § St ) p S,

DIVISIOM G.P. A, NUMBER % OF
SCHOOL TOTAL

~

Technical :
Semester-hour not reported 3 1,56
1.9 and lower 0
2,0 -2.9 33 17.19
3.0 and vp 33 17.19
Clock-hour total 40 20,83
‘ Technical total 109 56,77
Transfer
not repurted 8 4,17
1,9 and lower 1 « 52
2,0-2.9 49 25,52
3,0 and up 25 13,02
Transfer total 83 43,23

School total 192 100, 00

Caraay

o~ — —r—

Note: The school total of 192 is 35 per cent of the total sample.
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR=DAY LEEHK

STUDENT COMMENTS

ves, this has baan a problam for me; becauss I can't gat hare on
Friday. No way to gat hare! (Cosmetology, Tuasdoy to friday schedule)

1 prafer the five day week, becauan we can get more hours in and
finish sooner,

The longar the day is that much more wovk gets dons.

NO comments!

why don't you OPEN THE PARKING LOT!? vou built it when you don't
nged it--so open it, -

This survey is stupid due to the fact that anything that stu-
dents say is regarded as irrelsvant and doesn't matter anyuay,

when tha students esre regarded @s people who have soma rational
Judgement, and not &8s high school freshman, than theas questionnaires
can be useful and not just a useful waste of paper,

——_n

I miss the school functions and things like that because T live a

long way away, T llke tha 4-day week., T get mors other things done
on the extra day off,

I enjoy camping, hiking, fishing, etc., that is one of the reasons I'm
in the Forestry program, because of the out-of-doors. This gives me
more time to get ocutside,

1. Arranging work-study hours,
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gpeclal problam; The Leday wask takns mora of my time and I am unable
to work 8 part-time job at night on the week days becausa af the longer

daya. It is very hard to find a job whera you can work from 6 to 9 p.m,
'r and still havae time to study,

———

Less gan for bLe-day week]

Any troubile 1 have encountered is due to the newness of tha Leday
week and could bm corrected without much trouble,

T didn't enjoy having long weekends with no accnss to school Facilities
that 1 neaded for study. 1 did like thes longer classas bacause yau
waeren't as pushed to get your materials in working order and you had
time to work end get a sufficient amount accomplished while had your
mind on {it.

Although the four-day week plan is an advantage for some students, it
is not so for othera, priday might be a great day for an added ueok-
end vacation and it might meet some of ths studaents requirements for
getting the school kinks out of thelr bones. But, it is no "picnict
: for the rest of us. The longer hours do not make rlassas rasier on
. you., On the contrary, it makes it harder. Time is apent more in
classes and lass in tha tibrary, whare students have the thance to
study. LRC has reported that there has been less students in the
library this semester than thera havae been last semaster, This
brings the study rate an all time drastic low. I am not kicking

your 4-day waek plan, but would you pleases go wbug"someone else?

Many of my frionds must stay an extra samester to teke one or tuo
courses that were sither dropped because of the 4L-day week or the

individual could not fit them into their schedule because of the
four-day wank,

I wouldn't mind the four-day week if I had more time on my hands,
-=Thank yau.

In the fall term of '74 1 will be carrying an increased load of 19
hours in tha science and math firld., I feel that a four-day waek
will be axtremsly detrimental to my gradas.

I 5 e —————————y
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some teachers do not prepare enough to covar a lengthy class within
the fPour~day wark., Student attentiveness, I fsael, has dropped,

nnly problem is o 4~hour drafting and surveying course ons day A waak
-«-ghould be two 2-hour sessions,

1t anams to ma that the 1Ya~hour class is better for me becauss I get

warmad up and can ?at a bettar picture of the lessone--more undsrstands
ing., Also, more time to study.

1 lika the 4-day wask. T hope that LcGn doss not go back on the 5-day
waek ,

I sure spand a lot of time in class each day.

The schedule is much tougher for the forestry student. (Carriss
a heavier load) 1nstructors had allow extra time to anable us to pra-
pare ourselves for labs and lunch,

1t's very tough to sit through %3" one and one~half hour classas

nvery morning from 8:30 to 12:50 and get the full banefits from cless
lecturas.,

Lack of student activity,

Tha labs are hard to attend when the schedules are packed. The sctivi-
tirs on campus, or the activities during the day I usually miss. The
b«day week contributes to more night classes; therefors it would be
hard to hold a job at night,

The 3-day weekends, I llke; and I presume the school saves funl.

One bad point about the four-day week is that a very light load of
semaster hours seems like a very heavy load., Last semastar I was
taking 20 semester hours and this semester I can only monage 14,
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well, obviously, the Four-day waek is going to be tough for thosn
propln like me who have to carry 19 or more hours, I do admit that
the person who commutos or lives in the dorm and lives close to home,
golng home avery weskend excluding the fact that soma of them have to
carry more than 16 hours find it plessing since thay hava an axtra
day for leisurn. pAut even with a person who carrins 16 hours or

so finds it rough becousa that is a lot of matarial to cram into your
haad in Just 4 days, aspacially for the psople who arn in general
courses bacause svarything is different and can get to ba nerve-rack-
ing with too much on your mind. T can almast bnt my worth, that tha
grade point average from last samastsr will surpass this samester's
average by at lease 1/3 of a letter grade and aven more.

1 have heard somes professors come up with ideas why you should
continue the four-day week that were quite stabls on thelir point of
viaw but 1 have heard others talk of "damn" good stable reasong why
it should not be continued for the good of the students, which it is
really for, isn't it?

I've had trouble, because I've had a lot more work to do in a lot

lasa study Lime at home. (I have less time to study, because I get
home two Lo three hours later this semastsr, baecause of b~day weak,)
Also, whnn I needed to see my advisor or my instructor I couldn't,
because T have class almost all day and when 1 did have tims thay had
a class or thay ere gona, (puring their office hours 1 had cless most
of the time.) vyary few times would T get to talk to them.

I feal the 4-day week is academically unsound because it Forces a
astudant to cram his studies,

Tha 4-day wnek has left me less tine to study, fewer (no) braaks
botween classes and I'm so tired on Friday that I sleep all day. I
fael thn 4-day week is hard on students and tsachers.

Glass 1langth is not the issue. Four days with class crammed to-
gethor isg <

I voted for tha 4eday week in fall of 1973, after experiencing
it, 1 vote strongl! against such a plan in an educational {nstitution.
fRoasons; ‘
(1) €xtracurricula activities provided at Lcge for students (dorm &

commuter) were few enough in the fall., In the spring with the beday

woek these activites are practically non-sxistenti! (excluding sport-
ing rvents)
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(2) Library hours have bren shortened--st tha rost of tha students
who use the facility, 1If the aenergy shortesge bacomes so bad that

8 4.doy waek is absolutely nacassary, let's find somathing construc-
tive and/or entertaining to do with the three days off. pon't lmt
recrpationél or entertainment activities disappesr as thay have ut
LCCC.

bue to the 4Oday week, tha time blocks that my classes ara in madn

it impossible for me to continue my praovious job., I had to find
another job and take a considerable pay cut. If 1 had been just o
regular student, full time, I really wouldn't have minded the 4=day
weak, fut due to working Pull time and being married with a son, the
t-day week caused considerable praoblems. For ths overall student, I
would say tha four-day week is finas,

I think the four-day week is great!

I think that slnce 1'll be going to Florida next yesr that this could
cause mg soms trouble in adjusting back to a Se-tiay week. Also, I think
that if the school is saving & lot of money running for four days that
the savings should be passed on to the student's tultion costs,

I like the b-day week because I have found me a job on Fridaye--which
assists me with my education., Let's kesp the 4eday week)

I am taking business courses, whlch require the uss af the machinas
autside of class. I have to work 15 hours weekly, After class and
15 hours of work, I h&d@ @nly an hour or so a day left and tharas wnre
clesses in the Business puilding using the machines, On the weekend ,
1 could do nothing because I have no typewriter and no calculator.
This caused much distress., Also, after spending 8-10 hours at achool,
I was exhausted, It would be better to have 5 days to spread out the
work, classes, and lab-time,

1 have really enjoyed having Friday off, but I would much rather attand
school five days. The classes are so long, that when I do get out, I
ran hardly make it through the naxt class, Also, 1 miss the activity
period a lot,
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1 aunjoy thea oxtra day off but the classas are just toa long and
oinca I had to schedule 3 classes in ¢ row on Tuasddy ond Thurs-
day. 1'm vary tired at the and of thnr day,

f like the four-daoy wask bettar than the five-day, The four-day
waek glves you a longer wenk and,

gan't answer truthfully about being able to attend the compus
functions, brcause thera hasn't been much function and what 1little
rpally wasn't to my taste, :

The four-day week 1s lousy in that I don't have enough time for
everything. Typing, office procedures, and office machinas ree
nuire outside work if you arm planning on passing the course. These
can anly ba daone in the business bullding, uwhbere thers arms typn-
writers, calculators, astc, And this bullding is locked on weekends.
puring the 4-day wenk, classns and trying to keep Mrs, Turner caught
up with her papers, (york Study) takes up my time, 1, also think it

‘was a pratty cheap trick saying we voted for it when the student body
didn't,

The nature of my classes this semaster adapt well to the four-day

waek, as they ara largely literature related courses, Houwaver, it dons
put a hamper on theatre as some peaple who would otherwiss bs ine
volved must work during rehsrsael pariods,

Clossas such as p,g, and Art are the only ones I find the longer
period advantagsous.

Trying to gat 19 courss hours and 11 work study hours into & days is
a lot of trouble,

My anly traouble was that [ have taken too many hours (18) for 'a beday
week and bacause of it have less study™and work time, fut I love
having a 3-day weskend}} :
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In my opinion, some of the mora impartint disadvantngns of thn badny

week is that tha hour snd o half clsss is harmful to tha instructionnl
valun of cartaln coursns.

D e e s

Tha foureday wark toused a grest decransa in my internst in achool,

{n the four school duys there was too much to do and not anough timn
0 do it,

1 didn't ottand Lake ity nommunity pollege this fall snmnster, but
was anrolled alsewhars, The school I attended was on a five-day
weak; however, I can't amem to notice any differance in my grades
whother on Pour-day or fiva-day schedula,

Tho only thing 1 have against it 1s the teachers don't smem to be
abla to fill ths extra clsas time with work or etc, profitable to usy

I huve 8 hard time scheduling my tutoring hours and I had only ona
way to schedule my classes, which included a night class, (1 don't
care for night classss,)

Necause of working full time, the 4-dsy week halped me get my
studying in,

ves instructors had trouble adapting instructionnl moterials and
lactures to longer class pariods, except with or. yisley.

I have no car, otherwise, I would drive to Atlanta avary waek-snd,
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENT EVALUATION OF THE EXPERIMENTAL FOUR=DAY LEEN ;

. meex ®

Form 1
1natruc€10n0| Please writs or cirdle tho desired responsas in the aspace
. provided on the right msrgin,
'_} R« uhigh divieion ere you enrollen In? Transfer or Tachnicel?y Ae
\ .
8. what ie your major or program? an degres students with no
speaific mejor, use, "genersl Coursa®, g§tudante not worke :0
ing itowerd s degras or certificate urite, aynclassifiedr, e
c. if VoU are in a college wark-study pragran, writs “uorke ¢
atudy* in ths blank,  ———
0+ 1f you have 8 Job you work at for monay other then collage 0
work-study, full or part tima, write "wark® in tha blank, ¥
€+ 0O you work Par money full time on Friday now? lrite vyean £
or ":m" 1" thﬁ blank. ' * e tmap————
F« uwhat is your bast metimete of your cumulative grade-point
aversge et tho mnd of the fall semester? Use numbers, for Fo
Bxamlal 2.1' 207' 3.0, atr,
..ﬂl'lﬂl-ﬂllll.l;-.-n.III.II..'II..IIIIII.I

l. 1 wes unable to schedule courses 1 neaded or have had to
drop courses eseantiolly becauss of the four~day waek: P
(A)yae, unuworkable; (g)some trouble; (7)no problem,

2+ Hevd you been eble to attend the campus functions you wishe
ad to attend thie term? (A)nd, very few; (g)eoma; (C)yes,

~N
>

3. pueto the four-dsy week I have been unable to teke part in
stugent activities that require extended perlods of tima,
for sxample, studant government, playa, club activities, Jo A
etcs  (A)yes, problems end unabla to perticipate; (g)some
trouble; (cyno, no problem,

4. po iou feel your instructore had troubla adepiing instruc-
) - tlonal meterisls and lectures to langer class parioda? e A
‘v , (R)y¥ns, a lot of trouble; (8)perhaps sama trouble; (c)no.

5. 1a it your estimate that clossroom activities; (A)ware
better when class periods wers shorter; (a)not much diff. 5. A
erent; (G)have been improvad dus to longer clsea periods,

6. Have you been able to erranga sufficlent otudx time (pre-
peration for clesses) at the tims you naedad it this term? 6. A

(A)no, & lot of trouble; (a)soms troubls; (r)yas,

7. 1 prefer a cless longth of: (A)one hour; (g)nat much 7. A
diffarence for ms; (GC)one and one-half houre, i

8. gecausa of the four-day week 1 hava been sble to work for
money: (R)less; (8)no difference or I do not work; (C)more,

[+-3

« A

9. Hova you hed any trauble cantacting sn {natructor outside
of claes, edvisor or counsslor that might be attributed to 9. A
tha ‘four-day weak schedula? (A)yes, axesparating troubla; *

(B)some trouble; (C)mo trouble,

10, considering evarything 1 like: (A)8 S-day week schedule
batter; (@)it doeen't make much differsnce for me; (G)a 4~ 10. g
day wesk schedule bstter,

If you trave had soma spacisl problem or have notad some ad-

vantags or disadventage to the four-dey wesk or Juet havs 8

commant, write it on back of shest, gtudents that mias this
aurvey may piek up coples from Mr. Herdman or Mr, Hunter,

SIGNATURE ;

.

.
-
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STUDENT LVALUATION OF TIE EXPERTIMENTAL FOURDAY WEEH
Farin 11

|nntruntlénn: {1lonse write or olrcle thae desired raaponses in Lhe

. aupace provided on the right margin,
A, Which. divislon ase you enrallud §in?

Re what brogram dre you enrnlled in?

C. 1If yop are in a rollege work-atudy progrem, write "worke-
gtudy? in tha blunk,

0, If you hove @ Job you work at for monay other than collagm
work-study, Ffull or part time, write wworkt in tha blank,

\
£+ DO you work for monay full timn on friday now?  rite vyeav
or "no% {n the blank,

£+ hat ‘ia your best satimate of your cumulative Bvarage
gredd at thn and of the Pall somnster. yso onm latter:
A 80 Cy Dy OF Fo

N & ¥y O PR E N R RSP NN RN D N2 8 AR SR N TS R MW N
.

1, I was unuble to schadule caurnes 1 needaed or hava had to
drop coursns essanticlly bacauss of the four-day week;
(R)yde, unworkable; (A)soms trouble: (g)no problem,

2, Havu;you been able to ottend the campus functions you
wishad to sttend thie term? (A)no, very few: (f1)soms;
(G)yas,

3. pun ta the four-day wwek I have been unable to tuke part
in atudent activities Lhat raquire extended periods of
Limn; for example, student govarnmant, plays, club acti-
vitiss, etc.; (A)yss, problems and unable to participats;
(R)sdma trouble; (C)no, no problenm,

4, po véu foel your inetructors had troubls adapting instruce
tionaL materinls and lectures to longaer cless perioda?
(A)ysn, a lot of trouble; (g)perhaps soma traudble; (C)no,

5. 18 ii your patimate that classroom activitiea; (A)warn
batter when cleas parlods ware shorter; (g)not much diffe
erunt; (Q)huvn been improved duea to langar class periods,

6. Hava'you been able to arrange sufficlent study time (pre-
pagation For claases) at the time you needed it this tarm?
(A)no, n lot of trouble; (3)eome trouhle; (r)yes.

7. 1 prefer u cless langth of; (A)3 hours A,M, and 3 hours PM.;

(R)nat mush differsnce for mn; (C)34 hours A,M, and & hours
PM,

B. pArcause of the four-day ukek 1 have besn sbls to work for
monay; (A)lesa; (AYno difference or 1 do not work; (C)more.

9. 1iave, you hod any trouble contasting an instructor outsid-
of class, advisor or counsalor that might be attributed
Lo the four-day ueek schedula? (A)yes, axasperating
trouble; (g)asomn trouble; (C)no trouble,

10. ronsidering evarything I like: (A)n S-day weak nchadulnm

A,
Nl

Ge

D

Ee

Fa

1,

2,

3.

4.

5.

G.

7.

B,

9.

hatter; (n)it domsn't make mush diffarence for ma; (C)8 10,

4-dey work acheduls better, :

11, nssuhe clock-hour students remafned on 3 Four-day wrek
and semssier-hour students returand to a flveeday week,

would this cause any special problem for you? 1If "yasn 11,

mark- 4 and mxplain oan tho back of this sheet; (a)yes,

sarinGs nroblems; (A)not much difference Par me; (G)na
prablem,

If you have had some special problem or have noted so~= fAde
vontage or disadvantage to the four-day wiek or just hiye o
comment,. urite it on back of shaat. studants that miss this
gurvey miy plck up coplns from Mr. Hardman or Mr. Huntaer, -

SIGNATURE -
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PART TWO
. EVALUATION BY DIVISION DEANS




* SUMMARY OF EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK BY DEANS,
PROGRAM ‘DIRECTORS, DEPARTMENT HEADS AND STUDENT SERVICES PERSOMNEL

METHOD

Division deans, program directors, department heads and student
service personnel were asked to evaluats the four-day week. The spe-
ciflc request was, ''Please give me a narrative evaluation and your
opinions of the four-day week., Suggestions: advantages staff
attltudes. problems, solutions, impressions etc.

Evalqatlons were received from 31 of the thlrty- two requested.
In most Instances the department heads and program chairmen evaluations
represent .a poaling of the oplnions of the people In the department
or program. These evaluations were then gone through and advantages,

~disadvantages or problems and suggestions or solutions written on

cards, Dupllcations were sorted out and the list of major points made,
This procedure will have a tendency to eliminate shades of meaning
and will Include only most of the ltems in the Individual evaluations.

. *
.

RESULTS

The following sections list the exfracted advantages, problems
and suggestions. It will be noted that many ltems listed under advan-
tages are-also listed under disadvantages or problems. These differences
come from different people in different situations,

| ADVANTAGES

1. Faculty liked the long weel.-end

2. Students liked the long week-end.

3. Energy saved.

L, College open to the public longer Monday through Thursday.

5. More outside work hours available for students.

6. Reduction of overload of students

7. Student contact better,

8. Course scheduling was easier.

9. Permits additional time in activity courses to develop skills,
10. Permits short courses on Friday.

1. Days were long enough to get around to all SIE students.

12, Four to flve thirty generally free for preparation, etc.

13. An extra full day for study.

14. Savés time for commuters.

15. Athletic contests scheduled for Friday or a week-end less

of a problem,

16. Gives self-motivating students time for off-campus activities.
17. Longer periods enable better use of films, etc.

18. Lab use better.

19. Professional meetings usually held on week ends and less of

a'problem,

20. Reglstration and scheduling seemed easier - less time requlred.
2]. Long hours allowed for a continuity of thought and actlon.
22, Fewer schedule changes,
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DISADVANTAGES OR PROBLEMS:

2,
3.
lh
5.
6.
7-
8.

9.
10.

IR
12,
13,
14,
15.
16.

17.
'8'

. 19..

20,

21,
22,
23,
21"
25,
26,
27.
28,
29,
30,
3.
32,
33-
34,
35,
36.

37.
38,
39,
0.
W,

Reduced student activity tims (This was one of the most
frequently mentioned ltems.)

Fewer students could construct schedules for a |imited number
oflda s. (A tabulation not reported in this study supports
th S, '
§$.6.A. has had serfous difficulties in scheduling meetings.
(This may be partly solved by schedullng the students con-
cerned Into a course SOP 111 Human Relations Leadership.)
Finglnd student tutors with free time was difficult.,
Heavlier schedule when on campus made [t more dlfflcult to
contact students,

Administration building closed on Friday. Friday visitors
and potentfal students could not secure help,

Boredom effecting dorm students and disruption of mail, food
and health services.

Students unable to use learning labs and LRC due to more
classes per day.

People not as alert the last hours of the day.

0f f-campus professlional meetings held the first of the week
more of a problem,

Two hours less work per week for some employees,

Discusslon classes with a four-day break almost Impossible,
Continulty poorer In two-day per week classes.

Hard for work-study students to schedule work hours.

Lab., schedulling more difficult. ‘

Greater stress and fatigue. (This was one of the most fre-
quently mentlioned Items.)

Good students overworked,

Class perlods excessively long for lectures,

Any outslde of class actlvity was difflcult to schedule.
Skills that require more concentrated practice are more
effectively learned In shorter periods.

Early and late hours dificult to use.

Students have a heavier class load per day.

Security for college property was less on Friday.

Some employees had to work a flve-day week.

Instructors had difficulty getting to off-campus classes
both c¢lasses they were taking and Instructors for.

The four-day week Is not in phase with the community.
Students do not use the extra day for study.

Hospital time for nursing students difficult to schedule.
Lab time cut chort,

Less time for field trips. :

Less flexibility in programming classes.

Trouble getting up so early In the morning.

Seminars were hard to schedule,

Danger In coming to work so early.

First hour wasted - soctatl hour. }

No personal transactions possible on work days. Stores
closed, etc., .

Night classes made excessively long hours.
Proportionately more time in class and less for preparation.

Less time for Individual student contact.

No time for faculty inservice tralning,
Transportation to work problems.
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Il SUGGESTIONS

1.
2,
3.
l'.

Use shortar class periods.

Use more flexibility in hours on campus.

Use Friday for labs,

Use car pools for protection

Schedule hours for conferences with students,

Use four-day week for students and flve-day week for Instruc~

ttors In clock~hour programs,

Return to flve-day week,

"Cut the number of contact hours.,

Uevelop the use of physical faclllities seven days a week,
More constant contact with students needed, for example,
three courses meeting flve days per week on a modified

‘quarter system,

Establish a break in the class schedule around mid-day.

Provide time for activities for soclal as well as educational
development.

109



LAKE OLTY COMUNITY COLLEGE
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK
DIVISION DEANS

OFFIOE OF BUSINESS SERVICES
Maxine Spariman

The majority of the employees working in this department are in
favor of the four-day week, Of the twelve employed, nine are in favor
of, two are not in favor of, and one is neutral, . .

As far as this department is concerned, the only advantages were
ccnsorvation of energy such as gasoline, fuel oil and electriolty, a
shorter work week, and an additional day off from work for employees,

The disadvantages found with the four-day week can be categorized
by disadvantages related to the college and those related to the employees,
The disadvantages relating directly to college funotions are as follows:

(1) Due to certain buildings having to remain open, some employess
had to remain on a five-day week, Having varied work sche-
dules oreated payroll and leave prcblems for the business offioes.

(2) Due to hours established for the four-day week, there were two
less work hours per week for each employee.

(3) Due to so few employees being on campus on Friday, there was
a minimum amount of security of college property and grounds
on that day, While no particular problems developed as a re-
sult of this, the possibility for problems was greater. '

(4) Duo to having a compulsory Food Service plan for dormitory
resident students, the cafeteria had to remain open on Fridays.

This procedure was a disadvantage to some dormitory students
and an advantage to others,

The disadvantages relating diréctly to the individual employees are
as follows:

(1) Several employees had baby sitter problems,

(2) Cne employee had a non-driving rider on a different werk
schedule,

(3) Some employces felt daily hours were too long for maximum
productivity,
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
EVALUATION OF FOUR=-DAY WEEK
DIVISION DEANS

DEAN OF STUDENT SERVICES
Raymond R, Sessions

The four-day week éppears to have been an interesting and
valuable experiment,

The obvlous concluslon is that the majority of students and
faculty liked 1t. The assumption would be that this indicates
they 1tke (t better than the flve-day week. Thls assumptlon,
1ike the concluslon, |s probably accurate. However we interpret
the results of the survey of oplnlons, etc., we must, | belleve,
recognize the considerable number of persons who , for various
reasons, prefer a system different from the majority.

Lf for. no other reason than the need to keep enroliment up,
these persons, faculty and students, must be glven proper consid-
eratlon. Fortunately, It now appears we will have a cholce whereas

for a period It appeared that fuel shortages would make preferences
almost irrelevant, ‘

One other observation Is Important, | bellieve, before my
conclusion Is drawn. It [s that whatever persons may say about
the ease or discomfort of the four-day week, the record needs
to show that many who expressed distaste for the change were ex-
pressing, perhaps unknowingly, an opinlon about 'change'. It
Is one thing to be on a four-day week, it Is another to change
abruptly to a four-day week. The mixed up work schedules, the
increased work of designing a neu system, the accldental colnci-
dentals of daylight savings time and foggy mornings all had some
negative Impact on the opinlons of those trying to evaluate the
""four-day week'. These types of things will occur in such a change
regardless of the efforts of all involved to plan ahead.

Our own President s fond of saying that ''we can teach it
round or flat'"., My feelings of the four-day week are much like
that. However, | strongly believe that the best way |s nelther
a four-day or a five~day week. | conclude that we should give
further study of managing this institution to the needs of the
people we serve. '""Different strokes for different folks." Some
should perhaps operate on a four-day system, some on a five-day,
and some on some other arrangement. Probably the college needs
to remain open long hours most of the week. It wil) be a "mess"
in some ways to administer but that Is where the future is. My
compliments to the President, the faculty, staff and students
for their cooperation In this experiment,
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2.

3.
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- LAKE CITY COMUNITY COLLEQE
BVALUATION OF THE FOUR-DAY WEEK BY
DIVISION DEANS

" TECHNICAL DIVISION
Herbert Attaway

Advaxitagea of the four-day week:

a,

b,

Certain students, most Clock-hour and Semester-hour students who“
mist work to go to school, appear to favor L-day week,

Olock-hour teachers like the Sth day to do paper work of all
kinds, sto, (This 1s the present L-day student and S-day
teacher week for Clock-hour Programs),

Diéadvanta.ges of the four-day week:

a,

‘b,

Cortain gsemester-hour students, mirges for example, feel B
preassed--t0o mich material crammed into a shorter time span.:

Some Jemester-hour teachers, other than mwrses, feel that
time pressure 1is too great, even though a number of their stu-
dents appear to like the L-day week,

Problems oreated by the four-day week:

a,

b,

No time for inservice training, courses on how to teach or to
prepure performance objectives, course syllabi, etc, In~
service training did not exist in Technical Division in Spring
semestor 1973-74.

Not as muoh time for teacher-student counseling--students and
teachers absorbed with direct class activities.

Estimate of staff attitude toward four-day week:

Mixed, Most all like the day off., A goodly mumber do not like the
oducational consequences., Too mich orowded into too little time,

Other items or commentt

My overall view is: except for isolated programs, the S-day week 1is
more roductive of educational excellence, .
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LAKE CITY CQMUNITY COLLEGE
SVALUATION OF THE® FOUR-DAY WERK BY
DIVISION DEANS

TRANSFER DIVISION
Walter A, Parnell

The four-day week seemed to be a fairly successful experiment
for the Transfer Division, As we progressed through the term I noted
expressiong of both satisfactinn and discontent on the part of stu-
dents and faculty. Students and faculty were concerned that some ac-
tivities which were possible during the five-day week were made im-
possible or very difficult during the four-day week. Examples of such
activities are: The reduced activity of use of the LRO, of the in-
* dividualized instruction labs, of conferences between student and
mstruotqr, ete, Faculty members complained‘ of the incregsed preasures
exerted by the four-day schedule, that is, proportionately more time
was spent in the olassroom thereby reducing the amount of time avail
able for preparation of materials and for conferences., A foﬁr-day
woeek doeg seem to quicken the pace of college 1ife somewhat. e
effect noted was that fewer students were able to construct schedules
with a limited mumber of daysj for instance, previously, large numbers
of students constructed three-day schedules, relatively few could work
out a full-time load on a two-day schedule, The net effect was to re-
duce the total number of hours any one student could take on a four-
day schedule and this was evident in the fact that I signed very few
overload requests,

On the positive side many students liked the opportunity to
compress ‘five days of instruction into four days, thus allowing addit-
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lonal tini\e to work, Many faculty mombers also apparently appreciated
the long 5week-cmd afforded by the four-day week but some oiaimed that
they had; to work additional hours on the week-emd to catch up on

the work thoy could not complete during the regular week, One diffi-
culty thgt should be noted was the necessity to more carefully
sorutinizje the hours spent on campus by faculty membors., The fao-
ulty m-o’ofably spent more time on campus, but only against their will,
It would ::seem & gocd polioy in a futuro experiment such as this to not
ostablislg; rigid requirements for hours on campus, For those of us
who made ia dﬂigeﬂ, offort to be present for the full ten (10) hours
each day,; it proved to be a somewhat tiring experience. I had a
night cla;sa in addition to my responsibilities during the day and this
especially proved to be & tiring experience., Tt is very difficult

to work uintil 5130 and then meet a 6130 evening olass, One probably
psycholoéical effect was derived from the necessity of arriving at
school. at:: dawn and leaving at near dark, This actively cancelled

out the gossibility of stopping in town to take of any kind of
businesé _:before closing hours of businesses, It was also noted that
some sccr‘étaries vers apprehensive about traveling in the dark and
about ant;ering dark buildings in the early moring hours.

Again;, on the positive side it seemed that the long hours
allowed for & contimuity of thought and action that provided the
conditionis for somewhat inoreased productiﬂty. Another difficulty
that was bvident was the reduced amount of time available for nommittee
meetings,i special events, ete, It should be noted however, in regards
to specia) events, that those activities which were scheduled during

'S
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olass hours had atiendance as high as when schedule during student
activity periods,

It kould seen that the four-day wesk would be more successful
ift 1) shorter class periods were used, 2) faculty mombors and ad-
minietra“tors were allowed more flexibility in hours on campus, 3) labs
could be opened on Friday, li) personnel could be urged to use car
pools for personal protection if for no other reason, 5) a careful

schedule of hours for purposes of conferences between instructor and
student could be worked out.
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PART THREE
EVALUATION BY TECHNICAL DIVISION PROGRAM CHAIRMEN




' ' LAKE CiTY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
‘ EVALUATION OF FOUR=DAY WEEX BY
TECHNICAL DIVISION PROGRAM CHALRMEN

" AUTO BODY PROGRAM
Dexter Harrls

1. Advantages of the four-day week:

a, Allows the student one day off for part time jobs,
b, Allows the students work time In the shop to be in longer
unbroken pertods,

2. Disadvantages of the four-day week:
a. Caused us to have three more contact hours by not having

activity periods, Thls time was needed for communications with
others on campus and preparation time,
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK BY
TECHNICAL DIVISION PROGRAM CHAIRMEN

AUTO MECHANICS PROGRAM
Emerson Blodgett

Advantages of the four-day week:

a. Longer lab perlods. Student could finish long projects
in one day.

Disadvantages of the four-day week:

a. Lloss of work=study students at the time we needed them most.

Problems created by the four-day week:

a. Meetings were diffleult to schedule.

Estimate of staff attitude toward four-day week:

a. Good,
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK BY
TECHNICAL DIVISION PROGRAM CHAIRMEN

AVIATION PROGRAM
Wayne Duke

!. Advantages of the four-day week:

a, Students work Friday and Saturday.

2. Disadvantages of the four-day week:

a. Fatigue. Students and I(nstructors get tired.

®

Problems created by the four-day week:

a. Getting to school on time in mornlpg.
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3.
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LAKE OITY COMMUNITY COLLMIE
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK
TECHNICAL DIVISION PROGRAM CHAIRMEN

BRICK & BLOCK PROGRAM
Austin Johnson

Advantages of the four-day week:
You can work on your plans for the following week, alsc reoruit.

Disadvantages of the four-da_y weeks
Strain impact on the students.

Problems oreated by the four-day weeks

Nonse,

Bstimate of staff attitude toward four-day week:
Bveryone seemed to be in faver of it,

Other items or comment:

I think the four-day week should be carried on in the Fall,
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2,

3.
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3.

LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK BY
TECHNICAL DIVISION PROGRAM CHAIRMEN

BUSINESS PROGRAMS
Bob Collins

Advantages of the four-day week:

a. Let student off to work, but as far as school - have to cover
more material - bad for motor skills,

b, Teachers talk about things in general - both good and had,

Disadvantages of the four-day week:

a. Business seminars hard to hold.

b. Tired on Friday,

¢. Need to work Friday anyway, and did several times.’
d, First hour wasted ~ social hour,
e. Danger in coming to work - faculty and students,

Problems created by the four-day week:

No club meetings -~ didn't get to know students as well,

Estimate of staff attitude toward four-day week:

Problem with children - coordinating school, etc.

Other items or comment:

a. Loss of one teacher in accounting - had time to look for job,
b. Afternoon hours not bad - work anyway, but early hours rough.
¢. None of the teachers really gun-ho on four-day. Voted for
Lt but 1f had to vote again would vote for five-day unless the
four-day was a help to the college,
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK BY
TECHNICAL DIVISION PROGRAM CHAIRMEN

COSMETOLOGY PROGRAM
Jeanne Rehberg

Advantages of the four-day weeks
a. Students utilize their lab time to a better advantage,

b, Enables students to work on part-time jobs,

¢, Married students like having Monday fg§ getting home in order & etc,
d. Almost all cosmetology seminars are held Saturday through Monday.

Disadvantages of the four-day week!

If there are any disadvantages (I'm not aware of any) the& are 8o
insignificant as compared to the advantages,

Problems created by the four-lay week:
There is the matter of rescheduling theory and lab houfs. which really
isn't a major problem. Had anticipated transportation difficulties

during Spring Semester, since the busses would not be running on
Fr}day. but this was solved without any problem,

Estimate of staff attitude toward four-day weekt

Mr. Monoit, Mrs. Owens and myself had and still do have a positive
attitude toward four-day week for the students,

Other items or comment:!

All of the clock hour fnstructors need at least one full work day
in order to be able to complete some Qf the following:

a. Complete attendance, services and grade records on each student,

b. Updating the curriculum,

¢. Interviewing applicants,

d. Taking care of the many reports required by the Dean's office,
L.C.C.C. Registrar, Fla. State Board of Cosmetology and etc,

e, Working with Media-Technician from L.R.C.

The preceeding items are just a few of the many tasks we work on
this one day without students.
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LAKE OI1Y CQMUNITY COLLEGE
EVALUATION OF THE FOUR-DAY WEEX BY
TRCHNICAL DIVISION PROGRAM CHATIRMEN

FORGSTIY PROGRAM
Walter Kmudaen

Advantagos of the four-day week: Many Forestry labs involve check-
ing st equipment and/or travel, By having fewer, longer labs we
have more ugeable 1ab time, Also, we use quite a number of films
along with a leoture, With the longer lecture periods, time is avail-
able to discuss films the same periocd that they are showm.

Disadvantages of the four-dey weekt Some people have trouble getting
up in the morning,

- Problems oreated by the four-day week: Applicants quite often request

testing and interview on Fridays. However, there has been no yproblem
having these persons come in on a different week day. The interviow
forms could be changed to indicate this and save correspondence,

Rstimate of staff attitude toward four-day week: I have talked with
the Forestry staff, and in general they feel as I do.

Other items or comment: I feel that a four-day week is good for

the morale of the staff., It allows time to take care of personal
tasks that cammot be done on a weekend,
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) LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEDE
. BVALUATION OF THB FOUR-DAY WEEX BY
: TECHNICAL DIVISION PROGRAM CHATRMEN

! GOLF & LANDSOAPE PROGRAM
: Dr. Gene C, Nutter

_?Advantages of the four-day week:

a4, QGood for self-motivating students who like more time for

: off-campus activities, including jobs, sports, eto,

b, Baves EEQ and exnenses for those who commte.,

6. The extra day is desirable for personal planning and
activities for both students and staff,

Disadvantages of the four-day week:

3, Less flexibility in programming olasses,

b. Less time for extra-curricular activity (on cammus ),
‘6. Less time to counsel students -

d. Less time to plan and administer programs,
Problems created by the four-day week:

8. Less time for field days and student trips,

b. Saorifice to students in total 1ea.rn3.|_1§ experienca,

o, Tab tIme out short

d. Accumulative drain on faculty and staff from contimous
10“8 daySc

Bstimate of staff attitude toward four-day week!

Not totally as favorably to students instructionally as the
5.day week as it was thrust upon us in Spring term 173,

Other items or comment:

One of real problemg of the Spring term experience was that
we did not have any time to prepare for the new format, This
wag & drastic change with very short notice, Vary likely
better use of th:nﬁ-day week would come with experience and
time to plan, thus offsetting some of the above disadvantages.

Effective performance objectives probably would help to
make more efficient use of l-day week,

L
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LAKE OITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEX BY
TECHNICAL DIVISION PROGRAM CHATIRMEN

NURSING PROGRAM
Chrystal Gallups

Advantages of the four~-day week:
a, Extra full day for study,

Disadvantages of the fourday week:
&, No time for campus activities,

b. Hospltal time for experiences could not always coincide with
k-day week,

o. Academic load for 1st year nursing students was heavy = no
time for individual conferencss,

Problems oreated by the four .day week:
a4, Students did not always use extra day for study.

b, OB and Peds, were -5 days depending on available experiences
for students.

¢. In nmureing - need abgorption time as well as hours--this was not
available, :

Estimate of staff attitude toward four-day week:

&, 10-hour day is exhausting to instructors which limits amount of
work which can be accomplished,

Other items or comments

a. Attrition rate in nursing this semester at high--students tcok:
advantage of extra day “off",
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLFOE
EVALUATICN OF THE FOUR-DAY WEEK BY
TECHNICAL, DIVISION PROGRAM CHATIMEN

PARK MANAGEMINT PROGRAM
B11) Alexander

1. Advantages of the four-day week:
a, Three-day weekend.

2, Disadvantages of the four-day week:
a, Not in phase with other businesses,
b, Night olasses make 12 hours.
¢, 1h-hour work day, sometimes.

3. Problems oreated by the four-day woeks
a, Seday field trips in question,

L. Fstimate of staff attitude toward four-day weeks
5.. Like 3-day weekend,

5, Other items or comment:

T am for the 5-day work week with & lj-day, 7% hour class schedule
for Clock-Hour Courses,
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LAKE OITY COMMUNITY COLLEOH
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK BY
TECHNICAL DIVISION PROGRAM CHATRMEN

SIE PROGRAM
HBbert Long

Advaﬂtages of the four-day week:
Days ‘are long enough to get SI¥ students worked out, and have tine

to visit more students on-job-training and oome back to college to
got work dono. For my program it is good .,

Disadvantages of the four-day week:

D:t's are $00 short--it ties up Clook-hour instructors o they camot
take many off-canpus courses to up-grade themselves., Students lLirve
to go long hours and instrustors are tired in evening,

Probloms oreated by the four-day week:

Only problems were when wo began L-day weok, Otherwise it is good
for my type of work, »

Bstimate of staff attitude toward four-day week1

Teohnical Division likes it, but for those who need mrofessional
courses it could hurt them, (This is from my point of view),

Other items or comments

I believe I can continue the L-day week and come back on Friday
mornings to work with paper work and such,
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LAXE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEX BY
TECHNICAL DIVISION PROGRAM CHATRMEN

WELDING PROGRAM
William D, Holt

Advantages of the four-day weeks

a, Allows the student time to work on his part-time jobs,

b, Saves me gas In truck amd wear on tires,

¢. Not usirig as much electficity in buildings saves College meney.
Disadvantages vf the four-day week:

a, None
Problems created by the four-day week:

a, None

 Bstimate of staff attitude toward four-day weeks

a, Most Itve talked to'prefer it.
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
BVALUATION OF THE FOUR-DAY WESX BY
TRANSF3R DIVISION DEPARTMENT HFADS

ENOLISH DEPARIMENT
Torry A, Babb

I'am in favor of contimuing the four-day week, becauss I

believe that the wealmesses we discovored this year can be over
come with better planmning.

So long as teachers are wilidng to
do as mich (but no more) work in four dazs as theg normally do
in five, then I believo the four-day wesk should be contimed,

EpS AL
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY C OLLEGE
. EVALUATION OF THE FOUR.DAY WEEK BY
. TRANSFER DIVISION DEPARTMENT HEADS

HUMANITIES DFPARTMENT
Catherine H, Sorensen

The instrudtors in all the areas of tho Humanities Department--Humanities
Art-Music, Humanities Philosophy-Religion, Art, Music, Speech-Theatre, and
Foreign Languages--sre in agreement that'the disadvantages of the four
day week outweigh its advantages,

In discussions with students in classes in the department, it has been
detarmined that students in two categories in particular complain of the
four-dsy week: students who maintain higher grade averages and work-
study students,

Faculty members agiee on the following general disadvantages: (1) The
long clasa:periods on Tuesday and Thursday have been acceptable for
faculty members may normally be scheduled for two of these periods on
these days, but, with the four-day week it is necessary for faculty
members to'be scheduled for three of these classes on the same day,
frequently. with two of the olssses back to back, with resultsnt depletion
of the energy to the point that (. ilectiveness is compromised;

(2) Students who have three, or even foun classes on the ssme day (there
are five periods in a day) have the ssme problem of depletion of energy;
(3) The early and late hours of the day before and after classes can not
be properly used because students are not available for conferences and
because faculty members after teaching three long classes ere too
exhausted to make proper use of their time,

Tn addition to these general dissdvantages, there are specific disadvantages
evident in specisl areas of department activities. The following are the
most strikingt (1) In classes that emphasize skills requiring concentrated
practice, such as the first two semesters of foreign language or college
choir, it 18 much more effective to have students for three shorter periods
a Wweek rather than for two long periodsy (2) In classes that require
1ibrary research as in preparation of discussion materials for speech and
forensica it i1s difficult for the students to find enough time or energy
‘to use the: 1ibrary as they go from one class to another with the five-
period day (Human nature being what it is, the students fail to come back
to the campus to use the library on Friday); (3) In classes such as

music and theatre that require outside practice and rehearsals it is
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diffioult to scheduls rehearsals in the late afternoon as faculty and students
alike are suffering from fatigue at the end of the long. day.

Instructors in the department in their role as members of the Fine Arts
Committee of the college have experienced especial difficulty in ncheduling
cultural activities since the four-day week does not permit the scheduling
of an activity period such as was available in the past two days a week

for presentation of programs by college or visiting groups in the area
of musioc, art, and the theatre,
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4 LAKE CITY COMUNITY COLLTGE
EVALUATION OF THE FOUR-DAY WERX BY
TRANSFER DIVISION DEPARTMENT HEADS

‘MATHIMATIOS DEPARTMENT
Robert MeDonald

4

The fo\g members of the Mathematios Department are generally divided
concerning sthe h-day week, Two instruotors are mildaly in favor and two
Instructord are mildly opposed to it. No one is vehemently opposed or
enthusiastically for it, All members of the department have easily ad-

Justed to the L-day week but oan just as easily readjust to the normal
S-day week.

As an Instructor, I can see no educational advantage to the l-day
week over 4 S-day week, For the studants in a lower level math course,
four days $s a long time between oclass meeting (Wednesday, Monday or

Thursday, Tuesday), This was also true however with the Tuesday ~ Thurs-
day schedul;e in a 5-day week,

Another disadvantage of the li-day week was the difficulty we had in
obtaining Hitors for the Math Lab, Most of tho qualified stidesbn 441
not have suffiolent time to work as tutors. This vesulted in fewer
students u?.ng the Math lab as & study area, Algo » I had fewer students
visiting nd in my office during office hours. Ome possible reagon could

be that thep lad no time between 8 and i and were wnwilling to stay on
campus from 45130,

From a ‘teaoh point of view, the same amount of material was pres
sented durihg the L-day week as was previously presented. Office hours
from 45130 were generally free of students so the ingtructor had more

"'mrivate! hours for grading, preparation, etc. e teaching disadvantage
was when an! instruotor had three day classes and tha. was assigned a

night classithe same day, This would amount to 7T hours of teaching,
which is a rather diffioult load.

My own ‘personal opinion is that unless there is a significant savings
in fuel, elpotricity, etc., which was the purpoge of the h-day wsek, that
we should r?tum to the traditional 5-day week,
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LAKE CIVY COMMUNIYY COLLLGH
LVALUATION OF THE FOUR-DAY WELK BY
TRANSFER DIVISION DEPARTMENT HEADS

PHYSICAL EDUCATION DEPARTMENT
BILL MCGILL

Advantages:

1. Permit short courses on Friday.

2. Good for Athletics that have gfiday and weekend contasts
away from Lake City. ;o

3. Pormits additional time in activity Physical Education
courses to develop skills,

Disadvantages:

l. To much time for three hour lecture classes.

2, Due to the fact that we teach activity courses with
two hour activity and one hour credit, it crowds our day
and waeek where we have only four free planning periods
and no lunch time,

3. Littlo or no time for planning committee work, or student
advising.

Impressions:

1. Good students were over worked with little time.

2. Students activities were almost non-existent.

3. Very hard on dorm students, we place them in a very unworkable
situation.

4. Disruption of: food service, mail service, health service.
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Staf€ l&.titudos !

1. staff completely fatigued at close of day and week.

2. Wo pan't see that advantages over-ride the many dig-
advantages,

Solutiops:

1. Cut number of contact hours in Physical Edﬁcation.

2. PReturn to five day, week.

We recommend a return to a five day week.

[
4

i
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LAKLE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
Evaluation of the FFour-Day Weok by Transter
Division Departmeont Hoads
READING DEPARTMENT

Herbert Hoffmann

_ The following observations and judgemonts are noted relative to the officacy
of the spring term four-day week experimeont:

1,

2.

3.

4,

5.

7.

8,

Course scheduling for advisees appeared much casier and more mean-
ingful for students, Daily times for courses were the same regardless
of the T-Th or M-W offerings.

An examination of records indicates that a majority of instructors in

the department met and/or exceeded the hours on campus recommended
by the President,

A majority of department instructors used several non-work days
(Friday/Saturday) for attendance and/or participation in conferences or
other visitation directly related to the area of specialization. This was
a plus factor in that no contact time with students was lost,

A comparison of end-of-term departmental course grades indicates no

‘significant deviation above or below those issued in previous terms.

Student achievement of prescribed skills proficiency was as high as it
had been praviously.

Student attendance in reading department courses was not adversely

affected by the experimental program, No problems directly attributable
to the program were noted,

A sizeable majority (based on informal departimental survey instrument
and instructor judgement of interaction) indicated a healthy student at-
titude for the experiment, There were several students who were in op-

position to the program due to time constraints for lab and/or contact
hour program requirem ents,

Instructor availability for conferences, mecetings, advising, counseling,
ctc. .. appeared superior when compared with previous terms., A
majority of department instructors felt student-contact and instructor-
student interaction ways better than in previous terms.

All instructors in the department noted a fatigue factor the first week
or so., This appeared to decline substantially, however, as the term
progressed. It is noted that a majority of instructors appeared more
alert and creative on Monday's -- more eager and desirous of improving
the existing department, its courses and student programs.

(%
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9. Reading depavtment instructors indicated no adverse affects of the

overall reading program -- rather, the program quality is improved
over that which existed earlier, Instructors attribute the improve-

ment to the four-day week and more specifically to the reasons cited
in # 8 above,

10. The resources of the reading center were utilized to about the same

11,

12,

degree as was noted during the conventional 5 day week programs,
No reduction in the percentage of student utilization was noted, although
the spring term enroliment in reading was lower than the enrollment
for spring 1973 terms,

|
Instructors indicated that Friday became a day for a wide assortment
of things to do -- shopping, cleaning, conferences, personal husiness,

etc... They welcomed the opportunity to transact business and do''what
needed doing', '

It is recognized that some departments or some activities and/or programs
would experience difficulties and require modification to a greater degree
than we experienced, A majority of department instructors support the
four-day week concept, Change is as inevitable as taxes, Some educators
act as though educational progress can be made or achieved without change,

They cheer educational progress as long as it doesn't really change their
ways of doing things,

In education, too often, we "'progress' by changing the name and keeping
the practice the same, Educators must learn to learr. -~ to change some
practices -- to do things differently -- to do things better, We can

change -- we can progress -- when and if we master the skill of change.
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LAXE CITY COMMUNITY COLLBOR
EVALUATION OF THE FOUR-DAY WEEK BY
TRANSFER DIVISION DEPARTMENT HEADS

SOIBNCE DEPARTMENT
Tom Rowand

Tho overall reaction by faculty and students has been good, There
has been an overall reduction of overload of students, The class

segsions funotion well, There has been some oramp 4in laboratory
scheduling .

I feel the stress that has ocourred has been primarily with non-
clasgs activities. The student must do more preparation on the week.

oend rather than bet'ween olasses. It has been harder for work-study
students to schedule as many hours of work,

The faculty has expressed being more exhausted at night and being
involved with more take-home work on weekends.

I am personally concerned about a means being developed so that
physical facilities may be used on seven-day basis.
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LAKE OITY COMMUNITY COLLRIB
EVALUATION OF THE FOUR-DAY WBSK BY
TRANSFER DIVISION DEPARTMENT HRADS

SOOIAL SOIRNOE DEPARTMENT
Bi1l Buck

As an academioc lssue, the Soolal Sciences Department faculty believe
that the four-day week had far more negative aspects than positive, We be-
lieve that our particular student body would benefit from additional contaot
with us and the college environment rather than less, Though we can piace
the responsibility for this contact on the student, nonetheless we real ize
that in most instances, many of cur students will reduce their time on oamps
to an absolute minimm for a variety of reasons, As we presented our ideas
to the Transfer Division wo came to find that it seemed ressonable that, in
fact, our students might benefit from a type of quarter system whers they
took fewer courses each term but were in wore constant contact with each
of their instructors; thus a student might enroll in tiwes courses and“loet
with the instructor five days a week, §

In terms of bemeﬁta, one faculty member belleves that he is able to
handle his material in blooks of one and one-half hours more effeotively,
By the same token he believes with other departmental faculty that the stu-
dents do not care for classes that long 4n duration. We all agree that in
terms of continuity the two day a week classes were very poors We simply
believe there is a greéater degres of contimuity three j_dgys- a week than two,
In classes where discussion is a major feature, the t.wo day & week olasses
were 911 but impossible to conduet, IR ¥

Though not responsible for the LRC and English Lab, we are distressed
at the deoreased use of these faollities and are convinoed this 13 due to

the fonr—day week and 'bhe students v-.\ow that the less time on campus

the better,
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; LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
: EVALUATION OF THE FOUR-DAY WEEK BY
: STUDENT SERVICES PERSONNEL

. ADMISSIONS
{ Martha B. Brown

The four-day week has worked satisfactorily in thie office.
There have been no complaints from the staff; although toward
the end of the semester we began to feel very tired. We also
heard pomments from other staff members complaining of fatique.

The only disadvantage directly related to thie office was
having no one on campus on Friday when out of town prospective
students wished to visit. These instances were rare, and when
we knew of the intended visit, we arranged to meat the
student on campus on Friday or Saturday.

There were no real problems as for as we were concerned, and we
have not heard any significant comments regarding inconveniences
or hardships. We did notice a savings in gasoline for trans-
portag;on. '
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'LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
EQaluation of the Four Day Week
By
Student Services Personnel
Financial Aigd
Lavon Wright

I personally enjoyed having Friday off. However, I do not
feel that this schedule should be pursued in the future for
the following reasons:

LW/nb

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

I did not get as much work done as I did when we
were on the 5 day week. During the last hour of

"the day, because of long hours, my mind was not

alert.

.Most of my financial aid meetings are held during
.the early part of the week. In many instances I

would only be accessible to students for two days,
during those weeks when I had to attend meetings.

Students had difficulty in putting in College
Work Study hours, The commuting students and
students working on campus, with their class

"schedule, putting in more than ten hours was an

impossible task.

In my talking with students the four day week did
not meet their needs - no time for extra activities,
no time during the day for the library, no time

_to work, eta.
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LAKE CITT COMMUNITY COLLFOE
EVALUATION OF THE FOUR-DAY WEEX BY
STUDENT SERVIOES PERSONNEY

QUIDANCE
Edward ¥. Brumer

Advantaget Three-day weekend
More ocutside work hours available to working students

Disadvantaget Students unable to utilize services because of compressed
gchedule: (1) Tutorsj (2) Learning laboratories; (3) LRO;

h; Career Center) (55 SGA Meetings; (6) Mtramurals;

7) Student Activities; and (8) Daytime campus shows,

Problemat Boredom effecting dorm students

Fatigue of persommel after l4:00 p.m. limiting efficlency

Bat. of Staff Attitudes If this s the way we are supposed to do it,
we'll glva it a try.
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
EVALUATION OF THE FOUR-DAY WEEK BY
STUDENT SERVICES PERSONNEL
ﬁealth Service
Diane Aiken, R.N,
Generally, my opinion of the four-day week is negative.

From the Faculty and Staff standpoint: Many expressed the
opinion that they became tired around 4-4:30 and past this
time not able to work as efficiently. I found this true of
nyself. Others expreﬁsed that they enjoyed the 3 day week-
end but really were exausted at the end of 4 days and needed
it. As a club sponsor, I found it interferred with the
activity of our club(BCM), Many members could not meet,
Communication was also a problem. The club felt they weren't
as effective last semester and blamed it on not having a
convenient meeting time.
| Many students (ekcept those involved in extra=-curricular
activities) seemed pleased with the four day week expecially
those that were able to go home more oftenrdue to the longer

week-end, and those who work on weekends.
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LAKB OITY COMMUNITY COLLRGE
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEX BY
STUDENT SERVICES PERSONNEL
REOISTRAR
Al Dana

ADVANTAQES of the li-Day Olass/Work Schedules

¥, Monday through Thuraday we were open longer to the public for
-~ visltors, telephone calls and our current students for servioing
~ until 5130 pa, dnstead of the previous olosing time of 4130 p.m.

2, In the registration process the Schedule of Courses seemed sasier
for the student to intrepret (M-¥W, T-Th) over the traditional

gg:edule (M-W-F, T-Th), Students completed registration in less
Q.

3, Schedule Changes (Add/Drops) were less., (lasses seemed to settle
down quicker than previous terms,

L. Total student Withdrawals:

Speing "7 Headcount w 1950
Spring 7% Withdraws = 2
. h ﬂ% 4 W's » 10.46

#

s Rl
)y ' aws =
m z WDig = 8087

5., Work production in the office seemed to me to be the same,

6. Buployees were on time to work at 7:30 and were often late on the
5-day week and had to remain after hours to make up their work time,

7. Student traffic coming to the office seemed less, Telephone in-
quiries from students seemed more, :

8. Over the four month period, I believe students and staff comments

reflected they liked the lL-day schedule better than the previous
S-day schedule,

DISADVANTAGES of the L-day (lass/Work Schedule:

1. TFatigue, work performance and staff morale appeared toward the
end of the week in late afternoon.

2. Our office work-study students indicated they liked the L-day
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sohedule but had difficulty scheduling all their work hours each
woek, They caught-up or mede-up work hours duri:_gi the break after
the term was over, From the student's point of view this 15 a
disadvantage but was an advantage for our office.

3. Closing the Administration Building and our office prevented
~ recelving telephone oalls and walkein traffic on Friday,

SUMMARY :

1. I would prefer a li-day olass schedule but allowing our office the
flexibility to have some staff work the 10°hour/li-day week and
others work the 8 hour/S-day week,
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
BVALUATION OF THE FOUR-DAY WEMK BY
STUDENT SERVIORS PRRSONNEL

SPROTAL SERVIORS
Lamay J, Williams

It is my considered opinion, that the four-day week was de-
sireble, However, I feel the evaluation of tho system from the

students' point of view, should carry more weight than from the
staff's evaluations,

The staff!s viewpoints are mixed toward the four-day week,
These viewpoints ranged from most desirable to totally dime con-
suming, I guess the biggest dimension of consideration on the
four-day week was lack of time to see students for counseling,
In the opinion of the staff, scheduling of classes hour after
hour without a break almost made it impossible to see students

- that we wanted to see for various reasons, This resulted in
our having one of two rwoblems in seeing various students., One,
they were either in classes one after another; second, they
were not on campus because they did not have olasses at all that
day, That was a real problem in seeing needed students for
regular scheduled activities via Spesial Services.

‘ The four-day week presented us with another problem, that of

finding tutors, For many of those students who served as student
tutors the fall semester, ultimately had to discontimue tutordng
due to their class scheduling.

If I might make 4 recommendation, I would like to see a
break in the class schedule around mid-day. I sincerely feel
that this would break the monotony of long class hours; it would
also give those students who want a lunch break to have one, but
due to class scheduling could not work one in, This would also
give the advisors a chance to see their advisees for a ssheduled
appointment, and give the students an opportunity for some student
activities, I would strongly emcourage the break, 4if we are to
implement the four-day week again,
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LAKE OITY COMMUNITY COLLEQE
EVALUATION OF THE FOUR-DAY WREX BY
STUDENT SERVICES PERSONNRL

STUDENT AOTIVITIES
Bdvard Hunter

Regarding, the issue of the Leday week, it is my opinion that the
majority of people, both students and staff, fall into one of two
categories, They are extremely fond of the LOday week or they hate
1t. Personally, I feel that I get more work done on the S-day sche-
dule, With the l-day woek you are very tired by late afternoon and

this reduces the amount of work you will gat done near the end of the
day. '

The li-day week has been & very hard blow to many of our students
involved in extra currioular activities, Studauts do mob bave time
to epend on activities outside of the classroom that require inter-
action in group activities. Intramuralm dees not offer team sports

due to scheduling, The SGA has suffered tremendously from a lack of
time,

It would appear that the college would give thought to the fact
that in educating an individual we must concern ourselves wit.h‘ vt_,heir
over-all development, People contimie to have more and more free time,
We must concern ourselves with developing leadership and a sense of
well-boing along with their classroom experiences, We must expose
students to activities that will encourage their interest in sports,
cultural activities, and appreciation for getting along and under-
standing other people, '
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If wo are going to say that we ave interested in the over-all

education of our students, we mist movide time and activities forx
soclal as well as educational develoment,
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(

SUMMARY OF EVALUATION BY THE LEARNING RESOURCES CENTER

METHOD

Mrs. Ella Francls prepared the evaluation by the Learning Resources
Center from LRC data.

RESULTS

The Learnlng Resources Center experienced a decline in use of all
faclillties. The best comparison is between the 1973 and 1974 perlods.
The January through April 1974 circulation of books was 3,596 compared
to 5,000 for the same perliod 1973 or 71.9% of the 1973 circulation,
Faculty use was 85,6% of the 1973 use, Reserves usage In 1974 was
55.7% of the 1973 usage, The LRC also experlenced difficultlies in
scheduling to flt both usage and the needs of the various programs,

AR
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AN "ASSESSMENT OF THE IMPACT OF THE FOUR-DAY
ACADEMIC WEEK ON STUDENT USE OF THE
LEARNING RESOURCES CENTER

ELLA FRANCIS
DIRECTOR LEARNING RESOURCES CENTER

The attached statistical mater{al shows that the circulation of
books and materlals declined by approximately 50% from the prevlous
year durlng the period of operating on the four-day week., The LRC
staff belleve that this decline In the circulation of materials |s
a serfous threat to the academic and Intellectual devalopment of
the student population. [t Is also thought that the number of students
who used the LRC as a place to study decreased slgnificantly during
the perlod of the four-day week: statlstics on attendance are not
avallable for the 1972-73 academic year, but the staff believe only
about half of the usual number of students were studying in the LRC
during the perfod tn questtion.

The four-day week caused many commuting students to have so
1ittle free time on days they were on campus that they had to do
all thelr studying at home, after school, Thls problem was especially
vocalized by the LRC work study students. They were quite limited
tn the number of free hours during which they could work, which meant
that at some times, when they were most needed, all were In class.
The work study students complained of poor studying conditlons at
home and sald thet they preferred to study at school. .

Although the LRC tries to malntaln a strong collection of books
and media which wil) both support the College's curriculum and meet
the information needs of the faculty and staff, It Is recognlzed

-that the collection can not meet all ths needs of all the faculty.

However, it Is belleved that more faculty use of the LRC occurred
prior to the four-day week than during that period. ‘

Although hesitant to attempt to estabiish a direct causal rela=
ttionship between the four-day week and declines in weekend use, the
LRC staff would:like to point out that during the pertod of the four-
day academic week, It first became necessary to close on Thursday
evenings and Sunday afternoons due to lack of attendance. The hours
tha LRC was then open were below the minimum set by the Southern
Association.

The LRC staff belleve that unless the area's energy situation
becomes much worse than in the past, that any energy savings effected
by the four-day week are far outwelghed by the dlsservice [t does
to the student who sincerely wants to learn,
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Oue to the fact that not all departments on the four-day week
were using the same four days, it was determined that the LRC should
continue on the five-day week in order to provide equal accessibllity
of materials to all students, faculty, and staff, Mrs. Francls,
director, Mr. McCracken, media speclalist, and Mr, French, reference
Ilbrarian, personally preferred the five-day week, and, as statistical

dat: became avallable, became less enthusliastic about the four=day
weak, ‘

The clerical/secretarial staff all preferred the flve-day week,
clting personal Inconvenience, transportation problems, and difficulty
of meshing the longer working day Into their families' 1lves as reasons
for thelr preference. The LRC staff also had the responsibility of
answering the telephone, which rang constantly on Fridays, They
pointed out that transacting business Is much less’ complicated when
all parties work the same hours.,” Add!tlonally, the four-day week -
slowed down newspaper and perlodical delivery to the LRC tremendously.
Some newspapers were as much as five days late belng put out for
public use, 4

The only person pFeferrlng the four-day week based his prefer--
ence on personal convanlience,

Concluslions based on the experience of this department may be
stated as follows:

1. All departments should be on the same schedule.

2, The four-day week caused much lost staff time.
3. The five-day week Is demonstrably superior,
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TABLE 45. LEARNING RESOURCES ENTER BOOK OTROULATION

Student Uso

January
February
March
April
Total

Faculty Use

January
February
March
April
Total
Reserves
January
February
March
April
Total

JANUARY THROUGH APRIL 1971 THROUGH 197)

1971 1972 © 1973 1974
Remodeling Remodeling '
May.-Deg. Jan.-Feb.
793 1,186 1,269 782
. 1,016 1,236 1,165 779
1,568 896 1,340 1,132
‘1,161 ~137 1,228 ~303
4,897 4,088 5,000 3,69
30 194 203 163
152 103 93 - 89
172 90 96 106
BY 58 __86 51
438 11 —t18 409
17 140 367 139
107 134 317 79
128 106 280 233
120 102 207 205
312 o H82 1,177 858
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK
LEARNING RESOURCES CENTER

TABLE 46 EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES USE OF THE LRC
FALL 1973 AND SPRING 1974 TERMS

—— ——

g— ———

ITEM , Aug. through Dec. Jan. to May 7,
1973 ' 1974
Equipment
16MM Projector 42 43
Take=-up=-reel 29 35
Slide Projector - 12 16
Flimstrip Projector : 10 30
Overhead Projector 9 13
8MM Projector 2 7
Opaque Projector ] b
Projection Stand 9 4
Screen 14 21
Reel=to-reel Tape Recorder b
Cassette Tape Recorder 14 26
Cassette Playback Unit |
Adapter ‘
Microphone 9 5
Record Player 9 14
Extension Cord 26 31
Other 64 64
Expendables
Bulb _ 30 16
Cassette 317 983
Film 157 133
Transparencles 341 136
Other 179 3N
Job Order Requests
Services 99 AL
Materials 157 135
Equipment 159 172
Photographtc 100 98
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SUMMARY OF FULL-TIME ENROLIMENT DATA BY SEMESTER
1969-70 THROUGH 1973-7h

METHOD

The rogistrar supplied enrollment dats on full-time (not FIR)
students for the first and second semesters from the school year
1969-70 through the 1973-7L term,

RESULTS

The full-time enrollment trend over this period has been a
rather steady inorease with a sharper inorease botween the 1972.73
and 1973-74 terms, The second semester normally runs a lower en-
rollment than the first., When these enrollments are plotted on
a graph the curves are essentially parallel for the total suggest-
ing that no unmuswal faotor is operating. This holds true also for
the technical and transfer division breakdowns excspt 1973-74
second semester enrollment for the technical divieion is slightly
higher than the first semester and the tranafer division for the
same period shows a slightly greater deorease in enrollment than
normal,
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LAKE OXTY CQMMUNITY COLLEGE
BVALUATION OF FOUR~DAY WEFX
ENROLUMENT

Fig, 37. Total Full.time Erollment (not FTB) at the
Beginning of the Term 1969-70 Through 1973-74.
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WREK
ENROLIMENT '

TABLE 47, ° TOTAL FULL-TIME ENROLIMENT (not PTB) AT THB
BEGINNING OF THB TRRM 196970 THROUGH 197374

NUMBER OF STUDENTS ENROLLRD

SCHOOL

TER g:luister gﬁiﬁﬁw Difference
196910 02 100 . %
1970-71 857 | (3 116
197172 k2 880 - 62
197273 975 898 - 17
1973-7h 1416 1297 -119
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LAKE OITY COMMUNITY COLLEOS
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEX
' ENROLLMENT

Flg. 38 Technlcal Dlvislon Full-time Enroiliment (not FTE) at
the Beginning of the Term 1969-70 Through 1973-74,
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LAKE OITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
BYALUATION OF FOUR.DAY WREX
ENROLIMENT
TABLE 48.

TECHNICAL DIVISION FULL.TIME SNROLIMENT {not FTE) AT THE
BEGINNING OF THE TRRM 1969-70 THROUGH 197374

NUMBER OF STUDENTS BNROLLED

SCHOOL
YBAR Fall Spring
Semester " Semester Difterence
1969-170 304 301 - 3
©1970-7 ko2 323 - 179
197172 436 bt - 3
1972-73 b9 Ll | -3
1973-74 | 249 563 + 14
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LAKE CITY COUUNITY COLLRGE
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEZX
ENROL LMENT

Flg. 39, Transfer Division Full-time Enroliment {not FTE) at
the Beglnning of the Term 196970 Through 1973=74,
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LAKE OITY CWiMUNITY COLLEGB
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WBEX
ENROLLMENT

TABLE 49,
TRANSPER DIVISION FULL.TIME ENROLIMENT (not FTB) AT THE
“ BRITNNING OF THE TERM 1969«70 THROUGH 197374

NUMBER OF STUDENTS ENROLLED

SCHOOL -
YEAR Fall Spring ‘
Semoster Semester Difference
196970 398 399 + 1
1970-71 s e -9
19n-12 506 k79 -2
1972-73 | 526 ue - he
1973-7 867 7% - 133
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mA AW, .

SUNMARY OF QUANTITY OF EDUCATIONAL SERVICES
1971-72 THROUGH 1373-7k

L e L L

amrwsen

P

METHOD

*

The number of sections on the printed schedules were counted for
each of the six semesters 1971-72 through 1973-74,

Totals by major subject area and program for the three terms spring
1973, fall: 1973 and spring 1974 were also determined. No attempt was
gade tg acgount for addltlons to the schedule or sectlons: that were -

ropped.

“Amee WU - emwm

RESULTS

The mexlmum range of the total number of sectlons Is 53 sectlons
with fewest number of sectlons during the fall 1971-72 semester and the
greatést number of sectlons in the spring semsster of 1974 with the
four-day week. The total number of sections for the second semester
1973-74 (four-day week) is 48 sectlons greater than the second semsster
1972-73. The breakdown into major subject areas and programs showed
very 1ittle variation across the three terms spring 1973, fall 1973
and spring 1974 except the lncrease noted above.
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® LAXE OITT OQMMUNITY OCLLEGE
RVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK
QUANTITY OF ROUOATTOMAL SERVICES

Fig. 40,  Total Munber of Class Seotions 197172 Through 19737
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK
. QUANTITY OF EDUCATIONAL SERVICES

TABLE 50. NUMBER OF TRANSFER DIVISION CLASS SECTIONS BY SUBJECT AREA

i — —
A insian,

Number of Sectlons

Subject
Spring 1973 Fall 1973 Spring 1974
English 101 & 102 16 - 16 15
Other English N 8 a
Speech 110 8 8 9
Other Speech 2 8 9
Math 102 & 12) 6 7 : 6
Other Math ' 21 23 17
Blo., Bot., Zoo., Ana. : 13 14 th
Physical Sclence 10 10 1
Chemistry & Physlcs 14 12 13
’ S8S 101 & 102, His 10) & 102 1R 13 12
Other Social Sclence 15 13 12
Humanlties 201 & 202 4 6 6
Philosophy & Religlon 2 2 2
Art & Music , R 13 19
Foreign Language 7 6 7
Physlcal Educatlon 29 28 27
Reading 8 10 17
Education t
10S 2 2
Orientation 2 1
TOTAL DAY SECTIONS 193 201 210
Off Campus 10 13 10
Night (On Campus) 26 33 33
TOTAL NIGHT AND OFF CAMPUS 36 hé 43
.  TOTAL SECTIONS 229 247 253
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LAKE CATY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK
QUANTITY OF EOUCATIONAL SERVICES

TABLE 51, NUMBER OF TECHNICAL DIVISION CLASS SECTIONS BY PROGRAM

Number of Sections

Program

Spring 1973 Fall 1973 Spring 1974
Auto Body 1 |
Auto Mechanics ! 6 2
Aviation 2 2 2
Business Related 29 28 - 30
Cosmetology 1 1 ]
Englneering | 3 3
Forestry _ 8 1 8
Golf Course. Mechanics , - - b .
Go)f Course Operatlons 9 10 12
‘Landscape Operatlions 8 10 9
Lew Enforcement & Cbrrections 2 2 2.
Masonry ‘ l | 2
Nursing 3 2 3
Park Management 5 5 6
Timber Harvesting 2 2 i 2
Welding | 1 3
TOTAL DAY SECTIONS 79 8 88
Off Campus | 4 h ' 10
Nlght 15 18 2h |
TOTAL NIGHT AND OFF CAMPUS 19 22 3
TOTAL SECTIONS | 98 107 22
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PART NINE
ANALYS1S OF GRADES

|
GRADE DISTRIBUTIONS TOTALS




SUMMARY OF ANALYSIS OF GRADES

METHOD

™o 8ot8 of com:utor data ware available, The most useful of
theso was a mrint-out of the grade distributions by major subject
aroas for the second aemester 1972-73 and the first and second semester
1973-74. Most desired distributions could be obtained from this

data inoluding a total and breakdowns by division, Orade dls-
tributions for selected subjests were investigated, These distri.
butions inoluded the required subjeots of the transfer division and
the larger elements of the techniocal division,

The socond set of data was grade point averages by major field
in the transfer division and program for the technlcal division,
The number of reported students in many of these major fields and
programs is too swall for the comparative data to bhe of value,

- RESULTS

The total grade distribution data shows a maximm variation
of three gerrcent for any grade across the three terms -- spr sona
ester 1973, fall semesteér 1973 and spring semester 1974 (four-day
week), The maximam percent in grade variation in the techmical di-
vision is 4.5 per ocent and in the transfer division five per cent, .
These grade maximum variations are for F in the total distribution
and the transfer division distribution and A grades (an increase)
in the tecimical division, In both of the F situations the slight
inorease in F grades 4s an inorease each term, i,e,, an inoyeass in
F percentage for the fall term 1973 over the spring term 1973 and an
inorease in F grades for the spring term 197L over the fall term 1973,

"This consistent and progrsssive change strongly suggests some faotor
other than the four-day week 1s opeaming. ‘ ‘

The seleoted subject grade distributions show a wide variation
in pattern betwean subjeots and aoross the three terms. Theé data
here is insufficlent to establish a normal expected grade variation
as a basis for interpreting with reference to the four-day week,

 Thé grade-point average differences foi the lavger majors and
programs fall within a renge of plus or winus .3, Agein, the pro-
blem of normal variation camot be solved with existing dats, . ..
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LAXE OITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEX
GRADE DISTRIBUTIONS FOR SBLEBOTED SUBJBOTS
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LAKE CITY CCMMUNITY COLLEGE
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

GRAOE DISTRIBUTIONS FOR SELECTED SUBJECTS

MBLESL | Tolel arde platoioutions
U il Il ™
No. % No. 9 No. %
y 17/) (2819|2073 26,67\ je02 | 9967
o V029 19,96 | 227) | 2922|2005 | 2072
‘ 18538 (2065 /6772458 /674 |22.92
: 5957\ Po3| san|sr2| 53| 7/6
f 399 | 505|576 | 29| 634 868
| 19 | 2.0 | 363|467 306 | 479
S o1 o9 | 23| .30 w9 | . do
v 12 | ) oloeo| 3| .04
AL R AV A8
* 38| 52| | 57| w2 | 58
Totat V4797 | 120 | 7722| 100 | 7308 | 00
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEQE
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

GRADE DISTRIBUTIONS FOR SELECTED SUBJECTS

TABLE 53, tachnical pivision Totml grade pistributions

R e
1 No. . 3 No. 3 No. ]
| Yolerr| w2 laasy| 694 |asas
" 728 136,67 1021 |34.9/| 860 |33.23
¢ yys\aas| 63 123.00) 579 227/
0 /)0 | 556 /73| 4as| /P | 463
r NAR VAV R R RS
. 49 1399|1357\ /s 439
s 9 | 451 22| 90| 4o | 457
u 9| | o |ose|l 3| .,2
’ 3p (| 1] .0 w60
. S| as| 7125 8] .3
Tota! 1977 | /00 | 2744 | /00 |2550] 100
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK
GRADE DISTRIBUTIONS FOR SELECTED SUBJELTS

TABLE %4. Transfer pivision total grade plstributions

I e e
No. % No. $ | No %
h /307 2203 | 1755\ 29.07| 1159 | 2436
. |/203 | 2707 | 50| 2sigp| sans | 469
: 1093 \ 2270\ /9372076 /095 | 23.03
o | s | g7 | 377| 497 75| 952
: 302 | 427 | 33| £45] 50| 11.36
) jas |60 | 220 439|193 | .00
§ s7 | el 102l 4| .of
" 3\ .oe| o|coo| ¢|g00
M| Q02 | H20| Q22| 4y3| /F2 | 2.73
>f< 33| WP 37| M| 34 R

“"“':f YO | J00 | 5906 J00 | 4754 /29
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. LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK
GRADE DISTRIBUTIONS FOR SELECTED SUBJECTS

TABLE 55.  AuM (Auto Machanice) grade pistributions

Spring Semester Fall Semaster | Spring Semester
1973 1973 " 197k
Grade
No. % No. % | No. %
" /9 /557 v0 \asg| /6 | /725F
; S sy Jb |23a3] 47 |53ss
> © | IS5 \ss9| 53 |39 £ | 277
’ 2L\ /e /Y | 903 3 |330
F Ay
| 7 Vx| /7| 2| 4| /537
S
u
v / ,Y.Z ‘ / /:/0
x ‘
Total /22| SO /55 | /2o 9/t SOO
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK
GRADE DISTRIBUTIONS FOR SELECTED SUBJECTS

TABLE 56, | BUSINESS RELATED COURSES
Spring Semester Fall Semester Sﬁrlng Semester
1973 1973 1974
Grade
No. % No. 4 No. %
A 971 /9.0¢ | /43 12360\ 128 |32 %
8 /53 |J0.06 |156 \287¢)| 145 | 2045
¢ 99 |19.9¢ | 192 |2395| J0s | 12.28
0 A3 | 4s2) 6¢ |r029) 36 | 4.2/
F 49 | 9.¢3\ 77 |ra70| 57| 9.43
! /2 12346 20 |330| s | .S
® ;{3’ S84 | o looo| o | 000
u 2 /77 0 { g.00 o0 | ¢.00
" /? 3.73 / 7 J6 | 276
X 3 LS9 | A7 7 | s
Total 599 | 100 | 406" soo| 500 | y00
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK
GRADE DISTRIBUTIONS FOR SELECTED SUBJECTS

TABLE 57, COR (Corrections) grads pistridutions

Spring Semester

Fall Semaster.

Spring Semester

1973 1973 1974
Grade _ ‘ .
No. 4 No. 4 No. 3
! AL | /F03| 8510435\ /03 | A7 29
® §7 |73/ 367 | 73, | /70 |38.0¢
: 5| Y| 4995 £ 2095
0 N | A RAZ4
' [ | SH| 22| 4| 25| 479
U
“ [ | %2 | /3 | A5
X
Total JRA| /o0 | 502 /00| 368 | 0O
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® ; LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
- EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK
GRADE DISTRIBUTIONS FOR SELECTED SUBJECTS

TABLE .'{8. FOR (Forestry) Grade pistributions
' Courses with FOR prefix

| g | o g | e
Grad:e '

ﬂ “No. 4 No. 4 No. -
/6 \ 99| 25 10| 36 | 2400
0 52 |2000| 25 \232] 50 | 3333

> | g |y 39 st 39 | g0
g 9 62| /2 (90273 | #é7
‘ g | 597 /) | 8a7] 3 Y.
| ST e (2] 3 | qe0
s | | 3 | 200
v 3 | 200
¢ || 7| 2| g5
X /75
Toml;: /37 JOO /33 | /99 /50| Joo
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK
GRADE DISTRIBUTIONS FOR SELECYED SUBJECTS

TABLE 59, NUR (Nursing) grade blstributians
Spring Semester Fall Semester | Spring Semester
| 1973 1973 1974
Grade -
No. % No. 5 No. 2
" /2 | de| ¥ 46| /Y (447
; Yo || /8 295/ F/ (36.90
‘ 27 \29.03| 29 |975# 27 (324
> 202« 0 Lsool ) |//9
‘ 0 |poo| / /¢4 2 238
! S \s3dl & (993 7 | 953
U
w .
" /| sodl T 4R/ 2
Tatal 93 |60 | 6/ | 00| F¥| Joo
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LAKE CITY COMMUN{ITY COLLEGE
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK
GRADE D{STRIBUTIONS FOR SELECTED SUBJECTS

TABLE 60. DRH (Golf and Landscape) (irade pistributions
Courses with ORH Prefix

Spring Semester Fall Semester | Spring Semester
1973 1973 1974

Grade

No. 3 No. 3 No. 4
A SIL 572 Jo 5000 57\ 272%
° 60 (3015 37 |27 S&\ 9 7/
‘ L6 |/3.06) 23 | /63| 472522
0 6 | 302 6| 4290 s0| um
F 2/l 3| /142
' 2| roo| /| T 2 S
: ,
U
’ 3 |57
x | X

Total /99 /ab /2/0 2 QZ// JOO
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK
GRADE DISTRIBUTIONS FOR SRLEGTED SUBJECTS
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK
GRADE DISTRIBUTIONS FOR SELECTED SUBJECTS

TABLE 61. 810 (8lology) Grade pistributions.
poas Not Include BDT and zpo,
Spring Semester Fall Semester | Spring Semester
1973 1973 1974
Grade
No. b4 No. 4 No. 3
A 34 |15.59| »9 /7.10 40 7.53
B /30 2412 /26 (3072 /160 | 30./3
c /37 |RS42| &7 |r942] /69| 30,97
0 87 1095 sL|is07| 4¥ /205
F 47 | 812 59 |r568] 7 | /4.37
! (6 |R97) 3\ 4| S| T
: :
U
W 65 | /2.06 J | /49
* A A R A I 4
Total 539 | Joo | 3¢5|s00 53/ /o0

- 193




TY COLLMIE
UR-DAY WEEK

OR SRLBOTED SUBJECTS

ALUATION OF FO

LAXE CITY COMMUNI

BV

GRADE DISTRIBUTIONS F

00p P ITT 0N 306 (3uTpesy) 09T O BuTpuloul Sesao) fNg TIV ‘SUCTINQIISTQ oPead (USTT3w) i “T1S 31

TavVyd
4 a [ g v
d oL
o
2 l o
| | J L u.
P r L !
I e
N _N | i I8 L X
N Bl ' ¢ 1 : { A. ! - wj_
! H m ' t § “ I 1 ! . H ' a4
[ T A i M S NN S SR N 9
T T S O O A
T - L S
RN S RO NN N N N S S O S S S S :
I SR B i 3 - - :
SRRt N o B I A
1.# B L . mNmF .ﬂrﬂﬂw ) H 1 w ! w R w Qﬂd
i ; M ! 1 . S
w ; m&w.ﬁwjhmﬁ * m S
: K , P L w
R M m ; .w : lwr 4 H wom
‘- 1 . L3
1 o m . . I

194




LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEX
GRADE DISTRIBUTIONS FOR SELECTED SUBJECTS

TABLE 62, ENG (Engllsh) grade pistributions
All ENG courses Ircluding ENg 160 (Reading) gut Not LIT and J0U.

- A P il Itk A S
No, 3 No. o 3 No. 3

4 J02.\17.35| s20 L | 90| /.33
L s32.|22.45| /58 |22.0¢ 722.|22.74
¢ 273 |36.23) 2463|3648\ /74 | 3/. 9%
> T4 (/2,58 65| %06} 53| 943
52| 599 73 (/8| 75| /3.6/
| 9 | 136| 36 | B02| 17 | 2,00
5 /| ./
0 |

" YR, 20 3.43
* ) 2| 3 .5

fotal 899 | s00 | 777 | 100 55/ | 100
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TABLE 63,

LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK
GRADE DISTRIBUTIONS FOR SELECTED SUBJECTS

RIS (History) Grade Distributions,
RIS Plus $SS (Survey of Social Science) Fall 197

HIS Spring 1973 and
3 and Spring 1974,

Spring Semester

Fall Semestier

Spring Semester

1973 1973 1974
o No. % No. 2 No. $
" /o2 \ Q40| 89 2553| I8\2a.0y
" /21 2895 104 \29./3| 74 2947
° 70 121.53| /09 |30.594| /8 | 30.49
: 35| 937) 36 \so.0f| 30 | 775
‘ 29 1699 R/ | 598 3/ | Lo/
* )y | 335] 3| .99 13| 330
:
i A7 6% so | 58
’ I W
Total S8 S0 | I57| 0| 357 soo
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LAKB CITY COMUNITY COLLEGE
~ EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEER
GRADE DISTRIBUTIONS FOR SRLEOTRD SUBJEOTS
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_ LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
_ EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK
) GRADE DISTRIBUTIONS FOR SELECTED SUBJECTS

TABLE 64, HUM (Humanitiea) Grade pistributiaons
-Spring-Semester Fall Semester" Spring Semester
1973 1973 1974
Grade
No. % No. % | No. %
A 30 (/)86 | 49119051 357372
® 60 12372 75 Q97| 359 |23./%
c §0 131,42 53 |2703| 4511549
i 40 115871 3/ |/a.30| 4| /5.67

' 23| J.09| 42 /.67 371/7.51
| 6 237 2| 79 5 _4%

; /| .37
“ /3 | 5. /3 - 5/0
y /| 320 |

Total 2 \5’3' /00 | ‘,?5,2 /ﬂ? 2557 SP0
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK
GRADE DISTRIBUTIONS FOR SELECTED SUBJECTS

TABLE 65, pHg (physiem) golence) Grade pletributions

Spring Semester

Fall Semester

Spring Semaster

, 1973 1973 1974
Grade
No. % No. $ | Wo. g
A /33 /94 981543\ 97 | 403
° A0& X944 /69 |195| /55 | 20.60
: 195 \asi0t| 172 |a7.45) 203 | 20,97
R W 74l VAW A VY LA VAT,
F S3 762 90 \m3¢|/39 |52
! 3 B 152390 /| /43
S ) A 2 35| 4u
X s\ 3| .39
Total &6 95| /00 | 437 | /09 7{2’ 00
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLRIE
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEX
GRADE DJSTRIBUTIONS FOR SELEOTED SUBJECTS
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. LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK
GRADE DISTRIBUTIONS FOR SELECTED SUBJECTS

TABLE 66,.. | SPE (speech) Grade plstributions
Spring Semester Fall Semester | Spring Semester
1973 1973 © 1974
Grade _
No. % No. 3 No. | L4
: Yo \sg.70| 39\ 209 sy | 2757
° 73 13427 ¢4 3536 62 | 2749
> - 40 (29.17| 52 |\ag23| S/ 2278
P 20 | 939 1) | o8| so | 44

j J | 329 714971 /¢ | 72./Y
i ¢ (282 71387 /3 | 500

s
!
v 6 |82 S 7 152
¥ /| %7 [ | %5
Total L/)3\| /00 /) | /60| R34 Joo
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TABLE 67.

LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

MEAN GRADE-POINT AVERAGES BY PROGRAM

TECHNLICAL DIVLISION MEAN GRADE-POINT AVERAGES BY CLOCK-HOUR PROGRAM

Program

Fall Semester 1923

e

Spring Semester 1974

G.P.A,

Differences
G.P.A, No, G.P.A, No.
Students Students

ABF Auto-Body 0?“35 /3 ,,2. // ‘)2/ - 22/
AIM Aviation ‘,? 20 /5’ ,2,/,@ /% — ,()f'
AWM Auto-Mech, | 2 42 47 2,7/ 53 + ,09
COY COSMETOLOGY | 2 OO > ‘2 00 20 e
MAY Masonry A é? j/ o?' 70 3/ + R 03
WEL Welding 273\ J§ |4.80 | 33 + 07

* § -~ U grading systam,

205



' LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
. EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK
MEAN GRADE-POINT AVERAGES BY PROGRAM

TABLE 68,
TECHNICAL DIVISION MEAN GRADE-POINT AVERAGES BY SEMESTER-HOUR PROGRAM

e

' Fall Semester 1973 [Spring Semester 1974
Program G.PQAQ
GiPtAl NO. GlplAl NO. . Diffﬁt‘ence
Students Students :

30 Business 5%\ )7 o?.Jy/ ' A5 _"f‘ L7
33 Data Proc. o?.éyé J/ 2!37 é - 'yj

36 Exec. Secy, J:/7 ./ ozfé w—/,.l, e 13(
38 GColf 2.82 | 43 2. 76 42 f‘.ﬂé

40 Landacape »?. 7-2 ,,2:_50 /W7 ‘ ""-.22—

21 ;
42 Lepal Seey, | L. 67 2 2. 80 3 'f"./3
3

.~* 44 Med, Secy. | 2.88 2.6l 2 - 26 |
46 Mark. Manag. ‘/r‘y'z a ‘;)",Oo?d JJ +/, é@ :
48 Nursing A 46 | JE | 232 Sy |= I
50 _Park Manag. ‘»?{9’7 Jf 257 | 6 + /O .
51 roltedset, | 2P0 | S | 2.5 | ¢4 =26
52 Foresiry 92.3»?2 7.,2- ‘ ;{,jj j? : | ‘f’ w?é
2_teat spcace | 15 300 | 4 jst
80 clerical | /. 99 /57 | 7 I ;.53 5
63_bata proc. | /.0 VAV A B 0 kW i

oF

s voremty | 2,46 | 6 | 222 |
T

0 Seey, Sei




LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

MEAN GRADE-POINT AVERAGES BY PROGRAM

TABLE 69,

TRANSFER DIVISION MEAN GRADE-POINT AVERAGES BY PROGRAM

PSae e nsasenaes
beopean Fall Semester 1973 | Spring Semester 1974 G.BeA,
No., Mean | No, Mean |Difference
Students G.P.A, | Students G.P.A, |
00 Unclassified Ab ALH // ,? 62|+ ,07
02 General Course 194 | 255\ 187 | 2.3F | =17
05 Pre-Agriculture 57 3,05 7 J./7 |+ /2
06 Pre-Build(ng 5 |30/ 5| 305 |+ .04
08 Pre-Business 30 2,53 3 2 245 |~ 08
10 Pre-Fducatton S2 |afe | 47 |25/ |— .29
11 Pre-‘Dala-Proc. ~ 3 3 Y7 k1 | 4‘73 B ’57/
12 Pre-Engineering /_2 2'571 // é?,ff/ + ajg
L4 Pre-Forestry l/ ﬂ?lyj/ 92/ o) 5/}{ | t‘ 400
16 Pre—iienjt, Med. Vet. Xé) -’Z:é? ¢)?j/ 2‘57% ’, + ,/5
18 Pre-Police Setence | /o7 | 2 92\ 20 | 229 |+ ,0/
20 Pro-law 7 J"gy 7 R0 |~ 34
22 Pre-Iharmacy ; y 3’75' : J’ 3,3% - ,6// ,
24 Pre-Mtnistry 213 3/ g é,// “",/3
26 Pre-Corrections - 3_5’ az ?é | j’d | 0?, éﬂﬁ ,?fl ;
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK
ENERQY

SUMMARY ENERGY CONSUMPTION ANALYSLS

METHOD

Dean Sparkman, office of Business Services, prepared the.
tables of energy costs and savings and energy consumption for the
years 1970 through 1974, Mean temperatures were secured from the
Nattonal Climatic Center.’ :

RESULTS

. The total energy saving program including the four-day week -

dld save erergy. The actual decrease In energy used compared
with 1973 was 107,204 Kw of electricity, 36,303 gallons of fuel
ol1, 3,064 gallons of LP gas and 1,705 gallons of gasoline. The
proportion .of these savings that should be attributed to the four=
‘day week cannot be determined. The use of a factor of one-fifth
more attributed to the fqur-day week has hazards and amounts only
to a guess, As a matterahindsight, In order to establish a reasone
able estimate of the proportion of the total energy saved by the
deletion of one day would require careful advance planning and
recording on a weekly (four-day) and the single day basis. It
would almost certainly require a change In some of our metéring
devices et¢. This writer doesn't 11ke to even think about the
vatlables and details of this problem, SR ‘

' Electrical usage ls further confused by the addition of new
buildings that were heated and cooled by electricity. This ab-
viously means an Increased amount of electricity consumed and a
factor In the total consumption of electricity. '

Unfortunately, for comparative purposes, the mean tempera-
ture for January was much warmer than normal.. Actually the mean
January temperature for 1974 was 14.5 degrees higher than the
mean January temperature for 1973, The mean temperature for the
éntire quarter 1974 was 4,5 degrees above 1973, A comparison -
of mean quarterly temperatures and amount of fuel ol 1 consumed
suggests that’ a flve degfee varlation [n mean temperaturé makes
a difference of approximately 10,000 gallons. 'As noted above
the ‘mean temperature differénce betwsen 1973 and 1974 was 4
‘degrees. - The fuel ol savings was 36,303 gallons. Roughly
~third efg? ng can be attributed

s .
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AC-1

AC-2

AC-3

AC-h

LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLHGE
ENEROY CONSERVATION PLAN

December 12, 1973
HEATING, VENTILATING AND ATR CONDITIONDNG

Lower thermostats to 68 degrees for winter operation and raise to
78 degrees for gummer operation. Calibrate all thermostats for
operational accurasy and only maintenance personnel be allowed to
change setting, :

Cut off all air handl:hig units in corridors, lobbies and lounges,

Operate manually when temperaturs in these areas fall below 60
degrees, ,

Make use of outdoor air during comfortable weather at which time
heating/cooling equipment will be turned off, ;

Put all bulldings oh time olook operation whers possibla, (locks
will be set to turn equipment on 2 to 3 hours {depending on outside
temperature) prior to buildings being ocoupied and 1 to 2 howrs prior
to close of student achedule of class day. Buildings that can't be
pab on time olook will be operated mamally according to schedule

~of building use,

AC-5

AC-6

AC-7

AQ;B

AC-9

Ac-10 A1l door clogures be checked snd svt for accurate opération, Check
e

No electric heaters may be used at any time except as may be autho-
rized by the president, : ;

Main entrance to Administration Builld_i.ng be closed when outside
temperature is 5 degrees or below, And a sign be placed to direct
traffic to enter at side entrance, This will allow better tempera-

ture balance and control in the main lobby area,

A1l ventilating fans be operated only when necessary for héaitl;

reasons and then mde# direction of program director.

‘A1l cooling units to drinking fountains be disconnested, A1l hot

water heaters be disconnected except where needed to meet state
health regulations. . ‘ ‘ R

All heating equipment be checked daily to insure most éfficiént op-
eration., Inoluding getting of combustion and using fuel oil addi.

tive for cleaner burn,

be made for any leakage in doors, wiadows and ceiling, Repalr whers



MV-2

MV-3

MVl

MV.5

MV-6
Mv.?

MV.8

MOTOR VEHIOLE OPERATION
Set maximum speed limit for all college owmed vehieles 50 MM,

Asgigment of vehicles will be made according to need, distanse amd
function to insure most efficient operation.

A1l motor vehioles will be pat on a strict servioe scheduls, - Car-
buretor, points, uﬁo and timing will be set and olosely chsckod
to insure wmost effislent operation economioally,

rriorities will be set for use of all ‘college vehioles arid offorts
will be made to curtail duplication of travel whers possible, '

A list of driving prastices will be developed 1n an effor'o to. oon-
serve fuel consumption through correct and precise operating yro-
cedures, A copy of thess practices will be given to each operator
of a vehiole with trip ticket. Strict adherence will be requeated. .

"rires on all vehioles will be checked edch time 1t is refqeled and
pressurs to within one potnd of maximm rating, as printéd on tire
by mauuta.cturer, bs maintained to prevent rolling resistance,

Request that all pecraomel 1imit their travel to a.mount traveled
same month last year where possible in the instructional areas, .
Request that all non-instructional travel be et 25% from amount
traveled eaeh month of last. year if at a11 poseible. S

Request all eredit cards be issued with trip tickert on ee.oh re-

~quest for wehiele and records be kepb in whiole cost tﬂo on. tll

B9

me‘l eoneﬂnpbi.on. &
| S mmm:cu R L
Discontime une or 1ight t 4n halls, corridors and 1oun¢ea by 5

~ Bach i.nstructor be’ mnmcted to turn Iights odt at the eloéo t

B2

B3

class,

A1l outside ught be discontimmed excopt vherd need fox‘ aafe-
ty and sebirdty, 1ng ’ ‘d

Temnis court lights be used only in acoordance with achedule es’ca-
blished ani'approved by the pu'esiden'o.

1 oquiment‘*on 4 prevenﬂve aohodule tb prevhnt
“burmout »




MO-1

MO-2
MO-3

MO-h

A-1

A.2

A-6

e {Eﬁ”atsto 72 degress offeotive immediately, (2) Set
 Florida

RNERGY GONSERVA

of ¥, Touls Berry and aproval of ) of Trustees, the follow |

changes will be made in the L0CO Hergy Gonservation Polioys (1) Set A1)
oyt L8

MAINTENANGE AND OPERATION

Survey will be made and schedule established where custodial per-

sommel vorking at night will finish within two hours after olasses
are finished if possible. v

Procedure will be established charging custodial perasommel to have
lights on only in immediate areas they are working,

Chargo gecurity officers with responsibility of enforcing polioy
of lights out program and indicating on daily report of areas by
building and room muber where polioy is being violated.

mstablished schedulye for maintenance persommel so equimenﬁ not
put on time clock will be oparated mamally, And a preventive

maintenance service program can be nmaintained to insure most effic-
ient operation, , ‘ ,

ADMINTISTRATIVE

Relax traditional dress requirements to accoumodate temperatures in

working areas, Adviss all persomel to wear warmer clothing in
winter and cooler in swamer, R o

Contralize all office personnel who must work beyond normal hours,
holidays and weekends to one building and one zone if possidle so
that minimm heat, cooling and lights will be used,

Encourage all persomnel, employees and students to form ear pools
as smch as posaible, ‘ .

Present work week of fiveday (eight hours & day) be changed to

four-day (ten hours a day) Menday-Thursday,

Roquest be made to all percomnel, staff and students, via staff

notes and other college publications for strict adherence to energy
congervation plan, . o S o

All requests be made forirehicles at least one week prior :’o,o,,nqe,d,
so priorities can be followed in accordance with gaaolin,e;qvanable.

TION ROLIOY REVISED: (Harch 20, 1974) Upon tho reccomenation
= 7al of the Board of Trustees, the following

at 55 MP instead of S0 MM, to
t eleet q’iaate:gigmtam 31,

on all collegs yehioles

ocomigemh o




LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK
ENERGY

_TABLE 70, SUMMARY OF ENERGY COSTS AND SAVINGS
D JANUARY THROUGH APRIL 1974
Average Actual KW or Actual Dollar
Type Per Unlt Cost Gallons Savings Savings or Loss
Energy Increase Over 1973  Over 1973 Over 1973
Electriclty 60.833 107,204 KW (85,928.72)
LP Gas 99.,06% | 3,064 Gals, ($ b423.21)
Gasoline kho.sﬁ% 1,705 Gals. ($ 203.09)
(854951.31)

Note: Fligures In parentheses represent Increased costs. Dean Sparkmen
points out ''that the average per unit cost on all of these Items did
Increase considerably from the 1973 cost. Also in 1974 we added -
bulldings that Increased the net asslgnable square feet by 5,508%. |
also might point out that this percentage Increase would not be a true
guide in determining amount of electrical Increase since all these
bulldings are actually heated and cooled by electricity, whereas most
of our bulldings are not heated and cooled by electricity." 2
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
EVALUATION OF FOUR-~OAY WEEK

ENERGY

TABLE ' 71, ELECTRICITY CONSUMED JANUARY THROUGH APRIL
: 1970 THROUGH 1974
YEAR B MONTH TOTAL
_ Jan. Feb, March April
K ) B : 1
i3 W used 143,197 | 232,198 2114,8_18 237,154 827,367
e ?0“1 cost 92,’032.7.6 B2,509.07  (82,239.2h  (§2,634.32 | $9,415.79
1 o xw u‘ksed’; | 21.1;,60; ‘232,751 222,629 232.ho9 I 932,100
L Total coat"~ | $2,826.22  #2,737.90 £2,705.18 '[32,818,93 $11,085.2}
. Totalcost $3,077.07 §3,163.25  182,966,36  £3,033.43 |#12,200,20
: 1'973 KW used 2!;8,029 190,536 271’3&1 :232»5,57 9};2.'.5'63: |
7 Total cost $,652,70 12,958.83  [83,80L,62  h3,520.97  |813,937.12
KW used 181,439 | 209,33k | 23,950 | 200,636 | 839,359
1974 Total cost 8,305.02 45,124.87  83,486.17 $4)908..68. 99,8658
Pricoperdw | 238 Loy | 22l00p | 20bese | somers




LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK

ENERGY
TABLE 72, FUEL OIL CONSUMED JANUARY THROUGH APRIL
1970 THROUGH 1974 |
YEAR MONTH TOTAL
Jan. Feb, March April
Gallons used 26,131 | 13,720 12,99 7,178 60,023
1970 ~ ,
‘Total cost $2,866.57 $1,503,10 [ 3L,L25.4L |3 787.43 86,582,514
gy GAlions ueed 24,202 | 22,280 | 1m,91h 6,793 | 8,098
Total cost $2,786.1,5 132,529.86 | 41,687.41 |2 757.42 n$7,761.1h
Gallons used 22,28} 21,919 13,566 305 58,07,
1972 — , ‘ ‘
Total cost 82,586,76 132,5L45.12 | $1,547.88 |4 L2.70 $6,722.46
, Gallons used 20,688 | 21,046 8,527 13,552 63,813
Total cost 3 2,473.48 $2,500.48 [ $1,047.96 [$1,616.75 $74679.67
Gallons used 7,164 13,593 64793 -0 - 27,510
1974 Total cost 2 1,51;2;!;]. $3,636.27 $1,897.28 -0 - $7sd75;96‘
Price per gal, : k21_53¢ -0 -

268393 -

- 21.9%  1




® - | LAKE CITY COHMUNITY COLLEGE
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK
ENERGY

TABLE 73, PROPANE GAS CONSUMED JANUARY THROUGH APRIL
1970 THROUGH 1974

YEAR | 'MONTH TOTAL
‘ Jan. Feb, ; March April
Gallons used 1871 2731 214 2327 9043 gals.
1970
Total cost §260.09 | 8379.61 | $293.85  (8323.47 . | %1,257.02
Gallons used 2252 2381 2295 1906 883l gals,
1971
Total cost $313.01 $330.97 $319.01 | %264.95 $1,227.97
. Gallons used 2147 2619 2070 1300 8136 gals,
1972 ‘
Total cost - $293.4L | e36h.0h | ¢287.73 |$180.70  [$1,130.91
Gallons used 2843 | 2421 1499 2267 9030 gals.,
1973 _ - ——
. Total cost $395.22 | #336.52 | $210.56 |$392.43 . |81,3W.73
Gallons used 1766 1052 | 1646 1802 | 8946 gals.
1974 Total cost WS | 833276 | g2 [sak.2r  (ST67.9k
Prlée ‘pez; gal. £ o | o o S
S 25.30¢ - | 363 | 3133¢ | asre | av.ae




: LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
‘; EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK
: ENERGY
3 TABLE 74, . GASOLINE CONSUMED JANUARY THROUGH APRIL
: 1970 THROUGH 1974
YEAR " MONTH TOTAL
_ Jan. Feb, | March April :
37g Otllons used 1783 1899 | 2386 | 215 | 8183
' Total coat | 873.13 845194 1 - 859757 5;553.98\ © $2,076.62
1;71 Gallons used 1245 . 2070 2078 »1783 : 7176
. Totaleost ) s00.85 | ssohor’| $510.08 | Ssap | sip8n18
‘ ; 1;72 Gallons used 1267 | 2139 | 1186 25 '_6'}3’(» ’ :
. Total cost | $302.69 | 86273 | 831270 | $805.99 | wuiingsy
1973 Gallons used | 1870 | 1770 | 2105 | 1066 | 7802 -
- Total cost $535.51. | us6.02 |- $559.07 | $508'.03 <<‘$é,058.63
Gallons uscd 1056 1770 136k 1907 '5'(')9‘7‘ ‘ |
1?74 Total cost _$351.95 A 3510,02 . 5;57,77 3“195 $?4261-72 : "
Prcopor gl [ 33 | Sk | oy | mely | il




LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK
ENERGY

€

TABLE 75, MEAN TEMPERATIIRES FOR NORTH CENTRAL FLOR1DA
‘ JANUARY THROUGH APRIL 1970 THROUGH 1974

Mean Temperatures

YEAR : Mean Temperatures
For Quarter

Jan., Feb. March Aprll

1970  46.0  49.6  60.7 69. 56. 4

1971 51.2 53.34— 54.6 62.9 55.5
1972 59.0 153.4 59.8 68.2 ao.r
1973 s2.0 50.7 €W 6k | 57.9
1974  66.6  53.7 6h2 ~  6h.9 ‘_ 1 62,4

Note: These mean temperatures are for Tallahassee. Such mean

temperatures can be expected to run very close to the Lake CIty
mean temperatures.




. | LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK
ENERGY

TABLE 76, MEAN QUARTERLY TEMPERATURES IN RANK ORDER
AND FUEL OIL CONSUMPTION 1970 ~ 1793

YEAR ~ TEMPERATURE GALLONS
1971 L 68,098
1970 56.4 60,023
® 1973 T s T 63,813

1972 o 60.1 58,074

UNIVERSITY OF cALr
. LOS ANGELES

JUL 26 1974
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