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| Highlights

Graduatc‘négrce survey

¢

teaching tec hﬂlunb were not relevant to a Lolleg ch01Le (Table '9).

A}

1
I
I

Proximity ¢f the College was a major influence in selecting a \
college for munp of the Elementary Education (84%) and History (82%)

majors. (Table

18).

"

over half|of the lnglish majors (58%) indicatcd that a major

“influence in gollege selection was the' possibility of graduate

NP,

assistantshipg. (Table.21). . . .
"

v

ApproximAtoly thlce-fourths of the~ Rgaalng graduatcs {71 ), felt

1

that they had | FCLCLVCd @ variety of learning experiencesy (Table 28).

| - ' ; B ‘ o
ravel (?vcr 10 miles onc way) to attend c;asses was a-“ pattern for

over -half ofe qhe .lementary-Lducation (56%) and Music - (52%) graduates.
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FOREWORD

This study was designed to ascertain the type of students

attracted to SUC, Fredonia, for advanced degrees, and- also to séek
4

~information and opinions about  the programs offered. . o —
' Graduate Deg}ee Survey: Overview of Five %eér ;opufétion o
; (1967 1974) provided a plcture of all graduates as a 51ngle unlt -
To provide a more detalled analysis of the data reported in the over-
view, tabuléklons are presented by major acddemic areas. |
~ Assistance and encouragementlwas extended to EheAlnvestigators
By: Dr. Dallas K,<£eal, President, SUC, Fredonia; Dr. Morgan Don,

Dean of Graduate Studies, Graduate Studies departmental staff; -

Dr. Ronald E. Hull, Acting Director, Teacher Eduéa;ion Research Center

- Pl A

(TERC) and TERC staff. Ms. Marian Anderson, secretary, was most:-

helpful in prepafing this report. H - R

We are grateful to the large number of graduates who responded / .

-

to the questlonnalrc. This report could not. have been prepared without

their cooperation. P

.
v.\
. . . !
. A
.. 3
t . | -
‘

Helen C, McKee
Gerald T. Holmes
Daniel- J. Bauman
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INTRODUCTION

. OGraduate Degree Survey, Follow-Up contains addityonal data and

further categorlzatlon of the information contairied in Graduate Degree

""‘l-!a-ll«,,"" .

1
vey. . The 1n1t1a1 paper/reported the graduates as a single grgup

Data are reported by academ1c~dlsc1p11ne in this study - The number of
respondents in each dlsclpllne and- the totameopukafTUh figures: are
1nc1uded for reference points. - .
A format similary to SURVEY - '712, which proved to be very . o
: practlcal was adobpted for the graduate study Fewer items and section
tlﬁles made the questlonnabre.more readable, Forced-choice items were
- supplemented by three open end 1tem54 Eﬁéry‘effort was made to obtain

information which would be beneficial tb the College programs and,future

! - 4

. student‘bodlesu . -

N A coding system was devised to’protect the identities of the re-/
13 V - . ¢ / u

spondents. Many welcomed the opportunity toycommenison their experiences
. ~ t \ B : .

" and responded openly and frankly.
Data for this study were analyzed using the computer program, NUCROS.

ubcveral items were hand tallled to verify , the accuracy of the computer‘

.t
proceSsing. All tables- are expressed in percentages and are rounded to

( _ N
the nearest whole number.

I

|
' ‘ I
]
T r

1

McKee, Helen (., Bauman, 'Dﬁnlel J., and Holmes, Gerald T. Graduate
Degree Survey: Overview of 'Five Year Populatlon (1969-1974), Graduate
Degree, Teacher Education Research Center, SUC, Fredonla N. Y.,
October, 1975.

IMcKee, Hclen C. and Mills, Mildred B. SURVEY - '71: Overview, Teagher
Lducatlon Rescarch Center, SUC, Fredonla, N. Y., March, 1974. \
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.The report follows the sequence of the questionnaire as a

loglcal progr6551on of events in the graduate student' $ llfe.

The nghllght Sectlon contains items and percentages reflectlng

P
high response, pattern exceptions, and/or areas of special 1nterest
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The survey of SUC, Fredonia graduate students who were “awarded

'”advanced degrees from December 1969 to June 1974 was designed and

conducted during the first semester’ of 1975. The study focused on the
educational, economici and sociél traits of thé‘graluate degree
recipients.” Opinions and attitudes about thé Collegg were solicited
ﬂin-the 74 item questionnaire which included three oﬁenfen&‘segméhts
‘and provided dppoftunities for personal comménts.“

The questlonnalre was,sent to all who graduated durlng the 5-year
span under study (1969-1974). Responses provided data on thﬁ/three
lmajarufiq}ds of study and_the area in which the degree was earned.
Thé initial re;oft of the:data;was publiihed in Decmeber 1975 and was

titled, Graduate Degree Survey Overviews In this report, the in-

o

vestigators categorized t information by dis&ipline.
Elemeﬁfaﬁy Education,'EIémenthry %ﬂucatinn with a concentration}
in Readrng, Secondary Education and Music Education are grouped

‘together for case in anaiy21ng the profiessional studies programs.

enrollment. Eight major.areas and ‘éne 'undeclared' retu Te listed
by the 472 respondents.

.

-
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" disciplinary analysis and co

-3- T

The questionnaire contained eight sections: undergraduate

\gurrlcular, socjal, facllltles, and comparison (to other colleges)

3

factors Values added’were not con51dered as a séparate category.

Open end -items prOV1ded an opportunlty to express oplnlons'and
J
\

specific, personal incidents.

Preeentipg the data by acAdemic disciplines permits inter-s
arison .te the total eopﬁletien. “The
reference tablel contained in\
matching the chronology of experiences for easy reference.
~ Name and address changes (N = 6) were needed for 15% of the

population while ”loey" alumi (N = 37)\accounted for ‘5% of the

7

* \ /' . .
- total number pnder/éon51derat10n. Neverthwless, 66% of the target

group responded during the first semester of 1

3

v

T?e/}esponse was great.
L

.

“program, college selection, college years, mat?rials and equipment,.

pendix A are divided jinto categories




: d o . CHAPTER 11 .
e : B OVERVIEW o

d ' Datg, are reported by ‘academit—di cipline. for this report. -This

— v

- v

@ . . A
breakdowh permits interpretation of each area and comparison with \

‘other curricular programs. ‘ ' . co .
. . The reference tables indicate the number of returns within each
, . ) )
N discipline and in the total population. All tables are expressed in

percentages except where otherwise noted. The material’'is divided

s

\ . .
into three sections which consider the data under study in chronologjcal
3

order’. ) S ‘ }
- . Y Y - | .
N . . e
(iSection One ' ~
Lection Une L
) - . .
*  This group of tables considers ihformation about the undergraduate
program and college selection.
’ ‘ . P I~ |
+ . - . i
‘ Yzizpthe graduate students earn the undergraduatg degree .
at SUC, Fredonia? L0
v . ]‘
\ Whgt characteristics of the College influenﬂea them to
! - enroll here? . e ) i
. . § .
N~/ v Way did the target group seek a highen degrke?

£

)

. » B sy
Table 1 through 24 contain data on entry patterns for degree work and
descriptions of areas where the graduates live and work. Reasons for

- sclecting SUC, Fredonia, are also considered. :




- The population who eritéred SUC, "Fredon¥,

Y
s

- o body (75% entered d1rectly from hlgh school) Exceptlons to the entry .
: - Ay t
patterns (see Table l Section One, Appendlx A) were Hlstory majors
(18% were graduates o6 a commmi wcollege) and theﬂ§C1ence Math group

. ‘ <
. - (146) were communlty college transfers. At least one-half of the ‘{f//
, “ _ ' graduate degree populationvin each diSC1pline knew the campus and,
T -'_\her"efare,; probably many of the faculty. VOVer.o;lﬁf-fif\ths‘ (83%) of the
. - grﬁkprenrolled for the.maéter degree program'within\five'yeara after;

.

~ ;belng awarded. the initial degree . e
e

“k‘. Thls is the populatlon under study

d_ Reasons for §elect1ng 'SUC, Fredonia, and the communities: in ‘which

« )
@ﬁey re51de and are employed/are\con51degggf¢ﬂ/ﬁppend1x A, Sectlon One,

. . Tadle 1 to Table 24, ‘ E Lo : B

DR o
. o

v - "v-“\ . ) R ‘ N . e Iv) ‘ .
« \‘Sectlon Two ' C . -
A . )
N Reactions td the actual college gxperiences are reported in Sectlon

. Two. Topics 'in this sectlon 1ncld&g~classes, material and. equ1pment,

-

the currlcular offerlngs, 50C1al life, fac111t1es value added and

~ _.financial assistance. , B .

9 L] . ~ -

Y - How many. graduate students tgok courses off campus?
. * . 2 - .
o N L

N o L2
‘How many graduate students changed dedree area? *f

‘\ % ‘( L4 \

o i
. . R . . 4 . * v Q \
o ’ Did ‘the graduate students use. the library facilities? .

.,

\




¢

[

Were any of the target group campus resadents7

Vo, Y .
P

.How many had graduate assistantships?

s 3
o

*

.Topics in Appendix A; Section Two, Table 25 to 57 refer to items on

« . o — f

« . ”
_ classes , material and equipment, curricular offerings, social life,

facilities, . and financial assistance. : \ : ,

Sectlon Three ‘ A . ‘ \\

\\ Value added, post- degg\g profe551ona1 and economic growth weTe \\\
1nC1uded in- this section. Compar;iiii\between SUC Fredonla and’ other ;ry

dolleges are considered here.

Y A ' . R
Y

\(“ ) / . . AN . . ~$~
B - . . V.
" Were curricular offerings useful? - 2

o .

' P g8
« master's degrée?

N e

How did Fredonia comﬁare with other ddZZegegﬁ

Does Fredonia atbract persons who have earned the master's
) N ¥ \b

degreg‘to return for workshops and classes? ’

Appendix. A,” Section Thrée, Table 58-to Table 74 are reference points.
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CHAPTER 111

Highlights . C

b

- Datu ahalysis by academic discipline added a new dimension to-

’ . S ' .
the tables. Highlights of the findings are included here for con- e

sideration and interpretation, (Selected statements are prihted

inside the front cover). Table numberé are provided for easy

“ h '

. reference.

: ;A

Elementary (33%)}and Secondary Education (39%), majors wer employed in
areas with a popyjlation of 50,Q$0‘or less. Reading gradufites (42%)
were employed in small city or town of fewer than 10,0@0. population.

(Table 5). AN

.

[ ]

publications of professors in a specific discipline were not relevant

.to a college choice to most master degree recipients except for

Histbry (36%) and Speech/Hearing (40%) who felt it was a "minor"

influence. (Table 7). : N (:\\////,_%“~
, ‘ : 8 ,

"

Over half.of the Histo majors (55%) felt that credentials of pfofcssorg,
were important in seledting a college for the advanced degree. (Table 10)\.

*
4

The recommendations of Alumni were a major, influence in college
selection for a quarter of the Music majors (29%). (Table 11).

Ay

More than half of the Scierice/Math majors (54%) indicated that the

~attitudes of peers. toward SUC, Fredonia, had a "minor'" influence on

college enrollment. (Tab}e 15).
4 A

©

-

~

; -
Reading graduates (71%) found waivers~and vouchers miot relevant to
their' college selection. (Table 20). : ;

{




Reasonable requirements for matrlculatlon encouraged half of the

their degree work.- (Table 25)

"had received a variety of learning experiences. (Table 28).

B - - . . ’
[ K
\ ;‘, ¢
( i e
e

Music graduates (51%) to enroll here. (Table 22).

e

College sélection based on the’undergraduéte program\uas a major
influence for a majority (63%) of the Engllsh majors who responded
to the questlonnalre (Table 24).

’
& o

Two“ thirds of the graduates with a concentration in Reading felt
that they frequently received encouragement from professors during .

e

-
N . -

Practical knowledge which further prepared graduates for théir
position was provided for over four fifths (83%) of the.Reading o
graduates. (Table~26). :

—

The theoretical aspect of subject matter was "'frequently" stressed
for three-fifths of the Music students (63%). (Table 27) .

N 1.
‘ L}
- - - L
A - A

Almost three fourths of the Readlng graduates (71%) felt that they

. e

Frequent part1c1patlon in class sesslons was 1nd1cated by Music (79 )
and Reading (73%) graduates (Table 30)

e

N
N s

(Class session lectures were recalled by over three-fifths of t@efﬂx
graduates in Reading (63%) and Secondary Education (62%) prqgrams
(Table 31). . : o

¥ . . '.»*"
) < s
. e
, t "
. -
. o
w - -
o

o

Opportunltlcs for classroom discussions were prbV1ded four-fifths of
the Music ‘graduates (83%). (Table 32).
[

[R)
/ *,

16 . ’ T, .
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o

Two-thirds. of/the Rea 1ng graduates (66%) indicated that they felt .
class assi pfients were meaningful. (Table 33). . N

few of the Secondpky Education majors (8%) felt that many
ignments wefejggiy ork. (Table 34).

\ ™

Four-fifths, or more, of all professional'étudies graduates’ "frequeptly"
_found library facilities available when needed; Elementary Education

(82%), Reading (85%), Secondary Education (80%), and Music (86%).
(Table 36). ‘ g

o

lerary facilities were '"frequently' used by ‘four-fifths of the Mu51c
(81 ) and three fourths of the Readlng (77%) graduates. (Table 37).

s ,
One-half of the Reading (57%) and Secondary Education (50% 3} population
felt that the guidance or|advisement services were "frequently"
satisfactory. (Table 41).

o ac |
//’/// C o ‘ A

Over one-third of the 'Elementary Egmcation advanced- degree earners (38 )
never attenddd lectures and/or seminars on campus and two*thirds (66 )
ianever attended campus -sponsored social events. (Table 47 and 50)

‘

i’
& [
3 -

fz Involvgment in the graduate a551stantsh1p program was- experlenced by over
7 one-half of the Lngllsh (54 )} and two-thirds of. the Science-Math- (68%)
* , Tespondents. (Table 54) ,

¥c

1 ' ' !
.

o Nbst of the’ Mu51c graduates (91%) received a salary adjustment when the
master's degree was awdrded. (Table 55).

°

Course work was used to advantage by 90% of graduate degree holders with
a concentration in Reading. (Tablg 57).




-10- .

. . o

‘At least nine-tenths of the History (91%), English (95%), and
Reading (95%) graduates developed new ideas and intercsts from
master program materials. (Table 58).

Cow

\\ . I
In comparing extra-curricular facilities of Frcdonla with other - ~ '
colleges, English majors (67%) rated Fredonia ''good'" or "excellent.' |
{(Table 65).

A higher percentage of the History majors (36%), than in any other
discipline, -found job placement of graduates 'poor' in compati:son

with other colleges. (Tab% 66). . .

Over four-fifths of the English (87%) ard Seéondary.bduca1ion (81%) .
graduates rated the academic instruction ''good' or ”exgellent” in .
comparison to other colleges. (Table 68) . :

[y
(3

vy

Almost thrcc ‘quarters of the Music graduates (74 ) felt that Fredonia's
reputation in the community was ''good' or ”excel]ent” Tn»Lompar1son
to other colleges. (Table 72).

\

In the professional world, Music majors, rated the Coilggg at Fredonia
"good" or "excellent” Lomgared to other lnthTUtlﬂﬂS of higher leurning.
HMHC/ﬂ

Suc, Fredonia, was rated "gOO(” or "excellent' by SCLOHddF’ Fducation
gradmato. (07"); when compared to other Lollchs, in pro{p~,1nn(ﬂ
interest in 1nd1v1duale (Tahle 74).

i ! ‘
a *» ; N .
3
N - .
o . -
. .
. .
.

@




'CHAPTER [IV S

' \

~OPINION POLL

bver one-third¥(39%) of the graduates (1969-1974) were in-
terested enough to give their opinions onzeducational experiences

during a master degree program. Cémments were divided into.

twenty-one categories .in Graduate Degree Survey: Overview of
, . : o

F£¥é Year Population (1969:1974), Table 16, page 29. Material i

discussed by topic in that rebert. :

AyQépartmental breakdown of feSpondents is included here. The /
base used (N = 184) reflects. the total nﬁmber who responded to
the final openféndbitem on the questionnairg. Tb¢ totaliresponse
and the curricular areas response proyi@e reference pointé for the

'y

N R » " o o
reader. - .’ ‘ . . “‘ .

Figure B compares those who cpmmented within each discipline

3 “ LY -
to the dyscipline total as well ag the entire target group population.
Appendix B, page 1,'providés the

. \
graduates, when more specific infgrmation is available.

cademic concentration of the

., Comments wérelselected by‘rwndom sampling and include several

types of responses from various disciplines. Curricular areas are
indicated"to provide inter-departjmental reference points. T
4 W

19

-11_ R ) ’ LY




-12-

}

. © / .
Figure B. Number and Percentage of Comments by Disciplire “and. Total *
| ~ Population. \
o . \
Diséipline Number in Discipline Area Cgmment Percentages
Area Comments | Graduates¥® ‘WitHin of
Y - ‘. Discipline |Total (N=184)
" p. - B =T g

Elementary : }

Education . 60 178 34 33
Reading 30 82 37 . 16
Seéondary

Education 27 - 64 42 15
Music 32 79 41 17
English 13 24 54 7.
History b 11 55 3
Speech §

Hearing 5 5 ‘ 100 37
Science & . oy .

Math \/11.( 28 39 / 6’

l o _‘5'* : ) ‘

#0n one return, a discipline was not provided.

-

Respo?dent #1-313-002-43 (Phy51cs)




&

-13% . | o
- ""—_\

Respondent #2-426-004-31 (Elementary Education, Concentration, English).

2 7

l :.’« ’ “ /
v ) . " N . S ‘
I was-ready. and anxious to spend a year n graduate gchool.

after New Years as a teacher (whtch/J/enJoyed too) so I

put a Zot into the experience and&got a lot out of it.

. ¥
| S |
Respondent #1-274-005-11 (Elementary Education; attended Edinboro,

Pennsylvania and Arizona State).
LIRS ) ’ ) ’
The graduate cbﬁrses I enjoued most were those not specifically
.o in the field of education. * I think th&% personal: growth and
wide experience are just aq\imporéant to a tedcher as specific‘

courses in education. I would have liked to have the \
: TN
opportunity for more course work in ellrly education. which was

(/7”’ not avaiZabZé when I was'attending Fredonia. Also, I wanted
more hours in grddﬁaté psychology which also were not availaple.

n
'

. A - . -
- . v : ) %
Respondent #1-486-012-13 (Elementary Education; Developmental Reading)

- I,
il

,////

Ir's

Very pZeaéed with the total program. When I needed help I-
uéually got it. You did have your ding-dongs around, but I

was gure to avoid them.

Send me a questionnaire about undergraduate days sometime. The

worst days of my life to date!

21
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/ #2-52-025-91 (Music)
e - Individuals interested in speéiﬁic work for,a single

’\

course or workshop are discouraged by the mulﬁidinous

‘

paper work’ involved. It is very difficult to improve =
. /
/-ﬂi,,/z | your teaching when colleges seem to say degree or don 't
come . .
g, 4

. Re§ponder;t #2-098-232-03 (Secondary_Edu'cation; English)
A *(After three years normal school - at a "mature age” -
;>/// | to certify myself for Seconda English Ed. - 8 years
téaching) The advice &nd assgiiance in job placement has
impqouéd tremendously since ZQ?g. InstructéénéAwere éelpfhl'
in éiﬁing academic advice. é;weuer, f was mature enoygh'to
seek out those who were mogt helpfﬁl, and I'm not sure that
a younger persoanouZd have the awareness to do this.
Specificully I do feel that I was ill-advised in job plage:*'
) | ment in 1970. I do wigh tﬁgt I had‘beén alerted ,2%5 ‘

possibilities\of teaching in a»jﬁ;ior college instead of'
‘ being g%éefad into junior h?gh’aéginst‘@y.own judgmeﬁt.

(My fault, t&o, for listening andéﬂqt sticking to my own.

‘ comictions). In general, the emphdéis was on just getting

\\ a job - not one in which there was a future. With my
. \ ” : B e
7 | education gnd experience, I should have been warned that ‘I
’ should considér éhe economic sitydtion of the sghool .district
T ~  with an eye to the future. ! ~ - |

=,
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Respoﬁaent #2-073-234131.(Sgcoﬁdary'Educatignf/gzgloéy (CTPB)

College Teaching Preparation Program. "

.o . ’ }
- * L .
v

My ‘experiences as a graduate student were particularly

. _ . enjoyable because I was working within a group for a
common goal. However, many other graduate 5tu4ents
seem to be Dery loosely tied to their respective

programs and I think they're really missing much of

-1 - - —

what a graduate program should offi?‘to its students.

" . e . ¢
/ - ) .

»

Respondent #2—312-236 (Secondary Education; Biology)
Since I only have a large university (¥.B.) to comgzre

with Fredonia, Fredonia may not appeér as-well, but for

2

its size I feel Fredonia is very good and improved each
yéar while I attended classes there.

e
Respondeﬁt<#2-440-238-23 (Elementary'Education; heneral)\
“Most faculty members did a good job. I feel although a
. _ few were definitely disappointing I feel the biggest
detriment to the college was in the administration of
registration procedures as well as advising etudents;

and keeping them informed. ™
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~ s * -,
Respondent #1-286-239-92 (Secondary Education; Social Studies)-

1
~

e

' I believe my greatest advantage derived from undergradﬁate

v

and graduaie studieg at Fredonia is the experience of

, . personal contact, via ?mall classes, .with fuZi professors,

~

not necessarily world known, but direct contact without .

teaching assistants, in classroom situations.

~ . ¢ -

Reépondenf #2-262-242-91 (Music Education; Vocal)

3

. Fredonia has changed much since I attended’fbr degree‘bork. .

.

- gnd wish at this’

(3

I feel a very close bond to Fredonia
poing,mor%Pmoney could be sbent on staffing (in music ed.
and music rather than facilities. c e )

. Ve

w
¢ . o " - -

. Respondent #1-623-258-22 (Chemistry)

The only criticism that I have regarding the program deals
with ;;7 copy of the thesis that the student receives. I

do no® feel, that the student's copy, bound by a Zéosglleaf
cover, 18 reprqiﬁntatipe of the total qgality of the

graduate program or the school (etc. - full page).

.

24 o
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" Respondent- #2-626-461-11 (Biology}~

[

. <
. ¢ e

13

My axperzence at Fredonta was wonderful and I pZan on

< recdmmendzng it to my sister. The size of the college '
B 4

[ is govd, along with the communzty and qualzty of

education. Fredonia can be proud of their graduates!! 2
R Ty . !
e I plan on visiting soon.

-
¢ 7

//// Respondent #2-267-465-92 (Elementary Education; General)
I dié engoy gﬁe people I metxat Fredonialduriﬁa my
masters program work, both from the staff at the
coZZége and the students in the classes. It was‘a
most refreshing experience! I do feel I gatwed more
from the classes after having had fzfteen years: & : 4
_teaching expewience. than if I had entered g4ad school ' & f

f?esh f?om,undbrgraduate study. . ;

. +
P N
b i N

Respondent #1-433-470-32 (Maéter of Scienee; Geology)

The M.S. érogram in Geology, at SUC Eredonia 18 of the
higheét‘caliber. Potenti&lvemployers may rest assured
téat those students graduating friom Fredonia:aré

int ZZectu&ZZy prepared for the responéibilities and

challenges of their job. . t




Respondent #2-138-472-23 (English)
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~
v

13
L)

Physgical education facilitiés, Zibrarg; gtudent unioun

\ .

ouggt to be ope%\§4 hours a day.

RN

\ \\. ) 'Y

% -

\,/)’//3//'Respondent #1-261-473-92 ﬁSecohdary'Education; Biology)t

A

&n

3.

*»
*

' There should be an Environmental Researgh Center to

>

’ »
. . ,
The graduates were responsive. They wer

»

There should be more publications'tq\izfréduct Suc,

. s . . L3 -
Fredonia to outside - through pamphlets and research

reports. o0 %;{‘é

»

study Lake Erie .as®an example of fresh water eaoiogé.

: ' . .
Promote PR.D. programé. 7 \\E -
e

-~

exﬁressed their feaction§.to the master degree programs at SUC,

o

¢ Fredonia.-

!

&
a
-

w

traightforward and .
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Entry- y D%scipline Areas
‘Categpg}es L . -
B o . w3
.- oA o 5.3 o o a0 O o
5 5 28 o 2§ 88 2 9 o
LT E o o o U - — P Y M .o Q. o
: 22 0§ 8302 2 2 i§ 33 2 8
SANas! 17 v =, 5 e wIm 0Nz ,;5 .
: -178 82 64 79 - 24 1 /;5 28 1 472
" Direct from® . ‘ ) -
High School 73 71 78 86 75 64 80 75 100 75
Delayed . - .
Entrant . g 11 8 -4 8 9 0 o "0 7
. Transfer from ’ _
" Community . :
College . 6 4. 2 1 4 9 0 14 0 4
Gé@duate of " ‘
ommunity , "
College . 6 5 6. 1 0 18 0 7 0 5
Armed _ . .
Service . 1 0 0 3 0 18 20 4 0 1
Other 5v 6 3 @4 13 0 0 0 0 0’
" "'
- j' )

. -21-
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Table 1. Entry Categofies for Undergraduate Program.

’

P

29




Table 2. College Selection for Undergraduate Degree

<

Category " . Discipline Area
- .
2 g g A
i (oY) 8-2 e t\ [=]] Q «
= g - aq 55 9 —
3w : g« 0 B VN - = // o o
g O = 3 Q ~ — e o5 45/ 9
P o g8 5 £ 2 2e 08 B 5
M a4 ) 1 KE jont Vg )gun Ulg 5 B
College Choices N=178 82 64 79 24 11 5 28 1 472
suC, Fredonia. 60 62 52 73 71 64 80 61 0 - 63
SuC, Other Unit 16 10 8 6 4 0 0 0100 10
Private College ‘ ' t
SR (N.Y.S.) « . . . 6 6 3 8 8 0 0 18 0 6
+ Private College‘v ‘ . | C e
i (Outside N.Y.S.J.” 16 21 28 13 17 36 20 18 0 18 .
College (Outside - | ‘, : ‘ A
Continental U.S.A.)S 1 0 8§ . 0" 0 0 0 3.0 2
No Response. . . * 1 1 1 0 0 0. 0 o 0o 0
fo- )
: , «. % )
= SO & o
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Table 3. Time LapSe between Degree Prégrams.

‘Categories Discibline Areas
. . f. - 5 =
2o g wr O
© S o} w ~
Ed 2 30 § p =28 3
Qg -5 £ o 9] — o '5.5 =} 9] —
E U o o u - i + O M m.ﬁ Q S
23 % $2 3 P 2 4§ 4% 2, &
i @ =2 v m & T HE B2 5 1 =
Time )
Element N=178 82 64 79 24 11 5 28 o4 472
4
Within a Year . 48 49 39 38 71 64 60 75 0 48
1-5 Years Later 38 23 . 4@ 42 29 18 20 18 0 35
* - . )
6-10 Years Later . 7 9 6 15 0 0 0 4 100 8
: ) - o
11-15 Years Lateé 1 10 1 .. 1. -0 9 0 .0 0. 3
16 or More Years 5 . 9 3 4 0 9 20 3 0 5
Non Response . . 1 1. 27 0 oo 0 o o o0 1
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‘ . r
T@gle 4. Type of Area Where Craduates Lived.

%)

Categories | Discipline Areas
5 5 BE, o
I g [oY} _8 v ! £~ t‘\ HeY] Q
55 - 5 g% ; s8 8
g3 9 §3 A — 3 T ,‘3(—‘: '
S5 0§ 83 3 7 2. 88 45 8
1 & W 0 & 4. H2 AF =
Types of o ‘ _ e -
Localities. N=178 82 64 . 79 24 11 5 28 472
Rural Farm Area . 18 21 19 20 21 36 0 11 19
Sma’{l City/Town
- of Fewer than ‘ .
10,000. . . . . 33 33 42 24 29 18 20 .39 32
Population to ud ‘ : , ° -
50,000 4 . . . 26 . 26 19 13 13 18 40 18 21
Suburbs of : N -
50,000 . . . . 7 4 3 9 0 9 0 17 6
. N : ¢ .
Population of, ) . ‘ i
100,000 or Mbre 7 7 10 10 4 0 o 14 -- 8
Suburbs of . ,
100,000 . . . . 10 9 8 24 33 - 18 40 = 11 13
n Response . "0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 .0
no . .l
! - ’ :
k) ~\ - / ¢, ‘ e ¢ .
- J v .
' 32 '
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N\Fable 5.. Type of Area in Which Graduates Are Employed.

y

bl

Categgries ' Discipline Areas
) , o
| 55 25 - B
: g2 2 43 5 b =2 8 .3
8 § 5 c o U - 0. '55 o 7w =
1= “ jge] o U 7 e — + O M QO ,5 % .
E5 0§  qH 3., 2. 9 83 0 5
mm & R4 = & T G2 88 5 =
Types of N |
localities N=178 82 - 64 79 24 11 5 28 1 472
Rural Farm Area. 9 24 2+ 19 0 18 0 70 19
Small City/Town ‘
~ of Fewer than _ ‘
10,000 . 19 42 .19 22 33 36 40 32 100 33
Population to " . _ '
.50,000 . «~ 33 1o- 39 . 18 17 27 20 25 6 19
Suburbs of - ) X
50,000 . 22 4. 19 /2 0 °Q \\ 20 11 0 5
. F2 .
Population of : . .
100,000 or More 6 9 3 10 13 0 0 18 0 .10
Suburbs of : o :
100,000 . . 6 5 17 27 38 0 20 7 7 0 12
No Response. . 5 1 2 1 0 18 0 0 -6 3
r 4 ’ ﬂ
| 33 '
C o ‘

LT
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Table 6. College Selection: Influences of Strong Program

Categories . Discipline Areal
o™ = wr 3
Degree of 8.3 oo 53 < > “7 oo 3 E
Influence gk 5 TR ) A o 55 & 8! —
£ U o SV ' — 2 o 0.5 (7} o
22 § $2 8 2 & 28 38 £
140 & & & & e N D= 3 &=
_ N=178 82 64 79 24 11 5 28 1 472
Major Influence . 47 62  _31 75 42 73 60 29 D~ 52
. ,‘ \.'\
- Minor Influence « 31 26 34 24 38 18 40 50 0. 31
Not Rélevant. . 22 11 34 117 9 0 21 100 18
No -Response . - 0 0 0 0 4 "0 0 0 0 0
LY
: Tablé‘7. College Selection: Influence of Publications of Professors.
\ . . .
Categories : Discipline Areas
s ' . d — -
s . o™ = o
\ : S8 o Eig < P 7 &
Degree . of ge 5 S 5 o a b 5. a3 .. *
Influence % § '~g § 9 e o 2 9 2 : %
| 38 2 &% 2 & 2" & E g
L} oo : ‘ . *. . —
, SR ~ IN=178 82 64 79 24 11 1 472
K . )
?hjor Influence 1 4 5 3 40{ 9 0 3
i 2 K e N
. Minor Influence 19 15 19 17 29 36 0 19
Not Relevant . 79 81 77 81 63 55 L1000 77
‘ ) N - ‘,! . - .
ot No Response .. . 1 1 0 0 4 0 0 1
. 1 S . . , ,
\ ) . °
/
i 4
K 34
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, Table 8. College Selection: Influence of Reputation of Professors
! for Quality Education. .
ﬁ ’ z - N ¢ \ /
Categories e Discipline Areas .
. ! N
_ £e 25 e R
Degree of = %" g0 S e 5 %" g - d
mfluence | 8% 2 B oy 2 8 B 55 % 3
43 3 28 3 2 4 83 88 B B
e =3 » 0 = A o R =
N=178 82 64 79~ 24 11 5 28 1 472
Major Influence 21 32 28 37 387 55 20 36 0 29
Minor Influence 39~ 32 34 47 46 9 60 39 0 38
- & I - .
Not Relevant. . 39 35 + 38 17 13 36 20 25 100 - 32
No Response . .. 0 1 -0 0 4 0 1 0 0 0
» " Y
. ‘ F“ : ?
Table 9. College Selection: Influence of Variety of Teaching Techniques. “
Categories ~ “Disciﬁl‘ine Areas . ‘“
g o o cew B
Degree of 39 o0 == o “T o -0 =B .
” Influence gs 5, BH0 o E‘ 55 9 o / et
) g Q o 3 N — o 04 S5 oL I
g3 0§ 82 1 » & gd 4% ET0 5
3 & A5 = a % F2 wE 5 =
N=178 82 64 79 24 11 5 28 1472 . ‘
- L I
Major Influence -~12 . 16 3 14 40 20 4 0 11
Minor Influence 42 33 « 39 39 42 18 40 . 32 ) 0 38
Not Relevant. . 47 50 58 47 50 82 40 64 100 - 51
{d Response . . 0 . 1 0 0 4 0 0 -0 1 0
\ % 35 ~
- ,;_‘M.',~ F; S ‘L * ! - ¢
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Table 10. College Se]fction: Influence of Credentials of Professors.

! - ’ ' . -
Categories | , Discipline Areas . /////
o
. ‘ [l o ‘mb wr D :
Degree of 3.9 o0 E.S o o Tw o &
Influence R 5 R 0 ﬂ 0 58 & 3 —
“ £ U '% o u - — + O () ﬁ Q «
=3 5. @8 3 & 4 RS 3 2 5
. Tt 2 v &0 b i T @' T @S 5 =
N=178 & 82 64 79 24 11 5 28 1 472 -
Major Influence 15 ( 17 14 .25 17 55 40

~
(9a] —
~l (0]
< <
s '—l M
Sz’

Minor Influence 38 34 36 47 50 18 40

Not Relevant.'. 48 48 48 28 29 27 20 25 100 42

No Response . .. 0 1 - 2 0 4 0 0 0 0 1

Table 11. College Selection: ‘Influence of Récommendations of Alumni.

5
Categories ' . «+ ., Discipline Areas )
: g - .
. ' o
-8 1R = & “w g g
| Degree of oo = 9 o I E 55 9 o .
| Influence g9 o 53 o — et O B.2 9 g
] Q}% 8 Uﬁ ﬁ . <73] ﬂ g« 8 5‘ + aw] +6*
oo = & s 4 o HE RS 5 =
| -  N=178. 82 64 79 24 11 "5 28 1 472
Major Influence 17 ' 21 9 20 13 9 0 4 0 -17
Minor Influence 27 21 25 19 38 18 40 36 0 25

Not Relevant. . 56 57 . 64 52 46 73 60 61 100 57

i
i ‘No Response . . 1 1. 2 =+ 0 4 0 0 0 0 J
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Jable 12. ‘Coilege Selection: Influence of Professional Reputation of
" suC, Fredonia Alumni.. L
Cs.tegories Discipline Areas
ol = w %
o O [oltS w 5
Degree- of =g 50 -g}j o ﬁ E‘ 5 %0 '?:3 ) % _
infleence  1E8 % 88 § § & gk 85 £ -3
A8 & &% 2 & £ &8 8§ 5, 8
. /// . - o )
“ N=178 82 64 79 24 11 5 28 1 472
Major Influence 23 13 6 41 8 27 ., 20 7 0 20
Minor Influence 35 32 3 34 46 - 18 20 36 0 35
| Not Relevant. 42 54 55 25 42 46 " 60 57 100 44
No Response . 0 1 2 0 4 9 0’ .0 0 1
-7 /\ *
. ‘ i v
Table 13. College Selection: “Influence of €ontacts with Representatives .
- of SUC, Fredonia. . . .
Categories; Discipline Areas "y
- i g.é‘ 00 Eé o o “7 wp ug Lrg
Degree of é: R 5 = 9) A s 98 g ek —
Influence 85 8§ 88 § w»- & 8K 83 3§ 3
. =8 8 88 £ § £ &8 & E 8
N=178Q§EZ 64, 79 24 11 5 28. 1 472
» Major Influence ~ 19 < 20 27 15 8 18 207 14 0 R (¢
e N
Minor Influence 28 20 16 25 33 36 0 29 0 24
Not Relevant. 53 57 58 60 54 46 80 57 100 56
No Response . 0 1 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0
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Tablé 14. (College Selection: Influence of Media Articles or

> “Publications about SUC, Fredonia. .
Catégories | Discipline Areas
f 55 B g et v E .
Degree of =R %0 g8 G o 5 2 3 3
Influence % § g § § = i 3 m'é ac),s & e
s . L ) 0 O © A g o
38 2 88 4 4 £ 42 38 5§ &
N;178 82 64 79 24 11 5 28 . 1 472
« Major Influence 4 4 2 13 0 0 0 7 0 3
Minor Influence 29 18 27 22 21 18 , 20 11 0 24
Not Relevant . . 67 77 70 76 75 8 8 82 100 73
© " No Responze .0 1 2¢ 0 4 0 - 0 0 0 1
|
!
Table 1. College,Selecfion: Tnfluence/,of/]&titudes of Peers Towards SUC,
o Fredonia. —
'/// .
Categories S - Discipline Areas g
. S 5
. Es L as < w B
‘ Degree o ‘:"c'é 5 30 \ R R ,5%“ 3 5
® Influence g3 g g O 5 9 8 on & & 'S
_ ] 3_8 8 u%_ g ‘.ﬂ O o -r-i'ff g . 4
« 8 & 88 2 & 2 && 83 5.2
‘N=178 82 ' 64 79 24 11 5 28 1 42 )
. j I
o i _. ]
oo o et Major Influence 15 11 16 20 29 9 0 7 0 15
Minor Influedce. 46  32° 33 ‘ s 0 4l
Not Relevant . . 39 . 56 50 39 100. 43
No Response . .0 1 2 _0- 0 1
o K ) \\\
N
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Table 16. College Selection: Influence of Number of Peers Who
Attended SUC, Fredonia. . '
- ' A \
Categoties ' Discipline Areas
A : .
¢ ] : ~ ]
oo |35 2 BB <y 5
Degree of g = < = X g o 5 %‘J 3 =
Influence | € + T &5 2 s 3 5n B 9 '§
2‘% 8 8% ﬁ op 7] O o -H'ﬁ o
B8 & &3 2 & £ & 4T 5 &
‘\g%k§  |N=178 82 64 79 24 11 5 28 1 472
‘Major Influence 17 13 11 22 33 0 0 0 0 16
Minor Influencg 33 31 33 37 25 27 60 45 0 33
Not Relevant . 50 55. 55 42 38 73 40 57 100 50
¢ NoRespomse. . 0 1 2 0 4 0 0 0o 0 1
2
. e . *

1
3

. i 1 l . .
Table.17. & College Selection: Influence of Family Recommendations .

" Categories |- Discipline Areas
— : , -~ 9
o ' %ig o0 Eié o “ o nz g
Degrec of |HE £ 2L o, & EF 55 4 | 9
- Influence 55 % 8% @ m w28 g8 0§ 8
2 & &8 22 4 &2 & 42 5 &
N-178 82 64 79 24 11 5 28 1 472
Major Influence 11 12 9 6 13 .~ 18- 0o . 7 0 10
Minor Influence 26 20 11 15 17 27 40  14.. 0 20
o Not Relevant . 63 67 78 79 - 67 55 60 , 79 100 63
No Resppnse . . 0 1 2 . 0- 4 0 0 o 0 1
. .&ﬂ>f\ p
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Table 18. College Selection: ‘Influence of Proximity of College.

\

‘Categories Discipline Areas \
R " — =)
188 . g8 I R 1
epeeot 155 5 d5 o BB g3 il g
Influence E%’) *g . 8}3’ ) g L 1,;0 Ve S '8ﬁ R o
s & A8 = & 2 &2 32 5 S
N-178 82 64 79 " 24 11 5 28 1 472
Major Influence 84 79 78 .63 71 8 80 64 100 77
Minor Influence 7 100 -3, 13 -8 9 20 14 .0 9
\ . £
Not Relevant . . 10, 11 17 = 24 17 9 0 21 0 14
No Response . . ¥ o 2 0 4 0o 0 0 0 0
4
. . - I3
Table 19. Cpllege Selection: ~Influence of Cost Factors.
Y, g ' .
Categorieé ] » Discipline Areas N
i —& — 7
; e o W
: 3.8 oY, 9 3 < & “ e 0
* Degree of Sh #5 == T b4 ) g8 g2
+  Influence £ O o 3 0 o s ok G5
3 ' &3 3 08 3 & p 20 D
] TR (a4 (%LLJ = LE fun cn:l:,’cng
N=178 82 64 79 24 11 5 28
Major Influence 70 57 64 70 75 73 40 68
Minor Influence 19 23 17 24 17 - 18 . 60 18
Not Relevant . 11 18 17 6 4 -9 0 14 0 12
No Response. . 0 1 2 0 4. ° 0 0o ‘0. 0 1
- =
. . N

" 'l
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' ° . - - N . . .
. i " B ' Vo 3 v ’ . ke . ' .
i . . < ‘i - -
- . Do . 3 . K .
./ : . . & . / ] . ~ * . .
. w o - } 6 . - 33 . LT .
L3 - * v . b . R .
a ) ¢ . 4 vl . . . o A .
- hH kN . T - ’ ' . . . '
- ¢ ' " N N . R x

e Caflegories N I - Discipline Areas =~ - -
R N 4 . v AR : A .o v
g - ‘ e " - ‘ - T w D e
y -7 o . o O . -3 v ., b ML,
/( co ‘De'éree‘ of - ES o @ -3 pa AR ﬁ i? %0 rl .—“3 "o
. o 5 P TIS A g« ) o Q ol -y -9 —
. 0 Inflvence, . R g” A9 t-88 o ow & fd-38 4 0 %
LT [EE @ &3 2 & 2 &2dE 58
s I3 L ! - ‘ ., " ) o ’ 1
i e R ' N .
N I I 1\ Vi: A 7 64 79 - 24 11 - 5 28 1 472
" .7 Major Influénce 30 21 0 18 29727 T 40 . 43 ¢ 0 28 .
' . / - v ’ Y - s ' ' . ’ w e . Ce T
T ﬁMimor\Inffﬁentq 18 9 20°, 18 21 18 ¢ %0 .14 100 17
. - R N - oq St e L e o ; , ) '
‘> - Not Relevant, , . 52 ¢71»- 44 65 4655 20 .43 0. .55
=5 No Respopse . . 0 ' 0 0, .0, % -0 * 0. 0- 50 0
‘“".i w s -~ 2 ' * ' v/ ’5' N ) N M . A - -~
% ’ . ; " ~ = ; |
. . . ! - , - [} D .
v N ,ﬂQ‘_' RN H - : " . . ' ’ ¥ . -

B ‘Tarbli,e‘ 21. C01lege Selectlon s .Influem:es of 130551b111fty of Graduate T

Pl ASS‘lstantshlps e B .
..0' .% ‘_ L ! - i . Y T, \;_' N ’ W “‘, (] . @ N . "
: . ) . . L “ i - v TR
: Categories: | * g -, Discipline Areas - i
o O . ) > e . , . ; : »
. “ N ’ g T T —
: T S v =~ S . -
N Tm, E J . . R i\ ' . oo ) v
v N =, £ .

'« '+~ Degree of

-,

3

.

-

C

P

¥

Education
Speech §.
Science §

Undeclaréd,

' Elementary
History:

5
\ ob o) o0

e in.fluenco . «",% E® " -9 , | o o L
SRR T A T - A S R I i
. i ‘;,195 ~ .\ T = AL . T e ‘ =
6&, . v - -0 . .v_‘ ' “.' '; B . . ¢ - ‘“‘0 - — — - ’_d :
L R T N 178 8 64 '79. 24 11 - 5, 28. 1 472
. . ) .“: ., . . . ‘ R . . B s * . . J u" \., !‘?J’- -
. - Major Inf-,luence 12 f\ 1_1 oL 2T <20 6V ., 0 23

- @ 4 . N J \- - ! . ) .

T g

. M1n01 Inflyence. . 10 18 20 18" 0
R y‘Not Relevant L 74 70, - .59 7@ " 37-'55° 60" 21’100 66
¥, RN cu e T v LI
4t No ReSpon -:‘.er o .U .2 -0, -0 w0 ..0 0 0
. . q ) . . -+ 5 . ] . . . ‘o - ,
k (<] ‘ P ) \: . * , ' - ¥ P N - 2
. 0 t.‘(, : . t o "»"" \y\ ' . . . - l f, . -
. o _\i\’ ,"’An “a ) > . " , ; |
Y \‘1 LY - - \ o« . - ’ \
. ’ 4 * L, , ' XY - \
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~ Table 22.. College Selection: Influence of Reasonable Requirements of
) .+ Matriculation.” : _ TN

‘

.-. Catégories | * - - | Discipline Areas
3 . — =
Lo ' gg . oo bé = w/oo o g‘
Degree Of g% -5 g o8 & 5 5 o] U o
Influence £ O g - 83 A 5008 oH . B.o : d
ST 2.3 ® o g ) =i o s HR 9 ‘ +
- ‘ ‘Wwm o= L An & & 2 &2 mg 5 =
o [N=178 0 82 64 79" ‘o 11 5. 28 1 472 "
Major: Jnfluenae 4 31 . 44 S1 337, 36 20 .39 0 42
%" Minor, Influence L 370 a2 SN2 a2’ 0 2 0 3
- Not Rglevant .": 19 27 23 23 .21 36 0 32 100 ° 23
o ., "- . . - . ‘ g . - , . A
" - No/Response” . » 0 d 2, 0 4 0 -0 0 . .0 1
3 - R ' | :

T 'T'aubled 23‘. College Selection: Influence'of Available Extensive Physical
. ~ Facilities. A

©

Catégories ) l Dis'cipiine)Areas -
Vo ! . s . - p o “‘, o s
) t\ ] B ‘éhfm“ I wr § (]u)
' A S-g Bd g-g ' < t\ “ a0 =
" Degree of g & 5 ER® o A o _ _88 %L s - \m\
; Influence: 1158 ¥ 88 7 » HC( g5 2% 8§
’ ' 1E38 & g8 2 § 4 \@%\mg 58
) .
© IN=178° 82 .64 79 24 11 5 28 1 472
. . ) . ’ 2 . 7
Major Isfluemce 10 9. . 6 29 4 18 20 4 .0 12
s s . ! [ . .
- " . ~t * .
Minor Influence’ 37 - 34 41 Y32 25 18- 60 . 36 0 35
Not: Relevant. .- 53 56 52 39 67 64 20 61 100 52
No Resppnse: . . 0 1 . 2 00 4 0 " 0 0 0 1

= ~r >
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Table 24. uColeiege Selection: ° Influence of Experience' in Undergraduate
: - Prpgram at Fredonia..’ - S : ; . '
. - ’ )
, Categories |. Discipline Areas
b ' 'y _
elf™ P / w -
) ﬂ!'O 'O . wr ° s
Degree of | &8 %0 '§ ‘;’: U é E / ’5%0 -8 s e
mfwence | g4 7 8% ¢ 0§ 2 ,8% &8 § ©
- g8 & 8f 2 A £ '8 8z EF &
' IN=178 " 82 64 79 24 11 5 28 1 472
-Major Influence @39 45 38- 57 63 46 " 60 50 .0 45 .
" Minor Thfluence 15 13 9 10 13, 9 .40 11 0 13 L
Not Relevant ™. . 46 40 - 52 33 21 46 0 .39 100 42 7 °
~ No.Respbnse” . .0 0 2 0 4o 00 0 1
P D.
* , 2
/ .
v
!
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Section Two

Table 25.
Table 26.

27..

Z28.
29.

*30.

_35;

31.
32.

3

5
.College

during Masters'

»College

-

Years:

Years:

-

L]

for P051t10n

College

College

ﬂ»College

33,

34,

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

Cellege
College
College
Goilege
College

tollege

YeaTs:

kY

Years:
Years:
‘Yeare:
Years:
Years:
quré:
Yeers:

¥ea(s:

S
-

Classes;
Classges;
Qlésses;
Cla;ses

Classes;

Classes;

)

Classes;

Classes;

: Classes; Encouragement from Professors ,
Program.
b i f "
Classes; Practical Knowledge to Prepare . .

Theoretical Aspect of Subject Matter.’

B e

Variety of Learning Experiences.
Use of Guest Speakers T
Class Part1C1pat10n

l(*

Use of Lectures by Academic’ Fleld

Opportunltles for Class-Dlscu551ons.' .

Meaningful Class Assignments...

""Busy Work" Assignments. ‘ .t

Materials and Equipment; Audio-VisUgl

Materials Used.

Colege Years{ Materials and Equipment; Library Facilities

Avallable Where Needed. » ® '

College Years: Materials and Equipment ; Use of Library -

for College Preparatlon ’

College Years: Materials andquuipment; Library Material

Sufficient for Course Requirements.

0

College Years: Materials and Equipment; Library‘Materials»

Sufficient for Course Enrichment.,

-

College Years: Materials and Equipment; Administrative

¥

Services were Satlsfactory

Y 4

College Years Materials and Equipment, Satlsfactory

~ Guidance or Advisement Service.

"3‘6 -

14
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Bable 42. Collége Years: Curricular; Variety of Course Offerings

) in Fach Field. T -

L .?iable 43i' College Years: Qurricu}ar; Limi;gdwpvafogram Requifemeﬁts

| ) 4 ’ . While Earning Degrce. R ‘ ‘ ‘
i R Téb%eA44. éollege Years: Curricular; Daytime Course Attehdance.

Table 45. College -Years: Curricularirbff-Campus Course Attendangel

Table’46. Collegg Years: Curricular; Traveled (over 10 miles one way)
to Attend Sessions.

/ Table 47. College Years: Social; Activély'lnvolved innﬁitra- .

, curricular-College Activities

Table 48.  College Years: Social; Actively Involved in Clubs on

- . - .

Campus . = r

Table 49. College Years: Socjal; Attended Lectures and/or Seminars.

‘Table,50. -College Years: Social; Attended Campds-Sponsored Social

' . ot
Events. . .

,
'

Table 51. College Years: Facilities% Available Housing Adequate.

-/, Table 52. - College Years: Facilities; Helpful Hous%pg Personnel.
| . o ' . \ . .
| Table 53. College Years: Facilities; Satisfaction with Food Facilities.

‘ | Table 54. Economic Factots: Involvement in Graduate Assistantship
| ) ' Program. v
| . | + - 7,
| : | Table 54a. Economic Factor: Graduate Assistantships Were Accurately

i + : o ¢ .

" N . -
. ! . Described.

_ Table 54b. Economic Factor: Graduate Assistant Stipend WTS Adequate.
Table 55. Economic Factor: Salary Adjﬁstment Made When Master's
Degree Was Awarded.

i

|

| : } .

} _ Table 56. ' "Economic Factors: Ghanged Position After Reing Awarded A
| Master's Degree.

i _

ERIC - B s
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‘ | . S ,
:n | . Table 57. Educational Fa?tors: Course Work Ufs‘ed to Advantage
- | | in Position.. . . ,
. i Table 58. E'gi-ucat;iondil Fagtors . New Intere':‘;ts and I}ms Developed
’ ’ , “ from Ma{:eri 1s of Master” P;’I';Jgram. . '
Table 59.  Futuré Plans: Persons Who Have, or-Intend to, Enroll
' , for Further C(;urse 'Work. |
\ | Table 59a. Future Plans: Persons &Vill Enroll fox: Further Study ‘
’ T | at SiJC, Fredonia. . '
‘ Talg‘le‘-ﬁo. Future Plans: 'Persons‘ Who Intend to Enroll for “Post-
| p Mas ter»’ s -Degree. . _u
Table 61. Educa£i0nal Factor: Persons hWh‘c)'Ea-l"maqnli.Ma;sters' Degree
' " because of State Mandate, (30 hours m\j years) ..
Table 62. Educational Factor: Earned Graduate Degree in Same
u Curricgl}i;mﬁlé UndergraduatelDegree. .
.
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Table 25. 'College Yearss Cl

asses’ Encouragement from Professors during:

-39-

Masters' Program.’ ¢ .
- ! ) o ) 1 = .VN'S
. # - K - . .
Categories ’ ' > " Discipline Areas N, t
| D :
. _ , =2
" f gig = ,gig . < o ) t;‘ %
Degree; of §5 4 E 3 v = 8 . 98 & T~
Applidation o .0 - ~ oH G5 Q o
i S8 0§ 848 E @8 8% 0 B b
| i & AT 3] e FE S 5 =
N=178 82 64 79 24 11 5 28 1 472
" Frequently . . 35 66 50 28 71 55 40 61 0 45
Occasionally . 57 31 39 62 29 46 40 39 100 48
‘Never 7 4 5 10 o 0 o .0 , O 6
Not Applicable 1 0 5 0 0 0 ( 20 0. 0 1
i +
No Response 0 0 2 0. 0 _ 0 o o0 o 0

Table 26. College Years: Classes; Practical Knowledge to Prepare for Position.

Discipline Areas

el

Categories
L}

. u _

g8, &S - oy ok

begree of | B & 8% , & £ s& § g
mplication | 4 % B8 ¢ S =% 8% %5 § 3
48 & 88 &2 &£ =2 &2 83 & ¢

: ¢

= N=178 82: 64 79 24 11 5 28 1 472
Frequently . 46 83 55 44 54 18 100 46 0 53
Occasionally . 52 17 44 56 38 55 0 43 100 44
Never 2 0 2 0 4 18 ‘0 4 0 2
Not Applicable 2 7.0 o o0 4 9 0 7 0 1
No Response. VI 0 0 0 0o 0 " 0 0 0

47
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Table 27. College6 Years: Classes; Mretical Aspect of Subject Matter.
Categories - ' Discipline Areas’
; o
- | Es &+ -, o P
Degree of ' | &G %‘) -§'S G & 5 %‘J 9 =
Application| @& § o &3 9 i S ©L 8§ o 3
ol ® O 3 0 00 0 Qg -3'5 . g 8
T s & A3 £ & = AE G 5 =
S ' o
\(‘ “
-t N=178 82 64 79 24 11 .5 28 1 472
Frequently . . 45 57 . 5‘6/ 46 63 64 40 79 100 52
4 .
' Occasionally . 52 4z 36 49 33 36 .60 . 21 0 » 45
Never . . . . 1 0 2 3 0 "0 0 0 0 1
Not Applicable 2 1 5 3 0 .0 0 o o0 2
- No Response . 0 0 2 0°' 4° 0 0. 0 .0 0
Table 28. College Years: Classes; Variety of Learning Experiences.-*
Categories ' Discipline Areas . 7 ’
o
Degree of gg & gg B & = ”; g ’
Application| 28 5 E§ 9 = -8 $¥% - ¢ =
L=y o 03 % 00 n Q -64'5 9 o
’ 48 & &8 2 & £ && 38 E 8
‘ I . = - ~
N=178 82 64 .79 24 11 5 28 1 472
Frequently . . 47 71 - 36 47 42 36 60 50 0 49 ,
Occasionally . 49 29 48 . 48 46 64 40 36 100 45
Never . . . . 3 0 8 4 - 8 0 . 0 7 0" 4
Not Applicable 1 0 6 1 4 0 o 7 0 2
No Response . 0 0 3 0 -0 0 o 0 0 0-
418
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Table 29. College Years: (Classes; Use of Guest Speakers

" Categories . S Discipline Areas
T : . =
| \De | £ gé =0 §§ < E\ woo' ug %
gree o =R o 5 - 9 5

e eation| B8 5 EE e 2 8 BE g % 3

4 52 0% 32 31 P oz i 4% @ 8
w 4 R4 & g SE B 5 S
N;lZﬂf"—;; 64 79 24 1] 5 28 1 472
' 4 }

'Frequently . . (47 71 36 47. 42 fé 60 50 0 49
Occasionally . 49" 29 48 48 46 64 40 36 100 45
Never . . . . .3 0 8" 4 ° 8 0 0o ,7 0 4
Not Applicable 1 o 6 1 4 0 0 7 0 2
No Response . 0 0 2 0 0 0 o' 0o 0 0
Table 30. College ¥egars: Classes; Class Participation.

" D » - . "
Categories Discipline Areas
[ - . o
S5, BB . . sy Ok
Degree of | &4 5 " ER o A o 55 B o —
mplication| 88 3 8% ¢ 0§ 5 85 28 ¥
SlEE 2 @8 2 B ANAE 8F 5 @
\ N=178 82 64 79 28 5 .28 1 472
Frequently . . 64 73 65 79 | 64 \33 80 54 0. 69
Occasionally . 36 25 ' 32 17 36 ﬁg/ 20 46 100 30
Never . ... 0 2 0 4 \ 0 .0 0 0 0 0
Not Applicable 1 0 3 0/”( 0 0 0 0 0 1
No Response .° . 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Q . . 49




-42¢ o -

. Table 31. College Years: Classes; Use of Lectures by Academic Field.

' Categories - Discipline Areas |, - -
.

. §§ b b-é“ o i 0] f g

Degree of |55 & 2% 0, B F 52 & 3
fpplication| §5° % 8§85 ¢ § & ghE &5 § 9
ma 2 4% 2 05 &2 &L 42 5 2
N=178 82 64  79° 24 11 5 28 1 472
i Frequently . . 47 63 62 33 S5 51 60 89 100 54
Occasionally . 52 38 37  §4 .46 49 40 11 0 44
Never . ... 1.0 1 13 .0 0o o ¢ o 1
Not Applicable "0 0 00 0 0 -0 0 0 0

No Response . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

-

[ -

Table 32. College Years: Classes; Opportimitieé for Class Discussions.

~

Categories . Dis:ciplline Areas
i )
58 . B ¥ cw
Degree of = =) 33 ? e 5 5 9] ~
. S S« H <l v 4 o 3. e U —
Application &9 3 S8 o o s o & 88 3 3
“ 58 & S8 £ B £ && 3§ E B
N=178 e83a, 64 79 24 11 5 28 1 472
. ?
Frequently . . 58 67 58 83 73 72 80 71 0 64

E=N
Do
—
N
—
(0]
Do
(0]

Occasionally . 42 31 20 21 100 35

Never . . . 0. 0 0 4 0 0 0 4 0o 0
Not Applicable 1 2 0 0 9 0 0 4 0 1
No Response . O 0 0 0 0 0, 0 0 0 0




No -Response . 0

-43-C
Table 33. bC'oll'e‘gé Year"s_: Classes; Meaningful Class Assignments.
Categories | Discipline Areas .
o
Degree of g+ .._'5 '§ =T u E 58 O 3 -
Aplication g8 "% BE g4 0§ £- gh &5 0§ %
48 2 &8 2 £ £ &2 88 5 &
3 ) Z - - .“ __\\
N=178 82 64 79 24 11 5 28 i 472
_Frequently . . 36 66 58 30 54 - 46 66 20 - 0 46"
Occasionally . 61 34 39 67 42 46 34 - 8 100 . 52
Never .. . . 2 0 2 3 4 0 0 0 0 2
Not Applicable 1 0 2 0 o o 0 -0 0 0
No Response . 1 0 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 0
Table 34. College Years: Classes; ''Busy Work" Assignments:
Categories Discipline Areas
b = [ wr FQU)
" o 3 e 8 w
Degree of =0 %‘J 30 - o oy 5 §° 3 E} ‘
- - ] . g ) = 0 ‘ & 9] ~
Application| & J e 55 . o et oL G5 ot o
’ a)% ! u% é o) u Q 8 - o 8
mm & &3 g =2 &2 ¢ 5 &
N=178 82 64 w24 11 5 28 1472
Frequently . . 25 13 8 29 13 9 0 4 100 19
Occasionally . 61 ~ 70 50 60 50 55 .60 46 0 59
Never ™. . . 13 16 39 9 33 36. 40 50 0 20
{ A
Not Applicable 1 1 3 2 o 0 0 0 -0 1
0 0o D 4 0 0 0 0
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Table 35.. College Years: Materials and Equipment; Audio-Visual Materials
: ’ . '

Used. ) S
»Categories . | Lo . Discipline Areas
. . . ° i)
“/f“" . Eé o0 b(i): .*,.C: , K oy J‘W g
Degre@.\of' . é | = - e R Lo R & ﬁ%" 3 —
Usage - |' & O e 53 3 3 S- ©h .« 0 o
g .
. e B “é - 4 e 4 23 T B 5
[Sayau] o (% Fﬁ E C%‘:?. w § .’g =
N=178 .82 - 64 q 24 11 5 . 28 1 472
Frequently . . 23 = 37 6 . 13 4 32 0 . 19
Occasionally . 73 61 45 70 ° 46 - 73 100 , 63
" Never . ... 3 IN 44 ‘18 46 18 0 16
Not Applicable 1 0 5 . 0 . 4 .9 0 2
No Response . 0 1 0 0 0 0 .0 "0 0 0
Table 36. Collegé‘Years:k Materials and Equipment; Library Facilities
. Available Where Needed. - ‘
Categories ‘ . Discipline Areas
E‘ -5 = w g5
5.9 5o 5.9‘ o o “ e ¢ =
begree of | EH & 2% 0, & £ g8 8 9
Usage 5808 88 4 % & 85 &m 0§ 3
80 & 88 2 & £ && B8 5 ¢
N=178 - 82 64 79 224 11 5 28 1 472
. . \
Frequently . . 82 -85 80 86 92 91 100 79 100 84
Occasionally . 16 13 11 13 - 8 9 0 21 0o 14
Never . ... 1 0 0 . 1 0 0 o 0 0 0
Not Applicable, 2 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 * 2
3
No'Response . 0 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0




s
. . e - R V(“_r,,._ y,
ble College Years: Materials and Equipment; Use of Library for !
i ‘ Class Preparation. ‘ e 5
\ . - : v ..
C \ 3 "L
Ca\tegorles C o Discipline Areas’ ®
‘ - . 4 - «Q . e
Delgree of | ©.9 og' S, < Yw o g ,
ubee | 8% & B0 BB g8 B Y oo
. . o U o 4 ) O & (5] Q 3] '
2 3 :S W 3 é DD‘ ) L o s'g . ) )
l} ’ s 2 (%B g s &2 32 54 8
l o INe178 82 64 79 24. 11° -5 28 1 472
Frequently . . 62 77 61 81 '92 91 100 68 0 70
‘Occabionally . 33 22 31 18 '8 9 0 32 100 26
Nevet . .. . 6 0 5 17 0. 0 0 0¢ .0 3
Not: Applytable 0 0 3 0 0 0 - 0 0 0 0
olmqum .0 1 0 o 0 0 0 0. 0 0
[ SR
I
’ '\a
/' }
Table 38. College Years Material and Equiphent; lerary Material Sufflc:lent
for Course Requirements.
' Categories ’ Discipline Areas
7
ol I T w B
; o O ) w He
Degree of | 23 %" 5'5' g R 5 %0 8 4 2
Application| 2§ i) 59 o = S oh 5.5 0 !
S5 ) 98 3 @4 83 D B 5
TN = BB ﬁ_ 2 &P 3= 5 =
N-178 82 64 79 24 11 5 28 1 472
Frequently. . 76 74 75 8 79 91 100 50 100 21
Occasipnally. 20 22 17 17 21 9 0 46 o 2
Never . . . . 2 2 0 3 -0 0 0 4 0 2
¢ . . —
—Not Applicable 2 0 8. 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
_No Response . 0 10 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

&

4




Ea “ ~Table~ 39 -College. Yeérs Matertals and Equ1pment le‘rary Materlals

' &JfflClenI for Cours Enrichment. . SR
. Categories | ) Discipline Areas
05 b5 o e B :
Degree of [& D %" 30 5 & ,5%0 3 -3

. Appllcatlon % i 9 § § i~ '.-Eo. 43 o'y 'gﬁ):ﬁ‘ 8. E .
=R & &8 4 & 4 B4 98 E - :
N-178 82 .64 79 24’ 11 . 5 28 100 472

Frequently . .. 69 63 66 67 " 63 91 63 46 0 66

T

Occasionally . 27 33 - 22 27 38 9 33 46" 100 29

Never . ... 1 ¢ 2 .3 4 0 0 \2,  8 0 2 ’
Not Applicable 4 0 9 0 0 "~ 0 0 0 “ 0 3 |
X ‘ No Response 0 1 0 3 0 0 . 0 0 w ¥ 1
® NS

Table 40. College Years: Materlal and Equipmer't; Administrative Services
were Satlsfactory \

Categories " Discipline Areas ‘
o .-
& ‘ g
LA o0 g o o = ] -~ o
Degree of 54 5 =4§ o v £ 55 9 o T o
Satisfaction | §8 ~§ ;89§ - = o 8k 8% 9 i
=8 & 88 4. 5 4 88 38 5 2
N=178 82 64 79 24 11 5 28 1 472
Frequently . . 28 40 39 41 38 27 80 25 0 34
Occasionally . 57 42 44 46 54 64 20 54 100 50
Never . . . . 12 9 6 13 8 9 0 18 0 11
Not Applicable 3 .7 9 1 0 . 0 0 4 - 0 4 |
0 0 0 1

No Response . = 1 2 ' 2 0 0 - 0




5 o ‘.th.' ‘ . . , hr . Fl - ~
ST DA B o . Sl '
: n?;“ “_/ “ o . ) ' -
@‘%‘: ‘ 24 . " SN -47- ‘
a M 1 » N I f
E ‘- oTaBle 41, Collegé Years: Materials and Equipment ; Satisfactory Guidance
© 4 .~ 7 .+ or Advisement Sgrvice. ., Coe e , N
- __/fc'}‘: . ° . K 4 N " e '
E | * % R , s e - : T
. Categories | ’ Discipl}ne Areas
IR M‘ P o e L o
’ i . . _ z‘\ < B - N o
‘ o . ¢ = ' - .. O
S Degree of 8-5 Y b-g o T “7 o ‘i‘ ) 8
. " Satisfaction} E&- . & 8% 0, & & 58 O 3 4
. ) -~ g 9] - o0 T D A0 = 015 . Q o
L o 5 o8 | Z @ 4 4R8O B b
. Hm & &% 3 g 2 &2 42 5 a-
R N=178 82 64 " 79. 24 .11 .57, 28 . 1 &2
HJJ " Fréquently ... 35 (57 50 24 33 18 60 " 327 0 . 39
¢ Occdsionally’. 44 Y28 3. 44 387 27 40 21 100 38
. 14710 6 27 .17 46 . 0+ 25 0 16
e ¢plicable ~ 6 2 13 | 5° 13 1. b 2l o 7
s | ‘ T
: No Response . 1 2" 0 0 0 0- p 00 0 i
- ] . ’ ,//qfu "u‘ 2 "

)
.

i ¥ o . %& .
. : = : L X : N : :
‘- Table-42. " College Yeays:. Cufrricular; Variety of Course Offerings in Each
R . Field. . g ! ‘ : '
e 7 R . L . @ e
: (" 'J‘." .. . - - v T . e
"3 o /fatga%ories . .. Discipline Areas
. S ' = = . — g ®
RV . . e >~ g . o 0
. ? . ® O Ho > wr H
N S P ook o o = .t [ s -
(& Deseeof |EE B SR Fe. B g8 4 9 o
- v Satisfaction EQ = 38 " 0 o 8y 93 9 3
. 4 ' o ’ : X .4 R '
“i T 1_‘;&‘. - : . - . : . . ~’\\‘"‘\
4 - N=178 82 64 _ 79 24 11 .5 28 "1 472
i * Brequently . ...30 34 27 14 38 9 0. 25 0 27
©, Occasionally . 61 . 54  -66 65 63 91 ' 100 46 ° 0 6l
. @ " oa 4 N . : ) ) . .
Never . .. 8 .5 . 6 207 0 . 0 0 25 100" 10
. Notgppplicable-. 2 5 {27 "0 -0 - 0 0 4x_0. »2
s T, AL ok Voo N TN :
© - No'Rgsponse . , 07 2 0 1° 0 . 00 0 0 .1
o, e : ;\v* e . . ¢ . .
&: s o g N v
, O . A °
ERIC - 55 .




Table 43. .Coplegé Years :
o .

Earning Degree

”

-~

.

-

-48° ¢

LYY «

-]

Curricular, Limited by Progfam Requireinents While

*

9

- i % \ N
~ Categories . Discipline Areas
. , g —
TR 5 S ey, R
- Degree’ of 0 20 X el - 3 B 28 =
Limitations | 8§ & E8 9 o - 8 \;'§!§\n\§‘ B
‘-3%»‘ '8 . 8:5 i 4] 0 'mg“ -O.'g 9 . g <
. T 2 AH é - - c%‘: N = 5 &
N=178 82 64 79. 24 11 5. 28 1 472 N
Frequently . . 16 11 .11 22~ 17° 18 o 4 o0 1.
Occasionally’ . 51 54 ' 44 57 38 35 20 46 - 100 50 -
Nevet . ... -3 33 3 19 46 27 80 39 0 32 ..
ot Applicable 2 1 2 1 o o 0 1 o 2z
~-No Response . 1 -~ 1 5 17 0 0 oC 0. .0 2
. | _ 3
. . ) i . ° . \ - ‘V N )
Table 44. College Years:, .Curricular; Daytime Cqurse Attendarice.
N . RS S e
Catggories| ' ' -Discipline Areas 4
o EteeoTies) p : - |
9 o~ . . oo )
- & o O .0 " ur
Degree of | &4 . 2 8 - PR & _5§° 8 E‘ -
Application- | 288 5 3 TR S S 5L ©.o & - o
182 0§ 48 8 P o.n %8 08§ 8
s _\c% v @ é q 5 An D= 5. H/\
- © 0 INe178 0 82 64 79 .23 11 + 5 28 1 442{ ’
Frequently . . 26 38 - 39 = 53 158 27 0 29 0 36
’ A . o 1 - ' - =
" Occasionally . 46 44 . 45 27 21" 55 ' 40 57 0 42
Never . . .. 28 17 16 . 19° 21 .18 60 14 - 100.. 22
" Not Applicable 1 0 0 1., 0 0 0 0- 0 -0
" NoResponse . 0 1 . 0 0 0 0 0® 0 0 0
’5‘6- . \ 4 .
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Table 45. College Years:-

-’49..

‘

Curricular; Off-Campjis Course“Attendance.

VNb\Bésponse‘ . 0 -
BN ‘

 Categories "Dié%j%line Areas h
o ' z T =l
|85 . g3 Ea.
! Degree of g = 5 =k o & . 55 9 C :
© o Mtendmce | 58 5 BT g B85 %5 0§ %
o 88 2 43 4§ 2 B8 2 3
. N=178 38 64 79 11 5 28 1 - 472
Frequently * . 6 2 2 4 o - 0 7 0 . 4
Occasionally . 27 11 13 20 9 20 4 100 18
Never . 64 . 76 78 72 82 ' 60 86 .0 71
. N6t Applicable 2 @ﬁyﬁ‘ [ 0 20 4. 0 6
* No Response ', 2 1 0 0 9 0 0 0 1
. ’ 3
r Table 46. College Years: CurriculléE\T'aveled (over 10 miles one way) to
N Attend Sessions, ' ~ - : S
. . N ! , -
N
N - .
.. Categories | ° Discipline Areas
N - « . b £ ‘ ; o Mr\ ur 8
1 - T ,S»'-S o 5-94 e Q . S
+ Degreetof g 5 2R v - g .09 —
Application 55 g S8 - Is 3 g
o |88 & 88 2| & 38 5 &
. | N=178 « 82 64 79 24 11 5 .28 1 472
Frequently . 56 49 &4 52| 42 - 36 20 25 -100 49
= Occasionally . 6 2 5 .8 "13 0 . 4 4. g 6
Never ... . . . 37-43) 752 o 46 64 - 40 64 . o 43
o - » 4 ‘. ‘ ’ . .
> Not Applicable 2 4 0 0 0 0. 0’ 4 0 2
\\ - - 14
: 2 0 1 0 0o -+ 0 o 1




”
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LS ‘Table 47. College Years: Social; Activély Involved in Extracurricﬁklar
v Cdllege Activities. ’ :
] Alege Activitd E .o -
Categorjes , Discipline Areas -
_ . - — -
=N - £ - wr )
‘ Degree-of |'8.9° o E.S o o T Y o 8
&, Involvement | § & = =R 0 ) 5 55 ¢ 3
) ‘ . E U -% o v ~ 9 O~ @ .5 g !
CF- B TP A& 5 24 8
M OB & 33 é i HE BI~_5 =
' N=178 - 82 "64 79 24 11 5 28 1 472
Frequencly . . 5 9 6 10 21 18 0o 4 0 7
s ) : o T S i L
Occasionally . . 7 21 > 17 15 .25 18, 20.. 18. 0 14
' N \1 . : \A, . .
~Newdr . . . . 84 66 72~ 72 |50 64 80 75 100 75
Not Applicable 4 4 5 3 4 . 0 o 4 0 - 4.
‘NoResponsé . .0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0° 0
¢ ~ o PRI
- able 48. College Years: Social; Activé_ly Involved in Clubs on'wCaInpu‘_é.;
I ~ - |
Categoties Discipline Areas
i \ y - . )
i . ’ = : . )
o CNE L, S L LLeld Beo
\ .. Degree of m\fw\ 5 EBR o A s -85 B © o 4
Involvement .| § 5™~ 8 S35 '§- w & _8s 4% g &
oA ix & s S & g2 i%‘:% BT 5 2
N=178 82 64 © 79 24 11 5 .28 1. 472
N . . £ -~
requently ,~. 2 1 2 , 3 4 18 0 4 0 3
Occasjonally . 3 9 11, . 8 13 9 20 14 0 7
Ss.w 8% 8l 83 8 79 735 8 79 100 - 85.
‘ .. Not Applicable 6 §§\\ 5 3 4 0o 0 4 o 5 -
| ~ _ NoResponse . O 2 .0 0 0O 0O 0 0 0. o0
K . ' RN o
\\ \
\\ o .
N 58
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|

N

-5

1- .

\
| t _ L
Table-4§."College Years. Social; Attended Lectures and/or “Seminars.

7"\»

Table 50. College Years:

Social; Attended Campus,-Sponsored Social Events.

-

¢~

N
Categories | ‘Discipline Areas | )
|
De | £ §T§ ' e w§.
Attgicei:qze 5 5 g E g8 & 2 .
1 o3 B - 0 O® Hw g o
; =3 F = &2 38 5 8
- INe178 82 64 79 ,i\z4 11 5 28 1 a2
Frequently c.o11 18 190 11 29 3¢ 20 2l 0 16 -
Occasionally . 49 48 48 . 68 58 o g 57 0. 53///
Never 33 029 31 18 13 0 0 Zhwe_ 100 29
. Not Appliéable 2 2 T2 3 0 0 0 0 ‘TZJ 2
~ No Response . 0 2 0- 0 0 0 0 9 0 0 i
f -

")

"Categories Discipline Areas’
gy lh..t‘g * wr B
3.9 o0 ® -3 = “ w0 =
begree of | £ - & g%, & £ osF 8 4 L
Attendance g 5. 9 53 ot — pat 0H C.g o ©
- 43 o 53 2 F 4 28 D = 5
28 & &3 & 4 # - & af 5 = ,
N=178 82 . 64 79 24 11 5 28 1 472 ' :\wm
Frequently . . 5 7 9 8 13 9 0 14 L 7 .
_ Occasionally . 26 39 34 f 30 54 27 60 46- 0. 33
Never "wg 66 45 - 53 58 33 64 40 39 100 56
Not Applicable ° .3 7. 3 4 0 0 0 0 0 3
1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 "

" No ﬁg?ggﬁse . 0
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Table 51. College Years: Facilities; Available Housing Adequate.

4

48—
Categoriés . o D?'/scipline Areas . » ' o
, | _
Jegree of 188 4 E§ g 2 8 %F 5 3 -4
cceptance 53 8 3 3 : oo 0 C% S A g 3 i
T a7 A &m é & s 2 32 5 8
INe178 82 64 79 24 11 ' 5 28 .1 472
. Frequently . . 4 10 13 18 25 g ‘o 14 o 10
‘Occasionally . 6 4 5 9 0 9 20 11 0 6
. ! . ¢ ] : \ * . ,
 Never . ..: 3 4 0 1 .0 0\, 0 s 0o 2
&SE\ﬁpplicable 87 82 - 83 \ 72 .75 82 80 71 100 81
: |
No Response . -1 .1+ 0 + 0 0O 1 0 0 0 0“0
: ' . . ' —
] \C\ * ' ‘ I
J Table 52. Cdllvege Years: Facilities; Helpful Hbusing Personnel. N a O
. » T — . -
Categori e ) Discipline Areas ) y’
_ . -
TR ¥ | w: o E
= od o~ . Ne t- oy o
Degree of é‘; 5 = ‘83 U il o. 58 B s —~
Helpfulness 55 3 8% g "ob % SH 53 9 3
, #8 & 88 2 &, 2 &% 38 -5 8
N=178 82 64 79 .24 11 5 28 1 472
Frequently . . 3 6 6 15 13 <0 0 11 0 7
Occasionally -. 4 6 6 9 8 18 0 14 0 7
Never . . .. - 4 4 0 "3 0 0 0 4 o 3

Not Applicable 82 83 ~ 8 73 . 79 8 100 71 100 83

! C % . ' - y .
No . Response . 1 1 .0 0 0 0 0 0. 0 0




Table 53. Coljege Years:

-53-

’

I

L

Faj/ilities; Satisfaction with Food Facilities: .,

Categories -/ Discipline-Areas
E" w 3
S o L 3
o (o] o
Degree of e o  gH G e e 8. ‘
Satisfaction é § .a 5% 9 s o g a ;54’5 g E
- [} 1) ] &o A ’
33 & g8 4 £ .2 & 38 5 @
N=178 82 64 79 24 11 5 28 1 472
'Frequently . . 6 9 8 20 '8 -9 0 11 0 9
4
Occasionally . 6 4 3 9 8 27 20 21 . 0 7
Nevér . ... 1 1 0 30 0 o o0 0 1
Not Applicable 87 85 89 68 83 64 80 68 100 82
No Responsé . 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
]
-~
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Table 54. EconomicC Factors: _"Invol\}ement in Graduate Assistantship
) Program, '

Categories’ ) o Discipline Areas
.| §s g oo}
Response =g S _ A & ®» g ' 08
A8 & &8 2 & &2 &8 8 E &
N=178 82 64 77 24 11 5 28 1 472
Yes . . . . 14 24 . 39 13 54 46 20. 68 0 25
No . ... 87 74 61 87 ' 46 55 80 °~ 32 100 75
No Response 0 1 0 0 0 0 - 0 0 0 0
) .
’ Table p4a. Economic Factor: Graduate Assistantships Were Accurately
. Described. . ' . Y
Categories B Discipline Areas
EEN - 0 ,-O
x N R
Response =g %” 30 o ﬁ I» 5 =t § -3 _
-~ Options u ) ) ,8 § 3 e - 2 D ¢ .g- @ <
. g 3 %3 :g g 4 28 B 2 5
S paN] 5‘2 C%B 0 LE .’E . 5] § .'5 =
N=178 82 64 77 24 11 s 28 1 472
Yes . . . 8 22 39 9 50 36 ,2 54 0 20
No. . ... 5 4 2 6 0 9. 0 14 0 5
No Response 87 74 59 8 50 55 80 32 100 75

62
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Table 54b. Economic Factors: Graduate Assistant Stipend was Adequate.

Categories ] Discipline Areas
. =)
58 &g | w TP
2 o g < P 4 B0 O ©
. Response ] g =i~ o 0 5. q d 3! q
S opiens | §8 % 88 ¢ 0§ 27 ¢k g5 0§ O
#% . & &8 4 & F &2 82 5 ¢
N=178 82 64 77 - 24 //117 3 28 1 472
Yes . '8 18 20 9 25 18 ' 20 43 0 15
" No 5 7 20 6 21 27 0 25 0 10
No Response 87 74 59 85 54 ' S5 80 32 100 75
Table 55. Economic Factor: Salary Adjustment Made When Master's Degree
C was Awarded. ' . -
Categories Discipline Areas
, - X -
. E -§ " 6B >‘-§ < ) j g":;
Response 5% 5§ 8 v A e. 55 §& s -
options | £3 % B8 ¢ B 4 §F f8 % @
=8 & 48 4 & £ &2 88 5 2
N=178 82 /64 77 24. 11 5 28 1 472
Yes . 84 . 78 #%73 92 46 55 80 39 0 g
No 4 18 28 6 46 46 20 46 100 19
No Respohse 2 4 5 1 0 o0 0o 14 .0 4
' ?
S 63

K2
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e,
M : . &
Table 56. Economic Factors: .Changed Position After Being Awarded
Master's Degree. ' _
Categories// . . Discipline Areas
B .
o D8 : : ‘ uwr D
o o wr
Response ‘3‘5‘ =y i F & 5 %0 3] e E
- } w 5 BW.o v o~ o =l 3! ~
Opticns 58 % s3I ¢ % 2 8% g8 4 %
1H8 & 88 2 & £ &% Rz E 2
CINel78 82 64 77 24 11 5
15 3§v 23 24 58 36 20
No . ... 84 61 73 76  3B. 6 80
No Respense A wod \4 3 0 4v 0 0
” uuwu\lifm \\\\
S
Table 57, Educational Factors: Course Work Used to Advantage/in Position.
Categories ' \\ " Discipline Areas/
ts B e 3
Response. . = B Ry G & & 8 ki
opions | 8% 4 EE 92 4 8 §E 85 %
| 58 0§ g3\ 3 % o» g8 cf £ %
i & &8\ 2 & =2 &% B3 5@
N=178 82 64 \77 24 11 5. 28 1 472
Yes . 76 90 73 5 79 73 100 79 100 80
No 23 5 22 1§\\ 17 27 0, 18 0 17
No Response 2 5 5 0 \\ 4 0 0 4 0 3
\

) 5




Educational Factors:

=57-

4

Table 58. New Interests and Ideas . Developed from N -
Materials of Master Program.
Categories Discipline Areas o '
) o
g5 % o 7B
Response e S @ e 5 E" 3] 3 : P
options | £5 4 E§3 9 4§ 8% s % 3 /
2 0% §3 & 2 & 23 3 g S
28 ¢ 83 £ & 2 &2 %8 3 &
- ! @ ! &
; N=178 82 64 77 24 11 5 28 I 472 N
Yes . 76 95 . 8 80 92 91 1pq |
No 23 4 16" 19 _8\ 9 -
No Response ) 1 1 3 1 0 )
v ~ i/ V/_——""“
... Table 59. Fﬁture Plans: Persons Who Haye,or Intend to, Enroll
- for Further Course Work.
B Categories ~ Disc1p11ne Areas \$ '
- "U o
Response ‘\ 5:5 o0 E'\-‘5—%4 < g U; ' ?é
P = b= ,_,;éL+Lﬁﬁvﬂggéffxaﬂ—ﬂ*——%L””f.5 =IRY] —
.Optlons QO o = o (8] o o | .U.H "% [S I — M
s =] e Qv e — oo D M| ,ﬁ Q N R
2 g4 0§ g5 7 @ B 2408 28
s [ & N 0 £ .4 2 e a2 5. 8
\ \ — . - _M 5 - .
N=178 82 " 64 77- . 24" 117 § 28 1 472
g ’.’_/”’, }“- et j
Yes . 63 73 70 63 79 - ?4~' 100% 75 100 68
‘ , § .
No 35 24 28 37 /21 36 0° 25 0 31
No Response 3 2 2 0 Vi 0 o 0o 0 -2 ”
/ p ¥
. 22 MMX '\
65 .+ -
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Table 59a. Future Plans: Persons Will Enroll for Further Study at
SUC, Fredonia. : .

x

. s
Categories -~ piscipline Areas
, o
R R s » s B
Response i 9 == - ) e 5 %0 g —
oprions © | §8 § 8 ¢ [ & g% &85 & 3
28 & @3 2 & £ &2 35 B ¢
" . . - ¥
N=178 82  64. 77 24 11 5 28 1 472
. . L C .
Yes . ... .35 44 44 3% 29 18 40 14 -0 35
- h ‘
No " . . 35 32 27 38 54 64 60 6l 0 37
éﬁgr~NokResponse 30

p//;@f-% 32 17 18. 0 25 100 28

)

Table 60. Future Plans: Persons Who Intend.to Enroll for Post-Master's .

24
‘« ) ) ‘ ) o | - T

) Degree.
A . s
Categories | - Discipline Areas
[N } - : : s . o -
' g § “ oo‘ bg o < DR f g
CRespanse | BE & BR 0, @ E g8 8 o
oprions | &5 88 ¢ 5 ¢ §E 85 § 3
« | &8 ﬁ\\fﬁ 4 £ £ & B8 I 2
N=178 82 5 ' 28 1 472
Yes . 29 31 4 S7. 0 34
" No 64 63 60 39 100 61
No Response 7. 6 "5 4 13 0 0 4 0 6
" 66
, L L
e . '
/
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Table.61. Educational Factor\ Persons Who Earned Masters' Degree because
. - of State Mandate, (Y0 hours in 5 years). >}) '
e
. i : 7
Categories \ Discipline Areas i /
b c:‘ : = | . " uy ?) -
Response S8  w b.g = “ ks /
A s 33 a "y S| —
Options 68 43 « EY SRt Q g5 & 0
g9 - o] - b el = BN rg 'E
o ﬁ 93 é ) 0 \ 0 @ N =
o 2 & § =Y &8 48 .5 &
. £ " .
N=178 82 64 77 24 11 5 28 1 472
. R i
Yes . 54 42 48 53 33 18 40 7 100 46
No 46 59 48 47 63 82> 60 93 0 53
No Response .1 0 3,0 4 0 0 0 o {
\

Table 62. Educational Factor: Earned Graduate Degree in Same Curriculum

As /Uﬁé/rgragluate %’e’e .

S

\

4

)

‘Categories / _Discipline Areas
: ol " ) B
Response 3.9 o0 - b,‘é o f,r, %
options © | 5% & ER o Z 8 g 4
. £ O e SIS | — g .5 |
52§ 83 & ® 35 2 5
BNAANAR] ~ ) 4 g LE v = 5 [9
/ N=178 82 64 77/ 24 11 5 \ 28 1 472
} b :
Yes . 83 66 91 o4, 96 82 100 8% 100 83
NO 17 34 9 6 4 18U 0 14 0 16
No Response ' .1 Oygg O "0 0 03 0 0 0 0

»
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-
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o

"
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o :Table 63: Comparison Fa@terfs: Ratirfig Categorie$ Jf\é\r‘; \;(\Z_(Iandi;tions of -

o : Buildings and\(j%ssroo coe : e L
T S LT \ :
_ . 4? ‘ BN T e . & ] B 2y, ] o \.\ Lo
* ' .’ Categories | . : . .'Discipline Areas . >\ ‘
RS SO B s N o A w}\ o % R
T T . 80 SN w ~ 5 )
. .. Response + |23 . _@ o o & = PO
. Opti 0 0« -5 g« U B S @ '55 o SN —
. Options. { 80O g9 080 o g £ QR Bg. & W
L 25,8 88 ¥ P& &8 PE.EOZ
' TR - $a g8 &2 ﬁz 58
’ ... IN=178 82 64 . 79 24 11 < 5.0 28 1. 472
ety . ‘ ’ N - R '..'"" N - " e s
. Excellent . .. * 40% 34 . 6L, 48 50 64 o - 54 o as
W0 Good. s o 45 45 310, 42 420 B6e . 40 0 39 , 0 42
Co . ® - ® - . P R o .
5T Fair T oo, B3 05 27 3 0 0 .0 4" 100 3
- . v Poor . . ., 0 0 0 +:0 o 0 0. 0 . 0

F i e e ‘ - B

L. Y. No Basis” for . & - - DI . e :

oo g, | Comparisoms.. .. 9 16, 0 LA L S
L .

. R
% - . ~ .
w i . - . ) LN L “n . . . 0 \ «
< g 7Y No Resporise .. 1 0 0 0 : 0 .0 Q 0
. L i . - : s .
-® . o - . . .
3 B -
. e . - B .
4%:. - =
’ 4 L4 : “ -
- N , - . ) . - .
8 W G ¢ , . & P P o " A
~ \ N o
v . . - N
< Lo NS i . T . : ’
S "o . " v ¢
. i, v ' - l
. ' ¥
-~ . f .
[ S . . . / 0 - " -
Sy, o N o ~ . I4 -, te 2 Ny, .
\ AL 1 ‘ é - .
- @ ey - 3 W . \ —
< b - ' ; . ‘ [y .
e DAY : 4 . K4 o . i
[ d S
. o - , . ‘ ; - L +
(5N K2 ¢ . -
P “ 2 R N . L . . : ,
+ o e o s b - Pl o P
PPN >
AN AR Ty - . & . «
v . .
I M " . .
A Lo e ‘» R . v N
P [ - * < . !
A . “ ? ~b S N
. , R )
- @, s ¢
: 3 IS - ' .
v, . [N : . / .
ooy, N b ’ B > ' 2 <o
N Vo ) ey . ~ . N
. “
N LEaY K\ s : g . v - R e ° 5 .
I3 - ] ¢ § < o .
a3 Y )
, v, N ¢ " Y . » \ . T s o
. * ’ . A .~ . i .‘ Al - v
'3 R LI .
' . < e ' ' L] ! -
. . ” , v
o » o s , © '
v 5 . L ! - .

B - oo - * ’ - . .
- » - . = o ce ) T ) > & E N N ‘ N

i i e S P . L - et o . N - S
& . f Ty 4 . . - Yy s - ¥ . T




N

v

Table 64. bofnparison Factor: . Categories for Eq:uipment Avai@}eability.

™~ ‘\ < * 4\1 . )y ' N ]
Categories :  Discipline Areas =~ h
Y - . 5 \,' * . o
. - g L = ¢ wr [}
Response 3.3 8 §-3 Lo~ i CTw g 5.
. A o 4 S g 9 * S5 9 —
Options gy = E8 3] e o) g.4 .8 U —
83 g .83 7 m .. o8 %8 .3 3
R 0| g 33 = & T &2 38 5 8
N=178 © 82 64 ~79 24 .11 s 287 1 472
‘Excellent . . 25 27 © 27 3321 2% o 29 0 27
Good. . . . 9 46, 4 4z . 54 46 B0 36 w47
Faif . . .. 8 7Y 5 ¥ 4 9 --200 . 18 0 10
Poor 0 1 3 o 8 d. o 7 0 2
* . No Basis for T K . S
®  Comparison 16 18 22 8 13 18 0 10. 0 - 15
sponse . 1 0 1 0 B\ oo 0 0.0
N | ) ) | . . | }‘ T ’
~;\ \ ! ‘ . e . i
\«' AR d -
\\ . \ ’ ' V - ) .
B ] ‘.; \'\ * ! . .
’ S - | N ot “ )
S\ - N
a . . )
. E:n N t
L] " .;) '; .
. 4. " - = 4 ’




1 Table 64. - Comparison Factor:- Categories for Equipment Availagility. , .
T ‘ . . 7
Categories | ‘ Discipline Areas
y l T - 47 ® -
T e o =] w B
‘. " Response S5 50 53 oot w0 8
® . A = 5 + [} - o 5 O — .
~ Options 0 . 2 o ST o o) J. g - . v ~
SRR 8- g S 5 0 W . 8® ..ad g .8
' — Q 4| é - 2.0 "o = c B
m 0 2 - &m i) 7 GE A S =
’ (,3 ‘o . . .' ‘ - T Q 4 ' ' : 4( .
o N=178" 82 64 79 24 11 5 . 28 1, 472
" Excéllent ... 25 27 . 27 33 218 27, .0 29w 0 . 27
- . a 8 . '
Good. . . .. 49 46 44 42 54, 46 80 36 1p0 " 47
Fair . . . 8 7 - 5 17 4 -9 20 "18 . 0 " 10
" “Boor . . 0o 1 3 0- .8 0° g 70 2
No Bdsis fer S ) e & .
" Comparison . 16 18w 227 g 13 18 * .0 % 0 15
o ) N NI ) . . [N . \ ’
No-Responsge 1« 0 0 1 o -0\ 70-_ 0 . 0
T - L T
!
2 -
el a
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* ' Table 65.": Comparison Factor: Rating Cafegpries for Extra- " )
© g . Curricular Faciﬂlitiesf.._ o - 7 o _ -

3

Categories |. S .

-5

«

~ . | Be . g e wr B
’ " Response  [S.37 w .38 ¢ ’ Q &
ponse = 0 = o W 3] —

Options gw e 58 .X 55 -89

& B 8 28 é .' il 2 1

08 454 FER

[N
S o]

" Excellent . . 13 ‘15 R 17,
.Good. . ... 28 33 38 3

CFain-. . 015 9 T 11 9.

| Poor . ... 2. 0 0 i3
* No Basis for ) o o |

-+ .« Comparison . 43 44 .38 38

No 'Responge I 1 0- 2 w;;_ 0

-~ . ’ ~ . * n
= .
W L, . .




“Table 66. Comparison Factor:

., ‘Pf Graduates.

/

%‘cing Categories for Job Pl

~

cement - . °
<

w:},.:};\L\ e
Categories' |" ™~ . - . \iscipline Areas . ,
‘ L : ] N
a\- AR e 7, FUH\
< |RE 28 . ot &
Response eg -2 30 - 9 <
"Optidns gg 9. 53 & 5 & . 9
Ll&3 § g3 & 35 £ 8
M m /7. w»nm’ = RS 5 =
N=178 82 64 79 24 11 5 . 287 1 472
Excellent . 5 11 9 18 8 .0 ‘,/éé 0 100 .9
Good. - 23 26 17 30 17 18 20 - 18 0 23 °
Fair .. 14 15 16 14 25 18 20 21 " 0 15
Poor 3002 3 4 13. 3% 0 32 0 ' 6.
No Basis for K R :
Comparison . 54 46 S0 34 38 27 "N40 Y29 0 46
No Response . 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 ™0 0 1
/ : ve i
L. ' . N
L - V
’ 5
- | .
7 T2 , o
-~ hd o

g\)

o
o

o
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Table 67. Comparison Factors: Rating Categories for Library Facilities.

- - . B R .‘ .

“ e

Categories' : o Discipline ‘Areas
0 ' . |U
Response §§ > 2 s p Ty
options | 8% 5 E§e-g & B8 55 3 3 :
olEs 0§83 F 2oz A§ 3§ F OB
s & $ R E, i) s mz,mﬁ \R & "
’ . N=178 82 64 > 79¢ 24 11 5 28 "1 472 -
Excellent . 37 33 36 47 42 36 40 14 0. 37
Good. \24 46 41 33 38 3% - 40 50 0 42
Fair L 9 ~ 5 13 18 0 21 100 8
PGOT . . ... 1 2,2, 1. .0 9a 0 7 6 . 2
i ' - “ ‘ , ) .
No Basis for ° - ) T

.,  Comparison .- 10 15 11 14 :3//9 20 -

No Réspohsq .
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‘ ‘Table 68. Comparison Factors: Rating Categories for Quality of Academic
Instruction. . : . -
— , T
Categories| — - Discipline Areas
, ¥ X
“'Response | &8 & 30
. Options g d g 58 >
2;§ ® o3 .
e g 33
Ne178  82' 64
. Excellent . 4 277 39
Good. . 52 40 42
A Al
Fair 20 11 8
Poor . . .. 1 1 0
'No Basis for Co
Comparison 14 21 9 11 - 8» 10 0 7 0 13
............ . ' - Va
No- Response . 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0o 0
o u j .
¢ ,
_ - ) .
b '7 “L hd
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Table 69. Comparison Factors: Rdting Catégories for Quality of Advisement.

« \\ +
.Categories | ' . " Discipline Areas
. ' ' o %
E § C“é T up i o ot
o Response |%¥0 %0 o8 7 e 5 %0 o 5 -/
Options g5 §S8w-n 5 8 8% Bg 8§ 3
¢4 3 3 3 & e 28 3 E 5
i & Ve = i i &2 B3I 5 &
‘IN=178 82 64 9 . 24 11 5 28 1 472 e
Excellent . . 11 22 17 10 , 13 9 0 14 0~ 14
Good. . . . . . 30 32 33 18 13 18 20. 21 0 27 .
Fair . ... 26 15 13 .28 33 18 20 18 0 22
Poor . . .. .16 7 8 19 13* 46 0, 18 100 . 15
) . o L. . q
No Basis for . . : &
Comparison . 15 24 28 25 29 9 20 29 0 22
L3 . ! o . @ " o
No Response . , 1 0 2 0 0 0 0. 0 0~ 1

o venang

75 " ,g
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.Table 70.  Comparison Factors: Rating Categories for Communication
Flow. '
- -
{
Categories Discipline Areas ) "
N
- o
, % 25 - B
Response =i %0 g0 8 < .
b 0 o . = e =N 0
. e .

v N=178 82 64 79 24 11 5 28 1 472
Excellent . . 5 10 9 5 13 18 -20 7 0 7
Good. . . . 25 31 36 28 29 18 20 39 0 29
Fair . . . . 36 24 25 ° 32 38 36 60 29 0 31
Poor . . .. 15 13 2 13 . 4 22 o0 7T 0 11
No Baéis for : ]
Comparison . 19 21 27 23. 17 0 0 14 100 , . 20
No Response . 1 1 2 0 0 0 20 4 0 1

L
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Table 71. Cdmparisoﬁ Factors: Rating Categories, for Tutorial Assistance.
) . ,
Categories Discipline Areas
' ’
. H
‘ 3
55, &8 S Ca s b
Response =R g B R e & .0 —
otions | 88 2 BEr ¢ 4 2§35 § 3
N* ) o . Fu]
48 & g8 4 & £ &% BE .5 &
N=l78 82 64 79 24 11 5 28 1 4727 e
Excellent/. . 2 6 5 3 8 0 20 14 0 4
Good. . . . . 7 12 11 11 17 18 20 21 0 11 '
Fair . . . . g8 -12 11 15 17 :9« 0 4 0 11
‘ Poor . . . - 5 0. 6 5 .0 27 o 14 0o 4
No Basis for '
Comparison . 80 70 64 65 58 46 60 46 100 70
No Response . 1 0 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
77
4
o . -
- Ve
. . .
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Table 72. Comparison Factors: Rating Categories of Reputation in

Community]( _ , | * \
Categories Discipline Areas
» - I3 ,.d‘
¥ > g L @ 7
e =] [ ! £ [N [ I
Response g5 5 =B o ) e 55 ¢ \\ a
opions | 59 % 8% ¢ §. ¢ 8% 85 & 0§ O
#8 & 88 24 &5 2 &% 8 5 &
i A
N=178 82 64 79 24 11 5 28 1\ 472
Excellent . . 16 16 16 25 17. 18 40 18
Good. . . . . 44 49 50 49 42 27 40 36
Fair . . . . 14 11 6 -6 17 18 0 21
Poor . . . . 1 2 0 0 0 .0 0 7
No Basis for . ‘
Comparison . 25 22 27 19 25 36 - 20 18
No Response . 1 0 = 2 0 "0 0o - 0 0
&
. [
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) ‘// -71— | ’Pﬁ‘.»‘m ‘
Tabde 73. Comparison Factdrs: Rating Categories for Reputation in
Profe551onal/y rld ‘ : ‘
Discipline Areasc
L ‘ - '-U
( o] - W ) -
S £. 8 28 =
ke =l ) o S} 95 B 3 4
g QL o — 4 (DQ 0).5 ] .
5 93 & B 4 &8 3% E 8
& AR i - FE RS 5 =
' «. 82 64 77 24, .11 5 28 1 472
. Excellent . 11 23 17, 18 20 4 0 14
. Good. 44 49 21 46 80 36 0 41
. Faifv 14 18 29 9 0 25 100 20 e
Poor 11 0 3
No Basis for _
Comparison 25 0 23 .
AV-~;}; No Resﬁonse . 0 0 “3;/// .
. A ’
\‘\
»
,//////' " p

13
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1

Table 74. Comparison Factgr: Ratings for“P?gg;;;;;Eal Interest
in Individuals. . ,

I Categories : Discipline Areas
, | — - .
R gié o0 t‘é < “7 oo :3 5 g
. \ .
esponse | £E B 20 a5 58 97 Cem
Options =0 o S S S’\ — o QH C5 D o
=3 5 )3 éx - p 2o B 5 .
- mm & AR L8 - &'# ﬁaag 5 =
N=178 82 64 79 24 11" 5 28 1 472
bcellent 12 2 25 22 25 9 4 184 0 18 N
" Good. 36 40«////1//// 35 38 27 60 46 0 .38
| R SR
. Fair . . . .~ 23 16 5 26 21\ 36 0 25 100 20 '
R 'M':A_: T . \ W
. Poor . .. . 9 o//// 8 . 6 4 9 0. 4 0 .6
‘ : \ . v,
No Basis for . /Z/ ' - : ‘
Comparison . - 20 3 19 13 13 9 0 11 -0 18 °
No Response . 1. 0 "2 0 0 9\ o 0 0 4
. vy \ .




APPENDIX B

¥

Academic concentration of disciplines for graduate degree
graduates who responded to Section H of the questionnaire was

N L4

reserved for personal comments.

Elemegtary Education (N=63)

Secondary Education\(ﬁiZS)

Although most of the graduates are'&isted as Elementary ‘Education,

General, a few respondents included academic minors:

Admissions (N=L%, .

Art History Ny o .

English (N=2) ' ! '
'Psycholégy TNl “
Sfience (N=4)

Social Studies (N=2) R ’ ‘B

Elementary Edudation, Developmental Reading (N=30) were considered a

¢ . s
separate category because of student conqpntratloni

3

Fields of concentration for graduates were:

g

. - T
Biology - = . (N=7) )////,////,//
* English (N=10)) e )
’ . e .
%  French o (N=1)/V~/’”i/
.Geology ; 7 ’ 5 .
=w « ¥, (Earth Science) (N=1) : . T
" History (N=1) . *
Mathematics";\ (N=7) ’
‘Social Studies (N=1) 0

—‘> -7%- “m, K . /




N ! &
) Science and Mathematics £N=11) | Lo ,
P P Fields of ;oncentga;)%ion for graduates are: r -
. m&f i Chemistry ”4»\ - (N=4) - b_ ;. ~ :
’ : Geo log“y'/ﬂ ° » —— s .
. (Earth Science) (N=2)
’ Mathematics L (N=3) S (
| CPhysics . (N2) - |
J ' ~ | ‘Q \
i
P . ? ’
- i 4(* ; "
% ¢ 3 )
o ) S ' . T ot
. /‘L \ P . !
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APPENDIX C . % ..
(RsilY o ‘ ‘ - . N o X |

”TE UNJVERSITY COLL‘EGE L |

T

-4 . OFRICE bF THE wmzsmw T ¢ : . e S

-J . 04‘} j’\'« . c ] ° . L] N L . R ‘ \ ;
- o - - v, . . . . R . . o~

¢ * " Dear Graduate: .., = ' vy e ..

. ¥

' Cr1t1c1smﬂof higher education has becomé" a major concern of all

o »colleg\§tatp Unwersfcy College ‘at Bredoma 15 no eecceptlon. 'Tov

complete*é\comp051te of QUT advanceH degfee programs we are seeklng

0 K] ‘)

.o .
v reactions té\ yoyr experlenceS‘whlle earnlng your master's degree.

- . .

5/ ;‘)%"]. " . “ B .

' ar€ 1mportant as ¢ COHSldeI‘ the graduate offemngs. : :

»

;” Queétlonnalre and contrmbute to the success of future Programs at I
: . v '\ < e '
Fredonla. oYour response w111“be coded to pn@tect yqur adentlgy
]
PN R - A"’ . , w *
2> . Thanks ‘nd con‘:tmued best wished, i * e
. " . N an N Lo . . " a VN [

N R . : - Pregident, SUC, ‘Fredonia
§ v . Bnc. " . . oy g‘5.“,‘/",;. - o

I . e T . ‘4 *




, X ' TEACHER EDUCATTON RESEARCH CENTER . /2
. . . K@

: : STATE,ONTVERSFTY COLLEGE AT FREDONIA . -
) - . Lo *
Cor ‘¢ : . . N . ‘
* -~ ‘ GRADU&?E DEGREE" INFORMATION FORM
. N . ' ~
Year Master's-Dégree awarded . Year Bachelor's: Degree awarded ' ‘
¢ . -

\ﬁster»s\mgree aA : .Sex S
. s s - - N

*

Academic concentration ’ ~ .
P . “ - .

. \ . ’.Q

. A .
*  Undergraduate Program ' .

€heck the items that apply td you, : o

A. 1 entered c01leg&»for an undergraduate degree: {

.
.v -

\
1.~ a) dlréct from hlgh sohool

b) as a "delayed" entrant ‘o ..

S

)« as a transﬁ:r from community college

- N

-~ 9 ’ -
d) . as a graduate from community college!
LIS

»

. “from amed sgrvices,\ \ N

LY

”f)'.. . . other . Y

. ¢ w - - .
B. My undergraduate degree was earned atu.
2. a) SuC, Fredonia SN

+ b) .© 'suC, another

L N
c) “Private college (Nes

. "l . o ~ ;
- ) College (out of state) s
. . . ; " . ”‘ ' )
) vy . - Pleasc 1qcﬁcate Tocatlon ] '/ =
? - VN .
v Je)l - College outslde Lonrt‘mental U. 1‘%
% 3 Cu b

.

" . ’ 10‘77 . ¥ N :\-' v R
-~ Plegse’ indicate. ‘Tocation




- . . . .
' N . : . -
-

IR R TEAGER EDUCATION RESEARCH GNtER L
':\3’ ﬁ‘eﬁ S STAFEanJVERSITY COLLEGE AT FREDONTA T ;“ "
R T GRADUATE DEGREE’INFORMATION FORM . .
’ Year 'Master's Dégree awarded _ . Year Bachelor s Degree awarded B
. Master"s Degree area\ . A_ >Sex S L T
. Academlc contentration S ‘ . o - J

‘. . .
. - < 11

. ) Undcrgraduate Program LT - 3 R ’ o a =
Check the items that appll to ydu S ‘h B . '“'
A'.'A 1 en’cered3 COllege for an undergraduate degree: n t . ‘
. -1 .",, a) ______ dlI‘é‘Cﬁ‘y from high ‘dch\ool R -

. _ b) .* * as a "délayed" entrant

cy '~ asa tr,anS%r from COmmumty college”

ﬁkr- . —"'“)—“'"
et d) as a gr@d’ua’ce from comnunity College‘
pee \\ ' ?rbm armed ‘;ervlces oW
’L‘ 4 )-& T Other - 3 i .
SV T ‘ o
B, \Ty undergraduate degree was earned a@ y
2..a) suc, Fredoma RN o

. by _° Sug, amother unit ..
! o .. -~ 1\; N . 3 v ’
¢) . ‘Private ‘college (New-York State) SNh N
- 4. Collége (out of state) . , ;o
- . e, ‘ \\
oo ' D I
o T’lease 1chate 1ocat10n ~»,// L
e e) e Collego out51de CODT‘/U‘l/al U '3, \
e Ly : " '

~ 7 » .
“Please “indicate locatio:rl ;




v

C.

D.

“After earnlng the undergraduate degree,,

* 3, a)

b)

<)

within the year»

1 - 5 years later .
6 - 10 years later
7 L

11, - 15 years later

16 (or more) years 1ater

Please circle one whlch best aescrlbes the area in Wthh yo

,-4‘

<

Please C1rc1e one which best descrlbes the area in whldh you work

S

n

\e)

a) Rural farm area

b)

v

d)

. Suburb of medium-sized city

rge ‘city (100,000 or over)

-

Qubh{? of large city

f) .Suburb of lapg® city g

/

”

c) *Medium-sized city (up to 50,000)f\

e

Small city or town of fewer than 10,000.

©

a)f Pural farm-area' - o
b) Small city or town oF Fewer than 10,000
cr Medlum sized c1tv“(up to 50,000)
- d) Suburb of mqﬁium-sized @ity .
é) Large»érty (100,000 or over)

£

enrélled in

x

.

.
A<}

¢

T

“%

kY




-College Selection : - o~ .
- 0 Q s
. E. Jleasg circle the gppropriate response in each row. .S ‘§~ —
. @ / « ‘ o ‘ ...I . - q:j)' q:j) o
/ . ’ N A a8
R . Uy U -
! = £ @
! . ‘ o or rai
. Bk
o Q
™ [ L
1] N Q-
= = =,

- .
*

Reasdns for attending SUC, Fredonia; for the graduate program were the:

6. strong program in my major area . . . . . . . .v. . . . ¢ . .1 2 3

7. publiéaiibns of professors inmy area . . . ...« . . . . .. 1 2

8. reputation of professors, for qyalitf educatiop .. . . . . .1 2- 3

9. variety of Esaching techniqueé used . . 8. . e ...l 2003

_crédentials of Professors . . . « .« .« 4 . ow o ow 0. ... .1 203

Tecommendat‘:ionsrof alumni . . . . . . . . e e e e e e e . .2 3

R 4
- 12. prbfess1onal reputation oF KUC ‘Fredonia, atumni . . . .. .1 2 3;

“ ~“ 13. contﬁé{s &fth rcprcscntativés of SUC, Fredonia . ... .. .1 2 3
14. media artqcles or publlcatlons .about SUC, Fredonia . . . . .1 2 3

‘ 15, attitudes of‘pecrs towards SUC, Fredonia . . . . . . ... .1 2 3

16. number of peers. who attend(ed) Fredonia :,.'. R | 2 3

. e
17. family recommendations . . . .c o o . . ow .. w1203

’

18. proximity of college . . . . .°;/. R
~ * 19." Cost factprs . . . . . .. oo z/. PO L. .».;;'. 1 Eg\té

20. avallab111ty of walvcrs andLQENMQuchers .. ; A R 3

21, poes1Q}l1ty(9§/§?§aaate assistantships P A

22, 'requ1rchents for matr1culatlon were reasonablc J . 1 2

23. cxtenslvc\%hvs1cal facilities which were avallable -A—«//K lyﬁgkfﬂ
' -

S .
N ey

experience in undergraduate'program aﬁ Fredonia coe e e ] 2 3

o




K4

College‘Years

F. C(Classes °
25.

13

26.

< .
Y e . a . u

T\

Did youlrecefve encouré'ement fro;\ﬁrof SSOTS
durlng the maste? s prog>ﬂm B P

Did you receive practital knowledge which further

~preparec} you for your position?

27.
228,

29..

30.

31.

32.

Was there class participation? . . | . .
CO#LISt of

. 1Do you feel that many a551gnmentsiwere
. ) ) z Lt ;
busy woTk? . . . . . . . o . oo e e e e

- ) ) | | /

experiences? .

Were there guest speakers? .

Did class sessions, in general,
lectures?

|
J
Was there an opportunity for frequ/ent class

discussion?

"
. f
Were class a551gnments‘gwan1ngfulT

Ly
33
g 9
= 9
s o
[» 9 o
1 2
1 2
1 2
1 2
1 2
L A
1 2
1 2
1 2

e
.

Never

- Not applicable

P =s




- .Z“
. - - g
. 3,
Materials § Equipment | E?
35f Were audio-visueﬂ matgrials,.includigé .
films, used? . . . . . . . 1
36. .Were library facilities avéilable when you “
needed them? . . . . . . . . . : ..l T |
' :
37. Did you use the library for cLégB preparation? T |
‘ . ”
38. Were library maéerials sufficient for course
requirements? . . ..; C e e e e j e e e L
39, Were iigrary materials sufficientofor course )
enrichment? . . . . . . ... s e e 1
40. Were you satisfied with administrative services? . 1
41. Were you sdtisfied wi th guidanCe(pr advisement
COTVACE? « o
Curricular ’
42. Was there a‘varicty of courée offqrings in
your field each sc@?ster? R
43, Werc you hindered or Iimited by the program
requirements“at the time you were eérnin@ your
degree? CF e e e e e :.. o1
44, Did you attend course;during the day? . {'. .i& .t 1
45. Were Off;CampUS,COUTSGS tékeﬁ?’i . .,j . "T ;,- ... 1
’ 46. Didwyou Bave to travel (over 10 miles one way)._ .

'

to attend sessigns? T -1

Occasionally

0o

Never

[}

Not licable
app € &

Y




’ . 2
' S o

| S : 73 . 3
- § o . B
Social . S B

47. Were you actively involved in extracurricular
X *

e

college activities while working on the

master's degree? .. . . . . . .. ... i.... 1 2 3 4

v

48. Were you actively involved in' clubs on campus? . 1, 2 3 4

2
| E

49. Did you attend fec@uféé/seminafs?\<. e A 4

50. bid you attend cambus-sﬁonsoréd social events? . o1 + 3 4

Facilities o . e R ]
. o .. . 51. Was the av%ilablc housing adequgpe? o e oo L 2\ 3 A4-
. 52. Were hbus%ng pérsonnel helpful? . . .. ... . 1 2 T4

53.. Were the food facilities adequate? . . . . . . . . 1'% 2 3\ 4

Please circle the correct answer. . . . Yeos N”ﬂ

" 54. Did you have a graduate assistantship? . : | e ;

{ ' a) If so, was the posifién accurately described?. . . Txi,;» 2
- b) If so, was the stipend adequate? . . . ... ... A 2

55. *Did you receive a salary adjustment when master's \ﬁfx

) degree was awarded?. .'. . . . . .. .. R 2!

56. Did you change your professional-position after .

# . ~ - )

s receiving the master's-degree? . . . ... . . . ... .. L. 2
¥ 57. Do ‘you feel that you have used course material to s -
advantage in your position? . .. . . .. ...... 17 2.
- ¥
. ;
., &, P
T 8y




58, Did you find new interests and ideas developing from

-

Yes

. material of‘the master's program? . . . . . . . .". 1
’ Add any_addi tional comments which you wish to make about
- Fredonia's- graduate program.
. .
- o ) ‘
. ,
59. a) lave yéu enrollcd,.or do you intend to enroll, for
: furéher'course work? | \\g§3 1
,# | b) If so, will }ou enroll at SUC, Fredonia? .\‘ﬂm
5& f 60. Do vou intend to enroll for a’post4master's degree? 1
/ 61. Was the majér re;son for earning a master's degree the
| - ) .
state mandate (30 hours in«S‘yegrs)? S 1
6Z." Did you earn the master's degrec in the same curricular
\'f , g,ﬂarca.asayoui bachelér gcgrcc? e e - 1
5L : f If you changed curricular area, please indiﬁateAthe ’
o, )cHange and the reason for it.' .
' - o o

N
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-83- ) TR
g o
\ ¥ “ e
e 4 (@]
= 0n 0
. %) [ R
e ‘c@ -
° 9 b =0 ‘;&
] » § o H. O =
G. How does SUC, Fredonia, compare to other colleges that (4 & r.cz‘;"\,) e 23
d , you have visitad or attended? Please circle one.
° .
‘ Conditions of buildings and classrooms . 1. 2 3 4. 5

.EAuipment availability . . . .. ... .... 1 2 3 & 5

Extracurricular facilities . . . . ... ... 1 2 3 4 5
.- Job placement of graduates . . . ....... 1 2 3 4 5
67. Library facilities . . . . ... ....... 1 2 3 4 5
68. Quality of academic ins‘truction . e e e ... 1 2 3 4 5
69. Quality of advisement . . ... ... .... 1 2 3 4 5
70, Communication flow . v v v v v v v’e v v o .. 1 2 3 4 5

ial assistance

R !
‘ 72. - Reputation in community © .

LAY

73. Reputation in professional world ...

74., Professional interest in individuals - . . . . 1 23 4 5

B

H. This space kss reserved for your personal comments.

‘ \
\

‘ Please check here if you'Wagt a copy of the report.

|
i . Thatik you.. We appreciate vour efforts.
- " -. R
Helen C. MpKee
‘Daniel J. Bauman .

e Gerald T. Holmes




