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ABSTRACT - |
' / During the 1976 acadenlc year the Bvaluatlon Offlce
continued its 'study of student developnent ‘at Simon's Rock and Qf the

. factors that underlle successful . acadehic and ‘social adjustment at'an"

early college. .Included in the year's/stndy are the characteristics
of 1976 1ncon1ng students, compared with ‘students entering in
.prev1ous years, predictors of course grades and grade-point average
in the first or‘'transition year, pr.dlctors of extracurricular °*
.act1v1ty and judicial action, student contact with’ the health
service, correlates of student ati 1tmon, interviews with graduating
students, and student. developmen} and change during the time spent at
the college. {Author/MSE) // R
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_.During theel976 academic year, the;Evaléation Office has ¢
. ; E YA . .

continued its study of student developmentfatféimon's Rock and

L G

of the factors that underlle successful academlc and soc1al o

adjustment at an early college. One of the current foc1
/

for evaluatlon has been'a clbserfexamlnatlon - the Transition, . S

"y Or flrst, Year at Slmon“s Rock,. partlcularly admlsslons crlterla,
J Wy

" adademic performance, soc1al adjustment, studentxhealth and
TJ\ :
//drop-out, suspension, and transfer.patterns. We are also . \

-

cont1nu1ng to assess characterlstlcs of 1ncom1ng students compared ﬁ

wlth college freshmen e1sewhere and o conduct exit 1nterv1ews

//

,’w1th graauatlng students about llfe and career plans. -Qetalls‘_ ‘ ,1>/

- and prellmlnary andings from these studles follow. v g : o
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fCharacterlstlcs of 1976 Incomlng Students. Results indicate a. - A
Sllght‘shlft in the 1ntellectual proflle of 1ncom1ng studentsf

l BEST

compared to past Sikon " s Rock students.' Verbal ablllty 1s some-

what h1gher than ~usyal though r1t1cal thlnklng abillty 1s lowerv‘ o ‘f
‘(at the 51st percentlle of college freshmen normslgompared to ourfﬁl "/g
.usual near 60th percentilefi The droo'in critical thinking.‘f;ﬁ | 1 | ﬁi
scores is due to a drop in‘the percentage of'students scoring.in
the top quartile of this test. mhls)partlcular measure is h1ghly .
xrelated to the cho:ce of and performance 1n science programs and,- S
although 1nterest in the\sc1ence maJors at Slmon s Rock does not

3
appear to have- d1m1n1shed, there are some 1nd1catlons from science
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faculty that performance and course grades are lower than usual.

Further comments about the predlctors of course grades.wxll be
A ) "’ ‘ //, .

m?de in a later sectlon, ‘ngh bchool equlvalency testing (GED)

»ﬁﬁwéhdicated a sl;ght but 1ns1gn1f1cant drop in the Slmon s-Rock M

oo

)

[

e _/f ayerage compared to past years (from 72% té\G?%) All 1976 AN 13

students passed the equlvalency exam, however. "The noted change 't‘

r/’ ° v
- .

in 1ntelleétual proflle may also be a’ fUnctzon of the unusually

K
4 : o

large numbers of students 1nterested in the fine arts and music .

“

-

:f programs thls'year. Some shifts in psychologlcal maturlty :
.' - . ""
(ego developmental level) were‘found in the 1976 1ncom1ng cla&s.. :

' :

As was true 1n 1975 the large majorlty of new. students (almost

Je &0%) were classrfled as belng at the bohformlst stage of

aevelopment in Loev1nger s terms or Just beglnnlng the transitlon -

to the post-conformlst stage. Thls marked homogenezty 1n )

\; .1

~n

‘developmental stage of new students ‘has been. w1dely dlSCUSSed at . /ﬂ

)-

_..—» . s L /
Slmon s Rock this year because o# its relevance for academlc and o

’(soc1al plannlng The greatest change in thls year s student body

- i 'I
v e T s x
; .

/
was the large/drop in the numbers of female students categorlzed

) as belng at/ﬁhe "very mature" end of the developmental contlnuum /

! / -

A (from approx1mately 30% in past years to 8% thls year) : Reasons /

for thlS shlft are unclear but are: belng d1scussed in. meetlngs o . (
. L h S /

with the Admlsslons staff. ‘ - L S ) ’ e
. - . ) i - ) . . 1

- . o S
. i

Student Profile Over the Past Four Years. Since Admissions and . .

| . . other offices are 1nterested in a Slmon s’ Rock student proflle,

~

" the Evaluatlon Offlce has begun to compile data based on the 1last
[ ]

four years of academlc ano psychologlcal assessment and the

Y

xmerlcan Councxl of Education‘'k_survey of pollege freshmen in whlch

we annually_partlcipate. The f1nd1ngs from the Evaluatlon foice

o 3 g o ) .

~ ‘s
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[ SN test battery glven at. the beglnnlng of each year to 1ncom1ng

students have been deta11ed in pdst progress reports and the °

‘ precedlng sectlon. /To summarlze, Slmon S Rock students are

w ‘

generally aPove average 1n acadeA c abll/ty though somewhat
less advanced psychologlcally thag\thern 18 year old college
s

freshmen counterparts at tradltlonél/colleges. It_1s in the .

argas of academlc asplratlons, famll educatlonal backgrbund

»*

\ . and self concept that the Simon' s Rock student 1s most: dlstlnctly

-~ -

dlfferent from other college freshmen, even at s1m11ar prlvate
four—year llberal a;ts colleges. Our students are unusually

B ambltlous academlcally w1th some 75 80% planning tO‘bbtaln

{m: _ profe531ona1 or graduate degrees (1n,comparlson w1th the! 25%"

- natlonal areragé) They are self-confldent, prlde themselves 1n

the1r 1ﬂtellectual and creatlve abllltles,,and expect tm make'
* i

‘1mportant ¢ontr1butlons in their flelos.vahey are altru;stlc,

. R | ' . . . . . g ’ [ o > «."{f C
1nterested in social 1ssueSy—and not very interested -in bus1ness

and maklng money. The parents of Sxmon s Rock - students are*“

1 - / ’

’

Yo T hlghly educated with- a much larger proportlon of both mothers~

-t ‘and fathers holdlng graduate degrees than is true in other

compared w1th the prlvate llheral college average of 25% of the
ld 4 ' o : X

fathers and 9% of the mothers) ce 4 . .

r v .
R 5 -
- q IS

. . . “ "‘ - ’ ' . - 'o
Predlctors of Course Grades and Qrade P01nt Average in the

Trans1tlon Year. The Watson-Glaser measure’ of cr1t1cal thlnking

"4

ablllty continues to be the best)over—all predlctor of academlc
’performance at SJnon s Rock aven over such other meaﬁ:res such

‘ © as the Vérbal and Math SAT scores, analytlc ab111ty (f;eld

. . C

¢

\\

collegr- (51mon s Rock 50% of the fathers and 28% of the mothers

o~



1ndependence), and verbal ablrlty (ETS vocabulary test) Studies :

N "undertaken an 1974 and 1976 Jndlcate that crltlcal th1nk1ng ablllty

(%]

is srgnlflcantly related to grades in many of the Trans1tlonvyear .
\/

courses, partlcularly ln the soc1a1 ‘sciences and sc nces SRR

o ' (correlatlons ranglng from- 40 to .85). Crltlcal thlnk&ng (CT) .
[T ‘ "‘; : R [ + o
- ‘ 1s also the score whlch best predlcts first semester grade polnt -

I

?'average.‘ Th1s pOlnt ls dramat1ca11y 111ustrated by the/CT scores

of students endlng up on academlc probatlon thelr flrst fall

o

i semester (1974- CT percentlle for AcPro students was 28% compared

ER wrth class average at“57%-'1975 AcPro'percentileTWas'é7% compared” | -
.W1th c1ass average at 62%- 1976 "AcPro percentlle was 35% compared

5 w1th class average at - 51%) The srgnlflcance of crltlcal thinking

ablllty for understandlng academlc staylng power at Simon'* 's -Rock - : g
T is further 111ustratea by the analysls of the scores of freshmen e
‘o i 4

. ' students returnrng(to vs. leaving s;mon s Rock after the-1975

academic year. . . - . : L o

, o Crltlcal Thlnkrng )
T ' o 5 I . . Average percentile rank
* ' . . (College Freshmen Norms)

' BA Students o g2%ile °

AA ‘Students e 77% " L

. . Returning: Program’ Undec1ded 58% " ., 8

: ‘Drop-out or Suspension .30% " A .
-Transfer to other college . 80% ", .

-

7 _Given the con31stency of these f1nd1ngs,“Srmon s éock Admlsslons

El

0ff1ce has begun ta’ include ‘the CT test as part of 1ts adm1ss1ons :
S
: assessment partlcularly when the acaaem1Caab111ty of the appllcant

“:ls 1n questlon. Angeven more 1ntens1ve study of adm1ss1ons crlterla v
and the follow-up of admitted students 1s under way in cooperatlon '

b J el
;

f\a\ . wlth the newly formed faculty-admlnlstratlve Admissrons Comm;ttee. '”
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Pred1ctors of Extracurrlculan‘Act1v1ty and Judlclal Actlon. _infﬂ :

e

!

»

- addltlon to our 1nterest in how students cope with their academlc

respon51b111t1es,_we are also 1nterested in how 16 year olds react_

,and adJust “t5 non- academlc college llfe and dormltory 11v1ng. We
S e e N v
— have founa that there are’ iarge and 31gn1f1cant dlfferences 1n
s N .
_ behav1or the first year on campus that distinguish students at ‘ 1,-

¢ e1ther end of, ego develOpmental cont1nuum (Pre Conformlsts versus

; Es
4o

f‘"‘ ) Post Conformlsts), w1th the Conformlst group falllng somewhere

’ \
’ between the two. We now have analyzed the ‘data from 1972 to 1976

-

and the followlng have been con51stent flhdlngs from year to year._

-]

Ihe students c1a551f1ed as Post Conformlst by the Evaluatlon Offlce
a .‘ N

tend to be rated as mature models playlng leadershlp roles on :
=campus, that 1s, 1nvolved in. extracurrlcular act1v1t1es and .

communlty governance whereas the least mature Pre-Conformlst : -
'/*—*.-‘.r,
* students have' been rated as actlng as catalysts for party1ng .and

° . 2

as probably engaged in’ activity that ‘would warrant 3ud1c1al action.

Judlclal records 1nd1cate that the least mature students (Pre-

B

Conformlsts) are more apt to bé~called before Jud1C1a1 and tend to

recelve the most severe penalltles such as. probatlon or suspenslonn

] v

' However, 1t should be noted that the least mature students do not *’

o, R 's ’

-

necessarlly contlnue to be dlsc1p11nary problems since a spurt 1n 3

1

psychologlcal development 1s partlcularly marked for the least
,mature students for YFar 1l to Year‘2 so that by the second year~
these students - (at least the cnes - who return to. school) have -

caught up w1th" thelr peers. - L o .o R

-
o »

Stuaent Contact w1th the Health Serv1ce. We are in- the process of

/

5oL analy21ng data on the frequency and nature of student contact with

. : o ) - . - L ) e il - . ,., . )

) : : : S . R
Q ) - . ‘ - e _ .- o P . . . i .v‘
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: the College Health—SerV1ce. We are 1nterested 1n trylng to ldeg%ify

4
factors which- dlfferentlate between studen*s who come to the. serv1ce

-
B LS

;- w1th prlmarlly medlcal versus prlmarlly psychologzcal complalnts

'

)

Data from a slmllar Evaluatlon study 1n 1974 suggested that students

.:, '~' who are developmentally out of phase with thelr peers (that 1s, hhe 5=
cE o . ; . \ .
very=1mmature or very mature 16 year oldy may have adjustment e

S0 .

problens{that become nanifest as medlcal or psychologlcal symptoms.
The Health SerV1ce, upon the request of the Evaluatlon Offlce, is

currently tabulatlng 1nformatlon on a random sample of students who -

. / ] .
Le entered Slmon s ROck in. 1975/and 1976 Dataaw1ll be analx\ed by -
: groups/;n.order to malntaln confldentlallty of; 1nd1v1oual students.
{ - e Wu“ o : - ﬂ o
' e ; W PR : P .

yd

S Coriélates'of»étudents Attritioni We have just begun a more systematlc

\

1nvestlgatlon of students who left Simon' s Rock during or afteyr the

-
[N

‘L f1rst year on campus, beglnnlno with che class of 1973. " a. recent

b TN
[ .

S * stady by Aomlsslons has 1nd1catrd that major attrltlon occurs after
' . thewflrst year at Slmon s RO¢k. The Evaluatlon Off1ce plans to
.. \ ~ -

look “for developmental. and/or - intfellectual ablllty factors whlch may
4 .
d1fferent1ate ‘the students who return after the1r flgsm year from.

‘

e,
those who transfer elsewhere or who drop-out or are suspended.- N
- ) XY - .
. . ' ! . /s ‘. ‘ El '

.
. o . . .
. P i ’ - - . . \‘ .
. B . - . X M . P -

4.

_Interviews with Craduatiné Students} As'pa¥t~of’the on-going follohf‘

'up study of graduates,'ln the spring of 1976 we ‘began to 1nterv1ew

graduatlng BA students concernlng their future educatlonal and
vocatlonal plans, their feellngs goout. Simon's ROck and the educatlon ”4M
*. they recelved heref and thelr sense of 1dent1ty and”competence' . . .
(A §3mp1e 1nterV1ew is 1ncluded in the.Appendlx ) After the 1nterv1ew,7'

s*udents take the Loev1nger test of ego developmental‘stage. Slnce

most graduatlng studfnts have taken this test at least once upon
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Y '-;entrance into Slmon s’ Rock, the second testlng allows us ‘to look W T

at developmental change as a functron of tlme -at Slmon s Rock.

(see follow1ng section for results.): The graduate ex1t,1nterv1ews o

- will be given'each'year_in:the late winter and5spr£ng'terms. :

. ) . . ) '

Student Develdpment and Change. One'of the most'important issues

ol for' evaluatlon is the nature and degree of 1ntellectual and

psychologlcal growth that\occurs durlng a- student s tenure at Simon's

* : o Rock. Results from the 1975 CLEP testang, whlch establlshes 1¥f'

L sophomore standlng, show that our: second year students are-above

-

B 3verage, scorlng at the 58th percentxle on nat10na1 norms.' The_ ‘/

« 1976 sophomores w1ll be tak;ng the CLEP exams in late’March.: The =~
EY ) k _

’ 1975 class of seven graduating senlors all passed the}r compre- A

R

7o

~ .

.henszve and oral ‘exams and were certlfled as dozng at least c level _J
.'work by the external examlners._ The twelve 1976 senlors are‘g-~ﬁ .
currently worklng on the1r theses and have not yet taken their. ‘&

quallfylng exams. Approx1mately half *he twelve\students have’
taken’ elthervthe GRE or MEDCAT exams but have not yet recelved
" their scores.d 7'7"; L - .
At. the end of the 1975 academ1c year, we completed a study on .
o - the degree’of change in psychologlcal maturltyodurlng the years at |
~-Slmon 's Rogk. Thlrty-elght 1974 students were assessedxfor f'

M

' developmeptal stage shange after -one year at Slmon s Rbck-‘thlrteen T

7 . 1973 students were assessed for change after two years at. Simon s’
”\g\ Rock.\ Based on 4nformat10n from- other sources where ego deveiopment '
| rn college students is being studied, “one- can conclude that change
_in the early college yeafs at Simon's Ruck is very compaaable to,

- -

%,' 1£ not nore rap1d thar change at other colleges. Partrcularly




/ - y_‘_1nd1cat1ng that, even after one year developmentally lower stage.?

j//students catch up w1th thelr cohorts, maklng the Slmon s Rock

o i © . . / N

16 17 year olds/far more- co?éarable to the 18 19 year old students
. o

AR : elsewhere. Although we tend o get more 1mmature students at «

entrance than most colleges, t ére .is'no 1nd1cat10n that our x

students lag’behlnd-n Of theﬁs ven - 1975.sen;ors, five were tracked _

l

- by the Evaluatlon Offlce acros\ ‘their four years at the college -
. e . L W e \ R . .
. © and were assessed for oevelopmental stage at the end of thelr

- All five were judged to have moved from one of the "5

. »'senlor year.
* <

‘~.. t

lower or m1d-stages of . ego development to. one of the. h1gher stages.

-

'No 1nfcrmat10n is ava11able yet on\the 1976 senlor class.
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