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"+ Day classes were surveyed with a total N=586.

«

INTRODUCTION
) \_,1

-

. This report presents and analyzes data gathered as one part of a

multl-phase multi-method, ,comprehensive study of several aspects of the
t
~N
House Plan.
i : - - !
. "‘ * *
At the begiming of February, 1976, a survey was taken of all students

.

new to Cypress this semester. New students at Cypress who are registered
for 6 units of more are required to enroll in either Guidance 40 (Introduc-

. ' » . _
tion to Coll ge) or an alternate course for which they can receive Guidance

3

L0 credit, such as Guidance 48 (Women and Careers). Both Day and Extended

»

-
“ . 5
)

A questionneaire designed specifi€ally to elicit information on
(l)*studegts‘ general knowledde of House facts, such as the name of their

fiouse &nd the name of their House Advisor and, (2) students'’ general involve-

.

ment in campus life, was adminispergd’in either the first or second class

meeting of the Guidance 40 (or alternate) classés{\’}n some but not all of

? .
these classes, a follow-up survey was done at the last meeting of the

\\ -
classes; Research heport #2 will present these comparative data.
- . - * . ~

- K . < 4

Ih summary, this report in concerned with charsacteristics of new students

P
]

as they Qere in theif first or second week of: college life. -\

~

“




A

THE CONCERT OF THE HOUSE . ’

-~

3

Bigness in education has the .advantages of‘efficiency and
economy, but also its disadvanfages -- the greatest of whfch is
the tendency of the student to'becoﬁe indistinguishable and

ost.'" Breaking up the bigness into more educati%e, maaageable

and dQciologically acceptable groups is the essence of the House

‘Pian. - -)j I S a

Archite-tura1~response: — J *
v - - ' ’ ~

A, Each) House, serving from 400 to 1000 students, will
! * be Jocated at g pedestrian node.

-

fach House has its own ccnvenieqtly loc'ted parking areas.

2

C. The House is a place where (1) stui’nt meets student,
(2) professor meet professor, apd even more important;
(3) st t meets professor in an informal, relaxed

atmosp . i - .
: ) R

D. Spaces within the House con31st \of student- faculty
lounge, seminars, snack bar-kltchen Iibrary, carrels,
student officers' office, offices for faculty
associates and counselors,.terraces,’ .

. E. The House permits more personalized student services.

Y

w

. , - .*sq

k4




~-STATISTICAL SUMMARY

. Reported Hoyse Membership
: \

1. Day classes (N=458)

- Binstein: 58"

- Bernstein: s
Muir-Twaln; 78
~Carnegie . 107

® Edison: . 80
>.Schweitzer 29
Thorpe: 13
Don't know L5
Other Answer. 3

Night classes (N=128)

9.37% of 128)
0.78% of 128)
14.8L4% of 128)
17.19% of"128) .
9.38% of 128) -

Einsteifs-*= ° 12 ¢
Bernstein *- 1 (
Muir-Twain 19- (
(1
(

Carnegies. ™ 22
Edison: 12
Schweitzer: 5 ( 3.91% of 128)
Thorpe: " .2 ("1.56% of 128)
Don't know L5 (35.16% of 128)
(1.
100.

&

Otrrer Answer _10 81% of 128)
128 . 00%

0

Al1°C148Ses  (N=586)

O :\‘;? ) ‘
Einstein: 70 ( 1.

y Berngtein: %6 ( 7.85% of 586)
Muif-Twain: 97: (16.55% of 586)
Carnegie: 129 ¢ {22.01% of 586
Edison: 92 (15.70% of 586)
Schweitzer:* 3k ( 5.80% of 586)
Thorpe: ° 15 ( 2 56% of 586)
Don't know 90 - (15.36% of 586) °
Other Answer 13 ( 2722% oi.586)

586  100.00%

1 95% of 586)




.

“II. Reported counselors, Day classes only (N=L58)

458)
458)
458)
458)
458)
458)
458)
458)
of 458)
 of L458) .
of L458)
8.52% of Ls58)
3.93% ot 458) ,
(11.35% of 458)
( 2.62% of L458)

—~~

Beamer 48
Beamer/Tyrrell 12
Bilyeu 30 -,
Chew 19
McDermott 42
Melom 36 -
Nordee 30
Page 37
Parmenter - 2L
Rossier .27
Spaulding .32
Tyrrell 39
Woodington, "18
wn POt know 52
Other Answer . 12
458

>

III. Students' knowledge of
(N=L58)

Einstein
Correct angwer

s e

Incorrect answer
SNREHIIRAATT

-
a

Bernstein
Correct answer
Incorrect answer

—

Muir-Twain -
Correct answer
* Incorrect answer

Carnegie .,

Correct answer
Incorrect answer

Edison
Correct answer
Incorrect answer

100.00%

House Advisors, by

3 (5.17% of
5

(94.83% of
100.00

5
58

20 (4h.44% o
25 (55.56% of

I T 1097002

-

1 (1.30% of

77 (98.7047BF

78 100.00

60 - (56.07% of
47, (43.93% of
- 107 100.00%

0o - ¢ o.oo%dg;
80 (100.00% jOf
80 " 100.

House. Day classes only.

reported House membership) ...s

reported House

reported‘House
reported House

\ ]

reported House
reported House

reported House
reported House

reported House
»eported House

membership)

-

membership)
membership)

membership)
membership)

membership)
membership)

membership)
membership)

k]




Schweitzer
Correct answer

Incorrect answer

Thotpe
Correct answer
Incorrect answer

-

Students'
(N=U58)

Einstein
Lorrect answver
Incorrect answer

Bernstein
Correct gnswer
Incorrect answer

Muir-T#ain - .
. Correct swer

Incorrect answer

-

Carnegie '

Correct answer
Incorrect answer

Edison
Correct answer
Incorrect answer

Schweft zer
Correct answer
Incorrect answer

Thong

« 0
3

.78 {100.

2

%

100.00%

1
13 7100.00%

knowledge of House Presidents,

(18.97% of

8]

5 (11.11% of
4% (88.89% of

-§5  100.00%

0 (0.00% or
T8  100.00%

Y

59  (55.1L% of
48  (44.86% of

107 100.00%

0 (.0.00% of
80 (100.00% of

0 ( 0.00% of

(100.00%" of reported

( 0.00% of reported Ho
(100.00% ‘of reported House membership)

by House.

reported :
T reported H

reported

reported H

reported

reported H

reported
reported

reported

At the time the survey was taken,Thorpe House
‘elected House officers.

3.

1 ( 3.45% of reported House membership)
8 (_96.55% of reported House membership)

e membership)

!

.classes only.

membershi
hi

D
membership

)
)

membership)
membership)

membeﬁship)
membership)

¢

membership)
membership)

membership)
membership)

membership)
membership)

had not yet




. V. Reported number of hours per week warked.

1. Day classes (N=458) -
0-5 hours per week 20L

(bk.54% of-458)
'6~10 hours per week 10 ( 2.18% of 458)
11-15 hours pefr week 19 ( 4.15% of L58)
16-20 hours per week 65 (14.19% or 458)
21-25 hours per week ) 4o ( 8.73% of 458)
26-30 hours per week . 33 ( 7.20% of 458)
31-35 hours per week 17 ( 3.71% of 458)
36-40 hours per week 4k ( 9.61% of 458)
41-45 hours per week 3 ( 0.66% of 458)
46-50 hours per week .9 ( 1.97% of 458)
51-55 hours per week .0 ( 0.00% of L58)
56+ hours per week 3 ( 0.66% of 458)
Housewife 6 ( 1.31% of 4¥58)
Hougs per week vary -5 ((1.09% of 458)

© LS8 100.00

2. Night classes (N=128)

0-5 hours per week 31 1 (24.22% of 128)
6-10 hours per week 5 ( 3.91% of 128)
* 11-15 hours per week 1, ( 9.78% of 128)
16-20 hours per week 2 ( 1.56% of 128)
21-25 hours per week 5 ( 3.91% of 128)
26-30"hours per week 1 ( 8.59% of 128)
31-35 hours per week 2 ( 1.56% of 128)
, 36-40 hours per week 56 (43.75% of 128)
TI-E% hours per week A L ( 3.12% of 128)
46-50 hours per week 5 ( 3.91% of 128)
51-55 hours per week 1 *( 0.78% of 128)
56+ hours per week 5 ( 3.91% of 128)
Housewife 0 ( 0.00% of 128)
" Hours per week vary 0 ( 0.00% of 128)

\ 128 160.00

3. All classes (N=586) .
0-5 hours per week .23 (40.10% of 586),
6~10 hours per week - - ( 2.56% of 586)
11-15 hours per week 20 ~( 3.41% of 586)
16-20 hours per week 67 (11.%3% of 586)
21-25 hours per week . s ( 7.68% of 586)
26-30 hours per week Lk ( 7.51% of 586)
31-35 hours per week ~ 19 ( 3.24% of 586)
a 36-40 hours per week 100 ¢ (17.06% of 586)
41-45 hours per week TTY ( 1.20% 86)
46~50 hours per week 1k ( 2.40% of 586)
* 51255 hours per week 1 —( 0.17% of 586)
56+ hours per week 8 ( 1.37% of 586)
P Housewife - 6 E 1.02; of sggg
‘ Hours per week vary -5 0.85% of S
' 7 ' 586 100.00%

¢
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Repo rt%d numper of hours in class or labs per week.
11 .

l'

. . All classes

D classes

1- B hours per
-8 nours per
7-9 hours per

10-32 hours per’
13-15 hours per:

16-18 hours per
19-21 hours per
2o+ | hours per
‘No answer
Excessive total
reported*

-

Night -classes

1-3 hours per

L-6 hours per

7-9 hours per
10-12 hours per
13-15 hours per
16~18  hours per
19~21 hours per
22+ hours per
No enswer
Excessive total

reported*

(N-hSS)

week 5
week ‘ 29
week 30
wveek . 70
week 90

week 89
week' - . Tk
week ’ 37
s 10

hours
2L
2

(n%e&) :

week I
week 10
week 27
week 43
week 27
week 8
week )
week 3
0

hours
1
128

1.09% of 4s58)
6.33% of L458)
6.55% of L458)
5.28% of Ls8)
9.66% of L58
9
6
8
2

3.12% of 128
7.83% of 128
1.09% of 128
3.59% of 128
1.09% of 128
6.25% of 128
3.91% of 128
2.34% of 128
0.00% of 128

. .
e N e e N e N e

( 0.78% of 128)
100.00%

“* See page 119 of this report for ‘explanation.

1-3 hours per
4-6 hours per
7-9 hours per
10-12 hours per
13~15 hours per
16-18 hours per
19-21 hours per
22+ hours per
No answver

Excessive total

reported®

2

(N=586)

week .9
week 39
week ST
113 -

week
week

week
week
week
o 10
hoq;z///
25
586
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VII. Reported number of hours on campus aside from class or lab hoqfs\

» P

1.. Day classes (N=458)-+" SR ’
0-1.9 hours per week 187 (40.83% of us8) . - *
2-3.9 hours per week 102 (22.27% of 458)
4~5.9 hours per week 57 (12.44% of 458)
6-7.9 hours per week 36 ( 7.86% of 4s8) A
8-9.9 hours per week 19 ( 4.15% of 458)." ‘
10-11.9 hours'.per week 7 ( 1.53% of 458) o
12-13.9 hours per: week 2 ( 0.44% of L4s58)
14-15.9 hours per week T ( 0.22% of 458) N Y
No cl4ss hours reported* 10 ( 2.18% of 458)
Excesgive total hours ‘ . . ’
reported* ' 16 “ ( 3.49% or 458) .
Misread question* 21 ( 4.59% of 458) '
L58 100.00% )
2. Night classes (N=128) "
- 0-1.9 hours per week- 86 67.19% of 128)
2-3.9 hours per week .23 17.97% of 128)
4-5.9 hours per week : 8 6.25% of 128)

.56% of 128)
.78% of 128) _ :
.00% of 128) '

6-7.9 hours per week 1
0
0
0.00% of 128)
0
0

8-9.9 hours per week -

10-11.9 hours per week
¢ 12=13.9 hours per week

14-15.9 hours per week

1l

0

0

0 .00% of 128)
No class hours reported* 0
3
2

.00% of 128)

: Excessive total hours
reported* *( 2.34% of 128) .
‘ ‘ ) Misread question® , ( 3.91% of 128) R
- 128 : 1oo.oo%_ ' |
/ ) ) ) . N -
ﬂ/,//"“’//l// 3. All classes (N=586) . ,
0-1.9 hours per week - 273 (46.59% of 586) .
. 2-3.9 hours per week 125 *  (21.33% of 586)
4-5.9 hours per week 65 , (11.09% of 586) i
6-7.9 hours per week 38 ( 6.49% of 586) . /
8-9.9 hours per week 20 ( 3.41% of 586) g ’ ‘
10-11.9 hours per week 7 | & 1.19% of 586) | - §
12-13.9 hours per week 2 - [ 0.35% of 586) l o \
14-15.9 hours per week 1 ( 0.17% of 586) 1. : &
No' class hours reported* 10 - ( 1.71% of 586) J X .
* Excessive total hours " | ' J
reported* 19 I ( 3.24% or 586) | - T
Misread question* - 26 P, ( 4.44% of 586) ')

N | ‘ . 586 100.00% S "

' . ’ = ‘ (
- * See page¥126 of'/this report for explanation.
| ' ' R . ! N . N
A} 1 8 s . °

N
/N

; L




7.
’ VIII. Students' reports of where they ate lunch'over a one-week period.

1. Day classes (N=458) . :

.
’

. Own House at least once 83" (18.12% of 458)
Other House at least once . 36 ( 7.86% of L458)
§ Off campus o 214 (46.73% of L58)
Didn"t eat lunch* . 125 (27.29% of 453)

L[58 100.00% ;

L3

2. Night classes (N=128)

On campus at least once 11 ( 8.59% of 128)
. Off campus ° , 68 . (49.22% of 128)
Didn't eat lunch* 1y (42:19% of 128)

- 128 ‘100.00%

3. "All classes (N=586) "

. On campus at least once 130 (22.18% of 586)
Off campus L 277 (4T7.27% of 586)
Didn't eat lunch* 179 ._(30.55% of 586)

. 586 100.00%

’ /
IX. Reported participation in extra-curricular activities over a
one-week period. .

. . - N 3 '
; ; ’ \;?f”:ﬁ
. Day classes (.N=h58) 5

Yo activitieL . 4lé > (91.26% of L4s58)
1 activity - 30  ( 6.55% of 458)
2 activities 8 ( 1.75% of 458)
3 activities 2 (.0.44% of Ls58)
§§E 100.00% ’

L 2. Night classes  (N=128)
,y‘ No activities . 126 * 7 (98.44% of 128)
i "y 1 activity o Z 1 ( 0.78% of 128)
4 2 actiyities 1 ( 0.78% of 128)
) . 3 activities 0 ( 0.00% of 128)

N _ 128 100.00
‘ 4 d
. . ) . 1 g‘
' 3. All classes (N=586)
E - No activities . © 544 (92.83% of 586)
71 activity 31 ( 5.29% of 586)
.2 ‘ 2 activities ‘ 9 ( 1.54% of 586)
o 3 activities 2" ( 0.34% of 586)
; 586 100.0C

il * Zee pége 161 of this report for explanation.
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1. House Membership

.
[

€ [

) Studéqté'were asked to name the House to which they were assigned b&

‘the question "The namé%ofxthe House I belong to is " The

.

rStaPiétical Summary on page 1 shows House membership as elicited by this

ngstion. Figurgs 1-3 display the.data in graph‘formz Of interest is”
the fact that in the day classes, 9.83% of.the séudents éiéherflef% the
regpon?e space blank, or put a question mark there. In a 'few cases,
stu@entsmwfote in such thipgs as "I forgot." 1In two cases, students
listed"%’or b Houses; apparently éh*y wede listing éll the Houses in which
they have classes. (These were scored as "Don't know."). In the extended
day classes, 35.16% of the students eiéher left the reaponse space blank.
or pué a quesfion mark there. The\difference in the,day;class pefcentage
end the exﬁendea day percentage is of course to be angcted by‘virtue of
the fact that extended day students are not assigned to Houses. Wﬁat is
of further interest is fthat in the extended day classes, 57.0L% of the
students reported thgt they were assigned to a House, which inaicates that
day students taﬁe extended day classes. iﬁe converse is also true; the
"Other answers" category for the day clasées includés such responses as
"Noﬁe ~-. I am a night student.”, and 2 such responées‘EE;ped up in the

éay class popul;:ion;l . o
= ' - ] .

In the extended day élassqs, a distinction was made between those
students who either left the response space blank or put a questiénJmark
and thbpe who ;roté in éomething such as "I'm a night student" or '

: B KT

©

1The "other answer" category for the day classes also includes 2
irrelevant answers which apparently stemmed from the students' mis-
reading of the question.

1

~

.

20




-

> N - .
. "ot applicable."” - The former, were coded as "Don't know" Whlle the -

N '

latter were coded as "Otherx" This distlnction was made because of the).

possibility that those extended day students who vrote in re3ponse% such

as "Night student" or "Not applicable" were thereby d1splaying knowledge
- . of .the Houge Plan and the realization that as an extended day etudeﬂt

they were not assigned to a House, while those students wHo left the
/
- \ﬂresponse space blank or put a question mark oss1bll may not even be
avare of what the House Plan is aﬁd vhether or not they are a part of it.

While this d1stlnct10n was made, the reader 1s"honethe1ess caut1oned that®
“y

this distinction is mers €ly a hypothesis.? o ) -

| . ‘ -

v AY

There.was slight indication that in some students' minds, the

. .. concept.of "Hoyse" is identified with the concept of "Division";‘32

sy

‘ students in th ent1re population (N—586) answered the House membershlp

Question’with [the name of a Division. . \
L

4

-

- %
With respect to the significange of the fact that 9.83% of tde day
students were not able to name the House to Whlch they had*teen assigned,
it should&be noted that a student s ability to name his or her House may

not necessarily be related to partic1pation in campus life, and that a

&

( student's insbility . to name his or her House may not mean that he or
. . . ¢
shesdoes not participate in campus life. These will be examined if 7

later sections of this report. ’ . . T '

‘ ot R L T
2This hypothesis will be tested and results reported in e later repoit. A

|
- h 4,

VI . s

ot \

‘Ao e,

. - . 37//
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2. Counselors

Students were asked to name their counselors by the question "The’
name of my counselor is ." The Statistiéal‘Summary on page 2

\Fhovs the day students' reports of who their counselors are as elicited by

T gy

Y I3}
this question. If students left the response space blénk, or if they put a

-

question mark there, or if they named a ﬁerson vho does not have counselees,

such as Cifelli, then these answers were coded es "Don't know." In the

’

"Other" category were included such responses as "None .- night student",

11 .
Not appliceble,” and S students whe reported that they were counselees of

.

Ray Solano.

In the extended day classes, students reported their counselq<; es

follows: (H=128)

o~ . 1

Beamer 5 ( 3.91% of 128)
Bilyeu 3 ( 2.34% of 128)
Chew 3 ( 2.34% of 128) ]
McDermott L ( 3.12% of 128)
. Melom 3 ( 2.34% or 128)
’ __ Nordee 3 ( 2.34% of 128)
| Page 8+ (6.25% of 128)
: Parmenter 64 ( 4.69% or 128) :
Rossier 1! ( 0.78% of 128) e
Spaulding 2 ( 1.56% of 128)
Tyrrell 6 ( 4.69% of 128)
Woodington 1 ( 0.78% of 128)
Beles 3. +..(.2.34% of 128) .
+2_0r blank 69 (33.91% Of 128) >
None or N/A 9  ( 7.03% of 128) '
Other 2 ( 1.56% of 128)

For the extended day classes, these repor;ed figures may include both of
the following categories of students: (1) day students who are taking
Guidance 40 as an extended day class in order to fit into their work
schedule or school schg@ule (2) extended ‘day students who are not assigned

a counselor in the same manner as are the day?students, but who, thkrough




g 1k,
contagt with counselors, perceive those persons as being their counselors and
therefore report them as their counselors. The "None or not applicable"

category should/probably be combined with fhe "Don't know or blank" category,

s A
since both these categories reflect that théT;;ﬁdent did not know a,counselor

o

by name whom he could list as possibly being his counselor; however, these

categories have been reported separately because of the possibility that
those ans4ering "None or Not applicable" realize that as extended dey

{
_students, they are not assigned e counselor, while those responding with

@ question mark or a blank response space may not realize that they are not

assigned s counselor.3

3This distinction is merely a possibility and shouldn't be construed as
& finding. ‘

2T




3. House Advisors .

Stygents were asked to name their House Advisor through the question

"The nameiof my House Advisor is ’ ." The Statistical Summa%y

on pages 2-3 shows the percentaggs of day students who were sable to

correctly name their House Advisors, broken down by House. Although the
Summary shows that Carnegie House had the largest percénfage of studeﬁt;
correctly naming the House Advisor, this (and all the other percentages)
should be interpreted with extreme caution, by virtue of the following:

’Part of the material covered in Guidance 40 classes concerns House Advisors,v
and- since different Guidance 40 classes covered this material at different
times during the course, the percentages of incorrect responses may merely
reflect that students in particuler Guidance U0 classes had not yet learned
tha£ material at the time the survey was tageg. For this reason, low

»
percentages of correct responses should not be construed as Houses' failure

v

. to make contact with students, or as students' lack of interest in the

House Plan or campus life or whatever; rather the low peréentages of
correct responses should at this point be interpreted merely as an indicator

of what had been taught in the Guidance 40 classes at the time the survey

°

Svas taken., The follow—up'éurveys of these new students will give a much
LY

more accurate picture with respect to this qﬁestion.

For all déy classes combined, the percentages of, correct and incorrect

-.
<

respqnses are as follows:

~

Corr®ct 85 (18.56% of 458)

Incorrect - 325 (70.96% of 458)
House unknown 48 (10.48% of L58)
558 100.00%
37 .

e




O

ERIC

1
JAFulToxt Provided by ERIC
« .

|

- ' ' _ 6.

Figure k4 shows the percentages in graph form. Again, these percenteges
. ! ‘!
should be interpreted with extreme caution for the reasons listed above;

the follow-up survey of thqée new students will yield figures whith will

more accurately reflect students' knowledge of House Advisors.

+
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foll :

responses are as follows: P ‘~ h
Correct.- 5 (16.38% of 458) ,
Incorrect 322 , (70.30% of 458) _
House nown ‘48 (10.48% ofr L4s8) .
Thorpe Hdusel 13 .. ( 2.84% of 4s58) < .

58 100.60%
. Figure 5 shows this in graph form. ~ ° /

L ) . ¥ L
N - . §.‘
. 4 ,
t ) 18.
4. House Presidents Lo

v

. :
. Students wered;Eked to name their House\giesidents through the

Question “pe name of my House President is © - . ! The '

—

Statlstlcal Summary on page 3 shows/;he percentages’bf correct and gncorrect ®
t’of‘ ® A
responses broken down by House. As was the case with the House Advisors, oL

3

these perfentages, should be interpreted with extreme caution. At the time
the survey was taken, some Guidance AO classes had already had the House
Presidents come into the class apd.introduce themselves t0 the class; but
otker Guidance 4O classes did not do that until sfter the.suf;exﬂwas taken,
The percentages, therefore, should:again at this point be interpreted as
merely an indicator of which House Presidents had already spoken to certain

classes. Again, the follow-up $urveys of these new students will give a

much more accurate picture with respect to this question.

“~

For responses to both the question on ﬁouse Presidents and House .
) @
Advisors, both first names end/or last names were accepted as correct;:

i.e., it wasnot req&d that students be able to list thé Advisor or

—
President by full name. In. one case, a student responded, "I don't. know —

5o N ' -

her name, but I knaw her when I se€ her," and this. was coded as & correct

K

respqgnse. \ ¢ ' *\\(

For ell day clasi*s cofsined, the peréénfeges of correct and incorrec}
’ . = *

Mfhorpe House had not elected Officers at the time ‘the survey was taken.

4 <«
s

.
ar
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5. Reported Hours Worked per Week

¢

Students were asked td indicate how meny hours per wee's they work

by the question "I work . hours every week on ? job:outside_
of school." The Statistical Summary on page 4 shows hours worked per week
as elicited ny this question. Fignies 6, 7; and 8 show these percentages
in graph\form. Of interest are the‘differences between theaday classes‘
and extended day with respect to the shapes of the frequency polygons,

the curve for the day c1asses (figure 6) is sharply skewed!io the left,
while the,curve for the extended day classes (figure 7)‘has.its mode at
35-40 hoursAper week. These d;fferences’illustrate_the differences between
day and extended day students with respect to number of hours per week
worked; .fewer day students work ‘than naght students, and they work fewer
hours, whereas the tendency for night students is to-work 40 hours per
week, if they do work., This difference may be more dramatically 4Ilus-
trated Yy comparing the. cumulative percentage ‘curves for day and extended
day classes in figures 9 and 10 note that the ‘curve for the day classes
“starts at hh Sh% (i ess Ly, Sh% of day students work bgtween 0-5 hours

per week) and thereafter risev.gradually and more’ or less steadily. In:
contrast, the cumulative percentage cupve for the extended day classes
starts at a much lower percentage (24.22%) and thereafter rises gradually
until the 35~h0 hours per week category, at whichqpoint it rises sharply.

r

?
.

of further inferest with respect to differences between day and

extended day students is the fact that when day students do work they are

-

more likély to work 15—20~hours perg::ek rather than k0 hours per week,

.

Figure § illustrates this. In contrs t, very few extended day students

work 15-20 hours per wéek; if they ‘do work. It is much more likely to be




£

polygon is tri-modal, with

x

21' )

e

’PO hours per week. Figure T illustrates this. That is, the most
L '

"popular" number of hours per week to work for those day students who

do work is between 15-20, i.e., half-time, while the great majority of

those extended day students who work work full<fime.

L]

Figures 8 and 11 show the percentages of hours worked per week for

polygon and as cumilative percentages, res-

a general picture of all new students; ¢he .
S

the highest mode at O hours per week, the

all classes in a ffequéncy
pectively. Figure 8 gives
<

lowest ﬁodg at 15-20 hours per week, and the middle mode at 35-40 hours

per week. _

s

Arithmetic means were
t .

?

algo taken of number of- hours per week worked:s

Day classes: M=1L4.523 - .
Extended Day classes: M=28.32
All classes: M=1T7.527 -

These figures should probably not be interpreted as the "average" number

of hours per week worked by students because of (1) the skewedness of

6

the distributions and (2) the extrefiely large standard deviatiens. What

. .o

can be gleaned from the arithmetic means are the diffe{enaes between day

4

and extended day

students

-

-

[}

with respect to number of hours per week worked.

.
N\

The differences which have been pointed out between day and extended

\

day classes are interesting when examined in the light of the registrar's

figures on age differences bétween day and extended day students.__The

i)

-

SThese means were cdmputed from raw, ungrouped data, not‘Trom'phe\groubed
data as presented in the Statistical Summary.

6Mean standard déviations for number of hours per week worked as as follows:

Day classeB, . 8=16.52
Extended Day classeb s=15.43
A1l ‘classeg " 8=15.64 .

» -
v 0 }

- o] 2
L :}fi
Es 0 .
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Records Office Bulletin No. 21, dated February 23, 1976; shows that

the gpodal age for day students is the oategory 18-20, with the next highest

-

point in the category 21—21&, in contrast the modal age for the extended

day students is the category 25-3h, with the next highest point in the

category 35;49.7 The picture #hich is gradually evolvingléfnt is at this

L

time 1ncomplete) is that there may be significant- differences between the

day student p0pulation and the extended day stident population whiéh in

turn may lead to differences in, for example involvement in campus

¥

activities and identification with the college. These differencés will
- ’ 2
be pointed out throughout this report. - -~ ° s <

»

Note in the Statistical Summary the category "HousewiTe.' This was

t

‘coded separately not because housewives do not in fact work several Hours ,

per week, but because an extensive literature search failed to turn up ..

any findings on the number of hourd\pgx.ykek put in py housewives. -
) N

Estimates in the literature ranged from 40 hours week to 99 hours¢per
% @ a
week, but these were stated clearly as being»eég;zzzis:;gther than the *~

results of research.8 "Housewife' responses were tnenefore coded.teparately

to avoid the introduc¢tion of a possible large error. B ~

) ‘ -

S

TNote that the registrar's figures are for all studen‘b both continuing
dnd new students, while this report contains figures only -of stu%gntsﬂ
new té Cypress this semester.

8Parenthetldally, it is interesting<to note that there does not appear
to be very much research at this time on housewives in the United States.
Very little is known about how many hours they sM¢nd doing housework or
caring for children, what their daily routine comsists of, what their
life-style is like during the day, etc. I:e., there exigfs an entire
subculture.encompassing a large part of +h9 papulation about which very

little is %nown. , ——

%
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6. Reported Number of Hours in class or labs periwee;

.

Students were asked to indicate how many hours per week they spend

in classes or labs by the question "I spend about " °  hours a week

9

at school in classes or labs.", The Statistical Summary on page 5 shows
number of hours per week in class or labs as elicited by this question.

&

It is assumed for purposes of this report that students were reporting

the maximum ppssible number of hours per week spent in classes or labs
ﬂ

rather than the actual although 81nce this survey was taken during either

3

I
the first or second week of the semester, the maximum possible number of

hours is probably close to or identical with the actual hours. That is,
' &\
1t is assumed that whén‘asked this sort of a questlon, students will

»

answer with the maximum number of hours that they shou%d spend in classes

or labs rather than with the actual number of hours that they do spend.

¢

-

Note. in the Statisti¢al Summary the categories "No answer" and

"Excessive total hours reported." . In the former’category, students who

¢

* . .
left the response space blank were reported as giving no answer; -apparently

these students misread the question. In‘the latter category, "Excessive

total hours reported," studem®s were assumed to have overestimated the

‘ number of hours spent in classes or labs if they reported that they worked

a.large number'of hours per week and spent a large number .of extra hours
per week on campus. ¢ That is, there were three questions concerning the
mumber of hours a student spend in various activities (work, hours in
class or labs, ‘ext®a hours on campus), and if a student reponted for
example “that he or she worked 40 hours & week ipent 35 hours a week .in
class or labs, and spent 20 hours a week on campus aside from classes

n P

end labs, it was assumed that this gtudent had overestimated the latter

A}

’ B VRN o

N
» -




-~

" two. The number of hours per week worked was assumed<to be correct by

week they work. Lo E

for the two -groupsy

" 30,

virtue of the fact that people in general know exactly how mapy hours per

« -

a o 5
) , 2

3
And ¢

Figures l2-lh show the reported number of haurs per week spent in - %
classes or labs expressed 88 percentages. The shapes of the frequency

polygons again point up the differences between.students in day classes’_;’ ::3

-

end in extended day<classes. Note that $ne curve for the day clasges is

modgl at 12-15 hours per week, but that the categories 9-12 hours per

i

week and 15-18 hours per week have almost as many responses. In contrast,
the polygon for the extended~day classes is modal at.9-12 hours per week,

and note both the steep rise to that mode and %he shérp drop-off from it.

What this means is that day students are more or less evenly distributed
from 9-18 hours per week while thef/extended day students tend to be

concentrated between 9-12 hours pe week. Ancther measure of the difference

between day and extended day students can be seen in the arithmetic means A

A

Day classes: . M=15.028
Extended day classes: M=11.L2

\

(A.gain these means must be interpreted with caution becausﬂ of slight

"

skeggdness of the curves, although in this case, the 'standard deviations

indicate less dispersion m the meens than was the case with the number

of hours per week wor d.9) These differen§?s>between day and extended

"
1 ’

2 .
day students are emghasized throughout this report because of the possibility

that the two categories may not be comparable with resbect to House Plan P
P .

phenomena. B! . . : E

~

-9Mean standard ‘deviation for hours in olasses and lebs are as follows:

Day classes: - ~ S L.
- Extended day classes:- . ' - o
All classes: . . ', , . -

.
. .
» ? M P .
A% i . se !

BN V2
~Co
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7. Reported‘Nupber”G? Extra'Hours on éampus per‘Week‘

Students were asked'to indigate how'many hours per week they spent
on campus aside froﬁ'class or lab hours throuéh the questron, "I spent '
about hours a week nt ’:chool a.side from the time I spend in

' (
classes or labs." The Statistical Summary on’ page 6 shows number of extra
hours per week spent Oon campus’as elicited by this question. This ques~
tion was coded in conjunction with the Just-prior question "I spent about
hours a week at scho&l in classes or labs." If a student failed

to answer the question about class hours, his or her response to extra
hours on campus was coded’ as "No class hours reported," regardless of what
appeared in the‘response space for extra hours on campus. Eor example:

;.spend gbout __ hours a week at school in classes or labs.

I spend about _,  hours a week at school aside from the time I

) spend in olasEes or labs. \

. Ifa student left the first question blank, then whatever his or her
response was to the second question, this second question was coded as
"No class® hours reported " by virtue of the fact that the student he.d
apparently misread the question. These sorts of responses, in whico no
cIass hours were reported but extra hours on campus may°ﬁave been reported,
are all included in the category "No class hours reported" in the
Statistical Summary Note also in the Statistical Summary the category

"Excessive total hours reported." A response was placed in this category

ir & student reported a‘farge number of hours. per week worked and a large

4 . i
nufzér of hours per week spent-in classes and labs and a large number of

extra houre per week spent on campus. It was assumed that the student
had overestimated the number of‘extra hours spent on campus. Note further

the category "Misread question" in the Statistical Summary. A response

V60




vas placed in this category if a student reported a larger number of

extra hours spent on campus than the number of hours snent in glasses or

10 s y
labs. It was assumed that he or she had read the question "I spend

gbout . » hours a week at sc ool aside from the time I spend in classes
or labs" to mean "I spend abqut _ - total hours a week at school.”

That is, in some cases, students,had apparently added together elass hours
" and extra hours and placed this total in the response space. Because this
is merely an assumption, however, these answers were nonetheless coded

separately.

)

Figures 15-20 show the data for this question in graph form. Figures
l§—17 show the percentages in bar graphs, while figures 18-20 show the data
as frequency polygons. Of interest is the féi% that all curves have nega-

_tive slope; i.e., f(n)=percentage of students reportiné has its largest
value at The category 0-1.9 and always decreases thereafter, with the
largest drop-off occuring between the categories 0-1. 9 and 2-3.9 (these
segmental slopes are shown in figures 18-20). What thls means is that as
the number of extra hours on campus incregses, the percentage of stndents
drops off sharply at first, anﬁ then more gradually. Note further thet
the slopes are steeper for the extended day classes than for the day
classes; i.e., the drop-off of percentage of students reporting is quite
a bit steeper for the extended day classes then for the .day classes. What
this means is that as the reported number &6f extra hours. on.campus per
veek increases, the percentage of students declines, and this decline is

o

more rapid for students in extended day classegpthan for students in day

¢

lolt is of course entirely possible for a student. to spend more extra:
curricular hours on campus than he does class hours, but the assumption
here is that students in their first-or second week of college would
generally not do soa ¥
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classes. This difference also shows up in the means:
Day classes ' . M=2.293
Extended day classes M=1.012 K
A1]1 classes M=2.011

(Again, because of the fact that the distributions aré extremely

negatively skewed, these means must be interpreted with extreme care.il

~

a -

Because of the possibility that too much information might be lost by

the use of large interval sizes, a further breakdown was done for the

intervals 0-1.9 and 2-3.9:
Day classes: (N=289)

0 hours 158 .50% of 458
1/2 hpurs - 2 .LL%Z of 458

L hours . . =~ 24 .24%7 of L4s8
1-1/2 hours 3 .66% of 4s8
2 hours 54 .T9% of Ls8

. 2-1/2 hours 2 - 4k of 4s8).

3 hours L6 .0L4% of U458
289 83.117 of 458

Extended day classes (N§=109)

0 hours
1/2 hours

1l hours
1-1/2 hows
2 - hours
- 2-1/2 houtrs
3 hours

R
O\ 0 =\

o

0.00% ‘of
(. 5.47% of
85 15% of

=
(@]
\olt Nae

All classes (N=398’

H

0 hours 233 3
1/2 hours 3
1 houts 33

( T76% of 586

(

(
1-1/2 hours : L ‘ E

(o

(

9. )
0.51% of 586)
5.63% of 586):
‘0.68% of 586)°
11.95% of 586)—-
.34% of 586)
9.04% of 586)

2 hours T0
2-1/2 hours 2
3 tours 53

‘\\\( ‘ | "398 . "B7.91% of 586 -

P -
- ' M A

1lStandard deviations for reported number of extra hours on campus
as follows:
- Day classes L
» Extended day classes
- All classes J
. 7”&




, . . a b3,
These figures as percentages are presented in gr;ph‘form in figwres .
2}-23. The information geined by this further breakdown is thét it a11
three cﬁses (day classes, extended day classes, and all cldsses), the
largest category is 0 hours, followed by 2 hours.1? Note also that
whereas the distributivbns for tLe largef-intervals (Figures 18-20) show .
"a constantly decreasing 'slope, the graphs of the smaller igtérvgls show
& positive slope between the interval categories of 1 houfband‘e héurs.
This is true for day, extended day, and all classes., This means that if

& student does spend extra time on campus, it is more likely that he or

she will spend 2 hours rather than 1 hour.

;

. g “' . :
We shall now'look at three factors in relation to extre hours on

O

.campus to see which, if any, of the three factors affect the mumber of
ex?ra hou:s.spent on campus. These three factors and (1)?reported House

membership, (2) reported number of hours per week ‘worked, and (3) reported

.

g !

number of hours spent in classes\iii labs per week. -

-

(1) Reported House membership. Figures 24-26 are charts of extra

Y

hours spent on-.campus, broken ‘down by.studentg' reported House membership.

Eiirres 27-38 show these percentages in graph.form for the dgz'classes.l3'

Note that in general with éery few eiceptions, the distributions have v

negatiYe slope; i.e., &s thé number of extra hours Sh camphs Ancreases,

-

4
A Y

127ne low frequencies of 1/2, 1-1/2, and 2~1/2 hours are apparently due
to a linguistic norm which prescribes that hours reported should be
~whole hours.
]

13Because of .the very. low numbers of students reporting Schweitzer or
Thorpe House membership, graphs for these Houses are not shown (although
the data are presented in fhe tables in Figures 24-26).. This is because
the interpretaebility of percentages becomes questionable with y!ry low
numbers, =~ . ' s
¥
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the number of students decreases. Note further that’all distributions -

are moda:l. in the O-l 9 hours category; i.e., the single largest category

for all Houses is the 0-1.9 category. e )

.

. Again for the day classes, Bernstein House shows the lowest percentage

'
S

. of students -in the 0-1.9 hours categofy and therefore the highest percent—

- ’

age Of Students who spent more than 1.9 extra hours on campus per week

\\\-—////*‘rstee Flgures i? and 28) while Carnegie House 1% shows the highest percent-~

>

age of students reporting that they spend O—l 9 hours- on campus per wgek
(see Figures 35 and 36). Note further that with respec¢t to the first two

segmental slopes in each distribution (i. e.,utho§e slopes which express

the rate of change betweenrthe categories 0-1.9 hours 2 3.9 hours 8ndf

between 2.39 hours - 4.59 hours) that Bernstein House shows the smallest
3 . . . \ °

two initial slopes taken ﬁogether,'while Carnegie and Edison shoﬁ the

largest two initial slopes, taken together./ What this means is that the

rate of dro -off is- "gentler" for Bernstein.ﬁouse and steeéggt for-Garnegie

»

and Edison House. That is, those students reporting Bernstein House

4

membership have the highest percentage of students who stay on cam; for
[ -

any amount of time and also have the lowest rate of drop-off as the number '

of extra hours spent on campus increases.o This difference between® .

LN -

‘Bernstein House and the dther Houses can perhaps be better intuitively i

-

grasped by a comparison between the frequendy polygons ‘for the ind1v1dual
. &

Houses and the frequency polygon for all Houses combined (Figure 18)

o v

s Note the "flatness" of the‘Bernstein House distribution in comparison to

v . .

\the genenél distribution.
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-

»
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lhThorpe and Schwei%zer are not inqluded in this and the following
discussion because of the'loﬁ'numbers (see footnote 13).

A
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.Of further interest fs that those students'who reported that they
did pot krow their Hbuse membership do not differ in general from those
who Were ab ¥ to report their House membership. If one examines both, the

percentage graph (Figure 37) and the frequency polygon (Figure 38) for thoge.

. students unable to name their House, one will see that both the percentages

" and the shape of the polygon are not very different from some of the

percentages and for some of the Houses. MNote in particular the close
. .- s ° ‘ BN AN
resemblance of the "House unknown' distribution to the Edison and Carnegie .

distributions. *Note further that in the "House unknown" distribution,
. ?

_ the initial two segmental slopes ciosely resemble the initial two segmental

slopes in the Edison distribution. Note finally that the "House unknown"
frequency polygon looks very much like the freqnency polygon for all
Houses combined (Figure 18). The general conclusionlfs that ap'least,at
this peint in time, those 'students who/were unable to name the House to

vhich they are assigned do not diffen Gith respect to the, number of extra

-~ : h

hours they spend on campus from those students who, taken as .a whole,

" were able to\naﬁe_their Houses.l? But among those students that were able

’

to name their Houses, there were some differences as described above.

{

*

‘,“
. ‘Q"}

- I
‘ 3. ' LR
- . -

™~
3

!

15This conclusion is for day classes only. Extended day classes will
be discussed -shortly. - i -
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© Hi Again for‘_gx.classes only, arithmetic means of extra number of houts
s on ca&gns for each House' are presented below:16 v
N . Ny 2
N ) Bernstein: ’ M—3 988 -
¥ .+ Einstein: .. . M=3.0098
TR . Muir-Twain . '\¢ M=2.793. -
", 7 YCarnegie: -3 M=2.036 ' '
© .07 Edison: -+ M=2.021 . e
- “ . 7 .. -Thorpe:=. M=2.091  (N=13) . N
. ‘ . Schweiteer: M=2.389 (N=29) -~ .7
. . ¥+ House iunknown: M=2.643 ‘ ' '

™ . D) .

"Note thetzBernstein has the highest mean, with Einstein the second highest.

Yo Yo

. Note further that the "House unknown" categoryhas a mean which lies

between the highest and lowestidpeansy i.e., in this respect, those &tudents

Who were unable to name their House did not differ from those who did.
Pl - l’ .

. 3

a - s

“

16Extreme caution should ‘be used in ‘interpreti these means. ‘While
differences in means can be used to discriminat one category from another,
the value of the means themselves, should in this case probably not be 2
intérpreted as "the average number of hours spent -on campus by the average
student” or "the number of hours most students spend on campus." The
.reader is urged to note ‘that the underlying distributions are not normal
; distributions; rather they are sharply negatively skeweéd. Furthermore,
' ' the dispersjons in most cases are rather large, and since one of the
mathematical properties of the mean is that it is greatly affected by Jjust
a féw extreme values, in this case where we have these extreme values, .
the mean may not be a very good measure of central tendency . '

-

These kinds of distributions present an interbsting dilemma to the
statisticiaqw while the mean of course always hexvtﬁe lowest squared
differences, in cases like these, one is tempted to use the mode instead
as the best representative measure of CGentral tendency’ (although again
one runs into the problem of the wide dispersions in these particular
stributions.) Note in this case that if the modes were used.as the
"Best" measures of central tendency, these figures-for all Houses would
beﬁQe whereas the means 11sted above range between 2 and almpst 4. . -
\
' The méans listed above, like all other means in this Report were computed
" from r & ungrouped ‘data. .

»
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'Turning now to the da‘ta for the extended day c];asses Fi gure 25

.

presents extra hours on campus, broken down by House, for extended ay

* " classes,”® in a table. Figures 39-148 display these data in graph form \
o .
-Note that graphs for Bernstein Thorpe, and S‘chweitzer House a.re omitted ».

£
Py

because of the extremely low number of students in the emende'd day classes ,

b3 2]
reporting membership in these 3 Houses. Furtherniore note thet th.e

numbers of students reporting membersh:.p in the remainder o;t‘ the Houses

are quit\e small therefore tl?ese percentages and, the corresponding fre-

* ]

quency pOlygons a.re presented for, the read!r S‘information only a.nd should
\i
" be 1nterpreted witir extreme caution. Furthermore,\because of the low L

numbers” ipvolved it .probably would not make - -sepse to make Hous"é-by-House/ o

comparisons as was done with the data for the day classes. A few general

e

trends may be pointed out however. Note that Just as for the day classes,

the mode for all Houses is the category 0-1. 9 hours. Note ‘furthermore

that in genéral, the slopes in the freqpency polygo\ns are negative as
was also the case for the day.classes. With r,e;pect to the category

"House unknown," note. that the shape of its frequency polygon (Figure 48)

is"very similer to the shape of the ‘frequency polygon Por all Houses
te.ken together (Figure 19), which may‘indicate that those stiddents in .

extended day classes who were unable td name .tHeir Housel7 did -ﬁ‘ot differ
. 2 . [ .

with-respect to the number of hours spent on campus-from those who could .
, . < .

neme their House. This, of -course, was found to be tg'ue of students in

day classes also. C - .- P . I .‘

« v

~ : . t \
. . * .

. .

.
.
i e - &
.
. 4 .

LY . . *

17Remember that for the exten’ded day clesses only, "House unknown:~ -
. category may possibly include students who are ndr” essigned to a House.

]
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Again, for extended dsy clesses, the following are the arithmetic

means for extra Hours on ce.mpus for each -Hous€’;
o . ¢ , -

stein: M=8.000 (N =])
stein: _~ M= 9Lk (W=9) ) ;
Muir-Twain: M= 667 (N=18)
Carnegie: ' M=1.300 (N=20) T
Edison: . M=1.682 (N=11)
Thorpe: M=0.000 (N=2)
sy Sphweitzer: M=1.000 (H=5)
House unknown: . M= 778 (N=ks5) '

® Again, because of the small numbgr invol
cannot be made; however, note that in genef/ ,, the means are lover-than the
House means for the day classes,

- ] . ~
- Ttn;ning nov to the data for all classes, i.e., day and extended day
combined, Figure 26 presents extra hours on campus, broken dovn by House
in table form (see page 50). Figures Lo-64 display these data in granh

fcn'm.léls The percentesges and frequency polygons of course generally .
‘. %

resemble the day-classes, since day'&lesaesbmade up the larger pa.rt o:?the
popula.tioq. The exception i8 the "House urknown" category (Figures 63-64).
Note that in contrast to the frequency po]:fgon for the day cla.sses _the
- frequency polygon for gl_ classes has an extremely steep initial segmenta.l\
_s?.ope. This of course is due to the 'eont'ribution by .the extended dsy
clesses to these total figures. Lo-oking at all classes combined, then,
those students who did not neme & House had’a higher percentage of students
vho spent. 0-1.9 hours on campus and th'erefo‘;-e a lower perfcentage of
stwdents who spent more than 1;9 hours on’ campus than aia the students who
- ., e s ' '_
18‘1‘he percenta.ges and frequency polygons for Thorpe. and S}:veitzer are pre-
- . 4. sentéd for the rea.der s information, but becusse of the extremely low

nymbers the percentages shouldn't be compared to percentages for other
Housés, For this reason, Thorpe and Schweitzer are generélly omitted

T from the discussion unless otherwise stated,

Q . -
- . . - . 1 3 A,!,(?‘
' N\ - U N . .

— / -

d, Houge-to-House comparisons
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» . 93.
were able to®name their House. Ta.king all. classes, combined then, both /
day end extended dax, oné can conclude that the students being able to

name theix: Houses is related to the number of extra hours per week they-
spend’ on campus. (Remember, however, tha.t. this was not found for the day
classes alone.) %ig difference between those students reporting "House
,Unknown" and \\shtude{nts who did name a.House is further pointed up by a

A S

comparison of the frequenc& polygon for "House Unknown" (Figure 64) and

. the frequency polygon " all Houses combined (Figure 20 on page 41); note

how @%ﬂeeper the slopes of the "House Unknown" frequency polygon are. -

1}
[}

\

For those students who did name & House, note a.gain, (as for the ’ k
d&v cla.sz_ags) that those students who reported}Bernstein House membership

had the highest percentage of students who spend more than 1.9 hours per week

on campus, while Carnegie had the (19@&.19 ;

E\ For sll classes, the fo.].lov}ing are the srithmetic means for extra .

- hours on campus for each House:

Bernstein: ° M=k,081 : \
% Einstein: - M-2 T00 vs.
Muir-Twain: M=2.35T7 .

. Carnégie: M=1.909 .

. Edison: M=1.976 - =, . ’\ .
Thorpe : M=1.769  (N=13) c T
Schweitzer: M=2.172 . (N=32) . o g
House unknown: M=1.678 7 : )

- . ] 3

.~

.

[

’ #

19Thorpe and Schweitzer are not included in this discussion becausé of
the loy number of students reporting membership for these Houses, That
is, even though Thorpe House h%fiQher percentage of studehts
spending 0-1.9 hourg on campus than-did Carnegle, the Thorpe percentage
may. or may not be‘valid because of the low numbers a.nd it is therefore
omitted from this discussion.

.
)
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. categories 0-5, 15-20, 21-25, and 36-10.

)

9k,

(2) Reported number of hours per week worked. The second factor we

sh examine for its possible effect on the number of extra hours spent

on campus is how many hours per week the student works. That is, is a-

student-more likely to spend extra time on campus tpe fewer hours per week

he has to work?

°
°

-

Figures 65-67 present in table form the number of extra hours on <///i
campus broKen down ﬁy number of hours per week worked. (Note that some
percentages are for combined categories). Figures 68-70 present these

data in scattergram form, w

the two variables (extra hours on campus

and yours per week worked) plott®_against eacﬁ other,
for day classes, extefied day classes, and both)taken together, that the
ﬁOints tend to be clustered between zero ahdll on the y-axis (i.e;, the |
extra-hours-on-campus axis), but tend to be more dispersed along the
x-axis (i.e., the hours-worked axis) with clusters occurring at the

Note further that in general for
day classes, e;tendéd day: classes, and both taken together, ‘that there ig

:no linear relatiorship between the tws variables; i. €., one cannotasay
for this populatice that there is a direct relatlonship between the numger
of hnﬂrs a student works ang?ihe number of hours he spend on campus. We
may, hovew r, be able to find partial relaggonships by lLekfng at extra -

hours on'canmpu

hseparately for each category of hours per week worked. ~

o

p L] R
That is, we shall be looking at each column Ain Figures 65-67 plotted as

a separate graph. Figures 71-86 display extra hours .on cempus for each’

category of hours worked.20 -

o
P

. \ ’ ’ ’ -
20Gra.phed data are not presented for some categories of extended day
classes because of very small numbers.

. - .110,' Co

~ Note that in general,




For the day classes (Figures 71-77) note first of.all'that all

frequency polygons ha.ve in generel negative slope, i.e., for all categories

Y, @s the number of extra hours on campus goes up,
_the number of students goes down. 1glote further that the frequency polygon
a " for 6-15 hours per week w0rked has the gentles' slopes With the categories
16-2.0 hours per week worked ‘and 0~5 hours per week worked having the next
gentlest. ‘Note that the steepest in}tia.ll gegmental slope occurs not at
the largest number of hours per week worked, as n;ight'intuitively be
\expected, but rather at the category ‘21-25 hours per week york,ed, with the
ne steepest. at 36-40 hours per week worhed. Taken altogethern), this
means that there does not seem té’ be a clear relationship betw n the
number of extra hours a student spends on cgm'pus per week and the number

of hours per week he or she must work This is further borne out by looking
L

« at the a.rithmetic means ;for each of these work ca.tgegories 2l

0-5 hours per week worked: M=2,Th6
‘ ) 6-10 hours per week worked; . M=3.333 '
11-15 hours per week worked: M=3.833 -
16~-20 hours per week worked: M=2,271
21-25 hours per week worked®x M=1.838
" 26-30 hours per week worked: M=2.71k e
31-35 hours per week workeg: M=1.882 .
36~-40 hours per week worked: . M=1.988 o .
‘ 41-45 bours per week worked: M=2.333 (N=3) '
46-50_hours per week worked: M=2.667
51-55 hours per week worked: = ——am—e-
56+ holrs per ,week worked: M=1.000 (N=3) -
, Housewife ‘ * M=3.200
- Hours worked vary M=1.500

Note a.gain-thas cept for the 56+ category (wh:.ich has an extremely sirall
N); the ca.teg'o ~25"hours per week worked has the smellest n;ean number .
.off extra hours on ca.mpu’s while the 6-10 hours per week worked and the

" 11-15 hours per week worked categories have the largest mea.n number, of

extra hours on campus. ‘ : ’

;alThese arithmetic means were computed from raw, not grouped data. Again,
all the previous cautions discussed a.bout means apply here.

Yy
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- ’\‘\ Turning‘n;w’to the extended day classes, numbkers for the work c'ategories'
' . )were so small- (even when.several categories were combined) thaf; only the
) f\%l\A qa.teéoz"ies'Q -5 hour§ worked per week and 36 - 50 hours worked per week are,
. e /':’( p]:ot?;ed in‘é‘rgquency’ polygons (Fi:gures 78-79’). Note that there is very little
\'\ / dif.‘fé;;ﬁce Betwéen th/g iiii:tial segmental slopes for both categorigs; ho?rever, .
‘ “ / . . thfl stfbsequent segmeht;al s’lopes”for the 0-5 hours worked per week cvategory s

[ C . - <
_are mu’ch/qteeper than: for the 36-L0 hours worked per week category. This is
: ‘ ) re(t’!e\éted ir‘l)the‘ a.rit'hme'éic means: (Means for all work categories for

extended day ¢
’ 3' X . \ .
e sina.li_'nufbﬂ'é (K) in most cases): ~ . :

4
sses are given for the reader's information, but note the

“0~5: hours.per week worked:  M=0.569 (N=29)

N ’

6~10 hours per week worked:

M=1.000 (m¥=L)- . °

i

t . an8 the number of extra ho

¢ ° -

urs he spends on caz}xpus.

-11-15 hours pet week wqrkedy M=1.000 (N=1) , .
. 16-20 hours pert week worked: M=3.5Q0 (N=2) * |, -
' .. . 21-25‘hours Rer week worked: - M-0.667 _(N=3) -]
» 0 .(26-30 hours per week yorked:  M=1.364 (N=11) C ;
T \31-:35 hours\per week worked:’  M=3.000 (N=1) ° ;
‘ A 36-40 hours per week Yorked: - M=1.Qph (N=56)- T
\ " 41-45 hours per week worked:  M=2.500 (N=3) - .o
* 7* 7 ~b6-50"hours per wetk'wofked:  M=0.200 (N=5) .
., 51=55 hours per week .worked: ——————— T ’
/ . 56¥ hours per week worked: M=1.000 (N=5) :
v Housewi fe o0 . A
- T . ' Hours worked vary C
’ < LN '\ T xe . -, .
h ‘Again,) as for the day classes, it appears for the extended day classes that ,°
y - ) ‘ ’4 ‘. . ) ‘ ) . k
y there is no saiple relationshi’p between the number of hours a student works

.5

-
-

ng now to the data for all classes, dey and extended day combined,

Turni
{;hekeqxency polyéogs (brokex? down by work categories), are given in Figures
. 86-?36. ‘Note that in gener;a.ly the§e polygons: for_ai.; classes..closely resemble
- tLe polygqn's for the day claqges with respect to b;th shape and slopes, with
\_V/the gentlest siop_e occur:!.ng at t1;e category .6-15 hours worked per week,‘\
AN " . which hes a steepér slope for all classes than for the “day clagses. This

~

’

o . occurs byecause of the large contribution made by the extended day classes to

‘ . _ >2l ~ ¢ . -
’ - . - > . ~
) . . N v . B
'
X

»
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' the total figures in the 36-40 hours worked per week cetegory. Note that

the next steepest slope for all classes occurs in the 21-25 hours worked per
week category. This is also in line with the data for the day classes a.lon{-'a;

in which the 21-25 hours worked ca.tegory had the steepest slope. Again,
there does not seem to be @ simple rela.tionship between ‘the number of hours a
stqdent works and the number of \extra. hours he or she spends on campus. ‘ ’
This egain is reflected in the arithmetic means for all clagses:

0-5 hours per week worked:  M=2.hL2

6-10 hours per week worked: M=2.615

11-15 hours per week worked: M=3.684 . -
16-20 hours per week worked: M=2.311
21-25 hours per week worked: =1, 750 ~
26-30 hours per week worked: M=2.333 .
31-35 hours per week worked: M=1.9L4k ’
36-40 hours per week worked: M=1.L442

41-45 hours per week worked: M=2.417 (N=6)

46-50 hours per week worked: ¥=1, 786 '

.~ 51«55 hours per week worked: ———————
56+ hours per week worked: M=1.000 (N=8) .
Housewife . M=3.200 (N=5)
Hours worked vary M=1.500 (N=k)

. (3) \Re;obrted number of hours per week in classes or labs. The third

. factor?% shail examine for its possible éffect: on the number of extra hours
spent on campus is how many hours a student spends in classes or labs. Tha.t f
is, if a student is on campus more hours simply because he or she is taking
more cla.sges, is he or she then likely to stay around for extra.-class
sctivities? * / \;'
Figures \87-99 present extra ‘hours on ce.ntpus broken down by hours in

class or labs in table 'form_.ee Figures 90-92 present these da.te in gcatter-’
grems. . Looking at the scattergram for the day classes —onl'y), note that there
’:)ls‘no linear relatiénshil; between the tvo variables; one cennot say that as

"the nuiber of hours a student spends in classes.increases (or .decreases) that

the number of extra hours he or she will spend on campus. increases. Mme same
*x. w . + / ' ¢

22Not‘;e that in these tables ; some of the categorles are combined in order
to form sufficiently large numbers to take percentages. ) ;

o
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’ N No class| Excessive
a 1-6 7-9 10-12 | 13-15 | 16-1- 19-21 22+ e ted oSS eq
19 17 38 39 29 25 [ ‘-
Iy . . : v . 0
_ 4 %9 | ss.88 56. 66 54.29 43.33 | .58 | 33.78 | 37.85
RH’ORTED\" an . ) ) . . , N :
\ F 1y 1 21 2 15, |,
NUMBER ‘OF ] 239 o - I - ) 0 4
. k1.88 20.700 ©20.00 23.33 | 26.97 20.27 10.81 -
EXTRA HOURY - 1 > vl e | 12 .1k 7
ov camus 1. 20 | 2.0n 6.67 5.1 Yl 15.57 | 13.49 18.92 18.92 0 3 -
PER WEEK - -
. 2 I 0. . 3 3 8 11 57— ) 0 5
: o 10.00 L.29 8.89 | 12.36 6.77 | 10.81
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| 2 4 " 6 2 1
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- ¥ No class Excessive
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Figure 90 f

Reported number of extra hours on.campus
plotted against hours in classes and ~

labs .day classes, scattergram. ! '
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L4 : / Reported number of extra hours on campus
. . plotted against hours in classes and labs,
‘ ’ . extended day classes, scattergram. .
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‘ o 126.

is true for the extended day classes (Ix;iogure 91) and for all classes

. ., {Figure 92), Even though there are no simpl€ linear relationships, en . ?
- examination of the frequency polygons for each category of the number of
hours in classes or labs may show partial relationships\ Figures 93-99

show these frequency polygons for extra hours on campus broken down by hours

in‘classes or-labs." Note for the day classes that ;ln~genera.1, segmenta.l'
SIOp%s are steeper for the lower categories of hours in clags than for the
higher categories. That is, the rate of drop<off is steeper the fewer the
hours spent on.campus, and is gentler for the categories 13-15 hours in
o~ cless, 16-18 hours in“class, end 19-21 hours in class. The drop-off then '
becomes steeper in the 22+ hours-on-campus category. What this means is
o that afthough there is no linear relationship (a;xd that therefore :'ana.lyses
» o

'suc}? as regression or correla.tion analyses are not indicated-here), there
&

y is a gen eral upward trend 1n number of extra hours on ca.mpus as the number -
of,hours in classes or labs incre!ases. This is reflected in the meens for -
‘ ‘the day clagses: ' ‘ ) ) :
1-3 hours in'classés or lebs per week: ' M=0.000 (N=5)
4-6 hours in classes or labs per week: M=1.466
. ' 7-9 -hours in classes or labs per week: - M=2.133 o
/ 10-12 hours in classes or labs per week: } M=1.883 -
' } 13-15 hours in classes or labs per week: . M=2.665
\ 16-18 hours in classes or lebs per week: - M=2.934
~ 19-21 hours in classes or lebs per.-week: M=2.906
‘ 22+ hours. in classes or lebs per week: M=2.938
‘ ' ~ -

These means are graphed in Figure 100 end note that there 1s a ra.ther .

E g ) good fit of the’ frequency, polygon to the least-squares line (r=. 89),23'

~

« which indicates that in general, there is a relationship -between the

- . Py
r

g™
: 311: is extremely 1mp°rta.nt to remember thet this correlation coefficient
aoés not retiect the relationship between the tvo ables, number of extra
hours on campus and numbér of hours in classes and labs, but rather reflects
’ i the relationship of s variable, call it Y, whose values.are the means of
L, . the number of e:stra hours on campus. That is, the cOrrelation coefficient
gbove ghows the ‘relationship between the expected value (i.e., mean) of the '
nurber of extra hours on campus and the hours spent in classes and labs, b@x\/x
remember that each expected value (i.e., Mean). is itself based on'a distr
; bution, which, in these cases s has »rather wide dispemsion.
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N ’ . , R Figure 93, ° - -
o Reported number of extra hours on campus,

' day classes, for 1-6 hours in classes or

| ' labs, expressed as percentages of total

| number of stydents reporting 1-6 hours

J in classes or labs. - -
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-Figure -94, .

Reported number of extra hours-on .
campus, day classes, fon'l_g/hours "
insclasses or labs, eﬁpressed as percentages
of total number of students reporting

7~9 hours in elasses or labs.
- N-jp

0]

12 ~' Other#*

\
.

REPORTED NUMBLR OF EXTRA HOURS ON CAMPUS PER WEEK . .
'Includes the categories "No clags hours reported," " "Excessive total hours reporﬁpd " and "Misread question."
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FigureLQS.

Reported number of extra hours on campus,
day classes,.for 10-12 hours in classes or
labs, expressed as peyfientages of total
number of students reporting 10-12 hours in
classes or labs. -
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P . REPORTED NﬁMBER OF EXTRA HOURS ON CAMPUS PER WEEK : o
*Includes the categories "No class hours reported " "Excesslve total hours reported," end "Misread question."
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Figure 96.
’ Reported number of extra hours on campﬁs,
» day classes, for 13-15 hours in classes ° & -
) ! or labs, expressed as percentages of total -
number of students reporting 13-15 hours
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' Figure 97.

Repoyted number of extra hours on campus,
day classes, for, 16-18 hours in classes or
labs, expressed as percentages of total
nunber, of students reporting 16-18 ‘hours in

3

classes or labs. =

N=89 . N
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Figure 98.

Reported number of extra hours on campus,

day classes, for 19-21 hours in classes or

labs, expressed- as percentages of total

number of. students reporting 19-21 hours

in classes -or-labs.
L' N=Th

»

| PERCENTAGES . -| . | o et ¢ e e o

"
~ t
L . ! R 1 . .. . et e e s . v e e et o oo o8
OF : . g
‘ ' , .
.

.
..

'STUDENTS *

REPORTING |

1]

_ Other¥* )

REPO?TED NUMBER OF EXTRA HOURS ON CAMPUS PER WEEK ) ’ .
‘Include the categories "No class hOurs reported " "Excessive total hours reported " and, UMisread question.

.‘,é\ L ’Q\
2“39

8 Aruntext proviasa vy exic [N




_ STUDENTS B

. REPORTING .

‘#Includes, the cétegories

[
.

Figure 99.

* ...
Reported number of'extra hours on dampus, -
day elasses, for 22+ hours in classes or labs,
expressed as percentages of total number of .
students reporting 22+ hours in elasges
or labs, )
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expected value of the number of extra hours on campus and the nmnber of hours

in classes or labs. ~

Turning now to the extended dasy classes, Figures 101-103 show the fre- .

quency polyéons for extra hours on campus broken down by hours in classes and
2k . . .
labs. Note‘ the uniformly steep segmental slopes across the categories,

indicating for the extended day classe$ no relationship between number of

extra h.ours on campus end the number of hours in classes and labs. This is

.borne- out "by looking at the means :

1-3 hours classes or labs per week: M=1.25 (N=lk)

L-6 hours in classes or,labs per week: M=0.80 (N=10).

T7-9 hours classes or labs per week: ' M=0.T1 (N=26)
»10-12 hours tlasses or labs per week: M21.08 (N=L2)
13=15 hours classes or labs per week: M=1.04 (N=2k)
16-18 hours classes or labs per week: M=0.5T7. (N=T)
19-21 hours classes or labs per week: M=2.50 (N=L)
22+ hours classes o labs per week:  M=3.00 (N=l)

~

These means are gra.phed in Figure 104, vhic%ﬁu'ther depicts the lack of

relationship between the ®wo variables. d

.

‘I‘urning now to all classes both day and-extended day, Figures 105-111

show the freguency polygons for extra hours on campus broken down by number

. of hours in,classes or labs. Note that in general, as the number of hours
.increases, the: initial segmental slopes become "gentler, which izldice.te‘s
that there ma.y be_some sort of relat:tonship even though a linear relationship
between the two variables was not fom\d (see the sca.ttergram of the two

varigbles plotted against each other in Figure 92 on page 126) The mesns

3

of number of extra hou;s on campus for all clasges are ag follows:
+ o 1-3 bours in classes or labs per week:  M=.;556 (N=9)
#L4.6 hours in classes or labs per week: M=1.295 :
T-9 hours in classes or labs per week: M=1.473
10-12 hours in classes or lagbs per week:  Mel.566
13-15 hours in classes or labs per week: M=2.317

4
j : /
1o ] .‘

21‘Notq.( that some categories a.r¢ grouped in order to obtain numbers large
enough to take meaningful percentages. Percentages for the 19-21 hours -in
.clasg category and the.22+ hours in class ca.tegory are not graphed because of
ext;‘eme]y low numbers.
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Figure 101.

Reported number of extra hours on campus,

extended day classes, for-1-9 hours in elasses

and labs, expressed as percentages of total

. number of students reporting 1-9 hours in

classes .and labs.
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R ‘ . ' Figure 102,
’ L Reported number of extra hours on campus,
‘ ® | extended dsy classes, for 10-12 hours in
100 classes and labs, expressed as percentages of .
total number of students rean'bing 10-12
. hours in classes and labs. '
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Figuré 103.

. Reported number of extra hours on campus,
extended -day classes, for 13-18 hours in

. classes and labs, expressed as percentages .-
of total number of students reporting

- 13-18 hours’ in classes and labs.
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Reported nurber of extra hours on camnus,

- - + . 8ll classes, for 1-6 hours in ‘classes and e

, \h\\ Yabs, expressed as- percentages.of total -

, ) number of students reporting 1-6 hours in )
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Figure 107.
. N ) ‘Reported number of extra hours on campus,
e T all classes, for 10-12 hours in classes a
100 . o4 and labs, expressd as perceritages of total
‘> & . number of students reportmg 10-12 hours
: ¥ in classes and labs. . .
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: Reported number of extra hours on campus,
’ all classes, for 13-15 hours in classes and’
100 labs, expressed as percentages of total -
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Figure 109.

Reported number of extra hours on campus,
all classes, for 16-18 hour
and labs, expressed.as percentages of total .
number of students reporting 16-18 hours

L in classes and la.bs.
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16—18 hours in cTesses or labs per week: M=2.750
19-21 .hours in clas es or lads per week; ¥=2.88
22+ hours in clas S or labs per \reek M=2.939 -
‘ (
These values are gyaphed in Figure 112, alpng with the least-s.qua.res Yine.

»

The éorrélation coefficient r=.89, vhich as for the d}‘ classesg, means tha.t )

for _311 classes the.s is a: relationship between the »xpe‘cted va.Iu.e of'.the

«

num‘ber of extra hours bn campus and the number of hours spent in classes and
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25Aga.in it 'is importent to remenber. that this .relatétinship’ is pot betvaen:
the two varisbles number of extra hotrs on campus and number of hours in
classes and labs, but rather between the expecthd valies (iye., means) of
extra hours on campus and nuzber of hours in ¢lasses and labs. Also reerber
' that each pxpected value (i.e., mean) is itself based on & distribution,-
which,in these cases usually has rather wide dispersion. ,
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_ T\\ \Studen‘ts' ‘Regorts of Where They Ate Lunch T )
P \ over a one\-week period. e '

7

. R - . N j

St\ﬁnts were asked vhere they had eaten Iunch dnring the past week 3
through the qu.estion "Le.st \’reek I dte lunch at’: (Check oneWor each day)" -
All%s/with eating, fa.cilities wexe listed followed by the categories ‘

”Ort-(!ampus ‘apd "didn t eat lunch." ‘I’he Sta:tiatica.l Summary on pe.ge T

-shovs the results. Of interes:t is the fact that among both ca.tegories . —

L4 0

of new stud.ents those in aay Tlasses and those in extended dey classes,

\ —

the grea.t ma.,jority eiﬁher‘respopded tha.t ,the:y‘ ate off-cegnpus or that they

. . K P
didn t eat lﬂnch: < * ; - . L.
| @ - - L
.~ Day Classes 7 {N=458) . - . - T )
. Of campus - 119 . (25.98% of u58) N\
- Qff or didn’'t . . ,
‘ ea;rfplunch' oy 339 _(Th.02% of hsa) N
1@5 © "100%.00% \ )
Extended Day Classes (N§=128) ° . -
\I‘Once:mpus S . 1; (8595of12\8) R
.Off-cempus or 'didn't ‘( " ) T T '
- eat -lunch 137 92.51% of 128) + - o
. . ' Ee- ’\ 00 ' ) ) . ’
‘ - ]
. . — ,* - ’ T e . - Q.“ ) :
All Classes (H=586) ‘ oL e -
On\canpus : 130 . (22.185 of 586)‘_ “ : . .
. Off-campus or dtdn't . R '
. eat lunch 456 (77.82% of 536) A, . R e
ST . 586 10003 Y
M- . - . . s : ' 5 P ¢ . ’ - B -
’ ~ . “ g . -z
Pigm-es i-iii displey these data in -greph fom, brokex, down by location .o R
(ovn House axd cther House). ' . . - \ :s’

- . . N -, 4.
Ihere ig some indicaticn. that {some ‘stuldents misread the question‘md

" marked tﬁe "Didn't eat’ lunch" category vhen they in fast’ should have
\
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mrked the "Offecampus' category; hovever if one'looks at’ this q_uestion

.

as one of tlhe indicators of. students involvement in, House and campus lff’e,
(S

then from that point of view, the distinction between the "Didgn't eat 1unch"

category -and the "Off-campus"-cat@’gory is not important, and can end
[ 4

'probably should be considered as .one dategory. , Although an examination of
6‘

3

b
reasons for not eating on campus was” ontside the. scope of this survéyj:

gome students volunteered xeasons for why they chose not to have lunch on .

4
4 ’

‘campus ,The two reasons reported most often by the day classes were

’

(1) that the student 5 clesses vere over by noon and that he or she ther%

.fore went home or to work'ind had lunch there , and (2) ‘that the student
could not rd the prices of the @ouse snack bars. Wi'th respect to

~N
.

.
a.t a.u, during the ’de.y -This i# of coursé in line with the fact tha.t

extended oﬁ.asses, some students reported that they were not on ca:nltg'° ’
! [

55’ h'n of the B‘tudents in thé extended Gay classes worl\ at least- ho hougs -
&

2 ' T

a week and are &therefore' not ‘o cgpus during the da:y'.

13 .
. 3 . . . T
¢ * 2 LY \ 1%
J . . . ' » K
> a

Figures were a.lso~pbta.ined i‘or vhere students ate lunch ca.tegorized .

. .'

by reported House meprership, for onJy those students who reported their

House member\ship Fj.gnres iv-vi show €his in tables, and figures vii-ix

" in graph form. Note that theSe figures and percentages include o .ﬂl

thos’e students who reported House mentbership. Those students who reported

Schveitzer House menﬂ:ership vere eounte& as h‘aving eeten lunch in their
- 6 ? .

d?-'n ﬂouse if they reported eating lunch at Einstein House. Thorpe

[y
<

Astudents a.r\ee‘omitted from this tabuletion hecmfs/S of the fact tha.t Thorpe //

S

. Eouse has ‘as’ yet no building. Noxe, that for the day classyhown in

. T
. figures iv a.nd vii bhgir-Tvein had the’ la.rge&cemege of students

(23. oez) repprting that they ete lunc
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Students' reports of where
.jhey &te lunch over & one-week
period, dey clesse§, @11 Houses .
. . combined, expressed'as percentages
S ’ ’ of N=458. ‘
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Students' reports, of where they
ate luich over a one-week period,
ell classes, all Houses combined,
expressed as pertentages of

77.8g .
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» EINSTEIN |- BERASTEIY MUIR- | CARNEGIE |. EDISON SOHWEITZER : “Figure 116,
TWALY ~ g L t
Oown - 5 5 5 5 Y3 1 Students! réports of where
- Once - ( 8.62) f11.11) ( 6.41) ( b.67)'| 3.75) ( 3.Lh) they ate lunch over a one-
. . week period, day clgsses
/ ! broken down by repofted
. . House membership and expresse‘d‘
. ~ , ¢ - L both as raw data and below
) Owvn - Twice T 5 13 J11 . 9 2 . as bercent\éges of, reported
. or more (12.07) (11.11) (16. 55) -(10.28) (11.25) ( 6.90) House memberships for day-
- ) - ' classes. N=397.
i ° | . 3 1 ‘.\ ~ ‘
Other - b 3 0 a a I LT
Once ( 6.90) ( 6.67) (0) ( 1.87) ( 1.25) '( 6. 90) .
. ‘: * I " . . . \—‘ N R - .
"E / v‘ ) - ¢ ' ™~ :b\
i Other - Twice 1 5 oy 3 3 . 3'\ ‘ ] - \Ng‘;
or‘more (172 (an | tsas) )| 20| (3¥5) | (20.90) ‘ N -
L . / ’ - : ":':? EENE N
. ~ ' ) ¢ . L o ’ ‘ R . 3
Of f-Campus 26 13 . 38 63 35 |13 ° . C ot D
e (44.83) | .(28.89) | (MBi72) | (58.88) | (43.75) |~ (LL.83) IR S
. s ‘f $ ' ~ ’ N ‘ , P - - ‘o i A N
3 Didn't eat 15 . 1k 18 23 29 K -~ 8 - ] ,
" | lunch A T(estes), | (31a1) | (£3.08) | (21.50) | (36.25) (21.59) . | 2T P,
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TWAIN )
Own- 0 0 1 0 ) 2 .0 ! Students' revorts of wrere
Once -( 5.26). (16.67) they ate lunch over a one=-
~ - § , weeX period, extended day
- v : ‘ classes, broxen down by
v . R . * _ reporied House membership
. 4 . ‘ and expressed both as raw
Own - T7ice 2 < 0 1 1l 1 ¢] data and below as percentages
or more (16.67) { 5.26) C(L.s5) ( 8.33) ¢ of reported House memberships
- - . \ for extended dey cleasses,
- . ) J=T71. -~
Other - 0, 0 - 0 0 0 0
Once . ~ - ( o -,
. P . ’
3 X .
1 ‘ ’ ' i A
~ , .
Other -, Twice 0 0 0 0 Q 0 .
or mére ) ’ ; . x
v ‘\ AN )
[ 0ff-Canpus LI 1 9 12 - ! 3
(33.33) | (47.37) | (sh.55) | (16.67)
« | ’ )
Didn't eat 6 . 0 8 9 v o7 5 o .- T T
lunch . (50.00) (¥2.11) | (k0.90) | (58733) [+ ; Vo
SFURI <12 1 .19 | 22 12 "5 o
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S N s {5 § | 5. 5& 1L . ’
- 7.1k . .20) . . 9l
|Once _ Co C,}T.‘ ) (10.87) (*6,20' (3.88) ' _( 5.43) ( 2.9L) . Students' rerorts,of where
. L L. . they ate lunch:over a one-
s week’' period, all .classes,
1. brozen down by rerorted
Own - Twice 9 " 5 14 12 0. | 2 :  House mempership end
. . .. 0. .88 . expressed both as raw
or more (12.86) (10.87) (1Lk.42) | ( 9.30) (10.87) ( 5.88) © dete and below ae percent-
. . ages of total reported
. : . ot j - ~ House membership.
. - ’ ¢ N=LE8.
© "|otier - 4 ' 3. 0 2 1 2 . .
Omce’ - (5.70) | (6.53) | - (2.58)  (1.09) .| (5.88) \, .
L’ " - T - -
9 . = ’
?
4 -
Cther -'Twice +|. 1 -5 . .3 3 3 I L
T" or nore " ) ( l-h3) . (10-87) . ( h-l3) ( 2-33) , ( 3-26) ( 8-82)
. " - ‘ v L
Off-Campus ) 30 1k L7 75 37 i . . . . C
. ~ o (L2.86) ' (30.43). (48.45Y (58.14) (k0.22) (45t . .
. ’ / @ ' . A ) ! \
. ' ' . - s TN .
- Dida't eat ¢ coar |t | 26 - 32 36 10 - CA
. lunch .1 (30:00) | ,(30.43) (26.80) (24.81) (39.13) (29.41) [
) . s . - - —— e l/
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] Students' reports of where they ate lunch,
- day classes, broken down by House, expressed
90 ) as percentages of total reported House
- membership for. da.y classes. -
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) . l Students' reports of where they ate lunch, -
- - all classes, broken déwn by House, expressed
" as percentages of total reported House
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\ .9, Students' Reports of Extra-curricular\;/tivities ' '

¢ .
Students were asked how many extra~curricular activities they had partic-
o oA
.~ “ipated in during the past week by the question "Last week I partiCipated in

number of extra-curricular actiVities\?n campus (athletic events, club
meetings, concerts, chow-downs, etc.). The Statistical Summary on Page T 4
shows " the results These figures are presented in graph form 'in Fjgures

122-12h Note the extremely low percentages of students in both day and L !

-

extended day classes who had at the time of the survey participated in any -

extra-curricular activities. Because of the fact that the survey was taken
AN < | 4 ’

.

in, the firstvor second week of these students' college careers (a time when

v

- most new students are still in the process of finding their classes, buying.

o their books, etc.), the importance of these low percentaées is questionable,

/
and' probably no interpret&ﬁions of the data sho d be'mad? at this time. The" ’
_’-’—”""/
follow-up survey of these students, which»is in the process of being taken, ' .
will yielg,more neaningful figures. Indeed, some students volunteered the
AY
information that while they ‘had not/yet participated in extra-curricular -
acitiv1tes, they planned to do so once they got settled into the school
routine., | \ - . \\\,/ |
) "-" * . ) n ”
- \/ < - ! ) ‘ \',. ‘ o - ",\_
. v \
Ed \l‘ -
‘o
~ 3 -
l" . \\. .'
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>
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This sort of question is obviously not & goBd one to ask brand new students,
however, because the same survey is being done as a follow-up on the new stu-
- and also with a sample of "old"-students, jhe identiecal questionaires =
should be used in all /cases to ensure proper control This is why thig -«
4question appeared here. .. ; - }(“ ,
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Figure 122,

Reported number of extra-curricular -
activities, day classes, expressed as *
percentages of total number of students
in the day classes.

N=458,

FEFORTED NUMBER OF ACTIVITIES ENGAGED IN IN A WEEK.
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‘APPENDIX A: THE QUESTIONAIRE.

)

, : . 34
" Figure A-i is a copy of the questionaire ‘adininistered to the Guidé)ce\ho

cla.sses. The follow-up study, for which data is being collected, of course

uses the identical quest:.onaire in the 'identical format When doing control -,

g

) o~
or follow-up studies, or in genera.l any sort of compa.rative study, it is of,
course a.dvisable to use the identical questionaire in order to rule out the

introduction of extraneous varia.bles related to the format of the questionaire
k]

itself. Note the following fea.tures of this /quegtionaire
-
1. "All questions, with the excepfion oQ:he lunch question, are fill-in

.-

.rathexn than a multiple-choice checklis'b. .¥hat this means is that the infor-~
mation was given on anccfim recall rather then on a recognition basis. For

example, to answer the question on House Advisor, the student h\ad to be a.ble;

]

to é.ctively recall’ his or her Advisor' ? name, rather than merely being sble to

¢

pick it our from- a list of all the Advisors.. The possible exception is the

.

question about House membership; here it is possible that the student was sble
" to recognize his or her House™: frém the 1ist given in the subsequent lunch

N N :

question. With respect to the lunch auestion response categarieg were given

for the student to choose frpm, gince this qﬁestion was not designed to ‘elicit

“y

student's knowledge a.'bout hips -Houge, but rather was designed to elicit stati,

tical informa.tion.

. Y
.

A-further feature of f£ill-in questions is that such question design re--

. . -
quires, that the respondent has some understanding of the question im order to
. ks 2 ‘

_97

.
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" be: qble to aniyer it and that 'his or her response will to a certain deg§%E

displgl understéndiqg or lack of understanding of the question. It should be

’ conwersely nbted that a resﬁéndant need have absolutely no understanding of -

the qneétion in' order to’ answer a multiple-choice question and thet there-

™

fbre the researcher does not really know whether the question was arswered

0

. with an understandlng of it. One the other hand, the use of L fill-in *

quest?dn des;gn,yill not decrease the number of misunderstoo& questions, but -
it wil{ enhs;é the reseaécher to detect those gespondéhts who-did not under-
" stand the hyestién.i'(lt should be pardnthetically noted that the same is
true for respondants who aren't teking the questionaire seriously and whose
answers are intended to be Jokes; this éhehomenon is extremely rare, since \.

most respondants are cooperative and helpful but it does happen once in a
great while) . ’ ] Aa’\\\v

2. With ;espect to the qu;stionsnrgquiring 8 number as a fesponée, these
quesfiogs vere also designed wiﬁh fill-in,rathgalthan mﬁltiple-choige re-
sponse categories, Somevquestionaires use groupedpnumper respbnsé categories,
such as the fbllowihg:

N 0-5 .hours per week .
- 6-10 hours per week .
11~15 hour8s pgr week : :
) p v

¢ & W .
It was decided not to use thesk sorts.of response categories for the following

reasons: :(é) It’is gometimes very difficult to know the proper(size of .
the interv;l? used in the résponsg categories, unless there is prior igfor-
mation, as from a previous study. I was here, however, dealing vith a popu-
lation of largely unknown pgrameters (at least with fespect to some of the '
questiOns asked) and ityis difficult to dgcide under such'circumstagces vhat
the proper'intervais for grouped questions shouid be. Once‘the data has beeh

A ]

collected, then it can be grouped. (b) It is always possible to group raw

- 298




data if grouping is necéssary end desirable (which it usually is); howev

- the ‘converse is not true. If the data are collected as grouped data in the - .

. . J . X 1
. first 'place, the raw numbers can néver be recovered:

<o

‘3. The.questionaire J‘as specifically e.nd intentionally dee;lgned sto be
no longer than one page. Brevity is desirable because of respondant fatigue

l

as the number of quegstions increases. Brevity, however, need not mean pau-

city of information note the tremetfdous amounts of information contained in
y N .
this report Which came from th:.s one short questionaire. (Indeed even more

information could ’be extracted by ma.klng use of the informatlon which %he ,

Registrar has on these students; all students were ,asked to put theiz\ ‘student
v, . = ’
numbers on -the questionaires, so it would be possiblé to find out, f'or‘example,

the number .of extra hours spent onl campus broken dowm by sex,' or age, Oor mar-

3

. ital status. ) . a ' v m‘. k

4, The questionaire was.written in straightforward, non-techhical lan-
A A -

g‘uage. The researcher can never be,sure that all trespondants are reading

\
and interpreting the questions in the. way she intends -and some misreading

is inevitable, but the avoidance%f technical language and we Use of 2

—

straightforward language cuts down this uncertainty. . v 4

5. Last, but by no means il.east note the researcher s statementdof
confidentiality at the top of the questiona.ire. This was elso repeated
verbally to the classes upon administration of the question’aire. This is

not ethically indicated, it is also a sound’ methodologicel procedurel
“’ )
respondants are more likely to answer and answer truthfull} if‘they are

assured that there will he limited access to their individua.l answers. (In
other cases, it is of course desirable and necessary that oth:rs Yesides Just
the researcher have’ aqce‘ss‘ to, the individual responses, in these@'cases, the
-respondant vshould be told: ex’a.ctly ﬁhat kinds of persons will have achss to

‘their individual responses.)
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* PN T « ’
The' followmg formulas were used throughout this report. ’ e
= i; Arithmetic mean, designhted by M= g fq
) @‘ T Tyl » s -
2y ' N R . ;‘ - g
X » ’ N - .
M= z —or lv& Z“ ip(Xl% .
\"'};l-:z____ G 55 | ~ T
N . . . 9 e " .
b - & N
- -7 9 <
' 2. Standard deviation). designated by T e :
o, J ‘ . . /' ’ s
8= 2. A
Z * "M) PR : 4 - ) \
- _— ".>‘> v LT
I o ’ - e L
. . Wu . ¢ e -— ‘ 4 s 0
3+ Slope of a line segment, desigﬂ%%ed by M: el : N -7
f(X ) f(X ) . ? A L4 -
Lo o e :
- /
~— . o , .
4, Ieast—squares line,’ designated by the formu;e Y-a+bX : o
a= Y = t§f>> b=, EZ S AR
i—-l 5 ? ’ '|‘
" N )JNWERSITY OE«GALIF
. . ; % f N 0T L0S ANGELES
‘ C.oi=1 T
- ) . T B 27198
5« Correlation -ec:efficient, desigpated by/f"d) B CLEARINGHOUSE FOR
N ‘- JUNIOR COLLEGES
r= E (x-X) (¥-¥) o,
«f 2 2 e\ : '
[ %)% [ Z(m) ] -
» 1)

X LW

op A

Since we are dealing with a population, this of course shou;Ld more properly
be designated by.the Greek letter 0 3 howevqr, for '!;yping ease
in this report. e T

"s" was, used .
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. Instructions: . Please complete each sentence if.possible. If you don't know or.

are undecided, leave it blank or write in "uyhdecided".
answer. Your answers will be kept confidential;

But if possible, try-to
I (Dr. Judy Davidson) will be

the only one to ever see them. Thank you for your help and cooperation. N

. The name of the House I belang to is

, I plan to majog in .

J‘
\

The name of my counselor is

s kY

The name of my housé-gaduisor is

' The name of myr house president is » -

] Yt

I work hours every week 6n'a job outside of school.

I spend about hours a week a.t;,‘ school in classes or lagbs.

I spénd' about
classes or labs.

& .
Last week I ate lunch at: (Check one for each day)’
. *

Wednesday :

* Monday : Muir-Twain . Tuesday: Muir-Twain =
Bernstein Bernstein Bernstein
Eirstein Einstein Einstein /
Edison Edison Edison
___ Carnegie Carnegie .___ Carnegie
Qff-campus : __Off-campus ) - Off-campus
Didn’t eat'lunch Didn't eat lunch Didn't eat
v ' ) ' lunch
B >, s . . - . v~
. ./’I:g.ursday: Muir-Twain . ’ a Friday': ° Muir-Twain
Bernstein ~ * Bernstein
Einstein ; Einstein - -
Edison ) Edisén
. ° Carnegie ' Carnegie
- Off-campus N . Off-campus ) ¢
Didn't eat lunch ) _ Didn't eat lunch

-

P

Last week I participated in
campus (athletic events, club meetings, concerts;, chow-downs, etc.)

f .
P ’ : -
. . L)
. . M \
‘ ‘ ) V
5

~.__hours & week at school aside from the time I spend in

.Muir-Twe.in .

rd
number of extra-currf®ular activities on

<
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