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ANALYSIS OF THE RECORDS OF 387 STUDENTS ADMITTED TO LOS
ANGELES CITY COLLEGE (LACC) AFTER DISQUALIFICATION FROM
VARIOUS COLLEGES, INCLUDING LACC, PROVIDES GUIDELINES FOR USE
IN COUNSELING DISQUALIFIED STUDENTS. AS COMPARED TO THE TOTAL
SCHOOL POPULATION, THESE STUDENTS TEND TO BE SLIGHTLY OLDER,
THERE ARE MORE MALES, THEY ALL HAVE HAD PREVIOUS COLLEGE
ATTENDANCE, THEY COME FROM THE SAME HIGH SCHOOLS, AND 65
PERCENT OF BOTH GROUPS SCORE BELOW THE 50TH PERCENTILE ON
ENTRANCE TESTS. CHANCES OF SLiCCESS APPEAR BETTER FOR A
READMITTED STUDENT (52 PERCENT) THAN FOR A REGULAR FRESHMAN
STUDENT (45 PERCENT) . MORE STUDENTS WHO HAD COMPLETED OVER 21
UNITS BEFORE DISQUALIFICATION SUCCEEDED THAN DID THOSE
COMPLETING LESS. FORMER STUDENTS OF LACC AND OTHER JUNIOR
COLLEGES STAND THE LEAST CHANCE OF SUCCESS. THOSE STUDENTS
WHO SHOWED HIGH PERFORMANCE IN HIGH SCHOOL ACHIEVEMENT AND
WERE READMITTED FROM CALIFORNIA STATE COLLEGES AND
UNIVERSITIES HAD A VERY HIGH LEVEL OF SUCCESS. STUDENTS 18
YEARS OLD AND THOSE OVER 30 WERE VERY SUCCESSFUL. THERE IS NO
EVIDENCE OF A RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN SIZE OF GRADE POINT
DEFICIENCY AND SUCCESS AFTER READMISSION, NOR OF VALUE IN THE
PRACTICE OF REQUIRING THE STUDENT TO STAY OUT OF SCHOOL FOR A
SEMESTER BEFORE READMISSION. (HS)
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UDISQUALSFIED STUDENTS ADMITTED TO THE FALL, 1965 SEMESTERM

PURPOSE OF THE STUDY

This study was Initiatzd at the request of Dr. Lombardi, President
of Los Angeies Clty College, to evaluate the progress of studeants admltted
by the "Admisslons Committee',

Disqualified college students often have @ probiem adjusting to their
fallure, which may be a traumatic experience for many of them., They may
accapt disqualificaiion and not seck readmizssion to college, implying that
they do not possess the necessary quallfications. They may retionsiize
their problem and blame some contributing cause for thelr failuce, They
may accept the blame, realizing they could have done better, and request
another chance. For soms, disqualification was proof enough that thalr
futurs vas not In the academic werld, while for others the digsqualification
served as an ‘‘ayz opener' and provided the neacessary motivation to "turn

over a ne«# leaf',

The educator is often facad with the task of working with these
disqualified students: helping them fucguthcir goals realistically and
giving them information and motivation that may help them continue their
education,

The purpose of this study is to anaiyze the background and performance

of previcusly disqualified students adnitted to Los Angeles City Colisge. It

T is hoped that this study will provide guidelines for use in counseling dis~
qualified students,
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PROCEDURE OF THE STUDY

fmong the 13,895 applicat%cng for the Fall, 1965 semester were 1537
appliications of students who had been disquaiificd from coileges &cross
the nation, including Los Angeles Cliy College. The appiications, tran~
scripes, and any personal letters or letters of recommendation were avaiuated
during the summer by & counselor. An Admissions Commlttee Evaluation Form
(Appendix 1) was completed in triplicate. Une copy wes sent to the student,
sne ¢o the Admissions OFfice, and one kept on flle In the Counseling Center.

From the 1517 previously disqualified applicanis, 51% or 774 were
accepted on probation. This study cxamines 387 of these accepted applicants,
a 50% sample. Thirty items of data; evallabie from appilicatclons, transcripts,
Admissions Committee Evaluation Forms, Personnc! Cards, Fall 1965 Grade Re~
poris, Fall 1965 Admlssians Committee Actions, and Spring 1966 Work in
Progress Forms, were tallled, The thirty items were then coded numerically
and tabulating cards were mark ssnsed, Wich the help of Hr, Ben Kurmoio and
¥r. Rudy Witliams of the Tahuiation Unit, thase 774 cards, two for 2ach
student, were punched and then, because of the memory iimitatiens of the
Bendix G~15 computer, 23 items were séiected and transferired to a singie card
for each of the students (387).

The Tabulation Unlt then compared and tabulated various items for
evaluation., With the heip of Mr. Marshall Elder of the Mathematics De-
partment, correiations, means, and standard deviations were made on those
Items that appeared to have significance, The findliigs of this study are
based on the 23 items Indicated above for each of the 387 students in the

50% sample.




FINDiNGS

Charactaristics of the Disqualified Stydent Admitted to L.A.C.C,

Since this is the flrgt study of disqualified students made at
L.A.C.C., & comparison with a similar group is not possible. Instead a
comparison Is made with the general student body;

Table 1 presents a comparison of readmitted students with all stu~
dents who took the entranca examination for the fall camester, 1965, ac-
cording to the last high school they attended, Becsuse this examination
is required only for day-registared students, It is probably best compared
witlh day-registered students admitted by the Admissions Committes. The
table reveals that the distribution of students, according to the last
high school attended, is essentially the same for &l three categories:
all entering students, day~realstered Admissions Committee entrants, and
all Admissions Committee antrants. Admiscions Commlttee entrants, however,
contain a significantly larger pareentage ct meies than a)i entrants. This

higher percentage is reflected in eight of the ten high school categories.
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: TABLE.). ~ Summary by Last High School Within the Los Angeles City Schools
5
E Fall '65 Freshmen Fall '65 Accepted by Admissions Committes
L SCHOOL i Day Registered Day and Evening |
No.| % [Male| % | No.| % [Matle]| % | Wo. | % [Male| % |
‘ Falrfax 355 | 12 | 180 |51 |26 |17 | wlse {31 |15 | 17 |55 1
; Los Angeles 333 | 11 | 153 46 119 | 13 | 13168 | 26 | 13 | 14 |54
| Manual Arts 285 | 9] noj3 1] 8 6155 | 191 9] 11 |s8 1
Marshall 237 8 131 | 55 6 4 3150 ] 15 7 9 |60
Dorsey 234 | 8 | 1ol 4 [0 | 7 6160 |17 | 81 9 |53
* Hol lywood 24 | 7 1120]15 Jw | 71 9199 ]| | 721n |7
. Belmont 196 6 | 118 | é0 7.1 5 siy 110 | s 8 (8
Hami Iton 173 | 6 | 82 |uz 115 . w | 9le 115 | 7219 leo
Fremont o | 5 |60 |43 | 9 | 16 6162 112 | 6| 8 |ay |
Jefferson 131 4 | 70 | 53 5 3 3160 8 L 3 137 4
| _Mashington 136 | b |6 {51 | 1 ; b | 2 | 2 «
: Jordan 68 | 2|25 |37 |1 0 3 || 1 _
Frank!in 50 |19 |33 |56 | 3| 2] 3 b | 2 | b
Lincoln w l1a 8 [m | o 0 1 los | 1 |
Rooscvelt 39 '1.3 | 23 |59 2 { 2 3 |14} 3
University 38 (1.3 | 23 |6} 3 2 3 L 2 4
Eagle Rock 32 {10 |19 5 | 2 |1 2 2 |i.0)] 2
North Ho!lywood 20 (0.7 |10 |50 | o 0 o | o] o
Westchester 13 (0.4 | 8 [62 | L 1 Jos| 1
Cardena 0 }o0.3 3 |30 0 0 0 0 0
Verdugo Hills 5 |o.2 | 3 (60 | 0 0 o J]o !l o
Wilson 6 jo.2 | 4 |67 1 1 1_Jos | 1
. 6 ‘
o

gl

* Numbers represented are from a 50% sample .

*k Students taking Fall, 1965 entrance examinaticn as shown on Counseling Center Research
Study by Ben Gold, #65-10, p. 12
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Table 2 presents comparisons simliar to Table | for students last
attending high school within the Los Angeles Unifled School District.
When comparing the Fall, 1965 freshmen with students accepted by the Admlse
slons Committee and subsaquently reglstering for day classes, the percentage
from each high sckool I3 within five percent, with the exception of Fremont
High School which differs by elevan percent. When comparing the Fall, 1965
freshmen with combined duy and evening students admitted by the Admissions
Commlttee, all- high schools shovm are represented within two percent, for
both freshmen and previously disqualified students, with the exception of
Fairfax High School which has a three percent differentisl. Thus, [t ap-
pears that the students adafttod by the Admissions Committee were from the

same gensral cross sectlion of local high schools.
From Table 3 which prasents comparisons by age for students taking the
Fall, 1965 entrance examination and those accepted by the Adnlssfons Conm

| mittes, It is clear that.-thosc.studmts accepted by the Admissions Committes,
} sfter having been disquatified, are older as a group than those taking the ﬂ
r entrance siamination. There Is, as one might expact, a two-year median age }
differential when comparing new students (median age 17 ysars and 8 months)
with formerly disqualified students in day classes (median age 19 years and

7 months). Also, the median age of previously disqualifisd students re~

months older than day-registered in the seme category. The disqualified stu~

E gistering for avening classes (21 years and 0 months) is one year and 5

l

' dent who is admitted to the collage is slightly older thar the general student
Zf

making application for the first time.
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IABLE 2 - Summary by Last High School Attended

High School Fal.l '65 Freshman Fall '65 Accepted by Admissions Comnittee
Location id Day Registered Day & Evening
No, | % |[Male| % |Ho. | % |Male| % | No. | % |[Male| %
L. A. City High Schools 3063| 56 | 1517 |19 W5 | 60 | 94 | 65 207 | 53 126 | 61
Other California Public k79 | 9 | 247]52 26| N 19 | 73 ke | 12 30| 65
California Private H.S, 394 | 7 | 198]50 20, 8| 4|70 2| 6 15| 62
Other Western States 20| 4 | v30{62 | 5| 27 3/60 | w| 3] 5] 50
West Central States 5 | 1 32|58 110.5 7 | 100 51 1 3| 60
Central States 2221 & 134 | 69 8 3 6 5 191 5 4 | 7%
So, Centra! States 9 | 2 531 56 311 0 0] 9| 2 h | 5
Southern States 430 | 8 | 22552 9| &4 8| 8] 18 5 | | 78
Northeastern States 235 | 4 | k)61 121 § 9| BB 6 | 191 76
Foreign 305 5 191 | 63 12| 5 10 | 83| 27 7 21 78
Unknown 10 5 L 1 7 3
TOTALS 5496 |100% | 2876 |52 | 241 |100%| 64| 68 |%387 |100% | 29| 64 |

* Number of students In study is 50% of those that were admitted,

K 2

*k Students taking Fall, 1965 entraiice gemination as shown on Counseling Center
, - Research Study by Bun K. Gold, #65-10 p. 11
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TABLE 3 » Summary by Age

7.
',
Fall 1965 Freshman % Fall 1965 Accepted by Admissions Committee
AGE Yok Day Registered Pay & Evening 3egistered
No, | % |Mate] % te, % |Mate | % No. % |Mata | %
Less than.i7 47 | 0.8] 21 | 45 0 -~ |0 - 0 - 0| -
17 15‘32 28 |634 | 4i 0 « |0 - 0 - 0 -
18 1820 | 33 |945 | 62 FL 17 7 )10 Isoffo | =5 110 | s2]
19 5531 10 355 | 62 70 | 29 |43 |61 || 78 | 20 (47 | 60
20 2951 5 1183 | 62 || 56 | 23 | 26 |46 1 58 | 15 | 33 57
21 222| &4 |50 | 68 )| 28 | 12 | 20 |71 |l 40 | 10 | 25 | 60
22 179 3 1135 75 17 | 7 1L 132 || 34 9 20 59
23 13| 2193|671l 13| 5 11 {8/| 29 8 | 20 69
2L, | {16 |60 67|l 10 | 4| 9 190 |l 18| 5 |17 | 95
25 86 41,6 | 57 | 65 |t 7 | 3 | 6 18 {6 | 4 | 9 | 56|
2630 290 4 152 | 61 || 18 7 | 16 |8 |l 41 |10 |34 | 83
3135 1| 2 |56 |soll12 |5 6 |50 |l 27 7 120 74
36-40 6V | 11| 23 |38 & | 1.7] 2 |50 || 18 5 |10 53
4150 74 11.3 ; 20 | 27 3 |1.2] 1 |33 6 | 1.5 & | 100
over 50 - 25 10.5 1 Ll o = 0 - 2 {051 0 0
Not stated 3 | .
| TOTAL 5495 119.9 [ 2877 | 52 || 24 164 387 29

Hodien age 17 yrs. 8 mos. Med. age 19 yrs. 7 mos. Med, age 2lyrs., 0 mos,
# Numbers represented are from a 50% sample

*% Students taking Fall, 1965 entrance examinatlon as shown on Counseling
Center Research Study #65-10, p, 4 by Ben K. Gold
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Figure 1 shows the levels of previous college attendance for the

Fall, 1965 students taking the sntrance examination and 'thoae admitted
by the Admizsions Committee. From this figure it is apparent that about
onesfourth of all new students have had seme previous college, transfering
from coileges across the nation, while about oae=half of the previocusly
disquaiified students have attended colleges other than Los Angeles City
Coilegs. The Los Angeles City Junior Collzges and the University of
Southern Californla are represented by approximately the same percentage from
both groups. Thare is about iwice the percentage of previcusly disqualified
students from other Californla junior colleges and the University ef Cali-
fornis, as compared to freshmen students. Percentage-wise there are four
times as many transfers from the Californla State Colleges admitted by the
Adnissions Committee as compared to the freshmen students. | |
Other dita veves! that about two«thlrds of those students edmitted by -
the Adnlsé!ons Comni ttee had previously attended Los Angeles City College

at ona time or another.




Figure | shows the levels of previous college attendance i‘;or the

Fall, 1965 students taking the asntrance examination and ‘those admitted
by the Admissions Committee., From this figure it is apparent that about
one fourth of all new students have had sene previous college, transfering
from colleges across the nation, while about one~half of the previously
disquaiified students have attended colleges other than Los Angeies City
Coilegs. The Los Angeles City Junior Collages and the University of
Southern Californis are represented hy approximately the same percentage from
both groups. There is about twice the percentage of previcusly disqualified
students from other Cal!farzﬂa junior colleges and the University ef Cali-
fornis, & compared to freshmen students. Percentage-wise there arc four
timas 8 many transfers from the Californ:a State Coileges admitted by the
Mmissions Committee as compared to the freshmen students. ' |
Other data reveal that aboug twa-thirds of those students admitted by -
the ﬂdn!sélons Comni ttae had previously attended Los Angelas City College

at ons time or another.




Figure | = Laveis of Previous Colliege Attendance

75%

Fall, 1965 Students Admitted by the Admisslions Committes {774)

Fall, 1965 Students Taking Entrance Examination (5496)
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i0.
The data presented in Table % compare the group of students according

to thelr class stending. The readmitted day students are within five per~

cent of the total day college enrollment for freshmen, sophomores, and com=

A G el R A

bined, The evening students are represented by a higher percentage of sopho=
mores than the total evening enrollment, howevar, the combined figure is
within four percent. Thus, It Is shoun that those students admitted by the
Admissions Commlttgg are a cross sectlon of the regular school population
except that there are relatively less freshmen and more sophomores in the

- evening division. The readmitted siudents represent 5.1 percent of the day

division, 4,5 percent of the e#enlng division, and 4.9 percent of the total
school population.

Flgure 2 presents ihe comparizon of the School and College Ability
Test (SCAT) scores of thoe readmitted disqualified svudents with national,

i local, and Los Angeles Clity College Fall 1965 freshman norms. Students
admitted by the Admissions Commiitee scored within three percentile points
for all deciles aexcept number two, when compared with the Californlia junior
college norm and all deciies except one and two for the Los Angeles Clty
Collage Fall, 1965 norm, Dacile two contains a much larger percentage of
readmitted students than the Los Angeles City College norms and almost twice
as many students as contained in any one of the other deciles. About flfty-

nine percent of the students are in the first four declles.

SUMMARY
Students admittad by the Admissions Committee, as compared to the toftal
school population, are in general slightly oldev; there are more males; they
&ll have had previous college attendance, compared to one In four of the total
school population; they have approximately the same high school distribution;

and sixty-five percent of both groups are within the lowest five deciles,

ERIC
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TJABLE 4 =~ Active Enrollrent Los Angeles City College, Fell, 196§

v
SN

D A Y EVENING ‘TOTAL

(1) (2) (n (2) {1) (2)
Year Level No | % No | % | No| % [No | %4 |No | % | No | %
Frashéan {0-30 units) 6708| 42 {180 | 47 |s5102] 32 |87 22 {1181 74 | 267 | 68
Sophomore {31 or more units) 12663]| 17 | 61 | 16 11392] 9 |59 | 15 |4os5| 26 |120 | 31
COMBINED 937159 |[241 | 63 |sugh| 41 | 146 | 37 {15865| 100 | 387 |100

(1) Total coliege enrollmant

(2) 50% samplé of students admitted by the Admissions

Committee for Fall, 1955

NOTE: Percentages shown are of the combined totals
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i3.

Characteristics of Disqualificd Students in Theiy Filrst Semester After

The data that follow attempt to make ceriain comparisons, within the
group »f students admitied by the Admissions Commiites at Los Angelas City
Collega, betwsen those who were successful and these unsuccessful. In this
study, those students who made a 2,00 grade peint average, ''C" or better,
are classified as successful and all others unsuccessful, Soms justification
for this statement can be seen In Table 5, In which the data show a much higher
percentage of Admisslons Committes enmtrants than Fall, 1962 freshmen compieting
chelr flrst semester. It Is assuwmed that 1f a student felt he could not maks
satisfactory grades he would withdraw rather than accept low grades. In ade
dition, readmitted students were admitted on probation and would be subject
to disqualification if ghey failed to make a “C" average. For these reasons
all withdrawails were considered to be unsuccessful.

Data presented In Table 5 further show a sliagktly higher percentage of
students admltted by the Admissions Comnitice completed the semester with a
“C!" average or above, and a smaller percentage enrolled for the Spring semestes,
when compared with Fall, 1962 entering students,

It will be noted In Figure 3 that one-half of the students completed 23
units or mere, with one studeng coupleting over one hundired units. Those stu-
denté who completed less than twenty units were much less successful than those
students who cowpleted 51-60 units prior to being accepted for the Fall, 1565
semaster. There appears to be no pattern for the other groups. ‘

Flgure It Indicates the relationship betwesn the type of college from
which a student was disqualified and success in his first aomﬁster after being
admitted by the Admissions Committees, The three lsvels of higher education are
quite evident from this figure: the state university with 95 percent success,
the state college with 71 percent, and the junlor college with about 50 percent.
Sixty-eight percent of tha students were admitted after didqualification from

Los Angeles City College and this group had the lowest peircentage of success
(45 percent).
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Figure L
College From Which Readmitted Studsnt Was 16,
Disqualified Before Being Admitted
to Los Angeles City College
A = College of Blsqualification
Successful 1 Unsuccessful
B < Percent of Suzcessfuls from
each school
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Figure 5 supplements Table 3 which shows numbers of students In each
age bracket. For day-registered students, studants of two ages--18 and
25 ysars~=ware over 70 percent successful., For combined day and evening the
18 and 36=40 age brackets were over 70 parcent successfui. The students over
thirty years of age were &1 percent successful, compared to 49 parcent successful
for students aged thirty and under.

Figure 6 shows that those students who were disqualified for not completing
any college work were lass successful than thoss who complated some college work
and were subsequently disqualifted, The day~rsgistered students, deficlent
betwesn 26 and 30 grade polints, were vary unsuccessful when compared to the other
groups. Reasons for this are not apperent. There appears to be no relation~
ship between success In the first semester after disqualification and grade
point deficiency. '

Table 6 indicates the restrictions of the Admizsions Conmittee for each
student admitted. As there was no followsup at the time of enrollment, some
students did not odmply with the committee's recommendation,

Students cdmitted to the transfer curilicula with no restrictions wers
among the most successful groups, This Is to be expected because the more capable
students were admitted to this curricula by the Admissions Committee.
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Table 6

RESTRICTIONS ON STUDENTS ABMITTED AFTER

DISQUALIFICATION FALL, 1965

L0S ANGELES CiTY COLLEGE

20,

Courses  __ Day . Evening Day_and Evaning

— S u._..>s u__.3 U Totsl
Iransfer Courses

None 20 7 4 2 24 9 33

6 Units 2 2 5 8 7 10 17

9 Unlts 2 3 1 2 3 5 8

12 Units 7 1% 1 1 8 15 23

Two Courses 0 2 3 3 3 5 8

No Math. or

Science 1 2 0 1 ] 3 &
include
Psychology 3 5§ L o 0 5 Iy 9
Evening only ! 0 7z 2 8 2 10
Total 112
Yocational Courses

None 51 589 23 27 84 86 179

6 Units | 0 5 5 6 5 | R

9 Units 2 7 1 | 3 8 1]

12 Units 7 4 0 2 7 6 H

Two Courses 2 c 18 9 20 . 9 29

No Math, or

Sclence 0 i 1 2 1 3 kL

Evening only s "
ota

Peslcpated Vocational Courses
M¥one 2 2 2 0 L 2 6
6 Units o 0 2 0 2 0 2
9 Units (1] 1 o 0 0 1 |
12 Units 3 ? 0 0 3 1 4
Evening only 0 0 1 ] . A ] 2
Total 15
kot Available el S A— 2 - S J3.
Total 387
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Evening=enrolled students admitted to the evening transfer courses or

} limited to two vocational courses made up the remainder of the nogt suc=

E cessful groups. Five out of six evenfing=enrolled students and five out of

i

aeight day=enro!led students, admitied to specific vocational courses, were
| succassful., Day students resiricted to twelve units of transfer courses
E were much !ess‘successful thar any other group.
| Table 7.which compares successiul and unsuccessful students, according
to consecqt!ve semesters of nonatiendance in college prior to being accepted
by the Admilssions Cemmittee, does not suggest a pattern for predicting success.
Those students who were out of colliege nine or more semesters were the most
successful group, showing a vary high success ratio of 73 percent, Those ,
out one, three, flve, six or seven seme#ters were less than 56 percent sue-
: - cessful, Thoge students allowed to continue in college directly after baing

disqualified were slightly wore successful (54 percent) than the group as a

whole (51 percent).

Table 8 shows the types of courses In which the studsnts enrolled.
Fifty=four percent enrolled in the transfer program. Howsver, Table 7 indi-

cates only 101 students (26 gercent) were admitted to this program by the

3
i

Admissions Committee. Thus, the type of courses in which they enrolled did
not appear to have any bearing onh success.
The group of students who were allowad to continue, although classified
as unsuccassful in this s»tudy, Is shown in YTable 8 In the unsuccessful columns
 for Spring, 1966, Slightly more than one-half of the students attending each

- semester enrolicd in the transfer program,

ERIC
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TABLE 7

CONSECUTIVE SEMESTERS OF NON~ATTENDANCE N COLLEGE
IMMEDIATELY PRIOR TO FALL 1965 FOR STUDENTS
ADMITTED BY THE ADKISSIONS COMMITTEE,

LOS ANGELES CtTY COLLEGE

0 71 64 23 16 94 80 174
i 5 15 12 13 17 28 L5
2 17 12 10 9 27 2 18
3 3 6 L .5 7 1" 18
4 7 L3 6 10 10w
5 3 3 | 7 L 10 14
6 0 2 1 b ! 6 7
7 3 2 2 b 5 6 "
8 ] 2 b 3 5 5 10
9 ormore 13 8 16 3 29 " 4o

—— — s —
— — — —

A 50 percent sample of 774 students admitted to the Fall, 1965
semester,

ERIC -
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Table 9 reveals that of those students allowed to take the trensfes pro-
gram, 25 percent enrolled In the vocational program ard about ona~half of them
were successful, Also, about one-half of the transfer eligibles enrolling In
the vocational curricula were successful, A total of 241 students were re-
quired to take the two-year vocatlonal curricula, Howsver, 48 percent of these
enrolled i/ the transfer program, Those restricted to and enrolling in two~year
vocational courses were 52 percent successful. Those restricted to twovysar ¢
vocational courses, but enrolling in transfer courses wsre 48 parcent successful,

Table 10 Indicatas that about ten percent of the Fall, 1965 transfer~
successful students changed thelr cbjective to a two=ysar vocational major, while
twenty=six percent of the vocational-successful students changed to a transfer
curricula for the Spring, 1966 semester. About twenty=five percent of the Fall,
1965 transfer-unsuccessful students continued in the Spring, with one In five

changing to a vocational cbjective, About 34 percent of the vocationale
unsuccessful students continued in the Spring semaster, with about one In thres
changing to a transfer objective.

Table 11 shows ihe four categories of students resulting from an evalua-
tion by the Admissions Conmittee at the fourteenth week of the semester and at
the end of the semester for those students denie? admission at the fourteenth
week. An evaluation form (Appendix 11) is mede out In duplicate when the grades
ére ricalved; one copy is retuined with the personnel card and one copy Is glven
to the student on the following day., Twanty-four students were released from
probation although thelr final grades were not a 'C* average or better. Fifty~
seven students were continued on probation although they received a "'C" average,
probably because of the small number of mnitg taken, and/or the grade point

} average wes barely a ''C", Twenty-five successful students did not apply to

L Los Angeles City College and quite possibly some of them continued thelr education
; at snother institution.
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Table 12 makes a comparison according to units attempted for the Fall,
1965 semester. Sixty~six students completed no work. Those students (both
day and evening enrolled) who attempted eight or nine units were the only groups
to show less than 50 percent success. Two out of three students attempting three,
six, ten, eleven, twelve, and fourteen units were successful, The highest per=~
centage of aevening successfuls attempted six or less units. The highest per=
cen:age of day successfuls attempted ten or more units.

Figure 7 shows thut those siudents scoring in the lowest six duciles on
the entrance examination with one exception were legs successful than unsuccess~
ful. Those students in the top four decilies were more successful than un-
successfui., About 59 percent of the students were from the lowest four deciles,
based on the national norm,

‘ Table 13 compares the School and College Abllity Test total sccres for
students eniollad in transfer or vocational curricula. The highest mean score
was 68,23 for the transfer-successful and the lowest mean score was 53.35 for
the vocational-unsuccessful, The total mean score for ths transfer~unsuccessful
was one and one~half points hlgher than that for the vocational«successful., The
difference between the total mean SCAT score for the transfer student who was
successful and the transfer-unsuccessful is highly signiflicant., The opposite
was true for the student taking a two~year occupational curricula, that is there
Is no significant difference between the SCAT total mean s;ores for the successful
and unsuccessful. The SCAT total mean scores for comblned successful students is
signtficantly higher than the SCAT total! ma2an score for thé combined unsuccessful.
When comparing the SCAT total mean scores of the two groups of successful stu~
dents, the differance betwee- the mean score of the transfer student and the voca~ A\l
tional student is highly significant. The difference between the SCAT total mean
score for the unsuccessful=transfer and the unsuccessful~vocational Is not signifi-

cant at the five percent level. The difference betwsen the SCAT total moaﬁ




Table 11

. LOS ANGELES CITY COLLEGE

. ADMISSI08 COMMITTEE ACTIONS ON FALL, 1965 READMITTED
STUDENTS TO THE SPRING, 1966 SEMESTER

1Y

2

17

~ Released

106

57

7 5 1w

12

14

16 27

¢ont'lmed Probation
Deniled

109 1354

25

22

7

16 72

SN R AR SRR SIS SR

6

Did not Apply

L

T




Table 12

UNITS ATTEMPTED IN THE FALL, 1965 SERESTER FOR

SUCCESSFUL% AND UNSUCCESSFULW* STUDENTS
READMITTED BY THE ADISSIONS COMMITTEE
LOS ANGELES CITY GOLLEGE

Sy ety

Units Doy — Evening _Cowbingd  Sub Total
AT I WU N T | Sep—1 U —
0 o 3 0 32 0 66 66
| 0 ) 2 0 2 0 2
2 0 2 5 2 5 b 9
3 8 7 24 9 32 16 48
4 3 3 6 B 9 4 13
5 3 4 6 3 9 7 16
6 fl 8 26 9 37 17 sl
7 8 3 2 6 10 9 19
8 A 8 2 b 6 12 18
9 " 13 | b 12 17 29
10 7 A | 0 8 A 12
1 13 5 | ' 4 5 19
12 26 12 0 0 26 12 38
13 1 8 0 0 " 6 17
" 10 5 0 0 10 5 15
15 6 b ] 0 6 4 10
16 2 0 0 0 2 0 2
Total 387

e TRIMCLE I, WSRO AT ik A e

» oy -
e ok 5. P

* Completed the semester with a 2.00 or highe’ GPA
** Withdrew from school or received lass than a 2,00 GPA




Flgure 7

Percent of Students, Admitted to the Fall, 965
Semester by Admissions Commlttee, Scoring in Each
National Norm Decile, School and Collage
Ab111ty Test (SCAT) Los Angeles City College

| A1l Students
f /\ Successful « « ~ = v = =
20

15

PERCENT OF STUDENTS
—~—]

o A
7\ |
/ \ 5
/ \ - /) -
5 / B N /
I *P \\ =R, /
\ - ...“s V4
F r ~<J
! 2 3 L 5 6 7 8 9 10
SCAT DECI.E Highest

% W 36 sk 37 b 60 51 67 75

Percent Successful




Table 13 , 30.

SCHOOL ARD COLLEGE ABILITY TEST TOTAL MEAN SCORES,
STANDARD DEVIATIONS, AND SIGNIFICANT
DIFFERENCES OF MEAN TOTAL SCORES
FOR STUDENTS ADMITTED BY THE
ADMISSIONS COMMITTEE, LOS

ANGELES CITY COLLEGE

“"“'525 SCAT I Curricula Enrolled In Fall,1965
Fall, | Tota) "
 Semester Score fer  t  yocational  Combined
Mea 68.2 56.7 63.5
Standard '
Successful Deviation 19.3 3.13  19.3 20.1
Number 69 6 15
t _3.01 0.88 2.89
Mean 5803 5303 56.“
Standard
Unsuccessful Deviation 19.7 1.hz  17.8 19.1
Number N la6 117 -
Mean 63.2 55.0 60.0
Standard
Conbinad Devlation 0.1 305  18.6 19.9
Number 140 92 232

NOTE: If t Is larger than 1.96 the difference is significent at the 5 percent
level. If t 14 larger than 2.58 the difference Is significant at the
one percent level.

SCAT total scores were avallable for only 232 students of the 387 that comprised
the group.
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o YN eesss L kil ik s b

O P P S



31.

score for the unsuccessfuletransfer and the unsuccessfulevocational Is not
significant at the five percent levei. The difference between the SCAT
total mean score of the transfer student and that of the two+year terminal
student is highly significant.

Table 14 shows no significant correlation between grade peint average
for the Fall, 1965 seémester and units completed, grade point deficlency, or
semesters out of college prior to the Fall, 1965 semester. Considering
those students with a grade point average between 0.01 and 4,00, their mean
GPA was 2.19. If the thirty~five students with a 0,00 grade point average
are Included, the mean GPA becomes 1.95. Considering the sixty-six students
who withdrew with no units charged against them as failures and considering
them to have the oquivalént of a 0.00 GPA, the mean grade point average for
the entire sample drops to 1.63. The only mean difference that shows high
significance Is that between the units completed prior to the Fall, 1965
semester for the 2.00 GPA or higher and the 0.0 to 1.99 GPA. The students
that made a "' average or better in the Fall, 1965 semester completed an
average of ten more units before being readmitted than thelr counterparts
completed. The difference In mean semesters out of college Is barely signl=-
ficant at the flve percent lavel of confidence, and the difference in mean

grade point def!ciency prior to being admitted for the Fall, 1965 senester
is not significant.
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SUMMARY AND CCNCLUSJONS

Sixty=eight percent of the disqualified students Included in the
study were male. This substantiates the study by Schultz! who found
the same ratio=~two t» one~~in his study of twenty-seven eastern pubiic
Junior colleges, It was noted also that the disquallified student was from
the same general cross section of high schools that make up the freshman
class. Approximately two«thirds of the day-enrolled students were under
twenty=two years of age, compared to the aforementioned study'by Schultz
who found 82 percent In this same category. As might have been expected,
the median age for the readmitted student was almost three years older than
the regular day-snrolled freshman. A higher percentage of the disqualified
students came from four=year colleges. These dlsqua{lﬂod students had
requested admission to the 'open door' college, quite possibiy to gain
readnission to a four~ysar college. A higher psrcentage of sophomores
occurred among the readmitted students than In the ugdlar school popula~
tion,

It Is apparent from data presented (Table 5) that the chances of
success are better for a readaltied student (52 percent) than for a regular
freshman student (45 psrceat). Consldering that each readmitted student
was unsuccessful for two semesters, the committee is to be congratulated
for thelr selection of students.

Day and svening students who had completed over twenty-one units had
a much better chance of being successful than those completing less. It
is reasonable to assume that {f a student withdraws or falls classes, he
stands little chancs of being successful when resdmitted. The student who

Is one=third or more on his way toward the Assoclate in Arts degree has

! Schultz, Raymond E. "The Impact of Academic Probation and Suspension

Practices on Junior College Stddents," Juplor College Journal, 32 (January,
'962” 27".750
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completed twenty units and has known some success, Although his grads point
average has heen below a8 ''C!' for two semesters, he Is a better risk than a stu~
dent completing less than twenty units. As one might expect, a large proportion

of inbred students existed among those admitted by the Admlssions Committee. These

former Los Angeles City College students, together with other junior college stu~
dents, stand the least chance of success, Those students who showed high performance
In high school achievement &nd were readmitted from California state colleges and

} would have predicted, a very high level of success

universities had, as Brown
(Figure 4),
Although they were few in number the 18~year olds were outstanding in their
succass (Figure 5), There appears to be an abrupt change in the percentage of
successful students at thirty years of age. The students over thirty years of age
were 3] percent successful, compared to 49 percent success for those thirty and
under, Powell12 and Jourard found that immaturlty was a factor fn underachieving
students, (t may be concluded that if a student who has been disqualified from
college decides after he is thirty years of age to return, he Is probably mature
and in four chances out of five h2 will be successful. o,
Those students (Figure 6) with 0 grade point deficlancy were disqualified from
college because they withdrew for two oOr more semesters: only 33 percent of this
group were successful. It does not appear that success for readmitted students can
be predicted from the number of grade points in which they were deficlent, except as
mentioned above,
The Admissions Committee was able to select those students who were most cagable
of succeeding and gave them permission to take transfer courses with no restdictions

(Table 6).

! Brown, C., and Lofgren, P.V. 'The Nature of Some of the Di¥ficulties of

Students Failing the First Two Years of Coliege,” Joyrnal of Experimentsl Education,

2 Powell, W. James, and Jourard, Sidney H. "Some Objective Evidence of

Immaturity in Underachleving College Students," Journal of “ounseling Pgychology, * |
10 (Fat), 1963), 276-82,
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Students who had been out of college nine or mores semesters had an

outstanding record of success, It would be impossible to predict success

T g TR s =

g for the remainder from the number of semesters out of college. The notion

that a student should remain out of college one sunester before being re-~

admitted was not supported by thls study, In fact, students out one sermester
were 38 percent successful, while those allowed to continue without interrup~
tion were 54 percant successful (Table 7). MNo doubt just recelving 2 letter
notifying the student of his disqualification was enough reason for motiva-
tion,

Students mat with similar success patterns Irrespective of the type of
program for which they enrciled (Table 8). Fifty~seven students were permitted
to register for the spring semester although they were unsuccessfui.

Almost one~half of the students who were required to take vocaiional
courses enrolled In transfer programs (Table 9). This occurred because there
was no agresment on the part of the student and no enforcemsnt by the covr
mittes., The student was able to maks his own decision, sven though the come
mittes requires vocational courses, and he anrolled In those courses he felt ®
vere bestc for him, It Is not apparent that he was eny worse off 7or having
wade that docislonr. The change of objactive was apparent, as noted In
Table 10. It may be concluded that soms students, both successfu! and
untuccessful, will change from a transfar program to vocatiosnal and vice versa.

The limitations «f predicting success at the fourtesnth week were ap~
paront from Table i1, with seventeen percent of the released students not
achleving a '""C" average In their final grades. However, reloasing qualified

students to preregister for the Spring semester will assure them a selection

of classes they desire. The Evaluation Committass felt that 6& percent of the
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students should continue for a second samester, and aiother six percent
were successful but did not apply to enroli in the. Spring semester, To-
gather they reprosent 70 percent of thase students that were readmitted,
Thls figure represents a very high ievel of achlevement for these formerly
disqualifled students, it is certainily much highsr than Schultzl found in
his study of twenty-seven Junior colleges. His study showed 49 percent of
the readmnittzd disquallifiaed students were allowed to continus for a second
semester,

’ Whan comparing units attempted, the evaning enrelled student must be
cons idered scparataly. Those evening students taking over six unlts were
very unsuccessful, No doubt they were attempting too heavy a load, The
successful day students were capable and able to handle a full load.,‘Tho
Jess capable students enrolled in fewer units and were stil) unsuccessful,
Oull.yz In hig study of probatlion students also found this to be true at
Occldental Coliege. From Figure 7 it is apparstent once agaln that stu-
dents with high sptitude have the best chance of iuccess. This was also

brought: out be Culley and by Osmon>

at indlana State College. Osmon found

low Intelligence was a differential factor, In comparing students who with~
drew falling with the student body In general. The intelligence factor was
further clarified In Table 13, which compares transfer &nd vocational currle
cula, The transfer-successful students had tha highest mean score. The
differences between thls score and the mean‘seores of the successful-
vocational and the unsuccessful~-transfer students were both highly significant,
This seems to suggest that success In the transfer curricula mey be pre-

IM.Po.G

2 Cullgy, Benjamin H. 'An Evaluation of a Program of Disquallficai.ion
in a Small Liberal Arts Colliege." Unpublished Doctor's Dissertation, Univer-
sity of Southern Californla, 1919,

g; 3cemon, William R. '"The Personality Patterns of Falling Freshmen,

Indlana State College 1961=62," The Tanchars. Colleqe Journal. 35 (November,
1963). 61=65.
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dicted within reason from an achlievament taest, Thls same prediction Is
not true for the vocational student,

The low correlation coeffliclent betwesn grade point average and units
completed, grade point deficlency, and semesters out of college prior to the
Fall, 1965 semester are not Indicative of predictive validity, ilowever,
the difference betwaen units completed for the C or better student and units
completed for the student having a grade point average between 0,01 and 1,99
Is highly significant,

RECOMMENDAT 10NS
The findings of the study showed that the previously disqualified stu~
dent achieved at a higher level than the day enrolled frashwan snd did not

dilute the academic level of the student body. Therefors, the writer re-

comnends the ‘open door' should revolve for thoce students mesting readmis-
sfion requirements, More specifically, a consideration of the following Is
recommended :

1. The selection of readmitted students should be based on an indivi=
dual asppraisal of the qualifications 4f each studoent seeking readmission,

There is no evidence that any satisfactory set of rules can be formu-
lated to determine eligibiilty but, rathesr, a comprehensive evaluation of
the student, Lis background, and his cbjectives is required,

2, Those studentz, both day snd evening, who complieted over twenty
units befors baing disqualified should be gliven special consideration,

if a student has not completed about twenty semester units in college
before beling disqualifiad, he has only a 38 percent chance of being success-
ful, compared to 63 percent success for those taking over twenty units,

3. Students seeking readmission after having attended, in regular

session, a California state college or university, should be considered

acceptable. 3
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Thres out of four students having previous attendance at a Call-
fornia state college or unlversity were successful.
b, Students over thirty years of age and/or out of college for nine
or mre' senesters, and mesting other quallifications should be readmitted,
Students over thirty years of age ware successful in four cases out of
five, as were threae out of four studsnts out of college nine or more semesters.
5, Readmitted evenling enrolled students should be Vimited to six
units; day enrolled students should bs alloved to enroll In a full program,

up to sixteen units,

The evidenca shown In Table 12 clearly supports tiecl.:':;:omendatlon.

6. Students in the top declle on the School and/Abiiity Test should
be considered a good risk.

Students whose total score on the SCAT was 92 or more were success=
ful in thres out of four cases.

7. An acceptable student whose SCAT total score is low should be
encouraged not to teke a transfer curriculum In his first smester after
being readmitted.

Resuits shown in Table 13 Indicate the SCAT total score as a possible
predictor for success in the transfer curriculum,

8., Students should not be required to remaln out of college for one
semester to astablish eligibllity,

The evidence doss not Indiczte that students who remained out of col~
lege from one to four semesters di< zny better than those continulng with-
out Interruption. No doubt tha vory tramtlgcloxperlonco of beling dis~
qualified is sufficlent, If success Is to be achievad at all.

9, Students otherwis: qualifiod for readmission should not be denied

solely because of thelr previous grade point deficiency.
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39.

There Is no evidence to support a relationship between grade point
defliclency and success after rsadnission.

10, Students admitted with restrictions Impesed by the Admissions
Comnittes should not be parmitted to daviate from these restrictions withe

out an approval,

After the comittes evaluates an expository lstter, SCAT test scores,
and on application for readmission, those accepiable students whose objec=
tive is also acceptable ;hould be sent a letter to this effect, A signed
copy should be returnad before the student Is sent an acceptance. Those

students (242 In the Pall, 1965 semaster) accsptable with restrictions on

their major or objective, should be called before a counselor to arrive at
a selection of courses acceptable to th‘ student and the committee. The

committes can then retain a signed copy of the agresment for its files.







LEFUIIR &
10S ANGELSS. CITY COLLEGE
ADMISSIONS COMMITTEE
DATE
NAME
(Last) (FITst) (T5ddTe)
ADDRESS Phone

~otrect and Number Zone

The Faculty Admissions Committee has reviewed the record (s) of this

student and in accordance with the policy of the College recommends as
indicated by check {s):

1., The Committee finds no basis upon which it can justify recom~
mendation for approval of the application., Appliccnt is
advised to attend adult or extension schools and attain A or
B grades before reapplying.

2, The Committee recommends admission on probation without limita-
tion of the number of uniis or subjects that the student may take,

3. Before making any recommendation the commiltees requires a written
statement by mail from the applicant outlining causes for pre-
vious deficiencies, coursesr since taken to correct such defie
ciencies, and statement of educational and occupational objective
ir. the event applicant is admitted to this college.

4. The Committee recommends admission on probation subject to

linitation (s) as follcwg: 5

a, Study list limited to a maximum of units.

e

¢. Study list must include all of the following subjects:
(Other subjects may be taken at student’s discretion).

d. Assigned to (counselor) who will super-
vise the following conditions:

@, REMARKS:

Signacure of Student

b, Study list limited to a selection fro-;the”following subjects:
f
|

Signature of Committee ilember




APPENDIX IX
LOS ANGEIES CITY COLLEGE
ADIIXSSIONS COMMITTER

January 1966

Dear

Ths /dmissions Commitiee has reviewed your current grades
and has made the following decision:

Registration for Spring 1966 is approved.
Progr:sm advisement is available in the
Counseling Center if desired,

— Registration for Spring 1966 is conditionally
approved and your status will be "contimmed
probauiont, We recommend consulting with a
counselor in selecting your courses for
next semester,

at this time, If upon receipt of your final
grades (post cards which you would provide for
each instructor) there is an improvement in
your grades, you may bring the post cards in the
Counseling Center for review of your standing.

E] Registration for Spring 1966 semester is denled

Grades required for classes dropped after the
5th week,

Make an appointment with a counselor as more
information is needed before a decision can be
reached.

Admissions Comnmittee




