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ABSTRACT

An experimental program of 24 hour parietals was
implemented in 17 residential colleges in the fall of 1968. A
questionnaire on residential life was sent to 4000 resident students.
The study includes four tables regarding 24 hour parietals by
comparing: (1) male-female problems; (2) differences among classes;
(3) sex and class year; and (4) hall and suite living. Also contained
are four more charts reflecting responses to the question: "Should
parietals be continued?". These charts compare: (1) male-female
responses; (2) class differences; (3) sex and class year responses;
and (4) male and female hall, suite and coed living arrangements.
Some results of the survey are: (1) female students experience more
problems than male students with open visitation; (2) differences
exist among classes; (3) differences exist among female classes; (4)
students in coed housing have more problems with hall arrangements
than with suites; (5) more females than males feel parietals should
be continued, and (6) more seniors oppose open visitation than any
other class. (Author/MC)
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A Survey of Student Response

‘ to 24 Hour Parietals
Gail Durm Scott T. Rickerd
Pezidential Ccunseior Acting Vice President

SUNY, Stony Prc ,ok for Student Affairs
SUNY, Stony Brook

"Rules meke decision easy
but rc¢b it of wisdon."

Henry M. Wriston, Academic Procession

As institutions of higher education begin a new decade, the interaction of
disillusionment, which has characterized student-faculty-administrative relation-
shipe on many campuses, will likely continue unless institutional policies and
praciices are subjected to continuous critical examination. This is likely to

cour whethar we fecus on the role of the University, relevance of the curriculum
or the reasonablenzss of residential rules. Student demands for increased freadom
znd privacy in residential Iiving arrangements reises several fundamental policy
wesilons: Vhat are the necessary and apopropriate ruies for a given institution?
what is the institutional educational philosophy regarding control of studant be-

~

hsvior?™ What is the role and respensibility of residence hall staff? Because

it is Gifficult, if not Impossible, to turn the clock back again once students are
£ ‘/j.l > 1.3
granted increaszd fresdosn, the preceding questions, as well as others, deserve care—

ful attenticn before an institution ewbarks on a program of open visitation.
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METIOD '

The State University of New Yori at Stony Brook implemented an experinantal
program of 24 hour parietals in the fall of 1968. h hall wi ‘11 n the twenty-to
residential colleges (200-1400 students per college) established visiting hours up
. to 24 hours in the fall sasester after 'vcc:,ptancg by two-thirds of the hall resi-
cerits voting by secret ballot. Individuazl rocms or suites could 1imit hours but

could not increase visiting hours beyond the hall hours. The sevanteen residentic

colleges included the following nuebers and veriations of housing arrangeinsnts:

Ne. " Type of Resider tial Unit Students

Iy Male Hall (Comed 1.Gon) 465
y. Fewale Hall (Corridor) 256
1 Co=d (Alternate floor 219
1 Cozd (Alternate suite) 21
5 Male Suitcs 310
u Female Suites 362
17 1633
After one scirester Opeh lion with 24 hour parietals, a qu estiomaire on resis
dential 1ife was sent 1o U000 residence studerits. A total of 16233 studerts returnad

the survey, 200 mxles and 733 Femmles. The students were asked whether tuenty-four
hour parietals caused any proo blems and vhziher opzn visitaticn should be contimed.

Cid. souave anglysis was uscd TO COMpars responsas by SeX, class year and Ty




& Tabie 1 shows the numher of rale and female residents who experienced difficulties
with open visitation. Female students ex erienced significantly more problems than mede
studayits,

TABLE 1

Comparison of Mule-Female Probleis with 2L Eour Parietals

Number having % of total Total nurber % of survey group
problens problem group in survey having problems

Male 80 29.7 300 8.9 =

Female 189 70.3 731 95.9 &

In Table 2, problems with 24 houn parictals are compared by class year. Juniors
expericnced the most problesns followed by seniors » freshmen and sophomores.  No signifs.--
cant differences were found arong classes,

TABLE 2

Comparison of Problems with 24 Papictals by Cless Yeer

L0

Nuber» having % of total Total nmusber % of survey group
probles

problem group in swvey having problems

Senior 37 13.9 214 17.3

Jurp.onp 6u 2L.0 337

19.0

Scoiph 71 26.6 436 14.6

Frosh g5 35.6 587 16.2

.......

; Teble 2 provides a corparison by sex and class year. Male Jjuniors had significantly
- More problems then other male classes. No significant differences were found among female
classes,




i ) . Nuzber having % of total Totel number % of survey group
SR " problens _ ~ problem group - in survey - having vechblems

Male Sr. 8 3.0 | 99 e
Female Sr. 29 - , 1.9 0. 115 25,2

Hale Jr. .22 8.2 | 169 ' | 13.9 =

[ Femzle Jr. Y2 o .‘ .. 15,7 o 167 25.1,

~ Male Soph 19 S 7.1 285 6.7 -

Fenade Soph 52 . 19.5 - 200 . 5.9

Made Frosh 31 o 11.5 B o3 | 3.0

Fewzle Frosh 64 24.0 2uYy 26,2

———- i w . —

pc. 05

Hall and Suite living arvrangements arc corpared in Table ll There were no signifi-
- eant dirferences with woren or men in hall or suiie accom: Ou-’lLlCuI.. . Students in cozd
housing had significantly more preblens with hall arvangessnts than with suites.

TABLE

- —-

Nusber having % of total Total nunber % of survey groun
problans problem gooup “in survey | haw ng problens
Male Hall 43 : 15.6 465 8.9
Malie Suite 2 8.9 310 7.7
Female Hall 77 28.9 258 ' 30.0
Yemale Suite 73 28.9 _ 351 . 2.2
Coad Hall L5 ' - 17.1 219 21.0 °
- Coed Suite . 1 | A 21 . Iy,8 %
- 05 |

D
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Tables 5 througn & provids informnation on the question, "Should parietals be con-
tinued?" Table 5 shows that significantly more females t‘kn males felt parietals should
3 2

not be contirmued., OF the 1632 students responding to the 'survey, 118 or 7.2 percent,
felt parietals should not be corrt tinued,

~

TABLE §
. Comparison of Male-T'emale response to "Should parietals be continued?!
Number re- % of growp Total nmuaber % of total surwvey
sponding "no' responiding "no" in survey responding "no"
Male 35 ' 29.7 _ 900 3.9 *

S

Forale 82 70.3 S E7) 115

eniors indicated the most oy,woit'?o ‘to continuing 24 hour parictals as shown in i
Teble 6. Seniors diffeved significantly from freshidn end sopharores in whether to con-

{ tinue open visiletion., A 31gﬂ.1f icent difiercence was found bealween scniors and the fresh-
g nen-sophoiore classes,
TABLE 6
Comparison by Class to "Should parietals be continued?" i
= ' Number re- % of group Total nunbe % of total survey
- sponding "no" responding "no" in survey respondiniz "no"
. - e e ]
Sersion 24 20.5 ‘ 215 . ' ‘11,1 =
\.TL)‘;..\ ~ 29 . 21;08 ' 337 806
Soph 29 . 24.8 486 _ 5.6 #
Frosh 25 29.9 587 5.9 %
' °"~p( 05
Teble 7.shoss the sox end class respohise 1o the question of continuing open visi-
ation, Fenale seniors were the most vocal group in opposing 24 hour parietals, while
male juniors were the rost opposed male group. There was no significent difference with-
N 1 male or fenale classes.,
B
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- Female Soph

Comparison by Class

-— o m——

26Dl |/

Sex to "Should parietals be comtinusd?"

Numbzr re-
sponding "no"

% of group

responding "no

Total muirber

% of total supvey
in survey

responding "no"

Mzle Sr, 5
Female Sr, 19
Male Jr. 11 _
Female Jr. iS ' -
Male S0p}-1 6

23

Male Frosh 13

Yemale Frosh 22

c 99 5.1

116 16.4
169 . 6.5
167 10.8
2.1
201 11.4
343 3.8

244 9.0

able & compares male and
hzile represented the mest oppQ
significant differences bcmf
guites. Coed halls en:*.ou_-'zz_e-.-m\-

Conparison by

fermale hall, suite and coed 13vi g arvangirents., renale
si‘:‘ on followed closely by coed halls. There ere
male hells and male suites or female halls and female

significently more m “uulur.‘_, then cozd suites.

TABLE 8

]

SO a.nd resicential arrangersznt

to "ohou Lu ﬁar'loia"s be corrtinue C!')"

Nugber re-
sponding "no"

— ———

% of grouwp Total yamber =~ % of total survey
responding "no" in swrvey responding "no"

Male Hall 20

16.9 4GS 4.3

| 3.2
i2.1
g,é'
11.0 *.

0.0




DISCUSSION

The results of the survey, which indicate no significant differences among fe-
male classes, suggest that freshmen women may be as able 10 handle the additional
freedom of open visitation as other female classes, although many institutions con-
tinue the traditional practice of stric:tcr' regulations for freshmen women. If housing
arrangements provide a sufficient mix of freshmen with other classes, then the presence
of appropriate upparclass role models may provide the necessary peer group assistance
in the freshman year.

The data suggests that women have more problems with 24 hour parietals than men.
Our social structure, with its double standards for men and women, may provide some
explanation for the differcnces. Women are taught to have a greater need for privacy,
to look one's best in male company end to be appropriately dressed when in the presence
of men. Privacy is minimel in doxmitory living when residences are open 24 hours a
day. With men coming and going and free to drop in at any time , the female cannot
always look her best (rollers, make-up lacking, etc.) nor can she be appropriately
attired at all times, even though acceptable dress on many campuses may simply bea
blue jeans and over-sized sweat shirts. In brief, open visitation changes the tra-
ditional residential life style of both sexes. Although all classes experienced some
problems, it's douwbtful whether more restricted visitation would have decreased inter-
personal problews associated with group living. Even though 26 percent of the women
and 9 percent of the men experienced scine problems with parietals, support for con-

tinuing the open visitation averaged over 90 percert (89% for women and 96% for men).




The results indicate that corridor or hall living gives rise to more problems
than suite living. The needs of both scxes for increased freedom and privacy appear
to “e more inhibited by traditional army "barracks-style" housing with communal bath
and rest room facilities in contrast to self-contained apartment-like living of stu-
dents suites. Institutions need to examine the advisability of constructing conven-
tional housing in view of changing student life styles. The critical importance cf
constructing residential facilities which are responsive to the needs of present and
future generations of students is obvious. Unfor tunately, few institutions have
systematically examined the costs and advantages, both economic and educational, of
various architectural styles and groupings of stulents. Noteworthy research on the
relationship between architectural arrangements and patterns of student association
is lacking. 3 However, numerous studies have documented the importance of the sub-
culture on student development.

The additional freodom of open visitation creates new problems and potential
conflict between roomates of a different magnitude than the age-old problem of
meshing sleep and study schedules. The old rules of the gamne which governed relations
betvieen the sexes take on an antique quality in the context of open visitation. New
variations of interpersonal conflicts ostensibly controlled by external constraints
of the past require a new response on the part of residential staff. Staff roles
and responsibilities need to be clearly defined so that students who need advice and

counsel will feel free to discuss problems openly without fear of disciplinary

action. Dual responsibility for counseling and control embodied in the traditional




residence hall director ig a Questionable staff model. An increasing number of
students appear to be confused and threatened by the all-purpose residence director.
In order to minimize role ambiguities and maximize the responsiveness of resi-
;
dence staff to the problems of residence students, the Residence Hall Dirvector was
functionally divided into manager and counseling staff. Violations of residence }
regulations, such as the misuse of guest privileges, were handled as a landlord
matter by the manager. Live-in counselors were available to assist students in re-
' solving interpersonal conflicts of group living. The manager-counselor-advisor
concept 1s now considerad a workable staffing model and has been extended to neiw
residential units. %
In the final analysis, research and study of residential rules, staff roles
and educational goals must be conducted in the context of a particular institutional
setting and philosophy. This study has attempled to raise some questions and suggest

a possible response to the problems created by student demands for increasing freedom

and privacy in residence.
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