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meaningful items for the sample of 322 students. Thirty-eight of the original

160 items were used to compare the groups on four environmental dimensions.

Factor scores were then used with two way analysis of variance to compare the

groups. Sex aifferences were found on the community and awareness scales and
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MEXICAN AMERICAN AND ANGLO PERCEPTIONS

OF A UNIVERSITY ENVIRONMENT

Wayne R. Murray Timothy J. Pettibone
Dallas Independent School District New Mexico State University

Objective

The objective of the study was to compare the perceptions of the University of
Texas at El Paso (U.T. El Paso) environment by full-time unmarried undergraduate
Mexican American students with the perceptions of full-time unmarried undergraduate
Anglo students.

Methods

The College and University Environment Scales (CUES) was designed to establish
profiles for colleges or universities on the environmental dimensions community, scholar-
ship, propriety, awareness, and practicality. Using the CUES responses from
a sample of students, institutions receive a score for each dimension. The
scores can then be compared with other institutions. Since the present
study involved within institutional comparisons with the student as the
unit of measure it was deemed necessary to refactor the instrument for the
U.T. El Paso sample in order to maintain construct validity. Items which
failed to correlate with a semantically meaningful factor at least at the
0.40 level were deleted from the 160 item questionnaire. In the second
part of the scoring procedure factor scores were obtained for each subject
based on the items retained during the factor analysis. The factor scores
were obtained for each subject based on the items retained during the factor
analysis. The factor scores were then used as dependent variables in a two-way
(ethnicity by sex) analysis of variance for each dependent variable. The
probability of a type one error was set at approximately 0.05 for testing the
hypotheses of equal means for the groups, Mexican Americans and Anglos.

Data Source

A stratified nonproportional random sample of*480 full-time unmarried under-
graduate students was selected from the U.T. El Paso student body. Nearly seventy
percent of the sample responded to a telephone request and participated in the
study by completing the 160 items CUES. Approximately fifty percent of the sample
were Anglos. Also, males and females were approximately equally represented in
the sample. U.T. El Paso, located on the United States-Mexican border, has a

student body which consists of approximately thirty-five percent Mexican Americans-
the largest percentage of Mexican Americans in any four-year school in the
United States.

Results

Factor anaytic scoring procedure. The first result of the factor analytic scoring
procedure was that the instrument appeared to measure four rather than five dimensions
of the U.T. El Paso environment. No practicality factor appeared to be present for the
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U.T. El Paso s...odents using the CUES. Therefore, the dimensions community,
scholarship, propriety, and awareness were used as dependent measure for the
study. Thirty-eight of the original 160 items were retained for the comparison
of the grours. All eight new community items and all ten new scholarship items
were originally classified as community and scholarship items. One of the
ten new propriety items come fro:a the practicality scale and one came from
the community scale. Two of the ten new awareness items came from the community
scale and one came from the scholarship scale. All retained items were semantically
meaningful on their new factors. Reliability coefficients based on Cronbach's
alpha v.ere computed for the factors obtained in the scoring procedure. The
reliability coefficients were respectively 0.58, 0.65, 0.60, and 0.61 for the
community, scholarship, propriety, and awareness factors.

Hypothesis testing. The results of the two-way analysis of variance were:
(1) while not statistically significant men tended to score higher on the
community scale than women; (2) Anglos scored significantly higher on the

scholarship dimension than Mexican Americans; (3) neither sex nor ethnicity
differences were observed on the propriety scale; and (4) males scored significantly
higher on the awareness factor than women. Since two of the three differences
observed for the sample showed sex differences or trends toward sex differences
and only one dependent variable (scholarship) showed an ethnicity difference
it was concluded that an individual's sex played a greater role in influencing
environmental perceptions than his ethnicity. While a comprehensive comparison
of the academic performance of Anglos and Mexican Americans has not been completed
at U.T. El Paso, pilot studies indicate that Mexican American students achieve
at approximately the same level in English and History as Anglos and somewhat
lower than Anglos in mathematics and science. While it was felt that academic
achievement was related to perceptions of the scholastic environment'no attempt
was made to imply a causal relationship between the two contructs.

Educational Importance of the Study-Conclusions

Based on the; findings of the study it was concluded that: (1) construct
validity can be maintained by using factor analysis in the scoring procedure for
standardized instruments; (2) with the exception of the scholarship scale Mexican
American students' perceptions of the U.T. El Paso environment differ little
from Anglo students' environmental perceptions; and (3) female students at
U.T. El Paso view the university environment as a less friendly and congenial
place than male students. Also, men see the environment as fostering greater
political and aesthetic awareness than women.
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