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# .
" A STUDY OF REVERSE TRANSFER STUDENTS AT SEMINOLE JUNIOR'
- — . COLLEGE AND-VALENCGIA COMMUNITY COLLEGE N
(A PRACTICUM REPORT) T
Introduction “

Heretofore muéh.atte‘ntion'at the communii:y college level has been

d-élggt,éQz,tQ students who transfer-from a communijty college to a four-year college
lgézﬁgi’\i@ﬂty, while little attention:-has been g’iijen!tdthés,e students who- transfer _ -

igéztg?mééj; the needs of all its constituents, it must respond to those special

. neéds-and interests of the rg-versé'transfer student (RTS). The éssence of the

transfer student in the two dommuhity colleges serving the greater Orlando.

metropolitan area. This sfudy. wag made by administering and analyzing the-
'r,é'sftjlts;—zéf a surve,‘y' questionnaire to reverse transfer students at Seminole Igﬁf@ﬁ;,
‘Gollege -and Valencia Community ,C\ollege duririg Session I —(Septemberebe'ceﬁjbéf)é
of the 1973-74 academic year.

. ™~
The heart of this inquiry was whether there is a significant difference in:

the-academic performance, as measured by grade :po:mt average (GPA), of the

,réjv,ei's:é transfer student at the community college compared with the four-year

collé’ge— or university. Is there a commonality among the reasons offefed by

reverse transfer students for ffansferring from a fer-y'ea\r institutigh toa -

community college ? Is there a commonality of demographic éhgra'cteristics




. Background and Sigmﬁcance

which might explain any difference in academic performance between the four-
;

. year institution.and the community college ? Is there a; commonality in the

-‘perceptions of reverse transfer students with regard to the difference in their
\

academic performance at the four-year institution and at the community college ?

_ (To:,what extent do the differences vary betwéen community colleges in the same

-

metropolitan area ?

w1th the implementation of Florida's Master Plan for community colleges=—=

3
N

providing for a community Gollege within-commuting distance-of every student in:

L L ) RN A
the::state-~the number of students transferring- from four-year colleges and:
ainiversities to the communtty college has rapidly increased. However, muchof

‘the: focus of student personnel servicés within community colleges is on those

students who-enroll in 3 community college and-transfer to a four-year mstitution.
Very-little attention is paid to those students who first enroll ‘in,a—‘fOuréyeaj-l’

institution and later transfer to the community college. This :phenomenon is

-especially reflected in the paucity of literature on the reverse transfer student

For-example, Patricia Cross's excellent comparative study (1968) of high school
-graduates, community college students and tour'-year college studentsf doés\ not
consider the reverse tranrsfer student.

Studies on reverse transfer students generally date from 1966 and place °

an-emphasis on- reasons for their academic difficulty at the four-year instifution.

These studies were reviewed by Preus and Swaim (1974) and_re_ported as follows.

In Winstead's study (1566) of 191 economically, socially and educationally




disadvantaged sfudents in two California community colleges, a majority indicated
t'he’iti main problem was making suitable ac;ademic édjustment at the four-year
institgtionx. The results of a study by Muck and Undem (1966) éhowed that of the
reverse transfer students entering E1 Camino _(Calif'ornia) College on acade,mici‘ |
prgbgti'on, over 70 percent were removed'ffqm that status at the end of the probation
period,. Meadows and Ingle's study (1968) revealed that reverse t,ransferStUéi;ents

are-equal or superior to native freshman students w.th respect to their grade=point

averages. Swaim's study (1972) of 323 "low-grade" reverse transfer students at

‘Southern Baptist College (Arkansas) from 1.960-70 revealed a significant change from

in-pre~transfer GPA of 1.14 to a post-transfer GPA of 2.24. Carter and:

‘Schultz (1971) reported that of the 121 réversé transfer students who left Florida
-t ) / T
" :State-University in academic difficulty (48 percent below 2.00; A = 4.00)5—7

74:percent in their second enrollment attained a GPA of 2.00. Preus andSwaim

:Q,bn'gigded,from the above studies that a lack of sufficient scholastic ability-was.

-

-not-the primary reason&for, the-academic failure of the reverse transfer student. at

the-four-year college, and that the community. college has an important salvé’c_‘j’,ej ]
function in providing these students a second opportunity for higher education.

Other studies revealed that academic difficulgy is but one of many b

)
1

pb,t?ritial reasons four-year students transfer to the community college. Studies.
such as Trent and Medsker's (1968) suggest th\at the qnviromﬁent and operations
of the college have more to do with individuals withdréwing from the four-year

institution than does academic performance. Studies by Panos and Astin ('156—7—)2

and Cope ard Hewitt (1969) suggest that individual personal characteristics

arising from social, emotional, economic and academic factors are also causes




~ for a student's decision to withdraw.
In a recent study of reverse transfer students in Iowa, Kuznik et. al. (1974)
sugges,t ‘that in addition to academic failure 'and financial cost, the lack of
p,etsQﬁaIization at the fou.r—year institutiorn is a factor in an individual's Vtrans,f’eg:

to-the-community college. In a survey of 315 Iowa revefgé transfer students who

ranked-above the mean of community college students on the national ACT

examination (1970), 61 percent reported they were more satisfied with the community
- —- A
college than the four-year college. Instructors at the community college, as

:compared: with instructors at.the four-year —cgllegé,, were perceived to-encourage:

:personal interest in students, to like their students more; to encourage greater

student participation: in the classroom, to/ keep-students jnformed -of what-was: -
' " -~ 3

- .expected-of them, to keep track of ;studeryts' daily proaress and current a\sélgm’ngnjs,
tobe:more willing to help students with diffictilt questions, and to be betterin:

Sstimulating thinking among students.

The- nﬁmber of students ti'arisferring—'fro‘m the four-year institution to the

S—%/‘é_;)m'murﬁty college is dramatically increasing. Kuznik et. al. report that the .
{éi:f‘"\l ,

iilliﬁéi"s;Cogncil on Articulation found.that in 1970, community colleges were

receiving as many transfers from the four-year colleges and universities as ‘they
e . N ) - -
¥ \ 3

sent. Such a trend.is of great importance for student personnel services and -the-

academic program at the community college. Some suggest that there is no

significant difference between the reverse transfer étgdents and those who initially

e’ni'oll at the community college. Others feel that in the reverse transfer student

i

‘the community college has a new client constituency with s;')ec_i\al needs to be




the inherent problems of articulation between the four-year ihstitutions and the

:‘Community College{-—in tize;g;g:ater Orlando metropolitan area during SessionT,

toward:making  recommendations- for the

:programs -at these institutions to-meet the needs of the reverse transfér-student..

at:the-community college compared with the four-year institution. It was:

%niﬁgt;hejjsized that theré is a commonality afhong the reasons offered by reverse
S ) - \ = ! . 7 o

eggfgg’ffgi;fs‘tuder;ts for transferring from the four-year institution to the community-

cgﬂégéand that Eherg is a commonality among the demographic characteristics-of

served, Their increased numbers, the challenge of meeting their special needs,

community colleges, and the paucity of literature on these concerns are feasbns’
e . ’

-why a formal inquiry gmil_‘,t;he‘ CQ‘mpiling of current data on the reverse transfer

—— =
. H

student are important at this time.
The study reported herein is based on a survey of reverse transfer students:

gnijgi:;édiat,twb community c‘:Qlle'ggs——Seminole Junior qulége and Valencia

-

1973=74. The results*i"from the survey Y,er,e studied-and analyzed. with a;:vginggg

ha)

future planning and ‘development of

_ ) J ‘\\\. :A e — = =,
It was hypothesized that there is a significant improvement in thé:academic

;Qe,ifiif@hfénce,, as —measuré’d by grade point average, of the reverse —tx;an\sfe’r student

e

[ -

1

. = . * !
reverse transfer students, and their perceptions with regard to the g_ifferéngg—iiﬁ:
T ) . ’ 3
their:performance at both institutions, Finally, it was hypothesized that there
. i y

i

would be no significant differences between reverse transfer students at Seminole:

Junior-College and Valencia Community College.
- \ ’ w
. ) \ 7
Valencia Community College's Data Processing Center generated a lis’




6-

of all- reVL.rse transrc_r students after the add and- drap perxod durmg Session I, ‘

- s —
+

1}9’7:35—74}, This screcning process generated a hst of 460 reverse transfer student°

- == -

e N
atValencia Communitv -College durrng SessionI. Seminole Junior College

\
S m— e

Furmshed a list of 318 reverse transfer students for a combined sample size-of 778

l
J

A-survey questionnaire of fifty=two items. aimed at obta'[ini‘ng,demog'rgphtc:,f

academic-and perceptual data.on the reverse transf.r student was developed:in: 4

‘cooperation with Nova ‘Uni'versity. The questionnaire; rarcoded%answ'e'r Sheetfor
I A
eachinstitution, and a cover letter were-mailed to all Teverse trans"f‘er stude ats:

/'

\‘0\
1WA
(D"

1y . B
dzon: ‘March 18:to: remalniflg reverse transfer- studer}ts whohad:not B

ither: questionnaire. Al response sheets-were:- re/turned to-RTS" Survey, o

&

oﬁiﬁmnit’yColfégez;, :!Teﬁéz—nuﬁibéréof—respondgnt'slitp%thﬁefqge’sttonngire%

162 or 50.9:percent for-Seminole Junior: College -and:-a combined total

} —_— = ",,7, — - _ = > _ _ _ — — - _— - ES

R <

-

mark-sense cards usmg\an electrographic pencil. The IBM -cards were ‘m 11’ej5

ey

to Nova Un1versrty, wh1ch provided a computer printout of the results-that

_4ncluded:a numerical tabulation-of the optionresponses for each of'thef—qlieﬂi@ﬁf}é;ii’é:
_ . stems; @ percentage for-each response frequency, the mean response t}) each
item:.-and a matrix correlation-of all ‘!.’—i'fty-’-twogttems .

The data were arranged and. reported according. to the following areas-of

1nterest. demographic factors of reverse transfer students; demogxaphic .




. 7 ‘ "
. r

- -academic —and perceptual factors concje_rnind the four-year institution attended;

fdemo'gra'phi'c' academic and perceptual£ factors concerning Valencia Communltyf

=
o .-

College -and- Semrnole Iunror College, -and pelceptual comparisons of the four=

. year-andithe two-year experiences. The -data were reported 3% rndependent totals

* 5
” -

i éfor;fgemlgnol‘e,, Valendia, ai’id'—gbmblnedétotals for botb institutions. 'Compar—is'on's:
were malde between- the responses -of reverse X gtudezits at-Seminole and

<

%\lglfejngl'a'——. The report was summarlzed by detailing the typrcal réverse transfer'
vf —“""f * f
,:':S,tudéfit:ét Valencia-C ommuhity'szl,lege -and Seminole Junior College.

i/ . 3

%

%Presentation and Analysis _of Data:

Three-hundred:a nlitwentv-elgbt {328)-Seminole Junior College-and-
‘ialencia:Community-College stusents represent the-total sample of the reverse

, , r 7
transfersst udents ‘who: returned the questronnaire . 'l.‘?h'éj::coﬁibine'diibr"ea,kdownecjf

;Z\jjqpfaximate'ly—:half: (534 percent) of the respondents are married {Item-4.,.

and-54. 6 percent have no-children-(Item 5., ‘Table:2). Nearly forty-per

;;percent) are single an% .3 percent are d1vorced separated or-widov 'edf

:Flfty =three (53 0) percent of the reverse transfer students are head -of the

household (Item 3).
j;z;i‘ S L

s

flS e Aopenmx "2 for statistics not shown in talgle form.




i TABLE 1

! \ ITEM %
; -
MARITAL STATUS OF TWO-YEAR STUDENTS

-
{Marifat Single Married Divorced: |  Wldowed
Status ~ B Separated o

Seminole | 32.1%- 59.3% R 1 3.1%

Valencia | 46.4% 47,65 . 5:4% 0.6%

Condbined | 3973% 53:4% 525 2% |-

. / % TABLEZ

TENS:

. -TWO-YEAR:COLLEGE STUDENTS-WITH CHILDREN:

“Valencia-

—— 1 =:
Combined :?5;619— N3 7 8

¢ transportation is-not-available-to- ertﬁer ‘Seminole-or Valencia;. -and:

AN -

ult n1nety percent (89 79 percent) of the reverse tran’sfer -Students -commute

s
Lowa =7 A

- £6:the .cam puses by personal -car. or- truck wrth 4 3 percent indicating: that they

o *
*

oers of -a-car pool.. Since ‘both colleges are located outside Et—he;inne;

1
-
o
[=]
ol
=]
‘U'

¢ity;,. almost no students walk (0 9.percent). Motorcycle- and: business- vehicl'ess

‘

:maké up-most of the remarnrng modes of transportatron (Item: 23, Table 3).

»

- ';i‘}he completed Master Plan. for-community coueges in-Florida has- placed
& college within commuting distarice of 99.0 percent of the population. As-&
s - // -

Tesult, 95.4 percent of the students are legal residents. of the state (Item 6).




9
:Since Florida is a leading state for tourism, it was surprising to discover that
ﬁ;;ﬂ;g@g;f’—(qs—;z percent) of the reverse transfer students have ‘been residents:

of the:state for’—ten'yéars\’qr more (Item'7, Talq’le 4),

P

rd

~ ' TABLE 3
. : ITEM 23 °

-MAIN SOURCE OF TRANSPORTATION-AT TWO-YEAR COLLEGE

“Pereonal Car | Car Coltoge “Public
Transportation | Walking or-Truck- ;Po’o\l Transportation |“Transportation |Bicycle

1 Eu}h{pqa:

Seminole 1.9 90:1% | :9% 0 0 0:6%

S

Wilencia 0 ST T I F A 0 0i6% “o

Combirid” 0:9% 89:9% J|aam o ' 0:3% 0:3%

- - - TABLEY - e
- . -
S N L o -
ITEM:7 I

" - LENGTH OF-TIME-TWO:-YEAR-STUDENTS WERE RESIDENTS OF FLORIDA:

-Valencia-

Combined

{

i - . . o A o -
In-the majority (73.5 percent)-of ‘instances., the RTSs -entered the four=

51lege/university prior to age twenty=one (Item 10 Table 5). Of those

fourths: (76. 2 percent) of the students: attended%—pubiic;eas;Qppdéé,d'ztaf/privét’éjf;
B * A i

four=year colleges/universities (Item 11, Table 6)- J s

!

ERIC 7 ' S

S A et Provided by ERIC * o
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-‘when:they first entered the chmunity/junior colleges, however, rf’or thg/:m,o;s,t
part {247 percent) fell between nineteen and twenty. Only 1.5 percex;[t entered:

the-two=year college at-age seventeen-or less (Item 9, Table 8)-.

. -

"

.1,0 N ,
o
r/'rAm..Es ) .
I5FM 10 ) -
AGE AT-ENTRANCE TO FOUR-YEAR COLLEGE/UNIVERSITY !
17 or - 50 or
Age  [bvetow 118 h9-20- [21-24 | 25-29 30-34 35-39 | 40-49 ;drer . 7
Semtinole |17.3% 740;71% 16.7%. 9;99;— 4.3} 6.2% 1;9';.7 zss'. [
7Valenci3 . 7176.'37?.7— 38.6% xg;/i;r 13.3%: 4—5.0%* 4."3'7. 1.2%- 0;67;::; o ‘:\
7cio?nblned,‘rl;.877. 2393%; 17.;7. fu.sr,’z 75.727',‘, 5;57; = L5% 717.59'. 0
- P .
TABLE 6 : . - :

. e ATEMAL- ' ’

- - - i TYPEOF - FOUR-YEAR:COLLEGE/UNIVERSITY- ATTENDED -
';rYP;C ~ -
~Semifole -
vu;::lr 42 - _
Co@;ncd N

1t-was:interestifig- that 44,8 percent of ithe: RTSs:had=a:1apse-of time- @;’

:more-thanstwenty-one months-between leaving ‘the four-yegr ege/um er§1ty

Jast-at tended -and-entering the two~year college. A tenth: (lG B percent) of the

-studentscame to. the community/junior college less-than-one month-after leaving:

the four=year institution (Item 24, Table 7). . :

\ - . /
A plurality (27 .1 percent) of the students fall in- the ‘twenty=one to twenty-
four age-range, while 17.3 percent. .are over forty (Iterh:8; Table 8): Thelr ages:




TABLE 7
1TEM 24

LAPSE OF TIME IN MONTHS BETWEEN LEAVING THE FOUR-YEAR COLLEGE/
UhlVERSlT'{ LAST ATTENDED AND ENTERING THE TWO-YEAR COLLEGE

Number» of- | Leoss than
Months 1 month

Seminole 9.9% .3% .01 .5% | % . 6 . 2% | 46.5%

-

Yalencia- . 2% 5% . 8¢ ] . .0 . . “42.8%

s .
Conzbiaed 1o .9% . . . 3 . 44,.8%

TABLE 8
ITEMS 8and 9
AGE OF TWO-YEAR-STUDENTS.WHEN:FIRST ENTERED

TWO-YEAR-COLLEGE ANDTHEIR PRESENT-AGE

Age 17.or'less

—~

Present

Seminole Ertsred

-Present

Valencia-
en€ids | Entered

Present
_ Entered

©

Combined

:per
by~the-reason of special programs or courses offered (Itern 27, Table 9). Low
-cost-was the next promment reason(12.8 percent) A surprisingly small

%ﬁéf@éﬁ@ge (11.6 percent). admitted academic problems at the four-year school

:orinability to return to the four-year school. Next to" special programs-and:

courses. offered (30.2 percent), their reason for choosing to enroll in the four=

year college/university last attended was academic’:/e‘putation (17.1 percent)..

/

‘The-Jéast mentioned reason was size of the collegé (4.3 percent) (Item 26, Téble&})

»




. 12 .

<

TABLE 9

’ ITEMS 26 and 27

—_ CRITERIA FOR SELECTION OF A FOUR-YEAR
COLLEGE/UNIVERSITY AND A TWO-YEAR COLLEGE

) Jn @ ER ) R SO ) I T - N
Criteris | Academic | Catnpus Paronts/_[Spocial-Programs/]”-Friends -
Roputation |Atmosphere | Relatives | Courses Offered |Attending

_ Seminole | Four-year| 15.4%- | &8% | 149 - 25,30 fFam | . -
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‘The survey reveals-two-dominant-groups-of students-with-regard-to-the

sumber ‘ofthours worked' pe: week=-thosé-who-do-not work -and-those who-work

thifty=five or more hours per week. At:Semincle I5.4 percent of the students

indicated-they do not work, whilé 574 percent work thirty=five or more hours
per-week. At Valencia 18.1 percent indicated-they-do-not-work.and 51.2 percent .

I:they work thirty-five or :ﬁiore hours. weekly-.

indicatec

‘This-work pattern was not true at the four-year college/university, where

percent worked thirty-five or more hours p’eii:viieék; ‘While 40., 4 percent -of

Walencta's RISs did not work -at the four-year college/university, 27.7 percent

indicatedthey worked thirty-five or more hours per week.

FullText Provided by enic il
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.The combined totals for two-year. students who do not work was 16.8 -

p,g;genﬁ——,: while 54.3 percent work thirty-five or more hours per week. The

combinéd:totals at the four-year college/university indicated 37.5 percent did-
; o
not:work, but 31.1 percent worked thirty-five or more hours weekly -(Items 21

. . -

B
1

‘and:22;, Table 10). \

¥
3
TABLE 10 - :

i ITEMS 21 AND 22 *

¥ -
HOURS|WORKED PER WEEK AT FOUR-YEAR COLLEGE/UNIVERSITY :
AND AT TWO-YEAR COLLEGE . \,

11-15 | 16-20 | 21-25 |-26-30- | 31-35 |[-35 cr over:

-
<

ZSeminole - ; _ _ _ . ¢
“Four=yegs |=34:6% [-433% [7129% | 3% 4:3% 704% | -6;8% 2:5% 34.6%
“Twosysar- |-154% |-3:1% Jr06% | 3.1% | -6:9% | Si6% | 3.7%- | 1% $774%

v

Valgneia- _ ) , t . _ -
Pour-year- |-40:4% |-3:0% |3:0% | 3.0%- | -6.0% | sv4x | 6.6% | 6% 2757%-
“Twosycar |F18:11% | 1.2% |-1.2%- | 8% | 7iex- | eton | 7oax. | 4ie% s1.2% |

sFour—year- |-37.5% ={=3:7% [-2:4% | 370% ] °5.2% -6.4%:
4% I 5:

/ea ) z g% 1 aox. | aan
Twoeyesr- |-16:8% | 2:1% |°0.9%- | & %

se.3% [

4

With regard to primaty Sources of financial assistance, 43+8 percent-of

the-students-at Seminole indicated personal, followed by 22.2 percent Veterans:

Administration, 17.3 percent parents, and-1L.1 percent spouse. AtWValencia

6-percent indicated -personal, 24.1 percent Veterans Agmr’i@t’rati’o,n——, 145
* 5 . ’
' .percent :parents, and 9.6 percent spouse.

+

‘At the four-year collége/university the primzry finangial source for

-Seminole-RTSs was 38.3 percent parents, 32.1 percent personal, and 14.8:

-percent Veterans Administration. Valencia RTSs indic‘ga’t'efdi parents 47,6 percent;.

:personal 25.9- percent, and Veterans Administration ‘11:.’4 ,pérg’er‘it.,

The combined totals reflect these same patterns: four-year colleges/

universities--43.C percent parents, 29,0 percent personal ana’\la. 1 percent

49 '
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Veterans Administration; two-year colleges~-45.7 percent personal, 23.2 percent

=

43, 45 and 46, Table 11).

TABLE 11

. ITEMS 42, 43, 45 AND 46

PRIMARY AND SECONDARY FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE AT FOUR-YEAR
COLLEGE/UNIVERSITY AND AT TWO-YEAR COLLEGE

. Veterans Administration, 15.9 percent parents and 10.4 percent spouse (Items 42,

Personal ’ -
Earnings Svclal -
Sources Parents Spouse Loan |-& Savings |~ VA Sécurity Scholarship
-Four-year Primary 38.3% 3.7% }-6.2% 32.1% 14:8% 1.2% 2 e
- F _Se 24.1% 5.6% l=1.9% 54.9% 3% | 2:5% 1,2 - ;-
ar-Primary 17:3% ) nas {1.2% 43:8%  |22:2% 1.9% 0.6% -
“Two-yeor Secondary | 9.9% | 11.7% [:0u6% -] “46.9% | 9.3% | 1.9% 0:6% -
. "
Valancla :
' “Four~year. Primary - A47.8% 3.0% }-4.2% 25.9% 11.4% 0.6% 4.2%
l‘ox.r-year Secondary | 26:5% 3.0% |4 54:2% 3:6% 1.9% 1.8%
- 14.5% 9.6% |1.2% 47:6% 240%. | -1.2% 1.2%
J‘No-ycar Secondary 13.9% 7.8% [73.0% 53.0% 11.4% 1.8% 1.8%
_Combined _
Four-year Primary 43:0% 3.4% [35.2% 29.0% 13.1% 0.9% 3:4%
Four-year Secondary | 25.3% 4,3% | 3.0% S476% 4.0% 2% 1:5%
“Two-year Primary- i 15.9% 10,4%  §=1.2% 45.7% 23.2% 1:5% 0.9%
-Two-year Secondary 11.9% 9:8% | 1.8% 50.0% 10.4% 1.8% 1.2%

ks

The survey revealed that the ‘major areas of concentration selected-at: ithe:

iouﬁr-*-ye ar college/university by the RTSs included-business administration-

.

3

-

/w“"““‘
m

scie nce/religlon (7 .3 percent) (Item 13, Ta\\ble 12).

9:percent), .science/ engineering/tedfinology (19.5 -percent), education-(1L:0

teligion \7 .0 percent) and education (6 4 percent) (Item 14, Table /12)

;;f;jeitcjent)"; health fiel@s (11.0 percent), arts/humanities f(1(0.4' perc,ent)‘andizggggj;
Tne major iteld!s of

—jﬁce\nt ation chosen at the two-year college by the combined RTSs were business
-admintstration (25.9 percent), sc19nce/eng1neermg/technology (18. 9 percent):,

‘health-fields (13.7 percent), arts/humamties (9 8 percent), sociai science/

*

The mean response to the number of terms in attendance at the four-year

.college/university was 2.7, while the combined RTS mean response to the number
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of terms in attendance at the two-year college was also 2.7. A total of 57 .3

‘ :percent-of the combined RTSs attended.two or fower terms at the four-year college/

~ i

university; and 54.2 percent of them have attended two or fewer terms at the two-

yjeggl—c;blljej,ge . A total of 28.7 percent of the combpined RTSs have attended four

-OF -more-terms. at the two-year:-college, while 238 percent attended four or more

) ‘terms-at the iéureyearicdllege/ixniVersityr (Items 15 and 16, Table 13).
lﬂii;.@iiz' Co

TTEMS 13 AND 14-

%

. JAAJOR FIELDS OF-CONCENTRATION AT POUR-YEAR
“COLLEGE/UNIVERSITY.AND TWO-YEAR COLLEGE-

PR 14 .
ITEMS 15 AND 16- ) -

. TERMS TN AMTENDANGE AT-FOUR:YEAR COLLEGE/
- ZUNIVERSITY-AND-TWOSYEAR COLLEGE

1 se
6 7 mote

~Fousr~yaar -

“[cFoue=yenr -
“I-Two-year |-

In-terms of credit-hour loads-at the: four-yeat college /university, 69.2

;percent -of the combinéd:-RTSs were: full-time students, 14.6 percent were either
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TABLE'14

ITEMS 40,AND 41

thxiee—quarter or half-time, and an identical 14.6 percent were one-quarter time.
At the. community college only 41 .x2 percent are ftill-time, 33.5 percent are

either ’threek—quarte‘r or haif—time , and 22.9 percent are enrolled one-quarter time.
gAt/Semiriﬂgle 25.3 percent are enrolled half—time , while at Valencia énly 15.1

percent are enrolled half-time (Items 40 and 41, Table 14).

CREDIT-HOUR LOAD AT FOUR~YEAR COLLEGE/
UNIVERSITY AND AT TWO-YEAR COLLEGE

One-quartor

Load, Full-ttme | Thros-quarter | Ono-half

§em[no|g

-Four-ycar 66.0% 10.5% 9.9% 12,3%
-Two-ysat- 37.7% 15.4% 25.3% 19.8%
Valencta

Four-year 72.3% 1.2% 7.8% 16.9%
Two-year 44.6% 11.4% 15.1% 25.9%
Cenmblned

Four-year 69.2% 5.8% 8.8% “14.6%
Two-year 41.2% 13.4% 20.1% 22.9%

by 30-39 hours (19.2 percent) and 20-29 hq{lrs

'
/

The number of hours attempted at the ;Eour—Year c;olleges/unive'rs ities by
23.5--percent of the combined RTSs was with@ln the 10-19 hours; range, foliowéd,
(18.3 percent). At the two-year

college a total of 27.7 percent of the RTSs,,;havé aftempted between ten and |

hihetegn/fhours , 25.6 perCfent have attemﬁted nine or fewer hours, and 14.3

percent have attempted 20-29 hours (Items 17 and 18, Table 15).

‘Of the Seminole RTSs, 6.8 per;:ent feel t}uat they had poor or no academic

. preparation for a two-year college, while only 0.6 percent of Valenc‘ia RTSs

indicated such a feeling. Of the combined RTSs, 45.4 percentﬁindicated th}it

their academic preparation for a four-year college/uni.ve‘rsity was excellent or

égoge., ;Qn the other hand, 75.3 percent cf these students indicated that‘ their

r‘;?
ﬁ‘ic *




17 .

L

-

academic preparation for a two-year college was excellent or good.‘ The academic

preparation for the four-year college/university was average for 33.8 percent of

-

the} RTSs, while 20.] percent.feel’that if ,v{'ras average for the two-year college.

Believing that they had poor or no academic preparation for '_ché fouf—year’ college/A

-

university were 18.-0 percent of the RTSs, while only 3.6 percen‘t feel they had

. -poor or no academic preparation for a two-year college (Iitems 34 and '35, Table 16)-.

4 B -

- . *

TABLE1S - -
ITEMS 17 AND 18

HOURS ATTEMPTEQ AT FOUR-YEAR COLLEGE§/

. UNIVERSITIES AND TWO-YEAR COLLEGE
* sor | 10- | 20- | 30- | 40~ ] so- | 60= | 700rs ,
Numbar less 19 29 39 49 1)) -69 - more
Samincle B N h _
- Four-yaar | 11.7% |22.8% | 16.0% |21.6% | 8.0% | 6.8% [3,7% | 6.8%-
“Two-yosr | 23.5% |29.0% | 14.2% | 13.6% | 4.3% |S.6% {3% | 3% ;
valencls - i

Four-year | 14.5% } 24.1X | 20.5% ] 16.9% 7.8% §1.2% |2.4% 7] 10.8%
Two-year | 27.7% | 26.5% | 14.5% 7.8% 1 10.2% {3.6% }2.4% 3.6%

Combined
Four-year | 13.1% ]23.8% } 18.3% ]1972% 7.9% ]4.0% §330% 8.4% .
Two-year | 25.6% 127.7% ] 14.3% }10.7% 7.3% | 4.6% |2.7% 3%

TABLE 16 : - - -
ITEMS 34 AND 35

ACADEMIC PREPARATION FOR FOUR-YEAR COLLEGE/
UNIVERSITY AND TWO-YEAR'COLLEGE

Pooxx
Item Excellent | Good | Average | (below average) § Notat all
_ . Segiinole . .
T T - - Four-year 15.4% 32.1% 29.6% 12.6% $.6%
T T fTwo-year_{.  28.4% 46.9? 17.3% $.6% 1.2%
Valencia B e B .
Four-year 12.0% 31.3% 38.0% 13.5% 0% | - - - - _ #
Two-year |° 23.5% S1.8%-] 22.9% 0.6% 0.0% -
x 4
Gombined ‘ .
_ .Four-year 13.7% 3N.7% 33.8% 13.7% 4.3%
Two-ycar 25.9% 43.4% 20.1% 3.0% 0.6%

When the RTSs were asked how they felt they had applied themselves,

-according to their capabilities, at the four-year college/university last attended,

.

Full Tt Provided by ERIC.
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19.5 percent indicated they had applied themselves above average,\lwhile only
:g . 7.0 percent felt they had exerted maximum effort (Item 37, Table 17).- Some
8.8 .percent did not try at all‘. Ap the co.nmunity/junic';i’“pollege, howeyer', the
questionnaire _revealed a somewhat differeﬁt attitude. Nearly sixty percent‘
(59.7 percent) felt that they are applying themselves, according to their
- c:apabilities , at above ‘aazerag‘e to maxi:.num effort and less than onexpercent
)-

(0,—,76 percent) not at all (Item -38; Table 17).

Tﬁe RTSs, when asked how they felt about their academic prograat

Seminole -and Valencia, answered by a significant percentage (‘62.5 percent)

that they are now doing what they like to-do (Item 39).

TABLE 17
Yy ITEMS 37 AND 38

APPLICATION OF CAPABILITIES AT FOUR-YEAR COLLEGE/
UNIVERSITY AND TWO-YEAR COLLEGE

Item Maximum Effo:t | Above A ¢ A g Below A g Not at all

Semingle

Four-Jear 8.6% 19.1% 34.6% 28.4% 8.6%

Two-year 17.3% 45.7% 28.4% 7.4% 0.6%‘

Ya {1 .

Four-yeas 5.4% 19.9% 30.7% 34.3% . 9.0%

Two-yest 13.9% 42.8% 34.9% 7.8% 0.6%
.- Combingd

Four-yeat 7.0% 13.5% 32.6% 31.4% 8.8%

Twa-year 15.5% 44,2% 31.7% / 7.6% 0.6%

/

All the reverse transfer students were as[ed to describe th%ir future

formal education plans. Half (49.7 percent) C}(/them plan to graduate from the

community/junior college and return to a foqriyear college/university other than -

- b

the one previously attended, and only 11.0 percent plan to graduate and return

to the samé college or university. Interestingly, 3.4 percent plan to return to

the same four-year school as soon as possible and before graduating from the
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two~-year- college. Approximately fifteen percent (15 2 percent) have no definite

plans after gradua‘uon (Item 33, Table 18).

TABLE 18
. ITEM 33 .

FUTURE PLANS OF TWO-YEAR COLLEGE STUDENTS

Percent

minol N

I plan to grad from this fty/junior collego
and (hen return to lhe same (our-year college/
university.

I plan to graduate from this community/junlor college
and return to a four-year (.olluge/unlverany other

* than the one I proviously attended.

1 plan to graduate from this communhy/]unlor collego
and have definite” plans, but they do nut Includa
more {ormal_educetion.

I plan to graduate from mls communl(y/]unlor college
but have no dofinite plans after that,

[ plan 85 s00n as possibh and befcre graduating from
this community/juntor college to return=to tho same-
four-year college/untveraity.

Valengla

1 plan to graduate (rom this community/junior college
and then return tc e same four-yoar college/
unlyersity.

I plan to graduate from this community/junlor college
and retumn to a four-year-collego/university other
than the one [ previously.attended.

I plan to grad from this ity/junior_college
and have dofinite plans,-but they do not include
more formal education,

1 plan to graduate from this. fty/sunior college
but have no definite plans after xhu

I plan as soon as possiblo and before graduating from
this community/junlor college to teturn o the same
four-year college/university.

Combined

[ plan to grad from this cc {ty/Junior collogo
and thon return to the same four-year college/
university.

I plan to graduate from this ommunity/junior college
and return to a (oupyaar colh,qe/unlversny other
than theone I previdusly. auended.

1 plan to grad from this mepity/funior college
‘and havo definite plans, but they do not include
more (orm%l sducation.

Iplantog from this ity/juntor college
but have no definite plans alter that.

I plan as soon as possible snd\befors graduating from
this commupity/suntoc colleg§ to teturn %0 tho same
'our-year collego/university. .,

’

Grade point averages for the hourt attempted at Se ole indicated-that

-

2.4 percent of the RTSs have éarned 1.9 or less (on a 4.0 scale), 25.3 percent

have earned between 2.0 and 2.9, and 67.4 percent have earned between 3.0-and

4.0 htém 20, Table 19). At Valencia 4.8 percent have earned 1.9 or less,

3

25.3 percent have earned betwee,n 2.0 and 2.9, and 60.8 percent have earned
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between 3\{0 and 4.0 (Item 20, Tablg 19).
At the ’foux‘—year colleges/universities, 35,8 percent of the Seminole R;I‘Ss
‘ earned 1.9 or less, 37.6 percent earned between 2,0 and 2.9, and 25.3 perc;nt
;iearned between 3.0 and 4.0 (it:em 19, Table- 19). At the four-year colle’ges/

universities, 36.1 percent of the Valencia RTSs earned 1.9 or less, 39.2 percent

earned between 2.0 and 2.9, and 19.2 percent earned between 3.0 and 4.0

(Item 19, Tabte-19). ) - -
‘ The combined. grade pb'mt averages for the RTSs at the two-year colleges
indicated that 3.6 bercent have earned 1.9 or less, 25.3 percent h’;we earned
between 2.0 and 2.9, a;nd 64.0 percent have earned betwéen 3.9 and 4.0 (Item 20-,
Tébl”e “1i9). Following aré the combined grade point averages for the RTSs while 7

at the four-year colleges/universities: 1.9 or less, 36.0 percent; 2.0-2.9,

38.4 percent; 3.0-4.0, 22.2 percent (Item 19, Table 19).

TABLE 19
1TEMS 19 AND 20

GRADE POINT AVERAGE AT FOUR-YEAR COLLEGES/
i UNIVERSITIES AND TWO-YEAR COLLEGE

l.d- 135~ 2.0~ 2.5~ 3.0- 3.8~
Average less 1.9 2.4 .9 3.4 3.9 4.0
Sominole
) Four~year 9.9% | 26.9% |} 19.1% -18.5% ]17.9% 6.2% 1.2%
N e Two-year 1.2% 1.2% 12.3% 13.0% 27.2% 27.2% 13.0%
Yalancia J‘
Fout~yoar 3.6% | 26.5% 17.5% 121.7% | 10,2 6.0% 3.0%
Two-year 0.6% 4.2% 7.2% 18.1% 27.1% 24.7% | 9.0%
Conmbinoed . . .
Toursyear 9.8% §26.2% 18.3% 20.1% 14.0% 6.1% , 2.1% S
Two=-year 0.9% § 2.7% 9.8% 15.5% 27.1% 25.9% 11.0%

In compariny the expected-levels of student pgarformance'at the four-year
college/university with Seminole, 43.2 percent of the students feeé that both

.expect about the same level; an identical 43.2 percent indicated that the four~
| .
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.year college/university expects a little more or a great deal more than does

[
i

Seminole; and 9.9 percent feel that Seminole expécts a little more or a great

deal more than the four-year institution‘(ltem 28, Table 20). . .

In comparing the expected levels of student performance at the four-year

H

g?llggglpniversit.fﬁith Valencia, 41 .6 percent of the students feel that both /-’
exbect aBout the same ievel;* 50.0 .percent fe‘el that tt:1e four-:yegir college/ |
university expects a.little more or z; great cieal more than does Valencia; and*
4.8 peﬁrce‘ntifeel‘that Valencia expe.ts a little more or a great deal more (Item 28,
Table 20). ' . 7

The combin‘ed RTS gro;Jp statis_tics revéalédf that .42 .’2 percent c;f the-

‘students feel that the expected l,e/vels of student performance at the four-year

E)
-

¢o11’egé/universit§ and the two~year college are about the sal:ne; 46,7 percent
fé’elijt:ﬁa’t the four-year college/univexjsity expects é lit'tie mc;re or a great deal ,
more than does the.two—yea‘r‘college; and 7.3 perc;:it believe the t;/VOnyear e
college expects a little more or a, cjre_at deal more than the four-year i'nstitizt‘ic:r’x
(item 28, Table 20). |

E\;en though the Seminole RTSs felt that the four-year college/university
expects more, on the average, than thef‘two—year college, 45.7 percent ihdichfed
‘they have learned. more at Sevminole than at the four—yez;r college/qpiversity.
On ihe other hand, 11.7 Aperceﬁt indicated that they learned more at the four-year
college/univer_sity, and 38.9 percent felt* they learned about the samé at each

. o
educational institution (Item 23, Table 21).°

At Valencia the RTSs likewise felt that the fouf—year ,college/university’

expects more, on the average, than the two-year college, yet 43.4 percent

. e, @
3
»




more at the four-year college/universit
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e

TABLE 20°

TTEM 28

the same at each educational institution (Item 29, Table 21).

CQ}&PAR\SON Y R1$s OF THE LEVEL OF EXPECTED FERFORMANCE
BETWEEN THE FOUR-YEAR GCLLEGE/ UNIVERSITY

AND TWO~YEAR COLLEGE

* ltem Choice *Percent
Ad ~ -
Sominole
The four-year college/university expected
a great deal more. 22.8%
Tho four-year collego/university expected
. & lttle more. - 20.4%
The four-year college/university axpacted
about the samo. 43.2%
The four-year collego/university expected
a lttle less. 6.2%
The four-year college/university expected
a lot less. 3.7%
(- Y
Vajencia )
The four-year collego/university expecied
a great deal mora, 22.3%
The four~yoar collego/untversity expected
a little more. 27.7%
The four=year college/university expectaed
about the samo. 41,6%
The four-year college/untversity expected
o little less, | 4%
The four-year collego/university expected
a lot less. 0.6%
Combined 4
The four-year college/university expected
a great deal more. 22.6%
The four-ycar college/university expocted
a little mote. 24,1%
The four-year college/untsersity expacted
about the same. A2.4%
The four~year college/university expocted
a ttle less. 5.2%
The {our-year college/untversity expected
a 1ot lass, . 2.1%

1ndic;ated that they have learned more at Valencia than they had at the four-—yea'r
college/university. A total of 19.3 percent indicated tﬁat they learned more at

the four-year college/university, and 34.9 percent felt that they learned about

Of.the combined RTS total, 44.5 percent of the students indicated they
have learned more at the two-year college, 15.6 percent felt'that they had learned
y: and 36.9 percent indicated they learned

about—,:tl‘le same at each educational institution (Item 29, Table 21).

G
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TABLE 21
1TEM 29
COMPARISON BY RTSs OF THE AMOUNT LEARNED

AT THE FOUR-YEAR COLLEGE/UNIVERSITY
AND TWO-YEAR COLLEGE

Item Cholce Percent | .

Seminole - .
1 1earned much more at the four-year
collega/university. ~ 4.9% ~

- 1 learned a little more at the four~
year college/university. 6.8%
~ 1 learned about the same at the four=
* year college/university 38.9%
1 learned a little loss at the four-year
college/university. 21.0%
- 1 learned a lot less at the four-year .
college/untversity. 24.7%

Valencts .
1 learned much mo:e at the four-year .
collage/university. 6.0%

1 learned a little more at tha four-
year collegesuniversity. 13.3%
1-learnod about the same at the four- .
year college/university. -34.9% \
1 learned a little less at the four-year - .
collega/university. 18.1%
1 leamned a Jot 1ess at the four-year ’
college/university. . 25.3%
.

Combined )

1 learned much more at the four-year
college/university. Y1 s.5%

1 learned » Httle more at the four-
year collage/unlversity. 10.1%

1 learned about_the same at the four-
year college/untveraity. 36.9%

1 tearned a littlo Joss at the four-yoar
college/university. -19.5%

" | £ 1e87.¢d a lot less at the four-ycar ‘

college/university. 25.0% i

.

The Seminole RTSs, as well as the Valencia RTSs, indicated that the

four-year coilege/university provides about the same quality of instruction as

o~
v

does the two-year college. This indication was by 49.1 percent of the respondents,

‘while 25.0 percent indicated that the four-year college/university provides a
l
higher quality of mstr\.\ctlon. On the other hand, 22.2 percent felt that the

‘= 3

four-—year colleoe/univers1ty provides a lower quality of mstruction (Item 30,

Table 22).

In comparing the academic advisement process at both the four-year

college/university and the two-year college, 32.0 percent of the RTSs felt that

the services provided are about the same at each educational institution, while
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42,7 percent felt that they have received more service at the two-year college.,

A total of 9.5 percent indicated that they had received more service at the four-

year college/universitgr, and 12.5 percent said they did not receive advisement
at both schools (Item 3}, Table 23). It was interesting to note that 10.5 percent

of the Seminole RTSs did not receive academic advisement at both institutions,

while 14,5 percent of the, Valencia RISs did not receive academic advisement

at both institutions.

TABLE 22
.

1TEM 20

COMPARISON BY RTSs OF THE QUALITY OF INSTRUCTION
AT THE FOUR-YEAR COLLEGE/UNIVERSITY AND
TWO-YEAR COLLEGE

Iter: Cholce Percent
Seminole
The four-year collegs/university provided a -
much higher quallty of instruction, 4.3%
The four-year college/university provided a '
“somewhat higher quality of instruction, 22.2% s,
The four-year college/university provided ¢ T
about the same quallty of Instruction. T47.5% /
The four-year college/untversity provided a
somewhat lower quality of Instruction, . 14,8% /
The four-year collegé/unlvarsily provided a
much lower quality of Instruction, 7.4%
Valencla -
The four-year college/university provided a *
much higher quality of instruction. 6,0% . * |
The four-year college/univarsity provided a " |
somewhat higher quality of instruction, \ 17.5% |
The four-year college/untversity provided 1
about the same quality of instruction. 1.50.6% ,’
The four-year college/univeralty provided a \ H
somewhat lower quality of tnstruction. 15.7% '
The four-year college/university provided a i
much lower quality of {nstruction. 6.6% ~ J
Combined ;
The four-year college/university provided a N
N much higher quality of instruction, 5,2%
‘ The four-ysar college/university provided 8
somewhat higher quality of Instruction. 19.8%
The four-year cotlege/university provided
_ about the same quality of Instructlon, 49.1%
The four=year college/unlversity provided &
soraowhat lower quality of instruction. 15,2%
The four-year college/unlvarsity provided 8 .
much lower quality of instruotion, 7.0% A~
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Regarding professional counseling, 39.7 percent of the combined RTSs
indicated that the four-year college/university provided them with less service

than the two-year .college; 26.2 percent feel that the service provided was about

four~year college/university; and 20.4 percent*indicated t’hat they had not
seen a professional counselor at both schools (Item 32, Table 24).
The stucly indicated that 29.3 percent of the fathers of the combined RTSs

have lessjthan a high school education, 26.8 percent graduated from high

- 25

TABLE 23
1ITEM 31
GOMPARISON OF ACADEMIC ADVISEMENT PROCESS AT

FOUR-YEAR COLLEGE/UNIVERSITY AND TWO-YEAR
COLLEGE BY REVERSE TRANSFER STUDENTS

1tem

Percent

Seminole

The four-year college/untversity provided
me with a much greater service,

The four-year college/university provides
me with a better service.

The four-year college/university and the
community/junlor college provided me
with about the sdme service. -

The four-ysar college/university provicded
me with less service.

The four-year collegs/university provided
.me_with much less service,

1 aid not recelve acidemic advisement

At hoth instltutions.

Valencia

The four-yeat college/university provided
me with 8 ruch greater service.

The four-year college/university provided
me with 3 better service. -

The four-year college/university and the
community/junjor college-provided me
with about the same service.

“The four-year college/untversity provided
tne with less servico.

‘The four-ysar college/uniyersity provided
me with much less:service.

1 did not fecelve academic advisement

at both {nstitutions.

Gonmbiged

The four-year college/univarsity provided
me with & much greater service.

The four-year college/untvetsity provided
me with a better service.

The four-year college/university and the
community/junlor college provided me
with about the samre senvice.

The four-year college/university provided
me with less service.

The four-year collsge/university provided
me with much less scrvice.

1 did not recetve academic advisemert

at_both Institutions,

3.7%

6.8%

32.7%
25.3%
16.7%

10.5%

3.0%

S.4%

31.3%
24.1%
19.3%

14.5%

6.1%

32,0%
24.7%
18.90%

12.5%

a4

the same at each institution; 9.1 percent feel they rec_eivéd better service at the
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school, 21.3 percent participated .in some type of post-secondary education, and
21 .7' percent earned a bache ior's degree or higher. The level of education of
the mothers of the combined RISs ~showed that 2‘2.l6 percent did not graduate from
high school, 42.1 percent graduated from high échool, 22.9 perpent participated in -

some type of post-secondary education, and 11.5 percent earned a bachelor's

degree or higher (Items 49 and 50, Table 25).

TABLE 24

1TEM 32

TWO-YEAR COLLEC. . STUDENTS' FEELINGS REGARDING

EXPERIENCE WITH PROFESSIONAL COUNSELORS

Item Percent
Saminole R
The four-year college/university provided F
me with a much greater service. 2,5%
The four-year college/university provided
me with better aetvice. 7.4%
- The foar-year college/university provided
rae with about the same service. 27,2% -
The four-year coilege/untversity provided
me with loss service. » 22,2%
The four-year collage/untversity provided
me with much less service. 17.9%
1 have not seen a professional counselor
at txth the four-year college/university
* and this community/funior coliege. 17.9%
Valepcla K
The four-year coljege/untversity provided
me with a much gteater service. 2.4%
The four-year college/untverdity provided |’
me with better service. 6.0%
The four-year college/university provided
- - me with about the samé scrvice. 25.3%
- ) The fout-year colloge/university peovided
- - | _ me with less servica. 22.3%
The four-year-college/university provided
me with much less service, 16.9%
I have not secn a professional counséler —-
at both the four-year college/university
and this community/junior college. 22.9%
Comblned
The four-year ¢ollege/univetsity provided -
ma with a much greater sarvicd. 2.4% -
The [ous=year collage/unlversity ptovided
mo with better service. 6.,7%
The four-year college/university provided
me with about the sama service. 25.2%
The four-year college/university provided
me with 1oss service. 22.3%
The four-year college/university provided
me with much less service. 17.4%
* 1 have not 960 A professional counselof
at both the four-year collego/university .
and this community/junior collego. 20.4%
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TABLE 28

1TEMS 49 AND S0

<

EDUCATION OF PARENTS OF TWO-YEAR CCLLEGE STUDENTS

8th High ‘Poste Doctorate
&th Grade High School | ‘Secondsry | Bacholor's | Master's Post~ or
Leve) Grade Pius Schon} Plus . Degree Degree Degroe Master's moro
Soninols
+| Father 17.9% 13.6% 24,1% °| 14.8% 10.5% 8.0% 4.3% 1.9% 3.7%
Mother 8.6% 14.2% 42.6% 16.0% 7.4% 8.6% 1.2% 0.0% 0.0%
Valjencia .
Tatber 15.7% 11.4% 29.5% 12.7% 4.8% - 12.7% 6.0% 1.8% 4.8%
Mother 11.4% 10.6% 41.6% 19,9% ~ 2.4% 7.2% 3.0% 0.6% 2.4%
Cambined ' i . _
Fatter 16.8% 12.5% 26.8%- | 13.7% 7.6% 10.4% $.2% 1.8% 4.3%
Mother 10,1% 12.5% 42.1% 18.0% 4.9% 7.9% 2.1% 0.3% 1.2%

7

Regarding the occupations of their fathers, 14.9 percent of the .comb'ined—

RTSs indicated their fathers as being skilled workers or craftsmen; 26.8 percent

~

to-be an-owner, manager, partner in a small business, lower level governmental

,off;iciélf or commissioned officer in the military; 8.5 pegccent are semi_—skilifecj;,

9.1 percent are service workers; and 18.0 percent are professionals (Item 51,

'Téblé 26). The mothers' occupations of the combined RTSs are caleswoman;

x'bonkke’eper, secretary or office worker--33.5 percent; unskilled--17.1 percent;

semi:f/'s’killed--lz.z percent; professionals--8.2 percent; and service workers-=

6.7 percent (Item 52, Table 26).

OCCUPATION OF PARENTS OF TWO-YEAR COLLEGE STUDENTS

TABLE 26

ITEMS 51 AND 52

Semi= ‘1 White Seml-pro= | Manager or Profos~
Occupation Unskilled Skillad | Bervice | Bkilled Collar | fesaional Proptlotor slonal
Tather 6.2% 7.4% 7.4:/ 12.3% | 11.7% 8,0% 28.4% 16.7%
Mother 16.0% 3.9% 6,8 0.6% 38.3% 7.4% 6.8% 6.2% |
. " )
Father "3.0% 9.6% 10.8% 17.5% 7.2% 4% 25.3% 19,3%
Mother 18.1% 14.5% 6.6% 3.0% 28.9% 6.0% $.6% 10.2%
B - Father 4.6% 8.5% S.1% 14.9% 9.5% 6.7% 26.8% 18.0%
Mother 17.1% 12,2% 6.7% 1.0% 33.5% 6.7% 6.7% 8,2%
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At‘Seminole 7.4 percent of the RTSs estimated their annual family

r &

household income to be below $5,999, while at Valencia 10.2 percent estimated
2 N

an income of this amount, A total of 31.4 percent of the Seminole RISs estimated
¢ / . .

family income as ranging from $§,000 to $11,999, while 39.1 percent of the

Valencia RTSs.est1m§ted fngome in this range. Income ranging between $1)2 ,000

+

and $17,999 was repo:rted by 30.9 percent of the Seminole RTSs, while only

19.9 percent of the Valencia RTSs indicated an income in this range. Nearly

twenty percent of the RTSs at each of the two colleges estimated that their

family income is over $18,000 (Item 48, Table 27). ’ ) ‘-

TABLE 27 . !
* ITEM 48

MEAN ESTIMATED ANNUAL FAMILY HOUSEHOLD INCOMEC
OF TWO-YEAR COLLEGE STUDENTS

N Below | $3,000~ | $6,000- | $7,500~ |-$ 9,000~ }$12,000- | $18,000- | Above | Cannot
Income | $3,000 [ $5,999 | $7,499 -{$8:999 |°$11,999 |$17,999 | 22,999 |-$23,000 [ Estimate
Semlnole | 3.7% | 3.7% 4.9% | 10.5% 16.0% 30.9% 1.74 8.0% 8.6%
Valencia 2.4% | 7.8% 6.6% | 11.4% 2% 19.9% 9.0% | 10.8% 9.0%
Combined | 3.0% | s.8% s.8% < 11,0% 18.6% 25.3% 19.4% 9.5% 8.8% )

Summary
The survey, in the 'for;'r: of;a fifty-two item questionnaire, was mailed to .

-each reverse tralnsfer student atten'ding Seminole Junior College or Valencia

Community College the first academicA session of the 1973-74 academic year to

determine the demographic, academic and perceptual c':hafacteris/tics of each

reverse transfer student.

The results of the 328 questionnaires are summarized

. ag follows.,
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Seminole Junior College ; /
The modai reverse transfer student at Seminole ﬁmior College is a

Cauca,sian‘ male, twenty-one to twenty-four years of age, married with no

children, head of his household, and a resident of Florida for ten years or more, ’

His father and mother are high school graduates earning a rather comfortable

) combined income of $12,000 to $17,999 annually. His father is employed as an

owner, manager, partner in a small business, lower level government official or

commissioned officer in the military, and his mother is employed as a saleswbman,

bookkeéeper, secretary or office worker.

The reverse transfer student graduated from high school in the middle one~

third of his graduating class. He first entered the college/university by :hié

eighteenth birthday and felt that his academic preparation for college was good.-

‘However, his grade point average at all four-year colleges/universit’ieé previously
i . .

0

attgnded was between 1.5 and 1.9 and he feels this was a resuit of only average-

application of himself, according to his capabilities. He registered at both the

university and -Seminole Junior College as a full-time student in business’

. administration and received $499 or less financial assistance. While at the four-

year -institution his parents were his main financial source. He chose to enroll

in the four-year university on the basis of programs and courses offered, followed

by academic reputation.

- He attended one in-state public institution before enrolling at the community/

junior college. He attended the four-year college two terms or less prior to the

winter of 1972 and attempted ten to nineteen hours. While enrolled at the

/
university, this reverse transfer student eithér did not work at all or worked




0 ’

f.a.)

more than thirty-five hours per week. After leaving the foursyear institution, he
waited more than fwenty-one months before entering Seminole.

‘The reverse transfer student was nineteen or twenty’years old when he
- entered the community/junior college and he works more than thirty-five hours per

&

week. He decided to attend Seminole because of its closeness to home and because
. i

of special programs and courses offered. His main source of transportation tothe

I
H \

-college is his personal car or truck. He receives little or no financial assistance
| - [

outside his personal savings or earnings. /’,
He has found that the student performance expectations are about the--same

at-the-community/’ junior college as at the four-year college/university. After-one

term.or less at-Seminole Junior College, he has- attempted between ten and nineteen:

‘hours-and has earned between a 3.0-and a 3.9 grade point-average. He feels that

~his-academic preparation for Seminole was good and thé’t he is above average,

-according to his capabiﬁties, in applying himself to his academic work. As-a
. R /
result of his new-found success, he is now doing what he likes and plans to

’ H
graduate from Seminole and return to a four-year college/university other than the

-

one he previously attended.

Valencia Community College
The modal reverse transfer student at,Valencia Comm;znity College i; a
Caucas@an male, twenty-one to twenty-four years of ége . ma.arried with no' c‘nildren,‘
head of his household, and a resident of Florida for ten years or hlore. His -

-

father and mother are high school graduates earning a combined income of $9,000

to $11,999 annually. His father is employed as an owner, manager, partner in a
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-

small business, lower level gqvernment official or a commissioned officer in the
military, and his mother is employed as a saleswoman, bookkeeper, secretary or

an office -worker. | :

This transfer student grad'lxated from high school in the top one-third of his

graduating class. He first entered the four-year college/university by his

feig’hté’enth birthday and felt that his academic preparation for college was avsrégé.
How?verf, ‘his grade point average at all four-year COIIeges/universitié.s previously
atte’rid’ed*w_as between 1.5 and 1.9 and he feels this was a res'ul’t of below averagée
,§p’§lij§:,§j:—1@n of himself, according to his capabilities. He registered at both:the-
‘university and the community college as a full-time Student in-business administration:

and:received $499 or less financial assistance. His parents were his m.ain:fm;;i'i@;él%

source-while he was at the four-year institution. He chose to enroll in the four= /
: .

-year-university on the basis-of special programs or-courses offered, foll’oWed by

/
‘Before enrolling at Valencia, this reverse transfer student attended one in-

state public four-year institution. He attended the four-year college/u11ive’rsi;:'y

oné term -or less prior to the winter of 1972 and }ittempted—t’er} to nineteen hours.

‘He-did-not work wﬁile enrolled at the university and after leaving thé four-year

institution he waited more than twenty-one months before ente?iﬁg Valencia.
The Valencia reverse transfer studer;t was nineteen or twenty years old:

, when he entered the community college and he works more than thirty-five hours:

per week. He decided to attend Valencia because of its closeness to home and

because of the special programs and courses offered. His main transportation:to

the-college is his personal car or truck. He receives little or no financial
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W
assistance outside his personal savings or earnings.
- .
He has found that the student performance cxpectations are about the same

- .

at-the community college as at the four-year college/university. After one tefm

-
B

or less at *Valenqia, he has attempted nine or fewer hours and haig; earned between
a-3.0 and a 3.4 grade point éve;‘age. He feels that his adademic preparation
V4 b — -

for Valencia was good and that he is above average, according ‘to his capabilities,.

in applying himself to his academic work. As a result of his new-found success,

\
he is.now doing what he likes and plans to graduate from Valencia -and return-to-a
/ s . -
four=year-college/university -other-than the one he previously attended.
=8 J

»

Gonclusion {
~ The findings of the survey prove hypothesis one. As evidenced by

-academic -performance -of the reverse transfer student at-the community college:

as-compared with his performance at the four-year institution. More than-half .
‘ S
rd

(543 percent) of the reverse transfer students at Seminole -and Valencia- indicated:
:é’iéfaiii%zg'rade point averages at all four-year colleges/universities previously
attended as under 2.5, while at the community college approximately eighty -percent

,(—’79:.’75:15éi'c':ent) show ov_erall grade point averages in excess of 2.5. ooreover.,
H N

there is @ commonality of demographic characteristics which seems to explain

thisi:fdifférenpe. The findings show that 77.3 percent of the reverse transfer

H

students at the community college are at least twenty-one years old, 44.8 percent

enrolled more than twenty-one months after leaving the four-year institution,

‘54,3 percent are working more than thirty-five hours per week, and 45,7 percent

ullToxt Pr
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are ‘the .primary source of financial support for their cducation. In short, the
reverse-transier student is an older, more mature and responSible student.

I:There is a commonality among the reasons offered by the reverse transfer
students for transferring from tne four-year institution to the community/ junl'or
-college-.. .As inc:ilca‘te,d, by the survey, 607 percent of the reverse transfer ‘
,':stggii’enj;js}decldedito attend Seminolé or Valencia because it 1)5 close to home,.
?foll'@'vliiedil;y'theereason,s::of ,sbeci’al —grogrqms— and. cours:es;o',ffrered::and low cost ,
éthu,szziirfovfingfhypotheéiS'-two; , 7

‘The third’ hypotheels--that there ‘is-a-commonality in-the perception

B 273

S=-Was proven. An- overwhelming majorrty \89 BE percent) of the
the::same=or more than-does the-community college. Theyr'félj’sfof%lidl’{:ég,ed’:
'percent) that they have learned: more-or-about the same-at the two-year college:

Fir ally, the comparlson between the ‘modal’ reverse transfer student-at

:Semlnole ]unlor College .andVale c\a Communlty College -proves: hypomesls four:r-
ithat e;h’;eré is no significant difference between the reverse transfer student::s::gt—

‘ ét}i’e’g'eféti{\io' institutions. Among the obvious differences, Seminole Junior College:

:re:V'er’ge;égransfer students had-a higher annual family household income, a shghtly

‘higher grade point average, and a greater number were married.

~~

With few exceptions, the Seminole:Junior College reverse transfer stlj’ci;;éiijt

énd;ithﬁe:'—valenc;la Community ,Colleg,e,,reverse'—transfer student are very much alike;,

and:theresults of this sutvey will be invaluable in the future planning and
development.of programs to meet the special interests and needs of reverse
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N ‘
transfer students in these two central Florida community colleges.

Re co mme ndations

A

+
-

As-a result of this deta'iled study of reverse transfer students at Valencia
G'\e,mmufritgriCollege anra Seminole Junior College, the ;bllowi g recommendati’bns: ,
are‘presented: © "\ s I

Y. That Valenc\a Cwmunity College and Seminole Junior Cellege continue

‘their- efforts to provide reverse transfer students a. :second- opportumty

to-achieve their éﬁigherzeducatign,

.. That. members of the faculty and the: student affairs- divisions -of t;f_e:léf

1D
e

two zinstitutiiénssb’e;:édxwrsedzof thehighdggreeofsuccesswhxchrhg
reverse transfer-students have achieved:at the-tespective institutions:
: .
& That members -of the faculty and the student affairs-divisions:of: thfse'z

\p.) I

1

two institutions be’ advised that the envifonment-and-o Pefatiens
four-year 661}eges/unin{/ersitieS— had- more to do-with students withdrawing:

from the four-year institutions than did the students’ academic

B [y
7
e
4 - ¥

4 ~ : I
4, ‘That instructors at the two, community/junior ;colleges’ be advised=of thow:

i i N . -~

performances.

they are perceived- by the reverse transfer students as compared: to:

instructors at four-year colleges/universities. This perception includes:
the community coll'ege instructor encouraging more student-discussion,.

being more available to help students with difficult questions, being ’

more personally interested in students, being more sp’ectfic and precise

Fm-on

]

about what is expedkted of the student, being fhore informative on what the
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*

students' daily progress and current ass’..ments are, and being more

effective at stimulating thinking among students,

5. That student affairs staffs at the two community/juaior colleges be
advised of how they are perceived f)y thie reverse transfer students. -

This perception includes the two-year collegé counselor. being more

-

available for counseling, taking a greater personal interest in students,

and liking the studepts more,

6. That in conjunction with theisltudentg, faculty and administration-of both
Seminole Junior College and’ Valencia Community College, definitive

o

pd'licies and programs regarding the\ins‘titut—ional*mission for -transfes.
N B

students at each college be develc?ped. This mission shouldthen be-
widely publicized.
7. That effor_ts be made by both two-year colleges to provide greater

srientation and academic advisement opportunities for the reverse

1

transfer students in order,‘to insure a smooth transitiqn to the new

AN

institution e, > ..

8. That both of the two-yéar colleges consider establishing an ipstitutional

Hcommittee on re'{érse transfer student affairs to ‘be‘ charged with the
7requnsibiliity of developing programs and policies for transfer students
9. That publications wh{ch relate Airectly to the needs of reverse transfer n
students; be developed.‘ Such publications should be distributed to
reverse t;;ansfer students when they are admitted to the two~-year collre’ge.
10. That reverse transfer students be involved‘in institutional governance

by servin& on college~wide and tark force comMhittees




11. That reverse transfer students be made aware of career exploration

-

12. Thaf reverse transfer _students be encouraged to participate in the

:

Vid

e

opportunities provided by the two community/junior colleges. Such
studer.cs should be encouraged to use the counseling services i,f—. they
are unsure of their acadeniic majors or professional goals.

student activities programs at the two-year cofie;es. Publications
adv'_ ng the RTSs of the typeé of student activities which\are available:

3

at th\e two institutions should be distributed to the new s’cui ents,

&R
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. APPENDIX 1 °
"] SURVEY OF COMMUNITY COLLEGE STUDENTS
: HHO TRANSFER FROM A FOUR-YEAR COLLEGE/UNIVERSITY TO A -
. . COMMUNITY/JUNIOR COLLEGE
. & ,
T oex . 12. Select the one statement below which .most
1. Male accurately describes you. i
2. Female . 1. 1 attended one four-year college/ ‘university
before enrolling at the community/junior
2. To help identify any special needs of particular college.
students of different race and ethnic background, 2. 1 attended 2 or more four-year colleges/uni-
please choose the appropriate classification versities before enrolling at the community/
“1. Afro-American Junior.college.
2. American-Indian 3. 1 attended a community/junior college first,
3. Caucasian then a four-year college/university before
4. Mexican/Spanish-American enrolling at the present community/junior
5. Orijental-American. ’ . -college.
6. I prefer not to respond
13. Indicate. your major f1e1d of concentration-at
3. Are you head of the household? * the four-year college/university tast attended.
1. Yes ¥. Education
2. No 2. Social--Science/Religion
3. Business Administration
4, What is your marital status? 4, Science/Engineering/Technology
1. Single . 5. Agriculture/Forestry
~2. Married 6. Law
3. Divarced, Separated 7. Health Fields
4. Widowed 8. Arts/Humanities
9. Other
5. How many children do you have? .
1. 0 14, Indicate your major field- of-concentration-at
2. 1 this community/junior college.
3. 2 1. Education
4, 3 2.. Social Science/Religion
5. 4 3. Business.Administration
6. 5 4. Science/Engineering/Technology
7. 6 5. Agriculture/Forestry
8. 7 or more 6. Law -
3 7. Health Fields
6, Are you a resident of this state? 8. Arts/Humanities
1. Yes 9. Other
2. Ne ) . o
. 15. 1Indicate the total number of terms in attendance:
7. If you are a resident of this state, please indi- at the four-year college/university last attended:
cate length of time. 1. 1 or less 5. 5
1. Less than 6 months 2. 2 6. 6
2. At least 6 months, but less than one year 3. 3 7. 7
3. 1 - 2 years 4, 4 8 8 or more
4. 2 - 5 years
5. 5 - 10 -years 16. Indicate the total number of terms in attendance
_ 6. 10 years or more -~ at this community/junior college. (Do not include
””” ) present term.)
8. Age last birthday 1. 1 or less 5. 5
1. 17 or below 6. 30-- 34 2. 2 . 6
2. 18 7. 35-39 3. 3 7. 17
3. 19-20 8. 40 - 49 4, 4 8. _8 or more
4, 21 - 24 9. 50 or over
5. 25 - 29 17. Indicate the total number-of hours attempted -at
all four-year colleges/universities previously
9. Age when first entered community/junior college attended.
1. 17 or below 6. 30~ 34 1. 9 or less 5. 40 - 49
2. 18 7. 35-139 2. 10-19 6. 50 - 59
3. 19-20 8. 40 - 49 3. 20-29 7. 60 - 69
4, 21 - 24 9. 50 or over 4,-30 - 39 8. 70 or-more
5. 25 - 29
18. Indicate the total number of hours attempted at
10. Age when first entered four-year college/univer- this community/junior college. {Do not include
sity . present tem.)
1. 17 or below 6. 30 - 34 1. 9 or less 5. 40 - 49
2. 18 7. 35-39 2. 10-19 . 6. 50 - 59
3. 19-20 8. 40 - 49 3. 20~ 29 7. 60 - 89
4, 21 - 24 9. 50 or over 4, 30- 39 8. 70 or more
5. 25 - 29
19. Indicate total overall grade point average at
11. The four-year college/university last attended all four-year colleges/universities prev1ously
was: attended. (On 4-point scale)
1. In-state public institution 1. 1.4 or less 5. 3.0~ 3.4
2. Out-of-state public instituticn 2. 1.5-1.9 6. 3.5 -3.9
3, In-state private institution " 3. 2.0- 2.4 7. 4.0
4. Out-of-state private institution Ll 4. 2.5-2.9




20.

21,

22.

23.

24,

25.

Indicate overall grade point average at this 28.
community/junior college. (On 4-point scale)
1. 1.4 or less 3.0 - 3.4
2. 1.5-1.9 4. 3.5 -3.9
3, 2.0-2.4 7. 4.0
4, 2.5-2.9
How many hours a week did you work while
enrolled at last four-year =0llege/university
attended?
1. None €. 21 - 25
2. 1-5 . 7. 26 - 30
3. 6-10 8. 31 - 35
4, 11 -15 ¢ Hore than 35
5 16-20 :
29.
How many hours a week do you work now, while
attending commnity/junfor coliege?
1. None 1-25
2. 1-5 . 7. 26 - 30
3. 6-10 8. 31 - 35
4., 1N -15 9, More than 35 /
5. 16 - 20 f
Indicate the main source of transporta;ion
you are using while attending this coymunity/
Junior college.
1. Walking /
2. Personal car or truck h
3. ‘Car_pool * £
4.. -College transportation £ 30.
‘5. -Public transportation (bus, train, etc.)
6: Bicycle 7
1. Taxi ’
8. ‘Motorcycle
9. Business vehicle
‘Indicate-the -time lapse between leaving the
four-year -college/university last attended
-and=entering-this community/junior college:.
1. “Less than one month 6. 13 - 15 months
2. 1:- 3 months 7. 16 - 18 months
3. 4 - 6 months 8. 19 - 21 months
4. 7-~ 9 months §. More than 21 months
5. 10 - 12 months. 31.

When-was the last term you were in attendance
at the four-year college/university last

attended?

1. ‘Before Winter, 1972 6. MWinter, 1973

2. Winter, 1972 7. Spring, 1973

3. Spring, 1972 8. Summer, 1973 ~
— 4. —Summer,1972-— - “Fall, 1973

26.

27.

5. Fall, 1972

What was the most influential factor in you
choosing to enroll in the four-year college/
university last attended?
1. Academic reputation

. Campus atmosphere
3. Parents or velatives went there
4. Special programs or courses offered
5. Friends planning to go there
?. Size of college
8.
9.

32.

JLovw cost
‘Away from home
Opportunity to work

What was the most influential factor in your
decision to attend this community/junior college?
Good academic reputation

Campus atmosphere

Parents wanted me to go there

Special programs or courses offered

Friends decided to attend

Low cost

Closeness to home

Becqﬁse of academic probliems at four-year
schovl or unable to return to four-year school
Opportunity to work while attending

-
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When comparing the expected student performance -
level of the four-year college/univzrsity with
this community/junior college, which statement
best describes your feelings?

1. The four-year college/university expected a
great deal more.

The four-year college/university expectcd a
little more.

The four-year collgge/university expected
about the same. 1/

The four-year co 1ege/un1versity expected-a
little less. )
The four-yea;ycollege/university expected.a
lot less. .

When corparing courses at the four-year college/
universityd;nd courses at this community/junior
college-and the amount you learned,-which state-
ment best’describes your feelings?

EREE learned much more at the four-year college/

university.

2. 1'learned a little mora.at the four—year college/

university.

1 learned about the same at the four-year college/

university.

4. I learned a 1ittle less at the: four-year co]]ege/
university.

5. I learned a lot less at the four-year college/
university.

When comparing the four-year col]eg
this community/junior college as-
tion, which-statement best describe
1. The- four-year-college/universit
higher qua]ity of dnstruction.

2 C=3

3. The four-year co]]ege/unilersit prbvided about é
4 =,
5

on.
. The four-year-college/university:provided=a=mich .
» lower quality of instructions

il g

When comparing the academic advisement.-proc
the four-year college/university:and:-:t
Jjunior college, indicate which statemen
describes your feelings about academic -advisin
1. The four-year coi]ege/university provided-me -with
a much greater service.
2. The four-year- co]]ege/univers1ty provided -me= with
__a-better-services ——
3. The four-year college/university and the- cmnnunity/ :
%unior college provided me with-about -the-same-serv-- [
ce :
4. The four-year college/university provided me-with
less service.
5. The four-year college/university provided-me -with

il 1

% much less service.

6. 1 did not recefve academic advisement -at bo;h in-
stitutions.

Which statement belew best describes your feelings con-
cerning. your ‘experiefice with professional counselors? -
1. The four-year co]lege/university provided me:with

a much greater service.

The four-year college/university provided.me with
-better service.

The four-year college/university provided me-with
about the same service.

The four-year college/university provided me with
less service.

The four-yedi~college/university provided me with
much less service.

1 have not seen a professional counselor at both :
the four-year co]]ege/uniz;rsity and this conmunity/
Junior college. :

A

ag




33.

- 36,

35,

36.

37.

38.

39.

ERIC

R~ rur e Provided by ERiC

—4. ‘Below averaje

2.

3. -‘Average
T4,

5

Choose the statement below which best describes

your future plans,

1. -1 plan to graduate f-om this community/
Junior college and then return to the
same four-year, college/university.

2. 1 plan-to graduate from this comunity/
Junior college and return to a four-year
college/university other than the one I
previously attended.

3. I-plan to graduate from this community/
Junior college and have definite plans,
but they-do not include more formal ed-
ucation,

4. 1 plan-to graduate from this comunity/ -
Junior college but have no definite plans
after- that,

5. 1-.plan-as soon as possible and before
graduating from this ccamunity/junior
college to return to the same four-year
college/university.

‘How do you-feel about your academic preparation
for -your-program at the four-year college/

university last attended?
1. -Excellent
2. Good-
3. -Average
4. :Poor- ?be]ow average)

5. Not.-at'all .

‘How-do-you- feel about your academic ‘preparation

for-your -program at this college?
1. -Excellent
2. -Good:

. Poor fbe]ow average)

‘5. "Not-at 211

*Acadgmically. where would you say your overall

-high=school: ?rades placed {ou in your graduat-

1ng class?” (Mark only one
T.. Top-one-third
2: :Middle one-third

3; Lower one-third

How-do-you- feel you applied yourself accogs\ng
to -your capabilities at the four-year collede/

. university last ‘attended?
1. Maximum effort L \
2; Above average !
—-Average - TNl

5. Not -at all

How -do -you fee] you are applying yourself
according to your capabilities at this comunity/
Junior-college?
1. "Maximum effort

-Above average

Below average
. HNot.-at all

How do you feel about your academic program at

this community/Junior college?

1. I am doing what I 1ike now.

2. 1 am undecided, but I will find what I want.

3. -1 am going to continue my current program
not matter what.

4, I am undecided, and I do not know in what
direction to go.

5. 1 am in the wrong program and pian to change.

While attending the four-year college/university,
what was your credit-hour load?

1. “Full-time student

2. About three-quarter time

3. About one-half time

4. About-one quarter time or less

41.

42.

43.

44.

45,

46.

47,

48.

¥hile in attendance at this community/junior
college, what is your current credit-hour -
load? ’
1. Full-time student

2. About three-quarter time

3. About one-haif -time

4. About one-quarter time

Indicate the main source of financial assist-
ance you recefved while-enrolled in the four-
year college/university last attended. -(Mark
only-one)

1. Parent(s)

2. Spouse i -
3. Loan

4. Personal earnings and svvings .
5, VY. A -
6. Social Security

7. Scholarship

Indicate the secondary source -of :financial

assistance recefved wﬁile enrolled--in-the

four-year college/university last.attended:

(Mark only one).
Parent(s)

. Spouse

. Loan

. 'Perzona];earnings and savings.

V.-A.

. Social Security

. Séhblarship,

NO\O’I&&N
.

in the four-yeér co]]ege/unive S
1. -$499 or less -
2. $500--$799 6
3. $800 - -$1,099 7.
4. $1, 100 - Sl 499

"ndicate the main-source of financial:-assistance
veing: received while-attending-this- connunity/
junior college. (Mark only one): A
1. quent(sg

2, Spouse

Loan

Per;ona] earnings and savings

V. A

Social Security

Scholarship

Indicate secondary source if financial:assistance
is being recelved while. attending-this.-community/
junior college. (Mark only- one)

PErent(s%

Spouse /

Loan . !

Perzonal earnings and savings

.V

Social Security

tholarship

N

SNOYOY B W
o« o e o o
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What is your best-estimate of tﬁa’annual amotunt
of financial assistance you are receiving-while
enrolled in the community/junior college? :
1. $499 or less . $1,500--$2,499
2. $500 - $799 6. $2,500.- $3,499
3. $800 - $1,099 7. $3,500 or more
4, $1,100 - $1,499

What is the best estimate of your family annual
household income?

1. Below $3,000 6. $12,000 - $17,999
2. $3,000 - $5,999 7. $18,000 ~ "$22,999
3. $6,000 - $7,499 8. Above $23,000-

4, $7,500 - $8.999 9, Cannot estimate

5. $9,000 - $11,999




49. Indicate the educational level of your father.

(Mark -only one)
‘8th-grade or less
-Above -8th grade but did not graduate .
‘High-school graduate
-Attended-postsecondary school but did - :
not receive a degree or certificate N
Associate -degree or postsecondary certi- s
ficate
Bachelor's degree :
Master's degree N
-Post-Master work . : -
Doctor's degree or more :

W ™M W -+ ) Ny =
P A . o sl e @

50. Indicate_tne -educational level of vour mother.
(Mark -only one)

. -8th-grade of less

:Above 8th grade but did not graduate from :

-high=school B

High school graduate .

we

3

4. ‘Attended a postsecondary institution but
-did=not receive a degree or certificate

5. :Associate degree or postsecondary certi- .
ficate

-6. -Bachelor's degree

7. "Master's degree

8: -Post=Master work “ -

9. ‘Doctor's degree:or more :

1on? If- decaased or unemployed,
. (Mark .only-one).

i(e a: machine-operator)
worker (policeman fireman barber,

4
-5,
6. rofessional -or technicial (1aboratory
] dividual- techniclan, draftsman, -ete.)
- 7 .
8. ession requiring at least bachelor's degree

«(engineering, -elementary or secondary teacher, F
_ -social:welfare) i
9. Profession requiring advanced -college degree

{(doctor, lawyer, college professor, etc. g

"““‘*SZLAJHhich of the~following-best-describes—your-- o
- 's-occupation. “If she-is deceased or 1s -

no longer employed, indicate her former-employ-

ment. (Mark only. one)

1. “Unskilled worker, labor -

2;  Semf-skilled (e.g. machine operator)

3 Service workér ‘{policeman, fireman, barber,

osmetologist, military non-commissioned

officer, etc.)

Skilled worker or craftsman (carpenter,

-~ - -glectrician, plumber, etc.) - !

Salesman, bookkeeper, secretary, office

worker, etc.

Semi-professional- or technician (laboratory

or—indiyidual technician, draftsman, etc.)

Owner, manager, partner small business,

Jower level governmental official, commissioned

officer in military

8. Profession requiring at least bachelor's degree

{enginéer, elementary or secondary- teacher,
social welfare)

E- Y
by .

~ o n
. .

E 9. Profession requiring advanced college degree
: {(doctor, lawyer, college professor, etc. ?
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1. Sex /

1. Male
2, Female

2. To help identify any special needs of particular students of different race
and ethnic® bacquound, please choose the appropriate classification,

- 1. Afro-American

2. -American=Indian

3. Caucasian

4. Mexican/Spanish-American

5. Orlental- -American

6. 1 prefer not to respond

3. Are you head of the housshold?
1. Yes
2, No |

4. What is your marital status?

S. How many chilaren do you have?
1. ¢
2. 1
3, 2
4. 3
5. 4
-6, §-
7. 6

8. 7-or more

6, -Are yoy a resldent of thls state?
1, Yes
2. No

7. If you_are a resident of this state, please indicate length of time.
1. Less:than 6 months
2, .At leas & months, but less than one year
3. .
4, 2- 5 -years

5, 5- 10.years
6. 10 years or more

T8, Age 1ast birthday
1% 17-or below
2. 18
3. 19-20

o 4. 21-24

5. 25-29

6. 30-34

7. 35-39

8., 40-49

9, 50 or over

9, Agc whon first entered commurity/funlor college
1. 17 or below
2, 18
3. 19-20
. 4, 21-24
5. 25-29 .
&5, 30-34
7. 35-39
8. 40-49
9, 50 or over

.

APPEADIX 2

.

Number

162
100
51

{60

162
52

155

»

(SEMINOLE)

Percent

61,7%
37.7%

54.3%
8.6%
17.3%
6.8%
3.7%
3.7%
0.0%
1.2%

96.9%
2.5%

162

1

39
3l
13
12
28

162

16
37
3
n
11
15
24

3

3.1%

1.9%
9.9%
22.8%
20.4%
12.3%
6.8%
F.3%
14.8%
1.9%

Mean

1.4074

3.0437

1,4812

1.8025

2.1032

1.0432

5.0000

5.2037

4.7407

SURVEY OF COMMUNITY COLLEGE STUDENTS WHO TRANSH‘.R FROM A FOUR-YEAR
GOLLEGE/UNIVERSITY TO A COMMUNITY/JUNIOR COLLEGE

(VALENCIA)

Number Percent
164

106 63.9%

58 34.9%
163

6 3,6%

0 0.0%

148 89,2%

2 1.2%

3 1.8%

3 1.8%
165

91 54.8%

74 44,6%

166

(COMBINED)

Maen Number Percent
326
206

119 36.3%

1,3537

3.0552 323
9
0

298

1.4485

1.6024

154 1.8571- 309-
91 54.8% 179°
23 13.9% 7
20 12.0% 48.
13 7.8% 24¢
5 3.0% 11:
2 1.2% 8-
0 0.6% :
0 0.0% 2°
164 1.0671 326
156 94.0% 13
7 4.2% - 11
162 4.9691- 323:
2 1.2% 2
3 3.0% 7
17 10,2% 33
30 18.1% - 70
26 15.7% 52
82 49.4% 158
166 4,8554 328
0 0.0% 0
2 1.2% 3
38 22.9% n
50 30.1% 89
28 16.9% 59

) 16 9.6% 29
8 4.8% 20

20 12.0% 48

4 2.4% 9

166 4.2952 328
2 1.2% 5
24 14.5% 40
44 26.5% 81
36 21.7% 69
22 13.3% 42
13, 7.8% 24
4 2.4% 19
18 10.8% 42
3 1.8% (3 1.8%




10. Age when first entered four-year college/yniverstiy
1. 17 or below -
2. 18
3. 19-20
-4, 21-24
§., 25-29
6. 30-34
7, 35-39 A
« 8. 40-49
9. 50 or over v

-
11. The four-year college/university last attended was:
1. In-state public institution
2. Out-of-state public institution
3. In-state private tnstitution
4. Out~of-state-private institution

12, Select the one stateraent below which most accuratcly descrives you.
1. Iattended-one-four-year college/university before enrotling at the
community/juntor collega,
2. Y-attended 2 or more four-year colleges/universities before
enrolling at-the community/junior coilege.
3. tattended a community/Juntor college first, then a four-year coliege/
university before enrolling at the present community/juntor collego.

13. Indicate your-mafor field of concentration at the four-yéar college/
unive: last attended,

nuntstratton
gineertng/Technolody
ture /Forestry

4. ilindlg;fe’éyouit;}a]dr ficld of concpntration at this community: junior college.
-Educatlor

:lence/Religlon
+ -Business-Adnministration

ering/Technplogy

ure/Forestry .

7. HealthFields
Arts/Humanitios
Other .

15; Indicate the total sumber of terms tn attendance at the {~ar-year colieye/

unlversity last attended.
1. lor-less - - .

2 P .
3.3 . !
4. 4- i
5. §
6., 6
7. 7

8 or more

TR A

Indicate the total-number of terms in attendange at this cammunity/junior

college, (Do not include pretent term.)

1. l-orless

- 2, 2

3,3

4. 4

5. §

6. 5

7. 7
8

8. 8 or more

(SEMINOLE)

Number Percent
160
28 17.3%
65 40,1%
27 16.7%
16 9.9%
7 41.3%
10 6.2%
3 1.5%
4 2.5%
0 0.0%
150
77 47.5%
51 31.5%
14 8.6%
18 11.1%
161
126 74.1%
26 16.0%
14 8.6%
160
18 1.1%
12 7.4%
40 24.7%
34 21.0%
1 0.6%
1 0.6%
13 8.u%
18 11.1% |
23 14.2%
161
12 7%
14 8,6%
41 25.3%
31 19.1%
1 0.6%
6 3.7%
15 9.9%
20 12.3%
20 12.3%
158
39 23.1%
51 31.5%
27 15.7%
16 3.9%
k] 5.6%
& 1.7%
1 @,6%
9 3.6%
113
L3 37.0%
2 _5.4%
8 17.3%
iz 13167
14 5.2%
4 S
] z 3%
B 1.3

Mean
2.2187 164
27
64
30
22
10

8

2
1
0
1.8312 155
70
§2
i8
25

1.3540 165

128
26

13

4.6937 164
18
12
kH
30

[
2
23
16

1

4.8447 165
9
g
44
k1)
3
4
29
12
24

2.8228 185
57
41
30
16

* ]

H
1
8

2.7702 161

87

Number

(VALENQIAL (COMBINED)
Percent  Mean Numrer Percent Mean
2.7822 324 2.7801)
16.3% 55 16.6%
38.6% 125 39.3%
18.1% 57 17.4%
13.3% 38 - 11.8%
6.0% e 5.52% ;
4.8% T 18 5.5%
1.2% H 1.5% ~
0.6% 5 1.5%
0.0% .0 0.0%
1.9879 325 1.9108-
42.2% 147 44.8%
31.3% 103 31.4%
10.8% 32 9.8%
15,i% 43 13.1%
1.3576 326 1.35358-
75.3% 245 74.7%
15.7% 52 15.9%
7.8% 27 8.2%
5.0000 324 __ d.8488=
10.8% 6 11.0%
7.2% 24 7.3%
21.1% 75 22:9%
18.1% 64 19.5%
0.0% 1 0.3%
1.2% 3 0:9%
13.9% 36 11.0%
9.6% 34 -10:4%
16.9% S 15.5%
540727 326 4,9601
5.4% 21 6.4%" )
5.4% 23 7.0%
26.5% 35 -25.9%
18.7% 62 18.%%
1.8% 4 1,2% -
2.4% 10 3.0% .
17.5% 45 13.7%
7.2% 32 9.8%
14.5% 44 13.4%
. 2.5939 323 2.7059
34,3% 96 29.3%
24.7% 92 28.0%
16.1% ' 57 17.4%
9,6% 32 9.8%
4.8% 17 5.2%
2.4% 10 3.0% .
0.6% A 0,6%
4.8% 17 5.2%
2.6957 322 2.7309
40.4% 127 38.7%
15.7% 51 15.5%
13.3% 50 15.2%
H.4% 36 11.0%
9.9% 25 7.6%
8% 13 4.0%
1,2 3 1.8%
4.2% 14 4.3%
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17.

18,

20.

21.

22.

mrx -
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Indicate the total number of holrs attempted at al} four-year cotlegos/
universities previously attended
1. Jorless - -
2. 10-13 .
3. 20-29
4. 30-39
S. 40-49-
6. 50-59-
7. 60-69
8. 70 or moro

Indicato the total number of hours attempted at this
college. {Do not tnclude prosent term.)

1. 9orless
2. 10-19

3. 20-29

4. 30-39

S. 40-49

6. 50-59

7. 60-589

8. 70 or more

ity /juntor

Indicate totaloverall orade point average at all four-year colleges,”
untversities previously attended. {On 4-point scale)
1. 1l.4orless

2. 1.5-1.9

3. 2.0-2.4

4. 235°2.9

5. 3.0-3.4

6. 3.5-3.9 -
7. 40

{ndicate overall-qrade point average at this commumly/junior coilege.
-(On 4-point scale)
1. l.iorless

How many-hours.a week did you work while enrolled atdast four=-year
college/university atiended?
None

1=5

6~10

11-15 >
16-20

21-25

26-30 -

31-35 -

9. More than 35~

How many hours a week do you work now. while attendiag commpunity/
junior-college ?

1. None

2. I~5

3. 6-10

4. 1i-15

S. 16-20

6. 21=25

7. 26-30

8. 31-35

9. More than 35

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

40

{SEMINOLE)
Number Percent Mean

158 3,6203
19 11.7%

37 22.8%

26 16.0%

35 21.6%

13 8.0%
1t 5.8%

6 3.7%

1 6.8%

157 2.,9427
38 23.5%

47 28.5%

23 14.2%

22 13.6%

7 4.3%
9 $.64
S 3.1%
5 3%

160 3.3250
i 9,9%

42 25.9%

31 19.1%

30 18.5%

29 17.8%

10 6.2%

A 1.2%

155 5.0958

2 1.2% .-
2 1.2%
20 12.3%
21 13.0%
44 27.2%
44 27.2%
21 13.0%
161 5.0870
56 34.6%
7 4.3%
3 1.9%
3 3.1%
? 4.3%

12 7%
11 6.8%
4 2.5%

56 EE P B

16 6.7275
23 1R
* LIS
H 0%

3 3.1%

1i 8%
2 b
S 1.7
5 E2RE

43 o ,

I
49

Number Percent

164
24
40
34
28
i3

2
4
18

160
46
44
24
13
17

5
4
b

158

]
H

44
29
36
17
10

S

152

12
32
4$
41
15

16

-

164

B

(VALENCIA)

14.5%
2401%
20.5%
16.9%
7.8%
1.2%
2.4%
10.8%

27.7%
26.5%
14.5%
7.8%
10.2%
3.6%
2.4%
T 3L6%

5.6%
26.5%
17.5%
21.7%
16.2%

6.0%

3.0¢

U.6%
4.2%
7.2%
18.1%

27.1% -

23.7%
9.0%

468.4%
3.0%
3.0%
3.0%
6.0%
5.4%
6.6%
3.6%

27.7%

i8,1%
1.2%
1.2%
1.8%
7.2%
6.6%
7.2%
1.8%
53.2%

o~

aean

3.5122

2.8438

3.310%

4.4737

4.6037

£.6159

\

. (COMBINED)
Nizbor Percent Mean
322
43 13.1%
77 23.8
60 18.3%
63 19.2%
26 7.9%
13 4.0%
10 3.0%
29 8.8%
317
84 25.6%
N 27.7%
47 14.3%
35 10.7%
24 7.3%
15 4.6
9 2,7%
1N 3.4%
318
32 9.8%
86 26.2%
60 .18:3%
66 20:1%-~
46 14.0%
20 6.1%
- 7 2.1%
307
3 6.9%
5 2.7%
32 9:8%
Y osl 15.5%
85 27.1%
85 25.9%
36 11.0%
325
123 37.5%
i 3.7%
8 2.4%
10 3.0%
= 17 5.2%
21 6.4%
22 6.7%
1¢ 3.0%
92 1.5
324
55 16.8%
7 2.1%
3 0.9%
8 2.4%
23 7.0%
19 5.8%
i3 5.5%
13 4.0%
17% 54.3%

IR AR LI




Number

Percent

23, Indicate the main source of transportation you are using while atiending
this community/junior college.
1. Walking
2. Personal car or truck +
3. Car pool
4. College transportation
S. Public transportation (bus, Yatn, etc.)
6. Bicycle
7. Taxt
8. Motorcycle .
9, -Business vehicle

24, Indicate the time lapse between lgaving the four-year college/untversity

Aast attended and enterlng this community/juntor colleqe. 158
1. Less than one-month 16
2. 1-3 months 20
3. 4-6 months 13
4. 7-9 months 11
5. -10-12 months . . 8
€. 13-15-months - : 9
‘7..16-18 months 4
8. 19-21-months 2 s
9, More than 21 months 76
-157
107 66.0%
4 2.5%
7 1.3%
4 2.5%
5 3.1%
6 3.7%
190 6.2%
S . 3.1%
9 5.6%
. Ed
ost-tnfluential factor in you-choosing to enroll {n the four- N
tlege/university last attended? 149
25
1 6.8%
12 7.4%
-Spacial-programs or courses offered 41 25,3%
5. -Friends-planning-to go there . 7 4.3%
6. Slze of collego H 3.1%
7. 23 14.2%
8. “Away. from home . 12 7.4%
9. Opportunity. to work ) 13 8.0%
27. What-was'the most Influential factor in your decision to attend tys
community/junior college 2 153
. Good academic reputation 13-——-8.6%
H 2, Campus- atmosphcro . i . 2 1.2%
= 3. Parents_wanted me to go there i 0.6%
B 4. Special programe or courses offered _ 33 28.49%
H 5. Friends:decided to attend . 3 1.9%
6. Low.cost 22 13.6%
: 7. C!nsenessto-home 48 24.7%
8. Because of academic problems at four-year scheot or unable o return
B _ to-four=year school 17 10.5%
z 9. Opportunity to work while attending Z1 13.0%
: 28. When comparing the expected student pnrfomance Igvel of the fuureyear
: cullogt./unlvorsny with this community/junior edllege, which statement .
best describes your feelings ? 157
: 1. The lour-ycar college/university expectod a great deal more. 37 22.7%
- 2. The fouf-year collego/untversity expected a ttle more. 33 28,4%
y 3, The four-year collage/untversity expectea about ingesames., 7¢ 43.2%
4. The four-year college/university expected a }ittie less. . 10 0.2%
5. Tho four~year college/university expected a Int fess. 6 3.7%

{SEMINQLE)
Mean |

N{MO
§.4%

5.9150

¢.4841

(VALENCIA)

Number Percent

0.0%
89.8%
3.6%
0.0%
0.6%
8.0%
0.0%
1.8%
3.0%

N OO OO0k

63.3%
11, -6,6%
10 6.0%
1 0.6%
3 - 1.8%
& 3.6%
11 6.6%
3 1.8%
16 6.0%
154 :
31 18.7%
8 4.5%
6 3.6%
$8  34.5%
12 7.2%
9 5.4%
12 7.2%
14 8.4%
4 2.4%
157
- g ——554%
"7 1.2%
4] 0.0%
A4 26.5%
[ 0.0%
20 12.0%
40 24.1%
21 12.7%
HY 9.6%
162
37 2.3%
% 27.7%
&9 41.6%
7 3.2%
i 0.6%

Mean

2.378)

ARy

2.5187

4,1753

5.804:

2.3704

{COMBINED)
Number Percent Mean-

324 2,2593-
3 0.9% :

295  89.9% -
14 4,3% E
0 " 0.0% :
1 0.3% A
1 0.3%

0 0% )
4 1.2% -
6 1.8%

322 5. 8758?
3 10:1% -
49 \M 9% H
25 7.9% =
23 7.0%
16 4.9% E
14 4. 3% H
-8 2, 4%‘

6 1.8%
147 44.8%
317

- 212

15

17

S

8

12
21

8

19

303- .

56 17:1%
19 5.8%

18 $35%
99-  30:2%

19 5:.8%

14- 433%
35 1007% |
26 7.9%

17 5.2%

310
3’*A7"0%_
9 2.7%

1 0.3%
77 . 23.5%

3 0,9%
2 12.8%

30 24.4%

38 11.6%

37 11.3%

319 2.4263
74 22,6%

79 24.1%

1338 42.4%

17 5.2%

7 2.1%




29, Whaen comparing courses at the four~year college/university and courses
at this community/juntor collago and the amount you learned, which
statement bost describes your fealtngs?

1. -Ilearned much more at the four~year collage/untsersity,

2. -i:learned a- 1ttle more at the four-year collego/1nlversity.

3, Ilaamed about the-same at the four-year college/untversity.

4, 1learnoda llule 16ss at the four-year collage/university.
5. Ilearneda lot less at the four-year college/untversity.

30. Whaen comparing the four~yoar collego/university and this community/
Juntor college as’ to quality of Instruction. which statoment bost
describes-your feelings ?

car college/university provided a much higher quallty of

1.

31, When comparing the academic advisement process at both the four-year

collel;o/un!versuy and this communlty/jun!or college, {ndicate wmch

33, Chooso,the stuto ent bolow which best doscribes your future plans.-

1.
2.

3.
4.
L3

1.
2.
3.
4.
S.

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

The fou
ins

The lour-year college/untversity provided a somewhat higher quality

of lnsu-ucuon.

of-1ns!

The four-ycar college/untversity provided a much lower quality of
. —lnStnlcuon.

SON!CG .

]un!or collcqe 10 return to the same four~year college/university.

Excellent
Good

Average

Pocx {below average)

Not at all

Excallent
Good

“hverage
Poor (below averaye)

Not at all

uon.

i

mo four-yoar college/untversity.
duaw from 1hI's community/funlor college and return to a

lour-yoor collega/university last attendad ?

r-yoar college/university pxovlded about the same quallity of
lnsuucuon.
The four-yoar collega/univorsity provided a somewhat lower quality

r collega/university provldcd mo with much less service.
6. I have- no seon a professional counselor at both the four-yoar college/

-

juate {rom this community/Junior college and have
,but they do not include more formal educatton.

34. How do you-feel about your academic preparation for your progrem at the

35. How do you feel about your academic groparation for your program at
this collcgo?

42

(SEMINOLE)

NumbBer Percent

156
8 4.9%
1 6.8%
63 38.9%
34 21.0%
40 24.7%

156 t
7 4.3%
36 22.2%
77 47.5%
24 14.8%
12 7.4%

155 -

T 6 3.7%
1 6.8%
53 32.7%
4 25.3%
277 16.7%
17 10.5%

154
4 2.5%
12 7.4%
44 . 27.2%
36 22.2%
29 17.9%
29 17.9%

146
14 8.6%
BL 59.0%
22 13.6%
23 14.2%
6 3.7%

156
25 15.4%
52 32.1%
48 29.6%
22 13.6%
3 5.6%

161
46 28.4%
76 46.9%
28 17.3%
9 5.6%
z 1.2%

Mean Numbur

3.5577 162
\ 10

"

S8

30

42

29
84
26

1

3.7935 162
S

9

$2

40
2

24

4.0455 159

4.
10

42
37
28

38
2.4931 152
22

82

27

2.6026 163
20
52
63
23
S

2.0373 164
39

86

38

i

0

6.0%
13.3%
34.9%
18.1%
25.3%

6.0%
17.5%
50.6%
15.7%

6.6%

T.0%
5.4%

31.3%
24.1

19.3%
14.5%

2.4%
6.0%

25.3%
22.3%
16.9%

22.9%

13.3%
49.4%

9.0%
16.3%

3.0%

12.0%
31.3%
38.0%
13.9%

3.0%

23,5%
§1.8%
22.9%
0,.6%
0.0%

(VALENGIA)

Percenl Mean  Number

KIEREE] 318

33
121
[ 11

82

3.0124 317

65
151
50

23

3.9691 317

11
20

105
81
59
4

11887 313

8
22

86
73-
57

67
2.4342 298
36
163-
37

54

1n

2.6380 e
45
104 ¢
111
45
14

2.0061 325
8s

162

66

10

2

(COMBINED)
Percont

5.5%
10.1%
36.9%
19.5%
25.0%

$.2%
19.8%
49.1%
15.2%

7.0%

3:4%
6.1%

3z.0%
24.7%
18.0%
1255%

2.4%

6.7%

26.2%
22,3%
17:4%

20:4%

13.7%
31.7%
33.8x
13.7%

4.3%

25.9%
49.4%
20.1%
3.0%
0.6%

2,015

Mean

3.5000

3.0000-

4.1182
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43

(SEMINOLIE® {VALENCIA) {COMBINED)
Number Percent Mean Humber Percoant Mean Numbar Percent Mean -
36, Academically, whore would you say your overall high schosl grades
placfd you-In-your.graduating class? (Mark only one) 161 1.5584 165 1.6061 326 1.6319 :
1. Top one-third 71 43.u% 81 48.8% 152 46.3% e
2. Middle one~third 76 46.9% 65 41.6% 145 4.2% - :
3. Lower one=third , 12 7.4% 14 8.4% 26 7.9%
37. How do you{eel you applied yourself according to your capabilities at -
the four-year college/untversity last attended? 161 3.0932 165 3.2182 32 3.1564-2
1. Maxlmum effort - 14 8.6% ] 5.4% 23 7.0%
2. Above average- k] 19.1% 3T 19.9% 64 15.5%
3, Average: 56 34.6% TSt 30.7%, L1070 32,6%
4. -Baslow average 46 28.4% 57 34.3% 103 31.4%
5. _Not at all . 14 8.6% 15 9.0% 29 8.8%
38. How_do._you'{eol-you are applylng yourself accordlnq to your capabil‘uos
161 2.2795 166 2.3855 327
28 17.3% 23 13.5% $1 15.5%
74 $5.7% 71 42,8% 145 44.2%
46 28.4% 58 34.9% 104 » 31.7%
12 7.4% 13 7.8% 28 7.6%
1 1 0.6% H 0.6% 2 0.6% ~
39. -How do youfeel about your academic program at thls community/junlor
colle ga? 158 1.5203 163 1.7791 321 ~
108 66.7% 97 58.4% 205 62.5%
20 12.3% 25 15.1% 452 13T%
tinue my-curfent-programn no matter what. . 1 8.6% T 2% 15.7% 40 12.2%.
3nd I do-not know._in what-ditection to go, 1 - B.6% 10 6.0% 4 7.3%
wrong-pfogram and_plan to-change. H 1.2%- H 3.0% « ? 2.1%
ding.thes{our~year college/university . what was your
160 1.5812 163 1.6871 323
R4 66.0% 129 72,.3% 227
- 17 10.5% 2 1.2% 19
16 9.9% 13 7.8% 29
20 12.3% ‘8 16.9% 1%
1 n-attendance at-this community/funtor college, what 1s your current -
159 2,2767 161 2.2298 320
61 37.7% s 74 44.6% 135
25 15.4% 19 11.4% 44
41 25.3% 257 15.1% 66
. 32 19.8% 43 25.9% 75
' t
42. maln-source of financial assistance you recewved while /
. “four-year coliege/untversity 1ast attended. (Mary only one) 160 2.59500 161 . j2.5832 321
62 38.3% 79 47.6% “141-
~ 6 3.7% N 3.0% i1
f T 10 6.2% 7 4.2% 17
i 52 32.1% 43 25.9% a5
S, ViA, L. 24 14.8% 19 11.4% 7 43
6. SoclalSecurity . . __ ) 2 1.2% 1 0.6% 3
7. Scholarship T T e ——— L 4 _2,3% , 1 4.2% il
43. Indicate'thezsecondary gource of {inancial assistance received while ’
enrolled Inthe four-ycar wl!cge/untvcrslty last attended. (Mark only onej 154 3.2662 158 3.1899 32
+1. Parent(s) 33 24.0% 49 26.5% 83 25.3%
2. Spouse . 3 3.6% 5 3.0% 14 3.3%
3. “Loan 3 1,9% 7 4.2% 1o 3.0%
4. -Personal- cafnings and savings 89 54.9% 30 $4.2% 173 ¢ 54.56%
5. V. 7 4.3% 5 3.6% 13 330%
6. Soclal-Security 4 Z2.5% 3 1.6% 7 2,1%
7. Schdlarship - 2z 1.2% 3 1.8% - 5 1.5%
44, What'is yourbest estimate of the annual amount of fipancial assistance . -
fecetved while enrolled in the fous-yeaf college/university last atterded? 150 2.8400 149 30134 77 ¢ 99
1. $499 or-less 59 36.4% 57 14.3% - 116 35.4%
2. 5500-5783 N 18 L101% 13 7.58% 31 9.5%
3. $800-51,099 2 , 23 1% 13 7.8% 36 11.9%
4, $1,100-51,499 3 14 8.6% 25 15.1% 33 11.9%
S. $1.500-52,499 20 12.3% 25 15.1% 45 13.7%
4, $2,500- 53%499 1] 3.7% Y 5,0% 16 T4.9%
7. $3,500 or mere 10 6.2% & 3.6% 16 4.3%
(x:, '
— oy

e 2

R TSR IR IR




45, Indicate the main-scurce of financlal asalstance belng recelvod while

46

attarding this community/juntor college. (Mark only one)

1.
2.
3.
4,
s,

Paront(s) .

Spouse

Loan _
-Personal earnings and savings

V.A.

6. Soclal Security
7. Scholarship .

Indicate secondary source If financialassistance is balng recelved while
attending this conmunity/juntor college. (Mark only_one)
. -Paront(s)-

4. Personal earnings and savings
S. VA B
6. Social’Sacurity
7. Scholarahlp

What 13 your best-estimate cf ths annGal amount of financlal assistanca
ng-while orrolled In the community/junior college ?

~
>

’

g;dnd‘iry school but did not recalve a degree or

\

~
o or postsecondary certificate A

(SEMINOLE)

Number Percent

132

19

Dactor'a degren-or more
2

ERIC B

160

14-

23
63

26
12
14
2
0
0

Moan Number Percont _Mean Nurmber Percent Moan
- XY
157 165 3.6606 324 3.5695
17.% 28 . 34.5% §2 15.9%
11.1% 16 9.6% - 34 - 10.4%
1.2% 2 1.2% 4 1.2%
43.8% 79 47.6% 150 45.7%
22.2% 40 240% 76 23.2%
1.9% 2 1.2% 5 1.5%
0.6% 2 1.2% 3 0.9%
3.5530 154 '3.5714 286 ° 3.5629
9.9% - 21 13.9% 33 1.9% ©
11.7% 1 7.8% 32 9.8%
0.6% 5 31.0% 3 1.8%
46.9% 88 - 53.0% 154 50.0% .
9.3% 19 11.4% , 34 10.4%
1.9% 3 1.8% 6 1.8%
0.6% 3 1.8% 4 1.2%
2.7299 150 3.0067 287
43.2% 67  40.4% 137 41.8%
9.3% 8 4.8% 23 7.0%
3.7% 14, 8.4% 20 6.1%
4.3% 15 9.0% . 22 6.7%, "
10.5% 21 12.7% 38 A16%
6.8% 16 4,6% 27 8.2%
6.8% 7 4.2% 16 5.5%
5.6792 163 5.4969- 322
3.7% 4- 2.4% - 10
3.7% 13 7.8% 19
4.9% 1 6.6% i9
10.5% 19 11.4% 36
16.0% . 735 21.1% 61
30.9%. 33 19.9% 83
11.7% 15 9.0% -
8.0% 18 10.8% 3
8.6% 18 9.0% 29-
3.6000 165 3.8000 328
17.9% 26 15.7% $5
13.6% 19 11.4% 7 1
24.1% 43 29.5% €8
14.8% 21 12.7% 15
10.5% 8 4.8% 25
8.0% 21 12.7% 34-
4.3% 10 -6.0% 17 X ___Z
R T M- BESE B S e U S
3.7% 8 4.6% 14 1.3%
B 3.3062 165 3.4242 325 ~3.3662
§.6% 19 11.4% 33 15.1% -
14, 2% 18 10.8% 41 12.5%
42.6% 63 41.6% 138 42.1%
16.0% 33 19.9% 59 18.0%
7.4% 4 2.4% 16 1.9%
$ 8.6% ~ 12 7.2% 26 7.9%
1.2% 5 1.0% 7 2.1%
0.0% 1 0.6% 1 6.3%
0.0% 4 2.4% 3 1.2%

{VALENGIA)

{COMBINED)




or unemployed, Indicate formor occupation. {(Mark only one) .

1. Unskilled worker, labor

2. Semi-skilled (e.g. machina operator)

Service workor (policeman, fireman, barber, cosmetalogist, military.

non-comnlss!oned officer, etc.)

4. Skilled-worker or craftsman (carpenter, electriclan, plumber, etc.)

5. Snlesman. ‘bockkeeper, - -secretary, office worker, otc.

6. Semli-professionalor technical {laboratory or individual technictan,
draftsman, stcs)

7. Owner, manager, partnor small business, lower level govetnraenta!
official,-commissioned officer in military

8. Pro(csslon.mquh’lng at least bachelor's degree (eagineering, elementary

Profassion requiring advanced college degree (doctor, Lawyer, college
professor, etc.) . - y
Which of the followlng best describes your mother's occupation? if she is
deceased of-1s-no- 1cagat employed, 1ndicaxo her former employment, (Mark
only one}

1. Unskilled werker, labor

I Soml-skm d-(e.g. machine operator)

kA Scrvlcu worker-{g ‘oliceman, fireman, barber, cosmetologist, military
non-commissicnod offfcer, oic.)

52

u\rlf\g at least bachclor s degree {engineer, elumeniary or
hor, social welfare)

T T T et

T eI TR

51. Whichof the {ollowlng best dascribes your father's occupnnon ? 1f deceased

or secondary-teacher, soclal ‘welfare) E

Number Percent
159 :
16 6.2%
12 7. 493
12 7.4=g,
20 12.3%
19 nak
13 8.0%
46 28.4%
[N 2O |
o cfeT TS0
11 5.8%
& .
149
26 16.0%
16 9.9%
11 5.8%
1 6.6%
62 35.3%
12 %
11 6.3%
10 6.2%
¢ 0.0%

EMINOLE)

Llean

5.4843 163
5
16

18
T29
12

9

‘42
22

10

4.2550 156
30
24

i
5
EL]

Number

(VALENCIA)

Percent

S.4%
25.3%
13.3%

6.0% .

16.1%
. 14.5%
&

6.6%

L 3.0%

28.9%_

6.5%

Mean

4.1603

{COMBINED)
Number Percont

Mean

322
15
29
0
19
3
22
£l
S
%
o
308 - 4.2066 i
$6 17.1%
0 12.7% ;
2 .6.7%
6 Mex -
e 33.5%
2 - 6%
22 §.7%
22 6.7%
5 1.5% B
s 77:
1

2

by
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THE REVERSE TRANSFER STUDENT
IN THE COMMUNITY COLLEGE

(A Practicum E/I_'_éposal)

Heretofore”much attention at the dommunity college level has been devoted

[N

_to students who transfer from a community college to a four-year college or
university, while very little attention has been given to those students who first

enroll in a four-year institution and then transfer to a community college. If the
4 N

community college is to meet the needs of all its constituents, it must concern
itse]f with those special needs and interests of the reverse transfer student. The

project described herein is a study to determine the nature and characteristics of

the reverse transfer student in the community college.

Staiement of the Problem: ’

Is there a significant difference in the academic performance, as measured

by grade point average (GP2), of the reverse transfer student at the community

»

college qompéred with his academic performance at the four-year college or
university ? .Is there a commonality among the reasons offered bv reverse transfer
students fox; transferring from a four-year institution to a community college ? Is
.there a.commonality o'f demographic .characteriAstic‘:s which might explain any

difference in ac . demic performance? Is there a commonality in the perceptions‘of

: 8
reverse transfer students with regard to the dif’erence in their academic performance

at the four-year institution and at the community college? To what extent do the

\

*différences vary among community colleges in the same metropolitan area--

Brevard %ommqnity College, Seminole Junior College and Valencia Community




Y
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i

College ?

/ S
N Hypotheses:

The\ hypotheses tested by the study are:

Hypothesis 1: TBEdeings will show a significant improvement in the
academic performance of the reverse transfer stuci-ent at the
community college compared with his performance at the four-
year institution. Moreover, there will be a commonality of -
demographic characteristics which might explain\any
difference in academic performance.

Hypothesis 2: The f;ndings will spow a commonality of reasons offered

among reverse transfer students for transferring from a four-

year institution to a community college.

Hypothesis 3: The findings will show a commonality among the students'

- perceptions with regard to the difference in their acaaémic
- .
L 1 ~

performance at the four-year: institution compared with the

community college.

»

Hypothesis 4: The findings w111\show nod significant difference among
reverse transfer s\@ents at Brevard Community College,
: \
Seminole Junior College and Valencia Community College.

\

/

Background and Significance of Study:

\

With the imp‘lementation of Florida's Master Plan for community colleges,

providing for a community college within commuting distance of every student in

the state, the number of students transferring from four-year colleges and

AN

\
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universities to the community college has rapidly‘ increased.

Heretofore much of the literature on student personnel services and the
attention of cé:ammunity colleges themselves have been on those students who
enroll in the community college and then transfer to a four-yea: college or
university. Very little attention has been paid to those students who {first enroll
_in a four-year college or university and later transfer to a community college.

Some suggest that in the reverse transfer student the community college
iuas a new constituency with special needs and interests to be served. Others
suggest that there is no significant difference betwéen the reverse transfer
students and those who initially enroll in the community cc’lege. However, there
is enough discussion and concern over the phenomenon of the reverse transfer
student to merit a formal inquiry into the nature and characteristics of the reverse

_transfer‘student and the impligations for community colleges. A review of the
literature reveals no significant study to date on this topic. ~J

The study which follows is a result of a survey of reverse transfer students
currently enrolled at three community colleges in Cer}tralelorida: Brevard
Community 9Gollege, Cocoa; Seminole Junior College, Sanford; and Valencia
Community -College, Orlando. The results of this survey will be studied, analyzed

and used in the future planning and development of programs to meet those special

needs and interests of reverse transfer students in the commuhity college. ] \

~

Definition of Terms:

1. Reverse transfer student (RTS) - Undergraduate students who attended

e *
a four~year college or university prior to enrolling in a community

N
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coflege

2. Target group of the survey - All RTSs who enrolled during the 1973-74

term at Brevard Community College, Cocoa; Seminole Junior College,
Sanford; or Valencia Community College , Orlando -
3. NAPTAF - National Practicum Task Force on the RTS sponsored by Nova

University

Limitations o'f the Study:

The limitations of the study are as follows:

1. This proposal, designed for three Central Florida community colleges,
may not be applicable to other community colleges throughout the state
and the nation. |

2. The categories and choices on the survey instrument may not be
comprehensix_fe enough to obtain an accurate assessment of the opinions
and needs of the respondents. '

3. éince the survey of the reverse transfer student at the three local
community colleges is not a rz?.ndom sample of commur;ity colleges
throughout the state and the nation, one cannot generalize to, the
universe of all reverse transfer students in all community colleges..

4. The difficulty of obtaining a high rate of return from the mailed/
questionnaires could cloud tﬁe results of tpe survey.

5. The accuracy of statistical data on the questionnaire will depend on

the honesty and recall of the respondents.
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Basic Assumptions:,

’

The basic assu:ﬁptions on which this study is based are as follows:

1. While the target population survey wés not chosen throug;hout the
state or the nation, the responses are indicative of the general
opinion of reverse transfer students among all community colleges.

2. The individuals of the target groups surveyed are re‘presentative of
their peers throughout the state and the nation.

3. The survey instrument is comprehensive enough to obtain an accurate
account of the nature and character.istics of the reverse transfer
student.

4, There is a need for a formal inquiry into the nature and characteristics
of the reverse transfer student.

5. The statistical data obtained from the ques%ionnaire is reasonably
honest an-d accurate to give a true account of the real opinions and

characteristics of the respondents.

- ‘Procedures for Colleci:i_ng Data:
‘The procedures for collecting data are as follows:
1. The survey questionnaire is received from NAPTAF and Nova Uniyersity.
2. The survey questionnaire is mailed to all RTSs enrolled during the
fall term, 1973-74, at Brevard Commpnity College, Seminole Junior
College and Valencia Community CollegeA.' Two additional follow-up
questionnaires will be mailed to those who did not respond to the first.

3. The questionnaire will be co'or-coded for each community college. The




results will bé key punched, tabulated and calculated by the Valencia

¢

Community College Data Processing Department.

Procedures for Treating Data:

%

The procedures for treating data are as follows:

Hypothesis 1: "

1. The procedures for assimilatirg and analyzing the data will be worked

out in tandem with Nova 7U\niversity and NAPTAF.

13

Hypothesis 2:

1. Same as Hypothesis 1.

) Hypothesis 3: |

-

1. Same as Hypothesis 1.
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