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o k - INTRODUCT ION T .

The American Counc1l on Education has reportea that about half the studenﬂs
_who entered callege as freshmen in 1961 and 1966 earnedl degreges in four years

’ _and by 1971,:8d of the. 1961 class and 60% of the_ 1966 class had earned

n

. degrees (Todays dhcatloh, 1975),. Hofstra’ Unlversity has repoarted its -
persmStence rate for 1966 Ireshmen’ at 58%, or approxlmately the s&he as the
national ave;age (McDermott and Llchtensteln, 1974) There is reason to
believe that "...the long term-trend over three decades®at least has been -
that though enrcllments have soared both in numbers and as percen%age)of
population, the attrition rate has remained approximately constant over this
total period." (Huber, 1971). These comments 3uggest that the problem of
attrition has not been ellmlnated e - K L 7
s )

o« -

Althdqugh a comprehen51ve review 'of the llterature %n attritien is not feasible”
here, there exist a number of thoreugh sources for such information (Summershﬁ%l
1962 Tinto and cullen, 1973).: Generally speaklng, the research on college
dropouts has b%en discouraging. .The ri&e‘rch does suggest that volunatry

-w1thdrakalfrom[college is multi=-causal ‘and complex " . .there is rarely’a
simgle reason for a student to drop out" (Mcnermott 1975, p-2). Among the
variables that ‘have been shown to have sape relationship to studént attrltlon

are "“...academic aptltitude, high school grddes, motivation, finances of the
students, and theg_social and academic match between the student and the
Ultutlon" C.McDermott 1975, p- 2). 7‘?’ . '

while'it is often p0551ble to 1ook at many of the above mentioned variables
in relation to withdrawal, ‘it ﬁ% often dlfflcuit to ass@ss the r_&l reasons
-why a student may ﬁeave -school,. Questlonnalres and it lntGerL/g nave becha
used both at New College of Hofstra and.other 1nst1tu ions. While this
technique is sometimes® helpful, anyone involved in th evaluation §f such
questiomnaires pr whq conducts such interviews is awe & of the reluctancuo cr
the paxt of ﬁany if ;not most, students to state their real reasons. dgite
typlcally ithe studeﬁt expresses no partf%ular dissatisfaction with the
nstitution, his 1nstru?tors” or the curriculum, but states that he.is )
leav1ng for "personal .reasons”, the spec1£lc nature of which is left unlddh—
ified. . N

|

- -

“ .
ong the moreféecent and relatively succedsful attempts to identify- 51gn1f1—

cant variables in college drop out is a study by Blanchfielc (1972) . v,

Blanchfield looked at both_precollegc and college 'environmental variables. | *

This author was able to discriminate betwe ~dropouts and continuing studcnts

at syracuse Unlver51ty in terms of such variables as high .school rank, .

financi#l ‘aid, a;d a social con01ou3ness score,. : ' o

‘This present study reﬁ%esents an attbmpt to. identify variables which might
differentiate continuing students frdm withdrawn students at New Gollege
of Hofstra University and.cepns eéuent F variables that mlghE be Worthwhlle
monitoring in the future.
- ‘)- . l l ‘\\\
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we ' - - - PROCEDURES : o i

.

from New College sonetime, between Septembex, 197_{3, and’ January, 1975. "J:‘h“"c-;'?;\e‘1
students-\begarn.:their cqllege careefs someti _,h.d,tuq,en 1969 and 19“13:&{»@&'&&&
in the szZmple of drop outs are 42 students who began as freshmen at Ng:\fl College
" ahd 13 who- transferred. inté New Collége. Since entrance testing ;at New iCollege
. did not begin until the rall, 1973, the only data available on students who
, " .enteréd prior to that time was the information inciluded on the sthdonts'.
. transcripts and in their admissiops dockets. FoJr students who entered New |
College in 1973, additional test data including.a personality invehtory.,wllicr;c;i. -
also avaliltble." The folloying report presents data.in four different parts: -
(1) an alysis of major area of study, semester hours of work attempted _i';md’
oompleted} and SAT and High Sq‘hool‘ decile data for withdrawn ,stud'ent_s; - .
(2) a comparison of continuing and withdrawn students who entered New College
in 1972 and ’10973'; (3) es.tabiishment of a hﬁi“itip'le regression equation; ari;*;:l

"(4) an analysis of exit questionnaire data.

.
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L - RESULTS- . CoT L -
- - L ~ . _ _ . A o
profile of New College Dropouts . . GO .;

.. i o * < . ) . i \ ) : ..
Table 1 bglo‘v' provides a breakdown of major Area of study by freshmen and
transfer students who havkd opped out sometime between September 1973 and -

January 1975.% 4 ) : .

]

< ’ . s . IS
: . j\ ‘ : TABLE 1 -
. ’ : . - ) i . - :
Breakdovm by Concentration Area of Freshmen and Transfep -Sftudents who " .
: * . Withdpew * . .
‘ . Y i » - >
AREA Freshmen" Transfer - . . .Both
e X . ———‘—" . -—.——a—'_ . . O e
7 ! . * : ) hd )
Humanities - 19 7 ] 26
~ Social Science ! 15 . , 3 . 18
Natural Science . 607 f 1 o ’ s 7
Unknown -. : b2 2 L 4
55

. TOTAL _ I 42 13

. . . . . \ ' PN ) R Y
Most of the drop outs concentrated in either thé Humanities or the Social
Sciences-at New College, with the highest number of drdp outs in the -
Humanities. Of the ‘four major Areas of study available to the New College
student (Humanities, Sdcial Science, Natural Science, and Liberal Arts)

the majority of all students dre éither in the Humanities or Social Sciences,

-

[y . ’ ‘ ’
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- : students we find that 47% are Humanities and 33% are Social Science,

page'j
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3 with approximately 50% of the dtudentsd identifying themselves as Social
Scierice students and approximately 30% ag’ Humanities. Among the withdrawn ‘-

This

greater dissatis-

8 no method of .
‘ »

faction and "are more likely to drop out,, However the

may possibl; suggest that "Humanities students experiean
confirming such 3. ﬂypothe@is from the available data..* -

, 0. ¥
Semestef hours completed. The average°number of credit%acompleted by e
dropouts 'each semester was 13.27., This, is approximately the sdme average
number of cre?kts completed per semester by all New College students.
‘- However, . cons dering just the Fast sémester enrolled prior té dropping
" out, we find that out of a mean of 15.93 s.h. for which registered, the )
dropout freshmen completed only 11.8 and_the dropout transfers dnly 8.15 s. h
 Table 2 contains a breakdown by major Area of. the. number of completed
credits.ip the last semester and the average number ‘of completed credits
per semester for ‘the withdrawn studerits..

o : P TABLE 2 - A
P ‘ .
Breakdown by Concentration ‘Area and 0rigina1 Status of Completed Credits in Last
Semeéter and Mean Nuthber Of Completed Credits Each Semester for. Students Who Hawe
v . . .o Withdraqp - ~

¢ - e

AREA &“gTATUS ' CREDITS LAST SEMESTER MEAN CREDITS.COMPLETED

- @ ” ¢

.- @

‘/

.
- .

FRESHMEN

. ‘ .
" Bumanities (N = 19) 12.5 13.1 "
Social Sciences (N = 15) ) 11.5 : 14.3
Natural Sciences (N=6) ~ 10.5 13.0 -
Unknown (N = 2) - 12.0 ] [ 1%’.0 -
Total for Freshmen (N = 42) 11.8 _ Z« 13.6 °
res : - ,
" TRANSFER . . ' ' .
Humanities (N = 7) . 9.0 B 3.6
Social Sciences (N = 3) - . 4.0 10.0
Natural Sciences (N = 2) ) 8.2 15.0
Total for Transfer (N = 12) 8.15 N 12.4
-
* GRAND TOTALS (N = 54) | ‘11, 37 13.27

5
The data in Table 2 suggest that students who withdraw or who do not plan
to .return. the following semester tend to be less likely to complete all of
their ¢redits-in that last semdster than they did in previous semesters. -
This pattern is particularly noticeable among transfer students

2
.
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i¥~k" .SAI and Higﬁ‘school degiles. A t8tal of 21 of‘che'Sg withdrawn students
. had ;ccessiﬁle Math and Verbal SAT scores and High School deciles and . *°
- . these are reportéd in Table 37 . - K A :

o

g g

- . ° -
-

]

L . TABLE 3
. ' ' The Mean Verbal -and Math SAT gcores and High School Rank ~
- . for Withdrawn Students by Area : BN
AREA - : o ' VERBAL sar _ MATH SAT RANK
Humanitlies (N= 10) 546 (8=96.7) 518 (s=82.8) 2.8, (s=1:5)
Social Sciﬁnce (N=_6) ° 523 (8=76.1) . 590 (s=72.8) 3.0 (s=1.
. ) Natural .Science -(N=3) - 623 (s=65.5) . L 607 (s=277.6) - 3.0 (8=0.0) _
. ~Unknown (N=_2) " - 430 (8=10.0) . . 460 (8=20.0) 5.0 (s=0.
_'I‘OTAf;“’(Né‘ 21) } 539 545 B 3.09

A further discussion/of the 1nformatidn presepnted in Table 3 1s- takeh up in tke
. following section of this report and agaid‘in the discussion of the regression

equac;on. . . -

: Compérisénxof Continuing with- Withdrawn Student’s

ST
" Twenty one of tHerwithdrawn students who entered as freshmen in the Fall
1972 or 1973 were chosen for comparison with a random_ sample of comparable °
continuing 1972 and 1973 entering freshmen. The cWo‘grbups'yere compared
N on accumulative grade point average, credits completed, credits attempted,

number of courses at units of Hofigié University other than New.College,

number of courses taken at New Col ege,/Verbal and Math SAT scgores, and
& - high school decile. . Since the number of s:udedts.éas small and since the
« purpose of the study was exploratory in nature, .the only procedure per formed
was multiple use of simple”t FeSEF for significanc.diffe(gnces between th

group means.

\

When performing multéiple t tests, it i very likely that at least one of . s
"\ the variables will appear to, be significant just by-chance alone. The - - T
" only variable shown to be significant (.05 level) was credits completed. o
However because of .the chance occurence of Bignificance, a more desired
significance -level would be ,01. Using this .01 level, there were no"
significant varjables. Table 4 contains a summary of all the above

K indicated comparisons. - . .
. . . . . o

)
¢
-
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ACCrLcion at New College: *A‘Preliminary and E;ploracory Study
Results ' : :

H <.

. TABLE 4 o

A Qomparison Between Withdrawn and Continuing Students ¢n Accumulacive.Av rage,
Credics ACCempted Credics Compleced ‘Number of Main Camp e* Courses Attempted; Number

‘U , ) S Rank _

S .é .- ’ B b ’ ‘

: !ggighl_ .. . WichdragaiscudenCB_. : Continuing Students
U . - IMEAN - L. "MEAN) " I
Accumulative Average 2.97 (s8=1.77) . 3,14 (s=1.8i) .
Credits Completed 41.5  (s=15.06)%* . 53.1  |(s=18.99) -
Credits Attempted - 47.76 (s8=17.92) ' 58.48 (8=18.]35) h
#f of Main Campus Courses 3.5 - (8=2.35) ‘ 2.4 \(s=1.04)

# of N.C. Courses" 11.76 ‘(s=5.21)I r 12.76 (s=4,533)

- VSAT 542.4  {s=85.6). L 590.6 . (8=90,39)

_BSAT - . 567.6 _(d=86.6) ~ , 568.3 - (s=98/12)

H.S. Rank . 2.94 (s=1.39) - * °  2.38 (8=1,63) °

\ ' ‘ .
LU® Main Campus is a term uﬁe& to refer ,to’ ocher units at Hofstra Uni/erBLCy
#oe Signfficanc difference at-.05 level . -y -

The complec&on racio (dtermined by comparing the number of credits JCCemPCed

with the number\hompleCed) for the withdrawn students was .87 while.for thefr " ™
continuing count rparts it was .91, euggescing that the continuing tudents

have a slightly greater tendency to complete courses than.do non-co tinuing
students. This difference 1s consistent with data presenCed in Table 2 i.e.

the difference may be.accounted for, in earc by the dropouts behavior in the
final semester of his attendance. - K

.

In addition to the above -comparisons, a subsec of the studencs'waa chosen

and compared with continuing students on OPI (Omnibus Personalicy Inventory)
test results. The OPI 18 a personality inventory with l& scales and one
composite index. Tbis instrument ostensibly measures characteristics related
to performance in" college (Heist and Yonge, 1968). Thirteen of the with- 4
drawn students in the original sample had taken the OPI asg enCering freshmen’
in 1973. A random sample of continuing students with the same time of entry
were selected for comparison. Once again a simplé t test was used to test

for significant differences. The two groups Were compared ontl3 of the 14
scales and the composite indax.* X .

The only scales found to be significantly different (.05 level) for che two
grouﬁs were the Complexity and Practical Outlook scales. XTo account «for the
likelihood of significance when using multiple t tests, the alpha level should
once again be .0l. Using this alpha, no variable was found to be significanc )
All comparisons for the OPI appear in fable 5. .

- . K
E he fourteenth scale that was eliminated was the Response Bias Scale.. This 4
Scale indicates the response style of the student at the time of administyation
of the OPI and consequently was not considered a significant scale to study. '
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Attrition at New Collegc: A Préliminary and Exploratory Study :
Results (continued) . . ';: ) Co o N 1
Y , ; i
, TABLE 5 - T |
Gomparison of Withdra and Continuing 1973 A I
.« Students on 13 scales ‘and the Intellectual 7 \x. i
. Disposition Category of the OPL - . i
SCALE . .- " ; WITHDRAWN STUDENTS = - - s . CONTININUING STUDENTS
Thinking Introversion " ¢ 55,39 (8= 4.6) 7 o . 54,08 (s= 7.9) N
Theoretfcal Orientation 49.62 (s=10.9) . 53.15  (s= 10.7)
Estheticlsm - ' 55,00 (s= 8.62) . . 53.31 (5= 8.63) )
Comip} ex1'ty* ’ . 62.00 (8= 9.72) ’ - 54,54 (s= 7.91)
Autonomy , © - 61.46  (s= 4.03) ' - ©- 59,08 ' (s 7.37)
Religious Orientation - . 59.08 (8= 6.74) . . 56.62 " (s=5.47)
Social Extroversion ;5 ’ ‘ 91.32 (s= 9.17) “47.77 © (8= 12.6)
‘Impul se Expression - 58.46 -(s= 1178) * 1 . 56.00 (s= 12.9)
- Parsonal Integration =~ . 46.77 (s= 8.17) - ' . 49.46 _(s= 9.35)
Anxiety Level o ‘43,77 (&= 9.55) " 49,00  (s= 11.9)
Actruism - | ° . . ~ 50.23  (s= 9.05) T 47.85  (s=10.2)

Practical Outlook® = 37.08 (s= 7.01) . 43,15 (s= 7.23) y
Masculinity - Femininity 45.08" (8= 9,33) ’ 46.08 © (s= 9.17) , v ﬂf
Intellect Category . : 4.16 (s= 0.99) . ’ - 4,23 . (s= 1.09) | .

- o AR .

A ercher analysis of the comparison of withdrawn and concgnuing'sﬁpdehs

appears in the graph laveled graph 1 on thé following page. '
' ‘ ‘ \ .

By observing the graph one notices the greacarfvariabilicy in the

dropout sample as one moves acrogs the scales. Perhaps this indicates the

dropouts have stronger, definite'beliefs about-their perceived personalities.

Looking further one noticethe dropouts scored one standard deviation abpove

the national thorms on the Complexity and Autonomyvscales and one standard

deviation. below on.the Practical Outlook scale. This may indicate a '

reater confidenge in themselves and a desire to cgy~néw and complex things. -

and a dislike for practical applicatibns. . N . "//’ .
, ) : e (
Formation of Multiple Regression Equation ' N ‘
\

. Multiple- regression equations have been developed many times for dropout
.studies. Although they have not proven to be usaful as predictive tools,
they are useful in a study such as this to determine some of the significant
variables: which might be worthy of further investigation. Therefore, an.
quation was developed using as the predictors thirteen scales of the OPI,
gﬁmgscéres, high school decile, total accumulative grade point average (GPA),
first semester accumulative average, percent of courses completed in all

~ gemesters; percent of courses completed in first semester (with letter grade
evaluacion): percent of courses taken at New College out of the total

number of courses taken, ‘and percent of cémpleted courses with letter grade
evaluation, In other words, all possible variables for which data existed
for the withdrawn students were entered. . '

)

)

. - .
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Attrition,at New College: A Preliminary and Exploratotry Study o
*, -Results +(comtinued) . PR "

» .

-

! )

The SAT and high school, decile Qefé.inclgdéq since chey.are_crpdicional.
predictors of success. The accumulative averages and percent of courses
completed along with percent of -courses comp};;ed with a letter -grade were

ingluded as additional indlces of sucdess. "Tfe first séméster data has

proven to be very udéfﬁlzﬂp other studies (Blanchfield, 19741). Finally, ) L

the QPI scores were included since_che characteriscics"measufed are bflieved
"+ to be-rélacid to underachieVemert and eventual dropout (Roth, "1970§:. =

Ve

- ‘ L4
* -

’ o ~ . 3 .

1y .- .

Of the total of 26 students who were chosen for. the OPl comparison, the - .-
other information -was only available op 16 of the sgugents. Therefore, -~
the results below are based on comparing eight (8) withdrawn stidents to
eight (8) “continuing students., - I Y

-

Table 6 indicates the ‘order of variables entered in the regféésion“'_

equation according to the percent of variance.accounte for. The first
. variable entered st8pwise into the equation was'the,percent of course,

completed with a letter grade in the first semdstef. This vdtriable g e

atcounted for 65%.of chéivariabiliCyﬂ The next 5 variables.are persenality

scales from the OPI, Impulse Expression ggcﬁunCed for 17% of the variability,

‘ Social 'Extroversion 4%, and Anxiety Level 3%. The multiple regression
coefficient at this point was .8942/uf€h a standard error of estimate of,
3 Ve

Y .2699.

4 e ’ ot

‘ o . !
The figures discussed abovg,aﬁe basedon an N of 16; consequently, the only
purpose this agnalysis can serve 1is to suggest variables to study in the

future. ) . _ﬂ : !

3

N *

A )

TABLE 6 . :

: Variables Entered it Regression Equation
. In Order of Their Entry

B —
]

M

|
[}

Percent of courses in first semedter with

L letter grades - '

- Impluse Expression (OPI)- L _

- Social Extroversion (OPI) .

Anxiety Level (OPI)

- Parsonal Integration (OPI)

- Theoretical Oriehtation (OPI) .

- Percent of courses completed with letter o
grade over all, semesters D

NouwnwdsuN
]

8 - Altruism (OPI) o ®
N 9 - First semester accumulative average o .
10 - Estheticism (OPI) e A

11 - Percent of courses taken at New College

12 - Verbal SAT ' SR A

‘ - Introversion (OPI) P .

) - Y%4..- Autonomy (OPI) . :

s -
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It is 1nperesc1ng to-note here that of the first five variables listed,

foyr of thp scales from the OPI are fncluded and that four scales”are th&®

scales from the OPI are ‘included- and that thé}e four ﬁcé}es are the

scales of‘che OPI which ng%ate to pevsoqgl and social adjﬁscmenc. -The. K

suggestion is that personal adjustment mgy be ‘an important consideration "
_.in the students eveniual Qrbpping ouit. This issue needs further-study.

n

Analysis of Exit Questionnaire.Data o . Lo

.
v

Quescionnairp data was-available from two sources. Fifsg, a questfonnaire
‘was mailed to students who had withdrawn<from New College after the first '
semester, 1973-74. . Of CEQEZQ questionnaires mailed, 10 were returned.
. ) * . \ ¢

- Results from this mailed duqsciohnéife t{ndicated that 3 of the 1 respondents
had transférred to other schools. Six of the 10 respondents stdted that
they were not dissatisfied with New College, but left for Heal;h, financial

° ° sdjgliked. the Hempstead community. [One student cated that he left
B ) New College becausge of a desire to major in a di cipline not available at

. the Bollege, and another stident indicated thatXhe needed a more structured
academic program than New College,provided, - Two ,f-tﬁé-lo students. indicated
general dissatisfaction with the Lurriculqm and program. ‘

S

The second source of questionnaireé dacagﬁas gathered from the New College 9
Eng_Quescionnaire which was given to pach student who voluntarily withdrew
from the program during an ongoing semester.’ Data from this qugscionnqife
has been collected over the past thrée years. It should be noted that. the
information here is mot avdilable from dtudents who withdraw by simply °
failing®to return in a subsequept semester. 'Be;agse of high variability in

v response rate to individual quebtiogs, and becausé of the inability to .
categorize dome open-ended resﬁgnaeS_giveq o attempt has béen made to /
' A present these results in termg of percentages. ’
. ) ~ i " L .

,o*

' Results of the Exit' Qu scfﬁnnaire indicate. that the characteristics
/o0 the .withdrawn student# fotind most dttractive, about the college were the
curricylum, the calgndaf’struccure, small class size and personal relationship
.between faculty and stugents. On the other hand, a number of students.
stated -that the ldck of variety in course offerings was the least attractive
bect of New Collgge,' '
i

fasked why thiey were leaving New College, 'personal reasons' were .
en more than 'any other reason. Although it is often difficult to assess
the exact naturg of the “"personal reason", such things as getting married,
wovipg, and being needed at home were cited. Dissatisfaction with the
curritulum was the second most often cited reason for leaving, with
'financialvréaaoqsfthe.next most common explanation. ¢

In terma‘df plans after leaving college, six students indicated that they
1nténded¢$o transfer to other schools and nine stated that they planhed to
work., Of 15 respondents to the Exit Qustionnaire 10 indicated that they
planned. to complete their undexgraduate education at some time in the

@

> or .personal’ reasomns. Half of the respondents, (N=5) indicated that they - :

,4Atcr1cio€ at Yew College: A_Prelihinary and Exploratory : éage"9ﬁ ’ﬁﬂ;//

o

future,' 1 indicated no intention to complete the BA, and 4 were uncertain. #4
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_ ‘ 5 T . SUMMARY oo RN .

The purpose of this stydy was to explore possible varLables\that ﬁight

be related to 'student attrition at New Colleg. A total of 55 students

who had withdrawn from New College*over a periéd of three semesters . :
(September 1973 to January 1975) were studied. Whexe possible, a SRR
comparative analysis Qf similar data for.: comparable continuing students ' ]
. was performed. . . ) B o

. £l

In summary, most of the withdrawn students had corfcentrated in either the _ ‘o
, Humanities or Social Science programs at New follege, with the highest .
- percentage of students withdrawing from the Humanities program. That PO
. these tio, areas .are predominatly represented’ among -the’ dropouts is not a0
surprising since most New College students‘concentrate in one or the //
. other of these two_ argpas. :

A

Studentg who withdraw from New College tend to. complete a lower perc ntage
‘'of their attempted credits. during their final semester than they do g

previous semesters. Their.completion ratio for their final semester prior I

to withdrawal -is .also lower than for. théir- gontinuing counterparts.\ This

phenomenon may suggest that students who do not plan to continue lose ” P
‘interest in their academic work or are less“motivated in- some other”
fashion; howéver, 1t is a “chicken or egg'" question--do students fail to i
cotiplete work in their final semester because they do not plan to return, o e
or do they not return because of a failure to complete work resulting : .
from'a general loss of interest? In other words, the possible explanations

may be complex, and need to be investigated further.

"Although there were'no slgnificant differehces between withdra and
continuing students on the various 8cales of the OPI, the Co exity and
Practical Outlogk scales did show some difference. Als e pattern of

‘ -scores on _the ORI appears to be more variable for withdrawn students than
S contipuing students. The exact meaning of these fferences cannot be ‘ 1

" determined because of the small size of the sample and the lack of
statistical significance of differenced. o .«

J -
>

The multiple regression equation pointed to the importance of the student's
first semester's work at New College. , While no definitive conclusions can
be drawn from the multiple regression equation, the followidg 1deas are
suggested: level of personal adjustment (as suggested by OPI scale scores)
. combined with performance during the first” semester (complétion of a high
‘percentage of course work with letter grade evaluation) may be the most .
i important variables in predig;ing vhether a atudent will drop out of New
. -College. It is interestirg to note that GPA, SAT scores, high school
decile, 'and personality characteristics related td intelleﬁtunl disposition
appear to be less important in predicti eventual withdrawal. These
‘conclusions are highly -speculative since the regressiof equation was
formulnted on guch a small 'sffple (N=16), but may suggest variables
-vorth investigating further.

-
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S '"'JFprthét fdvéstigztion of the problem of attritilon is obviously «nécessary,
Lo - ‘even ésgsential ag a time~uhe§,énrbl1ménts'in'general at pfivate&golleges )

I » “and_universitdes. such as,Hegﬁtra’ang'decfin@ng_4hd where the total stiwgent

e o7 - pool”is stablizing or deg¢reasing. This study has served to suggest sqme-'A _;

, ‘“vafiabfes;whiﬁﬁ may be worthwhile mopitoring. For example, where problems .
: ' QegIﬁVEZ wanifest ‘themsélves in the first semester, perhaps indigiduaiized )

PPN

- .. -—~Ingervent¥opn programs for such sgudeafsfshbuld.be implemented. : ;>/
L . ‘~‘ .‘_ , . . . . - ':_" ' N v- -~'- . " _ - )
There .are many .gther variables which hkave not_been explored in the present - -~ -
s;udy;andFWhich'ﬂgsefvg'further~attentidn."0neto£ the flost gbvious exampleés
is theé nature of residence-of ‘the withdrawn studgntsz,i.e{.resident vs.

< . ' :

o coﬁmuteru,:Chfkerihg (1974) 'has suggested that rgsideﬁ& vs. commuter status - ,

2,77 s a §1gdi£i¢ént,vafiabié i overall student experience, specifically:

-7 -7 _pointing oyt that, residential studerits’ become more  fully involved, in theicr
. - < .educational ‘experience. ResjdentiaP status may therefore be a meaningful -
' - college environmefital variable td.study in relation-td attrition. i
) . S . V_-'.‘*-}%‘*; & . : ) . . ) .
¢+ McDermott (1975), based upon a review of thé ‘Iiterature,

v
' a

r
N

. has emphasized
e a.xhé\§gg:?;ance'of studyidg'the college énvironment%%nd.its relative
o influsice on the students who withdraw. What may prove to be a-‘productive °
-~ - approach is to identify thef;ypes of students the College serves best.
. Armed with this information, recruitment programs and college programs can
be geared accordingly. . Edsentially, this means’ an approach different from
. the one pursued in thid report; rather "than_studying the students who
"‘Qithdraw,vstudy the students whd remain, attempt to identify the population
. the college is apparently: serving well, and’identify what the College is in
~ fact doing to serve those students, and finally emphasize those positive

factors in program deVelopment. . b B

-

.

~

In a rewview of the Hubet. (1971) article, ‘and with reference to schools with

. retention. rates excegding 80%, McDermott (1975) observed; ''The adminis-
trators of thes@¥sghidols have available for their use objective descriptions
of their institutional environments; their gsize, facifities, faculty,
resources, student attitudqs~ahd needs, etc. are regularly'QSSessed .......
When_advertising‘the.sqhool;ithe functions.are publicized in an open and
“forthright fashion, neither underselling nor overselling the product.”" (p. 8)
The point is thg$”a more careful matching of students and college enyironm nt
may be .a major stex toward alleviating the attrition p;oblema

rd
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