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~versus commuter students. In addition, he measured the outcomes of the

INTRODUCTION

The drastic increases in the cost of a college education which have
been witnessed in :ecent years has seriously affected many studenis range
of options'with respect to attending college.  Many students are being
forced to reassess their positions and choose\coi]eges within commutingv.
distance as opposed to those colleges which would necessitate on campus
living. Obviously, lack of funds is the main obstacle to students in
this position. The cost of living on campus could add as much as three
thousand dollars to a student's already high tuition invoice.

* If students are alteriny their modeaof attending college are they
foresaking an intrinsic benefit of a co11ege education by living at home;
or are they enhancing their thances of achieuing their educational goals
by not living on campus? ’

The literature on the characteristics of'dormitory students and
commuter students is scarce. WHat appears to be the first real deta11ed
study of commuter students and resident students is Arthur Chickering's

recent work, Commuter Versus Resident Students(1974;. “The study was

‘national in scope and covered approximately twenty-seven thousand

students and one hundred and seventy-nine institutxons. Chzckertng

focused his attentlon on many of the: character1stics of resident students E

educational experience in terms of ach1evement(grade point everage),
att1tudes behaviors, ‘and future plans as they applxed DT

commuter students.



Many interesting conclusions were reached (Chickering, 1974):
(1) There are constant relationships between attitudes after the
freshman year and 1iving arrangements during that year;
(2) Students who live at home during that year are more frequently
| conservative while students who iive on campus are inclined |
to be more liberel;
(3) Commuter students feel that restrictions on free speech in

the press is needed more so than dormitory students.

Several academic factors were discovered in the study(Chickering.
1974):
(1) Commuters less frequently'type their homework than res1dent
students;' N
(2) Commuters less frequently overs]eep-compared to resident
students; | | |
(3) Commuters less frequently ask teachers for advice;

(4) Commuters more frequently fail to complete their assignments.

In terms of personal eharacteristics, Chickering found that»studentSL
who 1ive at home rate themse]ves lower on may 1mportant character1st1cs

after the freshman year than students who 11ve under other cond1t1ons,'f”'

Thus, during the freshman year, the self-esteem of commut1ng students:

suffers in comparison w1th the1r res1dent1a1 peers(Ch1cker1ng'




In general, therefore, Chickering discovered that students who
commute from home during their freshman year in col]ege(Chickering; 1974):
(f) are less frequent]) involved in academic activities and in
extracurricular activities; B ' | v
(2) rate themselves lower in a variety_qf gbilities and desirablef
personal eharacteristics; . o
(3) are less committed to a diverse array of long-range goals.
and are more conservative in their geciopolitical attitudes.
It would appeaf that the vast majority of eeucators'tcﬂay are
aware of individual differences in their students. It is also apparent, L
though, that many administrators and teaeﬁers act es'though these f
differences did not exist. Students are all treated alike;,teke”hany
~ of the same courses, are assigned to classes togethee and in some easeseet
assigned a foomate fnstead of being able to chcose - a roomate of theif_
choice. |
Chickering(1974) states:
" The impact on the student of a given curr1cu1um, course, .
teacher, fellow student or residence hall exper1ence will vary 0
depending upon the background of the student.: Desp1te the. fact . .
that the principle smacks us in the eye daily, higher. education
has given little attention to it. Instead. students: have been. -

treated as though they were billiard balls, all: alike: in shape.-'
size and destiny, all stat1ona1ry t1115 truck, "’

" The pool tab]e is. t1pped and each ball:is rolling.
College experiences can accelerate. retard“"r deflec
directions in which they move,: depending on. he;_orc'
of the coilege exper1encas as. they"i i th
thdent.“ :




“Until colleges and universities recognize the significance
of individual differences much more explicitly and develop
policies, practices and educational resources accordingly, the
promise of significant learning for the increasingly diverse
kinds of students pursuing higher education will go unfilled.
The place to begin is by conceptualizing more clearly some of
the major dimensions of individual differences which need to
be taken into account. They reside in three  general areas:

(1) purposes and interests; (2) skills and abilities;
(3) cognitive styles.” | :

At Johnson & Wales College, a privaie féur-year business school,
full-time enroliment is apprcxfmate!y nine hundred and twenty.séven
students, with four hundred and thirty eight (47.2%)_1iving in the
college dormitory and four hundred and eighty nine (52.8%) commuting

from home. It would be interesting to know the characteristics of each

of these groups to determine how well each group is being served and

how their respective environments- affect their academic achievements.




PROCEDURE

In order to obtain information on resident and commuter students
the master list of all students scheduled to enter the college in the
- academic year 1974-75 was consulted The master list totaled three
hundred and ninety four students. The list was broken down into'
dormitory students and commuter students: |
Dormi tory. students .-.;777 (44.9%)
Commuter students - 217 (55.1%)
_ Student files were consulted in order to. complle data on resldent
and commuter students. Of the total of three hundred and ninety four
studentstwo hundred and ninety two students qualified for the study.
The remeining students consisted ef transfer studehts. freshmen who
L N’ | , had attended a previous summer session and those who applied but did not
enter in the month of September. Therefore, the analys1s of commuter and h'”‘
dormltory studerts was concentrated on students w1th no prev1ous col]ege‘ ;:

expe rience.

The initial procedure was to 1dent1fy °ntering character:stics of
dormitory and commuter students: ' :

(1) High school rank;

(2) Ability level as determined by the Schramme] General Abilities
Test; o

(3)

(8) Age

College Entrance Exeminatien‘BqadeQEQfe
Age;tﬂgl. B

EC
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Secondly, 1ﬁformation was gathered with respect to academic achievement
during the 1974-75 academic year in the following categories:
(1) Grade distributions in Introduction to Accounting and Business
Mathematics courses in which a]]ienterihg students are required
to enroll;. | | | »
(2) Number of students voluntarily withdéawing from Introduction
to Accounting and Business Mathematics‘courses;
(3) Number of students leaving school.
Finally, 1nform$tion relative to the end of ﬁhe fre§ﬁman year was-
.- gathered for resident and commuter stddénts with réspect iozl
(1) oOverall grade point averages; | '
(2) Numbers of students, resident and commuters, with grade boint
- | ‘ ~ averages in the following categories: |

(a) 3.50 to 4.00
(b) 3.00 to 3.49
(c) 2.50 to 2.99
(d) 2.00 to 2.49
(e) 1.50 to 1.99
(£) 1.00 to 1.49
(g) below 1.00




DATA RESULTING FROM STUDY

The initial procedure involved the gathering data on the entering
characteristics of commuter and dormitory students. Table I on the
following page summarizes these entering characteristics. -

The average age of a commuting student was nineteen and nine-tenth
years(19.9) while the average age of a dormitory student was eighteen and
three-tenth years(18.3). Since Johnson & ales College does not require
College Entrance Examination Board scores as a prgrequisite for -admission
to the college, a relatively low percentage of entering sfudents had
submitted these scores to the college a]oﬁg with.their high school trans-
cripts. The average verbal score for both commuters and dormitory |
students was three hundred and seventy-nine(379) while the average
mathematics scores were four hundred and six(406) for commuters and
four hundred and ten{410) for dormitory studehfs. |
| During thé freshman orientation period in September of the year
freshmen are asked to take the Schrammel General Ab111ties Test, which |
is similiar to the United States Army Alpha Intelligence Test Again.:_'
a very low percentage of students took this examlnat1on. The average
score earned by commuter students was one hundred and three(]03) whi]e':Vf;*:f'
the dormitory students earned an average score of one hundred and fouriui

(104).
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- TABLE I,
SUMMARY OF ENTERING CHARACTERISTECS FOR
COMMUTER AND DORMITORY STUDENTS
COMMUTER DORMITORY
STUDENTS : STUDENTS
.AGE....l.........‘l'........b... ]9.9 ]8.3
COLLEGE ENTRANCE EXAMINATION
BOARD SCORES:
VERBAL'........I...l..bb.. 379 ' 379
MATHEMATICS...oeereeroenes 406 . 410
TOTAL..D........D.......l. 785 790
SCHRAMi'EL SCORE. eeeeueeennronss 103.5 104.8
- #'gh school ranks were available for ninety-five(95) commuter

students and ninety-four(94) dormitory students. The average high school
rank for commuter students was .511 while the éverage high school rank ‘
for dormitory students was .509. Table II. on the'followihg page presentsﬁ
a pércenti]e distribution of high school rank for commuter students and

dormitory students.




TABLE II.
DISTRIBUTION OF PERCENTILE HIGH SCHOOL RANK
FOR_COMMUTER STUDENTS AND DORMITORY STUDENTS

COMMUTER STUDENTS DORMITORY STUDENTS

PERCENTILE - NO. : % NO. 3
.000-.099 » 5 - 56.3% . 8 8.5%
.100-.199 6 6.3% 6 6.4%
.200-.299 11 N.6% 13 13.8%
.300-, 399 13 - 13.63 9 9.6%
+400-.499 - 15 15.8% 10 1D.6%
.500-,599 9 - - 9,5% 10 10.6%
.600-,699 7 7.4% 10 10.6%
.700~.799 11 - T.6% 8 . 8.5%
.800-. 899 13 B.6% 9 - 9.6%
.900-.999 : 5 83% n - ‘ N.8%
AVERAGE 511 ' .509

The second phase of the study involved the gathering of qrades
for commuter students and dorm1tony studfnts in Introduction to Accounting |
and Business Mathematics courses. Figure I. and Figure II. on the
following pages present the distribution of grades in'eaCh of these
courses. A larger proportion of A grade§ and B grades was earned in
Business Mathematics by commuter students as opposed to dormitory students._-5

At the same time dormitory students earned the greater: proport1on of

C, D, and F grades.
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When éomparing grades earned in Introduction to Accounting, again
the greater portion of A grades and B grades was earned by commuter
students. The proportion of C grades earned was practically equal,
while dormitory students earned a greater proportion of D grades and
F grades.

Tne following facts were revealed concerning voluntary withdrawa]s_
from Business Mathematics and Introduction to Accounting: |

(1) a larger proportion of dormitory students have withdrawn from

Introduction to Accounting as opposed to'commuter students;

(2) a targer proportion of commuter students have withdrawn from

Business Mathematics as opposed to dormitory students.

The final portion of the analysis involved the gathering of
final grade point averages for all freshmen commuter students and
freshmen dormitory students. One'hundred and nineteen(1]9)'commuter

students completed the three trimester academic year while one hundred

and twenty eignt dormitory students completed the academic year. _
Commuter students earned an average grade point average for three trimesters%
of 2,54 while dormitory students earned an average grade point average of vf
2.33. Figure III. on the following page presents the distr1bution of o

grade point averages for commuter students and dormitory students. fi’"”'

The following observat1ons may be made:

(1) A larger portion of commuter students earned grade po1nt

averages ‘above 3. 00 (35 3%) as opposed'to dormitory student
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(2) A larger proportion of dormitory students earned grade point
averages below 1.50(21.9%) as opposed to commuter students

(11.8%).

CONCLUSIONS

By comparing the data presented for freshmen commuter students and

freshmen dormitory students the following observations may be made:

(1) Commuter students are slightly older than dormitory students

having a mean age of nineteen and nine-tenths yeafs(]9.9) as
opposed to dormitory students wﬁo have.a mean age of eighteen
and three-tenths years(18.3);

(2) Commuter and dormitory students rank rather closely on College
Entrance Examination Board scores with commuters showing an
average score of 785 and dormitory studentsshowing an average
score gf 790; .

(3) Commutér and dormitory students. compare favorab]y‘in their

respective high school ranks with commuters showing a mean

percentile ranking of .51 while dormitory students have a

mean percentile ranking of ,509




(4)

(5)

(6)

(7)

(8)

(9)

Accounting as opposed to dormitory students;

15,

a larger portion of dormitory students have withdrawn from

Introduction to Accounting courses as opposed to commuter

" students;

a larger portion of commuter students have withdrawn from

Business Mathematics courses as opposed to dormitory students;

commuter students have earned higher grades in Introduction to-

commuter students have earned higher grades in Business Mathematics

as opposed to dormitory students;
as a group, commuter students have earnéd higher grade point

averages than dormitory students;

"a greater number of commuter students have voiuntarily withdrawrs

from the college as opposed to dormitory students.
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RECOMMENDATIONS

Based on the data collected and the conclusions reached in this
stud; it is evident that further study is needed to reach concrete
conclusions with respect to the affect which living arrangements have
on a students academic achievement . Further, no attempt hés been made
to consider other variables such as: ' |

(1) participation in extracurricular activities;

(2) pursuance of full-time or part-time work;

(3) family bakkground;

(4) cultural background. |

A1l of fhe above variabies should be considered when attempting
to reach conglusions on the affect. which living arrangements have on
academic achievement.

Therefore, the basic recommendation of this study is that the
scope be en]arged to include all studentsin the cd]]ege and also

to include other variables such as working §tudents. married students,

single students and family background.
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