was then calculated and compared with the sample of students studied by .
Musgrove  in his English study. Table 2 contains the data relating to this
comparison.®

The initial imprubion that is gained from an cxamination of the rank-
order figures in Table 1 is the¢ similarity in the overall pattern of responses
between the samples. The visual impression of similarity is confirmed. by
statistical analysis, The two samples have a Spcarnmn Rank-Order corréla-
tion cocflicient which is’ InLth significant (‘rho’ = 0843t = 6.75, df 19.
p > .001). This high correlation ‘can be taken as at least teptative support
for” the thesis that both English and Australian students, entcrmg tertiary
studies, perceive a similar syndrome of problcms facing them in- thur new

L"VII'UHIIILII ts:

. " The overall pattern of similarity between samples as far as the rank-
+order of items is concerned should not mislead one into ‘thinking that the
©data illustrates no. dissimilarities betwccn English and Australian students. .

Table 2—Rank ordcr of Items (‘hcckcd by ‘Engllsh and Australmn Unlvclslty Samplcs‘ .

- J
. Engllsh Austmllan
T . Sample Sample, '
- ‘ : (N = 292) (N T ~209)
Item : N Rank % -  Rank
1. Feeling - that you' ré,_ not ‘working us hard as _you - .
should 1 (68.8) 1 (78.0)
2. The thought of emmln‘ltlons or othcr forms of ° . o,
assessment 2 (67.1) 3 (55.5)
. 3. Feeling overwhelmed by academic work 3 (48.0) 45 (47.8)
4. Being bored by somg of your work . 4 (41.8) 6 (41.6)
5. Being depressed , 5 (34.6) 10  (30.1)
6. Being unsure of your abilities 6 (26.7) 2 (56.9)
7. Difficulty in understanding lectures 7  (23.6) 4.5 (47.8)
8. Worry over money- 8 ¥23.6) 8 (31..6)
“9. Worry about future career prospects , 9 (21.2) 14 (19.1)
10. Problems with boy/girl friend- 10 . (18.8) 15 (18.9)
11. Feeling shy or awkward . 1, (3.7 12 (23.0) ~
, 12, Lack of guidance in your work by staff 12 (13.4) 11 (263)
13. The manner or attitude of a lecturer * 13 (13.0) 7 (35.4)
14. Worry about your famlly . : . 14 (12.0) 16 (15.8)
- 15. Difficulty in doing wriiten work or exercmes . 15 (3.6) 9 (31.1),
16. Feeling lonely ' 16.5 (7.9) 17 (14.8)
* 17. Disagreements with student friends 16.5 (7.9) 21 (1.9)
'~ 18. Unsatisfactory dccommodation : 18.0 (5.5) 18 (12.4)
= 19. Difficulty in doing practical worI\ : 19 (4.5) 13 (19.6)
. 20. Homesickness 20 (2.4) - 19 (9.0)
21. Rules or ‘restrictions of voar res:dentlal"college 21 (1.4) 20 . " (3.3) '

‘tho = .84 't = 6.75 df 19, p < 00I

¢

- N Y
3

Indeed. when the pcrccntag%wf English and Austrahan students checking-
identical items is compared tf€re are often marked differences betyvce them.

[
4

~)¥4 uncontrolled variable in this comparison is thg difference in samples in their
distribution by sex. In the English samiple almost 76 per cent were males while the
percentage of males in the Australian sample is slightly less than 54 per.cent.

*The Spearman technique used in comparing the rank-order of samples is described
. in full in Siegel (1956, pp. 212-213). .
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This remains truc, even in instances where th«. rank-order of thc item is
identical for cach sampl«. . iz

An examination uof Table 3 Teveals that on no Iess than 15 .of the 2I
items on the check-list. there are statistically significant dnﬂ'crcncw between
the samples. '

The Eng,hsh sample is proportionally more concerned over the problems
described in Items 2. and 17—The thnught of exams’. and 'Disagreement
with student friends’. No significant differences were observed on-the follow-
mg six items—Item 3 'Feebing overwhelmed by academic work’, Item 4 'Being
*bored by some of your work’, Item 5 “Being depressed Item ‘9 *Worry about
futurc career prospects’, Item 10 *Problems with boy/girl friend’. and Ttem
14 ‘Worry about .your family’.On all 13 remaining items proportionally
moré Australian students rcystercd congern.

Tahlc 3—Item on which (‘m&v(‘ullural Samples Dlﬂ'er Sngmﬁcanlly" .

e

c .Ilem ’ ’ ‘l’ ‘p
(a) Itemms with a greater propertion of Australian students checking.

-1. Feeling that you're not working as hard as you should 3.29 <.001
6. Being unsure of your abilities- ,10.06 <.001
7. Difficulty in understanding lectures 0 7.80. . - <.001
8 Worry over money . . » ' 280 01>p>.001
1 I Feeling shy or awkward ~ - 3.88 <.001
2. Lack of guidance in your work by staff . -5.16 <.001
13. The manner or attitude of a lecturer o ~ 8.62 ' <.001
15. Difficulty in doing written work or exerdises - 10.71 - <.001
i6. Feeling lonely - . 3.45 v <.001
18.. Unsatisfactory accommodation . 3.88 <.001 .
19. Difficulty in doing practical work B 7.55 o <.001
20. Homesickness - 4.79 <.001
21. Rules or restrictions of your residential college 2.11 05>p>.01

(b) Items with a greater proportion of English students checking.
2. The thought of examinations or other.forms of assess:

ment X " 3.87 » <.001
17. Disagreements with studem fnends . . 4.29 ’gﬂﬁf

It should be noted that the marked differences in propomon‘ Aus-
tralian and English samples checkmg parucular items in these data closely
parallel results obtamed in an earlicr study in which the same English sample

.was’ compared wn;h a sample of Australian students enrolled at a College

of Advanced Education (Collins. 1972). All of the comparisons which were

-found to be statistically significant in the present data were also sngmﬁcant .

with the C.A.E. students. The obvious implication of thesc findipgs is that
confirmation is gained for the impression gained from the eaflier study
that cross-cultural differences exist between the English and Austrahan
samples. - ‘

At Ieast two possnble mtcrpretatnons can be placed on these ﬁndmgs .
Either Australf#n. students ar¢ more anxious about the tertiaty situation
they are entering or there actually are more pressurcs in the Australian milieu.
Whichever mtcrprctatlon is the corrcct one does not alter the conclusion that -

- . . . 45

*The technique for comparing the proportions from each culture is described in full
in Bruning & Kintz (1968. pp. 199-201). \
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it scems that educators in Australld should look at the pressures operating
. in the tertiary studics context with a view to minimizing those which are
< not conducive to |mpr0vmt, the lt.Jrnmt. enyironment. \

(i) Male-l‘cmale comparison’

In these days of -hecightened awareness to problt.ms associated with the
role of the female in western society it seemed obviqus that a comparison*of -
the responscs of male and female students should-be made.? -

- The first compansnn to be made was to assess the cxtent-to which male
and.female students perceived problems facing them in their new university
environment. This was done by comparing the rank-order responses of the

- two sub-groups and then calculating the bpcannan correlation coeflicient
between them. The data for this comparison is contained muablc 4,

Table 4—Rank order of ltcms Checked hy Male and Female Students
‘Males Females .
) ftem Rank % Rank 9%
1. Feeling that you ‘re not worklng as h'ud as you
should -1 (74.1) - 1 (B2.5)
2. The thought of cxammattons or oter forms of N i
] . assessment 3.5 (43.8) 3 (69.1)
3. Feeling overwhelmed by academic &vork 6 (40.2) 4 (%6.7)
4. Being bored by some of your work . 2 (49) 9 (33.0)
.+ " §. Being depressed . 11 (25.0) 7.5 (36,1)
6. Being unsure of your abilities 3.5 (43.8) 2 (72.2)
|7 Difficulty in understanding lectures 5 (42.9) 5 (.‘{3.6)
8. Worry pver .money 7  (35.7) 12 (26.8)
' 9. Worry %bout future career prospects 13 (18.8) . 13.5 (19.6)
10. Problems with boy/girl friend 14 (17.9) 13.5 (19.6)
: 11. Feeling shy or awkward . 15 (16.1) 11 (30.9)
12. Lack of guidance in your work by staff 12 .(21.4) 10 (32.0).
13. The .manner or attltudc of a lecturer ) 8 (31.3): 6 (40.2)
14. Worry about your. famtly ) 18 (13.4) 15 (18.6) -
15. Difficulty in doing written work or exercises 9 (26.8) 7.5 (36.1)
16. Feeling lonely . _ 16 (15.2) 16 (14.4)
17. Disagreements with student friends .20 (2.7) 2} (1.0)
18. Unsatisfacto:y accommodation 17 (14.3) 19 (10.3)
19. Difficulty in doing practical wdrk 10 (259) ' 17 -(12§)
20. Homesickness 19 (7.1) 18 (118)
21. Rules or restnctlons of your refidential college 21 7 (0.0) 20 ()
. ‘rho” = 0.88, t* 8.00,:df 19, p < .00l . i :
*. . The correlation’ coefficient of 0.88 (t = 8.00 df 19, p < .00D), is.

- indication of a high degrec of consensus in the ranking of items by m le
and female .students. It can thus be concluded that the gencral pattern of
problems faced by beginning tertiary . students is perceived-in, a similar
way by male and female students. . ‘,

The overall similarity in the ranking of. problems by studepts of thc
.two sexes should notr be taken to indicate that their problems e¥the same~
in cvery respect. When a companson is madc of studemts checking: mdmduql
items a different pattern emerges. As Table 5 indjcates. there are seven
_items wheré¥males and fcmalcs differ significantly in their distribution of
» responses. % \
“These and all subsequent compi\iriscns are confined (o the Australian data only'.
. : ’ .
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/ 3&.  Item’ X1 dt P |
/ “1. Fedling that you're not’ workmg as hard a8 =
/ you should 1.66 1 205>p>.10 (N.S.) -
! 2. The thought of exnmmnupns or other fotms
of assessment 12,40 1 p<.001”
3, Feeling overwhelmed by uoademlc work 5.04 1 05>p>. 02 ‘\
4. Being bored by some of‘ your work 4.91 1 05>p>.0
* 5. Being depressed A . 2.53 1 .20>p>. 10 (N S. )
* ,g. eing unsurc of your abilities 15.90 1 p<.001 :
. Difficulty. in understanding’ lectures 1.99 i 20>5p>.10°(N.S.)
8. Worry over money an 1.51 1. .30>p>.20 (N.S.)
9. Worry about future carter ‘prospects 0005. 1+ .99>p>.98 (N.S.)
10. Problems with boy/girl friend 002 1 90>p>.80 '(N.S.)
11.. Feeling shy or awkward> . 5.67 1 \.02>p>.01
12. Lack of guidance in your work by staff 2 45 .. 1 “205p>.10 (N.S)
13. . FThe, manner or attitude of a lccturer 1.45 1 30>p>.20 (N.S.)
14. Worry about your family 0.69 1 S50>p>.30 (N.S)
15. Difficulty in doing written work or,.gxercuses 1.68 1 20>p>.10 (N.S)
~ 6. Feeling lonely 0.002 1 95>p>.90 (NS.)
“'17. Disagreements with student friends L 0.13 1 80>p>.70 (N.S.)
18. Unsausfactor.y accpmmodatlon 7 0.43 1 70>p>.60 (N.S.)
19: Difficulty in doing practical work ' 5.20 1 05>p>.02 -
20. Homesickness. 0.66° 1 .50>p>.40 (N.S)
21. Rules or restrictions of your resndentml
college : 6.28 1 02>p>. 01

broad categones =
v (atademic) worries.

v

Tnble G—Summary table of chl-lqunre analyses of rmponses by sex

The items for which dlffCl’CﬂCCS Werc observed may be divided into two

“personal (non- academlc) wongies, and ~professional

Of the five items where there is a greater inciflence of female response

three may be classified as personal’ type worries, Viz. te ‘Being unsure
of your abilities; Item 11 ‘Fecling shy or. awkward’; and Item 21.‘Rules or
_ restrictions of your resid Hege'* The \other two items where females
indicate a greater concetn could be classified as ‘professional’ type. worries.
« These are Item 2 “Mhe thought of exammauons or other forms of assess
ment’ and Ttem' 3 ‘Feeling overwhelmed by academic work’.

‘ As may be observed from an examination of Table 6 both items where
thcre is an indication of grcatcr concern by males are of the professnonal'

Table 6-—-ltems on which the dhmbuﬂon of msles and lemalea responding diﬂer

- significantly
. " ltem . i X2 daf | ‘p’ , 3
(a) ’Jtems checked by a greater proportlon of male students.
4. Being bored by somé of your work \491 -1 05>p>.02
#19. Difficulty in doing practical work '5.20 1 05>p>.02
(b) Items. checked-, by a greater proportion of female students. .
2. The thought .of examinations or other forms P ‘
,'- * of/assessment 1240 - 1 p<.001
< 3. 'Feeling overwhelmed by academic work _5.04 1 05>p>.02,
. 6. Being unsute of your abilities 15.90 1 p<.001
1)’ Feeling shy .of awkward 5.67 1 02>p>.01
.21. Rules or restrictions " of your residential '
“college } . 6.28 1 02>p>.01
° (I ’\ ’ -
S ; .o

[] !
. 4As an_ aside,; | fecl Lhat one gould comment that advocates of the Women s Liberation
movement _could! cite sueh findings as. supporting some of their complaints about S

- role socmllzatnon‘m our society.

. L ) .
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problem type: They are Item 4 ‘Being bored by some of your work™ and
Item 19 'Difliculty in doing practical work’. . R

. ~ . ¢ e . #

It would appear from these analyses that females perceiye a grealer
range-df problems associated with scttling in to the university setting than
do males. Further it appears that females are more subject to ‘personal’
problems which could be U(putul to affeet their work. 1t could be suggested
that a greater emphasis pn student counselling could be used to mitigate .
the many problems facingj female students * !

(iii) Inter-faculty comparisons” ’ e

The third major upcs of analyses carricd out were aimed at obtaining
an overview of the types of problems which dppLerd to have more relevance
in onc academic programme of study than in the others offered at the”
university. It must be emphasised that the present paper in no way sceks
‘to differentiate between types as problems with regard to their relative
impact on individuals. What may be an immensely disturbing problem for
one student may be a minor irritant for another. Analyses of this type of
problem are beyond the scope of what is attempted here. :

The pattern adopted in (i) and (ii) above was carried through in this
set of analyses. The Kendal Coeflicient of Concordance technique was
adopted as an appropriatc means of comparing the rank-order responses
“among the five facultics. The date for these comparisons is contained in
Table 7.

It will be observed from an inspection of Table 7 that the correlation

~among the ranking by the students from diifcrent faculties was highly
“significant (W = 0.77. X* = 77.0, df 20. p < .001). Thus, it may be con-
" “cluded that students in the five programmes of study place their adjustment
problems in a similar hierarchical order. This suggests that the syndrome
of potential worries of the bcmnnmg student are simgilar irrespective of the
. course of study chosen.

. Additional insi5hts into the relative importance of cach type of prublcm
. for students enrolled .in different faculties were obtained by comparing the
dxsmbutmn of students from cach faculty responding t® cach individual
«” item. It will be observed from an cxamination of Table 8 that therc was a
' statistically. different dxstnbutmn of students @ eight of .the 21 items on
* the check-list. - ‘

H

- i_,wu —

A similar suggest:on was mddc relating ~to female students in- the ecarlier study
. concerned with CA.E. students (Collins. 1972).

tBecause of the uneven sex distribution of students alfoss the five faculties it was
impossible to control this variable for these commnsonb

- ' . 204
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" Tuble T—ltems Checked by Students Enrolled ln Different Progeanunes of Study* -

Education ~ Enginering  Sclence !

S Tten (‘omnierce
(0 Na# N=l  N=M Nzil Nz
Rwk % Rwk %  Rak, % Ruk % Rk %
;l Feeling lhat zou re not working a8 hurd i you shuuld Lo(728) 1S Ly L iy (89T)
2 The thought, of guaminations or other forms of assesment 3 (600) . 3 (429) . YAM9) Y (355 65 (30)
4. Feeling overwhelmed by academic work §O@s0 S 4 e a5 ORn 85 (21)
4. Being bored by some of your work S (428 LS (5 HMWJ) TR VIR )
5. Being depressed b(d00) 1S () oS oy () s L)
6. Being unsure of your abilities DO(675) - A5 (BI) S \(65,5) VoS 15 (394)
7. Difficulty in understanding lccturm 6 (150)  KS(08) 3008« 5 (484 25 (04)
B. Wory over/money T RS8N 12 (90 40 ()
9, Worry about future career prospects 05 (225 105 (190) I8 (IO?) 13 (358) 63 (}0.3)-
0. Problefs with boy/girl friend L (78 05 090) (0190 1715 ¢161) 115 (21.2)
11, Feeling shy or awkward (185 158 908 12 \).8) 14.5 (22.6) 115 (21.2}
2. Lack of guidance in your work by staff I (20.0){ 155 (05) 9 (MS) 9 (388) 155 (152)
13, The mannegor altitude of a lecturer Bo275) 65 (286) 6 (4649 (355) 115 (20.2)
4. Worry about your family 16 4150) . 185 (95) 14 (60 16 (194) 155 (152)
5, Difficulty in doing wrilten work or exercises 95 N5 45 128.5)"1 7 (40.5) 6 (08.7)  185-(12.1)
6. Feeling lonetf BO(18) 188 08 16 (19) WS (226). 155(152)
7. Disagreements with student friends 200 195 (00 2 {38) 05 (00) 185 (30)
8. Unsatisfactory accommodation 6 (150) 125 (K43 19 83) 175 (181) 1SS '(15.2)
9. Difficulty in doing practical work CORS (1000 195700) 16 (119 & (516 5 ()
0. Homesickness - L |8.5 (100} - 195 (00) 16 (119 IJ 129} 205 (30)
(25) 195 (00) 20 (60) 05 (00) 205 (30)

1. Rules or restrictions of your residential college '

t

W = 077X“770d’0p<001

e

e e e e v = am e A1

J

The Kendall Coefficient of Concordance technique of comparing ranks iél described in full in Sicgel (1956, pp. 229-238).
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Tahle 8—Summary: table of chi-square unalyses ot dmrlbuthm of rexponses by faculty*

Ld

] . :

x - . Hem *© =~ - X1 dat P +
1" Feeling that you're not working as hardy as et .
vou should . I'L8 4 02>p>.01
¢4 2 The thought of examinations or other forms L .
of ussessment . 2664 4 p<.001
3, Feeling overwhelined by atademic work 17.55. 4 p<.001
4. Being bored by some of your work 9.14 4 10>p>.05 (N.S.)-
S. Being depressed . 572 4 30>p>.20 (NS
6. Being unsure of your abilities . 13.40 4 01 >p>.02
7. Difficulty in understanding lectures . 43.56 4 p<.001
8. Worry over money \ 105 - 4 95>p>.90 (N.S.)Y .
9. Worry about future career Pprospects i 7.7 -4 205p>.10 (NS
10. Problems with boy/girl friend 0.31 4 99>p>.98 (N.S.)
11. Feeling shy or awkward . 5.05 4 30>p>.20 (N.S)
12. lLack of guidance in your work by staff 10.18 4 05>p>.02 :
13. The manner or attitude of a lecturer 896 - 4 10>p>.05 (N.S.)
14. Worry about your family 0.97 4 « 955p>.90 (NS .
15. Difficulty in doing written work or exercises 11.35 4 05 >p>.02
16. Feeling lonely ) 2.7 4 70>p>.50 (N.S.)-
17. Disagreements wiiis siudent friends ~ 0.09 1 95>p>.90 (N.S-;
18. Unsatisfactory accommodation 0.49 1 90>p>.80 (NS.
19. Difficulty in doing practical work - 2177 1 . p<.001
20. Homesickness 0.03 1 90>p>.80 (N.S)
21. Rules or restrictions of your residential . .
college _ 029 1 .70>p>.50 (NS’

14

- ‘ ~~

The differences in distribution of resporses by students of Wifferent
faculties on the items where statistical significance was found were analysed
further. On each of these items the percentage of students from each faculty
indicating that the item described a problem A@propriate to their experience
was compared with the results for each other\faculty. The results to these
andlyses arc contained in Tables 9-18 inclusive. , :

To make more than gcnerglizedsComments "about differences among
faculties as revealed in Tables 9418 would obviously be beyond the scope
of a paper of this kind. However, even at a first inspection, since some
obvious patterns appear discernible, comment appears warranted. Where
faculties differ in- the percentage of students.responding to particular i(ems
such differences do not appear to be random in nature. It is not generally
the case that students in one faculty having problems in one item haveﬁ 7
balanced by having fewer problems on another. Indeed, where students '

a faculty have one problem there seems to be an associated cluster of other
problems which add to the burden. Further, the gengral.pattern that emerges
could be described as one of lack of symmetey. For example, Edfcation
students have a greater proportion of students checking six items than Arts:
students but there arc nqQ items which ‘dvoke a greater response among Arts
students than among Education students. This general pattern dominates_ -
’t'he view of inter-faculty comparisons with Education and Engineering

’ . .

l 4

*For items 17-21 inclusive the 5 x 2 tables were collapsed into 2 x 2 tableg representing *
Humanpities (Arts + Commerce + Education) and Technologies ,(Engineering +
Science). This was necessary because of low cell frequencies in this section of the

analysis. T
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students apparently ilj}‘ving more problems (han students from other facultics
while Commerce stiighents appear (o have the least,

»

. 4 . .
Table 9%—ltems on wh!c‘n Education and Iﬂnuinccrlnﬁ%ludmlnv Differ Significanty
- ’

v - Ttem ‘2! ] P’
ta) Uems with a greater proportion of Fducation® students checking.
2o The thought of examseor other forms of assessment 6.28 p 001
Y. Being overwhelmed by some of your work ' 4900 ¥ p-2.001
7. Datticulty in understanding lechures 390 p - .001
AIH/‘I’%)IN with o greater proporton of Fagineering studepis checking,
) ithiculty in (doing practical work } 7.22 p-2.001
oS
Table 10—Items on which Education and Arts Students Differ Significantly
Hem 7’ P
i) Ttems with a greater proportion of Lducation students checking.
1. Feefing that you're not working as hard s vou should S 238 05>p>.01
2. The thought of exams or other forms of assessment 2.34 05>p>.01
. Hoing overwhelmed by academic work RN O1>p>.001
7. Ditliculty in understanding lectures 11.29 p <.001
12 Lack of guidance in your work by staff -2.59 01 >p>.00!
- 1S Diflicully in doing written work or exercises 3.10 01 >p>.001
(h) Ttems with a greater proportion of ‘Artg students checking.
o b “
i . {/ -~
Table 11—Items on which Education and Science Students Differ Significantly
ltem 2 w
(a) dtems with a greater proportion of Education students checking.
. Fecling that you're not working as hard as vou should 278 O1>p>.001
2. l'he thought of cxaminations or other forms  of :
‘ sssessment R 6.49 ' p<.001
3. Feeling overwhelmed by academic work 6.07 © p<.001
2 6. Being unsure of your abilities 4.14 ’ p <.001
7. Difficulty in understanding {ectures | : 544 p <.001
* 12 Lack of guidance .in your work by staff : - #3.39 p <.001
15. Difficully in doing written work or exercises 5.16 : p<.001
(hy llems with a greater proportion of Science students checking. ' )
19, Difficulty in doing practical work 3 . 3.89 . p<.001
FX

|
Tuble 12—Items on which Education and . Commerce Students Differ Slgnlﬂcanlly‘

3 C.

. . Y.
~ o ltem U\LK ) Q' ¢pv .
(a4) Items with a greager proportion of Education students checking. .
1. Feeling that you're not working as hard as you should 460 p<.001
2. The thought of examinations ‘or other forms of - :
assessment 7 . 4.75 p<.001
3. Feeling overwhelmed by academic work ° 70 : p<.001
6. Béing unsure of your abilities ’ 4|88 - p&.001
7. Difficuty in understanding lectures o 8.13 p<.001
12 Lack of gujdance in your work by staff ‘9 4.55 p<.001
19. leﬁculty in doing practical work. . 3.72 p<.001
rq;bl) Itents -with a greater proportion of Commerce students checking. @
il. . .
. N .
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"I'nblc LV-—-ltemy on '\thch Enginebring and Arts Students Differ Slnlllﬁclllply.

Item i ‘2 ‘p

ta) ltems with u greater proportion of Engincering studengs checking.

1. Feeling thut you're not working as hard ns you shoutd 221 08 >p>.01
7. Ditticulty in understanding lectures 4.98 p-.00T
12, Lack of guidance in your work by stafl 200 08 >p>.01
15. Difficuity in doing writien work or excreises 208 0V§>p>.0t~
19. Difficulty in doing practical work 6.3 p <.001
tb) Items with a greater proportion of Arts students checking.

Nil. -
\

Tuhle 14—Items on which Engineering and Science Students Differ Significantly
w , Itém ‘2! A ‘p* .

(a) Mems with a greater proportion of Iingineering students checking. :
'Feeling that you're not working as hard as you should 245 .05>p>.01

. Difficulty in understanding lectures - 2.70 05>p>.01
12. Lack of guidance in-your work by staff 2.67 01 >p>.001
15. Difficulty in doing written ork -or exercises 3.64 p<.001
19. Difficulty in doing practical work 213 05>p>.01
(b) ltems with & grenlcr proporubn of Science 1tudcnt\ checking. |, ,

Nil. - . .

. .

.

‘Fable 15—Items on whicl; Euulneerlnu and Commerce Students Differ Significantly

llcm . 2 ‘p*
(a) Items wntp a grcnlcr proportion of hngmccrmg qtudcnls checking. )
I. Feeling that you're not working as hard as,you ahould 4.41° « p<.001
6. Being unsure of your abilitics 2.26 .05>p>.01
12. Lack of guidance in your work by staff 313 p <.001
19. Difficulty in doing practical work ° 7.48 . p <.001

Lbl) Items with a greater proportion ‘of Commerce students checking.
. . . .

. Table 16—Items on which Arts and Science Students Differ Slunlﬁcantly

s ltem F ‘z° ‘p‘
(a) Items with a greater proportion of Arts students chcck{ng.
3. Feeling overwhelmed by academic work . 2.27 .05>p>.0,
6. Being unsure of your abilities 3.57 ,. p<
. (b) Iteims with a greater proportion of Science students checking ' ;
-7. Difficulty in understanding lectures , . 344 : p <1001

19. Difficulty in doing practical work 3.53 " p<.001

Table I''—ltems on whlcb Arts and Commerce Studenls Differ Slgnlﬂcantly

i . ltem o7 o 'P'

Items with- a greater proportion of Arts students checking. ¢4

The thought of cxaminatio’ns or other forms of

assessment | ' 3.76 p<.001
6. Being unsurc of your abﬂmcs 4.02 p <.001
19. Difficulty in doing practical work 2.56. .01 >p>.001

I(le) lt,cms with a grcalcrqproportnon of Commerce students cheeking.
i
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‘Table 18—ltems on which Sciehce and Commerce Students Differ Signlficantly

- i'ﬂll \ , o op!
(n) ltem With a greater praportion of Science students checking. » ) :
19. Diflichlty in doing practical work S $.20 . p<.001
ih) tremyf with greater proportion of Commerce students checking. .
1%, Diftitulty in doing wnitten work or exercises 2.19 085>p>.01
J ' : ., -
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS - :

+ The data prescuted in this paper is aimed at providing some insights
into the ingidence ‘of problems faced by students. commencing study at an
Australian university. It provides material for a comparison of the problems
faced by these students with problems faced by -students enrolled in other
forms of tertiary education in Australia. A '

A study of student adjustment problems must be regarded as a complex
one, but one wh' ! requires some macroscopic overview of the domain
before researcher:  .a further analyse priority arcas identified in preliminary
'surveys such as this«” : : \

The résults obtained here complement in many ways the results obtained
with a sample of College of Advanced Education students (Collins, 1972)
suggesting that students enrolling in different types of tertiary institutions
in ‘Australia have to come ta terms with similar ‘problems’.

The principal findings of the study could be summarised as - suggesting
that (a). male and female students.” (b) students from different academic
programmes of study. and (¢) students from different western cultures, all
.perceive similar prioritics in ordering their adjustment worries into an
hierarchical list. ; o

/ The study also reveals differences émong groups in an -item-by-item

/

analysis. Thesc differcnces follow the pattern that Australian students tend
to check more items than their English counterparts, that femgle students °
expericnce more non-academic. or -personal, worrics than males in adjusting
to the university situation. ‘and that students from strongly vocationally
oriented programmes of study (Educationand Engineering) appear to perceive
more arcas of concern..than students from more general programmes of
study (Arts."Commerce and Science). . '
4

’
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L] APPENDIX

v

’
STUDENT SURVEY

INFORMATION: [n an attempt to gain information abhout the incidence of various
tvpes of problems faced by students undertaking terdary - studjes a research project is
being carried out by members of the Education Department of the univetsity. 1t is '
hoped that knowledge of the level of incldence of varivus types of problems faced by
students will enable recommendations th be made to minimize the effects of such
problems. :

It would be appreciated if you would agree to provide gesponses to the qucstiox
set out in the survey. You will note that the form does NOF require you to gi
your name. All that is*required is for_you to’ tick the apprifpriate sct of brackets

on this page and then proceed to page 2.

(B)  Male (R Female™( . ) - - '
(C)  Faculty Enrolment:
P (An!; ( ), Commerce and Economics (- e Fdugation ( ),
Engincering ). Science ( ). :

'

(D)  Type of Ehrolment:” ' .
Full tinie (' ). Part time ( ) &

(E)  Fees:

Fees ' paid h.y a scholarship ( » Puying own fees ( ) .

(F)  Enrolment Status:, . . N
* Ist Year Undergraduate ) e
2nd Year Undergraduate
3rd ar -Undergraduate.
4th Year Undergraduate’
- Post- raduaic ’
(H) Age: )
- « Years ( )
(H)  Accommodation: .
Living in a College
Living off campus BUT not at own homc
Living "at parents’ home . -
Livihg in own home N '

PR S
- e -
s

.

—~ o~ -~
. .

1) Previous Education:
My last secondary scheojing was at:

a state high schéol : (

at catholic Righ school * -~ (

an indepéndent high school o

other e (

Please give detuaily. .o

-
1 Y

L



CHECKN, LINT v,

INSERUCTTONS Plunk back over the pavt week and then put a tick aginst any
of the following problemy that have hu-n a wmn to you during thut tme.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
).
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

I. beeling that you'tc not working u\ hurd s vou shnnld o
2 . Lhe thought of examinabons o other forms ol asewment (
L Feeling overwhelmed by Nicadensg work (-

Y 4. Reing boted by some of your work ] (

S Heing depressed ¢ (

6 Heing unwure of your ubthities (

7. Dithculty in uudc(.\lnmlmu leciures {

K. Worry over money ' . . o

Y. Worry aboul future carecr prospects M : (

10, Problems with boy girl friend (

Il Feeling shy .or awkward K

T 12 Lack of guidange m your work by stal (

13, The manner or attitude «3 u lecturer §

4. Worry about your family (

1S, Dificolty in doipg written work or exercises " (

. t6. Feeling loncly ’ . (

17, Disagreements with student fncnd\ (

I8, Unsatisfactory accommaodation (

19. Difficulty in-doing practical work (

20. Homesickness . ' L (
21. Rules or restrictions of your ruidcmdl college ( J

If there are uny other problems that come to mind that have rclulmn to your life
as a student and which have been o worry to you over the past week plc.m: continue
the list below.

n ' , )
! : : ' «
24. ) A ( )
:‘ . w o N « .)
- \ /
- ' 4 -
~ -
' . r
. \ a
_ 20 4
» . ° ‘ \ *
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