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'_these students. Research has lndlcated that these cr1ter1a

{ve Pred1ctors of College Shccess

1n Dlsadvantaged StudentS/ ' i .

l . -
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P

ot,es1s (the success cr1ter1a and” pred1dtors for the

4

’
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dlsadvantaged student are not the sameJas those for tHe

//»tfad1t1onally admltted student) has been undertaken at

tion opportunity r1ghts.

t

14
,/ The crlterla for admission in J ny cases continue to

.

be SAT Math and Verbal scores, hlgq ¢hool G.P.A., achieve-

ment ‘tests, and/or various other aptLtude measures for

°
¢

_are. indeed valid predfctqrf 'Baggaley (19740 !howed that

apt1tude and ach1evement tests were better pred1ctors of

L
L

college sucgess for d1sadvantaged s 1dents'than was the . -

.high school G. P. A. He wentmon to say that these were -1,

L3 -
14

better predlctors for d1sadvantaged tudents, than for

tradltlonally admitted studenqg_: It fhas also been shown .




'creases:(Siegelman, 1971). Thnrefore, SAT scores do in-

‘Reading Test (1960). Towsend (1968).states_tha9

'reediﬁg.’ She continues to say that,this ;7st will be.
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creases, the predictive correlation=of the SAT scores in-

.

[

dicate a posltlve correlation Lo college success of d1s—/
N~ e /
advantaged students (as measurld by grade point average)

Reading te:ss in'addig;on to SAT's are often~used

.
- -~

for placement and admlsslon crlterla for dlsadvantaged
s;udents: One test frequently’ used is the Nelson7Denny
/thls is
a challenging test with a highly academic flavols...witﬁ

a rate score that may prove useful for colle e texfbook‘

- - YA A4

-‘seful for surveylng the growth of read1n power lnithe -

college years and that it w1ll be useful for college place— )

- -V

ment. As such, the 1nclus1on of the §7lson-Denny keadlng

Test in a college entrance batteryzwo 1d be a useful tool

in predicting success. .
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Methodz : - .

-
/

Subjects: Eighty-three out of a total population of

ninety—eightkprovisionally agecepted students were selected
{

on the bas1s of hav1ng completed two semesters of college-

courses. . These subJects were deflned as.prov1slona1 be-
$

cause they did not meet the normal academic, standards for

admission into Towson State Un1vers1ty in 1975.

Procedure: The scores subjects obtained on the {/ ,

-

Scholastic Aptitude Verbal and Math Tests together w1th a_

/ raw tota1 score that reflected readlng comprehension and

vocabulary competency on the Ne1son—Denny Read;ng Test,

Form C, were 1ected. The SAT verbal and math scores were

those the'subjects submitted to the admissions office go be
A \] 1 -~ s ‘ l_-\'. -
used -as acceptance criteria. The Nelson-Denny Readi Test

- .

was administefed during-the first week of classes to all

the prov1sLonal students as _part of a Communlcat on Skllls

course they were’ requlred to take their first semester.’

The, scores from these two’tests, SA* and Nelson-] Shny

Readlng Test, were then' analyzed as to how theg orrelated

4 p.

", to an adJusted cumulatlve grade p01nﬁ.average Wthh is

based on al4.0 point system. The sub jects' grade point
. . & « N IR - .
average was a cuhulative one which reflected tw¢” semesters

2
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of college"courses. ~This grade point average was then

multlplled by the number of semester hours completed by
the student for those two semesters. ' This product wds thern”
‘T d1v1ded by:twenty—eight credits, the amount of credfts re:‘
" quired in order to be considered a second year student -
L. ~'ThlS adJustment to the grade pglnt average was requlred be-"
cause\of a college policy that did rot utlllze F grades as ;

© 7 a reflectlon of non—acceptable performance in a college

* -
. s
§ . course. Instgad a grade. of NC (no credit) was‘used but
' ., .
ﬁ) ' th1s d1d not affect the student s average. Therefore, a
N student could take four courses and get-an A in one‘and fall

, ‘ the‘other three. Under the system of NC for falled courses,

< .

this. student would rece1ve a-4.0 grade péint average for

"

complete a total of 12 credlts Wthh reflected at—reast a

;l 50 cumulative grade point average, 1n order to avoid be;ng

- 5

academlcally d1sm1ssed

- a ,r-‘ t

The scores from the SAT and Nelson—Denny Reading Test

3 .

Kl
.«

‘were then qprrelated w1th the adJusted grade point average

. .

by means oé a~mult1ple regresslon analysis.

v

. . the semester. Thls pollcy also only requlred a student ti///;’ .

)

.
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Table I shows the correlatlon coef£1c1ents between

- £ .

grade point averagg, the crlterlon and SAI Verbal, SAT |

Math and Nelson~Denny Readlng Test, the predictox'vayia?

\ .
. -

._ . .
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The data=shows 31gn1f1cant correlatlons for a11 three '

'vériables == SAT Verbal, SAT Math, and. Nelson—Denny Readlng
. Test == with GPA.. The hlghest conrelatlon is seen between

'Neisbn—Denny Ready ng . ‘Tdst and college GPA (r = .26). SAT

-t v

‘Math™and &AT Verbaly :spectlvely, were_ also shown to be

) - .

iygnlflcant._ Although these correlatlons are statlstlcally

51gn1f1cant they account f\z bnly TP of the varlance.
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Table II shows the/§esu1tant F values of a_step—WLse

£l

multlpIe reg;§551on analysis of GP& with Nelson—Denny,Read—

~ - ')

v

A v vexc rovided oy eric:
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“ing Test, SAT Math, and SAT Verbal.

" This data does show significant results in, analy21ng

v the effects of the test varlables orv GPA The hlghest F

.value is seew w1th the Nelson—Denny Reading Test on GPA.
SAT Math .and (SAT Verbal respectlvely, were ‘also shown to

be 51gn1f1cantly related to GPA but to a lesser extent than
5
the- Nelson—Denay Reading Test. .

"} ‘ o ’ .
. ' ‘ M ;
iscussion ’ L .

5 . . .« °

The results do indicate pos1t1ve correlatlons for the

use of ‘SAT scores ahd Nelson—Denny Readfhg scores (r =
P £ 05) wlth the hlghest correlation belng between Nelson—
Denny and GPA Also, the Nelson—Denny met the slgnlflcance
criterion in the step—w1se mult;ple regression, [F(l 81) =

.

. 5,99, p &£ .05], to a much hlgher degree than d1d.the varia~

—

bles SAT Math and SAT Verbal. Thesé results 1nd1cate the
possible-validity and\peliability of the inclusion of the

Nelson-Denny Reading Test ln@a battery of'college entrance’
N

4 » ' .
-

s .

tests. -
>
- The results of both the step—W1se multlple regre551on

and. correlatlon coeff1c1ents show that SAT Math scores are
better correlates with GPA thar SAT Verbals for thlS sample

[ -

of students.’ This indicates that perhaps the cognltlve

< 5
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sk111s that are assessed by the SAT‘ Math are bettep in- -

d1cators of coIlege success for thlstﬁﬁpe'of student'than
those skllls assessed by the SAT Verbal .scores.
' The fact—that. these varlables, SAT scores and Nelson-

Denny Reading. scores, on1y accodnt for 7%“6f the varlance
does. indicate that some other type of assessment shopld be
1ncorporated 1nto the Ebllege entrance battery Motlvatlon—

al factors have been suggested by the results of.many stud—

ies (He11brun, 1965; Tractman,’ 1976) as gccounting for a

>

great dea1 of the-remalnlng variance.

- !
Therefore, cognitive variables that show K significant.

- ‘

ablllty to ptedict GPA 1nc1ude Ne1son—Denhy, SAT Math and

.

SAT Verbal respectlvély. As’ such it 1s suggested that

%,

”‘greater emphasls be placed on the Nelson—Denny Read1ng I

‘

- Test and SAT Math stores for cognitive var1ab1es to assess

?

future’ college success for these students. It is also sug-

gested-that research of non—cognltive-nature —eanotivation— ‘

£

ale —— be conducted and used in a battery of admission as-

.

‘ hd .
sessment measures for these students. ° .

LN \
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