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~ Un1vers;ty of Maryland full-time undergraduate
students who were 36 to 57 years old were compared to a randoa saaple
of 'younger students aged 18 to 35 years;old on the 1970 University -
Student Censns, an attitude and activities inventory. The older
sanple ‘of 319 students was 50 petcent male and 50 percent female,
vhile ‘the younger sample of 313 students was 60 percent male and 40
percent female. Subjects were compared on 14 demographic items and 28"
leert—type attitude items. Older students tanded to be married amd
ive: off—canpus and studied more and had more clearly-fixed
vocatlonal ‘goals than did younger students. 0Older students more often
felt that the faculty and administration cared about Students, that
student disrupters should be suspended, and that Saturday classes
were acceptable than did younger students. Older students were less
in. favo; of coed housing or an abortion information service. Survey
1teus adﬁ response data are lncluded. (SW) :
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CHARACTERISTICS OF OLDER UNDERGRADUATES AT THE
' UNIVERSITY OF MARYLAND

| Ronald L. Kimball and-W1]11am_E. Sedlacek

- Research Report # 7-71
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- ‘Despite growing numbers of‘older students attending colleges and

universities, relatively little is known about,this group. .The.pqrpose of
_ this'stud§ was to compare older (36-57)_undergraduates to their younger |
‘coudterparts (18-35) on a number of“demograbhic and attitudinal variab]es,

~using x2 and t. Results 1nd1cated that older students tended to be married,

ot

live off-campus study more,"and to have more c]ear]y fixed vcuational goals.

Older students a]so felt more that faculty and adm1n1strat1on cared about
students and that student dlsrupters should be suspended and were more in
favor of Saturday classes. Older students were less in favor of coed housing
or an abortion information service. It was suggested that institutions.. |

should provide education and services for the diversity in their student bodies

~and that those in adult education could provide some expertise with students in

fdl]'time programs.




JThere is evidence that an increasing«nunoer.offundergraduates enrolled in.
colleges and universities are considerab1y'oider than the usua1'18722‘§§ar-o1d..
- range [Johnstone and Rivera (7), Brossman (3), Houle (6), and Américan Council.
on Education (J)] yet re]ative]y.little is known about this group'of students.
WOrk in th1s area indicates they have a number of distinct characteristics.

) Er1ckson (4) notes, for 1nstance, that most older students are middle class,
from rura] and semi-rural areas, and generally are themse]ves the ch11dren of
'nonfcollege_attendlng»parents. She also found that more males than females
-are returning to college, but that the females who did were generally .older

and either married ‘divorced'or widowed Both sexes tended to be content with .
their present jobs out51de of the college commun1ty. d
The 1argest volume of work concerned with older undergraduates was done in

) the years 1946 49. A number of studies concerned Armed Forces veterans as

.coliege students The balance of such research was devoted to the academic

progress of veterans [Taylor {9), Thompson and F]esher (10), T1bb1tts and Hunter ?%

(11)]. In all of the cited studies it was found that veterans were doing at

~

‘least as.well as civilian undergraduates, although.some stUdies‘found that an

adjustment period was necessary (Tibbitts and Hunter, 11). Moore (8) discover-

ed three general'probiems contributing to the-adjustment difficulty of veterans.

" Many seemed to 1ack a spec1f1c occupational aim; they seemed to have a strong-
er than usual dislike of the faculty; and, a'ter the constant work in the
_Armed-Forces, they found any spare time tedious. Moore noted that marr1age‘
.seemed:to make,no difference as to"whether or not these_problems were present.

He also found that in genera] the veterans were somewhat more "liberal” in

the1r p911t1ca1 vhews than were their c1v111an counterparts. with the recent =

Ty turmo11 on U.S. campuses 1t wod?d be 1nterest1ng to see Just how the att1tudes

| ‘of.current older undergraduates compare with their younger counterparts. Thej’

S




Mopurpose of_this study was to provide such'comparative data for students in a
large university. | . . - )

’ ‘-

g ' ~ Procedure .
Subjects were alT the fulltime undergraduate students at the University of“f%
Maryland, College Park who were 36 years old or more (#=319, age range =36-57)

who had completed the University Student Cens.s (USC) fn the fall of 1970. The’

USC is an attitude and activities inventory and was completed by 96% (17,144)

of all full time undergraduates. New freshmen unfamiliar wtth the campus were \

not 1nc1uded in the study. A random sampie of 313 youngeristudents (age~ranger -
‘;-18-35) was se]ected fOr a compar1son group. The'oner sample was 50% male

and 50% female, compared to 60% male and 40% female in the younger group. Sub-

.jécts were compared on fourteen demographic items and 28-L1kert type attltude

1tems D1fferences between groups were tested us1ng ch1-square and t at the -

-05 ]evel

 -Results,

Demographic Items: Compared to'younger studentSA older students were° more-sﬁ

likely to.be marr1ed (32% vs. 12%), more 11ke1y to be transfer students (39% vs..i?
23%) and more 11ke1y tc have parents who d1dn t finish high schoo] (27% VS. 14%)
i Additionally, older students,were more 11kely to have clearly fixed vocat1ona171 _
%]f goals (22% vs. Id%)*and they studied more. Thirty-two‘percent of the older grpupj;
.d studied 30 or more hours per week compared to 6% of the younger group. ~01der e
,m...; students were less 11ke1y to 11ve on campus (13% vs. 38%) and were less Tikely to ?

- come to the UrnverS'tty because 1t was mexpenswe (T9% vs. 27%) Al_'i differ- .

“gences‘were s1gn1f1cant at the;-05 Tevel u51ng-ch1-square.;

. Attitude Items: -Table 1 shows ‘the means.and standard deviations for the

¥ ﬁi#é@S- ~




Discuaaion

DemographicaTTy, the older students appear much as expected tend1ng to be

marr1ed living off campus, study1ng more, and being more vocatIOnally oriented

‘ ;'thaﬂ the younger students. \

' Att1tudinally, the older group differs considerably from their younger cTass- f
:‘mates Comoared tr younger students, older students tended to fee] more that
;‘faCuTtywand administration care for students (items 20,21,22), that students have
tﬂchannels for express1ng comp1a1nts-and part1c1pat1on in po]1cy-mak1ng (items 25

" and 23), that,students should not have a vote in h1r1ng and promot1on of faculty
. (Tvem 3), and that the Un1vers1ty should suspend d1srupters (1tem 24). Older |
f; students felt more that graduate and undergraduate teaching rece1ve equal pr1or1ty ‘"if

2 (item 13), and were more in favor of Saturday classes (item 16), but more against

Tdropp1ng courses throughout a semester thhout penalty (item 6) Older students
fwere ‘more against coed hous1ng'(1tem 29) and a contraception and abortion 1nfbrma-

ftton:serv1ce (1tem 7). Older students _vere also more Tzke]y to fee] the1r courses ’

f17)i, The results clear]y 1nd1cate that the older 'students in this study are consid-
:erably different in their attitudes and orientations than many of the ‘studies on . X
tveterans (e. g., Mocre,8) done after World War II. Today s older undergraduates f QFT?

‘fare not unsure of their vocatwona] goals and appear nmore conservat1ve than younger-'y*Vw

5students. The goal directed orientztion and motivation of older students is further
fdemonstrated by their 1nterest in Saturday classes, the amount of study1ng they do
that‘]ou.educat1ona1 costs are relatrvely un1mportant and that they tend to be ex- 

-cnted hy'courseuork The conservatlsm on campus 1ssues they express 1s Targely pre

ctable, based on the1r ages. Severa] stud1es have shown that~older peop]e tend
;ﬁbe more conservat1ve . The Amer1can Inst1tute of Pub]wc 0p1n1on (2) has reported'




. 71% of Americans over 30 consider themselves either conservative or middle
‘of the road compared to 62% of Americans between 21 and 29. Herman and Sedlacek
"(5) found that 86% of people'jn the 41-E0 age group lapeTed themselves con-
servative or moderate, compared to 62% among those aged"Z{-SO.

. The quest%on may be asked, of what educational significance are the data
A from th1s study’ .One 1mportant consideration is prov1d1ng 1nformat1on that
all . undergraduates are not alike, and “that there are older undergraduates w1th
' goals and attltudes different from their younger counterparts. As an 1nstttu- fé
t1on p1ans tts programs and servrces 1t should consider all its students and not g
Just gear itself.toward providing for its Iargest groups. At a large institu- \;
tion it Vs‘part1cu1ar1y easy to forget-the diversity in a student body. For
_ --instance, %f the'University were to provide'Saturday classes it might make a
- big difference to many of the oIder students, as they have 1nd1cated in th1s
study. S1m11ar1y, those in the field of adu]t educatxon are reminded that not
all older students attend school at night or in special programs. Prov1d1ng e}ﬁ
some expertise and 1nput into the regular un1verstty_programs right be.benerfdfﬁ

'f1c1a1 to all concerned w1th hwgher education.

1
s_s.., .

A- number of furcher studies on older undergraduates are suggested by the:
results of the present study. Research on the spec1f1c needs and problems of‘
: o]derfstudents should prove fruitful. For xnstance, aside from Saturday c]asses,

:what other adm1n1strat1ve changes might prove useful; more night classes? cer?fif

~ tain courses offered at certatn times? etc.. Student services might be exp]ored -
* also; for 1nstance, the counseling needs of such students may be dxfferent S’"ce i
m:the1r goals are c}earer, or are they hav1ng part1cu1ar adJ"Stment prOblemsl~

Also, the need ﬁdr servaces such as: day care fac1l1t1es for chaldren, or s

.facwlatres or’dunctﬁons for older student, could be explored.:“i i
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/. Another research guestion worth further exploration is the tendency for older .

S ts to respond relatively’ positively to all items, regardless of content; to
i-;be less critica'l of the school or anyone else. This may be simply because they
are older b‘ut thera may be other;conc'lusions and impl 1::ations possible through

. }further study.  ~ | '

" In short, it appears older undergraduates have d'ifferent values and orienta-

. ’ttons toward a number of educat'nonal and campus issues. A consideration and re-
f’ﬂection of these in educational planning;, research and teaching appears worthwhile.
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Means and Standar 3Deviatinn§dfnr'Younger‘and-ﬁlderStudents’fgr9285httitude;Itens*,
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“Weer StertsS0 Younger Students(N—3]3):*s
o Mean 8D Mean s

tudents shduld bave 2 vote in ) the hrrtng, retentron
/ ;promntron of- raculty in therr academtc depart :
nts, o

aam‘mﬁmmdwwmmtwwweﬂwhmasw- ;
dent Advrsory Board -

The drsruntrons\nf Tast. sprrng made me more 1n-
Ived in rssues on the campus. g "

hcademrc regulattons should allow drnpprng courses.'
i‘throughout a semester utthout pena]ty |

fIhe Unrversaty $. Health Service should proutde

students with such servicss as 1nfornatron and

\pres rtpttons regardtng contraceptron and
~,fabor*aon |

_____.....—-—-'-d

" 8 - _‘,,.‘-——*' ¢
e et

Attt

: fhe’U"tverstty should have an after-busrness hours .
ZteTephone service center for crrses and general
1ﬁ,t‘_ i

ernrversrty should provide 2 legal counselrng
servrce for students |
" Untversrty should provude é drug counselrng
1ce for students..” o

nable*concerned students and others to engage
itic ;y;actrvrty, the. Unrversrty should arrange
schedud"to; *
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* Neans and Standard Deviations for Younger and Oider Students for 28 Atituce tetst
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. Younger Students (N—SIS)

. L}

T Oider Students (RG]

Freshnan‘and sophonore courses are not given enough ,

;attention by a nunber of acadenic departments;

:‘;Graduate teaching, advisenent and research occupy

T equal priority with undergraduate teachtng tnvolve-
;NM1nmﬂdeMmu.

fuThe idea of the, campus cotloquy conducted last

spring should be repeated regularly as a means of

-nmmwmcmwswmmmnmaMpmMm

vsolv1rg o

lThts canpus- needs some gooa leadershtp to encour- ;

: 'work JOtntly at 1mprov1ng the Untversnty

5}: Saturdays

eWwmesMﬂdSmMMemmchswon

i}

4 f‘Most black students are fmnd‘y to uhttes

'=:MOSt of 1 my classes are sttmulattng;and exctttng.'

?meWwwﬂUSMMdmhwwtmmnbhw

'

students | | |
5tﬁwhyﬁwwmhwexththymﬂw
care about students

:",

w‘tfteaehtng facu]ty here act 11ke they rea][y |
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Means and Standard Devnatnons for Younger and 01der Students for 28 Attatude Itens*

AN
~

o 4 - | Older Students (N=319) Younger Students (N 313)
Iten # S o Men o SD Mean oS

‘} ‘Moat adnnmstrators here act hke they really | N
care about students o w1 2% 1B
kil Unwersnty students have ample opportunity to . T
“partncnpate 1n Unwersnty policy making. ALY L 2. P .
4. The Unfversity should suspend students who dasrupt S i
“‘."the nornal operation of the Umvers1ty S B 3 B2 R A 3
¥ Channels for expressnng student comp]annts are. - : o R R
< readily available. . | 2.2 R I X DR
‘More use should benade of student and- faculty o b T
- referenduns as providing bases for important ad-- ST o
mnnastratwe decaston-makang within the University. 1.2 [ -1.23- RN Wl
d The Unaversaty should schedule more cIasses inth - | .
late afternoon and evening hows. - ... -",]"'97 186 .« .2.14 - LA
| helieve that the introduction of el housmg o,
campus ¥as an educattonaHy sound 1dea e 1.4 1.10:,‘__", PR oL

‘MostU oth Students are concerned about socnal' O o oo SR .

: ,tssues on-and of thid Campus. - PSP P S & SRTTR Vi o
‘T!neU ofMd 1sabetter Umversnty than itwas - . - | R
ayea;n;ago_. L , o B L 17 R




