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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

The problem of on-gampus versus off-campus housing is by no
means a new one. Several sourt suits have been filed. Just within
that certain students must live in campus residence halls, It
geems that the problem here was related more o finding ways of
paying for dormitories than to the benefits that would acecrue to
students.

It appears that if a student lives on campus in the center
of activities, his vhole college experience would be enhanced. The
faot that the student does not always feel this way is what is
The question then arises, does where & student live make a
difference in academic performance, utilizing student services, and
developing wholesome relationships with various personnel?

It is probable that a study to identify aifferences might
also reveal areas of strengths and weaknesses that need to be
rectified in aress encompassing student personnel services and

Statement of the Problem - The purpese of this study was to
identify differences between on- and off-campus students in terms

of the following factors: (1) grade point aversges; (2) faculty-




staff-gtudent relstions; and (3) rating of college student services.
Nore specifically, answers to the following questioma were

sought.
1. Vhat are differences in fall semester grade w
gmmnﬁuﬂmm living
campus?
2. gmmmm
mmﬂmuﬂm
nﬂng#fm?
5. Are there differences between on~ and off-campus students
as revealed by their ratings of ccllege student services?
Zrogedure

This study was condusted as an investigation, for it seemed
to be the most appropriate method of getting answers to the specifiec
questions indicated above, Small random samples of the on~campus

Samples of 132 and 68 stulents were randomly selected from
received from 130 students, dut anly 100 were usable for this study.
tus, scholastic standing, and classification.

mmmmmwm Additional
data were collected by use of & guestiomnaire comstructed by the
writer which contained two major questions with several sub-gues-
$ions. mmmanammmmm



Student 5.3 mu one who attends an educational instie




CHAPTER II

student life, but only literature related to the problem is sum=
marized or guoted in the following part of this report.

According to Williamson and Matson,’ the first American
colleges were modeled after the British system of separate resi-
dential units within a single university. Within these units,
dormitory counselors have supplied counseling services that cone
tribute directly to the scademic life of students through such
means as organized forums on current social, political, and
academic issues, thereby helping studenis develop the best study

Today, in part, through personnel services for studeants,
dormitories and some rooming houses are being transformed from
ghelter units solely into living, learning suxiliaries to the
classroom with persomnel workers serving as adjunct teachers.

s s

*B s. Villiemsen and Jane O. Matson, "Student Persomusl




The next portion of related literature was made as an
investigation exploring the relatisn of student residence to acaw
demic performance or achievement in five colleges of aa upper
aideyestern state. Students were matched on the basis of ACT com=
posite standerd scores and class standing. The results showed
that the combined group of students living in residence halls had
higher grade point averages (GPA's) than did students residing off
campus, Vhen the data were amalysed by individual colleges,
however, scme nonesignificant differences were found, although
some trends were moted, Significant differences were found in
GPA and ACT scoves among the total groups of studemts emrolled in
the five celleges.?

Tim Devlin, a reporter for The FHew York Times, said:

There are 100 many studenta in dreary digs. A threee
anawmmmm called

ﬁm:&n«- mmum
Mo:lﬂﬂs, the YVomen's Hatiomal
Commission mwmpm&,
M mm,wmmm

Iigting inadequate housing as one of the main causes for

student unrest,; Devliin reported:
Faxr too 1 Mmmwmzum'u

e GRS “?‘mmﬁiﬁ."iﬁo. BB



waartwmwmw and potentially
explosive hot of student sccommodation has floated in
& semie-vaouun the stools of the Department of Education

mmmgmmﬁmmmmﬁ.

the Universitises had not been able to keep up to the
Rﬁmn'am-mwm wame
stringency and student population explosions,
theyha&fﬁlmhmﬂngw&:%parmﬁozm

reBldence « «+ o ma. mﬁﬂs "and mml
must include student housing as part and of

mgm + if we are to have 800, students
ngm, their housing pro will be a sizable slice of the

nation's housing problem.
inother newspaper article related to the protlem in this
country appeared in a recent issue of The Shreveport Times. I
gtated that:
mmmmmmmmwgmmw
mﬁ'ékii m’nam
are ' -
and femnles shering the same room, It will for two
weeks when & decision on exbending it will be made.

Davidé L. Fuseey, & sophomore from Urbama, Illinois, said:
The trial is not being made a bunch of hippie freaks
mﬁmmmwﬁgm& We're Jjust normal
memwﬁnuuﬁmgmmu
BOX.
Some of the rooms will be shared by two men and one woman, A4ll the

students ronge in age from 18 %o 22.

port Times, 101:6 (Section 2wi), March 2, 1972.




Seversl University of Michigan dormitories have been co=6du=-
cational for several years, with men and women living on the same
floors, but in separate rooms, This is believed to be the first
time that any group has ennounced publicly that it will establish
co=-gducational rooms. |

The matter of faculity=student relations, as discussed by
Wellner,! is one of the major concerns on college and university
campuses. Instruments have been used with the students to deter-
mine their response to this relationship. Student personnel
workers have a great interest in the campus climate of students
and their rappert with their teachers.

The quality of faculty-student relations can contribute to
the personal growth of the student. Junior colleges place great
emphasis on good teaching and the interest of their faculty in the
gtudents.

Students generally look upon the faculty members as knowing
l1ittle about them other than their names and scholastic records.
Few teachers know of their students' smbitions, interests, friends,
or families.

It is of utmost importance for students to sense that the
faculty members are concerned about their welfare beyond school
work.

Tyi114am C. Wellner, "Faculty-Student Relations in the

Pyblic Junior Coll Journal Student Personnel
10+155-155, Hay, 1969, e 8L Seldess Feracenels




More research in this ares will afford the student persomnel
worker additional information, so that a more favorable climate
will exist between faculty and students, and thereby, bring about a
campus environment comducive to student development.

There has not been too much research that has thrown light
on the subject of management and administration of colleges and
universities, Even so, this information did not result from an
involvement of the administrators and students of these institue
tions of higher learning.

Berdie,® in an article on this matter, stated:

+ Those research on students must learn how to
mryum decisions the university will make

Fﬂg students, and to gather, analyse, and interpret
ormation relevant for decisions.

The purpose of this article is t0 examine the university
and its relationships with students in light of the recent
experience of members of a student personnel staff responsi=-
ble for research on students.

Some recommendations made by Berdie were as follows:

The university, like every other soeial institution, can
endure only if individuals within the institution are able to
ﬂnwtﬂnmﬁﬂw%tlmlﬂmmm“mm

® » * @

The univeraity requires a survey of opportunities availe
amtnrmml“tampmlnmul s s 0

Students, faculty, and the office for affairs might
cooperatively a division designed for this specifie
PUrpo8se « «
aw “The Study - of Mvgu Students:
Pesamel, 1314, Jamary, 19‘? oo’ sl Sudent



Continuing programs should be established which can system=
atically survey students to identify institutional sources of
frustration. At various points within administrative proce-
dures students can be interviewed to learn more of their experi-
ences and of possible frustrations evolving from them. « «

L] - L . . - - L] L] L - L] L] L L] L] L L L] L] L - L L] L] . L [ ] . * L] -

Students and staff working together should develop programs
designed to identify entering students who have the potential
to assume leadership in the government of the university and to
plan programs that will develop and use this potential. . . .

Functional and organizational charts of the university
should be examined carefully to identify points having no or
inadequate student representations, and decisions regarding the
desirability of such representation should result from careful
discussions with students.

Improved means of communication with students should be
developed. Mass communication as now practiced is only par-
tially effective., Individualized communication . . . may be
established with selected target groups of students.

L L] L 3 L] L] * L] L] L] L L] L] L ] L] L L] L L L] - . L] L » L] L L] L ] L ] L . L

An attempt should be made to use programs of research on
students not only to inform the university, including adminis-
trators, faculty, and students, about students, but also to
inform students about the university. The primary purpesg of
student services is to advance the education of students.

Counse

Morris L. LeMay had this to say on the subject of coun=-
seling involuntary and reluctant students:

It is generally recognized that the most favorable condi-
tion for successful counseling exists when the client himself
feels ready to seek help for his problems. This article
reports the results of a pilot project designed to investi=-
gate the feasibility of individual counseling sessions with
involuntary clients.

9Ivid., pp. 10=11,
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The project was propo as a practical method of assisting
college males referred to a dean's office for misconduct, The
major objectives were to see if the academic achievement, the
college attrition rate, and the disciplinary recidivist rate of
male college students referred for disciplinary prohlm mld
be affected by the following special attention and counse
in techniques: (&) eonfidential ial cmaaling in
a university counseling center; (b) supportive counseling by a
disciplinary counselor in the office of the dean of students;
(c¢) direetive counseling, designed as an authoritarian, advicee-
gliv, sesgion by a member of the staff of the dean of students;

or (d) no counseling - only a brief discussion of the discipli-
na.ry offense.

« » « It was assumed that individual counseling can be
effectively used to increase academic achievement and to pro-
mote personal adjustment., Considerable research has been
reported on the effects of counseling; however, while these
studies in the main have been positive, they ha:re not been
concerned with involuntary clients. « « »

Despite the accumlation of knowl of both general coun=
seling methods and specific technigues changing behavior,
we still have . » « 10 learn about effective specific methods.
¥illiameon's theory of the fusion of discipline and counseling
in the educative process has not been tested. His thesis is
that discipline must be infused with counseling,

Discipline as t+ is no corrective of misbehavior
unless it is a waamamaofaamﬁngrshtm
ship. Alone, :mtiamnt is repressive and growth arresting.
¥With counseling, i& can become educative, corrective, and
growth producing.

It scems that while there is much more research to be read
that is related %o the overall problem, the above literature may
gerve as a good start toward further research.

04orris L. LeMay "Counseling Luvoluntary and Reluctant
te Pllot Project,” The ,

, Sﬁm&mtsz An Obsolete pal of College
Student Personnel, 12:6:422, Eovmber, 97"




CHAFTER III
PRESENTATION AND ANALYSIS OF DATA

After the data were collected,; it was necessary to organisze
them into some practical, orderly arrangement, Data from the
questionnaire described in Chapter I were summariged and organized
into Tebles. They included (1) analysis of distridution of respon~
ses sccording to the students' fall semester grade point averages,
{2) analysis of differences of distributed responses according to
faculty~student associations and relatiomships, and (3) sualysis
of the effectiveness of the services of the professional staff,

mmmmmm.ﬁmm
on=campus students and 54 from off-campus students. These figures
represent 50 per cent each of the on~ and offecampus students to
whom the questiozmaire was sent.
show the reactions of the respondents to the various items on the
queationnaire.



TARLE I

mmmmamwmmnm
FELL INTC CERDAIN ©

Table I showed the distribution

point avernges of the responding students. It was intereafing to

point averages between 2,50 and 2,99, while only 5 per cent of the
who returned completed questiommaires, the on-campus studenis



campus. This supported the statement that "students living in
residence halls had higher grade point averages (GPA's) than did
students residing off campus,"

PABLE II

NUNBSR AND PER CENT OF STUDENTS RATING ASSISTANCE
VITH PBERSONAL PROBLEMS RENDERED BY ADMINISTRATORS

Table II showed that 68 per cent of onecampus students
considered the assistance with persomnal problems given them by
Administrators es "Good,” while 50 per cent of off-campus students
considered such sssistance as "Fair,* Perhaps the element of con~
fidence was a factor in the relationship of on-campus students with
pointed out in Berdie's first recommendation that “the university

%’%50
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» » « C&n endure only Af individuals within the institution are
able to maintain an adeguate level of trust and confidence in one
TABLE III

5 mmmwwmmw
PERSONAL PROBLENS RENDERED BY PROFESSORS

In Table III, it was noted that 62 per cent of onecampus
students congidered the assistance given them by Professors as
*Good" and omly 9 per eent of the ssme growp considered the
Professors® mssistance as "Peoor." In sharp contrast, 35 per cent
of off=campus students rated Professor's assistance as "Good" and
29 per cent rated the assistance ss "Poor." The data indicated

nm’ Bs Ge



that 21l of the students went o their teamchers for assistance
with their persomal problems, and this relationship should exist
at the collsge =o 88 to ereate a favorable climate in which the

ptudents con live and learn, A4s noted earlier in this study, "it
is of utmost imporisnce that the students semse that the faculty
senbers are concerned about their welfare other than their school

Table IV revealed that a large per cent of students who
reside on campus and off campus went Ho Hinisters for hely with

Lsupre, ps 8.
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personal problems and considered the assistance ap "Good." The per
cent of off-campus students rating the assistance “Very Goed” was
27 per cent as compared with 18 per cent for on-campus students. |

Perheps, since the Minigters lived in the offe-campus commue
nity, their essistance was more often sought by off-campus students
than by on~campus students. The data in Table IV alse indicated
Hinisters.

IABIE ¥

¥ITH PERSONAL PROUBLEMS RENDERED BY NURSES

Dagree Of Fumber Of Per Cent Fumber Of Per Cent
Students Students

e

e

Very oot

o 8 8 o

Emﬂa‘
i

~» 5 8 o}

fEE
K3 Yo

Totals 66 100 34 100

The information in Table V by one and off-campus students
indicated very little difference, per centewise, in rating S88ist-
snce rendered by Nurses as "Good." It was very significant that
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no students rated assistance by Nurses "Very Good," and 39 and 41
per cent of on= and offwcampus students respectively rated Furses'
assistance &8s "Falr" and “"Poor."

FABLE VI

HUMBER AND PER CENT OF STUDSNTS RATING ASSISTANCE
YITH PERSCOHAL PROBLEMS RENDERED BY COUNSELORS

7 10 6 18
Good 10 15 20 59
Fair 49 T4 8 23
Poor 0 0 0 o
Totals €6 100 >4 100

Tabls VI showed that 74 per cent of on-campus students con=
sidered the assistance of counselors as "Fair” in contrast teo 20
per cent of offe-campus students who rated assistance by counselors
"Fadir," Nore than half of the off-campus students considered this
assistance as “Good,"
pus was perhaps due, st least in part, to their constant comtact



_ iffeotive” wvas slightly higher than that
wwmm The par cent of oon-campus stu~
itiong were "Very Effective”™ more
housing regulations in ihe same satsgory.
It aypesred that housing regulations weore comsidered
MMMEM%WWMMM!E&

T e———






A lsrger per cent of on-campus students considered the
‘The data above which showed that 76 per cent of onecampus
sl endered by cownselors *Fair.”




TABIE X

EUMBER AND PER CENT OF STUDENTS RATING

?& oL Bunber Of Per Cont Humber Of Per Cent
Students Studénts

Very Effective 11 17 10 29

Senmewvhat Bffective 45 68 20 59

Bet At All Effcctive 10 15 4 iz

Totals 66 100 >4 100

erved the offectivencss of the orientation services as "Somewhat
Effective” in the table above waes higher than that of the off=
campus studenis, the per cent of ¢
orientation services "Very Effective” was much higher than the
per cent of onwcampus students rating the services in the sanms
cabegory.

Cenerally, one-campus students rated orientation services
less effective than did offwcampus students.




effectiveness of the extraecurricular advising services as "Some=
what Effective” in Table XI was slightly higher than that of the
offwcampus students. Actually, there was very little differense
in the per cents of the responding students as well as in the
degrees of effectiveness,

Perhaps there should be more careful advising of all the
students in this area of the college to make certain that their
interests and abilities are channeled in the proper manner and
direction.



Very Effective 50 76 5 15
Somewhat Effective 10 15 15 44
Hot At 411 Effective 6 9 14 41

34 100

In Tabls XII, the per cent of on~campus students who con=
sidered the effectivensss of finuncial aid services as "Very
Effective” was considerably higher than that of the students who

live off campus,

financial aid gervices "Hot At All Effective™ indicated the need
to study the matter of financial needs of students living off
Campus .«
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fectiveness of the health services "Very Effective” in the table

The data in Table IIII indicated a somewhat higher rating
in Table V. This was probably due to the fact that there were

It was noted that all of the cnecazpus atudents considered
the heanlth services effective to some degree while 27 per cent of
off=campus students rated these services "Hot At All Effective.”



TABLE XIV

EUMBER AND FER OBENT OF STUDENTS RATIRG EFFECTIVENESS
OF THE HEEMEDIAL EDUCATIONAL SERVICES

ot Bumber Of Per Cent Fumber Of Per Jent
veness
Students Studentis
Very Effective 15 23 1n 32
Somewhat Effective 45 68 22 65
Hot At A1l Effective 6 - 1 3
Totals 66 100 >4 100

The per cent of on~campus students who considered the
effectiveness of the remedial educational services as "Somewhat
Effective” in the table above was only slightly higher than that
of the off-campus students.

It was interesting to note that both groups of students
indicated that they comsider this important service of soms
significance.



It was interesting to note in the table above that all of




In this study, an attempt vas made to investigate differe
ences between one and off-campus students in texrms of the
following factors: (1) grade point averages; (2) faculty-staff=
student relations; and (3) reting of college student services.
More specifically, answers were sought to the following questions:

l. ¥hat are differences in fall semester grade point

averages between situdents living on campus and those
living off campus?

2» mmmwmmm%

and those living off campus?

3¢ Are there differences between on~ and offw-campus

students as revealed by their ratings of college
student services?

The report was conducted as an investigation for it seemed
$0 be the most appropriate method of getiing answers %o the spe=
cific questions indicated above. The investigation consisted of
a random ssmple taken of the population.

Informetion from the population was gathered by use of a
questionnaire that was sent to 200 students living on campus and
off campus at this college. Of this number, 130 questionnaires
were returned, but only 100 were completed and usable for this
report, Completed forms were returned by 66 on-campus students
mﬂm«mmmzmmnmnmm



of the on-campus and offecampus respectively.

These students were selected at random and represented
heterogeneity in sex, marital status, schelastic standings, and
classifications,

Sources of date were research in related areas, and a
guestionnaire sent to each of the 200 persoms in the sample. A
letter explaining the study was sent with each guestionnaire,

For purpese of this study, ceritain terms were defined in
Chapter 1.

In reviewing the literature, apecial emphasis was placed
on housing, relation of students' residence to academic performe
ance, facultye-student relations, administratione-student relatioms,
and counseling.

The data from the questiomnaires were classified, organised,
and presented in 15 Tables.

Differences between on-campus and off-campus studente were
identified in terms of the factors in the summary,

who live on campus tended to earn better grade point averages than
those who live off campus.

The study showed further that, by and large, on-campus
gtudents benefitted more from their relationships with all types
of personnel than did off-campus students. However, there were
few categories where offecampus students indicated better



relationships., Both groups showed evidence of a need for the
gervices of trained counselors.
of student services generally weak; however, there were some
special areas of strength indicated.

The findings did not provide comclusive evidence, but
they did indicate such evidence.

B ndats
On the basis of this investigative study, it is recom=

mended that Grambling College:

1.

2

Je

Ao

Se

more information in the College Bulletin
nt to the needs and problems of studenta who

ve off campus.

Strengthen ite counseling service, both quantitae
tively snd qualitatively. ’ e

gtudents ¢o0 live on campus st least for
e LT
Foster Counselors
m,mmamnmm
coungeling needs of all college students.

Give more attention to0 the financial needs of
offw-campus students.
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APPENDIX A

LETTER OF EXPLANATION

P. 0. Box 268
Grambling, LA 71245
March 10, 1972

Dear 2

We are making a study of the comparisons of some

aspects of off-campus and on-campus student life at
Grambling College. We believe that you are especially
qualified to give us some important information concern-

ing this comparison.

Kindly react to the items on the enclosed ques-
tionnaire and return it to us by mail, on or before
Wednesday, March 15, in the self-addressed and stamped

envelope.

Your assistance in making this study a success
will be greatly appreciated.

Very sincerely yours,

(Pr.) Ruth D. Bradford
Faculty Advisor
Professor of Education
Grambling College

(Mrs.) Estelle H. Mayo
Graduate Student



QUESTIONNAIRE

Name Sex: P M

On-campus Student Off-campus Student Class

Married Single Divorced
Instructions

UNDERSCORE OR FILL IN THE BLANKS WITH THE MOST APPROPRIATE
WORD THAT YOU PFEEL WILL ANSWER THE POLLOWING QUESTIONS:

1. 1In considering a place to go for help with personal prob-
lems, how would you rate the assistance usually given by
the persons listed below? (Very Good) (Good) (Fair) (Poor)

a, Ministers

b. Nurses

¢. Administrators
d. Professors

e, Counselors

2, How would you rate the student services pointed out in
the questions below?

a. BHow effective are the housing regulations (living in
apartments, off-campus rooms, on-campus dormitory
room, etec,.)?

(Very Effective) (Somewhat Effective) (Not At All
Effective)

b. BHow effective are regulations governing student
conduct?

(Very Effective) (somewhat Effective) (Mot At All
Effective)

c. How effective is the counseling service?

(Very Effective) (Somewhat Effective) (Bot All
Effective)



4.

f.

h.

i.

APPENDIX B (continued)
Bow effective is the orientation service?

{(Very Effective) {Somewhat Effective) (NHot At All
Effective)

How effective is the extra-curricular advising
service?

(Very Effective) (Somewhat Effective) (Not At All
: Effective)

How effective is the financial aid service (assis-
tance in obtaining a scholarship, loan, part-time
job, assistance in budgeting and controlling ex-
penseas) ?

(Very Effective) (Somewhat Effective) (Not At All
Bffective)

How effective is the health service?

{(Very Effective) (Somewhat Effective} (Mot At All
Effective)

How effective is the remedial educational service?

{(Very Effective) (Somewhat Bffective) (Rot At All
Effective)

Do you agree with the non-compulsory class atten-
dance rule for juniors and seniors?

(Yes) (No) (Mo Response)



A CONPARLSQ OF SOHE ASEEOTS OF OB=OAMFUS AJD OFI-CANFUS

AN ABSTRACT OF A MASTER'S REPCRT

MASTER OF SCIENCE




Statement of the Zroblem -~ The purpose of this study was
$0 identify differences between one and off-campus students in
terms of the following factors: (1) grade point averagess (2)
faculty-gtaff-student relations; end (3) rating of college student
services.

More specifically, answers to the following questions were
sought:

1. ¥hat are differences in fall semester grade point
sverages between students living on campus and those
living off campus?

2e mmﬂh mtadéiﬁmhmm

3« Are there differences between on- and off-gcampus
Wumwmmam
student services?

This study was conducted as an iavestigatien;for it seemed
to be the most appropriate method of getting answsrs to the
specific questions indigated above. Small random samples of
the one-campus and off-canmpus populstions were used.

Samples of 132 and 68 students were randomly selected from
the on~ and offe-campus populations respectively. Responses were
received from 130 students, but only 100 were usable for this



study. The sample was characterized by heterogeneity in sex,
marital status, scholastic standing, and classification.
Adndings

The study partially substantiated the notion that students
who live on campus tended to sarn better grade point averages than
Mmuudtm;

The study showed further that, by and large, on-campus
students benefitted more from their relationships with all types
of personnel than did off-campus students. HoWever, there were
few categories where offw-campus students indicated better rela=-
tionships. Both groups showed evidence of @ need for the servie
ces of trained counselors. |

Onwcampus and off-campus students rated the effectiveness
of student services generally weak; however, there were some
special arees of stremgth indicated.

The findings 414 not provide conclusive evidence that it
is more advantageous to live on campus then off campus, but they
did indicate such evidence.

Senclasiong
It is reasonably safe to conclude that there are differw

. ences in some aspects of student life as they relate to onw-campus
and off~campus living.



On the basis of this investigative study, it is recom=
mended that Gramdling College:

1.

e

Se

4e

Se

Incorporate more information in the College Bulletin
nmmmmumw

ve off Campus.

its sexrvice, both tati
MM » gquanti vely

BEncourage students to live on campus at least for a
part of their tenure in college.

mmﬂ.ﬁmm Administrators,
and community leaders amﬂum
Mm of all college students.

Give more attention to the financial needs of
off«campus students.



