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- CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

Many problems face our colleges today, and
certainly one of the most serioua of theae 1s that
of Studenﬁ'witharaﬁalss This also has been a major
cancern of the officials of Richmond Gollege, and
ag a result 1t waa suggested that this particular
atudy be undertaken. Therefore, a thorough analysia
of this situation was bagun, with the hope cf arriving
at gome conclusions which will halp to eliminate or ,‘
reduea at laaat a part of the major causes ef student
mortality at Richmond COIIage:

In undertaking this study, careful consider-
ation was given to the selection of a group which
would be most representativs of the present day situ»
ation. After much delibaration it was decided that
the Freshman Class entering in September, 19&6, could
be used to the beat advantage.' It was found that out
of the 523 students 1isted on the roster, 260 of them "
had to be eliminated because they had been anrclled
at Richmond Gollege prior to September, 19&6, they
had trensferred from another cellege, or they did
not enter Richmond College until February, l9h?. Tﬁe“

ramaining 263 bona~-fide freshmen are those whose records



were thoroughly investigated, and upon which this

study 1s based. This group was chosen because it
contained a large number of both veteran and non-
veteran students, and it was also at this time that

a more concentrated effort was put forth to determihe
the reasons for student withdrawals. The plan of this
study was to make an investigation of this class begin=
ning with their entry in September, 19446, until 3une,
1952, and to determiné the ¢aﬁsss and rei;ted causes

for their withdrawals

I. DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED

Student mortality. The failure of & student
to remain in college until graduation.

Gross mortality. Includes‘aliyatudants leaving

college, regardless of whether they transferred to
another institution of learning, re~entered Richmond

College, or did not return to college;atyall;

Net mortality. Includes all 3tudenﬁa_ieaving
college who had not resumed their oollege eduéatién
at the time of this study, This does not‘rapréaentf' 
the absolute net moﬁtality, since some students mayv
have transferred without the fact having been known
at Richmond College, and some students may return to

Richmond College at a later date.



IX. SOURCES OF INFORMATION

The information used in this study was obtalned
largely from six maln sources:

(a) The previous studies of student mortality

(b) The faculty and sdministrative staff of
Riehmond Gollege.

{e) The student permanent record cards 1n the
office cf the Registrar of Richmnnd Gollege.

(d) Tha student personnal records located in _
the office of the Dean of Studenta of Richmnnd Gollaga.

| (e) The official rosters of students feund in

the office of the Registrar of Richmond College.

() The cataloguea of Richmond College. ‘

III., METHOD OF COLLECTION AND TABULATION

Prior to the actual compiling of data for this
atudy additional 1nfonmation was sought by perusing
several books and articles on the subject of college
student mortality. Fromrthis Source 1t was found that
tha best method of edllacting ﬁhe naoess#ry material
was to make a data sheeg on whieh the assential pointa
of coverage were listed for easy checking as aach item
was found on the permanent record oard or 1n the peraon~
nel reoord folder. it was decided to 1nolude on this

sheet the name in code, the degree and date conferred,



the rank in high school graduating class, the year
and semester of withdrawal, the hours taken and earned,
the quality credits earned, the extracurricular acti~
vitias, the placa of lodging, ‘the American Council on
Education test soore and percentile rank, the nnmber
of hours worked per week, and several other 1tema
which will help tc disoover the causes and related
causes for student withdrawals at Richmond collega¢
A nnmber of these mimeographed rorms were prepared,
equal to the nnmber of freshmsn 1isted on the official
roster. Then, as aach permanent record card and perw %
sonnel record rslder was being investigahad and the
answer found, a chack or notation wasg made in the
proper space on tha mimeographed sheet for that parti-~
qﬁlar student. The form had been so arranged that
the information naceasary to complate the first seven
blanks was obtained from the permanent record card,
and the data fcr the remaining ton blanks was avail~
able from the personnel record folder. B

After the cellection of these data had been
made on the forms, campilation for the statiatical
part of this study was begun¢ In doing this several
large tabulation sheets wers uaed to which was trans-
ferred the infcrmation that was later formed into the
tables and figures that are found throughout this
writings



IV. ORGANIZATION OF THE REMAINDER OF THIS STUDY

The remainder of this study will be covered
as thoroughly as possible under six general headings.
Chapter II will glve a brief review of several studies
that have been made on college student mortality.
Probably the most lmportant of these was the study
mads by the United States O0ffice of Education in
which 25 universities participated. In Chapter III
the extent to which students withdrew from Richmond
College is shown quite clearly by the ﬁae of tables
and figures. Chapters IV and VI carry this explan-
ation still further by giving not only the factors
causing student mortallty, but also the factors
related to the causes of these withdrawals. Since
1t was found that the major cause for student mor-
tality was academic failure, the entirety of Chapter V
is devoted tb this important factors The last chapter
consists of a summary of the study as well as several

recommendationsg. -



CHAPTER 1I
SUMMARY OF PREVIQUS STUDIES

An investigation of previous works on a subject
13 esaential 1r a study ia to be the product of the
besh plana and procedures available. Therofore, 1n
the very baginning of this undertaking, a summary was
made of some of tha most pertinent material on student

mortality, end this 1s included here.

United States Office of Education Studye In

;936~37, through the cooperation of 25 universities,

a study was made by the United States Office of
Education covering 15,535. atudents of the 1931~32
saasion;l For this large group of publicly and. pri-
vately controlled universities, the gross mortality
for the individual universities ranged fﬁom.hayz to
79+5 per cent, .and the net mortality ranged from 26.9 -
to 6245 per cent. . The gross mortality for the privately
controlled universities was founditﬁ be‘SB.S per cent,
and the net mortality was 39.9 per cent. This study
also determined the céuaes for that mortallty, and

it found the main reason to be dismissal for failure

1 John He McNeely, College Student Mortali
Bulletin 1937, No. 11, United States Department o
the Interior, 0ffice of Education, Washingbton, DeCe:
Unlted States Government Printing O0ffice, 1937+ Dpe Ts




7 .

in work, which was 18.l per cent. A further break=
down for these eauseslis shown in Figure 1. Another
important fact that was brought out by this study was
the per cent of withdrawals by yoears. Dﬁring or at
the end of the freshman year, 33.8 per cent withdrew,
in the sophomore year 16.7 per cent droppad’out, in
the junior year 7.7 per cent withdrew, and 3.9 per
cent of the group became victims of student mortality
as seniors‘a It was discoverad‘ted that there were
sertain factors which work either directiy or indi-
rectly in causing the students to leave college.

Some otAthese were: age of student at entrance;
location of home of student; place or_lddgingiof
student, particlipation of student in extracurricular
activities;‘énd’eﬁgagemeht by student in part-time

3

works’

Lutyen's Study at the New York Unlversity.

The study made by B. Helene Lutyen of‘New_York
University was a very comprehensive one, partic-
ularly in its coverage of previous studies. In
sumarizing these former studies, s ﬁable was devised

in which 1s shown the mortality statistics for the

€ Ibide, ps 2.

3 Ibidc, Pe 61.
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.various universities. . Table I is a reproduction of
‘this summary. In order to clarify the interpretation
of this table, 1t should be stated that the percentage
of student mortality at the end of the first year is
gross mortality; and that the mortality‘percentage'f
‘given in the last column is net mortality. It was
shown in this study as in the one by the United States
Office of Education that the major cause for student
mortality is failurs in work or poor scholarships:
... Jordan, after making his study of student with~
drawals at the University of North Carolina, said
thaty
| - iThe students leave college for the most
part because they do not get the right start
in their subjects of instruection. Among other
~ causes are financial, health, and moral diffie
culties usually related to hazing or drinking,
but even in these causes scholarship frequently
enterss The students who leave have a slightly
poorer high school record than those who stayj;
they make poorer grades in the university. On
- the other hand, some atudents of high intelliw
gence and good high school and university o
recordas drop out sometimes for no discoverable
reasons These need to be further investigated.
~ Jordan's findings at the University of North
Gafolina aré éiab rapreséntative'of the student reasons

for‘laﬁfing college as foﬁnd in ihe othér investigations

2 B. Helene Lutyen, "Mortality of the Student
Body of New York University, 1923, 1930," unpublished
Doctor's dissertation, pe 23, eiting Arthur M. Jordan,
Student Mortality. School and Society, XXII (December 26,

1925) pe 824,



TABLE I

| | TABLEV =~ | R
. TABULATION OF MORTALITY STATISTICS FROM VARIOUS UNIVERSITIES
" . TOTAL NUM~ STUDENT MORTALITY AT | MORTAL~
UNIVERSITY . BER Og - YEAR | END OF FIRST YEAR ggrzggu
N STUDENTS | | : B
ENROLLED NUMBER | PERCENTAGE -
Minnesota 2025 1922 | 4281 gnan 28.3
Wisconsin 559 1919 o 22.8 '
Chicago : 262 1919 2%2; E E.s 36.0
Northwestern : 9 1922 203 ’ 1.0 33.0
" , | 3i 1928 | 261 | . L3.0 ° 38.0
North Carolina S 862 | 1925 | 152 27.0 38,0
19 State Universities, average 1928 . - 327
11 Colleges of Engineering, 19lg—~ ~0 22
average ) . S 1922 10.
]Jf? American Colleges, average 85,748 192l 31.0
s " o 90k 192 30.0
=y ey 8,796 | 192 2620
Don 1| B |y EE
. ' Jes .

6 1p1d., p. 17.

ot
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made by Lutyen. Table II gives a summary of the
results of this study. |

. In the actual study made by Lutyen of lj,13L
students entering New York University as freshmen in
September, 1923, gyervona~ha1fﬂof\this group’or ch.07
perfcent had.withdrayndbg June, 1930. The major causes
responsible-for these withdrawals were: ‘completion of
VOcétionél-couvsasvdesired, 40.l per qén#; poor scholar-

ship, 19.1 per cent; and transfers, 8.1 per cent.

Trausneclk's study‘gg Richmond cdilege; ‘The

study madé by‘Trausnéak entitled““Soma Fadtoﬁs Relating
.The ‘Success of Richmond Gellege Students to Thair High
_School Preparatioq,“ dia not deal specifically with
‘atudent mortality, but aoma of . the concomitant outcomes
vdidg In fact, itvis,larggly as the result of his find-
1hg§ that the'preaentbatudy=ia being made. In working
with 189 fpeahmeg\gptering:ini1938*39 and?259:fréshmen
enﬁéring Ain 1948~49, he found that fhe drdpnonté
increased from 2& 89 per cent 1n 1938 to 41457 in
19&8. Trausneck gave thrae reasons why this had prob-
ably happaned'
(1) The schools nay not be preparing

the students for overall college success as

well now as they did ten years ago. (2) With

larger enrollment in Richmond College since

the war the competition may be too great and
individual_attention, which may have caused



TABLE IX

TABLE VIIIX
STUDENT REASONS FOR LEAVING THE UNIVERSITY OF NORTH CAROLINAT
" REASONS FOR LEAVING THE UNIVERSITY STUDENTS DIRECTLY |STUDENTS INDIRECTLY | TOTAL
- v 3 C ASSIGNING THESE ASSIGNING THESE .
Seholarahip , 52 T2 125
- -Pinances Y 4 13
Suspension (hazing) 2 o 2
To enter another university -1 -1 2
Parents withdrew the student '3 3
Sickness 5 .3 8
Conditions at homo 1 1
To go to work - SR & 3
Moral reasons 1 ‘5 6
Illness in family: ’ 1 o 1
"Poor-high school praparation , } 2 2
Lack of interest 1 1
Reason unknown 60 60
Total , S B 133 gly. 227

7 Ibid., pe 23.

ctl
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students to stiak to their task, may have

been lessened with the added teaching burdens
of the professors. (3) More students attend
Richmond College now than in years before the
war, in order to meet requirements for enbganca
to technical and engineering institutions.

O william McLean Trausneck, "Some Factors |
Relating the Success of Richmond College Students
to Their High School Preparation," unpublished
Masterts thesis, pe 8, eiting Conference with
Miss Helen A. Monsell, Registrar of Richmond
College, July, 1950 ' -



'OHAPTER III
RATE OF STUDENT MORTALITY AT RICHMOND COLLEGE

In determining the rate of student mortallty

 after the data had been collected, a table was set

up which organized the necessary information under
the following headings: (1) left college prior to
Junéy 1952; (2) left college but returned for degree;
(3)‘bbtainad degrese prior to June, 1952; (l) trans- |
ferred to another institution; (5) returned to con=
~tinue work; and (6) left without transferring or
'returning¢, Of the 263 freshmen who entered Richmond
College in September, 1946, Table III ghows the dis-
tribution of each one of these as of Juns, 1952, both
by number and per csent: Included among those who left
without tranafer:ing or réturning, are fifteen students
who left college, but fdr ﬁhom'thare is no reason on

record as to why they wlthdrew.

I. STUDENTS WITHDRAWING

Transferred gg_another institution. Appearing

in column six of Table III are the 21 students who

left Rlchmond College and transferred to another insti-
tutlons These 21 transfers accounted for only 8.0 per
cent of the original 263 students, but it 1s good to



RATE OF STUDENT

TABLE IIIX

MORTALITY AT RICHMOND COLLEGE

Retd. £o

Entered |Withdrew | Withdrew but | Recd. degree | Transf. to , Withdrew with-
September|prior to | returnad for | prior to another Richmond | out returning
11946 June 1952 | degres June 1952 institution |College | or transferring
(1) (2) {3) () (5) (6) {0 (8)
Number 263 16 10 117 21 16 99
Per Cent| 100 55.5 3.8 Lle5 8.0 6.1 37.6

’ #This figure has been used realizing ﬁhe fact that some of the students probably have
transferred to other institutions without the information being known to Richmond College.

ST
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see that at least a few of the withdrawals continued
their education by attending some other colleges
Additional comments aboubt these students will be |
" made in Chapter IV, where they will be discussed in
8 dﬁﬁailed analysiss

Withdrawing_but rsturning; In column soven

of Table 111, sixteen 13 given as ths number of
atudents returning to Richmond College to eontinue
their work.v The true picture, howaver, 15 not re- |
vealed until the ten students in columm four ara
added to this sixteen making a total of 26 Who acte
nally ratnrned. It should be noted that the ten 1n
column four not only raturned, but returned and com=

pleted tha requirements for their aegrees.

WithdrawingAbut not returaing or transferring.

In the last colwm of the same table can be found the

99 withdrawals who make up 376 per cent of all students
inoluded in this study. These are the students for whom
the administrafors and the fgculty of Richmond College

" should have the most concern; for 1t 1s this group that

has stopped short of its educational goale.

Gross and net mortalitys. In Plgure 2 is

found ths gross ﬁorbality‘and the net mortality for



By

PER CENT OF STUDENT MORTALITY
0 20 1o 60 8 100

555"

3746

Gross mortality | Net mortality |

Figure 2« Per cent of gross mortality and net -
‘mortality of students at Richmond College,
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this study. Tha,grossfmbrbality was obtained by
making a complete count of all students who lefk
collega\ragardleaa of whether thﬁy transferred to
anothar college, re-entered Richmond College, or

did not return at all, This total emounted to 146
studanta or 55.5 per cenﬁ‘of the freshman whokenfered
in September, 19&6. Thia figura seems to be quite
high, and it is, but the facts are not camplate until
the net martality is founda To find the net mortality
tha 21 tranafers were added to the aixtaen students
raturning to college and to the ten students who
returned and recaived their dagraea, for a total of

h? atudants who had resumed their collega edueation

by June of 1952¢ Then thasa g students were aubtracted
from the 1446 students who wibhdrew, and the net mortal=
ity was 99 students or 37,6 per,cant‘ofyﬁha original
group of 263 freshmen, For 37 out of every 100 fresh-
men to leave college before receiving<théir‘dégraaa is
8till a rather hiéh rate of mortality, but it must be
kept 1n.mind that some of these. studenta will return

to Damplete their college education even after several
‘years have elapsed. This mortality rate of 37.6 per

, cent is also slightly 1688 than the net mortality rata
of 39.9 per cent round in privately controlled oollages
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in the study made by the United States 0ffice of
Education, but it should be remembered that thelir
study was made in 193637+

—_ STUDENTS GRADUATING |

In Table III, columns four and five are found
the 117 students who obtained their degraes with&uﬁ
leaving college and ‘the ten who left but returned to
receiva thelr degreea‘ Figura 3 also ahowa thsss |
along with a breakdown as to how many years 1t required
them.tc complate neceaaary requiramsnta far their degreesa '
Out of the 127 graduatas, h? finished 1n bhreo yaars,
68 1n fenr yaara, eleven 1n five years, an& one 1n aix
ysars. As was. axpectad, raur yoars was the 1angth ur
bima most oftan required to obtain a dagree, but 1t
was somewhat surprising to find that ao many studants
graduatad within thraa years.‘ or course, failurea or
withdrawals cauae tha extended perioda of five and |
six yaars for a small number af atudants. The non-
graduates ahown in Figure h, totaling 136 studenta,
did not graduate fram Richmond college, but the
nnmber is somewhat misleading, aince it 1ncludea 21
transfers that might have graduatad from aoms othar‘
collega. It is also quite pnsaible that obher studanta
may hava transferred to another college and graduated
without such inrormation being recorded at Riohmcnd
Colleges
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 Per cont graduated by years
0 20 40 60 80 . 100

Graduated
in 3 years 17.9 m

Graduated
in l years | 25+8

Gradunted | .
in § years | U2
Graduated | _
in 6 years | Osk

. Figure 3. ”ar eant of students graduating in
thraa years, fauv yoars, five years, and six years.

Per c@nt’af gradustes and non-graduates
. 6 20 W 60 80 100

Total
graduates

Total
nonvgpaduates -

' Figure L+ Per cent of graduates and non=-graduates
for Fraahman Class of 19&6 &
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III. STUDE&T'KORTALITY BY SEMESTERS AND YEARS
Student mortality by semesters. The student

mortality according to the semester when they left
college is glven in Table IV, This table is divided
into the main column,haadings of freshman year, sopho«
more yaar, Junior year, and aeniar year, with theae
belng subwdividad into first: and second aameatera for
eaah. It can ba aaen at 8 glance that more students
withdraw in the Becond senmater of each year than did
in tha first samaster.' Thers are probably two main
reasons for this: (1) if a student iz falling the
first samester, ha is quite fraquently reinstated by
the college with ths hope that he will do better work

and be able to continue his education; hcwaver, if he

- fails the second semester, ha is then farcad to with~

draw; (2) if a student leaves for reasons other then
academic fallure, he usually tries to complete the
full year before withdrawing.

Student mortallty by years. Figure 5 presents

rather vividly the per cent of atudents'withdrawihg
from Richmond 001lage 1n the freahman, sophomore,
junior, and senlor years. Of major importance is the
~ fact that of all the students withdrawing from cole
O “lege 51.37 per cent of them left either dufing or at



TABLE IV |
RATE OF STUDENT MORTALITY FOR EACH SEMESTER

Freshman year

Sophomore year Junior year Senlor year

‘Semsster Semester Semester Semester Total

1 2 1 2 1 2 [ 1 2 |
Number 36 39 1l 33 L '8 2 10 | 146
» « L . , , ,
et o |2u.66 | 26.71 | 9.59 | 22.60 | 2.7 | 5.48 | 1.37 | 6.85 |100.00
Per cent of ‘ ‘ o | - | |
.entranta 13..68 1.8 5«32 12.54 1.52 3.0 | 0.76 | 3.80 | 55.50

ce



Parcahtaga of students leaving
Year , ’ | . o
i 0 20 o 60 80 100
o 51.37
Freshman ,
28.52
| 32.19
Sophomore ,
17.86 | l
8.2z
Junior )
8.22
Senior .
l.56
Per cent of withdrawals o Per cent of entrants

Figure 5. Percentage of students leaving Richmond College for year
in which they withdrew.

ge



2l

the close of the freshman year. What was the cause
~of this high rate of student mortality during thelr
first year of college? Was their high school pre-
paration satiafaépary?»'Waa the transitioﬁ‘from;high.
achool td college ﬁoo.ébrupt? "Would & more effective.
caﬁnaeling program havg7prevahtéd-éome gf'these with-
drawalag An attampt“will_be made to answer these
quaStions in the final chapter of this.atudyg

- It will be noted too that a rather large per-
centage of the withdrawals, 32419 per cent to be
exact, left collaga in the sophomore yaar¢ It seemed
significant that advisors had made comments in some
of the students! records to the effect that a parti-
cuiar studen# séemad to be intelligent, but that he
'did not know how‘to atudy.«

.~ This chart also shows that 8.22 per cent of the
students withdréw during both the Junior and senior
years. In most other studies there have been about
twice as many. withdrawals in the junior year as in the

genior year,



 CHAPTER IV
FACTORS CAUSING STUDENT MORTALITY
. The factérs révealed in,this study aa’causing‘
studant mnrtality are those given by thﬁ studenta o
themselves in their final 1nterviaw before 1eaving
college, or they werelabtainsd later from the student
by a request for such information from the Dean of
Students of Richmond Colleges It is realized that
these statements were not glﬁéyé.absoluﬁely correct,
but is impossible séméttmes gvén for the student him-
self to know what has caused him to 1éave,college |
when there éra:so many related factors to be consldered.
Therefore, the reason for 1eaviﬁg a3 stated by the stu=-
dent was usad in arriving at the percentages for Figure

6 end the problem of related factors will be covered

thoraughly in Chapter VI,

" Academic fallure. The conclusion is immgdiately
drawn from Table V and Figurs 6, and rightly so, that
by far the most sarioustcauaé for‘gtudent withdrawal
is that of academic failure. It wgﬁ found that of the
withdraﬁala 1egy§pg»8ich@pndﬁcollegé &SFS_par 09£t loft
due to poor soholarship, either of their own volition
or because they were reqﬁestéd tb‘do 80 by the college,

This is very distressing because in the study made by



TABLE V

NUMBER OF STUDENTS LEAVING RICHMOND ﬁﬂLLE&E';

FOR EACH CAUSE OF WITHDRAWAL

Senior year

'Préshman year Sophomore year? Junior ysar
Cause of withdrawal Semester . Semester Semester Semester Totals
T 1 2 1 2 1 2 | 1 2
Academic failure 18 1& 9 10 2 3 2 5 6l
Transferred L 1 10 1 1 21
Poor health Iy 5 2 1 2 1%
Entered armed forces 3 1 2 1 1
Accepted employment 5 2 , 7
Infraction of rules 1 2 2 1 1 Z
Financial difficulties 1 2 1 2
Miscellaneous 1 1 2
No reason glven 8 6 1 1 17
Totals 36 39 1l 33 Iy 8 2 10 1h6

9¢c



Cause of wlthdrawal

Per cent of students leaving

college for each ceause 7
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'Tranéférred"
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Figure 6. Causes of withdrawal at Richmond College for period 1946-52.
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the United States Office of Education, only 18.4

 per cent of the students left because of failure in
their work, eveh though this was the main reason why
they withdrew. Of course, it is quite poasible in
thet study that of the 15,0 per cent who withdrew for
unknown reagons that a large percentage of them may

" have been dus to paoﬁ,grades.l Since academic failures
made up the largest percentage of withdrawals, all of
Chapter V will be devoted to this topice

Transferred gg‘agbtﬁer inﬁtitution; The secohd
largest per éehﬁ ofvwithdrawais shown in Figure 6 is
ﬁhat‘of atudentantranéfééfihg to some chéf institu~
tion. Even though this coﬁgti&nted ihwh per cent of
vthosa laaving, 1tﬁié nat as serlous a cause of with~
»drawal as 1t might seem, for at least these students
are remaining iﬁ'céliegef‘ it.will be noticed from
Table V that most 6flfpetransfers.were made at the
‘ond‘af the second‘year,'which indiéates that mény of
these studenté were preparing tq anter'professidnal
 schoolss A more detaliled 8tudy“6£_this matter revealed
that of the 21 students who 'transferred to othér\insti~
tutions of learning,_ona.wishad to be at home, one

wished to be away from home, one moved %o South Aﬁerica,

1 Supra, p. 9.
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two left for personsal reaaons,(six'entered-professional
schools, such as law and dentistrj, snd ten wanted .
‘céurses,nct offered. Tﬁo~o£ these last ten wanted

- engineering courses, two ggriculture courses, one.
optometry, one art, one & commertial course, and three
did not specify ths'degired céurses. It 1s felt that
since no student stated he was leaving because he
’dieapproved of‘Richmond-collége,vthat vithdrawals by
transfer should not alarm the college's officials as
mach as some of the others. 1In fact éome of these -
transfers continﬁed‘fhéir work in the T. é¢_ﬁilliaﬁs
Schoollcf ﬁawrdf the Uﬁivérsify of Richmond.

Poor health: The next cause of withdrawal,
‘aceording to its importance as given in Figuré 6, is
poor health, which is the reason for:9.6 parvcent of
the student mortality, . Acmany this moans that 53
per cent of the original 263-étudents'left because
of‘poor,health ovéf a period of sixvyears, or only
gé& of a psrcegt.for sach year. ' This conmpares very
favorably with the rigure‘of +97 per cent obtained
from the E. Iﬁ-buPont de Nemours and Company, Incor-
porated, for tha;year 1951, and cbmputed on a .basls
similar to that used in this study, |

Entered armed forces. Of the elght students
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or 5.5 per cent of the withdrawals who entered the
armed forces, three withdrew during the first gemester
of the freshman yesr, therefors, giving no true indi-
‘cation of their ability to do college work. The other
five were doing very good work when they left, however,
a3 of June, 1952, none of -these eight students had -
returned to Richmond College. Recommendations will

be made in the finsl chapter which it is hoped will
help remedy this situation.

Accepted employment. The 4.8 per cent of the with-

drawals who gave acceptance of employment as thelr reason
for leaving ccilege,7withdrawi1n the freshman ysars Of
these seven students, four did not sarn any senmsester
hours of credlit during the semester in which they withe-
drewy, and none of the other three sarned as many ssmester
hours aa heqwaﬁ takings Also, six of these seven men
wore veterans, and 1t 1as not likely that their vebterans'!
benefits had run duﬁﬂin one semester. None of these men
wasg mérried and none of them had worked part time durlng
the semester when they left college. In viewfof’thé§e<
facts it would seem these students may have withdrawn to
accept employment because of their poor grades.: However,
since the students! stated_reason for leaving is being
used throughout this study, thege"Students have been
_¢onsidered as withdrawing to accept employment.
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Infraction of rules. Of the 263 freshmen who

enteredvianeptember,419h6,.onlyvseven or .8 per cent
of all withdrawels were required to leave college
because of the infraction of rules, which in most

cases involved cheating on examinations. Flve of these
seven returned and faur.af them remsined to receive
.their degreess« It 1s felt that this la a very‘smalli
percentage of the group, conslidering the_many stations
in 1ife from>which,Richmond{ﬂollege regéivaa 1ts students.
The smallness of this number is doubtlessly due to the
thoroughness with which the merits of the honor system
_have been instilled in the students from the very firat
days in college.

Financial difficulties. From Figﬁre‘é we find

that h-l per cent or six of the withdrawala left col-
1ege baoauae of finaneial difficulties.' Upon examin-
ing the records of theses six more closely, it wes
revealed that fouf of these students were veterans,
‘and therafore-inaligible for séholarships while
receiving veterans' benefits. Hoﬁever, the other two
ware notuvaterans, and 1t sesms that thé college might
have given thsse students acma help in order that they
_mignt have remained in schools. One of the two students

raniked in the B85th percentile for his A.C.E. test score,
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and the other earned asll of the seventeen semester
“hours for which he was registered during the last
semester that he attended college.s It 1s certalinly
this type~e£»atudent[that the”eallege.ﬁishes to hold,
and in the final chapter recommendations will be made

- with the hope of doing this.

Miscellaneou5¢ Included under miaeellanaoua

withdrawals are two atudents, una wha lerh because
of marital difriculties, and the other drowned during

the summer vaoation period follawing his Junior years

Ho reascn'given;“ln Table V it is shown that

there were seventeen studenta whé did not give .any
reason for leaving, and in Figure 6, we find that they
made up 11.6‘per cent of éll %ithdrawalaa“ Aeademic |
failure oertainly did not cause these atudsnts to leave
Richmond 0011age,£br in only one caaa was thara the
slightest 1ndication of this. ‘ |

It was found that none of theae students returnad,
however, they may hava cantinued thsir aducation at some
other college, for eight of them laft at the end of the
freshman year'and six at tha end of the sophomore years
Eleven of these atudents were vetarans, 80 it may be
‘that they had used up their veterans' benafits, and were

not financially able to continue their aducabion. It
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| was noéédfﬁhat three of the other six atudenta did
hold schalarships, but one of these was not eligible
for a renewal of his scholarahip because of 1ow grades
evon though he ranked in the 99th percentile for his
Ae C. B test scores Another reason for the belief
_that several 0f these 1eft because of financial diffi~‘
‘cultias 1s the fact that six worked from fifteen to

35 hnura eaeh weok during the semester 1n which thsy

g withdrew.v

V Tha Dean of Studants and the other staff mambara
of Richmnnd College are to be oommended fcr their cut« L
standing work in having on record the reasons for all |
withdrawals exoept 11 6 per eent. This 15 1ndaed a

ramarkablely low figura as contraated with the us per.
“cent of unknown causes for student mortality given in

the study mada by tha United Statea Office of Educationu



CHAPTER V
ACADEMIC FAILURE AND RELATED FACTORS

It was revéaléd in Chaptér iv that the:principal
reason for sﬁudegﬁ_mprtality,at'Riqhmpnd College was
academic fa&lura;”aacpunting for 13.8 per cent of the
withdrawals. This figure Ls so high that it will
undoﬁbtedly cauaé grave concern ampngyphe offidiala
of the collegew This'problem,~however,ﬁhas already
béen given serious thought by Raymond Bs Pinchbeck,
Dean of Richmond College, for in 19h1 he wrotes:

In Virginia colleges for men 10,1 per
cent of all grades given are falling grades,
excluding incomplete grades and students who
dropped courses before completing thems Includ-
ing students dropped and incomplets grades the
figures for failures weré 15.1 per cent in co-
eduoational colleges, 1.6 per cent in junior
colleges; 8.3 per cent in teacher colleges and
1041 per cent in one woman's colleges
& % & R OF S 8 & & B 8 B & 4 & & B 8 & & 4§ & & %
Certainly one ia not justified in regarding all
the sixty per cent of the students who do not
graduate from the colleges they entered as
academic falluress It 1s true, however, that the
ma jority of those who do leave college befire
graduation are usually making poor grades.

In an attemyt to determine why the students railed
academically, and therefore, were4paused to withdraw, con=

sideration was givenkto the high achool graduation ranka

T Raymond Bennett Pinchbeck, "Student Failureas
in Virginia Colleges," Virginia Journal of Education,

Pe 301{..
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and the percentile rank for the American Council on
Education testnéoores.» A thprough investigation

and comparison weragma&e’as-to tha,nnmbefjof semestey
hours taken and completed by both the graduates and
the withdrawals during the semester 1n which they |
left collage. Not only wero these checked closely,
fbut a study was alao ma&e of the nnmber of quality
egedits ea;nad, The detailed findings will appear
thﬁoughout‘thé‘remainder of this chapter‘

Rank 1n gg school graduating_class. In

Tabla VI can be found thﬁ number of studenta by declle
placement of their high scheol graduation rank, while
1n Figure 7 appears the per cent of all studants whose
high schoolAgraduation rank,placed thenm in each decile
groupl of withdﬁawélé; By rerei-ring to Tabla VI, it

can be seen that tha graduatea outnumbar the withdrawals
in the higneat decile groups, that is, the first and
second, while from that point on the wlthdrawals are
rore numerous for each decile group, with the exception
of the seventh and eighth.’ Looking at this from another
standpoint, Figure 7 shows thnt cf all the students
_entering Richmond College in September, 1946, only 27.8
per cent of those who later: withdrew had ranked in the
upper tenth of their high school graduating class.



TABLE VI

NUMBER OF STUDENTS BY DECILE PLACEMENT O? THEIR HIGH 3CHOOL GRADUATION RANK

Decile group Passed | Rank

‘ Btate not
' ‘ Exama given

1st | 2nd | 3rd | 4th | 5th | 6th [7th | 8th |9th | 10h | :

Graduates 26 |16 |11 116 | 6 | 6 |12 |6 | 1 3 1 1l
Withdrawals® |10 12 |14 (18 {12 f12 |7 | 6 |'5 | 8 | 1 29
Totals 36 {28 {25 |34 (18 |17 (18 {12 | 6 | 11 15 L3

# Ten graduates who wit

withdrawals.

hdrew during thelr education are included among the

9¢
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S Per sent of students whose high school
Decile | graduation rank pleced them in each declle
group group of withdrawals _

0 20 Lo 60 80 100

Highest| 27.8
Second | L1249
Third | 56.0
Fourth | 5642
Fifth 66;7‘
Sixth 6lie7

Seventh| 38.9
‘Elghth | 50.0
Hinth | 83.0
Tenth T2s7

Flgurs 7+ Relationship of the declle place~
ment of high school graduation rahk to student mortale

tys

NOTE: Thers are 29 wilthdrawals and fourteen
graduates who are not included here bescause thelr
high school rank was not avallsble, and there are fouwtem
withdrawals and one graduate who are not included be«
cause they completed thelr high achool reguirements
by passing the State Board of Eduoation Examinations
Ten graduates who withdrew during their education ave
included among the withdrawals. .
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This is similer to the finding of Trausneck at Richmond
College, ebout which he wrotes | _ '
\ In this chapter, it has beon shown that
there is a very close relationship, in most
cases, bhetween scademic rank in high school
and academic rank in Richmond College. It
would be desirable to admit only students
from the top forty per cent of their respect-

ive high school graduating c¢lasses in ordei
to 1essen the nnmber af academic failureSa

This statemsnt alcng with what hes baan found hera is .
mnre evidence to substantiate the well known,ract that -
the gradas made by 8 student in high schcol are an
excellent indication ofvwhat ha will do in college.

- Percentile rank for A. C+ E. test scorss In

Flgure 8 it ia apparent from the crossing of the lines
~on 't*ae graph t.hat’ thszée is some rela.tidnship betwasn
‘the Am&rican Council on ﬁducation.test scores and
auccess in college, but it is not as markea for this
group a8 had been expsctad. From the parcentile rank- 4
1ng, &t is quite obvious that more withdrawala were

: grouped in the 10weat nine percentiles then at any
other point, while there were fewer graduates 1in that |
'group than any othera It is also quite ncticeabla |
that from the sixtieth percentile group upward there are

mgre graduatea 1n eaoh group, while the withdrawala are '?

'1 Trausneck, ope git., Pe 2l
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Percenbile rank of students according to
AéG.E¢ test scors

Number of
gstudents
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'~ Figure 8. Gbﬁpariaon of the number of graduates
and withdrawals acoording to the percentile rank of their
American Councll on Education test score.

NOTE: Ten graduates who withdrew during their
education are included among the withdrawals, and the
A+C+Es test scores were not available for fourteen grad-
uates and fourteen(withdrawa18¢
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less numerouss By making a close observation and
comparison of Figures 7 and 8; 1t will be seen

that thers 15 a rathew clcsa relation hip for the
Withdrawals, between the ranl in thﬁir high achaol
graduat;ng class and the percentile ranking af their

A Ce E; teat scoress

Semester hours taken and completed by students.

In Table VII and VIII the figures have been. given for -
both graduates and withdrawals, aocarding to the number
of ssﬁéster hours takanmby_thage stu&ants, the number |
of aﬁudenxs‘taking these hoﬁrs, and the number of hours
coﬁpleted‘ By féferring to these fables we cah ses
that the 1argaat number of studenta in each graup
taking & specifio number of semester hours, weret

23 graduates taking fifteen hours, and hﬁ withdrawals
taking sevenﬁaen hours. or tha 23 graduatas, 21 ocmn
pleted all af tha hours taken and the other two come
:plete& twelve and thxrteen hours, but of the |8 withe
'_drawals only nine completed all houra taken and 23 of
,tbbm dild not complete any. hnura taken‘ Out of the
»remaining sixteen of the hB withdrawala only eight
pagsed nine hours or more, whila the othar eight

passed less ﬁhaﬁ.nins hours. It appears here‘that

the withdraWalaAmay have;béen taking too heavy a load,
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TABLE VII

NUMBER OF SEMESTER HOURS TAKEN AND COMPLETED
BY WITHDRAWALS DURING LAST SEMESTER IN COLLEGE

Hours completed

hours

taken
No. students

taking hrs.
Completed

Noe.

taken

hrs.
15
1l
T3
12
11
10

11

o

12

B W}

13

a1

15

16

17

S o

18

19

N B ko B ojos o

20




" PABLE VIII

L2

NUMBER OF SEMESTER HOURS TAKEN AND COMPLETED
BY GRADUATES DURING LAST.SEMESTER IN COLLEGE

@ % ; o 8 H leted

B 28 8o ours complete

=3 3 2 o

O 8 O 4+

g n o ~

L1 .4 S | ‘

ow® o o—é‘ in i N4 o 4 o}

Ze =P O i ~ —~ — ~ —~
9. 1 1

10 3

11 2 2

12 13 12

13 | 19 16 1 |1
|2 2

15 | 23 21 1 1

16 21 20. 1

17 10| 10

18 9 9

19 7

20 1 1

21 L L
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but befors jumping to any sudden conclusions a

thorough comparison was made of all hours taken

and compieted by these two groups by studying

Figures 9 and 10, As can be seéh‘in Figure 9, 8L
graduates or 71.8 per cent of that group took six~

teen hours or less while the same number of withdraw-

als making up only 57.5 per cent of their group took
sixteen hours or less. Of course, thﬁré is one other
thing that should be brought to the attention of the
peader, and that is the fact that the graduates may

have been taking fewer hours than the withdrawals

during their last semester in college because they

had already completed most of their work and needed

only this small number of hours to fulfill the require-
ments for gradustion. However, if this 1s the case,
there la still even more reason to belleve that the
freéhmen*are’taking too many hours ét a time when

they are trying'to'bacoms ad justed to the sudden tran~-
sition frém high school to college« It seems more logical
to increase the semester hour load from the freshmsn year
to the senior year than to have the étudentS‘carry a
heavy 1oad‘aa freahman and decrease it as they approach
graduation, that 1is, if'théy survive the initisl strﬁgglau
Figure 10 adds even mors weight to the reason for this

conclusion, for 1t shows quite clearly that more with-
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drawals completed twelve semester hours of work than
for any other number of hourss With the degree require-
ments being 12l semester hours, it is felt that it is
not necessary for the students to carry a heavy load

in any year, particularly the freshman year; that is,

if the students are properly counseled when they first

enter college.

Qualitj credité aarned. Iﬁ Tabls IX there is

additional evidence to show thatﬁmore sﬁudenta with-
drew from Richmond College due to academic failure
than for any other reason. Actually 63 of the 16
withdrawals did not earn any quality credits, indi-
cating that all gradas made by these students were
below average, that 15, they reeeived a grade of wpH
or lesse I% will be noticed too, that almost without
exception, with the increase of the number of quality
credita aarned there was & corresponding decrease in
the number of withdrawals in each group* With the
graduates, however, thare is quite a different array
of students earning quality eredits, ror 1f these
figuras ware plotted for presentation in a graph, they

would form almost a perfect bell curvee



'TABLE IX

NUMBER OF GRADUATES AND WITHDRAWALS EARNING

- QUALITY GREDITS DURING THEIR LAST SEMESTER IN COLLEGE

- Quality credits sarned

12-17

18-23 .

24-29

'30-35

36-41

Lo-l7

| 5k=59

60-65

Total'

Graduates
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n
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Withdrawals

63
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CHAPTER VI

OTHER FAGTOﬁﬁ STUDIED FOR THEIR RELATIONSHIP TO

ACADEMIC RAILURE AND STUDENT MORTALITY

Those factors concerning the students which
were studied for their possible relationship to
academic failure and atudent mortality were: age
at entrance, geographlc arigin, extracurricular
activities, worked part time, place of lodging,
veteran or non-veteran, singlé or marrisd, parents
attehdad;ccllege, received scholarship; and attended
summsr and evening achool. In previous studies these
fectors have been found ralatad to student mortality. '
However, in the study at Richmond College no signifie
cant relationship hasa been proven between these and

the reasons students withdraw prior to graduation,

with the exoapbion of geographio origin of students o

and possibly the place of lodging. EaehAof these
poinbs will be discgssed in this chaptara

Age at enbrance. An investigation of the

relationship of the age of students when entering
Richmond College was included in this study beeausé
the United States Office of Education had found that
the older a student was when he aﬁterqd college the

less possibllity he had of graduating.l Howeéar, the.

rta———"

1 McNeely, ope cite, p. 65+
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findings of thls study hsave brqught'forﬁh no such
conclusions for the group of students who entered ’
Richmond College in September,119h63 On the contrarj,
es is shown by Figure 11, approximately the same per
cent of students withdrew at sixteen years of age as
did,thpse.qf;ninatean_years, 21 years, 23 years, and
for those ov§r>25 yeers of age. Therefore, 1t seems
that the age of a student did not have any affect upon
 his withdrawal, nor was there any rel&tionahip.'

" Geographic origin of studentss In Table X
is givénAa comparison of the graduates and non=graduates
of the Freshman Class entering in September,. 1946, with
respectito the geographioc brigin of bhg gstudents. of
these 263 freshuen, there wers 139 from Richmond, 96
from Virginia but outside of Richmond, and 28 from
outside of Virginia. A breakdown is given for each
locality as to the number of graduastes who did not
leave, and for those who ieftAbut'raturnéd. For the
nonrgraduates,vitrshowsubhg_qpmber of transfers, those
who did not transfer or return, and the re-entries.

Figure 12 is probably easler to comprehend than

Table X since 1t gives a graphlc presentation of the
per cent of graduates and non-gradugtes from the differ=

ent localities. Here we find that 52.9 per ocent of the
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| Per cent of students withdrawing at

Age atb. each age
entrance 20 ho 60 80 100
'16 years‘ 5843

17 years | LlLi.lt

18 years | 5.8

19 years. 'GByO

20 years | 51.3

21 years | 62.8

22 jeara 5lLe5

23 years | 62.5

2l years | 50.0

25 years | 62.5

26 years | 60.0

and over

Flgure 11‘4 Relationship between the age at
entrance and student mortality.




- TABLE X

COMPARISGN OF THE NUMBER OF GRADUATES TO NGN*GRADUATES

WITH RESPECT TO GhOGRAPHIG ORIGIH

Virginia,

Richmond excluding Outside . Total |
. Richmond | Virginia |
-Gradua’ces ' o ‘
Left but returned g. .5 1 10
Did not leave 6 38 o 13 117
Total 70 1 L3 iy | 127
Non-graduates L . :
Transfers - .1 8 10 g - 21
Did not return or transfar gh |- BZ . i 1 9
Re~entries T ‘ T '3 ‘ 1 '
Total ' | 69 1 53 : 1l 136
Grand total 139 96 28 | 263

TS



B Per cont of graduates and non-graduates
Geographic origin with respect to geographlic origin
20 Lo 60 80 100
5249
Richmond 55.1
50.7 )
| 36.5
Virginla,
excluding 33.9
Richmond _ ,
. 10.6
Outside
Virginia 11.0
10.3
- wrsre 3
Pox cent of Per cent of Per cont of
entrants graduates non~graduates

Figure 12. Por cent of graduates and non-graduates with raspeeh to

geographic origin.

es
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263 freshmen came from Hiéhmond,but of the total
graduates andsnonngraduatéa Richmond supplied 55.1

per cent and 50.7 per cent respectivelys: Thia'ravealé
that Richmond contributed 2.2 per cent more graduates
and 2.2 per cent fewer non<graduates than its percent-
agé!of freshmen entering in September,. 1946. A similar*.
situation occurred with the studenta entering from
schools outside of Virginia, in that thelir students

. made up only 10. 6 per cent of the freshmen, but thay
had 11.0 por: cent of the graduatea and 10.3 per cent
of vhe»non‘graduatas., However, the students entering
frdm’sdhbolé in Viﬁginia'buﬁroutside of Richmond pre~
sent quite é:diffefent atoéyg( Thgse‘atudents»formsd
3645 per cent of the original 263, but only 33+9 per
cent of the graduates wore from this group, and they
oontribgted‘BQ,O per ocent of the non-graduates. It
ia‘a?paﬁent-from the figureavpreaented hefe that the
students from rural Virginia and the citles in the
state otﬁer*than R;chmgnd do not fare as well as the
studepté from outside of Virginia or from Richmond.-

Extracurriculsr activitiss, The dlstribution

of graduates and withdrawals is given in Table XI
according to the number participating in each of the

extracurricular Activities; However, the number of



NUMBER OF STUDENTS

TABLE XTI
PARTICIPATING IN EACH EXTRACURRICULAR ACTIVITY

Collage

Husical

,Fraterniéy Literary |Football Basketball
. Soclety | Paper Glub
Graduates’ | 55 31 28 26 20 18
Withdrawals 31 8 23 5 _  10 10
Track ’ Bassball Y,M;éfﬁ. ‘Other None Total
Graduates 1 13- 10 61 23 299
Withdrawals 7 2 Iy 10 83 193

s
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students taking extracurricular activities doesa not
agree with any other total,’bécauge some students did
not participétafin any activities, while others partici~
pated in several. Even though thé,graduates out number
the withdrawals taking part in each of the activities, |
this 1s not sufficlent information to draw the conclusion
that these studonts shéuld‘hgve entered into more campus
activities. The fact must be kept in mind that most of
the graduates were in college for: four, five, end six
years, and therefore had more tima to becoms 1ntereated
in and enber into more activities, whereas, 83.5 per aent
of the withdrawa;a had less than two years in which to
participats in exbracurricularbactiviﬁies. Tekling this
time factor into consideration, 1% would'appear from
Table XI that the withdrawals. wore Just as active in
campus life as tha graduates. _Soma might think that
taking part in several activities on the campua would
‘cause a student's grades to suffer, but this 1s the .
exception rather than the rule. It‘seems, too, that
interests in extracurricular activitieé, and certainly
participation in tham, would tend to hold the student

in college rather than cause him to leave.

Worked part time.u In Tablé XII;detaileﬁ infor-

mation is given about the number of hours worked by



| TABLE XII |
. NUMBER OF GRADUATES AND WITHDRAWALS WORKING PART TIME

- Number of hours worked
: = — e - | Totals
Tz sz 2[5l el7] 2L |
- Sl Al Sl &)l w28
i —~ J Qo o o
Graduates |85 |3 | 6 |3 {6 [ 9 {1 | 3 1 117
Withdrawals |120 [1 .2 |1 | 5 |12 | 1 S T B 1 146

95
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graduates and withdrawals. Only 2l withdrawals were
working part time as compared with 32‘graduatea,,but

" 1t must be ramembered‘that thé withdrawals were taking
more semester hours of coiiege work, and therefore
they did“hbtfﬁAVelas'much.ti&g‘to£work.outside..-In
tryiﬁg'ﬁo‘deﬁorminﬁzwhethar;or‘not working part time
might;caﬁge‘a student to get poor grades, it .was found
that only eight of the 2} students working part time
left. collage because of academic féilure, and only .
‘one gave financlal difficultles as a reason for 1eavingu .
From the information that has been gathered, it appears
that wquing part: timerdoes not have any definite
relatiéhshipfto student mortallty. |

Miaeallaneous factors‘ In Table XIII appears

the distfibution of graduatas and uithdrawala aacarding
to their placa of lodging, Here ona fact seems to be
significant, and that is, only eleven graduates lived
in private homss, while 36 withdrawals were 1odgad there. :
.Of Gourse, 1t 1a realizad that 1n 1946 the dormitories
of Richmond college were very crowded and the older
students were given priority rights over the frashmsn.
Since most of_the‘withQrawala were freghman, then more
of the withdrawals were indirectly forced to reside in
private boarding homes, However, this did not help the



TABLE XIIX
MISCELLANEGUS FAGTORS CONSIDERED IN STUDY OF STUDENT HORTALITY

AT RICHMOND COLLEGE

Place of lodging Milltary status Varital status
At own Collége Private | I'raterni Non~
home dormitory| home house Vetaran |{veteran |{Single | Married
Graduates | 70 30 11 6 T 46 99 18
Withdrawals | 76 3l 36 99 47 129 17
TR P&I’Bntvs attandﬂé ‘c0113‘83 o . Attended Attended
" Recelved - | summer ‘evening
* Scholarship | school - school
"Both | Father Mother Nelther : :
only only :
Graduates 2l 16 6 71 . 30 89 25
Withdpawals | 25 16 6 99 21 52 12

85
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freshman as far as his studies were concerned, for
he did not have the ready advice of the fellow in
the next dormitory room when he was faced with a new |
prbblem¢\ In view of these faats which have been
gathered from persomnel records and from personal
observations, iﬁ'seems,that a special effort should
berbut forth to have more of the freshmen lodged in
| coliégelaormitbries sven if it means seniors will
be forced to live off the campus. , |

The other factors which are included in Table
‘XIII do not reveal any data that indicate a signifi-
cant relationship bétwaen;tham and student mortality.
Aﬁpng these are military status, marital atatus, whether
" the student received a scholarship, whether he attended
summer school and evening school, and whether his
parents attonded college. In comnsctlon with whether
or not parents of the gtudents attended college, one
fact is outstanding, and that 1s“naither of the parents
of 645 per cent otﬁstﬁdants entering Richmond College
in Saﬁtamber, 1946, had ever attended any college. - This
is veéy important because it sﬁphaaizas the fact that :
the students must be counselad at the college, since .
their parents ara not ramiliar with ths many problems

which face & ccllege freshman.



CHAPTER VII
SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS

| This study has revealed several important
facts, but probably the most outstanding of these
was the discovery that. of the 263 freshmen entering
Richmond college in Saptember, 19&6, only h8.3 per
c¢ent of tham‘had received their dogrees ags of Juns,
19524 Thé raméinder of this chapter‘will contain a
8ummaﬁy of the cther slgnificant findings, as vell

as several reoommendations.
T. SUMMARY

Previous shudies.{ 0f the three major studies

reviewad,_the Information found 1n.the report of the
United States 0fflce of Education was most often used
for comparison purposess In this study it was found
that the gross mortality for privately controlled
universities was 58,5 per cent, and the net mortality
was 39.9 per cent. »It was also determined that the
main cause for atudant‘morﬁality was fallure in work,
which accounted for 18.h per cent of the withdrawals.
Trausneck, in his study of atudents at Richmond Gollege;
found that the drop~outs increased from 2&.89 psr cent |
in 1938 to Ll. 57 per cent in 1948, .
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~ Bate of atudent mcrtalitm. Of the 263
ﬁtudents anﬁering Richmond Gollage in September,
19&6, 1u6 withdrew prior to June, 1952; tbn with-

drew, but returned fer 8 degree, 117 raceived a

aegree prior to June, 1952; 21 transfarred to other
Hinstitntians; sixteen returned to Richmond Colleges
and 99 withdrew, but did not return or transfer.‘ It
;was also found that the groaa mortality wag 55.5 per
»cent, and the net mcrtality, 37‘6 per centat> |

- or all the withdrawals, 51.37 per cent loft
'college in tha freshman year: 32.19 par coent dropped
out in the aaphgmora years 8.22 per cent withdrew in
the junibr yoar, and 8,22 per cent in the senior year.

‘Pactors gausing student mortality. Academic
failure, causing 143.8 par cent of all withdrawals,

was the principal cause of student mortality at Richmond
College. The other reasons for 1e§v1ng were: trans~
farred;»lh;ﬁvper cent; poor health, 9.6 per dantf_’“
entered armed forces, 5.Slpér eeﬁﬁ, achepte&’eﬁplOymsnt,‘.
is8 per cent; 1nrract1§n of rules;, lj.8 per oent* finan=
cial difficultles, | 1 per cent; miscellaneous, 1.h

- per. cent} and no reason given, 11,6 per centa
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Academic failure and related factors. Data

obtained for students on how they ranked in their

high school éraduaﬁing ¢lass, showed that of those
who were in the upper tenth of their class, only 27.8
per aénb became withdrawals in college.

| The percentile rank of withdrawals according
to their American Council on Education test score,
indicated quite obviocusly that those making high -
gcores were much mbra iikely_to_be”a success in col?
lege, for from the sixtieth percentile group upward
there wefe more graduates in each group, while the
withdrawals were less numerocus.

In studying the number of semester hours taken
and completed by students, it seems that the freahmsh
may have been carrying too heavy a load, fér the largest
:nhmber of students in each group taking a specific mum=
‘ber of semester houra weréz 23 gradustes taking fifteen
hours, and }8 withdrawals taking seventeen hours. More
withdrawals compléted twelve hours than for any other
number of hours, and only nine students‘br the 48 just
mentioned completed all aaventeen.haﬁrs.

of the 146 students who left Richmond College,
63 of them did not earn any qualityrcreditsrduring
the semester in which they withdrew, indicating that
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their grades were below averages It was also found
that'with the increase in the number of quality oredits
earned by students, there was a corresponding decrease

in the number of withdrawals in each groups

} Gther factors studied for their relationahip
to academic failura and student mortalitgp Among the

sevaral factors studiad for their relationship to ,
”acadamie failure and student morﬁality, were: age cf
Qéudeuta at entranceg gacgraphic origin cf students,
axtracurricnlar activitiaa, part tima work, place |
uf 1odging, military atahua. marital status, whether
tha student received 8 anholarship or not, whether .
he attanded summar achool and evening achool, and »';
whather hia parents attendad collegeﬁb Tha only sign1f~;  
1eant relationahip found waa for the gaographio arigin R
of the atudant, and his place of lodginga o

o studying tha geographic origin ahowad that tha |
scho@la in Richmond and thasa autside of the stata

of Virginia had a 1arger peroentage or their students
among tha graduates than the per cent cf students that‘
they acntributed to tha original group of 263 freshmens
However, the schools 1n‘V1rgin1a but outside of Richmond
| conbributed more than their proportion of the stuaenta
to the withdrawing group. ) ‘
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The distrlbutlon of graduates and withdrawals
according to thairvplace of lodgingvindicated one
.1mportant faot, and that ia, more than three timas as
many withdrawala lived in privata boarding homes as
:did graduatea.

- Another - outatanding fact waa that neither parent
»of 6&.5 per cent of tha entartng atudents had ever
iattended any college.

‘II. RECOMMENDATIONS

| The suggeationa‘and recommendationaVgivenihera
are tha raault of the findings of thia atudya They
ara mada with tha hopa that thﬂy might be of some value
4in aiding the officials of Riohmond Gollage in their
attempt tc solve bhe problem.of student mnrtality¢
The Buggastions and recommandationa are:
ie That the counseling program at Hichmond
College be axpanded.
| (a) That 1t include a pre~ragistration period
for freshmen, during which tima thay will be thoroughly
familiarized with degrae requiremsnta, end aided in the
preparation of a complete rour~year course of satudy.
This will aliminata bhe possibility of a student taking
:ooursea whiuh are not neceasary. whioh has been Imown

. tc happen at’Richmond College in tha past.
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(b) That following the registration and usual
orientation program,va short transition period be
included in the freshman schedule to instruct new
students in the proper methods of how to study, how
“to take notes, and any other matters that might be
deemed pertinent to college success. This recommend-
ation is made as a result of several advisors' reports
found 1n student records at Richmond Gallege,‘atating‘
“that the student appeared to be intelligent but did
not know how to study. |

2+ That a further study be made of the )
semester hour load carried by freshmen to determine
the amount that might be taken with the most effeot~
ive vesults. This suggestion is made in view of the
facts stated previously, relative to the failure of

freshmen to complete the semester hour load taken.

3« That consideration be given to the possi-
bllity of having the Ministerial Association or the
YMCA adopt as a part of thelr program the responsi~
' bllity of keeping in touch with both those students
leaving because of poor health and those entering the
armed forcess This might be done by means of‘visitatiun;
circular letters, and by sending the school paper regu-
larly in order that these students may be.kept advised
as to campus activitiea. |
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lts That all freshmen, not living at home,
be lodged in college dormitories even if it means
that upper classmen are required to live off campus.
Thia suggestion is offered bscause more than three
times as many withdrawals resided in private board-
ing homes as graduatesg leading to the conclusion
that the environment of the college dormitory is
mnre'favorable to college success.

TS. That in awarding ‘scholarships more con=
sideration ahould be glven to those students who rank

high in their high school graduating olasa.

6« That the continnad aid_of,graduatelstudents
be enlisted in making periodic studies of this nature
which will be of assistance in keeping the officlals
aware of current trends at Richmond Gollege.

It is realized tbatVscmg recommendations
indicated by this study, such as the expanded coun=.
seling program, have already become effective during
the perlod covereds Therefore, it is felt that in
vorder to determine thé value of these imprﬁvemants
and in view of changing eonditions, a continual study
should be maintained. This is particularly importantv
since the presenb»study'was based on a very 11int ted
post-war sampling. The fact that there are not as
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nany veterans included in the present enrollment
at Richmond College may result in findings that

are somewhat different from those presented here,
ADDENDUM

Since the completion of the above study, it
w#as brought to the attention of;thé author that the
findings might be different 1f those students who.
transferred to the Business School of the Universaity
of Richmond vere studied-éeparataly?‘

" In meking this additional study, it was

found thaf of theﬁbriginal,grdup of 263 students,
hS transferred to.the.Buainess Schools Of these 45
#ransferrala, there were L3 graduates and only two
withdrawals,  In the original study at Richmond
College, which included the 45 transfers to the
Business School, 16.4 per cent of the students with-
drew in the junior end senior years., . However, when
ﬁhe 45 students entering the Business School were
étudied separately only k.l per cent of them withdrew
in.the Junior and senior years.. This seems to indicate
that 1f they had been counted as transfers in the
original study, then the per dent of withdrawals at
Richmoﬁd College woul@Thgye been slightly greater
jthan 37.6 per cent found, while the per cent of tréns~

fers would have been considerably greater.
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. Degree and date conferred

Attended evening school. Yes Ho When

70

Name in code Age as of 9/13/46

Home address

Attended summer school. Yes No When

Accelerated Retarded

Rank in high school gradvating class ___ Bize

Year and semester of withdrawal:

"First semester = . Second semester

Year Hours | Hours Quality | Hours | Hours | Quality
taken | earned { credits | taken | earned ﬁcredits
A - [}

Freshman

Sophomore - o
Junior ‘

'y
!

Bl 0

“Senior j : ; \ j

11.
12.

13.

14.
15.

Student returned after withdrawal. Yes No

"Parents attended college. Yes - No

Applied for scholarship. Yes No
Received scholarship. Yes No

Extra-curricular activities for semester of withdrawal:

Football Debating

Basketball ‘ flusical club

Baseball College paper

Track Literary society

Tennis . ‘ Fraternity

Dramatics . Other

Veteran. Yes No_____ Using G.I. Bill. Yes No

Single Married Divorced
Number of children Other dependent

8
Place of lodging at time of withdrawal:

College dormitory At home
Fraternity house Other

A. C. E. test score. Total Percent;}e

Worked part time during semester of withdrawal.
Yes No Hours worked per weexk




16. Reasons given for leaving:

Academic failure

Finencial difficulties

Transferred: :
Entered professional school

Dissatisfied with this college

Wanted course not offered

Other .

Poor health

Accepted employment

Married

Entered armed forees

~Infraction of rules:
Classes over cut

. Dichonest

Jisconduct

Other

,Miscellanéous L e

No reason .given

17. Comments:
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