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Introduction and Methodology

During spring 2006, the Office of Institutional Effectiveness developed a survey
instrumenttosysterh G A O f t &8 O2ftf SO0 AYTF2NXIGA2Y FTNRBY {
regarding their experiences at SC$ble instrument was piloted during spring semester
and fully implemented for the first time fall 2006. Questions in the survey were
specifically designed to fNY (G KS dzy A OSNBRAGE@Qa LI | yYyAYy
dzZaSR (2 AYyF2NY LISNF2NXI YOS YSIadaNBa Ay

TheSpring 200Burvey was administered through the SCSU web site using a locally
developed survey tool. The population conedof all students who hadpplied for
graduationduringthe gring 2007semester. This totaleti4 73students.The entire
population was invited to complete the surveStudents wereriginallycontactedon
March 30through their SCSU email address ancedsio complete the survey. Students
who had not completed the survey received a folopremail reminding them to
complete the surveyThe survey closed dvlay 20, one week following
commencement.

Of the1473students eligible to complete the surveg?5 completed surveys were
received for ad9 percent response ratelhe respondents are a good representation of
the population of SCSU graduating seniors for fall and summer 2006.

Respondents Population
Mean Std. Dev. Mean Std. Dev.
ACT 21.75 351 21.74 3.49
HSRank 68.14 18.20 67.07 19.23
GPA 3.22 42 3.21 41
Age 237 4.0 24.3 4.6
Admit Status NEF 58.2%0 56.5%
NET 41.0% 42.7%
Gender Female 58.1% Female 55.5%
Male 41.8% Male 44.3%
Ethnicity Am Ind/Alaska Nat .6% Am Ind/Alaska Na 7%
Asian 1.4% Asian 1.1%
Black 1.0% Black 1.7%
Hispanic .8% Hispanic 7%
International 4.1% International 3.8%
White 81.1% White 81.0%
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Unknown 11.0% Unknown 11.1%
Respondents by College
Respondents by college are broken down in the follgwiray.

Respondents Population

Frequency Percent Frequency Percent
Herberger College of Business 192 26% 292 23.3
College of Education 106 14.4% 197 15.7
College of Fine Arts & Humanities 143 19.4% 243 19.4
College of Science & Engineering 126 17.1% 223 17.8
College of Social Sciences 151 20.5 242 19.3
SelfSelect/BES 20 2.7% 58 4.6

*Note: Total number of respondents generated by summing the frequency for each college (738) is greater than total number of
survey respondents reported on page 2%J because respondents with double majors in two different colleges were counted in
eachcollege.
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Facts about theSpring 2007Graduating Class

The individuals included in this analysis were all SD®i¢nts who graduated from the
University at the enaf the spring 2007 termiThere are 122&dividuals in this
population.

Age

The mean age of the graduating population \#4s3with a standard deviation of 8,

and the mediaragewas 23.0. The age of the graating populationranged from 19 to

60. Nearl 93 percent of the graduating population was between the ages of 19 and 29
(926%).

NEF/NET

More than 56 percent (56%) of the graduating population entered SCSU as a hew
entering freshmer{NEFgand42.7percent entered SCSU as a new entering transfer
(NET)student. This is compared to the breakdown of new entering students for fall 2006
of 62.2 percent NEF and 37.8 percent NET.

GPA

The mean GPA for the graduating senior population wasveh a standard deviation of
0.42. The GPAs were moally distibuted with a range of 1.90 to 4.6urther analysis of
student performance as measured by GPA shows that there are significant differences in
student performarce depending on student characteristiggon entering SCSU.

ACT score and GPA

The ACT scordasr the graduating student population were groupasd follows25 or
above; 20 to 24; and 19 and belowhe mean GPA for each group was determined and
compared using an analysis of variariBased on the analysis, it appears that there is a
statisticallysignificant difference between the mean GPAs received by students in the
different ACT groupsstudentswith ACTs of 25 or above V®a higher mean GPA than
both the 2024 ACTroup(p=<.001), and the 19 and below Ag@dup (p=.001). In
addition, the 2024 ACT group has a significantly higher mean GPA than the 19 and
below ACT group (p=<.001). The means plot below illustrates the differences in mean
GPAs.
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Mean GPA by ACT group for spring 2007 graduating seniors
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High School Rank and GPA

A similar analysis was completed to determine if there is a singlationship between
high school rank and GPA. Students were grouped according to their high school rank
based on the groupings that are used in enrollment reportief0%; 789.99%; 60
74.99%; 5659.99%; 4519.99%; 4014.99%; and below 40%.

Based orthe analysis, it appears th#tere is a statistically significant difference

between the mean GPAs of students from different high school rank groups. Students
who graduated in the top 10 percent had a higher mean GPA than all other high school
rank grougs (p=<.001 for all groups). The mean GPA for students with a high school rank
of 75-89.99% was significantly higher than all remaining gropp)(L1 for 6674.99%
group;p=<.001 folgroups below 60%The mean GPA for students with a high school
rank of &-74.99% was significantly higher than all groups below thep@dcentile

(p=<.001 fo50-59.99%:; p=.004 for 489.99%; p=.049 for 484.99%; p=<.001 for below
40%).
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There is not a significantfterence in mean GPA for students belo@ @ercent high
school rank (p£.0; p=1.0; p=.888espectively)The following means plot of GPAs based

on high school rank illustrates the change in mean GPA as a student high school rank
decreases.

Mean GPA by high school rank for spring 2007 graduating seniors
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Admit Statusand GPA

An analysis was completed to determine if statkehad differing levels of academic
successs measured by GH#they entered SCSU as a new entering freshman vasus
a transfer student. Mean GPAs were determined for both groups and compared.
Students who entered as freshmen have a mean GRBXRafwhile those who entered

as transfes have a mean GPA of 3.1tdoes not appear that there is a statistically
significant difference beteen mean GPA for NEF and NET students

Gender and GPA

Next gender and academic success were considéiedn GPAs werdetermined for
females and males and compardémales have a mean GPA &®Bwhile males have a
mean GPA of B81. There appears to be a statistically significant difference between the
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academic performance as measured by GPA between females and male$82.028
p=<.001).

Age and GPA

The next variable analyzed waanGPA by age group. Graduating students were
divided into four aggroups, based on their age on May 15, 208d@e groups are: 21
and under; 2224; 2529; and 30 and older. Studentsthre age group 2and under had
a mean GPA of 3.3%tudents 2224 had a mean GPA of 3.Zudents 2829 had a
mean GPA d3.03 and students 3@nd older had a mean GPA of 3.Zhere appears to
be a statistically significant difference between the acadeperformance measured by
GPA by age at graduatioBtudents who are 21 and undethen they graduate have
significantly higher mea®GPAs than students in the other three age groups (p=.001,;
p=.000; p=.011 respectivelyAlso, students aged 224 and aged30 or olderhave a
significantly higher mean GPA than students?225p=<.001p=.005 respectively

The means plot below illustrates the difference in mean GPA and age at graduation.

Mean GPA by age group for spring 2007
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Ethnicity and GPA

The final variable analyzed was mean GPAthyiety. The mea GPA for white

students is 3.22, for students of color is 3add br international students is 3.There
appears to be a statistically significant difference between the mean GPA of white
students and the mean GPAsstfidentsof color(p=001). Unlike the fall 2006 analysis,
the difference in mean GPAs of white and international students was not found to be
statistically significant (p=.068).

Mean GPA by ethnicity for spring 2007 graduating seniors
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GPA Prediction Model

One way to consider the impact of these different factors omlsti success as

indicated by GPA is to develop a statistical model that combines the influence each of
the three variables has on student GPA. Using the data fromsghag 200raduating
student population, the following regression equation-80.01; p=<.00]) was created:

Predicted GPA2:911-.039(age) + .007(high school rank) + .028(ACT)
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All factors are significant at p=<.00hese three factors explain approximat8B. 7?6 of
the variation in student GPA at SC8lthis analysis, ethnicity was inlmund to be a
significant factor in student GPA (fi44).This could be because there is a correlation
between ethnicity and both high school rank (r=.080; p=.019) and ACT score (r=.103;
p=.004).
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Graduating Senior SurveyOverall findings

The first question of the survey askeskniorshow satisfied they were with their overall
SCSU experiencilore than 91 percent (91.4%f seniorswere either very or

somewhat satisfied with their overall SCSU experieNagety-three percentof seniors

said they wee either very or somewhat satisfied with their major experience. A more
detailed look at the responses indicates that a greater percentage of students were very
satisfied with their major experienc&@.2%) than with their overall SCSU experience
(41.1%).

Graduating seiors were asked whethahey would enroll at SCSU if they had an
opportunity to start againMore than 77 percen(77.26) said that they would either
definitely yes or probably yes-enroll at SCSl&ixteenpercent ofrespondentsdid not
know or provided no response

Graduating seniors were asked about their experience with different components of

their educational experiencé&tudents were asked to state their level of agreement with

a series of 13 statements about their educational eixgrece at SCSU. Agreent levels

were strongly agree=1; agree=dlsagree=3; strongly disagree4 The following table

shows the mean response for those questidn® 1 SY a52y Q0 1y 26¢ NBaLRy
collected and included in the frequency tables but notudeld in calculating the mean.
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Feedback on student experience

Mean response

Scale:strongly agree%; agree=2; disagree=3; strongly disagree=4

It appears that students have had a positive response to those statements that pertained
to theiracademic experiences. Student responses were not as/paghen asked about

their experiences outside of the structured classroom and with personal relatioships.
complete lising of statements and response frequenaias be founadn pages 13.7.
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Graduating seniors were presented a series of questibasasked them to rate their
academic abilities when they entered SCSU and now upon graduation from SCSU.
Academic abilities were based on the draft general education learning outcomes.
Students were asked to rate their abilities on a scale of poor#tXagood=three; and
excellent=4. The mean different scores were then calculated for each student, and this
was used to create an overall mean difference score for each learning outcome. Each
mean difference was found to be statistically significant @pee later in the report for
appropriate statistics)The following graph shows the mean difference for each
outcome.lt is important to note that the following data are based on-seforts and
should not be interpreted as actual academic growth. Ités@nted as an indication of
perceived growth by the student.

Student academic growth (self-reported)

0.64 064 0.6

Mean difference in self-reported ability
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Graduating Senior Survey Results

How satisfied are you with your SCSU experience overall?

Valid Cumulative
Frequency| Percent Percent Percent
Valid Very satisfied 253 34.9 41.1 41.1
Somewhat satisfied 310 42.8 50.3 91.4
Somewhat dissatisfied 45 6.2 7.3 98.7
Very dissatisfied 8 11 1.3 100.0
Total 616 85.0 100.0
52y Qi 1y26kK 109 15.0
Total 725 100.0

Mean =1.69[Scale: 1=very safied; 2=somewat satisfied; 3somewhat dissatisfied}=very dissatisfied]

| received a Igh quality education from SCSU.

Valid Cumulative
Frequency| Percent Percent Percent

Valid Strongly agree 158 21.8 22.1 221
Agree 525 72.4 73.5 95.7
Disagree 28 3.9 3.9 99.6
Strongly disagree 3 4 4 100.0
Total 714 98.5 100.0
52y Qi 1y26K 11 15

Total 725 100.0

Mean = 1.8 [Scale: 1=strongly agree; 2=agr8edisagreed=strongly disagree]

The courses | took at SCSU challenged me academicall

Valid Cumulative
Frequency| Percent Percent Percent

Valid Strongly agree 177 24.4 24.8 24.8
Agree 497 68.6 69.5 94.3
Disagree 38 5.2 5.3 99.6
Strongly disagree 3 4 4 100.0
Total 715 98.6 100.0
52y Qi (y26«k 10 1.4

Total 725 100.0

Mean = 1.8 [Scale: 1=strongly agree; 2=agr8edisagreed=strongly disagree]
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My courses required me to integrate ideas from several academic areas.

Valid Cumulative
Frequency| Percent Percent Percent
Valid Strongly agree 180 24.8 25.3 25.3
Agree 485 66.9 68.2 93.5
Disagree 42 5.8 5.9 99.4
Strongly disagree 4 .6 .6 100.0
Total 711 98.1 100.0
52y Qi 1y26K 14 1.9
Total 725 100.0

Mean = 1.8 Scale: 1=strongly agree; 2=agree; 3=disagree; 4glyralisagref

My academic major included information omultiple cultures and points ofiew.

Valid Cumulative
Frequency| Percent Percent Percent
Valid Strongly agree 234 32.3 33.1 33.1
Agree 384 53.0 54.4 87.5
Disagree 75 10.3 10.6 98.2
Strorgly disagree 13 1.8 1.8 100.0
Total 706 97.4 100.0
52y Qi 1y26K 19 2.6
Total 725 100.0

Mean = 1.8]Scale: 1=strongly agree; 2=agr8edisagreesd=strongly disagree

My experience at SCSU made me want to continue my education.

Valid Cumulative
Frequency| Percent Percent Percent
Valid Strongly agree 233 321 34.6 34.6
Agree 367 50.6 54.5 89.2
Disagree 64 8.8 9.5 98.7
Strongly disagree 9 1.2 1.3 100.0
Total 673 92.8 100.0
52y Qi 1y26K 52 7.2
Total 725 100.0

Mean = 1.7§Scale: 1=strongly agree; 2=agr8egisagreed=strongly disagree]
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| have experienced positive interactions with students who have different
backgrounds or beliefs than my own.

Valid Cumudtive
Frequency| Percent Percent Percent

Valid Strongly agree 213 294 30.4 304
Agree 420 57.9 60.0 90.4
Disagree 59 8.1 8.4 98.9
Strongly disagree 8 11 1.1 100.0
Total 700 96.6 100.0
52y Qi 1y26K 25 3.4

Total 725 100.0

Mean = 180[Scale: 1=songly agree; 2=agre@=disagree; 4strongly disagrée

| feel a sense of belonging to the SCSU community.

Valid Cumulative
Frequency| Percent Percent Percent

Valid Strongly agree 131 18.1 19.2 19.2
Agree 361 49.8 52.9 72.0
Disagree 157 21.7 23.0 95.0
Strongly disagree 34 4.7 5.0 100.0
Total 683 94.2 100.0
52y Qi 1y26kK 42 5.8

Total 725 100.0

Mean = 214 [Scale: 1=strongly agree; 2=agr8edisagreed=strongly disagrde

| have been encouraged by faculty and staffparticipate in university activities.

Valid Cumulative
Frequency| Percent Percent Percent
Valid Strongly agree 124 17.1 17.8 17.8
Agree 386 53.2 55.5 73.4
Disagree 155 214 22.3 95.7
Strongly disagree 30 4.1 4.3 100.0
Total 695 95.9 100.0
52y Qi (y26«k 30 4.1
Total 725 100.0

Mean = 2.13Sa@le: 1=strongly agree; 2=agre@sdisagree; 4=strongly disagree]
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| have collaborated with faculty or staff on academic or extracurricular activities
outside of regular clas time.

Valid Cumulative
Frequency| Percent Percent Percent
Valid Strongly agree 132 18.2 18.7 18.7
Agree 324 447 45.8 64.5
Disagree 198 27.3 28.0 92.5
Strongly disagree 53 7.3 7.5 100.0
Total 707 97.5 100.0
52y Qi 1y26K 18 2.5
Total 725 100.0
Mean = 2.24Scale: 1=strongly agree; 2=agr8edisagreed=strongly disagree
The advising | received helped me clarify my career goals.
Valid Cumulative
Frequency| Percent Percent Percent
Valid Strongly agree 90 124 131 131
Agree 267 36.8 38.8 51.8
Disagree 198 27.3 28.7 80.6
Strongly disagree 134 18.5 19.4 100.0
Total 689 95.0 100.0
52y Qi 1y26kK 36 5.0
Total 725 100.0

Mean =2.55[Scale: 1=strongly agree; 2=agr8edisagreed=strorgly disagreg

SCSU provided the type of technology | needed to be successful in my major.

Valid Cumulative
Frequency| Percent Percent Percent
Valid Strongly agree 203 28.0 28.4 28.4
Agree 455 62.8 63.6 92.0
Disagree 43 5.9 6.0 98.0
Strongly diagree 14 1.9 2.0 100.0
Total 715 98.6 100.0
52y Qi (y26«k 10 1.4
Total 725 100.0

Mean = 1.84Scale: 1=strongly agree; 2=agr8edlisagrees=strongly disagrde
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| feel prepared to pursue a career or graduate school.

Valid Cumulative
Frequency| Percent Percent Percent
Valid Strongly agree 199 27.4 28.9 28.9
Agree 411 56.7 59.7 88.5
Disagree 66 9.1 9.6 98.1
Strongly disagree 13 1.8 1.9 100.0
Total 689 95.0 100.0
52y Qi 1y26K 36 5.0
Total 725 100.0

Mean =1.84[Scale: 1=strongly agree; 2=agr8edisagrees=strongly disagree

When | needed assistance, it was easy to find information about student support
programs and services.

Valid Cumulative
Frequency| Percent Percent Percent
vdid Strongly agree 116 16.0 17.8 17.8
Agree 401 55.3 61.4 79.2
Disagree 100 13.8 15.3 94.5
Strongly disagree 36 5.0 55 100.0
Total 653 90.1 100.0
52y Qi 1y26kK 72 9.9
Total 725 100.0

Mean = 2.09Scale: 1=strongly agreg=agree; 3=disagree; 4=strongly disajree
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Seltrated difference in ability by general education learning outcome

Graduating seniors were presented a series of questions that asked them to rate their

academic abilities when they entered SCSU and uypon graduating from SCSU.

Academic abilities were based on tteft general education learning outcomes.
Students were asked to rate their abilities on a scale of poor=1; fair=2; good=3; and
excellent=4. The mean difference scores were then calculategafch student, and this
was used to create an overall mean difference score for each learning outcome. Each
mean difference was found to be statistically significant. The following graph shows the
mean difference for each outcome.

Paired Samples Tes&elf-rated

Paired Differences t df Sig. (2
tailed)
Mean Std. Std. 95% Confidence
diff Deviat Error Interval of the
ion Mean Difference
Lower | Upper
Pair 1 Write clearly and .644 .697 .026 .695 .593 24.867| 724 .000
effectively
Pair2 Speak clearly and .644 713 .026 .696 .592 24.321| 724 .000
effectively
Pair 3 Understand social and .661 .768 .029 717 .605 23.177| 724 .000
historical perspectives
Pair 4 Identify, analyze and .841 .733 .027 .895 .788 30.916| 724 .000
critically evaluate info
Pair 5 Understand and respect 757 .880 .033 .821 .693 23.157| 724 .000
values of a diverse
society and multicultural
world
Pair 6 Understand .382 .759 .028 437 .327 13.553| 724 .000
mathematical
techniquesand reason
guantitatively
Pair 7 Discoer and understand .381 672 .025 .430 .332 15.254| 724 .000
the natural world
Pair 8 Reason scientifically .488 .674 .025 .537 439 19.499| 724 .000
Pair 9 Understand .690 724 .027 742 .637 25.660| 724 .000
contemporary issueby
integrating ideas from
different academic areas
Pair 10 | Appreciate artistic 469 721 .027 .522 416 17.509| 724 .000
experience and
expressiorand systems
of thought
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Pair 11 | Collaborate with others .621 775 .029 677 .564 21.569 724 .000
Pair 12 | Use information .854 .768 .029 910 .798 29.952 724 .000
technology andesearch
skillsto gain
understanding
Pair 13 | Approach issues from a .829 .789 .029 .886 771 28.287| 724 .000
global perspective
Pair 14 | Demonstrate concern fo 524 712 .026 576 A72 19.827 724 .000
individual worth and
human rights
Pair 15 | Actin a socially, ethically  .458 743 .028 512 .404 16.589| 724 .000
and civically responsible
way
If you could start college again, would you enroll at SCSU?
Cumulative
Frequency| Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Definitely yes 154 21.2 25.3 25.3
Probably yes 316 43.6 51.9 77.2
Probably no 94 13.0 15.4 92.6
Definitely no 45 6.2 7.4 100.0
Total 609 84.0 100.0
52y Qi (y26«k 116 16.0
Total 725 100.0
Mean = 2.6 [Scale: 1=definitelyes; 2=probably ye8=probably noA=definitely no]
Satisfaction with the accessibility of faculty in your major
Cumulative
Frequency| Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Very satisfied 369 50.9 51.1 51.1
Somewhat satisfied 287 39.6 39.8 90.9
Somewhat dissatisfied 45 6.2 6.2 97.1
Very dissatisfied 21 29 2.9 100.0
Total 722 99.6 100.0
52y Qi (y26«k 3 4
Total 725 100.0

Mean = 1.8 [Scale: 1=very satisfied; 2=somewhat satisfBsdpomewhat dissatisfiedi=very dissatiséd]
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Satisfaction with the quality of teaching in your major

Cumulative
Frequency| Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Very satisfied 348 48.0 48.1 48.1
Somewhat satisfied 290 40.0 40.1 88.2
Somewhat dissatisfied 74 10.2 10.2 98.5
Very dissasfied 11 15 15 100.0
Total 723 99.7 100.0
52y Qi 1y26K 2 3
Total 725 100.0

Mean =1.65[Scale: 1=very satisfied; 2=somewhat satisfBsdsomewhat dissatisfiedi=very dissatisfied]

Satisfaction with the quality of advisinghiyour major

Cumulative
Frequency| Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Very satisfied 225 31.0 31.5 315
Somewhat satisfied 241 33.2 33.7 65.2
Somewhat dissatisfied 142 19.6 19.9 85.0
Very dissatisfied 107 14.8 15.0 100.0
Total 715 98.6 100.0
52y Qi (y26«k 10 1.4
Total 725 100.0

Mean =2.18[Scale: 1=very satisfied; 2=somewhat satisfBsdpomewhat dissatisfiedd=very dissatisfied]

Satisfaction with faculty concern for your academic progress

Cumulative
Frequency| Percent | Valid Rercent Percent
Valid Very satisfied 257 35.4 36.4 36.4
Somewhat satisfied 297 41.0 42.0 78.4
Somewhat dissatisfied 117 16.1 16.5 94.9
Very dissatisfied 36 5.0 5.1 100.0
Total 707 97.5 100.0
52y Qi 1y26kK 18 2.5
Total 725 100.0

Mean = 1.9(QScale: 1=very satisfied; 2=somewhat satisfBssomewhat dissatisfiedi=very dissatisfied]
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Satisfaction with the effort you put into your major

Cumulative
Frequency| Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Very saisfied 407 56.1 56.6 56.6
Somewhat satisfied 281 38.8 39.1 95.7
Somewhat dissatisfied 30 4.1 4.2 99.9
Very dissatisfied 1 A A 100.0
Total 719 99.2 100.0
52y Qi 1y26K 6 8
Total 725 100.0

Mean = 148 [Scale: 1=very safied; 2=somewhat satisfie@=somewhat dissatisfiedi=very dissatisfied]

Satisfaction with your overall experience in your major

Cumulative
Frequency| Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Very satisfied 364 50.2 50.8 50.8
Somewhat satisfied 303 41.8 42.3 93.0
Somewhat dissatisfied 43 5.9 6.0 99.0
Very dissatisfied 7 1.0 1.0 100.0
Total 717 98.9 100.0
52y Qi 1y26kK 8 1.1
Total 725 100.0

Mean= 1.57[Scale: 1=very satisfied; 2=somewhat satisfBsdpmewhat dissatisfied}=very dissatisfied]

With how many faculty members did you develop a close relationship?

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Zero 82 11.3 11.4 11.4
One 117 16.1 16.2 27.6
Two 237 32.7 32.8 60.4
Three or more 286 39.4 39.6 100.0
Total 722 99.6 100.0
No response 3 A4
Total 725 100.0
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What is the average number of hours a week you worked an on-
campus or off-campus job during your last year of school?

250

30.8%

200

150

Frequency

100

50

Oto 10 11to 20 21to 30 31to 40 more than 40

While at SCSU, what is the average number of hours you
volunteered off-campus each semester?

300
35.4%

250

200

150

Frequency

100

50

Zero lto5 6to 10 11to 15 more than 15
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Frequency

Frequency
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Student participation

50.8%

Internship or activity  research or other study abroad or service learning
not part of class but scholarly activity that internationallearning course
associated with your was not part of a class experience

major

Do you have a job after graduation?

57.7%

23.4%

2.7% 10.1%

Yes, closely related to  Yes, but not closely  No, but I'm looking No, but I'm not

my major related to my major looking
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Frequency

Frequency
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If yes, how did you obtain your position?

43.9%
30.8%
14.6%
6.3%
2.4% 2.0% .
|| I
SCSU Career  Connection Alumni Current job  Personal job Other
Services  made through mentor promotion search

a student
organization

Are you planning to attend graduate school?

23.8%

Yes, | plan to Yes, | intend to Probably, but I'm  Maybe, but | No, | have no
attend withina apply withinthe notsure when haveno specific plansto enroll in
year next two years plans graduate school
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What graduate program will you be pursuing?
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Other programs
Anthropology 2 Exercise Science 2 Physical Therapy 1
Behavior Analysis 2 Film 1 Political Science 2
Pharmacy 3 Geography 2 Autism 1
Physician's Assistant 3 Gerontology/Public Health 2 Social and cultural theory 1
Public Administration 3 GIS 1 Social responsibility 2
African Studies 1 History 2 Soil or range science 1
Atmospheric Science 1 Middle Easten Studies 1 Spanish 1
Aviation 1 Industrial Organizational 1 Technology education 1
Chiropractics 1 Psychology _ Telecommunications 1
- 2 Instructional Design/Library 2 -
Construction Management Science Travel and Tourism 1
CRNAanethesia 1 Mathematics 1 Urban planning 2
Deaf Education 1 Computer Science 1 Veterinary school 1
Dental School 1 Music 2
Environmental Studies 1 Optometry 1
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Frequency

Frequency
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How long did it take you to complete your Bachelor's
degree (including at prior institutions)?

42.6%
39.3%

11.9%

3.1% 3.1%
4 years or less Svyears 6 years 7 years 8 years or more
If six years or more, what is the primary factor that delayed
graduation?
24.8% 24.8%
17.0%
156%
11.3%
4.3%
course work family cost of changed losttransfer other
availahility obligations obligations attendance major credit
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Other responses

3 majors and a minor

course availability and changed major

double major ad life issues

dropped out

Family and change of major

Finding a major, advisor was no help

flunked out after freshman year

got a second degree, this degree only took 4

Health reasons

| kept taking "breaks" in pursuing my degree

illness

indecisive pursuit

Lack of a Major: Unknown direction

Life consequences

Low GPA, "personal time," and lost transfer credits

medical issues

medical reasons

moved out of state and Green Bay University not accredited in Business

my advisor did not help at all, | also thoughathaking less credits a semester would allow me to get
better grades in the classes that | was taking.

my major changed their requirements after my 1st year so that time was a waste
needed 150 credits for CPA exam

poor class planning schedule

poor time ard priority management

retaking classes/ electives when required classes not available

took a year off

Took minimum credits each semester

took time off because my original major program was dropped from the institution, time to work, smaller
course loads sbcould work

Transferring, after 2.5 years aitle of SCSU this collage only accepted 24 crts
Transferred for a semester

two degrees

uncertainty of future wants/needs

Unwilling to go into severe debt to finish within 4 years

work obligations, two Bachelsrdegrees

work, family, horrible advising at junior level which had me retake a year of classes covered by my 2 year
degree :(
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How many times in the last year have you attended these SCSU

activities?
700
1 or more
600 =19.5%
500
1 or more
> = 43.7% 1 1 or more
or more
e 400 = 66.5% = 49.0%
3
g 1 or more 1 or more
200
100
0
Dept/prof Political
Athletic Finearts Campus Cultural club group
events events speakers events meetings meetings
or events or events
m | did not attend 261 406 242 368 277 579
B 1to 3times 247 255 364 298 190 90
m4to 6times 85 46 78 35 75 17
B 7to9times 32 4 17 12 37 9
B 10 or more times 97 10 21 & 141 24
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Other responses
Access to job fairs, etc.
access to SCSU resources
Free Transcripts
free web paged-portfolio)
keep email address at least a year
none
Nothing
nothing at all please
Prep courses for Professional Programs
e  Speech pathology
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