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Table 1. Classifications and numbpers of subjects responded.

' I
Category| Group |Number|Total; Category Group |Number|Total
Sex Male 84 197 Maor Non 36
Female 113 N. S. 17
Year: | Fr. 43 Humanities 28 197
So. 64 197 S. S. 67 :
Jr. 48 L. 39
Sr. 42 Ed. 10
Age 18-20 106 Future Job 66
21-22 65 192 Gr. School 29 193
23- 21 | Undecided 98
Club Non a8 Christianity | Interested 32 192
Cultural 43 196 Not 160
Sport 55 Residence | Home 78 ]
Sr. futurel Decided 18 " Dormitory 82 | 182
Undecided 22 Lodging 22

) Total MN197icis » Tuigy Category 233, 5 DRELEE 2 B - Fofcd T
P5.

FEHAK : RECSTHFEEBYERL T3 EE2 bh 3 HEYH
FHEE (BIR2), FSHEEY (BUR3), TF (FR4), HERE (FHIR5),
i - MEk (HIRG), WIE (HR7), REAERE (BE8), ©wXilL, 2h
b BBV TR - BEERNAE, ERAR, FEOCREmLEE LD
DHEMAWREE (B 110) ZER L, BECAEHRLMRNCERETS
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Table 2. Chi-squares obtained from the analysis of variance in each
area for “Importance”

Sr. Chris-
Sex | Year | Age | Club |Major| Future Residence
Area Future [tianity
1 03| 2.220 2.71) 1.29] 1.21 .15 **15.55 pk15.61 1.58
2 .00 [¥¥5.49) *3.69 *3.11] 1.03] .21 [**16.74 | * 4.39 1.78
3 .59 **4,00) *4.42) .58| *2.42| 2.77 | * 6.45 Pk 7.69 .79
4 .01 [¥¥0.83pk7.46| 2.01) *2.46| 2.38 | * 4.61 3.21 2.41
5 .02 k4, 76Pk7,.33 *3.92) 1.57| 1.54 | * 5.38 | * 4.91 2.96
6 1.42 | 2.40} 1.65] 2.95 1.69] 1.04 | * 4.26 .01 2.04
7 1.16 | 2.61%%4.93%6.47, 1.29) 1.05 | * 4.16 1.09 .58
8 3.33 2.20 .92 1.76 .21y 1.11 .37 .40 | **¢10.65

* Level of significance at .05
*k  Level of significance at .01

Table 3. Chi-squares obtained from the analysis of variance in each
area for “Satisfaction” '

Sr. Chris-
ex | Year| Age | Club |Major| Future ' Residence
Area Future |[tianity
1 0.5 *3.79[%k5.71| 1.07 *4.90, 2.33 1.21 3.65 1.15
2 2.92%%9,14/%6.63| 1.69 **3.63] 1.14 1.87 3.55 2.15
3 .94 1.25{ .88 .49 .87 .55 .83 1.42 .87
4 .44 3.64 2.03 1.59 .42/ .10 | *5.59 3.12 .65
5 *5.79P%5, 77p%7.38| 2.31 Pek3.25 .37 .71 2.55 .72
6 |7.07) 1.94] 1.29 .20 | 1.40| 1.37 .17 *4,38 | * 3.34
7 2.86] .13 .59 1.00 .79 .01 2.43 *x10.00 | * 3.49
8 1.290 .13} .13 .73 | 1.22] .63 .04 .14 1.3

* Level of significance at .05
*k  Level of significance at .01

RPN DHEII YL, BREEKOTHE (A1) & L, ((FE2R)

CORIFHARDE, BREZASNREEFELELCHI- T, i
RABERUTES LRDT 50, FRBEI-EBERBIRE
EHBE, O2HENS 5HECE > TREE R, BEOBECRL
THHEOME LY MY B, REOMEL MFRE] B, toxy
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Table 4. Chi-squares obtained from the analysis of variance in each
area for “Unfulfillment”

Sr. Chris-

Sex | Year| Age | Club |Major| Future Residence
Area Future [tianity :
1 || *4.88*+8.27] 1.19| .57 | 2.18 2.86 .21 .72 .01
2 2.620 1.38 1.62 .09 1.08 .91 1.48 .00 1.77
3 1.73! 1.35] *3.07 .13 | *2.53/ 1.28 2.73 3.29 1.83
4 .15%%6.50 *4.49 .61 3,23 1.48 .60 **8.35 1.90
5 1.88 .21 .19 2.10 .53 .70 1.34 .27 * 4.11
6 |¥®+7.57 .60, .89 1.50 .84/ .11 1.15 2.01 | *% 5.40
7 .07 1.38, 2.25 1.41 1.23 .53 .20 1.41 .05
8 *4.00 .98 .18 .24 .75 .53 .09 .03 *k 8.73

* ZLevel of significance at .05
*k  Level of significance at .01
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Fig. 1. Significant differences among student subgroups on evaluation
of “importance” for each area.
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Fig 2. Significant differences among student subgroups on evaluation
of “Satisfaction” for each area.
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Fig. 3. Significant differences among student subgroups on evaluation
of “unfulfillment” for each area.
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Comprehensive Evaluation in Higher Education

II. Students’ Self-Evaluation of Their Student
Life at ICU.

Jur’ichi Iwase, Kazuhiko Nakayama, Kazuo Hara

This is the first report from a series of studies on the eva-
luation of students’ life at ICU as an application for the com-
prehensive school assessment at college level, whose principle
and methodology was described in the preceding article. (Hara
& Watanabe)

Problem:

Since the campus atmosphere determines to a certain extent
the basic ground for the success or failure of any educational
program, the present investigation tries to focus its attention
on the students’ general attitudes towards their student lives
i. e. how much they recognize the importance of, and how
much they have been satisfied with, the various characteristics
and activities of the university at present.

Method :

In October 1967, a questionnaire, “A survey of attitudes
toward student life”, was distributed to all Japanese undergra-
duate students in the Liberal Arts College at ICU, and 197
responses were collected. The questionnaire consisted of 121
items in 8 areas, which were considered as major components
of student life. The 8 areas of student life were as follows:
General impression of ICU.

Academic programs.
Extracurricular activities.

S W

University events.
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5. Unique characteristics of ICU.

6. Educational and living facilities.

7. Contacts with the off-campus world.
8. Daily living circumstances.

The responses to these items were obtained from two aspects:
—how important they thought these were, and how much they
were satisfied. The gap between these two were considered to
reflect the degree of unfulfilment or frustration. |

Individual sub-total scores for those 8 areas were used as
basic data for statistical analysis. For group comparisons, the
subjects were also subgrouped into various categories according
to their sex, vears at college, age, clubs to which they belonged,
decisions for career, major fields of study, interest in Chris-
tianity, and types of residence.

Results:

The distributions of individual scores for the areas were
examined by analysis of variance, whose chi-squares are shown
in Tables 1, 2 and 3. For those categories that showed statis-
tical significance t-tests were then employed to check those
group differences, and the significant mean differences are shown
in Fig. 1, 2 and 3.

Conclusion:

As a whole, the subjects rated their student life as import-
ant. Consequently, they indicated some discontent with their
present condition. Since general problem areas in their student’s
lives, at least from their viewpoint, have been exposed very
clearly, more thorough scrutiny of each item is strongly recom-
mended. Also, by comparison with other groups, such as faculty
and alumni, it should be possible to detect the problematic foci
and to find causes for their frustrations as well as to suggest
some possible remedial programs for their unhappy student life.



