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I

INTRODUCTION


Imídeo G. Nérici (1985) points out in his book, “Hacia una Didáctica General Dinámica”, that university teaching should avoid four things. First of all, university studies should not only aim to prepare students to pass exams. Second, university students should not limit themselves to just take notes and then memorize them. Third, university students should neither play passive roles nor limit themselves to know just what the teacher gives them. Fourth, university students should not be kept away from the problems their community and country face.


The four aspects mentioned above can be closely related to the academic factors that might have influenced subject failing at the School of Arts The University of El Salvador in semester I-2000. Attrition cases were not included because in the data collection  there was only one case. 

These pages contain the final report in which the aim was to find out the academic and non-academic factors related to students’ subject failing of the School of Arts  of the University of El Salvador in Semester I-2000.


II

This document includes the justification of the research work, the statement of the problem to be investigated; a list of research questions and objectives that guided  the investigation; a theoretical framework which contains the theoretical aspects related to subject failure, based on the consulted literature; the hypotheses and methodology used; the sampling section that describes not only the population and sample of the study, but also the statistical procedure to calculate it, the instrument used to collect the data,  the statistical analysis of the data, a set of conclusions, suggestions, acknowledgement, and finally, a list of all the references consulted. 
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I. JUSTIFICATION.

In order to develop  this work, it is necessary to support the need of such research. In this sense, its aim is to know the academic and non academic causes of subject failure in the School of Arts, since more than 50% of students  failed subjects in semester I – 2000. For instance, this phenomenon question the following three major aspects: the quality of the process and programs the institution offers, the quality of the teachers, and the particular characteristic of every student. According to Vincent Tinto (1986) and a great deal of researchers have shown that failing or passing subjects is a determining factor for predicting whether students will keep on studying at the University or not. 
The results and suggestions of this work are going to be reported to the authorities of the faculty with the intention of benefiting teachers´ and students´ academic performance, classroom environmental conditions and some other factors necessary to improve the functioning of the School of Arts and the Faculty as a whole.
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II- STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM.

College success is more than just academic; it is learning how to be an adult for the first time in the life of a student. It is about developing tremendous interpersonal relationship with professors, counselors, and most importantly with their peers. 

      Within the University of El Salvador, in the School of Arts specifically, the subject failure is a well-known current problem. According to information provided by the Administrative office of Faculty of Sciences and Humanities during semester II- 2000, a number of 97 students had failed more than one subject, but still they are studying in this campus, or they had dropped out or moved to another university. 


Based on the importance of this phenomenon, this study focused its attention on answering the following general question: What are the academic and non academic factors that influence students´ subject failing in the School of Arts  of the University of el Salvador, Central Region, in the first semester of the year 2000?
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III. RESEARCH QUESTIONS.

A. Was teachers’ interest and the teaching-learning process related to Subject  

     failing  in the School of Arts  during semester 1-2000?

B. How did the classroom environmental factor influence students´ subject  

    failure in the School of Arts during semester I-2000?

C. Was women’s subject failure  rate higher than men’s  during semester I- 

     2000 in the School of Arts?

    D. Was students’ subject failure rate influenced by their academic interest      

         and class performance during semester I-2000 in the School of Arts ?.

                                                                                                                                                          4
IV. OBJECTIVES.

A)   Relate professors’ methodology and interest to the students´ subject   

        failure.

B) Find out if students’ subject failure was influenced by their academic   

        performance.

C) Determine the relationship of the classroom environmental factors of the   

        Faculty that influenced students’ subject failure.

D) Analyze if there is a difference between women’s and men’s subject failure  

        during semester I-2000 in the School of Arts.

E) Determine if the identification of students with the University of El  

    Salvador  was related to  students´ subject failure phenomenon in the School  

    of Arts during semester I- 2000.

                                                                                                                                5
V. HYPOTHESIS

The students´ subject failure in the school of arts in the Faculty of Sciences and Humanities during semester I – 2000 was influenced by two major factors:

A- Academic factors such as professors´ methodology,  interest,  and   

     students’ performance in the institution.

B- Non academic factors such as students´ working schedule, sex of  

     students, classroom environmental factors and students’ identification    

     with the  university.
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VI. THEORETICAL  FRAMEWORK

In tertiary education, there is a study presented by Mark Peel (year 2001, page 2) which is about a group of students who have failed their first semester subjects (in the University of California). According to the report, students´ part-time work is the first main cause they raise most frequently. They said they work 35, 40 and even 50 hours a week, and in a way they try to become full time students. What they do to compensate their studies is to choose subjects neither  out of interest nor relevant in order to spend 2 days a week at the university. 


The tertiary environment is not the one for doing little effort on studies, and have short periods of group works.  In fact, students are expected to do much private reading, prepare essays, and other written work. 

They should therefore avoid accepting too many outside commitments and seeking employment during the academic year (Attitude; A Guide for College Students, page 3).
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The situation obviously concentrates on demoralization and failure of students, since when they were asked about what they say,  they said “ I really never attend my classes”. They consider they had to work as a result of a necessity to pay for rent, food, education, transportation, expenses, and specially their social life.

 

Education, nowadays, does not focus only on teachers instructing pupils, but one of self-education. As a result, many students ask for attempting more to run the risk of failure. 


 For this study, subject failing is defined as the students´ lack of success in achieving the lowest average grade needed  to pass any  subject.


According to researchers, there are some internal and external categories associated with the phenomenon of subject failure. Based on the theory the researchers have come up with, the model to study the phenomenon of subject failing : Academic factors and Non- Academic factors. 
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A. ACADEMIC FACTORS : These factors had been sub-divided into Students’  Professor’s  and Institutional areas.

1. The student’s area included students’ academic background as well as 

     performance, and student’s  participation in campus activities. 

2. The professor’s area included interest in the teaching learning process and the teaching learning methodology used in the subjects that presented the highest number of failures. This particular area was devoted to relate professor’s methodology and their interests in the teaching learning process of the students.

3. The Institutional area contained class schedules, curricular changes, 

     administrative processes, and university policies related with admission  

     and permanence in the institution.

B. NON- ACADEMIC FACTORS:  These factors have been sub- divided 

    into two areas as follows : Student’s and Institutional areas.

1. Student’s area included students’ economic situation, health problems, parenthood, career benefits, students sex,  and their identification with the institution. 
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2. The Institutional area consisted on the infrastructure itself and its 

      resources related to the educational process such as material, financial   

      and human. The main objective of this was to determine the university 

      resources that influenced students to subject  failure. . 

As a second important influential factor of failing subjects students stated that their ability and effort in their college achievement was a main cause for subject failing ( Attitude. A guide for college students, page 5).  

To understand what this means, there should be stated that ability is a personal characteristic that is relatively fixed and beyond the individual’s personal control. This means that failure due to low attitude is perceived as a feature of the failing individual, enduring over time, and beyond one’s personal control.

Effort, on the other hand, is understood as something that can vary from one situation to the next, and that the individual can control.

As an example, if a student believes he or she has failed because of low ability is likely to feel humiliation and hopelessness, emotions associated with the believe that personal failures are due to uncontrollable causes. On the other hand, 
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a student who believes he or she has failed because of low effort may feel guilty about not having try harder but optimistic about doing better in the future.

Many students adopt an attitude of  indifference to hard work, and deny the importance of learning, and withhold the effort it requires in order to avoid the stigma of having tried and failed.

They also affirm to have a few incentives to study, since low ability  students and those who are disadvantaged have the least incentive to work hardest.

What has being suggested here is that motivation is also something students has to reinforce in the classroom with meaningful participation, and constantly communication with teachers. 2
2.  These believes  were voiced by educational researchers at a conference on students motivation sponsored by the office of educational research and improvement (OERI).
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Followed by this college policies were also related to the problem. Most educational reports have assumed that achievement would rise if quality of instruction, teachers, and textbooks were improved.

Dame Tamsyn, a researcher, concluded that pupils would be courage to learn any subject if teams of teachers could have greater autonomy and allowed creativity.

 They should work with and learn from other good teachers; be encouraged to take risks and develop techniques for involving pupils to play 

with ideas and discuss any subject (Attitude: A guide for college students, page 4).

Another suggestion is that colleges should be able to allow students to design their own courses of study, and not to evade difficult academic tasks. 3
 3. HIGH SCHOOL  CONTRIBUTION

National assessments in the United States in 1979 – 80 and 1987 – 88 both found that about two third of high school seniors read less than one hour a day. In while the percentage of seniors who did not read at all dropped from 44 percent to 34 percent, each remind that one – third of all high school seniors still do not open a book after school. Base on a different research, in Japan only a 21 percent of Japanese high school students report holding a part-time job. Compared with 63 percent in the United States. Japanese consider that working is a distraction to have an academic achievement, and so the society conspires to keep their minds focused on study.
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 To conclude with, education researchers are generating new information about why students do not work hard effectively and what can be done to help. They suggested that teachers need exposure to good training, require and reinforce effort on students. Besides this, the report presented by Mark Peel also concluded that it is difficult to be clever, committed  and academically successful when a student has to work to pay off debts, and cover the education costs. 
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VII. METHODOLOGY.

     The aim of this study was to find out the Academic and Non Academic factors that influenced students’ subject failure at the School of Arts of the Faculty of Science and Humanities at the University of El Salvador during the first semester of the year 2000.

      There was the need to measure and explain the phenomenon; for that reason the survey research method was used.  This was a sample survey since the nature and the purpose of the study was related  with Education and Social Sciences and  it studied only a portion of the population.

     The most challenging type of survey is one that seeks to measure intangibles such as attitudes, opinions and values, or the sociological and psychological constructs, like the reason the students population had for failing subjects as well as the implications related to University entities such as Faculty and Administration, teaching- learning methodology, students’ economic factors and job related reasons.

     The opinions, attitudes, and values were not directly observable but they were inferred from responses given by the subjects to the questionnaires specially designed for this purpose.  Since it was  a survey of intangibles it was  limited by the fact that the data   collected only indirectly measured the variables the study was concerned about. This limitation depended on how well the observations measured  the intangible variables.
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      The steps involved in this survey research were:

A. Planning: The survey research began with the question that can be answered by means of the survey method. The question of our study was:

    What are the academic and non-academic factors that influenced students’ failing subject in the school of Arts and Sciences of the University of El Salvador, Central Campus in the first semester of the year 2000?  

         In order to find out the answer to this question, the research was divided into two areas: one dealing with the academic factors and the other with the non-academic. The academic factors were subdivided into: students’ factors,  teachers’ factors , and institutional factors.  The non-academic factors consisted of: 

students’ factors and the institution  resources factors. (For more information, refer to the theoretical framework).

1. Sampling:

a. The population of this study was formed by the students who failed one or more subjects  in the School of Arts and Sciences of the University of El Salvador during the semester I-2000.

b.The sample included students who fulfilled the characteristics determined for this study. The subjects were selected according to a simple random sampling with one substitution that was 
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designed for each department within the School of Arts and Sciences. (Refer to the Sampling Section for more information).

B. Conducting the survey:

1. Pilot studies: once the data gathering questionnaire was ready, two pilot studies were run to determine if the designed questionnaires provided the expected data. 

2. Field work: The research group was divided into eight seven teams. Each of these groups were in charge of gathering the information from  each Department of the School of Arts and Sciences in the University of El Salvador. The distribution of the departments was randomly assigned to each workgroup (for more information refer to sampling section). Each group administered the questionnaire to  the sample subjects from each department assigned. Once the subjects have been selected, their information (residence, telephone numbers, etc.) were drawn from the Administration office of the School of Arts and 

         Sciences.

The steps that were followed for gathering  the information were:

a. Phone calls: they were made in order to set a date with the subjects   

   of the sample for an interview.  In case one of the subjects could not      

   be contacted or refused to be interviewed, the substitute was taken.
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b. Visiting their workplaces or houses: After contacting   

                       the subject of the sample they were visited, either at   

                       their jobs or their houses to administer the questionnaires.

    
C. Data processing:

  The steps that were followed for processing the data were:

1.Designing the data base using the Statistical Package for Social Sciences (SPSS)

2. Coding the information.

3. Entering the data into the data base.

4. Analyzing and interpreting the data.

5. Socializing the results.

6. Presenting the final report.
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VIII. SAMPLING.
A. Population

The population of this research was formed by 179 students of the Department of Arts and Sciences of the University of El Salvador that failed one or more subjects in semester I-2000. 

B. Sample
A sample of 28 students was taken  in relation to the number of students that failed one or more subjects in the School of Arts. It was  calculated, using the following formula:

n=  Z2PQN________

       E2 (N-1) + Z2PQ

Where :  n = sample; N = population ; Z = score; PQ = percentage to be included or excluded; E = standard error. 

This formula was used because  of the population, which was not formed by more than 500 individuals. 
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The following procedure shows the way the sample of the School of Arts was calculated.

	N = Z2PQN__________

       E2 (N – 1) + Z2PQ
	n = (2.72)(25.25)

       1 + 0.68

	n = (1.65)2 (0.5)(0.5)(101)_________

       (0.1)2 (101-1) + (1.65)2 (0.5)(0.5)
	n = 68.68
        1.68

	n = (2.72)(0.25)(101)_______
      (0.01)(100) + (2.72)(0.25)
	n = 40.8

n = 41


The following table showed the population (N) and the sample (n) for this school.

TABLE 1 : The Population and Sample of the School of Arts.
	Department or School
	Population (N)
	Sample per Department (n)

	School of Arts 
	179
	40


Source : The population was given by the Academic Administration of the School of Arts and Sciences, Semester I-2000.
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C. Instrument

The instrument was a questionnaire that was classified into two: The questionnaire R which was used for students who had failed subjects, and the questionnaire  D which was used for students who had dropped out from the

university. This questionnaire contained questions related to the areas included in the model designed to study the subject failing of the School of Arts in semester I-2000. These areas were academic background and performance of the sample students, the professor’s interests and methodology,  and the role of the university as an institution in the students’ failure.
20

IX. RESULTS

In the School of Arts, the total population was of 179. Based on this,  the sampling that was taken was of 40 students to work with. Then, through  the field work it was necessary to look for the list of students who had failed subjects in the School of Arts, at the University of El Salvador. It was possible to administer 28 questionnaires including four administered by another group.  The data processing and analysis of the information, is focused on the relevant variables and their association to the hypothesis of this research work. 

In the data base, there was a number of 110 variables that constitute all the information collected.  It was necessary to build 5 constructs in order to organize all the information that belonged to every construct.  

Similarly, this analysis required some variable-cross-tabulation to find some academic and non academic causes of subject failing. 

21

A. CHARACTERIZATION OF THE SAMPLING.

The characterization of the sampling in this research is about students who failed subjects in the major of Licenciatura in Artes Plásticas in the School of Arts of the Faculty of Sciences and Humanities (CC and HH). During semester I - 2,000.  The sampling was composed of 28 students. 18 were women and 10 were men. From female sex, the rank in age oscillated  between 20 and 54 years old,

The table of frequencies showed  the concentration of ages between 20 and 29 years old, (25 cases). There were just three isolated cases, one of a female with the age of 40 and two subjects (one man and a woman)  who were 54 years old. From female sex 14 students  were single while three of them were married and only one was engaged, 9 out the 10 individuals in male sample were single, and one of the persons was married. 

In regard to the way students of  the sample support their studies, the statistic shows that 46% worked; 32% had support from parents. Later. This aspect will be cross tabulated  in statistics package for Social Sciences computer program (SPSS).   
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B.ANALYSIS OF THE METHODOLOGY CONSTRUCTS.

The Methodology Construct was based on a statistic average that represented a group of variables from a specific category. 

To make the analysis of the constructs possible, it was necessary to use the  Likert  scale. For every category there was a number assigned associated   to its scale: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 ; and it was applied for the constructs : Methodology 16, methodology  71, and  Interest.

 The mean taken as a parameter was 2.5. This meant that getting a mean less than that constituted possitive result, but if it was more than that, it meant negative results. For these scales, the information for methodology 16 and 71  was collected through  the following categories :
Likert Categories used in the questionnaire to collect information for methodology and teachers´ interest.   

	Excellent
	very good
	Good
	Regular
	Poor
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There was a construct called Interest and the categories were: 

	Always
	Usually
	Sometimes
	Almost Never
	Never


Related to the variable that differ between “working part or full time”, 4 of the interviewed students affirmed that teachers who work full time never prepared variety of activities. Moreover, the results also showed some deficiencies in order to improve the teaching–learning process specifically in the staff of the School of Arts. 

C. STUDENTS´ ACADEMIC PERFORMANCE.

During the analysis process, it was possible to discuss and visualize better the most remarkable effects about subject failing. The first analyzed aspect was the delay in their major.  The strongest causes mentioned were : 
24

1. METHODOLOGY AND INTEREST. Regarding the professors´ methodology and interest in the Teaching Learning Process, 10 % of the sample maintained that in the teachers’ approach, there was a lack of appropriate  activities as well as a variety in the used methodology. 

       
2. STUDENTS´PERFORMANCE. Stating the lack of motivation and interest related to subject failing: students from the sample failed from 2 to 3 subjects with more frequency. And also, there was one student who failed even 8 subjects. Arbitrarily, there were two subjects students mentioned they liked (Pintura I e Historia del Arte I); Though, at the same time they had failed them. 4 students failed Pintura I. Curiously, Pintura I was one of the subjects 2 students affirmed they felt most academic satisfied with. 5 of them said they liked Historia del Arte I, But three students failed it. 
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Table 1. Sample of the School of Arts about age, sex and marital status.

	 
	 
	P2 Sex
	 
	P3 Marital status
	 

	 
	 
	male
	female
	Total
	Married
	Single
	Engaged
	Total

	P1 Age
	20
	2
	3
	5
	 
	5
	 
	5

	 
	21
	 
	1
	1
	 
	1
	 
	1

	 
	22
	 
	2
	2
	 
	2
	 
	2

	 
	23
	2
	1
	1
	 
	1
	 
	1

	 
	24
	 
	3
	5
	 
	4
	1
	5

	 
	25
	1
	1
	1
	 
	1
	 
	1

	 
	26
	1
	1
	2
	 
	2
	 
	2

	 
	27
	2
	 
	1
	 
	1
	 
	1

	 
	28
	 
	1
	3
	 
	3
	 
	3

	 
	29
	 
	3
	3
	1
	2
	 
	3

	 
	40
	 
	1
	1
	1
	 
	 
	1

	 
	54
	1
	1
	2
	2
	 
	 
	2

	Total
	 
	9
	18
	27
	4
	23
	1
	27


Table N. 2. Number of failed subjects by sex. 

	Number of  subjects failed .
	Female 
	Male

	1 subject
	3
	1

	2 subjects
	6
	1

	3 subjects 
	5
	4

	4.subjects 
	1
	3

	5.subjects
	2
	0

	7.subjects 
	1
	0

	8.subjects
	0
	1
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Graph No. 1: Subject failed by sex

females 

3

6

5

1

2

1

0

males

1

1

4

3

0

0

1

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

7 

8 

Graph N. 1. Frequency between women and men students subject failing.  

The rank of failed subjects went from 1 to 8.  The highest frequency is from 1 to 4 subjects. There was a student who said he had failed the 8 subjects he had registered. Hence, he explained that he had failed 5 of them because he did not  notify the quitting to the Academic Administration office.

Another important result the analysis provided is that there were 7 students who entered the University in 1998, and  these students said that they were in semester VI. This means that they are one year delayed, because they had to be in semester VIII since four years have passed since then 11 students attributed
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their subject failing to the relationship between students and professors. 

This reason is something that catches the attention: 

	          As a necessary part of this Final Report this information is presented : the main cause students said they had failed subjects is the teaching-learning methodology used, (supported by 11 cases). Subjects in which the phenomenon exists are “Metodos y Técnicas de Investigación“  with a frequency of 2 answers ;  3 answers for  Escultura I, II and III , and   the same frequency of 3 for Pintura I, II and III. The other three frequencies are dispersed into  two more different subjects.

	


Table N.3. Main causes that provoked subject failing according to students´opinion.  
	 No.
	Causes
	Frequency
	%

	1
	Lack of motivation-interest         
	4
	 14%

	2
	Teaching methodology
	4
	 14%

	3
	Relationship between professor and students.
	11
	 40%


        28

3. IDENTIFICATION WITH THE INSTITUTION :
 
In this section, the information presented concerns to how people consider themselves as students in the university. According to the analysis, when students were asked about what they think regarding their performance, seven students said they consider themselves as  “ good”. Even though, six of them had failed 2 subjects during their career. 
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Muy

orgulloso/a

Indiferente

Poco

orgulloso/a

Nada

orgulloso/a

P67 Como

se siente

en la UES

Total

1asignatura

2

asignaturas

3asignaturas

4

Asignaturas

5

Asignaturas

8Asignaturas

7

p.15 N° asignaturas reprobadas

Total

P67 Como se siente en la UES * p.15 N° asignaturas reprobadas Crosstabulation

    Table N. 4 Crosstab. Identification with the institution by subject failing.
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This graphic shows the following information : From 10 students only 8 replied to the question and 30 % interviewed students expressed that they would study at the UCA (Universidad Centroamericana). One subject would study at Matias Delgado which was a 10%, and finally, 6 students expressed they would study at different universities. Regarding the causes, 2 students affirmed that the reason why they would move was to get better quality in teaching. The same number of students attributed their reason to change university to study in a better infrastructure.
Graph N. 2. Universities Students would move if they had the opportunity.
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Table N.5. Reasons why students would study in a different University.     

	 
	 Prestige
	better administrative capacity  
	Better

Teaching

Quality 
	The career is legal
	  Better infrastructure
	There are better   didactical pedagogical resources
	  Missing          

  Cases
	Total

	 In which  

 university  

 would you  

 move?
	UCA
	1
	1
	1
	 
	 
	 
	 
	3

	 
	Matias Delgado
	 
	 
	 
	 
	1
	 
	 
	1

	
	Otra
	 
	 
	1
	1
	1
	1
	 
	4

	Total
	 
	1
	1
	2
	1
	2
	1
	2
	8
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It is important also to include something about how students feel regarding their career. The results show that they feel satisfied studying this career. Even though, as it was said before, they had thought of moving to another university, and they had failed more than one subject, too.  
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Table N.6. Cross tabulation of how do you feel with your major by subject failure.
Table N.7. Cross tabulation of the construct related with how they evaluated the classroom,
environment, and how they feel with their major.
	CLASSROOM ENVIRONMENT  


	P9 HOW DO YOU FEEL WITH YOUR MAJOR

	
	VERY SATISFIED
	SATISFIED
	INDIFFERENT
	LOW SATISFIED
	UNSATISFI –ED
	TOTAL

	300
	 
	 
	 
	 
	1
	1

	3.29
	 
	1
	 
	 
	 
	1

	3.43
	 
	1
	 
	 
	 
	1

	3.57
	1
	 
	 
	 
	 
	1

	3.71
	 
	2
	 
	1
	 
	3

	3.86
	 
	2
	 
	 
	 
	2

	4
	1
	 
	 
	 
	 
	1

	4.14
	1
	2
	1
	2
	 
	6

	4.29
	 
	1
	1
	2
	 
	4

	4.57
	 
	1
	 
	 
	 
	1

	4.71
	1
	3
	 
	 
	 
	4

	4.86
	 
	1
	 
	1
	 
	1

	5
	 
	 
	 
	1
	1
	2

	TOTAL
	4
	14
	2
	6
	2
	28
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The relationship between the infrastructure  and identification with the major was analyzed and it was found that they evaluated the different classrooms very negatively (from 3.0 to 5.0).  3 of the interviewed asserted they felt very satisfied with the major, but the rooms were classified as regular or defficient.

Table N.8. Cross tabulation of the variables how students feel with their major   and the number of failed subjects. 

	 
	 
	P 15 FAILED SUBJECTS

	 
	 
	1 SUBJECT
	2 SUBJECTS
	3 SUBJECTS
	4 SUBJECTS
	5 SUBJECTS
	8 SUBJECTS

	HOW DO YOU FEEL WITH

 YOUR  MAJOR?
	VERY SATISFIED
	1
	1
	1
	1
	 
	 

	
	SATISFIED
	1
	6
	5
	1
	 
	 

	
	INDIFFERENT
	1
	 
	 
	1
	 
	 

	
	LOW SATISFIED
	 
	 
	2
	1
	1
	2

	
	UNSATISFIED
	 
	 
	1
	 
	 
	 

	TOTAL
	 
	4
	7
	9
	4
	2
	1
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D. CURRICULAR CHANGES : About this area, there were 8 students who faced this kind of situation, ( 28%). The most common aspect was the lose credits when new curriculum was implemented. 

E. ADMINISTRATIVE PROCESSES: this reason shows  just three students who had this kind of problem. 
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X. HYPOTHESIS TESTING

A. The students subject failure in the school of Arts during semester 

      I-2000  was  influenced by professors´ methodology.

As it was presented in the hypothesis, subject failure was influenced by the academic and non academic factors. According to Pearson chi square figure had a result of 14.02 with a degree of freedom of 17. Based on the table of X²    the figure had to be 24.76.  Therefore, it is possible to reject this hypothesis for the School of Arts.

Table N. 9. Results about methodology 16.


[image: image2.wmf]14.025

a

17

.665

18.792

17

.341

.017

1

.898

28

Pearson

Chi-Square

Likelihood Ratio

Linear-by-Linear

Association

N of Valid Cases

Value

df

Asymp.

Sig.

(2-tailed)

Chi-Square Tests

36 cells (100.0%) have expected count less

than 5. The minimum expected count is .39.

a. 


35

B. Professors' interest in the teaching learning process influences students 

       subject failing in the School of Arts during semester I- 2000.

A percentage of 57% of the population reflected the lack of results   in professors´ interest as a result of failing subjects. However, according to statistical analysis of Pearson Chi square, the needed number to prove the hypothesis was 23.5; in the table of X² 15.95 was gotten. For instance, the hypothesis intended to relate professors interest and subject failure is not accepted in the School of Arts.


Table N.10. Results about interest.
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C. The student subject failure in the school of Arts during semester I- 2000  

       was influenced by students performance.

       
Based on the results of table 3, there is no possible relationship between this variable and students subject failing. What the table of this analysis shows is a 9.83 that does not get the figure of the X² table value that is of 14.68 with a degree of freedom of 9. then, the hypothesis is not accepted because 24 students affirmed they had good performance. However, 13 of them have failed more than 3 subject. 

Table N. 11. Results about performance.
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D. The students´ failure in the School of Arts during semester I- 2000    

          was influenced by students identification with the institution.

After the analysis of the chi- square test of Pearson, it was found that this hypothesis is rejected. Since the chi- square showed a figure of 16.01 with the degree of freedom of 18. The X² table reflects the figure to accept the hypothesis was 25.99 which clearly expressed that this non academic factor did not affect students´ subject failure.

                   Table N. 12. Results about student identification.     
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E. The students´ failure in the School of Arts during semester I- 2000 was   

    influenced by sex.

According to the results of the chi- square test of Pearson, we can say that the hypothesis 1.5 is not accepted. The chi- square showed a figure of 2.42 and the degree of freedom was 1, and according to the X² table this statistic result was close to the accepted value but not enough since the X²    result has to be 2.70 which only permit a 0.10% of the minimal permissible percentage of error.

                    Table N. 13. Results about sex.

[image: image10.wmf]8.054

a

6

.234

9.394

6

.153

1.017

1

.313

28

Pearson

Chi-Square

Likelihood Ratio

Linear-by-Linear

Association

N of Valid Cases

Value

df

Asymp.

Sig.

(2-tailed)

Chi-Square Tests

13 cells (92.9%) have expected count less

than 5. The minimum expected count is .36.

a. 


39

F.  Classroom environmental factors influenced students subjects failure in  

       the school of Arts during semester I- 2,000. 

As well as in professors' interest, the hypothesis classroom environmental factors affects subject failing, two constructs were necessary (From 0.5 to 2.5 which is the value in infrastructure, and 2.6 to 5 mean had a positive to classroom infrastructure condition).
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The Chi- square value obtained in Pearson Education Table was 81.67, the degree of freedom was 72 value that is not found in the table of X ² (see annexes). Therefore, it is not possible to statistically affirm that the hypothesis is not accepted; However, the 60 % prefer to give classroom anti-pedagogical conditions.
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Table 14. Results about classroom environment.
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As seen in table 2 and with the help of two constructs (from where # 1 went through 0.25 to 2.45, interval that meant Professors interest was Excellent, Very good, Good, or in any case, positive; The negative classification for teachers was from 2.50 to 5.00).

41

XI. CONCLUSIONS.

This process of research is really necessary for the education area and for any  field in life. Any person needs research in order to improve technological devices, medicine, appliances and any other utility in order to have a better life style. In Education is important to evaluate academic curricula, teories and improve process of teaching and learning, that is why it is considered this process a necessary tool for any student in tertiary education about to graduate.     


Main results in the School of Arts : Concerning subject failing, there were strong opinions about teacher-student relationship because the analysis presented a 40% that influenced negatively this phenomenon. On the other hand, it is important to say that the environmental factors also became part of the evaluation in aspects such as classroom cleanlyness, ilumination, noise, and the like ; and coincide with Human and Material resources such as easels, computer for graphic design, press ( a tool needed for the wood). All of them became an influence for subject failing.


In another respect, students from the population reflected a low quality in the professors´ teaching process. These are some factors that made 10 students consider to study in some other universities.
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XII. SUGGESTIONS


Regarding the process of this research, and with the aim of saving time, and help future researchers in developing effectively all the stages, the following observations are made :

A. Clearly define objectives from the beginning of the process, Attition and Subject Failing were the phenomenon to study. However, the focus was only in Subject Failing.

B. The findings, as important parts in the results, should be composed of hypothesis testing, In the results, only comments of percentages were made. Eventhough, at last and after turning in the results, the hypothesis testing had to be made.
RESULTS

ANNEXES

� EMBED Excel.Chart.8 \s ���





� EMBED Spsspv.Document  ���





� EMBED Spsspv.Document  ���














� EMBED Spsspv.Document  ���





� EMBED Spsspv.Document  ���





� EMBED Spsspv.Document  ���








[image: image12.wmf]3

1

6

1

5

4

1

3

2

0

1

0

0

1

0

5

10

Graph No. 1: Subject failed by sex

females 

3

6

5

1

2

1

0

males

1

1

4

3

0

0

1

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

7 

8 

[image: image13.wmf]Count

3

1

1

1

6

1

2

1

1

5

1

2

1

4

2

4

4

2

1

13

4

7

9

4

2

1

1

28

Muy

orgulloso/a

Indiferente

Poco

orgulloso/a

Nada

orgulloso/a

P67 Como

se siente

en la UES

Total

1asignatura

2

asignaturas

3asignaturas

4

Asignaturas

5

Asignaturas

8Asignaturas

7

p.15 N° asignaturas reprobadas

Total

P67 Como se siente en la UES * p.15 N° asignaturas reprobadas Crosstabulation

[image: image14.wmf]Count

1

1

1

1

4

1

6

7

1

5

2

1

9

1

1

1

1

4

2

2

1

1

1

1

4

14

2

6

2

28

1asignatura

2 asignaturas

3asignaturas

4 Asignaturas

5 Asignaturas

8Asignaturas

7

p.15 N°

asignaturas

reprobadas

Total

Muy

Satisfecho/a

Satisfecho/a

Indiferente

Poco

Satisfecho/a

Insatisfecho/a

P9Como se siente con carrera actual

Total

p.15 N° asignaturas reprobadas * P9Como se siente con carrera actual Crosstabulation

[image: image15.wmf]16.016

a

18

.591

19.346

18

.371

.276

1

.599

28

Pearson

Chi-Square

Likelihood Ratio

Linear-by-Linear

Association

N of Valid Cases

Value

df

Asymp.

Sig.

(2-tailed)

Chi-Square Tests

28 cells (100.0%) have expected count less

than 5. The minimum expected count is .14.

a. 

[image: image16.wmf]8.054

a

6

.234

9.394

6

.153

1.017

1

.313

28

Pearson

Chi-Square

Likelihood Ratio

Linear-by-Linear

Association

N of Valid Cases

Value

df

Asymp.

Sig.

(2-tailed)

Chi-Square Tests

13 cells (92.9%) have expected count less

than 5. The minimum expected count is .36.

a. 

[image: image17.wmf]81.667

a

72

.204

62.266

72

.787

1.228

1

.268

28

Pearson

Chi-Square

Likelihood Ratio

Linear-by-Linear

Association

N of Valid Cases

Value

df

Asymp.

Sig.

(2-tailed)

Chi-Square Tests

91 cells (100.0%) have expected count less

than 5. The minimum expected count is .04.

a. 

_1081130750.mpga
0.0


_1081166010.mpga
0.0


_1081170543.xls
Gráfico1

		1 asignatura		1 asignatura

		2 asignaturas		2 asignaturas

		3 asignaturas		3 asignaturas

		4 asignaturas		4 asignaturas

		5 asignaturas		5 asignaturas

		7 asignaturas		7 asignaturas

		8 Asignaturas		8 Asignaturas



females

males

Graph No. 1: Subject failed by sex

3

1

6

1

5

4

1

3

2

0

1

0

0

1



Hoja1

		EDAD Y PROMEDIOS		PORCENTAJES

		20		18.5

		21		3.7

		22		7.4

		23		3.7

		24		18.5

		25		3.7

		26		7.4

		27		3.7

		28		11.1

		29		11.1

		40		3.7

		54		7.4

		En  cuanto a concentración de edades, son cinco las personas que tienen 20 años

		porcentualmente hablando es nuestro 1.8 %, frecuencia se repite con los estudiantes que tienen 24 años, cifra se repite.





Hoja1

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0



EDAD Y PROMEDIOS

PORCENTAJES



Hoja2

		número de asignaturas repr.		females		males

		1 asignatura		3		1

		2 asignaturas		6		1

		3 asignaturas		5		4

		4 asignaturas		1		3

		5 asignaturas		2		0

		7 asignaturas		1		0

		8 Asignaturas		0		1





Hoja2

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0



females

males

reprobacion de asignaturas por sexo



Hoja3

		UNIVERSIDAD

		UCA		3

		MATIAS DELGADO		1

		OTRA		4





Hoja3

		0

		0

		0



UNIVERSIDAD A LA QUE ME CAMBIARIA




_1081173797.mpga
0.0


_1081168341.mpga
0.0


_1081131275.mpga
0.0


_1081165893.mpga
0.0


_1081130846.mpga
0.0


_1081127283.mpga
0.0


_1081128279.mpga
0.0


_1070010016.xls
Gráfico2

		UCA

		MATIAS DELGADO

		OTRA



University  I would move.

UCA 30%

OThers 60%

MATIAS DELGADO10%

3

1

3.7821011673



Hoja1

		EDAD Y PROMEDIOS		PORCENTAJES

		20		18.5

		21		3.7

		22		7.4

		23		3.7

		24		18.5

		25		3.7

		26		7.4

		27		3.7

		28		11.1

		29		11.1

		40		3.7

		54		7.4

		En  cuanto a concentración de edades, son cinco las personas que tienen 20 años

		porcentualmente hablando es nuestro 1.8 %, frecuencia se repite con los estudiantes que tienen 24 años, cifra se repite.





Hoja1

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0



EDAD Y PROMEDIOS

PORCENTAJES



Hoja2

		número de asignaturas repr.		females		males

		1 asignatura		3		1

		2 asignaturas		6		1

		3 asignaturas		5		4

		4 asignaturas		1		3

		5 asignaturas		2		0

		7 asignaturas		1		0

		8 Asignaturas		0		1





Hoja2

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0



females

males

reprobacion de asignaturas por sexo



Hoja3

		UNIVERSIDAD

		UCA		3

		MATIAS DELGADO		1

		OTRA		3.7821011673





Hoja3

		0

		0

		0



UNIVERSIDAD A LA QUE ME CAMBIARIA




