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Relation between types of student general attitudes
on selecting classes and academic grades (1).

— A classification of types of general attitudes on selecting classes —
Koshi Makino

Abstract

The purposes of present study were to classify types of undergraduate student’s attitudes on
selecting classes and investigate relation between those types and academic grades. Undergrad-
uate students (N 114) took part in this survey by completing a questionnaire. The main
results were as follows (1)Three factors were found about student’s attitudes on selecting
classes, that is,” Easiness of getting credits’ ,“ Excellence in contents of class’ ,“ Utility of
the class’ . (2)The students were classified into 3 types based on attitudes on selecting classes
by cluster analysis. These were students who prefer classes in which it is easy to get credits,
students who prefer classes with good and useful contents, and students who have no significant
orientations. (3)Among 3 types, there were no difference in examination score and academic
grades. Findly, it was suggested that general student’s attitudes on selecting classes might
influence the active attitude in class, after al, those attitudes cause good grades.
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Table 2
Table 1
10. .759 .246 .397 .795
2. . 744 .100 .053 .566
14. .743 .234 .354 .733
21. .713 .276 .083 .592
16. .692 .279 .039 .558
20. .583 .189 .430 .560
11. ( ) .457 .227 .124 .275
8. .014 .789 .126 .639
12. ( .155 .653 .134 .469
9. OHP .029 .632 .124 .416
15. .047 .607 .292 .456
13. .007 .565 .204 .360
5. 177 .451 .300 .325
3. .062 .302 .800 .735
17. .097 .286 .713 .600
1. .060 .344 .615 .500
7. .393 .163 .123 .196
19. .296 .058 277 .168
4. .118 .355 .162 .166
6. 100 .106 .301 .034 .103
18. .466 .485 .048 .455
N 114
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Table 2

12
46
26
30

Table 2

a)
114 3.14(0.74) 4.12(0.59) 3.89(0.89)
12 4.13(0.45) 3.82(0.41) 3.94(1.02)
46 2.87(0.57) 4.43(0.34) 4.44(0.35)
26 3.18(0.58) 3.49(0.57) 3.20(0.88)
30 3.14(0.83) 4.31(0.47) 3.59(0.89)

F(2,81)" 23.93 39.74 26.83
? 1 2,3 2 1,3 1,2 3
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Table 3 F(2,81) 0.77, ns

Table 3
1999
Table 3
a) b)
50
114 28.71(11.30) 30.7
12 25.50(11.52) 33.3
46 29.24(11.12) 30.4
26 30.50(11.89) 38.5
30 27.63(10.58) 23.3
F(2,81)" 0.77
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