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Relation between types of student general attitudes
on selecting classes and academic grades (2).

— Gender differences and general attitudes on selecting classes —
Koshi Makino and Roger Williams

Abstract

The purposes of this study were to investigate the gender differences of students' general atti-
tudes on selecting classes and relation between those types and academic grades. Undergraduate
students (N 243) 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,“ Preference to easy class’ ;' Excellence of class contents’ ;' Utility of class contents’ . (2)
Female students received higher examination scores than male students. There was no difference
in the three factors based on gender. (3)Students who attach more importance to* utility of
class contents” received higher examination scores than those who attach less importance. These
findings mostly support Makino (2001d) .
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Table

11 .654 .091 .004 .436
16 .653 .080 .006 .433
18 .653 .008 .035 427
.643 .049 .015 .416
21 .568 .391 .260 .543
19 .546 .090 .027 .307
.532 .056 .130 .303
.189 .711 .104 .552
14 422 .664 .145 .640
10 .391 .649 .221 .623
20 .254 .617 .016 .446
OHP .042 .532 .132 .302
13 .290 .502 .280 .415
.028 .502 .237 .309
12 .166 .482 .285 .341
139 .080 .745 .581
17 .049 .024 .688 476
.150 132 .678 .499
.200 .047 .509 .302
15 312 .390 457 457
100 .231 .221 .313 .200

n 243
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Table M 80.66 M 57.33
t(191) 8.30 p .01
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30 30
Table
t(120)=1.58
Table
80.66 57.33
n 99 n 94
2.63 2.69
4.15 4.15
3.60 3.53
n 118 n 114
100 (
69.30 22.59
p .01)
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Table

M 1.93 M 3.37 M 3.61 M 4.67 M 2.84 M 4.22
n 62 n 60 n 61 n 56 n 67 n 68
70.61 64.05 69.43 72.09 61.85 76.87
(22.08) (23.66)  (18.40) (21.78)  (25.28) (18.13)
p .01)
n.s. t(115)=0.72 n.s. M
76.87 M 61.85 t(133)=3.96 p .01)
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