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Overview

• Review the surveys

– Community College Survey of Student Engagement 

(CCSSE)

– Community College Faculty Survey of Student 

Engagement (CCFSSE)

• Time use questions on both surveys

• Research on student time use behavior and academic 

performance

• Impact of time use on self-reported GPA



Overview

• Exploratory subgroup analysis of student time-use

• Faculty Perceptions of time use compared to Student’s 

reported use of time

• Discussion

– Impact of Faculty perceptions of student time use and 

availability academic expectations

– Future research



CCSSE

The CCSSE survey asks students about their college 

experiences —

• how they spend their time; 

• what they feel they have gained from their classes; 

• how they assess their relationships and interactions with 

faculty, counselors, and peers; 

• what kinds of work they are challenged to do; 

• how the college supports their learning; and so on.



CCSSE Benchmarks

The five CCSSE benchmarks are:

• Active and Collaborative Learning

• Student Effort

• Academic Challenge

• Student-Faculty Interaction

• Support for Learners

Benchmark scores are standardized so that all CCSSE 

Cohort respondents have a mean of 50 and standard 

deviation of 25



CCSSE

•



CCSSE at ACC

• Five administrations of CCSSE at ACC (2002, 

2003, 2005, 2007, 2010, 2013) 

• Most Recent  administration Spring 2013

• Percent of target = 64%



CCFSSE

• Asks faculty about:

– Perceptions of student experiences 

– Teaching practices 

– Institutional practices

• Also focuses on student engagement 



CCFSSE

The Community College Faculty Survey of Student 

Engagement (CCFSSE) 

• elicits information from faculty about their 

perceptions regarding students' educational 

experiences, 

• their teaching practices, and 

• the ways they spend their professional time—

both in and out of the classroom.



CCFSSE



CCFSSE at ACC

– Community College Faculty Survey of Student 

Engagement (CCFSSE; Spring 07,10,13)

– N=692 responded out of 2,064, response rate=33.5%



Specific Time Oriented Items



Student Time Use



Empirical Research on Student Time 

• There is empirical support for perceived relationship 

between student time use (“time management”) and 

academic performance

– Research has found a positive correlation between a person’s 

ability to manage his/her time and academic performance 

(Britton & Tesser, 1991; Conte 1996; Macan, Shahani, Dipboye

& Phillips, 1990).  

– Conte (1996), for example, in a meta-analysis reported a mean 

corrected correlation of r = .31 between time management and 

academic performance. 

– Class attendance strong predictor of class grades and GPA 

(Crede, Roch & Kiesczynka, 2010)



Non-Academic (Psych-Social) Factors

Lotkowski, Robbins & North (2004). The role of academic and non-academic factors in improving college retention.



CCSSE Time-use Items & GPA Correlation Matrix



CCSSE Time-use Items and Benchmark 

Scores Correlation Matrix



CCSSE Time-use Items and Faculty 

Interaction items Correlation Matrix



Research on Student time Use

• Why isn’t the correlation higher between Preparing for 

Class and GPA?

– Control variables

– Performance = Ability*Motivation

– Quality of studying moderates the relationship between time 

spent and GPA (Noonis & Hudson, 2006)

• What do you think?



Number of Hours Spent Studying 

CCSSE National Results

• Number of hours spent studying at the community 

college level is shockingly low for many students!

– National Results of CCSSE (N=431,319)

– Hours spent preparing for class < = 10

• All 70.7%

• Full-time 63.1%

• Part-time 76.1%



Number of Hours Spent Studying 

CCSSE National Results



Sub-group Analysis

• Subgroup Analysis

– This is not that hard to do

– Valuable as discussion point for the feedback of CCSSE results



Sub-group Analysis

Pay Work and Dependent Care Hours Combined

< = 20 hours 22 - 40 hours > 42 hours

Studying N % N % N %

None 4 1% 0 0% 1 1%

1-5 hours 76 27% 1 9% 30 38%

6-10hours 70 25% 4 36% 20 25%

11-20hours 83 29% 4 36% 19 24%

21-30 hours 30 11% 2 18% 7 9%

More than 30 hours 20 7% 0 0% 2 3%

Total 283 100% 11 100% 79 100%

Note: > 42 hours includes students who selected response options 4,5 working for pay (PAYWORK) and 4,5 for 

Dependent Care (CAREDE01) so at a minimum the hours together would be 42 hours.



Assumptions of student workload?

• Is there an assumption that students are spending their 

time working or dependent care and that is why they are 

not studying more?

• What do you think?



High Expectations Matter

• Importance of high faculty expectations!

Community College Survey of Student Engagement (CCSSE). (2008). High Expectations 

and High Support.



Student Perceptions of Faculty Expectations



Faculty Perceptions and Student 

behavior

Do faculty perceptions and student self reported behavior 

agree as to the amount of time typically spent on the 

CCSSE and CFSSE?

Question # 1 Preparing for class

Question # 2 Working

Question # 3 Participating in college sponsored activities

Question # 4 Dependent Care

Question # 5 Commuting



Hypotheses

Null hypothesis: No difference

Research hypothesis: There is a difference



t test significant differences

About how many hours do you spend in 

a typical 7-day week

Mean Survey Response t-test

Faculty Students Difference t Significance

Preparing for class 1.7 2.0 -0.3 -4.9 p < .01

Working for pay 3.9 3.1 0.8 7.9 p < .01

Participating in college sponsored 

activities 0.8 0.2 0.6 7.9 p < .01

Providing care for dependents 3.0 1.3 1.7 18.5 p < .01

Commuting to and from classes 1.5 1.3 0.2 4.1 p < .01

Mean (scale 0 to 5)

0=none, 1=1 to 5 hours, 2=6 to 10 hours ,3=11 to 20 hours ,

4=21 to 30 hours ,5=more than 30 hours



Preparing for Class: Student responses vs. 

Faculty perceptions (Institution 2013)



Preparing for Class: Student responses vs. 

Faculty perceptions (National, 2014)



Working for pay: Student responses vs. 

Faculty perceptions (Institution 2013)



Working for pay: Student responses vs. 

Faculty perceptions (National 2014)



College sponsored activities: Student responses 

vs. Faculty perceptions (Institution 2013)



College sponsored activities: Student responses 

vs. Faculty perceptions (National 2014)



Dependent Care: Student responses vs. Faculty 

perceptions (Institution 2013)



Dependent Care: Student responses vs. Faculty 

perceptions (National 2014)



Commuting: Student responses vs. Faculty 

perceptions (Institution 2013)



Commuting: Student responses vs. Faculty 

perceptions (National 2014)



Discussion

• How are you using your CCSSE/CFSSE results

• Have you looked at faculty expectations

• Future directions for research

– More complex analysis: Cluster analysis to identify 

clusters of students

– Hierarchical linear regression for impact of time on 

student performance

– Predictors of faculty expectations
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