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Thoughts/Reactions: 
Through the findings of the NSSE, I was astonished to learn that public institutions are 
challenging “conventional wisdom” with respect to positive shifts in student performance.  I 
recognize the NSSE isn’t able to share all of the reasons for why one particular trend is 
occurring, yet I find this significant.  The NSSE is challenging a commonly held belief and 
stigma regarding the state of American higher education.  Typically, one associates larger course 
sizes, little professor-student interaction, difficulty with engagement and a sense of obscured 
community with public, state-funded institutions.  Apparently, this is no longer the case for a 
number of urban or public institutions.  How and why? 

In The American Freshmen, I wasn’t surprised by the fact that concerns regarding the ability to 
finance an education are at an all time high.  What surprised me more than anything is that 
business, as a field of study, is no longer appearing to be a practical (or desired) field.  The 
authors allude to the economic downturn as a source of dissuasion from studying business, 
particularly when citing that the job market is affecting one’s decisions with respect to a field of 
study.  I wonder if this trend will continue, and if so, what will become of the state of business. 
To me, it would seem logical for students to turn to business, as I believe (recognizing my own 
bias) that it’s a relevant field in need of study and restructuring.   

Critiques/Concerns: 
One of my criticisms, directed toward the IES report, involves providing (or, in this case not 
providing) context concerning the increase or decrease in student enrollment.   Obviously, 
changes within postsecondary education are presented in this report; however, the “why” 
pertaining to said changes or the implications surrounding trends are not addressed.  Is there a 
preference used by certain groups? 

I’ve recognized my need for context while reading these different articles, as illustrated by my 
previous critique.  I wonder if this approach will remain practical when researching areas of 
higher education or if it might potentially hinder my ability to fully engage with the material. 

Questions: 
With what degree of skepticism (or general acceptance) should student affairs professionals view 
statistical findings?  Should statistical findings (see Astin) spark additional inquiry or satisfy 
questions addressing student trends within higher education? 
 
Is it common for scholars or researchers to cite their own work?  This is in reference to Astin’s 
work. 



In The American Freshmen, I found it fascinating that two-thirds of incoming first-year students 
report to have taken at least one AP course in high school, yet many believe that they will need 
supplemental instruction when in college.  If AP courses are meant to prepare students for 
college-level studies, why does a sense of anxiety prevail?  Is it the way in which universities 
have begun marketing programs, or perhaps matters of finance that create this belief in the need 
for tutoring?  What factors should we, as professionals entering into the field, examine when 
looking at one’s motivation for academic success? 

	  


