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4 DESCRIFPTORS- #*JUNIOR COLLEGES, #STUDENT CHARACTERISTICS,
*COLLEGE BOUND STUDENTS, SOCIOECONOMIC INFLUENCES, HIGHER
ECUCATION, SECONDARY SCHOOL STUDENTS, QUESTIONNAIRES,

DELAWARE,

3 THIS IS A STUDY OF WHO GOES TO COLLEGE, WHY HE CHOOSES A
: PARTICULAR COLLEGE, HIS INTEREST IN A LOCAL 2-YEAR COLLEGE,

E AND THE COURSE IT SHOULD FROVIDE. OF SIX VARIABLES RELATED TO
! FOST-HIGH SCHOOL FLANS (SEX, ACADEMIC ABILITY, SOCIOECONOMIC
STATUS, COLOR, RESIDENCE, AND KIND OF HIGH SCHOOL), THE FIRST
3 THREE WERE MOST INFLUENTIAL. A QUESTIONNAIRE, SENT TO 4¢

: PERCENT (3,476) OF THE STATE'S SENIOR HIGH STUDENTS, SHOWED
THAT (1) ABOUT HALF FLANNED ON COLLEGE AND A FIFTH EXPECTED
T0 WORK, (2) WHITE MALES WITH HIGH GRADES AND HIGH STATUS
FAMILIES WERE MOST LIKELY TO FLAN ON COLLEGE, (3) CAREER
SBETTERMENT WAS THE PREFERRED REASON FOR POST-HIGH SCHOOL
TRAINING, (4) ABOUT HALF THE STUDENTS PLANNEC TO ATTEND A
COLLEGE WITHIN THE STATE, (5) FARTICULAR COURSES AND HIGH
ACADEMIC RATING MOST INFLUENCED THE CHOICE OF A COLLEGE, (6)
HIGH ACADEMIC STANDING WAS A COLLEGE'S MOST IMFORTANT
ATTRIBUTE, (7) DELAWARE UNIVERSITY ENJOYED A HIGH REFUTATION,
THE STATE COLLEGE AND THE ONLY JUNIOR CULLEGE SLIGHTLY LESS,
(8) FEWER THAN TWO-FIFTHS WERE INTERESTED IN A LOCAL TWO-YEAR
COLLEGE, AND (9) OF THESE, THREE-FIFTHS EXPECTED VOCATIONAL
TRAINING. AMONG THE INCIDENTAL FINDINGS, IT WAS OBSERVED THAT
SELECTION OF A COLLEGE DEPENDS ON MANY FACTORS, SOME HAVING
LITTLE TO DO WITH EDUCATION ITSELF--EITHER ITS EXCELLENCE OR

ITS UTILITY. (HH)
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CHAPTER I
PURPCSE OF THE STUDY

In the companion volume¥* to this report, it was shown that Delaware's
population has increassed significantly in recent years and is expected to

continue to grow, at least into the forseeable future. Paralleling this

R TR R G R v St B O TN A e sy ey

inerease in population has been the substantial growth in college and

-
2

university enrollments. For exemple, the number of full-time undergrad-
uates enrolled in Delaware institutions of higher education increased

4 from approximately 2,000 in 1952 to slightly more than 6,900 in 1966.

This was more than a threefold increase in 15 years. From projections
made in the study, it was also shown that Delaware full-time undergraduate

enrollments are expected to continue te increase to approximately

X ek, .y " < ad
T S (T L ALY

: 13,700 by 1975.
Although these projections indicate a rather substantial anticipated

increase, it is necessary to keep in mind when interpreting these data

SRS SR T £ Taeattiony

that the projections were made under the assumption that the proportion

N

g of high school graduates which attend out-of-state institutions will

remein approximately the same during the projection period. In a recent

i PN »
KRR Foer

report prepared by the State of Delaware Department of Public Instruction,

4 ¥Brown, C. Harold, Demographic Factors Associated with Higher
Education in Delawesre and Fnrollme:nt Projections from 1966 t0 1975,
Division of Urban Affairs, University of Delaware, October 1966.
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it wes shown that of those who went to college about one-hslf of the

1965 high school graduates (excluding Wilmington) were attending out-of-

gstate institutions., ILittle is known in a systematic way as to why
Delaware exports such & large proporiion of its coliege students., With
increasing costs and institutions in other states also experiencing
substantial "growth pains,"” this pattern could well change. Obviously,
if more Delaware high school graduates decide to attend local institutions
ratrer than out-of-state schools the projections could be significantly
affected. Further, recent approval by the State legislature to create
twe publicly supported two-year institutions will slso have an effect on
future enrollments in Delaware. The extent and manner of the impact is
difficult to determine at this tiwme because the programs are presently
bteing developed., For these reasons, it was decided that in order to more
adequately plan for future higher educational facilities in Delaware
additional information needed to be generated concerning the post-high
school plans of Delaware youth. The development of these data comstitutes
the purpose of this resesrch.

This study, then, is the second phase of a two-part research design.
The first part involved & study of demographic factors which were
related to the potential number of students who may attend institutions
of higher learning in the State. This included & forecast of full-time
college and university undergraduate enrollments in Delaware institutions
of higher education to the year 1975. The second part of the research,

reported in the present study, involves an examination of post-high school

-2 -




'\:‘:«’"' AT

sk B ety

o M s ofe e aart B o
TV DNAI 2 ik i

.
o senitaisas,

TGRS I

il st s

o
RATIIRYARAR oy

P
B S v Ay 2L

T

A Ay N A

b
@

plans for a sample of Delawere high school seniors. The focus of the

study centers on the questions of who goes to college, where do they

plan to attend, and what are the factors involved in the selection of a

school.

The g=neral scope and content of the present project may be cutlined

as follows:

L.

2.

3
a4

5e

An analysis of post-high school plans of Delawere high school

seniors.

Of those who plan on post-high scheol training, an examination
of where they plan to attend and reasons for selection of the
particular college which they plan to attend.

To ascertain students’ interest in attending a local two-year
institution and the courses which they would be interested in
taking.

An investigation of ‘the high school geniors' perception of
Delaware institutions of higher education.

A determination of the characteristics of colleges which students

consider most important when selecting a school.

This research is an effort to provide the Higher Educational Aid

Advisory Commission of Delaware with information and analyses which have

a bearing on the state's future needs for higher educational academic

facilitles.




CHAPTER II
PREVIOUS RESEARCH

Muach research has been done by sociologists, educators, and guidance
per~onnel concerning post-high school plans of youth. Most of the studies
have dealt with the question of who goes to college, but little has been
done with regard to the question of why a particular school was selected.
In this review both ereas of concern will be investigated.

Further, very little research has Lee: made on the subject of
students? motives for deciding to continue or not to continue tneir
education. A study made by Beezer and Hjelm (2. p.11) reveals that the
most common reasons for going to college are to prepare for a vocation,
to get a liberal education, to make more money, to be independent, to
enjoy school, and to make friends and helpful connections. Berdie
(5, p.140) end Siccum (26, pp.588-589) found that emong students who
plan to go to college, those who go for academic or vocational reasons
are more likely to carry out thzir plans than those who go for reasons
such as financial rewards or to satisfy social or athletic aspirations.
In the Beezer and Hjelm study (2, p.1l2), they also found that among
students who do not plan to go to college the reasons most frequently

gstated are to be independent and to start meking money.
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Significant Variables
Msny factors may be related to the decision-making process among
young people as they make post-high school plens. The attributes of sex,
color, academic ability, socioeconomic status, place of residence, and
type of high school which the student attended are variables which have
& high probability of being sociologicelly significant as they relate to
the student's post~-high school plans. In general, these are the varisbles

wki: are herein reviewed.

Sex

Ample evidence supports the position that the college-going patterns
of meles are substantially different than those of females. Berdie and
Hood (7, p.116) and Beezer and Hjelm (2, p.t) found that male students
were rmch more likely to be planning to go to college than were female
students. Sewell (24, pp.24-38) has observed that differences in college
plans exist not only between the sexes, but in each sex category as well.
Socioeconomic status and intelligence seem to explain most of the
varietion of college plans among female high school students. Among boys,
hovever, community of residence is the major factor which accounts for
much of the difference of college aspirations. The failure of able rural
and farm boys to plen on college contributes to most of\the variation of
college plans betwesn communities. Intelligence and socloeconomic level
accounted for little of the difference of the college aspirations of
male high school students. Several studies have indicated that students

who plan to attend college tend to change over the four-year period in
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high school. This change, however, assumes & different trend for each
sex. According to Cutright {11, p.296) and McDill and Colemen (A9, p.915); 3
the motivation of males to go to college is high through all four years 5

of nigh school while the level of female intention steadily declines over

the same period.

Color

Most of the studies found in this review did not consider color a
me.jor veriable. Therefore, 1ittle research has been reported which

examines differences between and among racial categories. Beezer and 2

Hielm (2, p.20) found that a significantly greater proportion of white

high school students went to college than 4id Negro high school students.
Interestingly enough, this same study showed that there was only a slight
sex difference in the porportion of male and female Negro graduates who 3
enrolled in college, the percentage being slightly higher for girls. 9

Among whites, however, the percentage of male students who emrciied in i‘

college was substantially greater than the percentege of female students.
Middleton end Grigg (21, p.352) had similar findings even when rural-urban
differences were compared across color and sex categories. A significant
difference was found in the college plans of urban and rural students for
white meles and females but not for Negro males and females, In other
words, Negro educational aspirations remained fairly constant between
urban end rural areas, while the educational aspirations of whites greatly
ineressed from rural to urben areas for males and females. These

findings suggest that not only does a smaller proportion of Negroes go to

-6 -
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college than whites, but also for the Negroes there was little difference
: between males and females and between students who lived in rural and

3 urban &reas with regard to their post-high school plans.

Academic Ability

Regardless of how academic ability is measured, most studies have

shovn this to be one of the more powerful predictors of post-high school

LS e vy

plens. Sewell and Armer (25, p.16l4), Berdie and Hood (7, P.79), and
Little (17, p.30) found that from approximately three-fifths to four-fifths
é of the high ability students plan to attend college. Berdie (5, P.105)
concluded that the highly capable students plan on college almost twice

as frequently as do students in general. However, Michael (20, pp.592-593)
shows that although a very large proportion of the high ability students

) are college bound, this proportion varies considerably within the high

3 ability group itself. Michael's study indicates that other factors

beside intelligence and scholastic achievement, such as family status and
high school climate, also influence post-high school plans. These other

variables will be considered subsequently.

Socioeconomic Status

T
RLLS »,'\, B

In most of the studiee reviewed, the occupation and education of the

parents were used as indicators of the family's socioeconomic status.

A Ao St S et
TR RLEDR Y ARV

In studies made by Ezell and Tate (1%, pp.220-221), Schwarzweller
(23, p.255), and Slocum (26, pp.558-589), it was found that students who

come from higher status homes are much more likely t¢ go to college than

-7 -
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ere students from lower status homes. In each of these studies, however,
the effect of the parental socioeconomic status on college plans becomes

less important as the ability and achievement of the high school

students increases.

Place of Residence

One of the major concerns of a number of studies is the difference
beween urben and rural students and their college aspirations. Findings
by Berdie (5, p.113) and Elder (13, p.33) indicate that farm-reared
youth were much less likely to plan to go to college than were nonfarm
youth. In more general terms, Sewell (2k, Pp.27-28) concluded that the

proportion of high school seniors planning on college tends to increese

as community size increases. In these studies 1t was also found that the
community of residence has a differential effect on the post->’gh school
plans of males and females. That 1s, urban young men were much more
likely to plen on college than were rural young men. On the other hand,

the relationship between community of residence and college plans for

girls was very small. In another study, Sewell and Armer (25, p.164)
investigated the effects of commnity environment or "neighborhood
context" on students' educational aspirations. The authors concluded
that neighborhood context explained very little of the variation in

college plans once the variance due to sex, family gsocioeconomic status,

and intellipence was eliminated.

Proximity to & College

It is generally assumed that nearness to college opportunities

increases college attendance among high school students. Findings from
-8-
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studies made by Sewell (24, p.35) and Little (17, pp.39-47) indicated
that there was no clesrcut reletionship between college attendance and
the proximity of instituticns of higher leerning to the homes of

;g gtudents. This was particularly true for students who planned to attend
) a four-year institution. On the other hand, Beezer and Hjelm (2, p.32)
found that approximately three-fifths of the students attending junior

E colleges lived withirn easy commuting distance of the colleges they were
] attending., These findings suggest that the degrez of relationship
betveen college proximity and college attendance appears to be dependent

% upon the type of college present in a community and the extent of the

3 education sought by the residents.

High School Characteristics

O —

Size. Slocum (26, p.587) concluded thet there was a definite
tendency for students in larger schools to plan on college more frequently
than those in smaller schools. Colemsn (10, p.271) found that the .
proportion of college-bound boys is generally higher in larger schools
than in smeller schools, while the reverse is true for girls; college-~

going tends to be higher among girls in smaller schools than in larger

G e

: schaols. Idttle (17, pp.17-18), however, suggests that when variations
due to the occupational and educationsl backgrounds of the parents are

eliminated, then the difference in school silze does not appear to be an

importent factor.

Teachers and Guidance Counselors, Information dealing with the

4 degree of influence of teachers and guidance personnel on the decision of

-9 -
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high school students who go to college is very limited. Beezer and

Hjelm (2) concluded thet decisions made by the mejority of students
concerning post-high school\education were relatively uninfluenced by
teachers and guldance personnel. The influence of teachers and counselors
seems to be especially weak among the youth who did not plan to attend

college.

School Environment. Although the evidence is inconclusive, lole

(12, p.566), McDill and Coleman (19, pp.122-123), and Slocum (26, p.587)
nave claimed that variation in college entrance rates among schools is
in part due to differences in high school environments. The high school
"olimate" 1s thought to be independent of the individual attributes of
any senior attending that school. Michael (20, Pp.585-595) found that
although the educational milieu does exert some influence on college
attendance rates, these rates are still best predicted by individual
ability and family background., He concluded that knowledge of the
educational climate merely reinforces the predictability of a student's
.college plans; knowledge of e high school context is useful in explaining
whv similer individuals in different environments arrive at different
decisions. Wilson (27, pp.836-845) came to an even stronger conclusion
when he stated that differences in school contexts significantly affect .
the educationsl aspirations of high school boys when relevent "personal
veriebles"--father's occupetion and education, mother’s education, school
grades, and IQ scores--were controlled. (Colemsn (10, Pp.115-117) found
that over the four-year period of the high school education, the factors
that make schools different have a grester impect on girls' college

- 10 -
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intentions than on boys'. Coleman claims that the college plans for
girls are highly influenced by the high school climate. In some high
schools college sttendance has high prestige for girls, while in others
it has little. Coleman contends that there 1s & decided distinction in
the minds of most high school students between scholastic achievement
and college attendance. Cne does not necessarily relate to the other;
the first is an academic orientation, while the second is & social
orientation.

Peer Groups. The relationship between peer-group influences and

educational aspirations appears tc be complex and difficult to analyze.
For example, in a study by Haller and Butterworth (15, pp.289-295) the
correlations between pairs of persons who chose each other as best friends
and their levels of aspirations were so inconsistent that the authors
were forced to reject the hypothesis that peers tend to inifluence each
other's level of educetionel aspiration. Dete from a study made by
Alexander and Campbell (1, 1v.568-575) indicate that friemndships, and
especially reciprocal friendships among male high school senlors, affect
both college plans and attendance. Xis findings indicate that a student
is more likely to say that he plans to attend college or even expresses
a desire to go, even though he does not reelly expect to attend, if

his best friend plans to go to college. In support of these findings
Coleman and MeDill (18, pp.905-915) have similar evidence from their
studies which indicates that peer-group status influences college plans.
For example, students with positive college plans are more adt to galn
prestige in a high school peer-group system than were those witi negative

- 11 -
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college plans. Conversely, throughout the four years of high school,
those students in high stetus positions in the peer group are more likely
to change to a positive orientation toward college than a negative
orientation. This is particularly true in those high schools where
college attendance is highly velued and socisl status in school becomes

an importent factor in helping to explain the variation of college plans

among students.

Summaxry
From the ebove review of the literature, various Pactors were found

to be related to college attendance. These include sex, intellligence,

socioeconomic status of the family, color, yrlace of residence, proximity
to college, and type of school from which the student graduated. Of
these factors, the variables of sex, acedemic sbility, and socioeconomic
gtatus of the family seem to be the most nowerful predictors of post-high
school plans. The other variables appear to have & secondary or
reinforeing effect on the decision-making process among high school youth.

The preceeding pages are by no meens exhaustive of the information
presently available on the post-high school plans of youth, but it is
felt to be representative., Some of the research may not be directly
relevent to this project, but the decision was made to include them 1n
the review. This survey of the literature hus been presented as &
prologue to give the reader some indication of the veried types of work
that have already been done and to thereby help form a general background
of knowledge. In this way it is hoped that the following study on post-
high school plans among Delaware high school seniors will be more

meaningful and significant.
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CHAPTER IIX

METHODOLOGY

Research Desggg

It was decided that the best procedure for accomplishing the

objectives cf this analysis would be to administer a questionnaire to

a sample of Delaware high school seniors in the State. A schedule of

CNENTH . R e L et o
LB A U 2, A A 2 I A S A st N

§ questions was designed and pretested by personnel from the Division of .
% Urban Affeirs of the University of Delaware. This instrument was g
é constructed so as to elicit information from the high school seniors %
j concerning what they planned to do upon graduation from high school and i
; the reasons for the particular decisions which they made. For that part. i'
\5 of the sample which planned to take post-high school training, questions i
é wvere designed in order to learn vhere they planned to attend and reasons ;
§ for selection of a particular school. Included in the schedule were z
§ questions concerning the students' interest in attending a local two-year ?
5 institution and what courses they would be interested in teking. A series i
g of questions were also included in an effort to determine the high school ;,
% seniors' perception of Delaware institutions of higher education. é.
% Finally, items were included in the questiomnaire to learn from the E
g students what attributes of a college they considered important when %
] selecting a school. %“
13 -
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L3 Semple Description

In March and April of 1966 the questionnaire was administeved to

ANDIFTy

seniors in 27 high schools in Delaware. It was felt that by the end of

SRS e

March the majority of the seniors would have formelized their post-high

school plans. The high schools which were chosen by uce cof a table of

BRI,

S

random numbers constituted a 50 percent sample of all the public and

private secondary schools in Delaware. In the sample there were 20 public

- A}
oty

3 high schools which had 2,883 seniors and 7 private and parochial schools

AR

which had 593 seniors, Table 1. The putlic school sample was stratified
s0 as to have & 50 percent representation from each of the three counties
in Delaware. Thié stratification was based upon the assumption that

: New Castle, Kent, and Sussex Counties represent distinct social and
economic divieions of the State as well as geographic sectors. The
private and parochial schools were not so stratified; however, because the
vast majority of these schools are situated in New Castle County. The

number of seniors actually interviewed amounted to about 49 percent of

the estimated total senior high schocl population.

Sample Validity
= In an effort to sartially validate the data, findings from the

present sample were compared with information on the 1965 Delaware high
school graduates, Table 2. It was assumed that there would be little

; differences in the actual sctivities of the 1965 graduates and the

3 anticipated activities of the 1566 seniors. It must be remembered that

the information from the present study evolved out of what a semple of

K - 14 -
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; TABLE 1

3 DISTRIBUTION OF THE SAMPLE OF DELAWARE HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS
3 BY COUNTY AND TYPE OF HIGH SCHOOL, 1966
:: Number Percent

- X New Cagtle

Public 1,769 50.9

Nt X

Parochial 405 11,6

e R s,
SR N

Private 135 3.9

MY s

YT,
HCAY

. Kent

AR

5 Public 583 16,8
Parcchial 53 1.5

Sussex

Public 331 15.3

NI e N v

S

TOTAL 3,476 100.0

.5 Percents may not total 100 due to rounding.
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1966 high school seniors say they plan to do. Deta for the 1965 high
school graduates report what they were actually doing after graduation.
This informetion was developed by counselors from each of the high
schools in the State, except for the schools in Wilmington, and was
revorted in & study prepared by Marion B. Miller of the State Department

of Public Instruction.* When the data from each of thegse studies were

ERA AP bR i O N

~ srtoner s flh2
R

compared the distributions are quite similar, Table 2. For example,

e

16 percent of the 1965 high school graduates were enrolled in the

28 wenis sk o :.-’~ o

University of Delaware while approximately 20 percent of the 1966 high

A A S S A it

; school seniors indicated that they planned to enroll in the Universitye.
; From this it cen be seen that the proportion of 1965 graduates which

3 actually enrolled in Delaware was slightly smeller than the proportion
é of 1966 high schoci seniors which indicated that they planned to enroll

in the University of Delaware. In the companicn volume to this study,
1t was found that the proportion of 1966 high school graduates which

enrolled in the University of Delaware was slightly higher than the

previous year.

Mt - 4 BarTe I 3
SR Gondiil EEENE elivaansd (RO o

The proportion of 1965 high school graduates attending other four-

et e S .
T A A T SR SR § IR IS Vi et . .
ROV e A i

year colleges was 19 percent; whereas, the proportion of the 1966 high

achool seniors who indicated that they planned to enter other fcur-year

S o Y o R
5

g colleges was approximately 22 percent. The greatest discrepancy between g
% the two studies was in the proportions in the employed category. Slightly

more than two out of five of the 1965 graduates were employed, while

Spst

o *Miller, Merion B., Wheresbouts of 1965 Graduates, State.of
Delaware Department of Public Instruction, March 1966
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TABLE 2
COMPARTSON BETWEEN WHAT THE 1965 DELAWARE HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES

WERE DOING AND WHAT A SAMPLE OF THE 1966 GRADUATES
REPORTED THEY PLANNED TO DO

Department of Public

_Instruction Study* Present Samplek®

(N=4,985) (%=2,879)

Percent Percent
University of Delaware 16 19.8
Other 4-year colleges 19 21.9
Other post-graduate study 15 12,5
Fmployed (including military) 42 30,0
Married homemakers 3 -
Not employed, not known 5 -
Uncertain ) 5.7
TOTAL 100 100,0

*pata reported on study prepared by Marion B. Miller of the
State of Delaware Department of Public Instruction entitled Whereabouts
of 1965 Graduates, pe 3. Information in this study does not include
Wilmington High School graduates. '

#*Those students who indicated they planned to attend college
but did not specify the ochool were excluded from this table,

Percents may not total 100 due to rounding.
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approximately three out of ten of the 1966 seniors indicated that they

s
¥
7
3

planned to go to work upon graduation from high school. Part of the
veriation can be accounted for by the fact that almost 16 percent of

the 1966 seniors indicated that they were uncertain as to what they .
planned to do. Further, eight percent of the 1965 graduates were elther
merried or unemployed, while none of the 1966 seniors were so categorized.
Tt was essumed that most of the 1966 seniors who were uncertain as to
what they planned to do would in all likelihood be either employed or
asarried. If one accepts this assumption, then it may be concluded

that there.was a fairly good "f£it" between what the 1965 high school
seniors were actually doing and what the 1966 seniors indicated ti:at they
plenned to do. These data then provide partial support to the contention
that what the high school senior says he plans to do, does in fact

nmaterialize.
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CHAPTER IV

POST-HIGH SCHOOL PLANS

In keeping with the objectives of this study the first part of the

analysis deals with what the student plans to do upon graduation from

high school.

This includes not only a listing of the students' post-high

school plans, but also an indication of persons whose advice the students

cited as being most important when deciding what they planned to do and

the perceived helpfulness of the guidance counselor.

For those students

who planned to teke further training, an effort was made to ascertain the

reasons for their decision.

to school we:e also asked to indicate their reasons.

Similarly, for those who were not going on

The distribution of what the students planned to do upon graduation

from high school may be found in Table 3.

For the total sample, slightly

more than one-half indicated that they planned to go to college and an

acditional one-tenth pisnned to take some type of special training upon

graduation from high school.

The college-bound students included those

who planned to attend both in- and out-of-state schools in Junior as well

as senior colleges.

The “"special training” category included students

who plan to take some type of terminal education such as vocational

training.

Almost one out of five students indicated that they planned

-19 -
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to go to work when they finishe(i high school and approximately one out of
eleven planned to join the military service. The remaining eight percent
was either involved in some other activity or was not sure what they
planned to do.

When comparisons were made emong students from the three Delaware

countles snd the different types of high schools substantial varlations

occurred, For example, more than one-half of the students attending public

schools in New Castle County planned to attend college; whereas, slightly
more then two out of five students in either Kent or Sussex County
plenned to attend college. In contrast, virtually all of the students
enrolled in private schools (98.5 percent) planned to attend college

upon graduation from high school. This compares with approximately three
out of five students errolled in parochial high schools. The reverse of
this pattern prevailed when comparisons were made among those seniors
who planned to either go to work or enter the military gervice. Students
enrolled in Kent and Sussex County public schools were more likely to be
planning to go to work or enter the military service than elther the
students in New Castle County public schools or those enrolled in private
and perochisl schools. Slightly fewer than one-fifth of the students
enrolled in either the New Castle County public schools or the parochial
schools planned to go to work upon graduation. Approximately one-~fourth
of the students attending Kent and Sussex County high schools planned to

go to work. Only one of the students that was attending private school

planned to go to work &s soon &s he finished high school. The proportions

planning to go imto the military service were swaller, but the pattern

was essentially the same.
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The generel relationship that exists between type and location of
high schools and college plans 1s as follows; private school students
were most likely to be planning to go to college, the next largest
proportion was among the students enrolled in parochial schools, and the
students enrolled in public schools in New Castle County were more likely
to be planning on college than the students in Kent and Sussex Counties.

When an examination is made of the relatiomships between post-high
school plans and some of the variables found to be significant in the
review of the literature, it can be seen that the data for Delaware
support the findings of previous research., The attributes examined were
sex, color, academic average, and socioeconomic rank of the students’
femily. These data were collated and may be found in Table 4. For
example, almost three out of five males plenned to attend college as
compared to slightly fewer than one-}ial? of the femaeles. As was true in
the previous research, more white high school students were planning to
attend college than nonwhite high school students. The variables most
strongly related to college plans were academic rank of the student and
the socioeconomic rank of his family. Academic rank wes derived by
having the student indicate his average grade during his junior end senior
years in high school and the socloeconomic index was developed by
combining the rank of the head of household occupation and ~ducational
level. As would be expected, the proportion of students planning to
attend college became progressively smaller as the academic averages
ranged from A through D. For example almost nine out of ten students
with A averages planned to attend college while approximately seven out

- 20
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TABLE 4

POST~HIGH SCHOOL PLANS FOR A SAMPLE OF DELAWARE HIGH
SCHOOL SENIORS BY SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS, 1966

Plans

Total Special

Characteristics Number College Work Training Military Uncertain Other
7 ./ [/ [/ [ /

% % % x &

Sex
Male 1,829 57.4 12,7 6.9  15.9 5.6
Female 1,635 48.6 26.9 15.1 4 3.5

Color
White 3,120 54,2 19.2 10,2 8.8 4.1
Nonwhite 341 43,7 22.0 15,3 7,0 9.4

grade
A 206 87.9 6.8 1.9 1.0 0.5
B 1,214 69.4 14.5 7.8 2.9 2.1
¢ 1,863 41,9 22.4 13.7 12,4 6.1
D 155 17.4 32,9 14,2 19,3  11.0

Socioeconomic

Rank
Low 1 303 26,1 36.3 15.5 @ 10,2 7.6
2 855 32,6 32.2 13.1 13,2 b2
3 1,107 49.8 19.5 13.4 8.8 5.0
A 611 72,3 8.0 7.4 5.6 4.9
High 5 583 83.9 3.8 3.4 3.9 2.4

No information varies slightly for each characteristic.

Percents may not total 100 due to rounding.
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%

1.5

3¢5

3¢5
2.6

1.9
3.2
3.6
5.2

4.3
4.7
3.5
1.8
2.6

Total
%

100,0
100.0

100,0
100,0

100.0
100.¢
100.0
100,0

100.6
100,0
100.0
100.0
100.0
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of ten with B averages hed similar plens. The proportions then dropped
substantially when approximately two out of five students who aversged

C in their last cwo years of high school indicated that they planned to
attend college and fewer than one out of five students with D averages
had similar plans. There was also a straight line relationship between
socioeconomic rank of the femily and the proportions of students planning
to attend college. For example, approximately one-fourth of the students
whose families were in the lowest rank planned to attend ccllege; whereas,
about one-half of the students whose families were in an intermediate
position plenned to attend ccllege and more than four out of five students
from highest ranked femilies planned to attend college. From these
Zindings, it can be seen that the students most likely to ettend college
are white males with high academic avereges and who come from families
with high socioceconomic rank.

When the relationships were examined for thnse students who plen to
go to work upon graduation from high school ii could be seen that the
distributions were alwost the reverse of those who planned to go to
college. For example the female is mch more likely to enter the labor
force than is the male upon graduation from high school and Negroes were
in slightly greater proportions in the work category than the whites.
Studente with the highest academic averages were least likely to be
planning to go to work while those with the lowest academic averages were
most likely to be entering the labor force upon graduation. Those
students whose families have low socioeconomic ranks were most likely to

be in the work category while those students who come from families with
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the highest socioeconomic ranks were least likely to be plenning to go
to work. Those students who planned to enter the military service
follow essentially the same pattern as was true for those students who

planned to go to work upon graduation from high school.

Advisors

Tn an effort to learn from the students those persons who had an
influence on them when making their post-high school plans, they were
asked to indicate persons with whom they talked and whose advice they
usually took. From tﬁe data presented in Table 5, it can be geen that
approximately four-fifths of the students mentioned their parents. The
father was mentioned slightly more often than the mother as being the
person whose advice they usually took when making post-high school plans.

About one-half of the students indicated that they talked with and took

the advice of their guidance counselor. An additional one-sixth indicated

their Pavorite teacher. Interestingly enough, approximately one-third
of the students indicated that they took the advice of their best friend
when meking decisions abcut theixr post-high school plans. It shcild be
kept in mind when interpreting these date that the student could mention

more than one person. The usual pattern wes +hat one of the parents would

St

be mentioned in comnection with scmeone else. It is somewhat surprising

thet approximately one-fifth of the students indicated that they usually

oot b Mus iy
hishaiias s

did iot take the advice cf their parents when meking post-high school

o et N i
gl A A e S

plens and approximately cne-half indicated that they did not take the

L

advice of their guidance counselors.
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TABLE 5

PERSONS WHOSE ADVICE STUDENTS USUALLY TAKE WHEN DISCUSSING

: POST~-HIGH SCHOOL PIANS, FOR A SAMPLE OF DELAVARE HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS, 1966
;'Ef Number Percent
; Father 2,787 81.5
; Mother 2,651 77.6
3 Guidance counselor 1,737 50.8
'g Best friend 1,110 32.5
-é Favorite teacher 538 15.7
? Other relative 382 11,2
% Principal i53 4.5
Someone other than above 231 6.8
60 1.8

Did not talk with anycne

>
#
.
e
1S
4
7
>
z3
L
£

- percents do not total 100 because more than one person could
be mentioned.

There was no information on 59 students,
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In this connection the students were also asked to indicate the

ot g8 F re M~k d 2232 LA

extent to which the guidance counselors were helpful when they were -

-
iiipanonogth) Bl £t iy

2y

(L5

deciding what to do after graduvation, Table 6. When making their post-

high school pleans, approximately three-fifths of the students indicated

< .
2 LRk b}
Y TN

that the guidance counselor was elther very helpful or of some help.

About one out of five studerts stated that the guidance counselor was
either of little help or that talking with the guidance counselor was &
waste of time. Slightly fewer than one out of five students did not
discuss their post-high school plans with the guidance counselor. When
the college-bound students were compared with those who did not plan to

g0 to college some differsnces appeared.. For example, the college~-bound

PALAA b A B, Sa2 Tt vgnet

students tend to find the guidance counselors more helpful in meking

their decisions than did thoss students who wer not planning to attend

4

college. For exasmple, slightly fewer than one-half of the students

SEyodh & SiNH N AL a IV St bt Ep X

who were not planning to atitend college thought the guidance counselors
were either of some help or very helpful. On the other hand, slightly :

more than three-fourths of the students who plained to attend college

$Y s EEMEELY

i found the guidance counselor either very helpful or of some help. The 5

.
R comrrain

msjor discrepancy between the college-bound students and those who were -

not planning to attend college was among those students who did not

§ noriorinm i

discuss their post-high school plans with a guidance counselor. Of

those students who were planning to attend college slightly fewer than {

]
ebsanevei BB

1 out of 14 did not discuss their post-high school plans with a guldance

GRS
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counselor. At the sare time, almost two out of five noncolluge-bound
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seniors failed to discuss their post-high schoul plens with a guidance
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TABLE 6

1 HELPFULNESS OF GUIDANCE COUNSELOR AS PERCEIVED BY A SAMPLE OF

Very
Helpful Help Help of Time Discuss Totai

Total
Number -
] Plans
College Bound 2,209
Noncollege 1,225
Total 3,434
Type School
Public

. -
[P S B AT SN
RLIORE

New Castle 1,176

Kent & Sussex 574
] Nonpublic
A Parochial 326
@ Private 133
Sex
% Male 1,173
f Female 1,036
: Color
7 White 1,997
3 Nonwhite 209
Grade
3 A 185
g B 935
C 1,031
D 49

SRR funs BARUAL <o

28,3

18.4
28,7
34.5
32,7

g DELAWARE HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS BY SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS, 1966

Some Little Waste pid Not

......... -5 en B G 0 €0 8O O oPercent----------------m--

36,8 17.1 8.5 7.0 100,0
24,7 1.3 bGo7 3%.1 100.0
32.5 13.6 7.1 18.4 100,0
coennnnnnnsnansessesseCollege Bounderennrennmsaassnssss
37.7. 18.8 12.3 5.6 100,0
35.2 11.0 2.6 7.7 100,0
36.2 20,3 4.5 11.7 100.0
38.4 21.1 9.8 4.5 100.0
37.3 15.8 6.8 6.2 100,0
36,4 18.6 10.4 7.8 100.0
37.8 18,3 2.1 5.8 100,0
27.8 5.7 3.4 18,7 100,0

34,6 23.8 20,0 3.2 100,0
39.9 18.8 7.4 5.2 100,0
34,6 1445 75 849 100,0
36,7 16,3 6.1 8.2 100,0

No information varies slightly by each characteristic,
Percents may not tuiai 179 due to rounding.
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counselor. From these data it would seem that the students who did not

plan to attend college were far less likely to get help from the

guidsnce counselor than were those students who planned to attend college.
For the rest of the analysis dealing with guidance counselors only

those students planning to attend college were included. When comparisons

were made among students attending high schools in each of the three

counties, it could be seen that the students in Kent and Sussex Counties

? were more favorably disposed toward the guidance counselors thar were

é those attending public schools in New Castle County. For example,

g aprroximately four cut of five students in Kent and Sussex high schools
found the guidance counc2lor to be either of some helip or very helpful

| waile slightly more than three out of five students in New Castle County
schools Were so inclined., Further, fewer than 3 percent of the Kent and

4
Sussex County students thought discussing their post-high school plans g

A, s bt e s
G et B e

with a guidance counselor was a waste of time while more than 12 percent

% of the students in New Castle public schools had similar feelings. %
f Students enrolled in parcchial and private schools hed similar distribu- é
é tons on this variable with the exceptions that private school students 2
é were more likely to think talking with the guidance counselor a waste of g
? time and more of the parochial students éid not discuss their post-high %
4 school plans with the guidance counselors. %

One should be careful when interpreting these data. The fact that
one set of students was more favorably disposed toward the guidance

coungelor then others does rnot mean the counselors are doing & better job

& Gty

: . *  4in one school than in another. From these data it would seem that
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students who come from higher status families tend to feel that they
"need" the counselors less than students from lower status families. %
Differences among studewts from schools in the three counties may in ‘
part be due to the degree of urbanization in each county. That is,
students with more rural backgrounds may feel a greater need for the i
guidance counselors than do students with greater urban exposures. 3
There was little difference between males and females with regard to
the perceived helpfulness of the guidence counselors. The major
difference was in the fact that approximately one-third of the male -:
students found the guidance counselor very helpful as compared to
approximately one-fourth of the female students. Negro students tended
40 be more favorably disposed toward the guidance céunselors than were
white students. More than one-fourth of the white students thought the
guldance counselors were of little help or talking with them was a waste
of time, while fewer than one-tenth of the Negro students had this
orientation. On the other hand, fewer than 6 percent of the white
students had not discussed their post-high school plans with their

guldance counselors while almost 2O percent of the Negro students had not

ARz 3 I Lm0, Yp Ny PY -
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gotten help.
In general, students with better grades found the guidance counselors

less helpful than did those students who had poorer academic averages.
For exemple, approximately one-fifth of the students with A averages
found the guidance counselors to be very helpful while approximately
one-third of the students with either C or D averages found the guidance
counselors to be very helpful. On the other end of the spectrum,
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approximately one out of five students with A averages found talking with
a guidance counselor a waste of time while only eabout seven percent of
the B or C students had such a negative orientation. On the other hsnd,
students with higher grades were much more likely to have discussed
their post-high school plans with a guldance counselor than those with
lower grades., For example, approximately three percent of the students
with A averages had not discussed their post-high school plans with a

guidance counselor while approximately nine percent of the C students had

not discussed their plans.

Reasons for Decision

The students were asked to indicate their reasons for taking or notg
taking post-high school training. For those students planning further
education, far and away the most important reason cited was to satisfy
vocational aspirations, Table 7. More than one-hslf of the students
indicated their reasons for going to college involved an opportunity to
get a good job, to get the type of job they wanted, or to make more money.
The reesson which ran a pocr second had to do with a scholastic or academic
orientation. Approximately one out of seven students indicated that they
were planning further schooling in order to learn more or to become better
educated. Approximately one out of ten students indicated that they
plenned further training because it was the appropriate thing to do. Ihat
is, one shculd be educated in today's world. Fewer than three percent
of the students indicated that they planned to take further training
for altruistic or humenistic reasons. These students felt they could

-3l -
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TABLE 7

.
PRI

RFASONS GIVEN BY A SAMPLE OF DELAWARE HIGH SCHOOL SENICRS
FOR TAKING POST-HIGH SCHOOL TRAINING, 1966

AR, =
XS RAA NS Lo DL Y3ty

% Vocational preparation 1,192
: Scholastic or academic orientation 307
Cultural propriety 221
Future security 168
Social mobility and prestige 92
Parental pressures 66
Broadening personal experience 63
Altruistic and humanistic orientation 50
TOTAL 2,169

No information for 47 students.

Percents may not total 100 due to rounding.
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better help menkind if they were better educated. If one accepts the
assumption that these data are an indication of the students' value .
orientation, one can easily conclude that ours is a highly materialistie-
ally. oriented .soclety..

Among those students who were not planning to attend college, the
reason most often cited was that they simply were not interested or they
disliked school, Table 8. This reason was given by spproximately two-
Pifths of the students. Slightly fewer than three out of ten students
indiecated that they preferred to work rather than take further training.
The reason glven by approximately one-fourth of the students was that
their grades were not good enough and an additional one-fifth indicated
that they simply did not have enough money. The reasons mentioned by
the rest of the students in their relative order of importance were as
follows; they planned to train for a trade, enter the military service,

had feelings of personsl inadequacy, or had marriage or family obligations.

Summary
In this study slightly more then one-half the gtudents indicated that

they planned to enter college when they finished high school. Virtuaslly

“®
:
3
o
b<s
§
3
[
:
pee

all the students enrolled in private schools plenned to attend college;

A,

gtudents enrolled in publie schools in New Castle County were more likely
to be planning to attend college than were those students in Kent and
Sussex Counties. As was true in the review of the literature, data from
the Delawave sample indicated that males were more 1likely to be planning

%o enter college than females, and whites more frequently than nonvwhites.
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TABLE €

REASONS GIVEN BY A SAMPLE OF DELAWARE HIGH SCHCOL SENIORS
FOR PLANNING NOT TO ATTEND COLLEGE, 1966

ity oy

;

Reason Number Percent g

Not interested or dislike school 346 40.2 §

Prefer to work 243 28.3 %

Grades not good enough 207 24,1 §

Financial problems 163 19,0 §

Training for a trade 116 13.5 g

Military service 113 13.1 %
Feeling of personal inadequacy 98 11.4
Marriage or family obligations 86 10,0
Other 35 boel

Percents do not total 100 because more than one reason could be |
given, -

There were 948 students who responded they never planned to go to
college, Of these, 88 gave no reason why they did not plan to attend, =
There were 2,216 who planned to go to college and 312 who were undecided,
Percents for this table were computed with 860 as the base.
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Those students with high grades who came from high status Pfamlilies were
more likely to be planning to attend college than any of:the other

categories. When discussing post-high school plans, seniors most

frequently talked with and took the advice of their parents or the guidance

counselor and in general the students found the guidance counselor quite
helpful. However, persons planning to attend college were much more
likely to have discussed their post-high school plens with the counselor
than were students not planning to attend college. The reason most
frequently given for taking post-high school training was to satisfy
vocational aspirations, and for those who did not plan further education
the reason most frequently cited was that they were either not interested
or they disliked school.

In this part of the analysis attention was focused on what Delaware
high school seniors planned to do when they finished high school. An
examination was slso made of selected factors which were related to this
decision; particularly for those students who plenned to attend college.
The next ares deals with the question of where the students plan to go to
college and why they se.‘i.ecte‘d the particular school which they plan to

attend. An attempt to answer this question constitutes the purpose of

the next section of the analysis.

- 35 =

A T D A A R T TR A AR AL DOy T W AR Gt S i Aol L B o DS S SRR N T o N R e S

T T N
L T Bt A s R I e LY P LA T IO T JWALHY WY LTS

A

T A ) TR
BTN e IR 3o

R

et
PP

Nl A
XS

iR ’



AEINET

- e ah ot ol s
- Shatche Db o fod s
SR B (G T D i B i B

CHAPTER V

CHUUSING A COLLEGE

Location of Post-High School Education

Although Delaware is a relatively small state with relatively few
high school graduates, seniors in the present study indicated they planned
to seek post-high school education in schools located in 38 of the 50 - -
states and the District of Columbia. This information may be seen in
Table 9. It should be kept in mind when interpreting these data that this
was a 50 percent sample and the tgbular distributions represent roughly
one~-half of the actual number of students which plenned to attend schools
in the various states. Obviously Delaware was the state in which the
greatest proportion of students planned to continue their education. An
examination of the specific school which the student plans to attend in
the State will be presented in a subsequent part of this analysis.

Exeluding Delaware, more than twice as many seniors planned to go to
schools in Pennsylvania than in any other state. The students mentioned
more than 50 different- institutions in Pennsylvania which they planned to
attend. The schools most frequently mentioned were West Chester State
College, St. Joseph's College, University of Pennsylvanis, Pennsylvania
State University, and Bucknell University. The distribution of specific

colleges in each state and the frequency in which they were mentioned
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LOCATION* OF POST-HIGH SCHOOL TRAINING FOR A SAMPLE OF DELAWARE

?
TABLE 9 ]
5
%
HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS BY TYPE AND LOCATION OF HIGH SCHOOL, 1966 5

. Public Nonpublic :
3 State New Castle Kent & Sussex Private Parochial Total é
k7
3 Alabama 1 2 - - 3 E
g Arizona 2 - - - 2 E
b California 5 - . 2 5 4
Colorado 1 1 2 2 6 E
3 Connecticut 10 1 - - 11 g
9 DELAVARE 590 287 10 160 1,047 3
é District of Columbia 10 4 5 2 21 §
Florida 18 3 1 3 25 %
Georgila 4 2 2 - 8 &
Illinois 4 - 4 1 9 )
] Indiana 7 - 2 5 14
3 lowa 1 1 1 - 3 :
Kansas 3 1 - - 4 4
Kentucky 4 5 1 4 14 ;
4 Louisiana 4 1 - - 5 -
: Maine 2 2 1 - 5 3
; Maryland 17 23 - 8 48 4
: Massachusetts 17 5 19 1 42 3
: Michigan 3 2 2 - 7 2
3 Minnesota 1 - 1 1 3 E
* Mississippi 1 - - 1 2 2
| Missouri 3 1 - - 4 :
) New Hampshire 3 - 1 - 4
j New Jersey 12 3 3 1 19
E: New Mexico - 1 - - 1
E New York 34 4 12 7 57
! North Carolina 46 28 ? 1 82
y North Dakota - - - 2 2
] Ohio 24 - 6 3 33
! Pennsylvania 9% 21 23 58 196
: Rhode Island 3 - - - 3
. South Carolina 9 1 - - 10
" Tennessee 10 2 2 1 15
‘ Texas i - 1 17 19
Utah 2 - - © 2
Vermont 4 - 1 - 5
Virginia 30 31 8 1 70
West Virginia 16 9 - 1 26
Wisconsin 2 - - - 2
TOTAL 998 439 115 282 1,834

*There were 226 students who indicated they planned to take post-
high school training but did not specify the school. An additional 156
indicated they planned to atteand an out-of-state school, but did not

specify where,

n37.




by the studsnts as the school they planned to attend may be seen in
appendix Teble 1. The second most frequently mentioned state as being
the place where the student planned to teke his post-high school training
was not one adjacent to Delaware, but the State of North Carolina. There
were 82 students who indicated they planned to go to school in this state
end the most frequently mentioned schools were ast Carolina College,

Duke University, and the University of North Carolina. Virginia was the
state chosen by the next largest number of students who indicated they
planned %o go o school out-of-state, and the schools most frequently
mentioned were Frederick College, Richmond Professional Institute,
University of Virginia, and William and Mary College. New York, Maryland,
and Massachusetts were also states in which a substantial number of students
indicated they planned to take thelr post-high school training. Pro-
gressively smaller numbers of students indicated they planned to attend
schools in the remaining etates. It is apparent from these data that
although Delaware high school seniors planned to attend schools which
tended to be concentrated in selected states, there was snmple evidence
thet meny students were planning to attend schools in states which
covered a wide geographic area.

In the preceeding section data were presented which indicated the
states and some of the schools where high school seniors in Delaware
planned to seek their post-high school training. This was particularly
true for seniors who planned to go to school out of Delsware. In a later
gsection o more detsiled discussion will be presented concerning seniors

who plan to ettend institutions in the State. Before proceeding to that

w 38 o

BV OF Vb

i S P e e 5 .
A R S A P B O b 5% oL e




FRR IS el AR Com g 3 AT S At S O R ~‘sw<~'g,w"»~._§vﬁ. _f—zg;&g}vﬂ. TRET I "_iqe. Tl iR ;x ,‘., AN o
s AT A st T N TR AT Rt
MG : L IESIRE,

[T

wimman s sty LES

PRy N

enelysis, however, it wss consi{zired desirable to examine differences
between those students who planned to attend an instate institution and
E those that plenned to go out-of-state. These data are presented in
Teble 10. When examining these date it may be seen that slightly more

) ] than one-half of the high school senlors iﬁ Delaware planned to attend an
7 institution of higher learning located in the State. There were some

; slight variations in the proportions of students with regard to the type
of institution they plenned to attend. Among those students who planned
to attend either a four-year college or a Jjunior college approximately
one-half planned to remain in the State; whereas, for those planning to
take business training or attend a professional school three out of five

planned to attend an instate institution. ;

Seniors enrolled in public high schools in Kent and Sussex Counties

AR A3, bt 38 A g re 220det A

(58 percent) were slightly more likely to be planning to attend a Delaware

institution than were those from New Castle County (55 percent). The

grestest difference among seniors enrolled in different types of high

school> was due to the fact that of those enrolled in privete schools

more thern nine out of ten planned to attend an >1it-of-state institution.

AT T e Galbent e f et e Rl £

There were noticeable differences between males and Temales in that

Nk

slightly less than one-half of the males planned to go to school in

R N T

Delaware while three out of five females indicated & gimilar decision.

Negroes weré more likely to be planning to go to a Delaware institution
than were whites, which was demonstrated by the fact that approximately
one-half of the whites indicated they plenmed to attend a Delaware institu-
tion while slightly more than seven out of ten Negroes indicated they

planned to seek post-high school training in the State.
- 30 «
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TABLE 10

LOCATION OF POST-HIGH SCHOOL TRAINING FOR A SAMPLE OF DELAWARE
HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS BY SELECTED CHARACTERISIICS, 1966

Characteristic Location
Instate  Out-of-State _ Total
X Z X =z it %
Type College
Four-year College 811 51.8 756 48.2 1,567 100,0
Business or Professional School 156 60,0 104 40,0 260 100.0
Junior College 80 49.1 _83 50.9 163 100.0
TOTAL 1,047 52.6 943 47.4 1,990 100.0
Type High School
Public
New Castle 590 55.5 474 44,5 1,064 100.0
Kent and Sussex 287 58,2 206 &41.8 4" 100,0
Nonpublic
Parochial 160 52.5 145 47.5 305 100,0 ;
Private 10 7.8 118 92.2 128 100.0 :
Male so4 48,3 561 SL.7 1,085 100,0 |
Female 523 57.8 382 42.2 905 100.0 f
Color %
White 92 50.9 893 49.1 1,817 100.0
Nonwhite 123 71,9 48 28,1 171 100.0 3
z
A 57 31,5 124 68.5 181 100.0 g
B 487 55.0 399 45.0 886 100.0
C 481 54,6 400 45.4 881 100,90 3
D 17 48.6 18 51.4 35 100.0

Percents may not totd&l 100 due to rounding.
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One of the most interesting sources of variation between those
students who planned to go to Delaware institutions and those who planned
to attend out-of-state schools was due to differences among students with
varying academic averages. Fewer than one-third of the students with A
aversges indicated that they planned to go to a Delaware institution of
higher learning. Approximately the same proportions of students with B
end C averages (55 percent) indicateé that they planned to go to school in
the State. These date indicate that not only is Delaware exporting a
large proportion (approximately one-half) of its high school graduates,
but the State is also losing mofe than two-thirds of the students with
the highest academic averages to schools in other states.

For those students who planned to attend a Delaware institution of
higher learning, there were substantial differences among the proportions
planning to attend the varicuas schools, Table 1l. For example approximate-
ly two-thirds indicated that thgy planned to go to the University of
Delaware, slightly more than ten percent indicated they planned to attend
Goldey Beacom, and an additional one-tenth planned to go to Delaware State
College. Virtually the same proportion of students indicated that they
planned to attend one of the junior colleges in the State; slightly less

than four percent planned to go to Wesley College and Brandywine Junior

Y e N}

Coilege respectively. The remaining students planned to take some type
of vocational training.
When comparisons were made among seriors enrolled in public high

schools in each of the three counties significant variations occurred.
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The proportion of students attending New Castle County public high schools
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TABLE 11

INSTATE SCHOOL WHICH STUDENT PIANS TO ATTEND FOR A SAMPLE OF
DEIAWARE HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS BY SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS, 1966 -

Brandy-
Univer- Delaware wine
Total sity of Goldey State Junior Wesley
Characteristic Number Delaware Beacom College College College Other Total

-------------------.--.Pércent 0 00 60 a0 60 an 60 60 a0 00 00

Type School

Public

New Castle
Kent
Sussex
Nonpublic

Parochial
Private

Sex

Male
¥Female

Color

White
Nonwhite

Grade

57 100.0

487 75.2

481 57.8 15.4
17 29.4 17.6

1,067 67.5 11.3

Percents may not total 100 due to rounding.
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which planned to go to the University of Delaware was substantlally
higher thrn for those attending high schools in Kent and Sussex Counties.
These proportions were seven out of ten, six out of ten, and aligitly
more than four out of ten for students from New Castle, Kent, and Sussex
Counties respectively. There were also significant variations among
students enrolled in high schools in the three counties with regard to
the proportions which planned to go to Deluware State College. For
example, slightly less than 1 in 20 New Castle County high school seniors

planned to go to Delaware State College and the proportions increased to

slightly less than 1 out of 5 in Kent County, and then grew to slightly

more than 1 out of 3 from Sussex County high schools.

Seniors attending parochial high schools planned to attend the
University of Delaware in far greater proportions than any other institu-
tion in that four out of five of these students had chosen the University.
Although a relatively small proportion of students attending private
schools planned to attend an institution of higher learning in the State,
of those who did, nine out of ten planned to attend the University of
Delaware, From these data it is obvious that by far the greatest
proportion of students which planned to attend a Delaware institution
had decided to go to the University of Delaware. This proportion was not
evenly divided among studézts from the three countlies or for those in
parochial and private schools, however.

There were substantial differences between males and females with
regard to the school $n Delaware they planned to asttend. For example

threze-~fourths of the males indicated they plsnned to go to the University
43 -
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of Delaware while slightly less than three out of five females had made a
similar decision. More than twice as many females had planned to go to
Goldey Beacom than males and also a larger proportion of femsles

(13 percent) planned to attend Delaware State College than males . ..r-
(7 percent). There were also rather strong differences between whites
and nonwhites on where they planned to seek further education. Three-
fourths of the white students planned to attend the University of Delaware
while approximately one out of eight Negro students planned to come to
the University. Although this represents a relatively small proportion
of the Negro seniors, this in all likelihood is & greater proportion than
has traditionally been the case. In contrast, slightly more than seven out
of ten Negroes plamned to attend Delaware State College, whereas slightly
less than two percent of the whites planned to attend that institution.

It is interesting to note that although each of these institutions has

been historically segregated, both are now becoming racially integrated.

Rather striking contrasts exist among students with different
academic averages with regard to the school they planned to attend.
Students with higher academic averages tended to be more attracted to the
University of Delaware than to the other institutions. This can be
demonstrated by comparing the total proportion of students which planned
to attend each of the instituticns in the State with the proportions in
each of the academlc gverage categories that planned to attend each of
these schools. It may be remembered that two-thniyds of the high school
seniors in the State indiceted that they planned to attend the University

of Delawarc. However, all of the students with A averages planned to

-M-




atiend the University of Delaware and three-fourths of those with B
averages planned to attend that institution. Slightly fewer than three
out of five seniors with C averages indicated that they planned tc attend
the University. This overall proportion is somewhat lower than the
propo~tions of students in the A and B categories and scmewhat greater
than the proportion of students with C academic averages.

When similar compsrisons were made among students who planned to
attend Delaware State College, one may remember that approximately one-
tenth of all the high school seniors who planned to attend a state schooi
had decided upon this school. From the present data it sould be seen
that none of the students with A averages indicated they planned to attend
that institution while 1 out of 11 with B averages and approximately 1 out
of 12 with C averages planned to attend Delaware State College. Wesley
College alsn was not mentioned by students with A averages as the place
which they plaﬁned. to attend, but the proportions of students with B

end C averages which rlnmmed to attend that institution were approximately

the same as the overall proportion which planned to attend Wesley College.

The number of students with D averages which indicated that they planned
to take post-high school training was so small any generalizations about
these students would be quite quéstionable.

It should be remembered when interpreting these date that they do
not necessarily reflect upon the quality of programs being provided by the
verlous institutions. In one sense each of the schools is performing a
different function by providing an array of educational alternatives to the

high school seniors. The type of academic program which each institution
45 =




R R s L I ST VTR e - ~ -~ = e 3 'silic o & " = g
= - R T e Eparmemat s SE S TI RN, Y e el O G 1 N s AT e TR RS e AT Lqph 2, — - g
T ¥ = B T S SRS WA TR

MR

is trying to provide may better "fit" the intellectual abilities and

interests of one set of studeants than another.

Reasons for Choice of College

In the sbove discussion attention was centered on the question of the
type, location, and name of school which the student plaunned to attend.
In this part of the analysis an effort was made to determine the reasons
why the student selected the particular school he did. The format for this
presentation will be slightly different from previous discussions. Only
deta used to indicate the relationship between type and location of high
school in which the senior was enrolled and reasons for choice of the

college which the student plans to attend were included in the body of

%v
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the text. The relationships between reason for choice of college and

sex, color, and academic aversge of the studeant are given in appendix

AR AN 2Ny Rl [

Tables 2, 3, and &4,

ADA RS R R

When students were asked to indicate the main reason for selecting

the particular school they planned to attend, the reason most frequently

N T3l La P

cited was that the school provided the courses of study or subjects which
+hey found most desirable, Table 12. That is, three out of ten students
mentioned that the school which they had selected offered good courses,
superior training, or programs in their particular field of interest.

The second mcst frequently mentioned reason was the academic reputation

ot the school and this was considered most important by one out of five

seniors. On the other hand, low costs or the awailability of jobs was

considered the main reason for choosing a college by approximately one out

-46-;
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TABLE 12

4 REASONS FOR CHOICE OF COLLEGE WHICH STUDENT PLANS TO ATTEND
: FOR A SAMPLE OF DELAWARE HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS BY
4 TYPE AND LOCATION OF HIGH SCHOOL, 1966

3 (By Percentages)
3 Public

A e S N A R S A O N S AT AR Mt T s it A e AL

4 Kent &
Reason New Castle Sussex Private Parochial Total
(N=1,073) (N=494) (N=128) (N=306) (N=2,001)

Desirable course
offerings 31.3 32,6 22,7 27.8 30.5

S 'xrw o

Academiz rzputation
of school 18.4 174 48.4 20.9 20.5

s dp g, .
SREG e A A R

A SR S R e MRS AR A e 5

Low cost or jobs

available 12,2 17.4 1.6 13.1 12,9

{aty
o

Close to home 14.1 13,0 1.6 12,1 12,7

2.6 4.8
4.6

Location of college 5.6 5.1 2.3

Smail college Gl 3.4 6.3 7.2

2 Desirable social 1
| attributes 3.4 3.6 9.4 4e2 4.0 1
? Lower academic 9
{3 requirements 4.6 1.8 3.1 4.2 3.8 4
g Influenced by parents %
or i‘.‘elatives 2.7 2.4 1.6 209 2.6 f\"
& - 2.3 0.7 2

Preparation for job 0.6 0.4 .

Far from home 1.1 0.2 - 4

Other 1.9 2.6 3.1 2.3 2.2 z

TOTAL 100.0 100,0 100.0 100.0 100,0

St llts g e iR s duld abal Ty S o
R ST 5 R RSS2
Eada] A G R B0 A s ey

K »
4 4
3 No information for 215 students. 3
3 Percents may not total 100 due to rounding. :
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of eight high school seniors. An additional one-eighth chose the college

they planned to attend because it was close to home. None of the other

P o R TR

reasons was mentioned by more tgan five percent of the students.

When comparisons were made among seniors who came from different

e v AT B i CANLS

types of high schools, students attending private schools were much more
concerned about the academic reputation of the college than were any of
the other categories. This was demonstrated by the fact that almost one-
helf of the students enrolled in private schools gave this as their main
reason for having chosen the particular college which they planned to
attend, while one-fifth or fewer of the students enrvlled in public and

parochial high schools cited this as their main reason. Further, such

Sy A WA e DL

things as cost, availé,bility of jobs, and the fact that a college was

close to home was not comsidered very important by students who attended

private schools. On the other hand, approximately one out of seven

students enrolled in public schools cited the factors of either low costs

or the availability of Jjobs as the main reason for baving selected a
school. An additional one-seventh enrolled in public schools gave as
their main reason the fact that the college was close to home.

As may be geen in sppendix Table 2, there was very little difference
between meles and females on the reasons given for choice of college, but
vhen comparisons were made between whites and nonwhites greater proportions
of whites were concerﬁed with the availability of desirable course
offerings and the academic reputation of the school then were nonwhites,
appendix Table 3. For example, almost one-third of the white students
indicated that they chose the particular college they planned to attend
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because it provided desirable course offerings. This compared with
epproximately one-fourth of the Negro students. Approximately one out of
five white students said they made their choice because of the academic
reputation of the school, while this reason was given by approximately
one out of ten Negro students. On the other hand, Negroes were more
concerned with access to low-cost inztitutions and the availability of
Jobs once they got to the campus. This was mentioned by more than one-
fourth of the nonwhite students as compared to approximately one-tenth of
the white students.

Reasons given for choice of a college also differed among students
with different academic averages, appendix Table 4. For example those
students with A averages tended to be much more concerned with the
academic reputation of a school than were students with lower averages.
Approximately tWo out of five students with A averages gave this as their
main reason for having chosen the college which they planned to attend
es compared to slightly more than one-fifth of the students with B averages
and approximately one out of seven with C averages. The fact that the
college was located close to home waz much less important to students

vith an A average than for those students with lower acadenic avel..ges.

As one would expect, students with lower averages tended to seek out

those colleges which had lower academic requirements for entrance.
Because so many Delawere high school senlors Dlanned to attend ar

out-of-state institution, these students were asked to indicate in

addition to the above question the main reason for choosing a school

out of the State, Table 13, The reason given by the largest proportion
o 45 =
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TABLE 13

.REASON FOR CKHOICE OF CCLLEGE FOR A SAMPLE OF DELAWARE
HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS WHO PIAN TO ATTEND AN QUT-OF-STATE
INSTITUTION BY TYPE AND LOCATION OF HIGH SCHOOL, 1966

{By Percentages)

Location and Type of High School

Kent &
New Castle Sussex Private Parochial Total
Reason (N=468) (N=207) (N=114) (N=143) (N=932)

To get away from home 33.5 13.5 24,6 13.3 24.9
Desired courses not

available in Delaw. ve 17,9 21,7 3.5 28.0 18,06
General negative orien-

tation toward Delaware 13,2 14,5 21,0 10.5 14.0
Out=of-state school

gives better education

in field 8.8 13.1 4.4 7.0 8.9
Opportunity for new

experience 7.7 8.2 13.2 2.8

Prefer the out-of-state

8Ch°01 5.1 10.6 6.1 11.2
Home out~of~state 1.1 43 15.8 11.9

State location not

relevant to choice of

school 2.1
Out~of-state school has

good reputation 2.8

Like south, north, etc. 0.0

Financial reasons 3.5

Cultural opportunities

not found in Delaware 0.7
Wasn't accepted at¢ Uni- ‘

versity of Delaware : 3.5

Other 2.8

TOTAL 1 100,0 100,0

There were 11 students who indicated an oute~of-state school, but
gave no reason,

Also 226 students indicated they planned for post-high school
training but did not indicate a school,

Additionally 1047 students plan to attend ins“ate institutions,

Percents may not total 100 due to rounding.
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of seniors was simply to get away from home. The desire to be independent
and sway from their parents wes mentioned by one-fourth of the students as
the main reeson for having chosen an out-of-state school. Slightly less
than one-fifth of the students indicated they planned to attend an out-
of-state institution because the courses of study which they desired were
not availsble in Delaware. Au additional one out of seven students »
planned to go out of the State because they had a general negative
orientation toward Delaware. These students gave such general responses
as "I don't like living in the State of Delaware" or "I don't want to go
to any schnools in Delaware”. Approximately 1 out of 11 students indicated
that an out-of-state school would give them a better education in thelr
fie1d of interest than would any schooi in Delaware. Several of the
students indicated they planned to go to an out-of-state school because it
provided an opportunity for new experiences in that they would be &ble to
travel, go to new places, and meet new people. This reason was mentioned
by approximately 1 out of 16 students. Essentially the same proportion
of students indicated that they simply preferred en out-of-state school.
Nore of the other reasons were mentioned by more than five percent of

the st;dents.

The opportunity to get away from home was mentioned by one out of
three senicrs enrolled in New Castie County public high schools. This
reason was cited much less frequently among students enrolled in Kent and
Sussex County public schools in that approximately one out of seven of
these students gave this response. This same proporition prevailed among

students enrolied in parochial high schools. For these students the
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4 .
reason most frequently mentioned wes that courses which they desired were

not avéilable in Delaware. Almost three out of tem parochial school
students gave this reason because, in the main, they planned to attend &
Catholic college or university. Among students eﬁrolled in private
schools epproximately one cut of four said they plarned %o attend en out-
of-state institution in order to get sway from home. An additional one-
2ifth indicated that they disliked Delaware and therefore decided to go
to schoo. out-of-state. It is interesting to note thzat one-sixth of the
students enrolled in private schools indicated they planned to attend an
out-of-state institution because their homes were not located in Delaware.

fart of the negative orlentation toward Delaware by these students may

be due to the fact that many have homes out of the State. Also, although
nine out of ten students enrolled in private schools indicated they

planned to attend an out-of-state institution, fewer than four percent

i? gave as the reason the fact that desired courses were not available in
i Delaware.
-)}i When compaerisons were made between males and females and between
i whites and nonwhites, there did not seem to be a discernible pattern of
:i differences as to why the senior planned to attend an out-of-state
;:i institution, appendix Tables 5 and 6. Students with different academic
{':; aversges varied somewhat on this question in that "o get away f£rom home"
.3 was given as the reason for choosing an out-of-state college slightly more
'i frequently among students with higher academic averages than among students
f;z with lower academic aversges, appendix Table T. Although the progortions
'ffé were smeller the same pattern prevailed when students cited the reason that
h; an out-of-state school provided a better education in their field of
' interest. -52 -
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When examining reasons given by high school seniors for having chosen ‘: {'
an out-of-state institution, one is struck by the nonacademic nature of
the factors involved. Reasons frequently cited such as a studeat wants
to "get away from home" or he "just doesn't like living in Delaware" have

little to do with the type or quality of education he may receive in one

S

of the Delaware schools. Due to the relative smallness of the State,

Delaware institutions of higher education may be in the parodoxical

s

position of being "too accessible" to the high school seniors. This is

ol A8 o
.

particularly true for the four-year colleges. It may be remembered f£rom 3
the review of the literature that proximity and access to a four-year
college or university had little relationship to the probability of a
student going there. From these data it would seem that when the gtudent ]
is deciding upon the college he will attend he is faced with a set of
factors which may not be mutually consistent. On the one hand he is
interested in attending a school that provides desirable course offerings :
that are academically respectable and available at relatively low costs

and also accessible because it is close to home. On the other haud the

.
M .
TR i ik it B e ey o proees €

stud-nt may choose a college out of the State because it provides the

FPAHS AP R A

opportunity to get away from home, because in part, he "doesn't like to

j live in Delaware" and attendance at an out-of-state institution provides a
, an opportunity for new experiences. Tize selection of the college which 3
b the student plans to attend obviously involves « whole array of variables, ,.

many of which have little to do with education.
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Ratings of Selected College Characteristics

In the discussion of reasons why the seniors selected the particular
college which they planmed tc attend, it was difficult to determine how
strorgly the studenis felt sbout the particular reasons they cited. 1In

this part of the analysis an effort was made to ascertain the attitudinal

40 Tk Y gile 20 ST

response of the senior toward particular characteristics a college or

p ey ";’ "

university night possess by rating the relative desirabvility of selected

PR LD

attributes. Methodologically, this was done by the student indicating a

position along 2 nine 1oint scale which best described his feelings toward

AT T AR TS

the characteristic in question. There were nine positions on the scale

A Ratite

which ranged from most desirable tc least desirable, but for ease in
reporting, the ratings were combined into five caetegories which included

the extreme positions and the intermediate positions of more desirable,

desirable, and less desirable., The students were asked to evaluate the

following characteristics of a college or university: one that has a §;
high academic rating, one that is away from home, one that offers_a lot ’
of social life, cne that's located in a small town, one that has
fraternities and sororities, and one that has winning athletic teanms,
Most of these factors were among the reasons which the seniors cited for
having chosen the particular college they planned to attend. These data
were summarized and placed in Table 1k,

High Academic Repuwvaticn. More than any other attribute, the greatest

proporiion of high school seniors felt that 2 college or university should
have a high acadenic rating. Almost one-uhzlf the students rated this
attrivute as most desirable. By.far the greatest preponderance of students

.54-
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TABLE 14

RATING OF SELECTED COLLEGE CHARACTERISTICS FOR A SAMPLE
OF DEIAVWARE HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS WHO PLAN
POST-HIGH SCHOOL TRAINING, 1966

Rating
Total Most More Less Least

Number Dsrbl Dsrbl Dsrbl Dsrbl Dsrbl Total

Characteristic cncccsencsnsacessesPDar CeNterrerrnncncannasaas

Academic rating 2,075 47.0 3001 16.2 5.7 1.0 10000

Away from home 2,058 36.0 22.5 19.9 16.1 5.5 100,0

Social life 2,071 14,0 26.4 37.5 19,0 3.2 100,0

Small town 2,050 13,0 19,5 29,7 28,3 2.5 100,0
Fraternities &

Sororities 2,054 11.4 20.4 31.9 26,4 9.8 100,0
Specialization

in few fields 2,068 12.3 18,3 18,6 36,5 14,3 100,0

Athletics 2,055 763 16,8 36.5 27.5 11,8 100,0

No information waries slightly for each characteristics.

Percents may not total 100 due to rounding.
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bad & positive orientation toward this characteristic in thet only one
perceut of the seniors thought that a high academic rating of a college

was least desirable, Table ik.

When comparisons were made among the seniors enrolled in the high
schools ir the three counties end between students enrolled in private
and parochial schools, the only veal differcace was that a slightly
greater proportion of students enrolled in private schools felt that e
high academic rating of a college was most desirable than did students in
the other high schools. A slightly greatcr proportion of white students

(48 percent) felt that a high academic rating was most desireble than did

nonvhite students (33 percent). Females also tended to be slightly more
favorebly disposed toward & high academic rating of a college than did
meles, appendix Table 8. ‘

As one would suspect there was a relatively strong relationship
between the student's academic average and the perceived desirability of
& school possessing a high academic reputation. For example, slightly
more than four out of five students with an A average felt this attribute

to be most desirable while none rated it as least desirable and only 0.5

of one percent found this attribute to be less desirsble. In comparison,

one out of three students with a C average felt that a high academic

reputation of a college was most desirable and slightly more than one out

of ten had a negative orientation toward this characteristic. It shouid
be repeated; however, that the high school seniors were more favorably
disposed toward the attribute of a college having a high academic reputa-
tion than any of the factors under considerstion.

-56~
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School Away from Home. A fairly substantial proportion of the high

school seniors had a positive predisposition toward this attribute in
that slightly more than one-third felt that a school away from home was

mopt desirable while only 1 out of 20 felt it to be least desirable. o

Students enrolled in private schools reacted most strongly 4o this s

characteristic in that almost one-half thought it to be most desirable.

TR DD e

Slightly less than two out of five students enrolled in New Castle County

.‘.‘
ERA T
-

public high schools and approximately one-third of the students in the

pREL

Kent and Sussex County high schools felt that a school away from home was

most desirable, while slightly more than one-fourth of the parochial 3

school students gsve it a similar rating. There were only slight
differences between white and nonwhite students in their evaluations of ;
this attribute and females tended tc be slightly more favorably disposed

toward selecting a school away from home than were males. The major source 3

of variation among students with different academic averages was that a
higher proportion of students with A averages felt that a school away from

henie was most desiraeble than did students with B or C averages. The

reverse was also true in that only one out of ten students with an A

.
PRz

average had a negatiie orientation toward a school being located away

5 e .
LR RS A R

from home while almost one-fourth of the students with C averages were
eimilarly disposed, appendix Table G.

: Lots of Social Life. A popular impression of the high school senior

i is that when he is selecting a college he wants to attend a place that
} offers lots of social life. In order to examine this stereotype the
students were asked to indicate the relative desirability of this

P
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attrioute. That a college provide lots of social life was not considered
g nearly so important to the high school senior as was the academic
reputation of the school or the fact that the college was located away

from home. It may be remembered from the previous discussion that a

high academic rating for a college was considered most desirable by
: almost one-half of the seniors while slightly more than one-third felt
the same about a college located away from home. In comparison, the fact

that a college offered lots of social life was considered most desirable

i by only one out of seven students and siightly more than one out of five
had & negative orientation toward this attribute.

4 About the only source of variation among students enrolled in

[g different types of high schools was that a slightly smaller proportion of

- seniors enrolled in Kent and Sussex County public high schoois felt that
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it was most desirable for a college to offer lots of social life than did

LEyadsens

the seniors enrolled in any of the other schools. White students were
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slightly more favorably disposed toward a college that offered lots of

SUERS R

social life than were Negro students, but the differencz between these

Pat

two categories was slight. There were essentially no differences

<
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between izales and femeles with regard to their attitude toward this

: attribute. Also, there were very few variations among students with

-y
ot e

different academic averages in their rating of a college which provided

;
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lots of social life, appendix Teble 10. From these data one gets the

*
EARE

feeling that the senior feels that it would be “nice" if there were lots
of social life gvailable at a college but it -'as not one of the more

important characteristics and there was g gubstantial proportion which

A

felt thet this attribute was undesirable.
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- Located in & Cmall Town. In that theie are no large city colleges cr

universities in the State of Delaware an effort was made to ascertain the
high school senior's attitude toward a college locatad in a small town.
In general, approximately one-third cf the seniors had 2 positive
orientation toward this characteristic while slightly less than two out
of five had a negative orientation. The remaining three-tenths took an
intermediate position, or were relatively neutral toward this attribute.
;% Whether a college was located in a small town or in a large city did not

seen to be a burning issue among the seniors, appendix Table 1l.

- gty -

Fraternities and Sororities. There has been much public discussion

of the relative desirability of having fraternities and sororities.
g Interestingly enough, approximately one out of ten high school seniors

felt this attribute to be either most desirable or least desirable. The

great.:3t preponderance of seniors tended toward a central position in thatv
most of them did not feel strongly either way toward this attribute.

There were only slight variations among seniors enrolled in different
types of high schools in their attitudes toward the characteristic of
fraternities and sororities and essentially no differences between males
and females. The nonwhite students were more favorably disposed toward
fraternities and sororities than were white students in that approximately
-4 one out of five nonwhite seniors felt this characteristic to be most
desirable while only one out of ten white students were similarly inclined.

At the other end of the continuum approximetely 1 out of 10 white students

//: felt this attribute to be least desirable while slightly fewer than 1 out

of 20 Negroes gave it o similar rating. There tended to be an inverse
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relationship between the student's academic average and his attitude
towerd fraternities end sororities in that students with lower grades
tended to be more favorebly disposed toward this characteristic than were
students with higher grades. Although this relationship tended to be
consistent, the differences were not great. This can be seen by the fact
that appioximately 1 out of 11 students with A averages felt this

characteristic to be most desirable while 1 out of 9 B students and 1 out

of 8 students with C averages felt the same way. A similar pattern
prevailed at the other end of the spectrum, but in reverse order. In
general, high school seniors tended to assume almost a normal distribution
in thelr ratings of fraternities and sororities in that the largest
proportion tended toward a central position while roughly the same
proportions had a strongly favorable attitude as &id those with a strongly

negative orientation, r~ppendix Table 12.

Winning Athletic Teams. Another part of the stereotypic imege of the

high school senior is his overriding concern with athletics and sports.
Tn an effort to check out this perception the students were asked to rate
the relative desiraebility of winning athletic teams as a factor when
selecting a college. Of all the attributes under consideration this one

appesred to be least important to the student. While approximately one-

fourth of the geniors had a positive orientation toward this characteristic

almost two out of five were negatively disposed.
The main difference among students enrolled in the various types of
high schools was that private school seniors tended to consider this

attribute less desirable than did students in other schools. This may be
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seen by the fact that approximately one-fifth of the private school

students thought this characteristic to be least desirable while

approximately one out of ten students in the other schools gave it a
similar rating. The difference between whites and nonwhites was largely
due to the fact that a greater proportion of the nonwhites felt this

characteristic to be most desirable than d4id whites. There were small

differences between males and females on this attribute but the male was
slightly more posibively oriented than the female. In general, students
with better grades tended to be less concerned about winning athletic

teams than students with lower grades. Fewer than four percent of the

students with A averages felt this attribute to be most desirable while

approximately one out of ten students with C averages gave it & similar
rating. At the other end of the continuum the proportion of students

which felt thie attribute to be least desirable tended to increase as

one moved from lower tc higher academic aversges. Whether a school
possessed winning athletic teams was not considered very imporizut by

most of the high school seniors, eppendix Table 13.

Sumnary
Tt would seem that mosi of the Delaware high school seniors feel
that a high academic reputation for a college or university is highly
desirable. That a college is locati~d awey from home was also strongly
desired by a fairly large proportion of high school seniors in the State.
The fact that a school provided lots of socisl life or was located in a

small town was considered desirable by a fairly substantial proporticn of

- 6]




students, but no% nearly to the same extent as the first two avtributes.
mentioned, The presence of frateraities and sororities or the fact that
a college has winning athletic teams were attributes which relatively

small proportions of the seniors found most desirable. To reiterate, the

characteristic considered most desirable by the largest proportion of

students was that & college or university have a high scademic reputation.
Tn that so many students indicated rather strong feelings toward this
attribute, it was considered desirable to examine the high school seniors’
perceptions of Delaware ingtitutions of higher education, particularly

their ratings of the academic reputation of these schools. To maké this

investigation constitutes the purpose of the next chapter.
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HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS' PERCEFTION
OF DELAWARE INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER EDUCATION

In this chapter the major concerin is with the images held by Delaware
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high school seniors toward higher education in the State. Because the

academic reputation of an institution was considered so important by the

seniors, the first part of the analysis involves an effort to ascertain

the studenis' rating of the academic reputation of the University of

Delaware, Deleware State College, and Wesley College. The operational ?

that the 4
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procedures employed were similar to those in the last chapter in

students were asked to rank the academic reputation of each institution :

%
1,
5
73

on & nine point scale which rarged from excellent to poor. Again, tc

facilitate reporting, the scale was reduced to five categories which in

gddition to the exireme positions also included the intermediate

categories of above average, average, and below average. ;
asked to :

In the second part of this analysis the students were
impressions of Delaware institutions of higher
omething uppermost

indicate their general

VI T o s T By B TN oY

learning. The assumpiion was that people usually have 8
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in their minds concerning different colleges and universities even if

It may be the

they do not know a lot about the various institutions.
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fields of study ofrered, social ille, the athletic programs, Or many

TPRERVRER

- 63 - .

P R e



other things. This was considered relevant to the present soudy because
it was further assvmed that the seniors' perceptiun of an institution was

an important factor which affected their choice of a college.

Academic Reputation

University of Delaware

Dete used to indicate high school seniors® ratings of the academic
reputation of selected institutions of higher education in Delaware were
summarized and placed in Table 15. From these data it may be seen that
the University of Delaware enjoys a relatively high academic reputation

among high school seniors in the State. Aimost four outv of five students

felt that the university's academic reputation was either above average or

excellent. One-fifth of the students rated the Uaiversity as average

N R CTTUIN ORg CR
B2DNNENC e (2

and less than two percent felt that it was either below &verage or poor.

There were variations in the ratings among seniors emrolled in

DG L

different types of high schocls throughout the State. For example, smong

private school students only 1 out of 12 felt that the academic reputation .

of the University was excellent while between one-fourth and one-fifth of

the students in the other high schools gave the University a similar

7 Ko} AN >
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rating. At the same time, almost one-half of the private school students

rated the academic reputation of the University of Delaware as either

Fewer than one-fourth of the students in

el sit,

average, helow average, Or DOOT.

New Castle County public high schools and less than one-fifth of the
students enrolled in Kent County schools gave the University a similar

rating. From data rcported in Chapter V it may be remembered thet a
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i TABLE 15
ko 3

PERCEIVED ACADEMIC REPUTATION OF SELECTED INSTITUTIONS OF
HIGHER EDUCATION FOR A SAMPLE OF DEIAWARE HIGH SCHOCL SENIORS

? WHO PLAN ON POST-HIGH SCHOOL TRAINING, 1966
j University Delaware Wesley
E Perceived Of Delaware State College College
Academic Reputation (N=2,066) (N=1,911) (N=1,906)
‘ -------- cnnnnsnnnnne PERCENT=eveceancvonnnne dunee
Excellent 21,2 1.5 3.0
Above Average 56,9 11.0 20,7
- Average 20,3 67.9 60.8
Below Average 1.0 15.8 11.6
3 Poor 0.6 3.8 3.3
i{ TOTAL 100,0 100.0 100,0
No information 150 305 310

Percents may total 100 due to rounding.
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relatively small proportion of gtudents enrolled In private schools
planned to attend en instate institution. ZPart of this may be due to the
private school students! perception of the academic reputation of the
schools in the State. There were only minor variations between males and
females, between whites and nonwhites, and among students with different
academic averages in their ratings of the academic reputation of the

University of Delaware, appendix Table 1k,

Delaware State College

The academic reputation of Delaware State College as perceived by
Delaware high school seniors was substantially lower than that of the
University of Deleware. ILess thar two percent of the students felt that
the acsdemic reputation of Delaware State College was excellent and

approximately one out of nine rated the college as above aVerage. By far

the greatest proportion of seniors felt that the college was average in
that slightly more than two-thirds gave the school this rating. One-fifth
of the higa school seniors in the State rated the academic reputation of

Delaware State College as either below average or POOr.

Seniors enrolled in Kent and Sussex County public high szhools were
more favorsbly disposed toward Delaware State College than were studentis
in the other high schools. One-fifth of the stuients in the Kent and

Sussex County schools rated Delaware State as elther above average or

excellent while approximately onertenth of the public schcol students in

New Castle County and one-tenth of the parochial school students gave

Delaware State College a similar rating. Fewer than four percent of the
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private school senlors gave the ecollege this high reating. Females tended

to rsnk Delaware State College higher than did males in that fewer than

1 out of 11 males rated Delaware State as above average or excellent while

approximately one out of six Pfemales gave that institution a similar

rating. As one weuld gsuspect, there were suhstantial differences

between white and nonwhite students in their evaluation of Delaware State

College. Approxiwately one-third of the Negro students felt that the

acedemic reputation of Lelaware State was either above average Or

excellent while one out of ten white students were similarly inclined.

On the other end of the comtinuum, slightly more than 1 out of 5 white

gtudents rated Delaware State as either below average or pPoor as compared
Among students with different

to fewer than 1 out of 20 Negro students.

academic averages, siightly smaller proportions of the students with A

averages rated the school as either above aversge or excellent as

compared to students with B or C averages. The reverse of this was also

true in that greater proportions of the students with A averages rated

Delaware State as elther poor or below average than did those students

with Bor C academic averages, appendix Table ib.

Wesley College
This college had a higher academic reputation among the high school

gseniors than did Delaware State College but not as high as the University

of Delaware. Slightly fewer than one out of four high school seniors

rated the academic reputation of Wesley College as either above average

or excellent. Approximately three-fifths of the students felt that

Wesley was average and an additional 15 percent rated the school as

below average Or DOOT.
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Again, students enrolled in Kent and Sussex County high schools *2anded
to be least critical while those students enrolled in private schools
tended to be most critical. This can be seen in the fact that slightly
more than three-tenths of the public school Kent and Sussex County
students rated the academic reputation of Wesley College as either above
average or excellent while slightly less than one out of eight private
school students gave it a similar rating. At the other end of the
spectrum less than seven percent of Kent and Sussex County sepiors felt

that Wesley was either below average or poor while 36 percent of the

privatz schocl students were similarly inclined. Students enrolled in
New Castle County public high schools and in parochial schools fell at an

iptermediate position between the above two extremes. There were only

slight differences between males and females in their evaluation of
Wesley College while nonwhite students tended to rate the school higher
than did white students. In general students with lower academic aversges
tend=d to be more favorably disposed toward Wesley College than vere
students with higher academic averages. For example, slightly less than
three-tenths of the students with C averages ranked Wesley College as

either above average or excellent while slightly less than one out of

seven students with an A average rated that institution similarly. On
the other hand, 16 percent of the students with A averages felt that.-

asley College was either below average or poor as compered to 12 percent

of the stulents with C averages, appendix Table 16.
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Again one should be cautious when interpreting these data, Thne fact
that an institution of higher education does not have a high academic
reputation does not mean that it 1s felling to provide a desirable
educationsl alternative. For example, an official of Wesley College
stated that one of his school's goals was to provide an educational
opportunity to students who would have en academically difficult time at
another institution. The University of Delaware, on the other band, should
have & relatively high academic reputation in the minds of the high school
seniors because it is the only university in the State. Although a
relatively small proportion of the seniors rated the University as being

below average or poor, i1t is interesting to note that roughly the same

proportion that rated it excellent also rated it average. from the data
reported here, Delaware State College had the lowest academic reputation
among the high school seniors. The fact that thls college has tradition-
ally heen a predominantly Negro school probably does not help its academic
reputation among the white students in the State, but even among the
Negro students (although they rated it higher than the white students)

Delaware State College did not enjoy a particularly high academic

reputation.

General Impressions of Delaware Institutions of Higher Educatiocn
Because esch of the Delaware institutions of higher 1earn15g received
different ratings in terms of their academic reputation, it was considered
desirable to try to ferret out the "mental pictures" which Delaware high

school seniors have of these institutions. To accomplish this the students
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Again one should be cautious when interpreting these data. Tae fact
that an institution of higher education does not have a high academic
reputation dces not mean that it is failing to provide s desirable
educational alternative. For example. an official of Wesley College
stated that one of his school's goals was to provide an educational
opportunity to students who would have an academically difficult tilue at
another institution. The University of Delaware, on the other hand, should
have & relatively high academic reputaticn in the minds of the high school
seniors becsuse it is the only university in the State. Although a
relatively small proportion of the seniors rated the University as being

below average or poor, it is interesting to note that roughly the same

proportion that rated it excellent also rated it average. From the date
reported here, Delaware State College had the lowest academic reputation
among the high school seniors. The fact that +this college has trzdition-
ally been a predominantly Negro school probably does not hely its academic
reputation among the white students in the State, but even among the
Negro students (although they rated it higher than the white students )

Delaware State College did not enjoy a particularly high academic

reputation.

General Impressions of Delaware Imstitutions of Higher Education
Because each of the Delaware institutions of higher learning received
different ratings in terms of their academic reputation, it was considered
desirsble to try to ferret out the "mental pictures" which Delaware high

school seniors have of these institutions. To accomplish this the students
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were noked to indicate what they first thought of when each of the schools

was mentioned. Again, it was felt that the general impression which the
senior held toward e particular institution would affect the probability
of his going there. Further, it was hoped that this information would
provide educational leaders at each of these institutions insights into
the "Fit" between what the high school senior thought about & particular

school and the programs end activities which the school was trying to

provide,

University of Delaware

Data concerning the general impressions which the Delaware high school

seniors have of the University of Delaware may be found in Table 16.
When the students were asked to indicate what they first thought of when
the University of Delaware was mentioned, four percent of the seniors
indicated they knew so little about the school they were unable to give
an impression. The largest proportion of the students, however, made a
general positive statement in +uat one out of four made such statenments
as ™t's a good school" or "I think it's the best school in the State'.

The next most ffequently mentioned factor was some reference to the

difficulty of the academic program. ¥or example, one out of six seniors

indicated how hard it ﬁé.s to get in, to stay in, or to graduate from the
University. It is interesting to note that approximately one out of ten

students thought about engineering when the University of Delaware was

mentioned. None of the other academic programs was mentioned by more than

two percent of the seniors. Only 1 out of 16 students made some reference
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TABLE 16

GENERAL IMPRESSION OF THE UNIVERSITY OF DELAWARE FOR A SAMPLE
OF DELAVARE HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS WHO PIAN TO TAKZ POST-HIGH
SCHOOL TRAINING BY TYPE AND LOCATION OF HIGH SCHOOL, 1956

(By Percentage)

Public
New Kent &
Impression Castle Sussex . Private Parochial _ Total _
(N=1,140) (N=542) (N=130) (N=325) (N=2,137)

Know little about

the school 3.9 500 3.1 301 4.0
General positive state~

ment (good school,

fine SChOOl) 2209 3004 23.1 2406 2501
General negative state=

ment (poor school,

don't like it) 401 2.8 805 403 401
Difficult academic

program 13,7 19,0 3.8 24,0 16.0
Reference to social life 7.8 A 2.3 4.6 6.1
Variety of courses 5.9 6.8 1.5 3.1 S
Location and iayout of

school 5.8 2.8 609 205 4.6
Athletic program 2.5 1.8 6.2 2.8 2,6
Reference to size of

school 3.5 700 3.8 606 406
Too close to home 5.1 0.7 5.4 1.2 3.4
Inadequate courses 3.0 1.7 5.4 2.5 2,7
Cost 0.7 1.8 - 2.5 102
Reference tec person or

relative 1,1 0.7 2.3 0.9 1.0
Little change from high

school 1.8 0.6 1.5 - 1.2
Specific Department

Mentioned

Engineering 10.9 8.3 17.7 10.1 1005
Liberal Arts (history,

art, etﬁo) 1.5 1.5 308 208 108
Sciences {chemistry,

phySics, etC.) 2.5 0.4 3.1 2.8 2,0
Agriculture 006 1.7 - 108 100
College of Education 1.6 1.1 - 0.9 1.3
Home Economics 0.7 0.9 - - 0.6
Secretarial Courses 0.2 0.4 - C.6 0.3
PhYSical Education 0.1 002 105 o 002
Nursing 0.3 - - 0.3 0.2
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100,0 100.0 100.0

No information for 79 students.
Percents may not total 100 due to rounding.
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to the social 1ife which exists on the campus and another 1 out of 20
referred to the veriety of courses that were provided at the University.
Other general impressions included such things as lccation and layout of
the campus, the athletic program, the fact that the school was toc close
to home, inadequate courses and costs, but none were mentioned by more
than five percent of the students.

There were some variations among high school seniors enrolled in
different types of secondary schools throughout the State. For exemple,
public school seniors from Kent and Sussex Counties were slightly more

prone to meke general positive statements about the University than were

students enrolled in the other schools. On the other hand, a lerger
proportion of private school seniors made general negative statements
sbout the University than did public or parochial school seniors.
Parochial schools had the largest proportion (one-fourth) which referred
to +the university's difficult academic program. This proportion
compared with approximaetely one out of five from Kent and Sussex County
schools, one out of seven from New Castle County public schools and only
four percent of the private school students. Another sourcelbf va;iation
was that privete school seniors were much more likely to mention the
engineering program at the University than were students enrolled in the
other types of high schools.

There were very few differences between males and femsles in theis
general impression of the University of Delaware, appendix Table 17.

Peunles were more likely to make some reference to the social life at the
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University than were males, but male students were much more likely to
mention engineering than were femsles. One of the major sources of
variation between white and nonwhite seniors was that approximately one
out of eight Negro students indicated they knew little about tke school
as compered to only three percent of the white scudents, appendix Teble 18.
A slightly larger proportion of the nonwhite students made some negative
reference to the University than did white students and whites were much
more likely to mention engineering than were nonwhites. As one would
suspect, students with higher academic averages tended to be more informed
about the University than were students with lower academic averasges in
that only one percent of the A students indicated they knew little sbout
the school while slightly more than two percent of the B students mede a
similar statement and the proportion grew to almost six percent among

the C students. The higher the academic average of the senior the less
likely was he to mention the difficulty of the university’s academic
program. For example, approximately one out of ten A students mentioned
this factor as compared to one out of five C students. Students with

A averages were much more likely to associate engineering with the
University of Delaware than were students with B or C averages. This can
be seen by the fact that slightly more than one-fifth of the students
with A averages mentioned engineering as compared to approximately one-

tenth of the students with B or C averages.

Delaware State College

When examining the seniors' perceptions of Delaware State College

one is impressed by the general lack of knowledge about this school,
w73 =
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Table 17. For example, almost one-fourth of the high school seniors

indicated they knew so little about the college they could not give an

impression. Of those that did respond, the dominant image was "it's a

Negro school". Approximately one-third of the high school seniors cited
this as what they first thought of when Delaware State College was

mentioned. One-tenth of the seniors had the impression that Deleware

State was either a medioere or poor school while slightly less then six
percent of the seniors indicated a general positive impression. The fact
that the school is located in Kent County or near Dover was mentioned by
slightly less than five percent of the students. Fhysical Education was
the academic department most frequently mentioned and this was cited by
slightly less than four percent of the students.

Seniors enrolled in Kent and Sussex County public high schools
tended t0 be better informed about Delaware State College than were
students enrolled in New Castlie County public high schcols or private
and parochial school students. Slightly fewer than one out of six seniors
in Kent and Sussex County schools indicated they knew little sbout
Delaware State College as compared to slightly more than one-fourth in
the other high schools. Private school seniors tended to make reference
to the fact that Delaware State College was a predominantly Negro college
more frequently than did students enrolled in the other high schcols.
Approximately one-half of the private school seniors made such reference
as compared to approximately one-third of the public or parochial school

seniors. Kent and Sussex County high school seniors seemed to be more
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’ TABLE 17
‘#3 CENERAL IMPRESSION OF DEIAWARE STATE COLLEGE FOR A SAMPLE OF
b DEIAWARE HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS WHO PIAN FURTHER POST-HIGH SCHOOL
E TRAINING BY TYPE AND LOCATION OF HIGH SCHOOL, 1966
§ (By Percencage)
.5
3 Public
; New Kent &
_Castle = Sussex  Private Parochial __Total
3 Impression (8=1,012) (N=506) (N=116) (N=305)  (N<=1,939)
: Know little about the
E school 26,5 15.8 28.4 26,9 23.9
3 Reference to its being
: a Negro school 32.1 31.0 48.3 32.8 32.9
J General positive im-
3 pression (a good
; school, fine school) 3.6 11,6 1.7 4.3 57
j: General negative im=-
b pression (poor school,
‘) dOﬂ't like it) 10.0 9.8 10.3 12.1 10.1
Location 6.0 2.8 2.6 4.3 4.7
No desire to attend 2.7 3.4 0.9 4.3 3.0
Reference to social
life 2.4 2,0 - 1.3 2,0
Difficult academic
progranm 0.8 0.6 - 0,7 0.7
Easy academic program 1.3 2.8 - 1.6 1.6
Cost 0.5 4,9 - 1.3 1,8
Reference to problems
of the school 2.1 002 0.9 1.3 1.4
Close to home 0.4 2.2 0.9 0.3 0.9
Far from home 0.2 - - 0.7 0.2
Reference to person or
relative 0.6 1.0 - - 0.6
Other 1.1 2.4 0.9 L] 1.2
General Reference to
Sub jects 1.4 3.0 0.9 0.7 1.6
Specific Department
Mentioned
PhYSical Education 3.6 4.2 1.7 2.6 3.6
TQGChing 2.7 1.2 -~ 1.3 1.9
AgricUIt“re 1.7 0.6 2.6 2.6 1.6
Liberal Arts (history,
art, etc.) 0.2 0.4 - 0.7 0.3
Sciences (chemistry,
phySics, etc.) 0.2 0.8 - 0.3 0.4
TOTAL 100,0 100.0 100,0 100.0 100,0

No information for 277 students.
Percents may not total 100 due to rounding.
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favorebly disposed toward Deleware State College than were the other

seniors. This can be seen in the fact that approximately 12 percent of

the Kent and Sussex County students had a general positive impression of
the college as compared to 4 percent or less of the seniors in the other
high schools.

Differences between males and females in their general impressions

5 of Delaware State College were negligible, appendix Table 20. There were

substential differences between white and nonwhite students, however.
Only six percent of the nonwhite seniors indicated they knew little about

tne college while approximately one-fourth of the vhite students made a

AN

similer statement, appendix Table 21. More than one-third of the white

seniors referred io the fact that Del was a "Negro coliege”

while only five percent of the ncnwhite senlors made a similar reference.
5 Also, the Negro students were more favorably disposed toward Delaware

‘ State College in that approximately one-fifth of these students had a
genersl positive impression of the college while only four percent of

" the white students were similarly inclined. It is also interesting to

2 note that siightly more than one-tenth of the Negro students referred to
the social life at the college while only one percent of the white students
made the same reference. The nonwhite students were also much more
likely to mention the physical educatior program at Delaware State College
than were the white students. There were some differences among students
with verious academic sverages but the degree of Gifference was small,

appendix Table 22. Slightly larger proportions of students with B or C

e ),

averages indicated they knew little about the school as compared to those
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‘ most of the white Delaware high school seniors Delaware State C

students with A averages. Also students with lower scademic averages

tended to have a more positive general impression of the college than did

students with higher averages, but again the variations were sV e
These data tend to indicate that because Delaware State College has

historically been a Negro college this tends to influence both the white

and nonwhite seniors' perceptions of the school. On the one hand a

substantiel proportion of the white students seem to know 1ittle about

the college other than the fact that it is a predominantly Negro school.

Other than this, most of the responses were a series of general impressions

such as "it's s good school” or "it's all righ " or ™t's & poor school”

or "I have no desire to go there". These data would suggest that for

ollege was

not perceived as a viable educational alternative. This pattern did not

prevail for the Negro seniors. They tended to be better informed about

the college and, in generel, positively oriented toward it.

Wesley College

When the high school seniors were asked to indicate what they first

thought of when Wesley College was mentioned, slightly more than one out

of five students stated they knew 80 iittle about the school that they

were uneble to form an impression. For those that did respond, the

lergest single impression of Wesley College mentioned by the senlors was

s reference to its being a junior college, Table 18. Slightly fewer than

one out of five students indicated this was what came to mind when the

college was mentioned. Approxim.tely 1 out of 12 seniors held a gencral
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GENERAL IMPRESSIONS OF WESLEY COLLEGE FOR A SAMPLE OF DELAWARE
HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS WHO PLAN ON POST-HIGH SCHOOL TRAINING
BY TYPE AND LOCATION OF HIGH SCHOOL, 1966
(By Percentage)

Impression

Know little gbout the
school

Reference to junior
college

General positive im=
pression (good school,
fine school)

Gouneral negative impres-
sicn (all right, poor
schocl, don't like it)

Athletic program

Reference to size of
school

Reference tc social life

Easy academic program

Difficult academic
program

Church affiliation

Interest in attending

No interest in attending

Location and layout of
school

Close to home

Cost

Other

General Reference to

Subjects
Specific Dept. Mentioned

Business courses
ILiberal Arts (history,
art, etc,)

Chemistry

Technical courses
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TABLE

18

No information for 233 students,

Percents may not total 100 due to rounding,
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Public
New Kent &
_Castle _ Sussex Private Parochial
(N=1,036) (N=513) (N=124) (N=310)
2447 11,1 . 33.9 . 30,0
20.4 16.4 15,3 15.8
7.8 11.3 10.5 3.5
8.5 13.0 11.3 9.4
5.8 6.0 7.3 9.4
6.8 4.9 6.4 6.8
3.2 5.4 0.8 2.9
Se3 4.7 5.6 4.2
0.9 1.0 0.8 1.3
500 401 - 209
006 008 058 o
1.5 5.1 1.6 3.2
201 196 204 206
0.3 4.5 1.6 1.6
101 4.3 - 103
0.7 0.8 0.8 0.3
2.0 201 - 103
1.2 2.3 0.8 0.6
1,6 0.4 - 1.0
002 0.2 had =
0.2 - - -
100,0 100.0 100,0 100.0

Total
(N=1,983)
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positive impression of the sciuool while 1 out of 10 indicated generally

& negative impression of the college. The athletic program wes mentioned

AP ATRIAR

A by six percent of the students and an additional six percent referred

to the small size of the college. One out of 20 seniors indicated that

T o
I sk

il S

they thcught about the easy academic program when Wesley College wes
nmentioned. None of the departments or courses were mentioned by as much
as two percent of the students.

5 When comparisons were made among the various high school types,
private school studenis most frequently indicated they knew iittle about
the college and parochial school students had the next largest proportion.
For private school students, approximately one out of three indicated he
knew little about the school, while three out of ten parochial school

students made the same statement. One-fourth of the seniors from the

New Castle County public high schools indicated they knew little about
the school, but the proportion of gstudents from Kent and Sussex Counties
which made & similar statement dropped to slightly more than one out of
ten. Aside from the differences in the amount of information which the
gtudents indicated they had about the college there were very few
differences among the seniors enrolled in the various high schools
throughout the State in their general impressions of Wesley College.
When males and females were compared, the only real difference was that
mele seniors more frequently made reference to the athletic program at
Wesley than did the females, appendix Table 23. 'The greatest source of
variation between white and nmonvhite students was that more than two-fifths

of the Negro seniors indicated they knew 1ittle about the school &as
“ 79 =
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compared to approximately one-fifth of the white seniors, appendix

Table 24. Another difference was that approximately one-fifth of the

ki white students made reference to the fact that Wesley was a junior college

as compared to approximately 1 out of 12 Negro students. It is interesting

i to note that eight percent of the Negro students indicated they had no

interest in attending Wesley as compared to approximately two percent of

the white students. This may be due to the fact that Delaware State

é College is also located in Dover and Negroes see Wesley College as a less

desirable educational alternative. In general, seniors with lower

academic averages tended to be more favorably oriented toward VWlesley

e ST g ra g1

College than were students with higher averages. This can be seen in

the fact that only five percent of the students with A averages had a

general positive impression of the school as compared to ten percent

1 with C average. The reverse of this pattern was also true.

Ao sasnied PRSI

Sumary
Tn summary then, the University of Delaware enjoys a relatively high

scademic reputation among high school seniors in the State. In

DRI o opwicicaixsal £22

the perceived academic reputation of Delaware state College ;

comparison
The 3

S [

was fourd to be substantially lower than that of the University.
academic reputation of Wesley College W3S perceived to be higher than that

of Delaware State College, but not as high as that of the University of 3

Delaware. There were substantial variations in the responses of students i

enrolled in different schools throughout the State, and among students :

with different academic averages. The rating of the academic reputations

of the three colleges also differed according to the color and sex of

the respondents.
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3 When students were asked to indicate what they first thought of

; when the University of Delaware was mentioned, the largest proportion

E responded with a generally positive statement. The next most frequently
: mentioned factor involved some reference to the difficulty of the

] academic program. With regard to Delaware State £ollege, nearly one-

fourth of the high school seniors stated that they did not know enough

2 3 Wt

gbout the college to form an impression. Of those who did respond to the

question, the greatest proportion referred to the college as being &

: "Negro school". Slightly more seniors indicated a negative impression

b

of the school than indicated a positive impression. When asked éiout

S S

s s

their image of Wesley College, approximately one-fifth of the seniors

R

stated that they did not know enough about the school to form an

A0

200

impression. Of those who did respond, the most frequently mentioned image

was that the college was a junior college.

At ing

In each instance there was some variation in the responses among

oo orimpiant:

students enrolled in different types of secondary schools throughout the

DY LR

State, among students with different academic averages, and between

: whi%e and nonwhite students. There were negligible differences between

the responses of male and female students.
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CHAFTER VII

et

SENIORS INTEREST IN LOCAL TWO-YEAR INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER EDUCATION

ARTE AT 258 b

The recent approval by the State legislature for the creation of

" “»ng,-y:ﬂo Syt *,‘-

two publicly supported two-year institutions of higher education has

prompted the need for information concerning the high school seniors

3 St LSEAMAAFE B ik
.

interest in attending such institutions. It was felt that data should
also be generated which indicated the type courses high school seniors in

Delaware would be interested in taking. These data would not only

RIS R P S A H b o O e

provide some clues as to the number of students which might be expected

ot e
o

to enrcll in a local two-year institution but would also aid in the

development of curriculs and programs. When the data were being gathered 3
the particular form the institutions would take had not been determined; é.
therefore, such terms as "community college"”, "junior college", and §
"technicsl schools"” were avoided. Each of the high school seniors was f
simply asked to indicate whether they would be interested in attending %
a post-high school two-year institution located near their home. If the :
answer was yes, he was then asked to indicate what type subjects he ‘g
would be interested in taking. »
In much of the previous anaslysis data were presented only for those gﬁé
students who had planned to take post-high school training. For present ?i
purposes it was felt that many seniors who had not planned to seek further ;%;
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education might be interested in attending & local two-year institution.

Therefore, &ll of the students in the sample were included in +his

analysis. When examining these data the reader should keep in mind that
this was & 50 percent sample and the numbers reported represent roughly
one-half of the actual number of seniors in each of the categories.
Further, when the datas are reported in great detail the possibility for
sampling error increases. Also, all of the information was gathered from
the high school seniors during one day of school; therefors, thosge
students who were sbsent from school that day would not be included ip
the sample. All of these sources of veriation, however, should be of
little consequence.

Data which indicate the Delaware high school senior’s inierest in
attendirg a local two-year institution of higher education were summarized
and placed in Table 19. From these data it can be seen that slightly less
than two out of five (37 percent) seniors indicated they would be
interested in attending a local two-year institution. There were
differences, however, among seniors enrolled in the varlous type high
schools throughout the State. Roughly the sume proportions of seniors
(between 3% and 38 percent) emrolled in public high schools in New Castle
and Kent Counties and pa.ochisl school students indicated they would be
interested in attending a local two-year institution. The gremtept
amount of interest was manifested by senlors in Sussex County pubiic
high schools in that approximately one-half of these students were
favorebly disposed toward this type of school. The least interested
seniors were those enrolled in private schools in that only five vercent
said they would be interested in sttending a local two-year institution.
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TABLE 19

DISTRIBUTION OF A SAMPLE OF DEIAVARE HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS
AS TO WHETHER THEY WOULD BE INTERESTED IN ATTENDING
A LOCAL TWO-YEAR INSTITUTION OF HIGHER EDUCATION
BY SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS, 1966

Characteristic Ye

Type High School

Pubiic
New Castle 626
Kent 218
Sussex 260
Parochial 156
Private 7
Sex
Male 895
Female 570
Color
White 1,059
Nonwhite 206
Grade
A 19
B 328
c 833
D 69
TOTAL 1,267

36,7

No Total

No,. % No,, %
1,135 64,5 1,761  100,0
361  62.4 579  100,0
265 50,5 525  100,0
301 65.9 457  100,0
128 9.8 135  100,0
1,130  61.9 1,825  100,0
1,059  65.0 1,629  100,0
2,03  65.8 3,093  100,0
152  42.5 358  100,0
186 90,7 205  100,0
882  73.0 1,210  100,0
1,026  55.2 1,859  100,0
84 54,9 153  100,0
2,190  63.4 3,457  100,0

No information on student's response to question: 19

No information on characteristics:

30

Percents may not total 100 due to rounding,
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When comparisons were made between males and females there was little
difference in the degree of interest tut substantial variation occurred
between white and nonwhite seniors. Approximately one-third of the

white high school seniors indicated an interest in attending a local two-

AR U AL

year institution of higher education while almost three out of five Negro
students were similarly disposed. There was a strong relationghin among
students with different academic averages and their interest in attending
a two-year institution near their home. Those students with higher grades
tended to be the least interested and those students with lower academic

averages tended to be the most interested. This can be seen in the fact

that slightly less than one out of ten students with an A average

indicated an interest in this type school while slightly more than one-
fourth of the students with B averages were similerly inclined and more
than two out of five students with C averages indicated an interest in

attending a local two-year institution.

Summsry
These date suggest that public high school seniors in Sussex County
- were slightly more interested in a local two-year institution than were
those from Kent and New Castle Counties and private school students were
least interested. There was little difference between males and females,
but the Negro students were substantially mor: interested than were white
students. Students with lower academic averages were far more interested
in attending & local two-year institution of higher education than were

students with higher academic averages.
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Those students who indicated an interest in attending & local two-
year institution of higher education were asked to indicate the courses
which they would be interested in taking. These date may be found in

Table 20. Slightly more than two out of five students indicated an

interest in college transfer courses while the remainder (57 percent)

indicated an interest in vocational courses. The high school seniors
indicated by far the greatest interest in commercial courses in that two
out of five students cited this as the type training they wouléd be most
interested in taking. Six percent of the students indicated a general
preference for vocational training but did not specify the type training
they would prefer. Roughly the same proportions (slightly more than three
percent) indicated an interest in industrial arts and data processing.
Some of the seniors indicated an interest in nursing in that two percent
cited this as an area of study. Beauty culture, commercial art, food
management, and weather forecasting all were mentioned by the seniors as
typee of vocational training they would be interested in teking, but none
of these courses was mentioned by more than one percent of the students.
When comparisons were made between males and females, meles indicated
a greater interest in college transfer courses than did females, Table 21.
For example, approximetely one-half the male students indicated that they
would be interested in taking college trensfer courses while approximately
one-third of the femsle students indicated the same interest. A greater
proportion of the females said they would be interested in taking
commercial courses then males in that slightly more than one-half of the
Pemales indicated an interest in these courses as compared to approximately
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TABLE 20

COURSES STUDENTS WOULD BE INTERESTED IN TAKING IF AVAILABLE AT
LOCAL TWO~YEAR INSTITUTIONS FOR A SAMPLE OF DELAVARE
HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS BY TYPE AND LOCATION OF HIGH SCHOOL, 1966

Public
New Kent &
Castle Sussex Parochial Private Total
Courses N % N % N A N % N A

College Transfer 255 42,2 197 43,3 65 43.3 3 60,0 520 42,8

Vocational
General 40 6.6 29. 6.4 5 33 = = 7% 6.1
Commercial 242 40,4 166 36,5 74 49,3 2 40.0  48% 40,0
Industrial Arts 22 3,6 19 4,2 2 1.3 - = 43 3.5
Data Processing 20 3,3 14 3.1 3 2,0 « = 37 3.1
Nursing 12 2,0 12 2,6 - = - = 26 2,0 %
Beauty Culture 4 0.7 7 1.5 1 0,7 - = 12 1.0 é
Commercial Art 5 0.8 6 1.3 - - - = 11 0.9 %
Food Management 1 0.2 5 1.1 - - - = 6 0.5
Weather 1_0.2 = - - = == 1 _0.1

TOTAL 602 100,0 455 100,0 150 100,0 5 100,0 1,212 100,0 :

No information for 66 students,

There were 2,198 students not interested in a local two-year
institution.

3
%
2
2
E
2
Fo

Percents may not total 100 due to rounding.
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TABLE 21

COURSES STUDENIS WOULD BE INTERESTED IN TAKING IF AVAILABLE AT
LOCAL TWO~-YEAR INSTITUTIONS POR A SAMPLE OF DELAVARE
HIGH SCHOOL SENIOR3 BY SEX, 1966

Male Female Total
Courses N 2 N % N %
College Transfer 326 49,7 194 34.9 520 42,9
Vocational
General 63 9.6 11 2,0 74 6.1
Commercial 199 30.3 285 51.2 484 40,0
Industrial Arts 41 6.2 2 0.4 43 3.5
Data Processing 21 3.2 16 2.9 37 3.1
Nursing - - 24 4.3 24 1.9
Beauty Culture 1 0.2 11 2.0 12 1.0
Commercial Art 4 0.6 7 1.2 11 0.9
Food Management - - 6 1.1 6 0.5
Weather 1 0,2 T i 0,1
TOTAL 656 100,0 556 100.0 1,212 100,90

No information for 66 students,

There were 2,198 students not interested in a local two~year
institution,

Percents may not total 100 due to rounding,
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three out of ten males. On the other hend, males tended to be more
interested in general vocational training and industrial arts than were
females.

Roughly the same division of interest between college transfer
courses and vocetional courses was indicated by white and nonwhite
students, Table 22. There were some differences between whites and
nonwhites on the types of focational courses they would be interested in
taking however. More white students indicated an interest in commercial
courses than Negro students while a slightly greater proportion of
nonvhite students were interested in general vocational courses than
were white students.

As one might expect, when comparisons were made among seniors with
different acedemic averages those students with higher averages tended
to be more interested in college transfer courses than were those students
with lower averasges. For exsmple, approximately three-fifths of the
students with A averages indicated an interest in college transfer courses
as compared to approximately two-fifths of the students with C averages,
Table 23. Within the types of vocational courses it was daifficult to
determine a pattern among students with different academic averages.

In summary of those interested in a local two-year institution
approximately three-fifths of the high school seniors indicated an ..~
interest in vocational training as opposed to college transfer courses.
Among students who indicated an interest in vocational training,
commercisl courses was the type most frequently mentioned. Femsles tended
to be more interested in vocational training than were males and also more
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TABLE 22

O

: COURSES STUDENTS WOULD BE INTERESTED IN TAKING IF AVAILABLE AT
LOCAL TWO-YEAR INSTITUTIONS FOR A SAMPLE OF DELAWARE
HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS BY COLOR, 1966

.
AL "““«0' ot VA AT ity o
D Sted SR ARALFT R v e

7 White Nonwhite Total
Courses ¥ Z Xz N %
? College Transfer 436 42,9 84 43.1 520 42.9
§ Vocational
? General 51 5.0 23 1.7 % 6.l
Commercial 421 42.0 57 29.2 486 40,1
; Industrial Arts 38 3.7 5 2.6 43 3¢5
% Data Processing 3G 249 7 3.6 37 3.0
% Nursing 18 1.8 6 3.1 24 2.0
] Beauty Culture 7 0.7 5 2.6 12 1.0
E Commercial Art 9 0.9 2 1.0 11 0.9 §
% Food Management - - 6 3.1 6 0.5 §
Weather 1 0.1 - - 1 0.1 z
TOTAL 1,017 106.0 195 100.0 1,212 100.,0 g
]
No information for 66 students. 2

There were 2,198 students not interested in a two-year local
institution,

Percents may not total 100 due to rounding.




TABLE 23

COURSES STUDENTS WOULD BE INTERESTED IN TAKING IF AVAILABLE AT
LOCAL TWO-YEAR INSTITUTIONS FOR A SAMPLE OF DELAWARE
HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS BY ACADEMIC AVERAGE, 1966

A B C D Total
Courses N 2z N % N % § %z N %

-

College Transfer 11 61.1 144 45.3 322 40,6 35 52.2 512 42,8

Vocational
General - - 12 3.8 55 6.9 5 7.5 72 6.0
Commercial 6 33.3 138 43,4 316 -'5930 20 29.8 480 40,1

Industrial Arts = = 6 1.9 35 4,4 2 3.0 43 3.6
Data Processing = = 7 2.2 29 3,6 = = 36 3.0
Nursiug 1 5.6 3 0,9 17 2,1 2 3.0 23 1.9
Beauty Culture - - 2 0,6 9 1,1 1 1.5 12 1.0
Commercial Art - - 5 1.6 5 0,6 1 1,5 11 0.9
food Management = = 1 0.3 L& 0,5 1 1.5 6 0.5
deather - -_- 1 _ 01 = _ = 1 _ 0.1
TOTAL 18 100,06 318 100,0 793 100,0 67 100,0 1,196 100.0

No information for 82 students,

There were 2,198 students not interested in a two-year local
institution,

Percents may not total 100 due to rounding.




interested in commercisl training. White students tended to be slightly
more interested in commercial training then were nonwhite students while
the Negroes tended to indicete a greater interest in general vocational
treining than whites. Students with higher academic averages tended to
be more interested in college transfer courses than were students with

lower academic averages.
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CHAPTER VIII
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

The purpose of the present study was to examine the post-high school
plans for a sample of Delaware high school seniors. The questions of
major concern were with who goes to college, where they plan to attend,
and the factors involved in selection of a school. Data were also
generated concerning the student's interest in attending a local two-year
ingtitution and the courses he would be interested in teking. A total of
3,476 seniors in 27 high schools in Delaware were administered a
questionnaire, ylelding date on senlors for & 50 percent sample of the

public and private secondary schools in the State. The major findings of

the study are summarized below.

L

—

Post-High School Plans
1. Of the students questioned, approximately one-half indicated
they planned to enter college when they finished high school and nearly
one in five said they intended to go to work.
2, fAmong the high school seniors, private school students were the
most likely to be planning to go to college in that virtually all of these
students were college-bound. The next largest proportions planning to

go to college were students enrolled in parochisl schools and students in
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licw Castle County public schools. More than one-half the students in the
latter category planned 1o attend college as compared to slightly more
than two out of five students in either Kent or Susszx Counties.

3. Males were more likely to be planning to enter college than
females in that almost three out of five males planned to attend colliege
as compared to one-half the females.

L. More white students than nonwhite students planned to attend
college. Approximately 54 percent of the white students were college-

bound as compared to Ul percent of the nonwhite students.

5., Those students with higher grades and who came from high status
families were more likely to be pianning to attend college than any of
the other categories. Nine out of ten students with A averages planned
to go to college as compared to seven out of ten students with B averages
and two out of five students with C averages. In terms of socloeconomic
status, approximately one-fourth of the students whose families were in
the lowest ranked status position plaaned to attend college while more

than four out of five students from the highest ranked families were

college~bound.

Advisors
1. When discussing post-high school plans seniors most frequently
talked with and took the edvice of ‘their parents and guidance counselor.

Lpproximately four-fifths of the students mentioned their parents and

about one-half mentioned their guidance counselor.

-9}




e o A NPT W, T

2. 1n general students found the guidance counselor to be quite
helpful. Approximately three out of five students indicated that the

guidance counselor was elther very helpful or of some nelp.
3. College-bound students were more likely to telk with thelr

guidance counszlors and to £ind them helpful than were noncollege-bound

-

gtudents. OFf thuse planning to go o college, slightly fewer than 1 out

of 1l did not discuss their post-high school plans with & guidanece

counselor as compared to neerly 2 out of 5 noncollege-bound students.

Reasons for Post-High School Training
1. The reason most frequently given for taking post-high school

training was to satisfy vocational aspirations. More than one-half the

!

students indicated this reason. The next most frequently mentioned

factor, which had to 4o with scholastic or academic orientations {for
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example, to learn more or become better educated), accounted for only

one cut of seven students.

2. TFor those students who were not planning further education, the
resgon most frequently cited was that they were either not interested
or that they disliked school. This reason was given by approximately

two-fifths of the noncollege-bound students.

Location of Post-iigh School Education

1. Seniors in the presént study indicated that they planned to

geek post-high school education in schools located in the District of

Columbis and in 38 of the 50 states.
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2. Delaware was the state in which the greatest proportion of
students planned to continue their education, accounting for slightly
more than one-half of the seniors. Excluding Delaware, more than twice
as many students planned to attend schools in Pennsylvania than in any
other state. The next most Prequently mentioned state was North Carolina.

3. Among those students who plenned to attend either a four-year
college or a Junior college, approximately one-half planned to remain in
the State; whereas, for those planning to take business training or a
professional school, three out of five planned to attend an instate
institution.

4, Nearly nine out of ten students enrolled in private schools
planned to attend an out-of-state institution.

5. Slightly less than one-half of the male students planned to go
to school in Deleware, while three out of five females indicated a
gimilar decision.

6. Negroes were more likely to be planning to attend a Delaware
institution than were whites. .pproximately one-hal’ of the white
students as compared to seven out of ten Negro students made this
decision.

7. Delaware is losing more then two-thirds of the students with the
highest academic averages to schools in other states. Fewer then one-
third of the A students and 55 percent of the B and C gstudents indicated

that they planned to go to school in Delaware after graduation from

high school.
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8. For those students who planned to attend a Delaware institution

: of higher learning,there were substantial differences among the proportions
g planning to attend the various schools. Approximately two-thirds planned
to go to the University of Delaware while about 10 percent planned to

attend Goldey Beacom. An additional 10 percent planned to go to Delaware

State College.
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2 9. The choice of the specific Delaware institution which students
planned to attend was found to vary according to the students color, sex,
academic average, and the type and location of the high school in which

E he was envolled.

Reysons for Choice of College
l. When asked to indicate the main reason for selecting the
F particular school they planned to attend, students most frequently stated
that the aschool provided the courses of study or subjects which they found

most desirable. This reason was given by three out of ten students. One

RSB Ut A e B AN

out of five felt that the academic reputation of the school was the most
i important reason.
2. Students attending private schocls were much more concerned about
K the academic reputation of the college than were seniors in other types
of schools. Nearly one-half of the private school students cited this
4 reason as compared to one-fifth of the students enrolled in public and
parochial schools.
3. There was very ilttle 2ifference between males and females on

reasons given for choice of a college.
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4, White students were more concerned with the availability of
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desirable course offerings and the academic reputetion of the school than
were nonvhites. Almost one-third of the white students mentioned access
to desirable course offerings as the main reason for their choice while

; only one-fourth of the Negro students made this response. Approximately
one out of Pive white students and one out of ten Negro students cited
the academic reputation of the college.

5. Students with A averages tended to be much more concerned with

the academic reputation of a school than were students with lower averages.
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Approximately two-fifths of the A students gave this as the main reason in

R

choosing & particular school &3 compared to slightly more than cne-fifth
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of the B students and one out of seven C students.
6. Among students who planned to attend an out-of-state institution

the reason most frequently cited was to get away from home., This reason

ey ey 3
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7 was mentioned by one-fourth of the students.
7. The opportunity to get away from home as the reason for choosing
3 an out-of-state school was given by twice as many students in New Castle

County public schools as in Kent and Sussex County public schools.
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8. There uas no discernible pattern of differences between the

Biountaar e

responses of males and females and between whites and nonwhites as to
4 why they planned to attend an out-of-state institution.

9. Students with higher academic averages were slightly more

AR

likely to choose an ocut-of-state school in order to get away from home

oGRS X s e

than were students with lower averages.
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Ratings of Selected College Characteristics
1. More than any other attribute, the greatest proportion of high

3 school seniors felt that a college or university should have & high

SNE H eV Lostiar

A

iNrsry

academic rating. Almost one-half of the students rated this attribute as

most desirable.
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2. A slightly greater proportion of private school students felt

that a high academic rating was most desirable then did students in other

M
Qe

high schools. The same condition was true of white students and females.
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3. There was & relatively strong relationship between the student?’s

academic average and the perceived desirability of & school possessing

a high academic reputation. More then four out of five A students felt

this attribute to be most desirable as compared to one out of three (v

students.

4. That a college is located away from home was also strongly

desired by a fairly large proportion of high school seniors. More than

one-third felt this to be most desirable.

5. Students enrolled in private achools reacted most strongly to this

charscteristic. Almost one-half thoughi it to be most desirable.

6. The fact that a school provided lots of social life or was
located in a small town was considered desirable by & fairly substantial
proportion of students, but not nearly to the same extent as academic

reputation and location away from home.

7. The presence of fraternities and sororities or the fact thut a

college has winnirg athletic teams were attributes which relatively small

proportions of seniors found most desirable.
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Perception of Delaware Institutions of Higher Education

1l.. The University of Delaware enjoys a relatively high academic
reputation smong high school seniors in the State. Almost four out of
Pive students felt that the university's academic reputation was either

gbove average or excellent. Less than two percent felt that it was either

below average or Poore

5. Private school students were less favorably disposed to the
University. Only 1 out of 12 of these students felt that the academic
reputation of the University was excellent while from one-fourth to

one-fifth of the students in the other high schools gave the University a

DA VR b 07 Rl SRR (SR RN AR 2 i (20 4 a6 e M IO it g1 U2

similar rating.
3. There were only minor variations between males and females,

between whites and nonwhites, and among students with different academic
averages in their ratings of the academic repuvation of the University of
Delaware.

4, The academic reputation of Delaware State ColLlege was rated
considerably lower than that of the University of Delaware. The greatest
proportion of seniors (two-thirds) felt the college was average.

5., Students enrolled in Kent and Sussex County public high schools
tended to be the least critical in their rating of Delaware State College,

while private school students were the most critical. One-fifth of the
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former group rated Delaware State as either above average or excellent,

while less than four percent of the private school seniors gave the 4

college this high rating.
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6. Females tended to rate Delaware State Collegze higher than did
males and Negroes were far more likely to give the college a higher rating
than were whites. Approximately one-third of the Negro students felt that j

:

the academic reputation of Delaware State was either above gverage or

excellent as compared to one out of ten white students. J
T. Among students with different academic averages s slightly smalier
proportions of students with A averages rated Delaware State College as

either above average or excellent as compared to B or C students.

8. The academic reputation of Wesley College was perceived to be
higher than that of Delaware State College, but not as high as that of the

University of Delaware. Slightly fewer than one-fourth of the seniors :

rated the academic reputation of Wesley College as either above average

or excellent. Approximately three-fifths of the students felt that
Wesley College was average.

9. Again, students from Kent and Sussex County public schools tended
to be more favorably inclined toward Wesley College than were students
from other schools.

10. There were only slight differences between males and females in
their evaluation of Wesley College, while nonwhite students tended to
give the school a higher rating than did white students.

1ll. In general, students with lower academic averages tended to be
less critical of Wesley College. Slightly less than three-tenths of the

C students ranked Wesley College as either above average or excellent as

compared to less than one out of seven students with A aversges.
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General Impressions
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1. When students were asked to indicate what they first thought
of when the University of Delaware was mentioned, one out of four
responded with a generally positive statement. An additional one-gixth

of the students made reference to the difficulty of the academic program.

TP S P P SV VY WINC R JPre PR IR JPEVPS 9

Also one in ten mentioned the engineering program.

2. Public school seniors from Kent and Sussex County schools were
slightly more prone to make general positive statements sbout the

University than were other students.

3. There were very few differences between males and females in

their general impressions of the University of Delaware.
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k., Approximetely one out of eight Negro students indicated they

oy

e

i

knew 1ittle about the University as compared to only three percent of the

white students. Also a slightly larger proportion of nonwhite students

"

made some negative reference about the University than did white students.

5. Students with higher academic averages tended to be more informed
about the University then were students with lower averages. Also the
higher the academic average of the senior, the less likely was he to
mention the difficulty of the university's academic program. Approximately
one out of ten A students mentioned this factor as compared to one out of
five C students.

6. Almost one-fourth of the high school seniors indicated they
knew so little about Delaware State College they could not give an
impression. Of those who did respond, the dominanit image, cited by
approximately cne-third of the students, was "it's a Negro school.”
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One-tenth of the seniors had the impression that Delaware State College
was elther a medioere or poor school while slightly less than six percent
of the seniors indicated a generally positive impression.

7. Seniors enrolled in Kent and Sussex County public high schools
tended to be better informed about Delaware State College and to have a
more positive impression than students in other schools. Approximately
12 pércent of the Kent and Sussex County public high school students had
a generally positive impression of the college as compared to four percent

or less of the Delaware seniors elsewhere.

8. Differences between meles and females in their general impressions
of Delaware State College were negligible; however, differences by color
were substantial. White students were more likely (one-fourth) to be
uninformed about Delaware State College than were nonwhite students
(six percent). More than one-third of the white seriors referred to the
fact that Delaware State was & "Negro college,” while only five percent
of the nonwhite seniors made & similar reference. Further, one-fifth of
the Negro students had a generally positive impression of the college,
while only four percent of the white students held similar views.

9. There were only slight differences among students with various
academic averages with regard to their impressions of Delaware State

College.
10. Slightly more than one out of five students stated they knew

so little about Wesley College they were unable to form an impression.
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11. Of those who did respond, slightly fewer than one in five
referred to Wesley College as being a Junior college. Approximately 1 out
of 12 seniors held a generally positive impression of the schoul, while
1 out of 10 indicated generally a negative impression of the college.

12, Agaein public school students from Kent and Sussex Counties tended
to be the best informed about Wesley College.

13. There were only slight differences between males and females in
their impressions of Wesley College; however, in terms of color, more
than two-fifths of the Negro students indicated they knew little about
the school as compared to approximately one-fifth of the white students.

14. In general, students with higher academic averages tended to be
less favorably oriented toward Wesley College than were students with

lower averages. Twice as many C as A students had a generally positive

impression of Wesley College.

Interest in a Local Two-Year Imstitution of Higher Education

1. Slightly less than two out of five seniors indicated they would
be interested in attending & local two-year institution.

2. Students in Sussex County public schools were the most interested
in that approximately one-half were favorebly disposed toward a two-yesar
institution of higher education.

3. There was little difference in the degree of interest between
males and females; however, approximately one-third of the white seniors
as compared to nearly three-fifths of the Negro students indicated an

interest in attending a local two-year institution.

4, Students with lower academic avereges were far more interested

in attending & local two-year institution of higher educetion than were
- 104 -
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students with higher academic averages. Less than one out of ten A
students indicated such an interest while slightly more than one-fourth
of the B students anG more than two out of five students with a C average
were similarly inclined.

5. Of those students who were interested in a local two-year
institution of higher education, approximately three-fifths indicated
an interest in vocational training as opposed to college trausfer courses.

6. Two out of five cited commercial courses as the type course they

would be most interested in taking. e

7. Male students (one-half) were more interested in college transfer
courses than were female students (one-third). Females tended to be
more interested in taking commercial courses than were males.

8. White students tended to be slightly more interested in
commercial training than were nonwhite students, while Negroes tended to
indicate a greater interest in general vocatiomal. training than whites.

9. Studenfs-with higher academic averages tended to be more
interested in college transfer courses than were students with lower
academic averages. Three-fifths of the A students indicated such an

interest as compared to approximately twc-fifths of the students with

C averages.

- 1°5-

PRI LR it R R R R e

=
, !
iy Y

e S eiee

2 % T s M B % s 2Tl A e S CRES AR AL A B et AT AW S T S 2T 58 AP AZ AL 0L b Lo w3

R A B T S r St AP P a o e O £ T A 2 A 8 SN S RLTY, § At

SRR

SRtk ass el e St

SRR

e b e
¥

WINPT i P n
ottt s




m

Tables 1 to 25

3

Sty

iy

- 106 -




LIST OF APPENDIX TABLES
Table Page

1. State and College Which Student Plans to Attend for a .
Sample of Delaware High School Seniors who Plan to go
to an Out-of-State Institution, 1965« « o o o ¢ o o o « » 110

2. Reasons for Choice of College Which Student Plans to
Attend for a Sample of Delaware High School Senilors
by Sex, 1966 ® [ J [ J ® ® ® [ ] [ J ® ® o e o [ J [ J [ J [ J ® o ® ® ® ® 121

3. Reasons for Choice of College Which Student Plans to '~
Attend for a Sample of Delaware High School Seniors
by COlor, 1966. L J ® [ J o & e ® @ [ J ® [ J ® ® [ J [ ] ® ® (] ® ® ® 122

4, Reasons for Choice of College Which Student Plans to
Attend for a Sample of Delaware High School Seniors
by Academic Average, 1966 o« o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o 123

5. Reasons for Choice of College for a Sample of Deleware
High School Seniors who Plan to Attend an Out-of-State
Institution by sex, 1966. [ ] [ J o ® [ J [ J [ J ® [ J ® [ J L [ 4 ® ® o 12h

6. Reason for Choice of College for a Sample of Delaware
High School Seniors who Plan to Attend an Out-of-State
Institution by Colory 1966e o o o o o o o o 0o o o o o o o 125

7. Reasons for Choice of College for a Sample of Seniors
who Plan to Attend an Out-of-State Institution by
AcadeiCAverage,1966oooooooooooooooooo 12‘

8. Rating of a College According to High Academic Standing
for a Sample of Delaware High School Seniors who Plan
Post-High School Training by Selected Characteristics,
19660000000oooooooooooooooooooo 127

9. Rating of a School Away from Home for a Sample of Delaware
High School Seniors who Plan Post-High School Training
by Selected Characteristics, 1966 « o o o o o o o o ¢ o o 128

10. Rating of College According to Amount of Social Life
for & Sample of Delaware High School Seniors who
Plan Post~Bigh School Training by Selected Character-
istics, 1966. [ J ® [ J [ J ® ® ® [ J [ ® [ J [ J ® [ J [ J [ ] [ J o ® ® [ J [ J 129

11. Rating of a College in a Small Town for & Sample of
Delaware High Schuol Seniors who Plan Post-High
School Training by Selected Cheracteristics, 1966 . . « « 130

- 107 -

e




T8 N ARV T8 e YW Ny SN AT AT W TR e a e Farn o e - o
. Ty b e ey N SN A A S VRSNt IR R QDA T AT SIS )"u\‘&_’ P
" T R TR EIARA I L S N e YA s
LA TN T T

LIST OF APPENDIX TABLES CONTINUED

Table ) Page

12, Rating of a School with Fraternities and Sorcrities
for & Sample of Delaware High School Seniors who Flan
Post-High School Training by Selected Characteristics,
1966000O.....O..O...0.0.0.00.00 131

¥3. Rating of a School with Winning Athletic Teams for a
Sample of Delawsre High School Seniors who Flan Fost-
High School Training by Selected Characteristics, 1966. . 132

14, Perceived Academic Reputation of the University of
ILelaware for a Sample of Delaware High School Seniors
who Plan on Post-High School Training by Selected
Characteristics,lge6ooooooooocoooooooo 133

15. Perceived Academic Reputation of Delaware State College
for a Sample of Delaware High School Seniors who Flan
on Post-High School Training by Selected Characteristics,

1966......O.OOQ.............O.’

13k

PN R U SO S

16, Perceived Academic Reputation of Wesley College for & ..
Sample of Delaware High.School Seniors who Flan on
’ Post-High School Trairning by Selected Characteristics,
1966000000000000.......O.O..... 135

17. General Impression of tne Univérsity of Delaware for a
Sample of Delaware High School Seniors who Plax on
Post-High School Training by Sex, 1566e « o o o o o o o o 136

18. General Impression of the University of Delaware for a
Semple of Delaware High School Sen’ors who Flan Post-
High School Training by Colory; 196€ ., ¢ o o o o o o o o o 137

19, General Impression of the University of Delaware for a
Semple of Delaware High School Seniors who Flan Post-
High School Training by Acsdemic Average, 1966 « o o « « 138

T SN A N
ARSI At i RIS A B it T o i e L A N VA 3 m e Bt DeIr = 1 i it ad ™

20, General Impressions of Deleware State College for a
Sample of Delaware High School Seniors who Plan on
POSt"High School Training by Sex, 19660 e ®© o o 0o ® o » 139

21l. General Impressions of Delaware State Collegz for a

Sample of Delaware High Sckool Seniors who Flan on
Post-High School Training by Color, 1966e « o o o o o o e

- 108 -




- T T L e T e DI e et TR LT e AT T AT N T R TVt e T T e el TR R N T e, TSl e b
P <M T T

ks

I_».‘ 7

SR LA A 14 At 2 B i SN B L i d R S Y

LIST OF APPENDIX TABLES CONTINUED
Table Page

22, Impression of Delaware State College for a Sample of
Delaware High School Seniors who Plan Post-High
School Training by Academic Average, 1966 o« o o o o o o » 1l

23. General Impressions of Wesley College for a Sample of
Delaware High School Seniors who Plan on Post-High
School Training by SexX, 1966e o o o o o o o o o o o « o o 1H2 4

24k, General Impression of Wesley College for a Sample of
Delaware High School Seniors who Plan on Post-High
School Training by Color, 19660 e ® ¢ o 6 o o 0o 0 ©® o o o 1"’3

25. General Impressions of Wesley College for a Sample of
Delaware High School Seniors who Plan on Post-High
School Training by Acedemic Average, 1966 e o« o o o o « o 1hk

R e B I ol L WA by Dot e e e o Sl

s e Ttk
AR

v oda o
Ml md 2 s

S i"‘w{‘p- A

AT

Sy 05

R el
N7 K A s
.

*
SR

- 109 -

~o

S e N s SR AR & 5 o

R R R e R L VR N
PUSEN

Shadiats

,J.
TR
Reai

D]

el
Wt
of o

<

s oaer ot e ek et s B i S A ¥ s g




TABLE 1

STATE AND COLLEGE WHICH STUDENT PIANS TO ATTEND FOR A SAMPLE OF
DEIAWARE HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS WHO PIAN TO GO TO
AN OUT-OF-STATE INSTITUTION, 1965

New Kent &
Castcle Sussex Private Parochial

5
&
H

w

Alabama

Livingston College
Oakwocd College

Arizona
Arizona State University

California

Chouinard Art Institute

Foothill College

Long Beach California City
College

Pasadena City College

Stanford University

University of California at
Los Angeles

N NN e

Colorade

Air Force Academy
University of Colorado
University of Denver

2
1
1
1
6
3
1
-2

et
et

Connecticut

W

Coast Guard Academy
Connecticut College for
Women o
University of Bridgeport -
University of Connecticut

District of Columbia

American University

Catholic University of
America :

Gecrge Washington University

Harvard University

Immaculata Junior College
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TARLE 1 (Con't)

N
.
N W U b -f.uMlsM‘(mwmlf,'

New RKent &
Castle Suesex Private Parochial Total

District of Columbia (Con't)

Strayer Junior College of
Finance

Trinity College

Washington Bibie College 1 - - -
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N 8
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N
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Florida

-
N
i
>
i
i
i

Bakersfield-Palm Beach
Dade Junior College
Florida A, and ¥,

Florida Presbyterian College
Miami Junior College
Sarasota College

Palm Beach Junior College
Saint Leo College
University of Florida
University of Jacksonville
University of Miami
University of Tampa
Webber College
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Geoxgia

Andrews Presbyterian College
Atlanta Business College
Emory University

University of Georgia
University of South Georgia
Wesleyan College
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=8 8 8 3
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Illinois

Bradley University

Knox College 7

Loyola University

Rockford Colliege

The Principia

University of Illinois

University of Northern
Illinois

Indiana
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Butler Univegsity
Earlham College

Indiana University
Purdue University -
Taylor University
Qgiversity of Notre Dame
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TABLE 1 (Con't)

New Rent &
Castle Sussex Private Parochial Total

Iowa 3
Towa State - 1 - - 1
Parson College 1 - 1 - 2
Kansas 4
College of Emporia 1 - - - 1
McPherson College 1 - - - 1
Ottawa College 1 - - - 1
University of Kansas - 1 - - 1
Xentucky 14
Asbury College 1 2 - - 3
Georgetown College - 1 1 3 S
University of Louisville 1 - - - 1 ;
Union College - 1 - 1 2 ;
University of Kentucky 1 1 - - 2 :
Western Kentucky Statg: 3
College 1 - - - 1 :
Louisiana S g
Dillard University 1 - - - 1 §
Louisiana State University ;
& A.and M, College 2 1 - - 3
Tulane University of , 3
Louisiana 1 - - - 1 ;
Maine 5 %
Farmington State Teachers %
College - 2 - o 2 %
Nasson College - - 1 - 1 5
University of Maine 2 - - - 2 é
Maryland 43 :
Bowie State College 1 - - - 1
Essex Community College - 5 - - 1
Gougher College 2 - - - 2
' Hagerstown Junior College - 1 - - 1
Harford Junior College 2 2 - 1 . 5
Johns Hopkins University 1 - - - 1
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TABLE 1 (Con't)

Yew Kent &
Castle Sussex Private Parochial Total

Maryland (Con't)

Maryland Institute College
of Arts
Maryland State College
Montgomery Junior College
Morgan State College
Mount Saint Mary's
Salisbury State College
Toesou State College
United States Naval Academy
University of Maryland
Washington Ccllege
Western Maryland College
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Massachusetts

Amherst College

Bay Path Junior College

Boston College

Brandeis University

Dean Junior College

Emerson College

Endicott Junior College

Harvard University

College of the Holy Cross

Mount Holyoke College

Mount Joa « Boston

Northeastern University

Pine Manor Junior College

Radcliffe College

Simmons College

Smith College

Tufts University

University of Boston

University of Massachusetts

Wellesley College

Wheaton College

VTheelock College
..W4lliams College
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Michigan

Albion College -
Michigan State 1
Nazareth College 1
University of Michigan 1
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TABLE 1 (Con't)

New Kent &
Castie Sussex Private Parochial Total

Mirnesota 3

Carleton College

McAllister's Scheol of
Embalming

Morehead State University

Miggissippi

Mississippi Military Prepara=
tory School
University of Mississippi

Missouri
Missouri Valley College
Stephen's College
University of Missouri

New Hampshire

Belknap College
Dartmouth College

New Jersey

Centenary College for Wonen

Drew University

Fairleigh Dickinsen
University

Glasshoro State College

Princeton University

Rider College

New Mexico
University of New Mexico
New York

Academy of Aerongutics

Broome Technical Community
College

Bryant College

Colgate University




TABLE 1 (Con't)

New Kent &
Castle Sussex Private Parochial Total

New York (Con't)

Columbia University

Cooper Union

Cornell University

Elmira College

Hartwich College

Houghton College

St, Lawrence University

Long Island University

Manhattanville College of
the Sacred Heart

New York University

Hobart & William Smith
Colleges

Pratt Institute

Rensselaer Polytechnic
Ingtitute

Russell Sage College

St. Bonaventure University

St. John's University

St, Mery's

Sarah Lawrence College

State University of New York

Syracuse University

United States Merchant
Marine Academy

Vagssar College

Wells College

West Point Military Academy
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North Carolina

Appalachian State Teachers
College

Belmont Abbey College

Bennett College

Catauba College

Chowan Junior Ccllege

Duke University

East Carolina College

Elon College

Gardner=Webb Junlor College

Greensboro College

Guilford College

High Point College
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TABLE 1 (Con't)

New Kent &
Castle Sugsex Private Parochial 2lotal

North Carolina {(Con't)

- LaessMaRaa Collcge

Lenoir Rhyne College

Mars Hill College

Mitchell College

North Carolina College
Pembroke State College
Pfeiffer College

Salem College

University of North Carolina
Wake Forrest College
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North Dakota

L
o7
N N

University of North Dakota - - - 2

AR AR DRR TS

W
W

Ohio

[
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Antioch College

Ashland College
Baldwin=Wallace College
Hiram College

Kenyon College

Lake Erie College
Muskingum College
Oberlin College

Ohio University

Ohio Wesleyan University
University of Cincinnati
University of Dayton
Walsh College
Wilmington College
Wittemburg University
Wooster College
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Pennsylvanig 196

Allentown

Bloomsburg State Colliege

Borhin College

Bryn Mawr

Bucknell University

Cabrini College

Carnegie Institute of
Technology 2
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TABLE 1 (Con't)

New Kent &
Castle Sussex Privete Parochial Total

Pennsylvania (Con't)

Cheyney State College

Clarion State College

Delaware Valley

Dickinson College

Eastern Pilgrim College

Elizabethtown College

Franklin & Marshall

Gettysburg College

Grove College

Harcum Junior College

Harverford College

Juniata College

Keystone Junior College

Kings College

Kutztown College

La Salle

Lehigh

Lincoln University

Lock Haven State College

Lycoming College

Millersville State College

Mount Aloysius Junior College

Muhlenberg

Penn Hall Junior College

Penngylvania Military College

Pennsylvania State University

Philadelphia College of Art

Philadelphia School of
Pharmacy

Robert Morris Junior College

Saint Francis College

Saint Joseph's College

Saint Vincent College

Shippensburg State College

Spring Garden School

Susquehanna University

Swarthmore College

Temple Uaiversity

University of Pennsylvania

University of Pittsburgh

Univereity of Scranton

Ursinus

Valiey Forge Military Junior
College 1

w 11T =

8§ V=N 1 8

WERNEVOUIRHENDENEHENSEESENDOWN M-

oy
oD

PMUlNlHlNI#H#HHNINHNleNHIl
I#INIllll!ﬂlllllﬂllllllﬁlll
HHN!'NHIIIIMHN!II!!I#!IIHIH

8 8 8 88 § et =28 8 8 8 U LY

ot
W =N

-

I N =NE I NN =0 -
nN =S NPOOONN =

$ 8§ 32 LI =383 83 83 8 3 82

L DAWNINE L D
$ ¥ 3 L WWSE == 8 8 38

s
]
=t

b
4
¥
K
LS
i
K
¢
s
H
A
£
3
E
E
3
¥
S
Pl
3
X

% L NTNAE TP L AT SN ST R i’ 234




i N N PR . >
- = - b A e s - L]
T TSR LAt TP RN TEG T E AT YOO T N N e P o
e R i e YR AT AR PRl 2. Sr e ., a . .
‘ R B R I P (s P St AP AT L F Syamua:
. MO vy

et
ey

.
L2 ppYy
RS XTI /-

TABLE 1 (Con't)

ew Xent &
Castle Sussex Private Pazochial Total

2 Pennsylvania (Con't)
g Villanova University 1 - 1 5 7
3 Washington & Jefferson 1 - - - 1
E Wesitchester State 9 1 . 4 14
A Westminster College 2 2 - - 4
; Wilson Cellege i t 1 - 3
| York College 1 - © - 1
i Rhode Island 3
;
4 Barrington College 1 - - - 1
4 Brovn University 1 - - - 1
: University of Rhode Island 1 - - - 1
South Carolina 10
g Bob Jones University 3 1 - - 4
3 Citadel ’ The 1 - - - 1
. Columbia Bible College 1 - - v 1
3 Furman University 1 - - - 1
3 University of South Carolina 2 - - - 2
E; 7 Wofford 1 - - - 1
% Tennessee 15
; Chattanooga University 2 - - - 2
East Tennessee State College 1 - c» - 1
Fisk College 1 - - - 1
i Lee College - 1 - - 1
- Maryville College 4 - - - 4
4 Tugculum - 1 - - 1
8 University of the South - - 1 - 1
3 Vanderbilt 2 - i 1 4
Texas 19
% Rice University - v 1 - 1
. Saint Edward's College - - - 16 16
% Texas Christian Univexsity 1 - - - 1
% University of Texas - v - 1 1
% Utah )
% Brigham Young University 1 - - - 1
% University of Utah 1 - - - 1
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TABLE 1 (Con't)

llew XRent &
Castle Sugsex Private Parochial Total

(%]

Vermont .

Noxwich University
3 Middlebury College
2 University of Vermont

N 1=t s
$
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]

N 2O
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o

Virginia

‘ Averett College
| Frederick College
Hampton Institute
Hollins College
Long Wood College
Lynchburg College
Madison College
Mary Baldwin
0ld Dominion College
Radford College
Randolph~Macon
Richmond Professional
Ingtitute
Stratford College
Sweet Briar College
: University of Richmond
4 University of Virginia
] Virginia Intermont College
) Virginia Military Institute
. Virginia Polytechnic
Ingtitute
Virginia State
Washington & Lee University
2 William & Mary, College of
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West Virginia

4 Alderson-Broaddus College

g Beckley College

Concord College

Davis & Elkins College

Glenville State College

Greenbrier College

Marshall University

Shephard College

Morris Harvey College

University of West Virginia

West Virginia Vegleyan
College
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TABLE 1 (Con't)

New Kent &
Castle Sussex Private Parochial TITotal

Wisconsin 2

Marquette University 1 1
University of Wisconsin A - 1

TOTAL 408 152 105 767
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TABLE 2

REASONS FOR CHOICE OF COLLEGE WHICH STUDENT PLANS TO ATTEND
FOR A SAMPLE OF DELAWARE HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS BY SEX, 1966

Reason

Desirable course
offerings

Academic reputation
of school

Low cost or jobs
available

Close to home
Location of college
Small college

Desirable social
attributes

Lower academic
requirements

Influenced by parents

or relatives
Preparation for job
Far from home
Other

TOTAL

No information for 215 students.

Sex

Male Female Total
N % N % N
311 28.6 300 32.9 611 30.5
243 22.3 167 18.3 hio 20.5
1kl 12.9 118 12.9 259 12.9
132 12.1 122 13.4 o5k 12.7
48 Lu 48 5.3 96 4.8
48 L 43 b7 91, 4.6
18 L. L 32 3.5 80 4,0
NN 4.0 31 3.4 75 3.8
25 2.3 27 3.0 52 2.6
10 0.9 5 0.5 15 0.7
6 0.6 8 0.9 1k 0.7
33 3.0 11 1.2 W 2.2
1,039 100.0 012 100.0 2,001 100.0
Percents ray not total 100 «due to rounding.
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TABLE 3

q .
REASONS FOR CHOICE OF COLLEGE WHICH STUDENT PLANS TO ATTEND
FOR A SAMPLE OF DELAWARE HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS BY COLOR, 1966

Color
White Nonwhite
Reason N Z N %

Desirable course

offerings 569 31.1 L2 ah.7
Academic reputation

of school 389 21.3 20 11.6
Low cost or jobs

available 213 11.6 T 27.1
Close to home 228 2.5 26 15.3
Location of college ol 5.0 5 2.9
Small college 89 4.9 2 1.2
Desireble social

attributes 70 3.8 10 5.9
Lower academic

recuirements 67 3.7 8 b7
Influenced by parents

or relatives 48 2.6 b 2.3
Preparation for job 14 0.8 1 0.6
Far from home 14 0.8 - -
Other 37 2.0 _6 3.5
TOTAL 1,829 100.0 170 100.0 1,999

No informetion for 217 students.

Percents may not total 100 due to rounding.
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TABLE L

REASONS FOR CHOICE OF COLIEGE WHICH STUDENT PLANS TO ATTEND FOR A
SAMPLE OF DELAWARE HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS BY ACADEMIC AVERAGE, 1966
(By percentege)

Academic Average

; Y B C D Total
4 Reason (N=180) (w=885) (m=B91) (N=38) (N=1,994)
-'g Desirable course N .
N offerings 27.8 30.7 31.3 .. 18,k - 30.5
3 Academic reputation
2 of school 41,7 22,5 14,7 13.7 20.6
>4 Low cost or jobs
] available Ok 1k.6 12.1 10.5 12.9
] Close to home 5.0  12.3 14.9 5.3 12,7
{f% Location of college L. b b2 5.6 2.6 4.8
Small college 3.3 3.8 Skt 7.9 4.6
; %; Desirable social
1 attridutes 3.3 4.3 3.8 2.6 4.0
,E Lower acadenic
2 requirements 0.6 2.1 5okt 18.4 3.8
.}
. Influenced by parents
g or relatives 2.2 2.1 2.8 10.5 2.6
7
E Preparation for job 0.6 0.5 1.0 ‘- 0.7
ét Far from home 0.6 0.7 0.6 5¢3 0.7
Other 1.1 21 _2h 5.3 2.2
g TOTAL 100.0  100,0  100.0  100.0 .  100.0

!:R» v <‘~

No iaformation for 222 students.

; Percents may not total 100 due to rounding.
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TABLE 5

REASONS FOR CHOICE OF COLLEGE FOR A SAMFLE OF DELAWARE HIGH
SCHOOL SENIORS WHO PLAN TO ATTEND AN OUT-OF-
STATE INSTITUTION BY SEX, 1966

Sex
Male Female Total
.z Reason No. % Y. 2 No.
5 To get away from home 125 22,8 10T 279 232 24,9
3 Desired courses not _
4 available in Delaware 117  21.3 56 1k.6 173 18.6
‘4 General negative orientation :
toward Delaware 76  13.8 55  1b.h4 131 1kl
- 3 _Lut-of-state school gives
" better education in field 57 10.4 26 6.8 83 8.9
: fw‘ Opportunity for new
e experience 31 5.6 by 10.7 72 Ts7
i Prefer out-of-state school 4o 7.3 29 7.6 69 T4
yd Home cut-of-state 35 6.4 1k 3.7 Lo 5.3
S State location not relevant
: %o choice of school 13 2.4 9 2.3 22 2.4
. Out-of-state school has
good reputation 13 2.h 5 1.3 18 1.9
Iike south, north, etc. 10 1.8 11 2.9 21 2.3
Financial reasons 13 2.4 b 1.0 17 1.8
Cultural opportunities not
found in Delaware 2 0.k 13 3.k 15 1.6
Wasn't accepted at University
of Delaware 7 1.3 6 1.6 13 1.h
» Other 10 1.8 7 1.8 17 1.8
TOTAL 549  100.0 383 100.0 932 100.0
3 There were 11 students who indicated an out-of-state school,
5% 4 but gave no reason.

Also 226 students indicated they planned for post-high school
training, but did not indicate a school.

- Additionelly 1,047 students plan to attend instate institutions.

Percents mey not total 100 due to rounding.
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TABLE 6

REASON FOR CHOICE OF COLLEGE FOR A SAMPLE OF DELAWARE
HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS WHO PLAN TO ATTEND AN OUT-OF-
STATE INSTITUTION BY COLOR, 1966

prati e S e uf

s
g A
/

Color .
White Nonwhite Total ; f
Reason No. % No. % No. % =
To get away from home 221 25,0 11 23.h 232 24,9 ¥
Desired courses not avail- A
agble in Delaware 162  18.3 11 23.h4 173 18.6 A
General negative orientation b
toward Delaware wh 14,0 6 12.8 130  1k.0 ?
Out-of-state school gives 3
better education in field 80 9.0 3 6.4 83 8.9
5 Opportunity for new - . - - :
L A experience 65 Tkt 7 1k.9 72 TT |
~4 Prefer out-of-state school 66 75 3 6.4 69 7.4 ]
. Home out-of-state 48 5ol 1l 2.1 | To) 53 i
S State location not relevant :
Y to choice of school 21 2.4 1 2.1 22 2.4
’ Out-of-state school has 5
iwi good reputation 17 1.9 1 2.1 18 1.9 3
S § Like south, north, etc, 20 2.3 1 2.1 21 2.3 .
g Finaneial reasons 16 1.8 1 2.1 17 1.8 A
v Cultural oppcrtunities not ¢
5.4 found in Delaware 1k 1.6 1 2.1 15 1.6 9
i Wasn't accepted at University 4
B of Delaware 13 1.5 - - 13 1.k :
- Other 17 1.9 = = 17 1.8
. TOTAL 884  100.0 k7 . 100.0 931 100.0

There were 12 students who indicated an out-of-state school,
but gave no reason.

Al
S s

Also 226 students indicated they planned for post-high school P
training, but did not indicate a school. 4

SN A D e e et

Additionally 1,047 students plan to attend instate institutions.

SRy

Percents may not total 100 due to rounding.
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TABLE T

REASONS FOR CHOICE OF COLLEGE FOR A SAMPLE OF SENIORS WHO PLAN TO
ATTEND AN QUT-OF-STATE INSTITUTION BY ACADEMIC AVERAGE, 1966
(By percentage)

- B Academic Average
3 A B C D Totsl
| Reason (n=121) (N=385) (n=bo7) (N=16)
i 3
3 To get away from home 30.6 26.8 21.9 18.6  25.0
3 Desired courses not available
3 in Delaware 15.7 18.2 19.7 12.5 18.k
f General negative orientation
: toward Delaware 10.7 1k.5 14.0 25.0  1k.0
i Out-of-state school gives
? better education in field 11.6 8.6 7.9 25.0 8.9
4 Opportunity for new experience 9.9 8.6 6.6 - 7.8
Prefer the out-of-state school 5.8 6.5 8.8 6.3 T4
.8 Home out of state 2.5 4.9 6.6 - 5.3
3 State location not relevaat to
3 choice of school h.1 1.8 2.2 6.3 2.4
4 Cut-of-state school has good
T reputation 1.7 2.1 2.0 1.9
3 Like south, north, etc. - 2.3 2.9 2.3
. Financial reasons 3.3 1.8 1.5 - 1.8
4 Cultural opportunities not
} in Delaware 3.3 2.1 0.7 - 1.6
3 Wesn't accepted at University
: of Delaware 0.8 0.5 2.5 - 1.k
Other - 1.3 2.7 6.3 1.8
: TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 10C.C  100.0

There were 1l students who indicated an out-of-state school,
but gave no reason.

Also 206 students indicated they planned for post-high school
training but did not indicate a school.

Additionally 1,047 students plen to attend instate institutions.

Percents may not total 100 due to rounding.
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TABLE 8

RATING OF A COLLEGE ACCORDING TO HIGH ACADEMIC STANDING FOR A
SAMPLE OF DELAWARE HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS WHO PLAN POST-HIGH
SCHOOL TRAINING BY SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS, 1966

B ERRAS R s I B
: .

l Rating
Total Most More Less Least
f% Characteristic MNumber =~ Dsrbl, . Dsrbl.. Derbl. Derbl. ~Dsrbl. Totel
? Location & Type 4 )
< of High School
> T mmemmememsm- Percent = = = = = = = = = =
4 Public 2
: New Castle E
County 1,106 46.3 29.8 16.8 6.2 0.8 100.0
: Kent & Sussex
Counties 519 L6.1 29.9 16.9 6.2 1.0 100.0
Private 133 57.9 24 .8 11.3 3.8 2.2 100.0 -
f Parochial 317 464 33.8 14.8 3.8 1.3 100.0
: X
Male 1,132 43.7 30.k 17.0 7.5 1.k 100.0 4
Female 940 51.0 29.7 15.3 3.5 0.5 100.0
Colox : .
White 1,896 48.3 29.9  15.5  S.b 1.0 100.0 4
Nonwhite 176 33.5 32.4 23.9 9.1 1.1 100.0 4
Academic Average
; A 18% 80.4 15.2 3.8 0.5 0.0 100.0
B 902 557 31.2 10.6 2.3 0.2 100.0 E
D 39 30.8 20.5 20,5  28.2 0.0 100.0 -
TOTAL 2,075  b7.0 30 162 5.7 1.0 100.0
1
No informetion - varies slightly for each characteristic.
Percents mey not total 100 due to rounding.
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TABLE 9

RATING OF A SCHOOL AWAY FROM HOME FOR A SAMPLE OF DELAWARE
HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS WHO PLAN POST-HIGH SCHOOL TRAINING
BY SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS, 1966

Rating
Total Most More less Least
Characteristic Number Dsrbl. Dsrbl. Dsrbl. Dsrbl._gsrbla Total
Location & Type
of High School
--------- Percent = « = = = = = « = =
Public
New Castle
County 1,101 38.7 21.5 20.2 15.3 4.3 10n.0
Kent & Sussex
Counties 513 32,4 26,5 19.5 14.8 6.8 100.0
Private 128 47.6 ok, 15.6 8.6 3.9 100.0
Parochial 316 27.5 19.0 21.2 23.7 8.5 100.0
Sex
Male 1,122 33.2 23.6 20.7 15.3 6.2 100.0
Femele 932 39,2 21.h 18.8 15.9 1,8 100.0
Color
White 1,880 36.2 22.8 19.6 16.0 5.4 100.0
Nonwhite 174 32,8 20.7 21.8 17.2 7.5 100.0
Academic Average
A 183 TR 28 .4 14.2 8.7 2,2 100.0
B 893 35.5 22,4 21.0 16.5 L.6 100.0
c 933 3k.5 21.7 19.5 17.3 7.0 100.0
D L0 37.5 17.5 25,0 15.0 5.0 100.0
TOTAL 2,058 36.0 22,5 19.9 16.1 5.5 100.0

No information - varies slightly for each characteristic.

Percents may not total 100 due to rounding.
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TABLE 10

RATING OF COLLEGE ACCORDING TO AMOUNT OF SOCIAL LIFE FOR A SAMPLE
OF DELAWARE HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS WHO PLAN POST-HIGH SCHOOL
TRAINING BY SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS, 1966

Rating
Total Most More ILess Least
Characteristic  Number Dsrbl. Dsrbl., Dsrbl. Dsrbl. Dsrbl. Totel

Location & Type
of High School

Public
New Castle
County 1,105 15.0 28.5 34.9 18,2 3.4 100.0
Kent & Sussex
Counties 518 11.0 21.8 41.3 22,4 3.5 100.0
Private 131 15.3 29.8 33.6 19.1 2.3 100.0
Parochial 317 14.5 25.2 41.6 16.1 2.5 100.0
Sex
Male 1,131 ik.3 27.1 36.4 18.9 3.4 100.0
Femele 937 13.8 25.3 38.8 19.1 3.0 100.0
Color
Waite 1,891 13.8 274 37.1 18.5 3.2 100.0
Nonwhite 177 15.3 1.7 1.8  2k9 3.4 100.0
Academic Average
A 183 1L4.8 31.7 31.1 18.6 3.8 100.0
B 899 11.6 27.1 4oL 18.1 2.8 100.0
C 939 16.1 2k .9 36.1 19.5 3.k 100.0
D 40 15.0 20.0 32.5 32.5 0.0 100.0
TOTAL 2,071 1k.0 26.4 37.5 19.0 3.2 00.0

Ne information - varies slightly for each characteristic.

Percents may not total 100 due to rounding.
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TABLE 11

RATING OF A COLLEGE IN A SMALL TOWN FOR A SAMPLE OF DELAWARE HICH
SCHOOL SENIORS WHO PLAN POST~BIGH SCHOOL TRAINING
BY SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS, 1966

Ratigg
Total Most More less Least
Characteristic  Number Dsrbl, Dsrbl. Dsrbl. Dsrbl. Dsrbl. Total

NPTy oo T e g - PN . AN o "
SP A SEABNEONYA Nk 2y A b At A 1 23 oy Jilbala Sy e - Al e b ot 4 L
. . X : B
. -~ . . Y.
M . L .

Location & Type
of High School

Sl s

Public
New Castle
County 1,095 27.9
Kent ' Sussex
Counties 516 20.5 30.0
Private 12k 10.5 29.8
Parochial 315 18.7 35.2
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Sex

Male 1,11k 20.6
Femsle 933 18.2

<, RTINS
v oy

B
- 3
v
i
2
=,
&
3
3
2
f‘
b
23
%

Color

White 1,871 - 20.1
Nonwhite 176 13.6

A

S A A LTS,
AR R S0

Academic Average

179 17.9 2l.2
892 20.% 31.5
929 18.8 29.4

b1 22.0 36.6

2,050 ‘ 19.5 29.7

No information - varies slightly for each characteristic.

Percents may nct total 100 duv2 to rounding.
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TABLE 12

RATING OF A SCHOOL WITH FRATERNITIES AND SORORITIES FOR A SAMFLE
OF DELAWARE HIGE SCHOOL SENIORS WHO PLAN POST-HIGH SCHOOL
TRAINING BY SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS, 1966

Rating
Total Most More less Least
Characteristic  Number Dsrbl. Dsrbl. Dsrbl. Dsrbl. Dsrbl. Total

Location & Type
of' High School

b
".-

5

Y
B

Z

r

-3
3
A3
B

o

“

A

4

=

s, 2
5
,

< --------- Pércen’c ----------
; Public
' ;; New Castle
‘9 County 1,007 11.6 21.1 29.2 27.4  10.7 100.0
N Kent & Sussex
Counties 516 12.4 20.0 34,7 27.7 5.2 100.0
) Private 125 9.6 25.6 28.0 17.6 19.2 100.0
2 Parochial 316 10.1 16.8 38.3 sk.,1 10.8 100.0
Sex
¥ Male 1,121 11.5 21,9 341 2k 8.4 100.0
9 Female 929 1.k 18.5 29.3 29.2 1l.6 100.0
B Color |
3 White 1,875 10.7 20-3 31.6 27.0 10.4 100.0 j
: Nonwhite 175 19.4 21.1  35.4 194 k.6 100.0 {
Academic Average E
- : i
A 180 8.9 16.7 20.0 38.3 16.1 100.0
B 889 10.7 19.6 31.0 26.8 11.9 100.0
. c 936 12.5 21.9° 34.8 23.9 6.8 100.0
D L0 15.0 27.5 30.0 25.0 2.5 100.0
4 TOTAL 2,05k 11.k 204  31.9  26.4 9.8 100.0
i’ No information - varies slightly for each characteristic.
Percents may not total 100 due to rounding.
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TABLE 13

RATING OF A SCHOOL WITH WINNING ATHLETIC TEAMS FOR A SAMPLE OF
DELAWARE HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS WHO PLAN POST-HIGH SCHOOL
TRAINING BY SELECTED CHARACTERiISTICS, 1966

4 Rating
3 Total Most More Less Least
3 Characteristic  Number Dsrbl. Dsrbl. Dsrbl. Dsrbl. Dsrbl. Total

. Location & Type

E: of High School

s e e e e e == Percent = = = « = = = = = -
3 Public

g New Castle

. County 1,103 17.2 35.7 27.8 11.1 100.0

8.2
Kent & Sussex

3 Counties 51k 6.6 16.5 38.3 27.8 10.7 100.0

Private 122 b.1 18.0 36.9 19.7 21.3 100.0

' Parochial 316 7.0 15.2 36.1 29,1 12.7 100.0

; Sex

Male 1,124 9.2 18.7 35.5  25.6 11.0 100.0
4 Female 928 5.1 1.3 37.9 29,8 12.8 100.0
:

i Color

White 1,875 6.7 16.8 36.3 28.2 12.0 100.0
d Nonwhite 177 1k.1 15.8 39.0 20.9 10.2 100.0
% Academic Average

A 181 3.9 15.5 32.0 33.7 1%.9 100.0
: B 889 5.1 17.0 37.2 28.3 12.+ 100.0
¢ 936 9.9 16.6 37.0 26.1 10.5 100.0
D ko 12.5 20.0 32.5 20.0 15.0 100.0
: TOTAL 2,055 7.3 16.8 36.5 27.5 11.8 100.0

2B hranana)

No information -~ varies slightly for each characteristic.

Percents may not total 100 due to rounding.
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TABLE 1k

PERCEIVED ACADEMIC REFUTATION OF THE UNIVERSITY OF DELAWARE FOR
A SAMPLE OF DELAWARE HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS WHO PLAN ON POST-
HIGH SCHOOL TRAINING SY SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS, 1966

Academic Reputation
Total Above Below
Characteristic Number Ixcellent Average Average Average FPoor Total

Type & Location
of High School

--------- « Percent « = = @« @« = ¢ « = =
Public
New Castle .. . '
County 1,107 20.8 564 21.7 0.7 O+ 100.0
Kent & Sussex
Counties 512 22.1 60.0 15.8 1.k 0.8 100.0
Private 130 7.7 46,2 k2,3 2,3 1.5 100.0
Parochial 317 27.1 57.7 13.9 1.0 0.3 100.0
Sex
Male 1,132 20.2 55.8 21.8 1.3 0.8 100.0
Female 934 22.5 58,0 18.5 0.6 0.2 100,0
Color
White 1,877 20.8 57.8 19.8 1.0 0.6 100.0
Nonwhite 185 2k, 9 7.6 25.4 1.6 0.5 100.0
Acadenic Aweragg
A 183 21.8 55.7 20.8 1.1 0.5 100.0
B 874 20.9 60.3 17.9 0.4 0.4 1C02.0
C 939 21.7 5l,1 22,0 1.5 0.6 100.0
D )"'l ]-2.2 58. 2 2903 _:_, - 10000
TOTAL 2,066 21.2 56,9 20.3 1.0 0.6 100.0

No irformation for 150 students.

Percents may not total 100 due to rounding.
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TABLE 15

A PERCEIVED ACADEMIC REFUTATION OF DELAWARE STATE COLLEGE FOR A
3 SAMPLE OF DELAWARE HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS WHO PLAN ON POST-HIGH
SCHOOL TRAINING BY SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS, 1966

Academic Reputation
A Total Above Below
f Characteristic INumber Excellent Average Average Average Poor Total
Type & Location
of High School
--------- - Percent = « « = = « o w0 .
Public
2 New Castle
L County 1,001 0.7 9.9 69.2 16.3 3.9 100.0
; Kent & Sussex
. Counties 498 3.k 16.2 67.9 9.8 2.6 100.0
4 Private 106 - 0.9 2.8 59.4  28.3 8.5 100.0
: Parochial 306 1.0 9.2 66.3 19.6 3.9 100.0
] Sex
Male 1,053 0.5 8.5  66.3 19.7 5.0 100.0
; Female 858 2.7 k.1 69.8 11.0 2.3 100.0
Color
1 White 1,72k 0.9 9.5 684 17.0 k.1 100.0
Nonwhite 18k 6.5 26.0 62.5 3.8 1.1 100.0
* Academic Average
A 170 0.0 7.0 67.0 22,9 3.0 100.0
B 82k 2.0 10.2 67.1  16.6 4.0 100.0
: ¢ 869 1.3 2.4 68.8  13.6 3.9 100.0
D 39 0.0 12.8 69.2  17.9 0.0 100.0
1 TOTAL 1,911 1.5 11.0  67.9 15.8 3.8 100.0

No information for 305 students.

Percents may not total 100 due to rounding.
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PTABLE 16

PERCEIVED ACADEMIC REPUTATION OF WESLEY COLLEJE FOR A SAMPLE OF
DELAWARE HIGH SCHOCL SENIORS WHO PLAN ON POST-HIGH SCHOCL
TRAINING BY SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS, 1966

Academic Reputation
Total Above Below
Characteristic Number Excellent Average Average Average Poor Total

Type & ILocation
of High School

------ w ==« Percent = = = © = = =« = = = e
Fublic :
New Castle :
County ook b1 19.7 62.5 11.0 2.7 100.C
Kent & Sussex
Counties 498 3.0 28.1 61.2 5.8 1.8 100.0
Private 108 4.6 8.3 5.9 25.9 10,2 100.0 :
Parochial 306 2.6 16.0 58.2  18.0 5.2 100.0
3 Male 1,043 3.6 210 58.8 12.0 Lkt 100.0
Female 863 3.5 20.0 63.3 1.1 2.0 100.0 4
Color
o White 1,747 3.5 20.0  61.0 12.1 3.4 100.0
Norwhite 156 5ol 26.9 59.6 6.4 1.9 100.C
1 Academic Average
A 169 1.2 12 68.6  13.0 3.0 100.0
. B 826 2.5 19.0 605 14.6 3.3 100.0
9 c 864 52 23.3 593 8.7 3.5 100.0
D 39 2.6 28.2 61,5 _7.0 9.0 100.0
2 TOTAL 1,906 3.6 20.7 60.8  11.6 3.3 100.0
. : No information for 310 students.

Percents may not total 100 due to rounding.
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TABLE 17

- 2

- o——

GENERAL IMPRESSION OF THE UNIVERSITY OF DELAWARE FOR A SAMPLE OF
DELAWARE HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS WHO PLAN ON POST-HIGH
SCHOOL TRAINING BY SEX, 1966

Impression

Know little about the school
General positive stsgtement
(a good school, fine school)
General negative statement
(poor school, dor't like it)
Difficult academic program
Reference to sociel life
Variety of courses
Location and liayout of school
Athletic program
Reference to size of school
Too close to home
Inadequatve courses
Cost
Reference to person or relative
ILittle change from high school

Specific Department Mentioned

Engineering
Liberal Arts (history, art, etc.)

Sciences (chemistry, physics, etc.)

Agriculture

College of Educstion
Home Economics
Secretarial Courses
Physical Education
Nursing

TOTAL

Sex

Male Female

N 2 X
b9 b3 36

22.9 275

L 4,1 4O
189 16.6 153
51 80
Lh 72
L6 52
45 11
47 51
28 45
33 2%
17 9
12
16

W
[ ] [ ] [ ] )
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o
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1.2
0.l
0.3
R

[
o O

MON-IHFNOCOFHOH

)
o+ O
e o o

W Ow O & oW

o
°

1,138 100.0 999

No information for 79 students.

Percents may not total 100 due to rounding.
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TABLE

18

GENERAL IMPRESSION OF THE UNIVERSITY OF DELAWARE FOR A SAMPLE
OF DEI.AWARE HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS WHO PLAN POUST-HIGH
SCHOOL TRAINING BY COLOR, 1966

Impression

Know little about the school
General positive statement
(a good school, fine school)
General negative statement
(poor school, don't like it)
Difficult academic program
Reference to social life
Variety of courses
Location and layoubt of school
Athletic program
Reference to size of school
Too close to home
Inadequate courses
Cost
Reference to person or relative:
Little change from high school

§pecific Deggrtment Mentioned

Engineering
Liberal Arts (history, art, ete.)

Sciences (chemistry, physics, etc.)

Agriculture

College of Education
Home Economics
Secretarial Courses
Physical Education
Nureing

TOTAL

Color

White Nonwhite

N

37
L0

22
27
13

6

3
n

N

2L

w
o
-

n

\n
°
:_Q

[ ]
o Qo
'—l
O O
[ ]

-
o

WWwkHEW I.-"w @ ON
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o
o
n

OO0.0I-‘I--’I'\)!'-‘

o
[
o

1,941

No informetion for 82 students.

0 193 100.0 2,134 100.0

Percents may not total 100 due to rounding.
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TABLE 19

GENERAL IMPRESSICN OF THE UNIVERSITY OF DELAWARE FOR A SAMPLE
OF DELAWARE HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS WHO PLAN PCST-HIGH
SCHOOL TRAINING BY ACADEMIC AVERAGE;, 1966
(By percentege)

Academic Averege

é g _g D Total
Impression (N=183) (N=916) (¥=990) (N=k1) (N=2,130)
Know 1ittle about the school 1.1 2.5 5.6 Te3 3.9

General positive statement

(a good school, fine school) 25,1 26,1  2k.l 26,8  25.1
General negetive statement

(poor schocl, don't like it) 1.6 4.5 k.2 - 4.0
Difficult acedemic program 9.3 13.4 19.% 22.0 16.0
Reference to social life b b 5¢5 6.9 12.2 he2
Variety of courses 2.7 6.6 5.0 - 5okt
Location and layout of school 6.0 L.5 boo 9.8 b.6
Athletic program 1.1 2.2 3.2 2.k 2.6
Reference to size of school 27 5.8 3.8 k.9 b.6
Too close to home 6.6 3.6 2.7 2.4 3.4
Inadequate @ourses h.9 2.7 2.k 2.b 2.8
Cost - 2.0 0.8 = 1.2
Reference to person or relative 1.1 1.1 1.0 2.4 1.l
Little change from high schocl 2.7 1.0 1. - 1.2
Specific Department Mentioned
Engineering 21,9 10.5 8.7 k.9 10.5
Liberal Arts (history, art,

etia) 1.6 2.0 1.8 - 1.8
Sciences {chemistry, physics,

ete., ) 4,5 2.3 1.3 - 2.0
Agriculture 1.1 1.0 1.1 - 1.0
College of Education - 1.3 1.6 2.4 1.2
Home Economica 1.1 0.5 0.6 - 0.6
Secretarial Courses - 0.5 0.1 - 0.3
Physical Education - 0.1 0.3 - 0.2
Nursing - 0.3 0.1 - 0.2
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

No information for 85 students. o
Percents may not total 100 due to rounding. i
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TABLE 20

GENERAL IMPRESSIONS OF DELAWARE STATE COLLEGE FOR A SAMFLE OF
DELAWARE HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS WHO PLAN ON POST-HIGH
SCHOOL TRAINING BY SEX, 1966

(By percentage)

Impression

Koow 1little about the school

Male
(¥=1,039)

21.8

Reference to its being a Negrc school 3h4.6

General positive impression (a good
school, fine school) ,

Ceneral negative impression (poor
school, don't like it)

Locetion

No desire to attend

Reference to social life

Difficult academic program

Fasy academic program

Cost

Reference to problems of the school

Close to home

Far from homz

Reference %o person or relative

Other

General Reference to Sd@;gcts

Specific Department Mentioned

Physical Education

Teaching

Agriculture

Liberal Arts (history, art, ete.)
Sciences (chemistry, physics, etec.)

TOTAL

4.1

11.0

3
9
oT
o)
K
6

8

Al
0.3
0.5
1.2

1
L
3
1
0
1l
1
1l
0
l.l

100.0

No information for 277 students.

Female

{N=900)

26.3
30.9

Tk

9.0
5.1
1.9
2,2
0.9
1.4
1.9
0.9
1k
0.1l
0.7
1.3

2.3

Percents may not total 100 due to rounding.
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Total
(N=1,939)

23.9
32.9

5T

10.1
L7
3.0
2.0
0.7
1.6
1.8
1.k
0.9
0.2
0.6
1.2

3.6

3.6
1.9
1.6
0.3
0.4

100.0
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TABLE 21

£ B oo g i € .
IEver T¥ .vf"“‘;' A RSL S

GENERAI, IMPRESSIONS OF DELAWARE STATE COLLEGE FOR A SAMPLE OF 3
DELAWARE HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS WHO PLAN ON POST-HIGH 3
SCHOOL TRAINING BY COLOR, 1966
(By percentage)

ir

Color
White Nonwhite Total -
Impression (N=1,755) ~(N=190) (N=1,935)
Know little about the school 25.7 6.3 23.8 9
Reference to its being a Negro school 36.0 5¢3 33.0 :
General positive impression (a good 3
school, fine school) : 4.0 21.6 5.7 -
General negative impression (poor 3
school, don't like it) 10.1 10.6 10.1
Location 4,8 3.7 b7 =
No desire to attend 3.2 1.6 3.0
Reference to sociasl life 1.0 11.0 2.0 .
Difficult academic program 0.5 2.6 0.7 E
Easy academic program 1.3 L7 1.6 3
Cost 1.4 4.7 1.7 3
Reference to problems of the school 1.5 - 1.k A
(lose to home 0.5 L7 0.9 3
Far from home 0.2 - 0.2 E.
Reference to person or relative 0.2 k2 0.6 3
Other 1.1 1.6 1.2 -
General Beference to Subjects 1.2 5.8 1.6 7
Specific Department Mentioned 4
Physical Education 3.0 8.9 3.6 3
Teaching 1.9 1.6 1.9 s
Agriculture 1.7 0.5 1.6 2
Libersl Arts (history, art, etec.) 0.3 - 0.3 :
Sciences (chemistry, physics, etc.) 0.3 0.5 0.4 3
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 g‘
ke,

No information for 281 students.

Percents may not total 100 due to rounding.
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IMPRESSION OF DELAWARE STATE COLLEGE FOR A SAMPLE OF DELAWARE HIG:

SCHOOL SENIORS WHO PLAN POST-HIGH SCHOOL TRAINING
BY ACADEMIC AVERAGE
(By percentage

Tmoression

Know little about the school
Reference to 1ts being a
Negro school
General positive impression
(a good school, fine school)
General negative impression
(poor school, don't like it)
Location
No desire to attend
Reference to social life
Difficult academic progrem
Easy academic program
Cost
Reference to problems of the

school
Close to home

Far from home
Reference to person or relative
Other

General. Reference to Subjects

Specific Department Mentioned

Physical Education

Teaching

Agriculture

Libera§ Avts (history, art,
ete.

Sciences (chemistry, physics,
ete.)

TOTAL

No information for 282 students.

1966
)

Academic Average

A B C D Total

(N=169) (n=Bk1) (N=B90){N=3L) (N=1,934)
18.3 28,0 2k9 23.5 23.9
37.3 32.3 32.7 35.3 32.9
3.0 4.9 7.0 5.9 5¢7
14,2 10.5 9.1 2.9 10.0
5.3 k.8 L6 2.9 I
3.0 2.8 3.0 5.9 3.0
0.6 2.0 2.0 2.9 1.9
1.2 C.1l 1.1 - 0.8
1.8 1.5 1.6 5.9 1.6
2 ° 3 l » 7 l 07 = 1 07
1.8. 1.7° 1.l - 1.k
0.6 1.0 0.9 - 0.9
- 0.2 0.2 - 0.2
- 0.1 1.0 2.9 0.6
2.3 1.3 1.0 - 1.2
0.6 2,5 1.1 - 1.6
3.0 3.8 3.3 11.8 3.6
1.2 1.9 2.1 - 1.9
2.3 1.8 1.3 - 1.6
1.2 0.4 0.1 - 0.3
- 0.7 9.1 - 0.k
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Percents may not total 100 due to rounding.
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: TABLE 23 ;
. GENZRAT, TMPRESSIONS OF WESLEY COLLEGE FOR A SAMPLE OF DELAWARE
.3 HIGE SCHOOL SENIORS WHO PLAN ON POST-HIGH 3
' SCHOOI, TRAINING BY SEX, 1966 3
=3 Sex
Male Female Total
- Tmpression No. % No. % No. % 3
E Know 1ittle sbout the school 263 24,7 185 20.2 k8 22.6
3 Reference to junior college 184 17.3 179. 19.5 363 18.3 -
E General positive impression %
(a good school, fine school) 8% 8.1 83 5.0 169 8.5 1
3 General negative impression
4 (poor school, don't like it) 9% 9.0 103 1.l.2 199 10.1
4 Athletic program 105 9.8 2k 2.6 129 6.5
- Reference to size of school 66 6.2 59 6.5 125 6.3 E
3 Reference to social life 4o 3.9 29 3.2 TL 3.6 3
, Fasy academic program b9 L6 50 5.k 99 5.0
4 Difficult academic progrem 9 0.8 10 1.1 19 1.0
-~ Church affiliation 37 3.5 b5 4.9 82 b1
Interest in attending 8 0.8 3 0.3 11 0.6 3
No interest in attending 21 2.0 33 3.6 sh 2.7 |
% Location and lsyout of school 21 2.0 20 2,2 b1 2.1 4
: Close to home 1+ 1.3 19 2.1 33 1.7 3
Other 7 0.6 6 0.6 13 0.5
General Reference to Subjects 10 0.9 26 2.8 36 1.8
3 Specific Department Mentioned |
Business courses 16 1.5 11 1.2 27 1.k
Liberal Arits (history, art, etc.) 10 0.9 12 1.3 22 1.1 4
Chemistry - - 3 0.3 3 0.1l 7
Technical courses 2 0.2 - - 2 0.1 :
vy
} TOTAL 1,065 100.0 918 100.0 1,983 100.0
1 No information for 233 students.
o1 BN
. Percents may not total 100 due to rounding. 4
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TABLE 2L

GENERAL IMPRESSION OF WESLEY COLLEGE FOR A SAMPLE OF DELAWARE )
HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS WHO PLAN ON POST-HIGH SCHOOL TRAINING BY COLCR, 1965

Color
White Nonwhite fotal

Iupression M. % M. % Foo %
Know little about the school 376 20.7 T2 4.2 LU8 22.6
Reference to junlor college 349 19.2 14 8.6 363 18.3
General positive impression

{a good school, fine school) 156 8.6 11 6.7 167 8.4
General negative impression

(poor school, don't like it) 18+ 10.2 15 9.2 199 9.9
Athletie program 121 6.6 8 ko 129 6.5
Reference to size of school 122 6.7 3 1.8 125 6.3
Reference to social life 69 3.8 2 1.2 Tl 3.6
Easy academic program o7 53 2 1.2 99 5.0
Difficult academic program 17 0.9 2 1.2 19 1.0
Church affiliation 78 4.3 b 2.5 82 4.1
Interest in attending 11 0.6 0 0.0 11 0.6
No interest in attending 4o 2.2 13 8.0 53 2.8
Location and layout of school 38 2.1 3 1.8 bl 2.1
Close to home ' 31 1.7 2 1.2 33 1.7
Cost 33 1.8 L 2.5 37 1.9
Other 13 0.7 0 0.0 13 0.7
General Reference to Subjects 32 18 W 25 36 1.8
Specific Department Mentioned
Business courses 27 1.5 0 0.0 o7 1.k
Liberal Arts (history, art, ete.) 19 1.0 3 1.8 22 1.1
Chemistry 2 0.l 1 0.6 3 0.2
Technical courses 2 0.1 0 0.0 2 0.1
Secretarial courses - - - - - -
TOTAL 1,817 100.0 163 100.0 1,980 100.0

No information for 236 students.
Percents may not total 100 due to ro—nding.
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TABLE 25

GENERAL IMPRESSIONS OF WESLEY COLLEGE FOR A SAMPLE OF DELAWARE HIGH
SCHOOL SENIORS WHO PLAN ON POST-HIGH SCHOOL TRAINING
BY ACADEMIC AVERAGE, 1966
(By percentage)

Academic Average

A B 6 D Total
Impression (N=171) (¥=865) (¥=903) (N=37)(N=1,976)
Know little about the school 7.0 22.8 23.6 18.9 22.6
Reference to junior college 2.6 17.8 17.7 27.0 18.3

General positive impression
(a good school, fine school)
General negative impression

9.7 16.2 8.6

o
[ ]
-3
~3
[ 4
-3

(poor school, don't like it) 16.9 9.6 9.5 2.7 10.1
Athletic program 7.C 6.0 7.2 - 6.5
Reference to size of school L7 7.2 5.9 5.4 6.3
Reference to social life 2.3 4.0 3.3 5.4 3.6
Easy academic program 7.6 6.2 3.3 5. 5.0
Difficult academic program 0.6 0.5 1.6 - 1.0
Church affiliastion 7.6 3.6 Lo 2.7 b1
Interest in attending 0.6 0.3 0.7 2.7 0.6
No interest in attending 1.2 3.1 2.5 5.4 2.7
Location and layout of school 1.7 2.3 1.9 - 2.0
Close to home 1.2 2.0 1.5 - 1.7
Cost 1.2 2.4 1.3 5.k 1.9
Other lo2 007 006 - 006
General Reference to Subjects 1.7 2.0 1.8 - 1.8
Specific Department Mentioned
Business courses - 1.2 1.7 2.7 1.3
Liberal Arts (history, art, ete.) 0.6 0.5 1.9 - 1.1
Chemistry - Ool 002 - 002
Technicel courses 0.6 - 0.1 - 0.1
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

No information for 240 students.

Percents may not total 100 due to rc inding.
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