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This survey to determine perceptions of the community junior college as held by
non-education professional people in two Nebraska communities found general
agreement re?arding the junior college’s function and purposes, although the
perceptions of the respondents tended to parallel the traditional liberal arts and
pre-professional curricular programs of four-year colleges. It was agreed that (1)
the programs of a junior college contributed to the total welfare of the community,
(2) the junior college was a viable constituent of higher education, (3) there are
weaknesses in areas of teaching, staff, curriculum, and selected aspects of student

life, and (4) vocational-technical education was not accepted as part of the junior

‘college instructional program. (JC)
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CONSULTANT :
Dr. Udo H. Jansen, Associate Professor, University of Nebraska

INVESTIGATORS :

Doyle Howitt, Harold Peebles, Larry Smith

To determine, in selected aspects of eoncern to the Junior
college, the perceptions of the junior college held by
professional persons in two divergent Nebraska communities.
One community with a junior college the other community without
a Jjunior college.

PROCEDURE:

To survey the opinions of persons considered engaged in

profrssional occupations and determine their perceptions in

selected aspects of the junior college through the employment

of a twenty-five item questionnaire. The survey instrument

included structured responses and free response items designed

to provide a matrix from which conclusions could be formulated.

An aggregate of 135 questionnaires were circulated in two Nebr-

raska communities. The survey instrument was developed specifically

for purposes of the study.

THESIS STATEMENT:

The junior college represents a substantial and important segment

of the diversified educational structure in the United States.

Recent proliferation of new institutions and expanding enrollments .. .= .
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gives evidence of its becoming the largest and in some respects
the most important component of the educational hierarchy. The
increasing importance of junior and community colleges emphasizes
the need for comprehensive information about theses institutions.
The report of this study hopefully contributes data for appraising
and comprehending the two-year college; and provides new clues and

insights for persons alert to the community college movement.

PROCEDURE OF THE STUDY:

This study grew out of an interest to determine the general

image which the junior college or community college projects

in the State of Nebraska. The dearth of information available

in this aspect of the junior college further promoted and
prompted the implementation of the study. The scope of the
inquiry was limited to selected aspects of the junior college
which generally conform to the basic aims and objectives

outlined by advocates of the junior college movement. A search
of the literature failed to reveal an adequate model which sug-
gested a paradigm for the design and conduct of the study. As a
result a special instrument was constructed. A prototype of the
questionnaire included herein became the experimental data gathering
instrument. For corrective purposes preliminary samples were ad-
ministered. From these samples the instrument design was refined.
The amended instrument was finalized and distributed to selected
respondents.

The survey sampled the opinion of persons engaged in profess--

jonal occupations. From their responces perceptions of the
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junior college were analyzed. The sample was made on a selective
basis inasmuch as, it was confined to the professional groups
that could provide the greatest number of possible responses and
were available in the selected communities.

This factor was considered a limitation of the study although
it was not Jjudged debilitative for purposes of analyzing the
data. The designation of ‘professional" as employed in this
study conforms to the .00 - .19 classification as prescribed in
the Dictionary of Occupational Titles published by the United
States Department of Labor. Utilization of the Dictionary of
Occupational Titles minimizes possible misinterpretations.
An aggregate of 135 questionnaires were mailed to physicians,
lawyers, dentists, accountants, bank presidents and bank vice-
presidents. Professional educators were not included in the
study. Responses from each community have been tabulated separately
and percentages of responses in each of the several categories
have been compiled and recorded on the following pages of this
report. For the most part attention was focused on those aspects
that tended to reveal consonant expressions and those that appeared
to be at variance.
CONCLUSIONS :

1. There was general agreement of professional persons within

each community concerning the junior college's functions

and purposes. Their perceptions tend to parallel the tradit-

ional liberal arts and pre-professicnal curricular programs of

four-year colleges.
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2. No siguificant difference was found in perceptions of the
junior college program between those residing in a
community with an existing two-year institution and
those where no junior college existed.

3, ‘There was general agreement that the program of a junior
college is a contributing factor to the total welfare of
the community.

L. The professional pefsons in each community generally
accepted the junior college concept as a viable con-
stituent in the sector of higher education. They tended to
credit certain functions as being more beneficial at the
jurnior college as compared to those same functions at a four-
year college.

5. In the total program of the junior college the respondents
perceived weaknesses in the areas of teaching, staff,
curriculum, and selected aspects of student life.

6. The acceptance of vocational-technical education as a
sector of the junior college instructional program was not

evidenced by the respondents.
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“ABULATION OF OPIWIONNAIRE TO DETERININZ
PERCEPTIONS OF THE COlMMUNITY JUNIOR COLLEGE
AS HELD BY NON-EDUCATION PROFESSIONAL PEOPLE

Connunity A (Without Junior College)
Conmunity B (With Junior College

SAIWPLE DATA
Number#*
Nunber Useable
Circulated Responses
115 84
20 12
Total 135 %6

% of

Return
73.04%
60.00%

*Three questionnaires returned incouwplete or with qualifications which
necessitated voiding the responses.

*Item 1

Iten 2

Item 3

)

Iten

Itenn S

Iten 6

*Consult attached questionnaire for full

Total

Total

Total

Total

Total

Total

TABULATION OF RESPONSES

YES
NO
NO RESPONSE

YES
NO
NO RESPONSE

YES
NO
NO RESPONSE

MORI
LESS
SALME
NO RESPONSE

YES
NO
NO RESPONSE

YES
NO
NO RESPONSE

Coununity A Connunity B
Responses %  Responses %
53 63.09% 6 50.00%
30 35.717% S 41 ,667%
1 1.20% 1 8.34%
84 100.00% 12 100.00%
78 92.85% 12 100.00%
4 4.75% o -
2 2.40% O et
84 100.00% 12 100.00%
55 65.47% 8 66 .66%
28 33.33% 4 33.34%
1 1.20% (] ———-
84 100.00% 12 100.00%
58 69.04% 8 66 .66%
1 1.20% o ——--
25 29.76% 1 8.34%
0 c—e- 3 25.00%
84 100%,00% 12 100.00%
59 70.23% 8 66.66%
24 28.57% 3 25,00%
- 1 1.20% 1 8.34%
84 100.00% 12 100.00%
49 58.32% 7 58.33%
33 39.28% 5 41.67%
2 2.40% 0 et
84 100.00% 12 100.00%

text oi the itel.,
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Iteu

Iten

Iten

Iten

Iteu

Iten

Iten

Iten

Iten

Iten

8

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

Total

PRIVATE

TAX

EITHER

NO RJSPONSE

PUBLIC SCHOOL BOARD
SEPARATE INDEPiENDENT BOARD

NO RESPONSE

Total

Total

Total

Total

Total

Total

Total

Total

YES
NO
NO RESPONSE

YES
NO
NO RESPONSE

YES
NO
NO RESPONSE

YES
NO
NO RESPONSE

YES
NO
NO RESPONSE

YiES
NO
NO RESPONSE

YES
NO
NO RESPONSE

TUITION FREE
CHARGES TUITION
NO RuLSPONSE

Total

Communitz A

6.

memunitx B

Responses %  Responses 7%
14 16.66% 2 16.66%
69 82.14% 9 75.00%

1 1.20% 0 ————
) ———— 1 8.34%
84 100.00% 12 100.00%
16 19.05% 4 33.33%
64 76 .19% 7 58.33%
4 4.76% 1 8.34%
84 109.00% 12 100.00%
62 73.80% o 75.00%
19 22.62% 2 16 .66%
3 3.58% 1 8.34%
84 100.00% 12 100.00%
77 91.65% 12 100.00%
S 5.95% o) -
2 2.49% 9] ———-
84 100.00% 12 100.00%
69 82.14% 10 83.33%
10 11.91% 2 16.67%
5 5.95% o -———
34 100.00% 12 100.00%
69 82.14% 12 100.00%
13 15.46% o ———-
2 2.40% 9] ———-
84  100.00% 12 100.00%
27 32.15% 6 30.00%
53 63.09% 6 50.00%
4 4.765% o ———-
84 100.00% 12 100.00%
12 14.28% 3 25.00%
70 83.32% 8 66 .66%
2 - 2.40% 1 _8.34%
84 100.00% 12 100.C0%
75 89.28% 10 83.33%
7 8.32% 2 16.67%..
2 2 .40% 0 ——'mo
84  100.00% 12 100.00%
7 8.32% 2 16.67%
76 Y0 . 48% 10 83.33%
1 1.20% 0 ———-
84 100.00% 12 100.00%
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Itenm 17 ACADEIMICALLY
SOCIALLY
FINANCIALLY
NONLZ OF THiSE
NO RESPONSE
Total
Iten 13 ADVISORY & COORDINATING
DIRECT LEGAL RESPONSIBILITY
NO RESPONSIBILITY
NO RESPONSE
Total
Item 19 BETTER THAN
BQUAL TO
NOT AS WELL
Total
Iten 20 LOCAL COIMUNITY
COUNTY WIDE
NMULTIPLE COUNTY
ENTIRE STATE
NO RESPONSE
Total
Iten 21 ALL
TOP 75%
TOP 50%
TOP 25%
NONE
NO RESPONSC
Total
Respondent Added: LOWJR 75%
LOWER 25%
Total
Iten 22 YES
1)Housing NO
NO RESPONSE
Total
2)Recreational YES
Activities NO
NO R&SPONSE
Total
3)Athletics YES
NO
NO RESPONSE
Total

Coumunity A Connunity B
Responses % Responses %
52 34.43% 9 37 .50%
24 15.89% 4 16.66%
72 47 .68% 11 45 .84%
2 13.24% 0 -
1 6.62% 0 ————
151 c—e- 24 - -
72 79.12% 8 66.66%
10 10.98% 2 16.67%
7 7.69% 2 16.67%
2 2.19% 0 e
91 ———- 12 e
11 13.09% 2 16.66%
50 59.53% 7 58.34%
23 27.38% 3 25 .00%
84 100.00% 12 100.00%
1lé 16.66% 2 16.66%
17 20.23% 3 25.00%
55 65.47% 5 41.66%
9 10.71% 5 4l .66%
4 4.76% 0 -
oY ———- 15 ————
26 30.93% 6 50.00%
23 27 .38% 1 8.33%
23 27.33% 4 33.33%
1l 1.20% 0 -
4 4.75% (o) -
3 3.56% 0 -—--
80 05.20% 11 91,.66%
2 2.40% 0 —m--
2 2,40% 1 8.34%
84 100.00% 12 100.00%
49 58,32% 8 66 .66%
29 34.53% 4 33.34%
6 7 .15% o] -
84 100.00% 12 100.00%
73 86.92% 10 83.33%
7 8.32% 0 il d i
4 4.76% 2 16.67%
84 100.00% 12 100.00%
66 78.57% 8 66.66%
15 17.85% 2 16.67%
3 3.58% 2 16.,67%
84 100.00% 12 100.00%
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Iten 23

Iten 24

Item 25

NO FEDiERAL SUPPORT
LIi.ITED FINANCIAL SUPPORT
MATCHED WITH STATE FUNJS
FOR BUILODING & ERQUIPENT
OTHER

Total

EQUAL TO 4-YEAR COLLEGE
BQUAL TO STATE UNIVERSITY
LESS THAN 4-YEAR COLLEGE
LESS THAN STATE UNIVERSITY
EQUAL TO CHURCH R&LATED
LESS THAN CHURCH RELAT:D
NO RESPONSE

Total

Responses P
30 33.70%
16 17 .97%
28 31.46%
15 16.85%

0] -~
89 ————
23 15.86%
19 13,10%
31 21.37%
32 22.06%
21 14.48%
17 11.72%

2 1.37%

145 -————

Tabulation not included in this report.

lesponses 7
3 23.07%
2 15.338%
6 46 .,15%
2 15,38%
0 - o

13 ————
6 28 .57%
4 19.,047%
2 9.54%
2 9.54%
4 19.,04%
2 0 .54%
1 4.76%

21 ————

i#ree response item,
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