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The Master Planhing Commission Report Number 3 (Student

Needs, Aspirations, and Accomplishments: Essential Ingredients

in State Planning for Postsecondary Education) summarized eleven
surveys. This study is an extension of that report and summarizes
the responses of the 1967 graduates (baccalaureate), who

attended the six Kansas colleges and universities under the

Board of Regents, to a fifty-two item questionnaire.

The present study reported herein was planned and imple-
mented by Dr. Kenneth E. Anderson, Master Planning Commi ssion
Executive Director. He was assisted by Dr. Jerry Hutchison,
‘John P. Hanna, and Dr. Hernan D. Acero. Dr. Donald P. Hoyt of
Kansas State University made valuable suggestions relative to
the Inquiry ermployed in the study.

_Questions conqerning detailed data not reported herein

should be directed to Dr. Anderson.

Wilbur T. Billington, Chairman
Master Planning Commission
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I: Introduction

In educational planning, the needs and aspirations of the
students that the educational systen is to serve .are of major
importance. In creating the Xansas Master Planni ng Commission, -
the State Legislature necognized this factor by speclflcally
charginp the Commission with the task of prOJectlng . . the
educatlonal needs of Kansas students . . . in this middle educa-
tional level through thé mid 1980is.?' This task was completed
and the reSults»appeared in Planning Report Number 3 published in
March of 1972 under the title of: Student Needs, Aspiratione, and

Accompiishments: Essential Ingredienté in _State Planning for Post-

secondary Education.

The original charge to the Master Planning Commission did not
include consideration of the six state colleges and uni_vez_'sities
under the ﬁoard of Regents. 'In Aprii of 1972, the charge was
enlarged to include these six institutions. In viewing the
previous survey studies completed, it was judged that one in-
gredient ﬁag migsing,vngmeiy:,an appraisal by the students in
these colleges and universities of the eQucation-tney had received.
As a consequence, two survey ihstruments‘were developed:

1. INQUIRY TO 1972 SENIORS ATTENDING THE SIX KANSAS COLLEGES
AND UNIVERSITIES UNDER THE BOARD OF REGENTS.2

Khnsas Leg 1slature, Senate Concurrent Resolution,Number‘gg,
Kansas State Printing office, 1970. : -

2M’aster Planning Commission, Planning Report Number U4,
August, 1972. 30 pp.
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2. INQUIRY TO THE 1967 GRADUATES OF THE SIX KANSAS COLLEGES
AND UNIVERSITIES UNDER THE BOARD OF REGENTS.

The second inquiry was mailed out to a twenty percent random
sample during June of 1972. Table 1 shows the percentage of

returns from the six colleges and universities.

TABLE 1-

. NUMBFR AND PERCENTAGE OF
GRADUATE QUESTIONNAIRES RETURNED

College or - Number Number Percentage
University Mailed Returned Returned

1. Fort Hays Kansas State
College; Hays .- 125 - 72 . 57.60

Kansas State Ccllege of 1 L
Pittsburg, Pittsburg 182 . 83 ‘ 45.60

Kansas St;te Teachers
. College, Emporia ol - 50 53.19

Kansas State, University,. ; P .
Manhattan 7 - h4y3 54.18

Unlversity of-Kansas, - _
Lawrence 1106 53.45

Wichita Stdate Unlversity, : )
Wichita 7 138 ) 55.07

7 ,‘Total 1388 ' 53.17

. II: The Results.

Table 2 shows the responses of the 1967 graduates Jbaccalau~
reate) for the six colleges and universities as a group to the
fifty-two 1tems of ‘the Inquiry. Separate compilations were made

for each,school and those were made aVa;lablgjté the: (1) Master
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Planning Commission, (2) Board of Regents, and (3) Presidents and

Chancellor of the six instituticns. The latter group was informed
that each school was free to use the results in whatever way .
desired w1th the faculty, alumni, and townspeople.

Although an examination of the results for each item in
_Table 2 is worthwhile, the follow1ng qtatements are intended to
highlight the responses of the graduates.

1. About 79 percent graduated from a Kansas hlgh school.

2. About Ll percent were in high school graduating classes

of 100 students or less and about 19 percent were in -classes of

500 or more students. v

3. About 63 pe;cent of the graduates received their most
recent formal educational expeéience, prior to their enrollment
in one of the si# éblleges and universities, at a high school.
About 14 percent received this experience at a junior college and
about 19 percent at a four-year college or university.

L. About 12 perccnﬁ‘had attended a Kansas Community junior
college before entering one of the six state colleges and
universities. Of this percentage, about 48 percent had réceived
the associate of arts or a similar two-year degree.

5. About 50 percent of those who had attended a junior
college regarded theif.preparation for wdrﬁ:in these six stato
schools as "very good" or "superior," whercas only 11 percent
regarded their preparation as "veff‘inférior" of "1nferior."

6. About 26 percent of the graduates indicated that their

fathers had one or more college degrécs and 19 percent reported

the same: for their mothers.




6

7. About 32 percent of the graduates ostimated their yoarly
income to be in thc bracket ranging from $T6,b00 to $15,0bO.
About 45 pcrcent reported their yearly income to be below $10,0QO
and another 19 percent reported it to be above $15,000.

8. The graduatcs were asked to ostimate their grade averages.
The. rcsults were as follows: (1) about 11 percent indicated about
an "A" average, (2) about 62 percent indicated about a "B"
average, and (3) about 26 percent indicated'about a "C" averagc.

9. The graduates were asked to rate their‘uhgcrgraduate
education in tcrms of their present occUpafions. About 3l percenﬁ
used the torm "very adcquate;ﬁ whilc only about 8 porcent used
the term "inadequate."

10. About 8 percent of the graduates felt that their

undergraduate education prbvidga them with sufficient opportunitiecs

for developing cultural interests and knowledge. -

11, About 86 percent of the graduates indicated that they
had had an inspirational teacher who was a rccognized teacher of
excellence in his or her field. -

12. The graduates wore asked to rate their colleges and
universities on a five-point scale for four items. The fi;st

I

. 3 . -
percentage following.cach item indicates "very good" or "superior"

and the second percentage indicates "very inferior" or "inferior."

The percentages -for.the soven items wore:

A. Major arca of study in terms of dcpth of study
available: 51 percent and 9 percent.

] el T ; v 7
" B: Major afea of study in torms of quality of ecducation
. -offered: 49 percent and .9 percont.

L)




C. Extracurricular life offered by the institution:
48 percent and 8 percent.

D. General cducation: 49 perccent and 6 percent.

13. About 39 percent of the graduatcs rated the library
holdings of the colleges and universities as "very adequate” for
study in their major while about 16 percent used the rating
"inadequate."

14. About 43 percent of the graduates fated the library
holdings as "very adequatc" for study in general cecducation while
10 percent used thc rating "inadequate."

15. About 80 porcent of ‘the graduates indicated thoy werc
"morc satisfied than dissatisfiod" or "thoroughly satisfied" with
their achiecvement in their colleges and universities while about
20 percentlwere "more dissatisfied than satisfied" or "thoroughly

dissatisfied.”

4

16. The graduates were asked to describe the preparation
received at the six colleges and universities relative to

seventeen items concerned with competencies, skills, and under-

- standing using a three.point scale. The {irst percentaée

following an item is for the percentage of students using the
term "strong" and the second.percentage is for the term "weak."
The percentages for the items were: -

A. -A broag;ggperiehce in the humanities: 20 percent and
2l \percent.

B. Competence in the arts- of communication: 17 percent
and 22 percent.

C. Introduction to natural science: 29 percent and 13
percent. ,
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D. Introduction to social science: 21 percent and 13
percent.

‘®. Training in laboratory technique: 22 percent and
27 percent.

F. Ability to understand and use mathematical concepts:
21 percent and 2l percent,

G. Awareness of and appreciation for the aesthetic
aspects of life: 20 percent and 20 percent.

H. Motivation and ability to work independently: 39
percent and 11 percent.

I. Total -development as an individual: 20‘percent and
12 percent.

J. Understanding the role that the sciences play in
creating and solving human problems: 19 percent and
21 percent, .

K. Understanding the role that the social sciences play
in creating and solving human problems: 20 percent
and 22 percent.

L. Gaining a thooretical and factual background as
preparation for the world of work: 19 percent and
26 percent,

M. Developing skills and competencies which are needed
to perform specific jobs: 23 percent -and 26 percent.

N. Developing a sense of professional identification in
some professional or occupational group: 31 percent
and 22 percent. e

0. Uudorstanding yourself: 22 percent and 18 percent,

P. Developing interpersonal competencies: 18 percent
and 14 percent. .

Q. Developing a personal sense of responsibility for
reducing social probloms or injustices: 13 percent
and 28 percent. ) oL s

——

17. About 50 percent of the graduates indicatéd they continued

their'gducation after graduation in another college or university;

and of these, about 86 percent did so at a public: college or




university. About 79 percent pursued graduate level work and

12 percent were in professional schools (medicine, law, dentistry,
0and etc.). Of those pursuing graduato or professionél level work,

about 47 percent rated their undergraduvatc work as "vory good"

or "superior" as contrasted to about 9 percent who uscd the torms

"inforior" and "very inferior."

18. Since graduation, about 23 percent have .obtained a
Master's doegroe, while about 4 percont have obtained a degroo I
higher than the Master's degres.

19. The graduates were asked to rospond to three questions
pertaining to financigl support for the colleges and universitics.
-‘Responsc to the three items were:

A. About 80 percont of the seniors folt the State of
Kansas ghoulé provide more state aid for the colleges
and uﬁiversities.

B. About 62 percent of those replying "yes" to the
previous question felt that‘tho aid should be given
by somo formula which takes into-account the propor-
tion of Kansans enrolled in these institutions.

C. About 80 percent of tho seniors felt that the State
of Kansas should provide special funds . to rcduce
studont fces for Kansas residents who can demonstrate
financial need.

20. About 57 percent of the graduates secured a position
outside of Kansas, - 77>A - W

21. About 5l percent of tho graduates indicated that they

have been involved in community sérviee, local government, or
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other kinds of civie lcadership or responsibilities in the
communitics in which they live.

22. About 90 percent indicated they have continuod active
learning on an indapendenﬁ basis,
AAE3. About 88 percent said they folt the nced to achicve as
much professional oxcolloﬁce as their talents will permit.
2. Avout 4O percent indicated thoy have become 1nvolvodm

in individual or éroup efforts to corroct social injusticces.
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TABLE 2

RESPONSES OF THZ 1967 GRADUATES TO 52 ITEMS

Questionnaire Item N A
1. Yhat is your sex?
1 - Male 412 55.8
2 - Female 326 hhy.2
2. The college or university I graduated from was:
T - Fort Hays Kansas Statc College (Hays) 72 9.8
-2 = Kansas State College of Pittsburg
(Pittsburg) 83 11.2
3 - Kansas State Teachers College (Emporia) 50 6.8
l - Kansas State University (Manhattan) 240 32.5
5 - University of Kansas (Lawrence) 217 29.4
6 - Wichita State University (Wichita) 76 10.3
3. Did you graduate from a Kansas high school?
1 - Yes 579 78.7
2 - No 157 21.3
lj. Regardless of your answer to quesstion 3, hou
many students were in your high school )
graduating class?
1 - Under 100 322 h3.9
2 - 100 - 199 109 4.9
3 - 200 - 1499 161 21.9
ly - 500 - G99 111 15.1
5 - 1,000 and over 31 h.2
5. Where did you reoccive your most rccent formal
educational oxpcrience prior to your enroll-
ment in the institution which grantecd your )
undergraduate degree? ) )
1 - High school L4166 63.3
2 - A junior college 106 1.
-3 - A four-year college or university 142 19.3
l} -~ Some other training school 9 1.2
5 - Military training 13 1.8
6. Did you attend a Kansas Community Junior College
before entering the college from which you )
graduated?
1.-Yes . e 87 11.8
2 - No 6L8 87.9
7. 1If your answer to question 6 was yes, did
you reccive an associate of arts or similar
two-year degree?
1 - Yos 63 48.1
2 - NO - 68 51 09




TABLE 2 (continucd)

Qucstionnaire Item

8.

If you attonded a junior college, how would
you rate the educational opportunitics it

- offercd in regard to preparation for work

at the college from which you graduated?
1 - Very inferior “
2 - Inferior
3 - Good
- Very good.
- Superior

¥hat is thc highest level of. formal education
attained by your father?

1 - Junior high or less

2 - Somec high school R

3 - High school graduatc -~

L - Some college

5 - College degroe

6 - Postgraduate degrpe

“hat-is the highest level of fgnmal ‘cducation
attainzd by your mother?

1 --Junior high or less

2 - Some high school

3 - High school graduste

Iy - Somc college - ;

5 - College degree

6 - Postgraduate degrece

11.

Uhat is your best estimate of your total.
income? (Consider annual incomp from a11

~ __sources before taxes.) - . -

1 - Under $6,000

2 ~-$6,000 - % 7,999 .
- 8 000 - 9,999
10 000 -~ $14,999
15,000 - $19.999
20,000 ~ $2i;,999

5,000 -~ 29,999
8 - $30,000 or more
9 - I consider this information to be |
confidential .y -

Y W A GOy
¢ o L [ * o

SRS O
*
= OO ON\NO =

v
N




13
TABLE 2 (continued)
Guestionnairo Itom , N %
12. %hat was your average grade in college?
1 - A or A+ 22 3.0
2 - A- 62 80’-'»
3 - B+ 1y 19.2
L -B 150 20.4
5 - B- 162 22,0
7 - c 70 905
8-0D 1 0.1
9 - I consider this information to be
confidential 4 1.0
13. In torms of your precsent occupation, how
would you rate the undergraduatc education
you reccived at the college or university
from which you graduated? :
1 - Very adoquatc , - 249 3.2
2 - Adesquatc . , L9 57.6
3 - Inadequate . - - 60 8.2
14. Do you feel that your undergraduate college
or univecrsity provided you with sufficicnt
opportunities for developing cultural
interests and knowledge? ‘
1 - Yes - 618 . 8.1
2 - No ' 117 15.9
15. Did you have at least onc inspirational
teacher in your undergraduate college or
‘university who was -recognized for excellence
—- 1in his or her field? s oo T i '
1 - Yes’ I o 627 85.7
2 - No : : B . 105 14.3
Rate your undergraduate college or university on itecms 16 to 19
using the codé following each iten. o '
16. Your major arca of study in terms .of the
number - of - courses offered-or depth of - -
study available. ~ = B ’
1 - Very inferior - : ] - 8 1.1
2 - Inferior - 58 7.9
3 - Good A : - - 29N 39.5
L - Vory good . 273 37.0
5 - Supecrior : - 101 13.7
6 -~ I had too little experience to- T ‘
make a judgment v 6 0.8




TABLE 2 (continued)

. = x

Questionnaire Item /
17. Your major arca of study in t"rms or ths” -
. quality of education offerad.
1 - Very inferior 5 0.7
2 - Inferior 59 8.0
3 - Good 309 41.9
I - Very good 255 34.6
5 - Superior 107 1.5
6 - I had too little cxpericnce to
make a judgment 2 6.3
18. Extra-curricular 1ife offered-by the
. institution.
1---Very inferior T e e " 6 0.8
2 - Inferior S ' 51 6.9
3 - Good 26 '36.0
4 - Very good - 26 36.5
5 - Superior . - 87 11.9
6 - I had too little cxp»rionco to
make a judgment 58 7.9
19. General -education (brsadth of. learnlng -
as oppos=d to your major area of
concentration or study).. . o ]
1 - Very inferior. S 03 0.l
2 - Inferior -+ 38 5.2
3 - Good 322 43.7
iy - Very good , 27 37.2
~6 - Superior - v T : 'j“ - 88 - -11.9
6 - I had too little exppr1cnce to : T
make a judgment 12 1.6
Answer items 20 and 21 using the code following each item. . -
20. How would you rate the library holdings in
your undergraduate collzgc. or. university -
for study in your major? i AR -
1 - Very adequate ol 'fif', 288 39.1
2 - Adequate - -~ - sl s sl e 2328 Lh.6 -
3 - Inadequate - T S F-{¢ 16.3
21. How would you rate the library holdings. in_
your undergraduate college or univcrsity
for study in general education?
1 ="Very adequate 317 L3.2
2 - Adcquate - 345 L7.1
3 - Inadequato 9.7

Vv
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TABLE 2 (continucd)

Questionnaire Item ) N 4
22. How satisfied were you with your academic
achievement in your undergraduate collegse
or university?
1 - Thoroughly dissatisficd , 16 2.2
2 - More dissatisfisd than satisficd 133 18.0
3 - Morc satisfied than dissatisficd 423 57.3
i - Thoroughly satisfied 166 22.5

Rate the preparation you received at your undergraduate college or
university. Use the code following itcems 23 to 39.

23. A broad experience in the humanitics. : -
1 - Strong ] 145 19.7
2 - Adequate v 382 51.8
3. - Weak - 177 24.0
l - No opinion 33 4.5
2. Competence in the arts of communicetion. o
1 - Strong S - 12 16.8
- 2 - Adequate : : Lo 57.0
3 - Weak  _ _ L 161 21.8
: } - No cpinion . 32 4.3
25. Introduction to natural scicnce.
1 - Strong - 215 29.1
2 - Adequate : ' 380 51.5
3 - Weak : 95 12.9
i - No opinion . 48 6.5
26. Introduction to social science.
"1 - Strong ‘ 155 21.0
2 - Adequate : . M1 59,8
T3 L Weak . 99 13.4
- L4 - No opinion I I ke 5.7
27. Training in laboratory technique. :
' "1 - Strong , . 165 22.4
2 - Adequatec : 277 37.6
"3 - Weak 201 27.3
4 - No opinion o 93 12.6
28. Ability to understand and use mathematical
concepts. - )
1 - Strong - 153 20.8
2 - Adoquate . 303 h1.2
3 - Weak : 179 24.3
4 - No opinion . = == o 101 13.7
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TABLE 2 (continued) . -
Questionnaire Item ‘ : N %
29. An awareness of and appreciation for the.
acsthetic aspects of life.
1 - Strong 149 - 20.2
2 - Adeqguatec C 363 52.0
3 - Weak . : : 150 20.4
l} - No opinion .o Sh 7.3
30. Motivation and ability to work independently. -
"1 - 3trong 279 38.5
2 - Adequate ' 351 L48.4
3 - Weak ] ' ‘ 81 11.2
4 - No opinion 10 1.9
31. Total development as an individual. .- '
1 - Strong - 145 20.1
2 - Adequate e T 469 - 6.9
3 - Weak . 87 12.0
l4 - No opinion 22 3.0
32. Understanding the role that' sciences play - -
in creating and solving human problcms. ’
1 - Strong D o Mmoo  19.3
2 - Adoquate , e " 377 52.1
3 - Weak - 150 20.7
-l - No opinion ... " ) 57 7.9
33. Understanding the role that social sciences
play in crecating and solving human problcms. S .
1 - Strong - 142 - 19.6
2 - Adequate 377 52.1
.3 - Weak S . 157 21.7
" - No opinion = T~ T 7 T T 48 6.6
3. - Gaining a theoretical and factual background e
as preparation for the world of work.
1 - Strong : 2 19.4
2 - Adequate ' ) - 363 ..50.2
3 - Weak : 189 26.1
4 - No opinion ) B 4.3
35. Developing skills and competencles Wthh L 7
are necded to perform specific jobs. :
1 - Strong . 167 23.1
2 - Adequate . - . 3% - 47.9
3 - Weak ' ' ' T 18y, . 25.5
: 25 3.5

4 - No opinion

e — e e e o . B e P o T - —
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TABLE 2 (continued)

law, dentistry, ete.) =

Questionnaire Item N %
36. Dovcloping a sense of professional *identifi-
cation (membership)in some profcssional or
occupational group). .
1 - Strongg P 227 31.4
2 - Adequate 300 4.l
3 - Weak 160 22.1
ly - No opinion 37 5.1
. 37. Understanding yourself (abilities, interests,
valucs, personality characteristics, goals).
1:- Strong 161 22.
2 - Adequate 1,08 56
3 - Ueak 133 18.
4 - No opinion 21 2.
38. Decvcloping interpersonal competencies.
1 - Strong ‘ 127 17.6
2 - Adequate -L448 62.0
3 - Weak 103 14.3
. Y - No opinion il 6.1
39. Developing a personal scnse of responsibility
for rcducing social problems or injustices.
1 - Strong ) 95 13.2
. 2 - Adequate- — , — 37 S1.h
3 - Weak | 203 28.1
: - No opinion 53- 7.3
L0. Since recciving your undergraduatc degree,
did you continue your education in another
college or university? e . e
- 1 < Yes. 0 o 360- 50.0
2 - No 360 50.0
41. If your answer to question 4O was yes, ‘
what type of school did you attend \
(or are you attending)? '
1 - Private ¢ollege or university =~ =~ 51 ~13.8
2 - Public college or university 318 86.2
2. If your answer to question 4O was cs,
what was the level of work taken (%?‘
are taking)? '
1 - Undergraduate work .36 9.6
2 -~ Graduate work- - 296 78.7
3 - Profcssional school {medicine,
' Wl 1.7
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TABLE 2 (continued)

18

Questionnaire Item

Lh3.

If your answer to quéstion [;2- was "graduate
work"” or "profossional school," how would
you rate the preparation you reccived in

_ your undergraduate college or university?

- Very inferior
- Inferior

- Good -

- Very good

- Superior 3

VW D -

U el el
= =\unn

N N o

=\
Fﬂpf:~dd
L]

Since graduating from your collegc or
univorsity, what additional degrees
have you rcceived?
1 - None ‘

- Another Bacholor's degree
- A Master!s dogree -
- A Doctor of Philosophy degrecc

or Doctor of Education degreec’
- Bachoclor of Law, Doctor of

Law, or Doctor of Jurisprudence
- Bacholor of Divinity -
- Othor

~Nos U Fw

469
7
158
16
1l
25

L5.

Do you fecl that the Stato of Kansas should
provide more state aid to support your
college or university?

1 - Yes

2 - No

Ir your answer to question 45 was gyes,
‘should aid be given by some formula which

takes into account the proportion of
Kansans of the total cnrolled in your
college or unlver81ty°

1 -~ Yes

2 - No -

338
207

62.0

L7.

Should the State of Kansas provideAspecial

- funds to.reduce student fees for Kansas

residents who can 'demonstrate flnanclal
need? : .

1 - Yes

2 - No

38.0

|
]
|
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|
|
1
,|
l
!
‘|
1
1
J
,|
’l,
|
I
1




19
~ ' TABLE-2 (continucd) :

Questionnaire Item N %

Answer items U8 to 52 using the code following each item.

48. After graduation, did you take a position
outside the Statc of Kansas?

1 - Yes - a7 57.3
2 - No 311 ha.7
49. Have you been involved in community
service, local govaernment, or other kinds
of civic lcadership or responsibilities —
- in the community in which you live?
1 - Yes 395 5%.0 I
2 - No . 337 . L46.0
50. Since graduation, have you continued active
lcarning on an independent basis? o
j 1 - Yes - 655 89.6
2 -~ No 76 . 10.4

51. Do you fcel a nced to achieve as much
professional cxcellence as your
talents will permlt?
1 -Yes -~ = - 638 87.5
2 - No 9 12.5

52. Have you become involved in individual
or group efforts to corrcct social

injustices? -
1 - Yes. . 290 4o.1
. 59.9

2 - No o ) ‘ L3y
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III: Comparison of the Responses of
the 1972 Scniors and the 1967

Graduates on Identical Items -

-Introduction

A numbor of the items used in. the Inquiry for tho 1972
scniors were idenﬁicai to those uscd-in the Inquiry for the 1967
graduates. Table 3 contains the 39 identical questions or items
and the perccentages of the seniors and graduates responding to
the alternatives for each itcm.

Trcatment of the Data

Two kinds of itoms appear in Table 3: (1) itoms whrre the
rosponses arc catogorical in-nature, and (2) items wherc tho
rosponses have an underlying ‘continuun. |

For all itoms which'éfe‘ggtegbrical in naturc,:a % appcaring
after a percontaée indicates that the differénee between the two
pPercentages is significant at the 5 per;ent probability level
(5 in 100). Ih the casc of items having an underlying'continuum,
two numbors appear in parontheses after ‘tho’question, ability, or
frait. The first ropresénts the mean fér the socniors and the
second roprééents the meéﬁ'fﬁf-tﬁo graduétesf” A %% after the
parentheses indicates the mgans-are significantly different from
cach' other at the 1 percent level of probability. A #% indicatoé
significance at tho S”percent lovel, 7

In order to comparc the responses of the seniors and gradu-~
ates, the freqﬁencios of the total group (seniors and graduates)

for each response for each item having an underlying continuum
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were convertcd into T (normal scores)3 In so doing, fhe mean
of the total group in cach instance will approximate 50 with a
standard deviation equal to 10. These T scores wore used with
the distribution for the seniors and grﬁduates to obtain the
means and to compute the F value using the techniquec of analysis
of variance.

The Results

Although an cxamination of the rosults in Table 3 is worth-
while, the statements which follow are intonded to highlight
the comparisons. The statoments included in this discourse are
those where a significant difference in percentages occurred
‘between the two groupé or thosc wherc the mecans differed
significantly‘at the 1 or 5 porcent level. for items having an
undorlyiné continuum. 7

The following statoments may bo made in torms of significant
differences in percentages:

1. About 63 pércent of tho 1967 graduates roceived their
most recent formal;eduéafional expericnce, prior to enrollment
in the undergraduate colloge, in high school as contrasted to
about 56 percent for thc 1972 seniors. About 21 paorcent of
1972 seniors received this experience in a junior college as
contrasted to about 14 percent for the 1967 graduates. Those
two statements rcflect the impacq of the community junior colleges

over a fivo-ycar period..

3Kenneth E. Anderson. A Paramctric Method for Processing

Categorical Data Having an Underlying Continuum. Unpublished
papor, 1972

+ 1 PP.
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2. About 89 porcent of tho 1972‘seniors indicated they had
had an inspirational teacher in thoir undergraduatc college or
university as contrasted to about 86 percont for the 1967
graduatos, -

3. About 40 percont of the 1972 scniors indicatcd thoy
planncd to obtain a Mastor's dogrce wherocas only about 23 percent
of tho 1967 graduates actually had obtaincd the desgrec.

. About 93 porcent of the 1972 soniors felt that the
Stato of Kansas should provido moro statc aid to .support the six
colleges or univefsitios as contrasted to about 80 percent for
the 1967 graduates. |

The following statements may bo made in terms of significant
differencos in means (at the. 1 porcent or 5 percént lovoel of
probability):

1. The 1972 scniors wore in largor-sizcd graduating classcs
than worc the 1967 graduates. This.roflects the unification of
school districts into £Arger-sized-onqs about 1966.

‘2. The lovel of formal cducation attainod by the 1972
soniors!' fathers was higher. than that for tho 1967 graduatos.

3. The two groups woerc asked to ratc their collegos and
universitios on a five-point scalo from "very inferior" to
%superior" for four itoms. Only onc difforcencc turncd out to bdbe
significant in favor of the 1967 graduatos, namely: general
education (broadth of lcarning as opposod to the ma jor aroa of .

concontration or study).
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4. The 1967 graduates rated the library holdings for study
in thé "ma jor? and in "goneral education” higher than did tho
1972 seniors.

S. Tho 197 graduatos were morc satisfied with their under-
graduate academic achicvement than woro the 1972 seniors.

6. Tho two groups werc asked to dcscribe the proparation
thoy reccivod at tho collegos and universities rolative to
sevontecn itoms portaining to competoncics, skills, and under-
standings using a three-point scale (gtron@, adequatoc, and
woak). Although thc moans of 1972 soniors ﬁpro highor than
those of thc 1967 graduates on 13 of the 17 itoms, significant
di{foronccs’occurrod for scven of tho itoﬁs as follows:

A. Thec 1972 scniors doscribod thoir proparation as
strongor with rogard to: (1) total devclopment as
an individual, (2) understandiug the rolc that
scicncos play in croating andiéolving human problcms,
(3) understanding the role that social sciecnces play
"in*créﬁf{ﬁg“ahd”§b1vfﬁ§“ﬁﬁmnn‘prdbiems, (4) gaining
a theoretical and factual background and preparation
for tho world of work, (5) understanding yoursclf
(abilitios,Ainteroéﬁs;féiiucs, personnlity character-
istics, 3oals),r(6) devoloping interpersonal com-
potoncies, andi(f) dovolsping a personal scnse of
roesponsibility rdr ioqﬁcing social probloms or |

injustices.




TASLE 3

CO:PARISON OF THE RESPOIISES OF THE 1972
SENIORS AND THE 1967 GRADUATES
TO IDENTICAL ITEHS

M
N Percentage

Iten : Seniors Qraduatcs

1. Did you graduatc from a Kansas high

school?
1 - Yes
2 - No

Regardless of your answer to the
previous question, how many studonts
were in your high school graduating
class? (51.28 - 49.14 )4 -

1 - Under 100 .

2 -100 - 199

3 =200 - 499

L - 500 - 999

5 = 1,000 and over

Where did you receive your most rocont
formal cducational cxperience prior to
your enrollmont in this college or
university? . .
2 - A junior college 21.1%,
3 - A four-year colloge or -
university ‘ - 17.1
i - Some other training school 1.0
5 - Military training- SR 1

Did you attend a Kansas Community Junior
Colloge before ontering this colloge
- -or -university? - - - - - S ‘
1 - Yes , 20,74 11.8
2 - No . .79.3 87.9:

uIn item numbor 2, the mean for tho soniors was 51.28 and tho
mean for tho graduates was 49.1ly.. The # indicates that the i
difference in means was significant at the 1 percent lcvel. In
this case, it indicates -that the seniors were in larger-sizod
graduating classes than were the graduates. ' The mcan for the
seniors always appoars first followed- by that for the graduatos,

In itom number 3, the # indicates that the: differcnce between
the two percentages was significant at the S percent levol. In
the first instancc, the # indicates that a significantly greater
percentage of the graduates when compared with the seniors,
received their most recent formal education in high school prior
to enrollment in onec of the six colleges and universities.

!
!
l
l
!
I
I
|
|
|
|
|
I
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TABLE 3 (continued)

Percentage
Item — Seniors Graduates
5. If your answer to question 6 was yes, i
did you receive an associate of arts
or similar two-ycar dcgree?
1 - Yes 51.9 L8.1
2 - No 48.1 51.9

6. If you attended a junior college, how
E would you rate the educational oppor-
A tunitics it offered in regard to prep-

, aration for work at this college or
! university? (49.41 - 51.01)

1 - Very inferior 4.0 0.7
2 - Inferior ~15.0 10.9
| 3 - Good . : 35.3 38.7
s iy - Very good 36.4 38.0
5 - Superior .2 11.7
7. What is the highest level of formal
education attalncd by your father?
A (50.58 - }9.52 )= ‘
T 1 - Junior high or less 12.7 17.9 .
§ 2 - Some high school 8.0 10.0
3 - High school graduate 28.8 26.3
"} - Somc college 22.1 20.2
5 - College degree 18.2 4.1
6 - Postgraduate degree 10.3 11.5
8. What is the highest level of formal
" education attained. by your mother?
(50.32 - 49.39) - :
1 - Junior high or less 7.3 11.1
2 - Some high ‘school 6.3 7.5
3 - High school graduate: 39.6 36.7
Lk - Some college ) 26.2 25.5
! 5 - Collegc degree 17.3 16.8
! 6 - Postgraduate degrec 3.3 2.4

-
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TABLE 3 (continued)

Percéentage
Item Seniors Graduates

9. Uhat is your average grade in college
or university work thus far’ (50.27 -

9. 95)

- A or A+ —_
A- )
B+

B

B-

C+

C

D ,

I consider this information
confidential

10. Do you feel that your undergrdduate . !
college or university and its program
~ has provided you with sufficient
" opportunities for cultural "rowth
and deveclopment? ) o _
1 - Yes’ - .81.0 . 8l.1
2 - Ho 19.0 15.9

11. Do you feel that you have had an
inspirational tsacher in your under- .
graduate college or university who
was a recognized tcacher of excel- . .
lence in his or her field’ -
1 - Yes .- - : 89Jp§ -85.7
2 - No i o - 10.6 1’.'. 3¢

Rate your undcrgraduate college or unlversity on items 12 to 15
using the .code following cach item.

Wi nEN=Foown

- ) =S =
VI =2apnfF=ag-0

n

-hN-h-.\-h
O=-JOOwWownoE
L d
L ]
= 0o~ O oM\NO =

IR IO A IO IO I I |
L]

OO\)O‘U\-F'MN

-
.

-

the numbor of courses available or
depth of study available. (50.51 -

49.98 . L
SR BN Very inferior T .. 1.9 1.1 i
_ 2 - Inferior 11.0 7.9
{ 3 - Good . 3341 39.5 <
. L - very good : 32.0 37.0.
: 6 - I have had too littlc expericnce 8
: 0.
1

t 12. Your major areca of study in terms of - ‘ . 1
l to make a judgment 0.4
|
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TABLE 3 (continucd)

H
i Percentage
Item Seniors Graduates
: 13. Your major area of study in terms of
; the quality of education offered.
(50.38 - 49.87)
i 1 - Very inferior 1.9 0.7
e 2 - Inferior 10.6 8.0
3 - Good 32.3 1.9
L - Very good 35.0 3.6
5 - Superior 19.8 1.5
6 - I have had too little experience
to make a judgment 0.3 0.3 i
1. Extra-curricular lifc offered by the
institution. (49.85 - 50.52)
1 - Very inferior 0.9 0.8
2 - Inferior 10.1 6.9
3 - Good 36.1 36.0
L - Very good 31.0 36.5
- 5 - Superior ) 13.1 11.9
6 - I havc had too little experience
to make a judgment 8.8 . 7.9
15. General education (breadth of learning
as opposed to your major area of con-
_ centration or study). (49.39 - 50.93)%
| 1 - Very inferior 0.7 0.4
: 2 - Inferior ] v - 6.6 5.2
3 - Good - 50.0 43.7
L - Very good .. . 32.2 - 37.2
5 - Superior 8.5 1.9
6 - I have had too little expcrience .
to make a judgment . - 1.9 . 1.6

Answor items 16 and 17 using the code following each item.

16. How would you rate the library holdings
in your undorgraduate collegc or uni- ]
versity for study in your major? ‘ /

(48.97 - 50.51 )% . : i

e 1 - Very adequate 32.3 39.1
i " 2 - Adequate ‘ o 4h.3 Ul .6
3 -_Inadequate T 23. 16.3
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TABLE 3 (continued)
Percentage
Iten Seniors Graduates
17. How would you rate the library holdings
in your undergraduate college or uni-
versity for study in general education?
(4,8.88 - 50.12)+*
1 - Very adequate 37.8 L3.2
2 - Adequate h7.2 L7.1
3 - Inadequate . _ 15.0 9.7
18. How satisfied have you been with your
academic achievement in your under-
graduate collecge or univer51ty9
(49.2 - 50.46)%
1 - Thoroughly dissatisfied 2.7 2.2
2 - Morc dissatisfied than satisfiocd 52.7 18.0
3 - More satisficd than dissatisfied - 6.7 57.3
4 - Thoroughly satisfied 17.9 22.5
19. Seniors: What is the highest academic
: degree you intend to obtain? Graduates:
Since graduating from your collegec or
university, what additional degrces
have you recceived? Only the degrees
cormmon to both groups are llStOd.
1 - A Master's degrec’ - J0.3% 22.9
2 - A Doctor of Philosophy or o -
Doctor of Education degrcoc i 8.0 2.3
3 - Bachelor of Law, Doctor of ‘
Law, or Doctor of Juris- . )
prudence o 3.4 2.0
ly - Bachelor of Divinity - 0.2 0.0

Rate the preparation you received at your undergraduate college
or university. .Usc the code following items 20 to 36.

20. A broaéd experlence in the humanities.
(50.22 - 1,9.66)

1 - Strong ‘ o . 20.6- 19.7
2 - Adequate g : " 5h.1 51.8
3 - Weak ... . 20.6 2.0
4} - No opinion ~hL.6 4.5
21. Competence in the arts of communi- ’
cation. (50.24 - 49.54) -
1 - Strong - - 20.2 16.8
2 - Adequate . 55.3 57.0
3 - Weak " 19.9 21.8
lj - No opinion .6 L.3

GEE TER SN 0 U W A I I AN AR WM AR SN MmO aE W T e




TABLE 3 (continued)

T'ercentage

Item Senicrs Graduates
22. Introduction to natural science. ‘
(4s.65 - 50.26)
1 - Strong 26.5 29
2 - Adequate 52.0 51
3 - Weak 1%.6 12
4 - No opinion : .9 6
23. Introduction to social science.
(50-52 - LI.9-91)
1 - Strong B 25.7 21
2 - Adequate ‘ 55.5 59
3 - Weak 13.6 13
i - No opinion 5.1 5
2. Training in laboratory tochnique.
(49.54 - 50.13)
1 - Strong : - 22.0 22
2 - Adequate . - ' 32.3 37
3 - Weak ‘ 31.5 27
4 - No opinion .1 12
25. Ability to understand and usc mathe-
matical concepts. (50.09 - 50. 55)
: 1 - Strong L 21.5 20.8
2 - Adcquate 38.6 1.2
3 - Weak ’ A 28.8 2L.3
4 - No opinion L _ 1.1 13.7
"26.- An awarenecss of and appreciation for '
the aesthetic aspects of life.
(50.52 - 49.98) ’
1 - Strong S 1 26.8 20
2 - Adequate 43.8 52
3 -~ Weak o 22.7 2l
i - No opinion 6.7 7
27." Motivation and ability to work
independently. (49.78 - 49.95) \ :
1 - Strong 41 .1 38
2 - Adequatc s 2.8 48
‘ 3 - Woak - o Copl8
— 4 - No opinion , o - 1.3 1




TABLE 3 (continued)

30

Iten

Percentage

Seniors

Graduates

28.

Total development as an 1nd1v1dua1.
(50.32 - 49.08):x

1 - Strong

2 - Adequate,

3 - Woak

i - No opinion

29'

Understanding the rolc that scisncos
rlay in creatlng and solving human
problems. (50.86 - 149.82):s

1 - Strong

2 - Adeoquate

3 --Veak

44 - No opinion.-

30.

Understanding the role that social
sciences . play in creating and
solving human problems. (50.94 -
49.73 )%

1 - Strong o

2 - Adequate -

3 - Yeak

Iy ~ Wo opinion

31

Gaining a theoretical and -factual
background as prcparation for the
world of work. (50.91 - 49.15)

1 - Strong- ' -

2 - Adequate

3 - Weak

Y4 - No opinion

32,

Developing skills and competencics
which arc nceded to perform spocific
jobs.. (50.21 - 4943 :

1 - Strong -~ -

2 - Adecquate

3 - Weak

4 -.No opinion

W= \Ww
vivio =

N = O

33.

Doveloping a sonse of professional
identification (membership in some
professional or occupational group ).
(50.09 - 50.07) -

1 - Strong

2 - Adequato

3 - Weak

L4 - No opinion

W
VI = —
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TABLE 3 (continucd)

31

Pcrcentago
Item Scniors  Graduates
34. Understanding yourself (abilities,
interests, valucs, personality
charactcristics, goals). (50.68 -
48.48)x :
1 - Strong 3.9 22.3
2 - Adequatec 7.0 56.4
3 - Weak 13.6 18.4
4 - Wo opinion L.n 2.9
35. Developing interpersonal competcncies.
(50.45 - 149.50 )
2 - Adcquate 58.4 62.0
3 - Weak 12.2 0.3
4 - No opinion 7.8 6.1
36. Developing a personal scnse of respon-
sibility for recducing social problems-
or injustices. (51.26 - 19.06):
1 - Strong .. 23.0 13.2
"~ 2 - Adequate 48.5 51.4
3 - Weak 2141 28.1
‘ 4 - No opinion 7.4 7.3
37. Do you fecl that the State of Kansas
should provide more statc aid to sup-
port your college or university? '
1 - Yes 92 .8 79.3
2 - No 7.2 20 .7
38. If your answor to question 37 was yes,
should aid be given by some formula
which takes into account the proportion
of Kansans of the total enrolled in
your collecge or university?
1 - Yes 57.0 62.0
2 - No 43.0 38.0
39. Should thc State of Kansas provide
special funds to reduce student fces
for Kansas residents who can demon-
strate financial nced? r
1 - Yes 82.0 . 19.7
2 - No " f‘ 18.0 20.3
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IV: Summary

It is apparcnt from the statcmcnﬁs intended te highlight tho
results in Table 2, that the 1967 graduatecs in tho six state
colleges and univcﬁsities, under the Board of Regents, had morc
positive than ncgative reactions to the educaticn and training
they had received during the time they had attended these
institutions,

Table 3 suggests that the six state”colléges and universitios,
with a few exceptions, did a better job with the 1972 seniors
than was the.casc with the 1967 graduates., This statement mu st

be tempered, however, by the fact that a period of five years had

clapsed since many of thc graduates had had formal contact with

the‘schools.




