DOCUMENT RESUME

ED 085 061 JC 740 012

AUTHOR Mitchell, Marlene

TITLE Evaluation of the 1973 Summer Instltute of the E4.D.
. Program for Community College Faculty.

INSTITUTION Nova Univ., Fort Lauderdale, Fla.

PUB DATE [73]

NOTE 180p.

EDRS PRICE MF-$0.65 HC-$6.58

DESCRIPTORS *College Faculty; *Community Colleges; #*Doctoral

Programs; Evaluation Techniques; Higher Education;
Participant Characteristics; *Participant
Satisfaction; Post Secondary Education; Profe551onal
Continuing Education; *Program Evaluation;
Questionnaires; Statistical Data; Summer Institutes;
Surveyss; Tables (Data)

IDENTIFIERS Needs Assessment Questionnaire; Summer Institute
survey

ABSTRACT '

The results of a survey conducted to ascertain the
participants' evaluation of the first Summer Institute of the Ed.D.
Program for Community College Faculty are provided. A total of 241
institute participants, 74% of the 325 registrants, completed the
"Summer Institute Survey." The analysis of the survey data is
provided in 79 tables, and is discussed. Copies of the Needs
Assessment Questionnaire and Summer Institute Survey form are
provided, as is a sample participant letter. Survey findings are
summarized, and conclusions are given. (DB)



o s

vl
D |
(]
LM
O
[
£

b

JTC 740 OI2

l FILMED FROM BEST AVAILABLE COPY

1 fe e e e i i e 0 st

U.5 DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EOUCATION & WELFARE
NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF

EOUCATION .
THIS DOCUMENT HAS BEEN REPRO
OUCED EXACTLY AS RECEIVED FROM
THE PERSON OR ORGANIZATION ORIGIN
ATING IT POINTS OF VIEW DR OPINIONS
STATEO DO NOT NECESSARILY REPRE
SENTOFFICIAL NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF
EOUCATION POSITION OR POLICY

EVALUATION OF THE 1973 SUMMER INSTITUTE
OF THE Ed.D. PROGRAM FOR COMMUNITY
COLLEGE FACULTY

Dr, Marlene Mitchell ,
Assistant Professor of Education
University of Minnesota
Minneapolis, Minnesota

Program Director: Dr. Jonn A. Scigliano
Nova University
Fort Lauderdale, Flo:ida



TABLE OF CONTENTS

Page
I. INTRODUCTION 1
II. METHOD | 3
A. Sample ,
B. Procedures
'III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 11
IV. SUMMARY 38
V. CONCLUSIONS | 43

VI. APPENDIX

A. Needs Assessment Questionnaire-
B. Summer Institute Survey-
C. Tables

Question 1: 1A, 1B, 2A, 2B, 3A, 3B,
4a, 4B, 5A, 5B

Question 2: ©OA, 6B
Question 3: TA, TB
Question 4: 8a, 8B
Question 5: OA, 9B
Question 6: 10A, 10B
Question 7: 11A, 11B
Question 8: 127, 12B
Queétion 9: 134, 13B

Question 10: 144, 14B
Question 11: 154, 15B
Question 12: 16A, 16B
Question 13: 17A, 17B
Question 15: 1GA, 1GB, 204, 20B, 21A, =~




TABLE OF CONTENTS continued

Question 16: 22A, 22B

Question 17: 23A, 23B, 24A, 24B, 25A, 25B

Question 18: 26A, 26B, 27A, 27B, 28A, 28B

Question 22: 29, 29A, 29B, 30, 30A, 30B,
31, 31A, 31B, 32, 32A, 32B, 33,
33A, 33B

Question 24: 34A, 34B

Question 25: 35A, 35B

Question 26: 36A, 36B

Question 27: 37A, 37B

Question 29: 384, 38B

D. Sampl~ Participant Letter

LIST OF FIGURES ) Page

Figure 1: Rankings by Cluster 13
Figure 2: Cluster Comparisons 21
Figure 3: Inter-cluster Communication . 28

Figure 4: Adequacy of Facilities 32




I. INTRODUCTION

An evaluation of the first Summer Institute of the
Ed.D. Zrogram for Community College Faculty can serve
two important functions: (1) Provide an indication of
how participants reacted to the activities of the 1973
Summer Institute; and (2) be used as a planning tool for
the 1974 Summer Institute in which about twice as many
community college faculﬁ& are expected to be involved
as were involved this year.

Frequently, ,the results of evaluation activities
are not shared in a meaningful way with those who partici-
pate in the research. The Nova University staff is
committed to conducting research and evaluation in a
"symbioctic" relationship with all participants. A
"symbiotic" research and evaluation relationship is parti-
eularly important iﬁ a program which emphasizes and
encourages feedback from its perticipants, and which has
as one of its components the development of research and
evaluation Skills. Tﬁerefore, coples of this report are
being sent to all clusters as well as to the national
lecturers and members of the advisory board.

. In aﬁ attempt to assess participants' needs and
expectations for the 1973 Summer Institute, a questionnaire
(Appendix A) was sent to all program participants about
one month prior to the Summer Institute. This questionnaire

asked participants to 1list: (1) Their most pressing




questions about (a) general program structure, (b)
seminars with national lecturers and (c) practicums;

(2) their single, most important objective for the
Institute; and (3) any other expectations they might

have for the Institute. The responses were grouped within
CAtegories (i.e., la=c, 2 and 3) within each cluster.

The schedule of activities for the 1973 Summer institute
were examined so that necessary adJustments could be made
prior to the Institute. 1In addition, the Nova staff

and national 1eéturgrs met on the day preceding the start
of the Institute and included in their discussilons the

obJjectives cited by participants.




IX. METHOD
A. sample
Two hundred forty one Summer Institute partici-
pants, or 74%1 of 325 registrants, completed the Summer

Institute Survey (Appemdix B). - Of the 93% who indicated

their present position; 38% of the respondents are in
administration, éé% in Behavioral Science, 33% in
Curriculum éndilnstruction, and 7% in Engineéring
Technology.

Resppndents represent all 13 clusters: 1% of
the respondents are from Broward County, Florida; 11%
from Chicago, I1linois; 6% from Hampton, Virginia; 9%
from Hillsborough, Florida; 11% from Jacksonville,
Florida; 6% from Long Isiand, New York; 11% from Miami-
Dade, Florida; 8% from New Haven, Connecticut; 10% from
Oflando, Florida; 2% from Pensacola, Florida; 8% from
Sacramento, California; 8% from St. Petersburg, Florida;

and 10% from San Francisco, California.

B. Procedures

Summer Institute Surveys ({Appendix B) were
distributed to participants at an afternoon general

session on Friday, Auguét 1i. Cluster coordinators

INote: all reported percentages are rounded off to
nearest whole number. »
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collected the completéd surveys and submltted them to the
Nova University staff elther Friday evening or Saturday
morning. Reactlons to a concurrent session (Friday); |
the Friday night banquet, and a general session (Saturday)
may, thérefore, not be included in the data. The deci-
sion to distribute and collect sur&eys prior to the end
of the final general session was made to maximlze the
response rate, since some participants could not be
present for the Saturday session.

The data from five questionnalres malilled to Nova
Universlty after the conclusion of the Institute are not
ilncluded since processing of the data was begun immediately
following the Institute. All computer processing of the
data was performed by Dennis Murphy at the Computer Center
of Nova University.

The following procedures were used to analyze the
data:

(1) Cross~tabulation of question responses and group
membership (cluster and present position), whiﬁh
shows the percentage of persons in each category
who indicate a particular response;2

(2) . Calculation of Pearson's Chi-Square Test of
Assoclation, which indicates whether or not the

categories (response and group membership) are

2Murphy, Dennis. Cross-Tabulation Program With Histo-
gram and Non-Parametric Options. (Original Frogram by
Richard ILaRue). Fort Lauderdale, Fla.: Nova University
Computer Center, 1973. : -

O




independent;3 and
(3) Calculation of the Symmetric Lambda which
indicates that the probability of error in
predicting one attribute from another is reduced
by a given percentage with knowledge of either
aL:‘cr-ibu‘ce.Ll Interprétation of the Symmetric
Lambda 1in this repdrt is based only on the
probability of reduclng the percentage of error
in pfedicting the participant's response (column
or criterion) from group membership (row or
predictor).
The data for each questlon are .reported as pefcen-
tages of participants within each category who indicated
a particular response to a survey guestion.
There are two tables5‘for each question or question
section.6 In order to facilitate intefpretation of the
tables, the following explanation is given.

(1) Cross-Tabulation of Questlon Responses and Group
Membership (Position, Cluster):

The A Tables {e.g. Table 1A) are crossbroken by the
present position (Administration, Behavioral Science,

Curriculum and Instruction, Engineering Technology), Rows

31bid.

4Tpid.

S5A11 tables appear in Appendix C.

Some questions have several sections. For example
guestion 17 has 3 sections. Therefore, there are six (65
tables for question 17. For question 22, adequacy of facilities
for specific Institute activities, only one table (total
or pooled population) is provided for each question section.




1-4, of the participant and his or her resﬁonse (Columns
1, 2 .. etc.) to the question.

The B Tables (e.g. Table 1B) are crossbroken by the
éluster of which the respondent is a member (e.g., Long
Island; St. Petersburg, San Francisco), Rows 1-13, and
his or her response (Columns 1, 2 . . . etc.) to the |
question. '.

In all tables (A and B), the Row (Rows Represent)
and Column (Columhs Represent) definitions are provided
at the top of each table. The column definition states
the question and all possible responses to the gquestion.

- For each possible combination of responses, the
following information is given:

a. Cell Frequency (CELL FREQ)

b. Percent of Row (% ROW)

c. Percent of Column (% COL)

d. Percent of Table (% TABLE)

Cell Frequency (CELL FREQ) represents the number of
respondents in a given group who indicated the same
response. For example, in Question 1, "Did you room at
the Diplomat during the Summer Institute", Table 1A, Cell
1,1 shows that 68 (CELL FREQ) or 81% (% ROW) of respondents
in Administration roomed at the Diplomat, that these
respondents represent 40.5% (% COL) of all respondents

" 'who roomed at the Diplomat and that these 68 persoﬁs are

31.5% (% TABLE) of all participants who responded to the




question, whether or not they roomed at the Diplomat.

The totals for each row are glven opposite each
cell frequency (CELL FREQ) under the column labeled
TOTALS. 1In the table cited previously, 84 participants
in Administration responded to the question about rooming
at the Diplomat. These 84 persons represent 39.4% of all
respondents to the question.

Total column frequencies (TL COL“FREQ).represent the
total number of persons indicating\éhe same response. For
exanmple, in Table 1A, column 1, 168 persons or 78.87% of
all respondents to the question, rcomed at the Diplomat
during the Summer Institute. ,

The lower right-hand corner oif each table indicates

the total number of persons responding to the question.

Table 1A shows that 213 persons responded to the question.

(2} Calculation of Pearson's Chi-Square Test of Assoclation:

The Pearson Chi-Square Test of Asso_ciation7 was
calculated for each table in order to obtain an index
-of assoclation between two categorical variables, the
group membefship (i.e., cluster or present position) and
the response (reported asi percentages). Howevef, as Hays

and Winkler® point out:?

, TFormula 12.5.2, in/Hays, W.L. and Winkler, R.L.

Statistics: Probabillity, ‘inference, and decision. (Vol. II)

New Ygrk: Holt, Rinehart and winston, 1nc., 1970, p. 198.
Hays, W.L. and Winkler, R.L., op. cit.

IMote: x2_chi-square and A=Lambda in the following

. quotation.




When the value of x2 turns out significant,
one can say with confidence that the attributes
A and B are not independent. Nevertheless, '
the significance level alone tells almost nothing
about the strength of association. Usually we want
to say something about the predictive strength
of the relation as well. If there 1s the remotest
interest in actual predictions using the relation
studied, then the measures are worthwhile.
Statistical relations so small as to be almost o
nonexistent can show up as highly significant x
results, and this 1is especially likely to occur
when sample size 1is large. All too often the
researcher then "kids himself" into thinking that
- he has discovered some relationship which will
be applicable in some real-world situation.
Plainly, this is not necessarily true. The
indices do, however, suggest just how much the
relationship found implies about real predictions
and how much one attribute ‘actually does tell us
about the other. Such indices are a most impor-
tant correction of the tendency to confuse statis-
tical significance with the importance of results
for actual prediction. Virtually any statistical
relation will show up as highly significant given
a sufficient sample size, but it takes a relation
of considerable strength to enhance our ability
to predict in real, uncontrolleg, situations. It
can happen that even though a x< test is signi-
ficant, the predictor's behavior 1s not changed ‘one
whit by this new information. The measures show
how one is led to predict differentially in the
light of the relationship. (p. 213-214§

(3) Calculation of the Symmetric Lambda:

An additional index was computed, the Symmetric
Lambdalo, which provides an irdication of the ability
of one category to predict another. Thne Symmetric lLambda

says that knowledge of either classification (e.g. group

10Hays, W.L. and Winkler, R.L., op. cit., p. 213.




membership or response) 'improves our ability to predict
the other category, in that the probability of error
is reduced"il by the percentage obtained. For example,
if computation of the Pearson's Chi-Square Test of
Assoclation ylelds a significance figure of .01, we know
that two categories are not independent. The Symmetric
Lambda obtained, however, may be' 1% when predicting,
for example, response from group membership (e.g., cluster).
A Lambda of 1% does not indicate a very strong relation-
ship; that 1s, knowledge cof group membership does not
considerably improve our ability to predict the response,
since the probablility of error of‘prediction is reduced
by only 1%.

The results of Pearson's Chi-Square Test of Association
and the Symmetric Lambda accompany all tables in which
the assumptions for calculation of chi-square are met.
Only those iﬁdices which seem to indlcate a strong
‘association (or Lambda) will be discussed. In other words,
significant Chi-Square Tests of Assoclation (P=.01) will
be discussed when tﬁe Lambda obtalined indicates a strong
relationship between the two attributes.

Analysis of the data 1s presented in the Results
and Discussion section. Some questions are grouped fpr
discussion purposes (e.g., questions 4-6, having to do-

with participants' Institute costs). In addition, where

117p14.
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appropriate, sample open-ended responses are included to
facllitate interpretation of the tables. For example,
questions 3, 7, 8, 15 and 23-28 provide respondents
with an opportunity to explain theilr response choices.
Also Included, where applicable, is information
provided the evaluator 1n conversations with participants
during the Summer Institute.
Several questlons did not apply to all respondents.
For example, Question 3 instructs the person to skip to
questlon 4 if he or she does not have any children.
Therefore, the large number of missing data on some
questions reflect the fact that the question was not

i

applicable to all survey participants.
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III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
Question 1l: Did you réom at the Diplomat during the Summer
Instltute? (Tables 1A, 1B)
a. If Yes:
Were the facilities adequate? (Tables 2A,2B)
Was the food to your liking? (Tables 3A,3B)
b, If No:
Did you stay with friends or relatives?
(Tables 4A,4B) :
Did you stay at a different hotel?
(Tables 5A,5B) .

Most participants (c. 78%) stayed at the Diplomat
Hotel during the Summer Institute (Tables 1A,1B). As might
be expected, there 1s a strong relatlonship between the
cluster membersh!p of the participant (Table 1B) and
whether or not he or she roomed at the Diplomat (lambda=
.36%). However, a stronger relationship might have been
prédicted. It is interesting to note, for example, that
19% of respondents from the Miami-Dade cluster (Table 1B),
which 1s within easy commuting distance of the hotel,
stayed at the Diplomat. Also, only 50% of respondents from
Pensacola (Table 13) roomed at the Institute headquarters.

Some respondents (c. 33%) who did not room at the
Diplomat hotel stayed with friends or relatives (Tables
UA,4B) or at another hotel (19%; Tables 5A,5B). Conversa-
tlons with Institute participants indicated that another
response option should have been provided in the'Survey;
KOA Campgrounds. Several participants indicated that they
were staying at Camp—sites, that, in fact, tﬁey had had

difficulty locating camp-sites close to the Institute.
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Those who stayed at the D;plomat hotel seemed quite
pleased with the facilities (94%; Tables 24,2B) and some-
what less pleased with the food {60%; Tables 34,3B).

The large numbers not responding to "Was the food to
your liking?' may reflect ﬁhe fact that many people who
roomed-at the Diplomat did not have their meals on the
hotel premises., Many persons indicated on their surveys

that the food was too expensive.

Question 2: Did your spouse come with you to the Summer
Institute? (Tables 6A,6B)

Questdion 3: Did any of your children come with you to the
Summer Institute? (Tables 7A,7B)

About " 35% of the respondents to question 2 (Tables
- 64,6B) brought their spouses with them to the Summer
Iﬁstitute, and about 27% of those—respondiﬁg to question 3
brought their children (Tables 7A,7B).

It is.interesting to note, when ciusters are considered,
that the rankings by cluster of those who brought spouses
and those who brought children, are very similar. Figure
1 shows the relative rankings (data obtained from Tables

6B and TB).
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Figure 1

Rankings by Cluster

Spouse (Table 6B) Children (Table 7B)

Cluster # 9 Cluster # %
4 54.5 o - 87.5
12 50.0 - 10 66.7
10 50.0 4 43.8
8 50.0 12 40,0
5 42.3 5 37.5
13 bhi,7 6 33.3
6 35.7 _ 2 25.0
9 34.8 13 18.8
3 26.7 9 15.8
T 24.0 3 14.3
2 20.8 7 53
11 5.3 11 0.0
J. 0.0 1 0.0

It should also be noted that .chi-square is significant
(P=.01) for Table 7B and there is a fairly strong relationship
betweeﬁ the cluster membership and whether children |
accompanied the respondent  (lambda=17%). The six clusters
obtaining the highest rankings were from the northeast
states (New Haven, Connecticut; Long Island, New York) and
from within the state of Florida (Pensacola, Hillsborough,

St. Petersburg, Jacksonville).

Question 4: Who is paying for your participation in the
Summer Institute? (Tables 8A,8B)

Question 5: How much do you estimate that the Summer
Institute has cost you? (Tables 9A,9B).
(Please don't include expenses for spouse or
children).

Question 6: Did you borrow money from a federally insured
loan to help pay for your costs for the
Summer Institute? (Tables 10A,10B)

About ninety-eight percent of survey respondents paid
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the total cost of the Institute themselves (Tables 8A,8B).
The fespondents who indicated that they are paying a portion
of thé total cost and thelr school is paying a portion are
from the Miami-Dade (8%) and Orlando (13%) clusters

(Table 8B). | |

As might be expécted in question 5, the chi-square
for cluster membership is significant (f=.01, Table 9B),
indicating that there is a significant relationship between
the cluster location and estimated Institute costs. It
should aiso be noted that in predicting the cost response
(column) from cluster meﬁbership (row),'the value of
lambda is only 29% (Table 9B). An examination of the table
shows that respondents from most clusters indicated a
range of cost résponses, although more people in a cluster
may have estimated the Institute cost within one category
more than other categories. For example, cést responses
for the Chicago cluster varied from $201-$300 (response
4) to more than $500 (response 7), although more people
(29.2%) estimated $201-$3C0 than any othei- amount.

Further, while respondents within a cluster may have
indicated a range of responses, the distribution of
responses within one cluster category tend to be within a
narrow range (Table 9B). For example,‘respondents from
Sacramento indicated respbnses 5-7 while those from Orlando
indicated responses 2- 4 |

Thirteen persons or 6% of respondents (Tabies 10A,10B)
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borrowed money from a federally insured loan to help pay
Institute costs, two in administration, six in behavioral
scilence, one in curriculum and instruction and four in
engineering technology (Table 10A). ‘However, a higher
percentage of Engineering Technology respondents (29%;
Table 10A) than respondents in other position categories
(2%-12%) responded positively to question 6. The respon-
dents who horrowed money from a federally insured loan
are distributed through nine of the thirteen clusters
(Téble 10B), with Sacramento having the highest-percentage
(22%) .

Question 7: In your opinion, was one week long enough
for the Summer Jnstitute? (Tables 11A,11B)

Ninety-six percent of all survey respondents
(Tables 11A,11B) felt that one week was long enough for
the Summer Institute. An examlnation of respondents?
surveys indicates that some of those persons who responded
No to question 7, felt that the Institute should have been

shorter, or 3-4 days in langth.

Question 8: How long did you (or will you) stay in South
Florida? (Tables 12A,12B)

Most respondents (71%; Tables 12A,12B) stayed in
Florida Just for the Summer Instlitute. However, at least
some respondents in each the eleven clusters not located
in South Florida stayed in South Florida for additional days
(6%-46%; Table 12B). Tne Chicago (44%), Long Island (46%)
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and New Haven (43%) clusters have the highest percentages of
participants who spent additional days in South Florida.

A tally of responses to the nuimber of additional days
indicates a range of one day to two weeks longer than the
Institute, with most respondents indicating one additional
day. It is 1likely that, since the Institute was six days
in length, mény persons sayed at'least one extra day (or
as many as 14 extra days) to qualify for airline excursion
rates (at least 7 days, not more than 21 days) which are

less expensive”than regular airline rates.

Question 9: In your opinion, when is the best time to
sch2dule the next Summer Institute? (Tables
13A;13B) '

Although there were nine response cholces to guestion
9, asking participants to indicate their preferencé for
the scheduling of next year's Summer Institute, early
August was chosen by more than 60% of the respondents
(Tables 13A4,13B). Table 13A shows that 60% or more of
persons in all positions prefer early August. Some differ-
ences in preference can be scen whenlrespondents are
grouped by clusters (Table 13B). For example: (1) Pensa-
cola participants show a preference for early June (66.7%);
(2) only 31.6% of the Chicago participants selected early
August; and (3) Long Island participants were evenly divided
among late June, early July, early August and late August.

It should also be noted that there were a large number
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of non-respondents to this question (Tables 13A,13B). This
may indicate that many persons have no preference, that
their preference was ﬁot included as a response option, or
that they were reacting to an annouﬁced commitment for next
year requlired of the Nova staff during the week of tﬁe
Institute by hotel personnel. Since the announcement was
made at a general session, it is; in fact, quite likely
that those who seiected early August are endorsing the time

commitment.

Question 10: Did you have enough free time during the
- Summer Institute? (Tables 14A,14B)

When respondents are grouped by present position,
60%-14% indicate that they had enough free time during the
Institute {Tables 14A). Coﬁversations with Institute
participants indicated that some persons would have also
liked scheduled, optiocnal evqning activities such as open
discussion groups on selected topilcs (possibly chaired by
participants) or "sensitivity" group sessions.

k When respondents are grouped by cluster membership, 44%-
100% indicate that they had enough free time during the
Institute (Table 148). Although there 1is not a strong
relationship (lambda=5%; Table 14B) between cluster
menibership and the responserto question 10, there are
significant differences attributable to cluster membership
(P=.01; Table 14B). It is poésible‘that the wilde range of

responses (46 percentage points) reflects the feelings of
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persons who would like to have spent more time exploring

the physical environment of Flérida.

Questién 11: How would you rate the Summer Instiltute?
(Tables 15A,15B)

Whether respondents are grouped by present position
(Table 15A) or cluster membership (Table 15B), 89% rate
the Summer Institute as either excellent or good. However,
it should be noted that there 1s a significant (P=.01;
Talbe 15B) and quite strong relationship (lambda=20%;
Table 15B) between rating of the Institute and cluster
membership. '

Sixty-six percent to 100% of respondents within the
13 clusters rated ﬁhe Institute excellent or gocd. An
examination of the responses of the 13 clusters shows
great varlabllity in a single response category. For
example, 16% of persons in one cluster rated the Institute
as excellent, while 100% of persons in other clusters
indicated an excellent rating (Table 15B).

That oniy 11% of the total survey respondents (and
no more than 24% in any one cluster) indicated that the
Institute was elther fair or poor (Table 15B) would geem
to show that respondents were generélly.pleased with the

first Summer Institute of the program.
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Question 12: Would you prefer to attend a regionsl
. Summer Institute-{for example, in California,
New York or Ft. Lauderdale) rather than a
national institute? (Tables 16A,16B)

Most respondents (about 78%;.Tables 16A,16B) would
not prefer to attend a regional Summer Institute rather
than a national institute. Those clusters with higher
percentages indicating a preference for a reglonal insti-
tute are, for the most part, those clusters most distant
from Fort Lauderdale (Table 16B).

Some generai comments at the end of the survey
related directly.to question 12. Several respondents
indicated that the 1973-1974 Summer Institute should
elaborate or bulld uvupon the concepts, awarenesses and
strategies of the 1972-1973 Institute, that the program
should not be repeated for the benefit of new participants.
Several respondents who indicated preference for a
regional institute rather than a national institute noted
on their surveys fhat they preferred a regional (separate)

institute if the 1973-1974 program was basically an orien-

tation for new clusters.

Question 13: Would you want to attend a Summer Institute
again next year? (Tables 17A,17B)

Whether respondents are grouped by present position
(Table 17A) or cluster membership (Table 17B), 94% would
want to attend a Summer Institute again next year. At

least 93% of persons in each of the four position categories
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indicated an affirmative response (Table 17A), while at
least 88% of persons in each of the 13 cluster categories
would want to attend.again next year (Table 17B).

It should be notedlin Table 17B that two of the
clusters having the 1afgest_percentage of bersons.who"
would not want to attend again next year, Sacramento (11%)
and San Francisco (13%) had the highest percentage of
respondents indicating that the Summer Institute cost them
more than $500 (Table 9B).

It is also possible that, in some clusters, intent
to return to the Summer Institute in 1973-74 is influenced
by the rating of the Institute (Table 15B). For example,
Figure 2 shows that clusters 2, 6, 11 and 12 had the highest
percentage of respondents ranking the Institule fair or
poor and were among‘the clusters with the highest percen-
tage of respondents who would nct want to return to the
Summer Institute next year. Clusters 2, 6 and 11 also
are among those clusters with the largest percentage of
persons estimating the cost of the Institute at more than
$500 (Figure 2).

It should be noted here that 98% of all respondents
paid the totél cost of the Summer Institute themselves.
Therefore, that 94% would want to attend one next year

might be interpreted és a very high percentage.
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Figure 2

Cluster Comparisons

% Rating % Rating % Indicating % Indicating
Institute Institute Cost more would not
Excellent Fair or than $500 want to return
Cluster # or Good Poor : 73-T4
1 100 - 0 0 0
2 76 24 21 8
3 100 0 7 0
4 86 14 0 0
5 100 0 0 L
6 79 21 23 8
7 84 16 4 L
8 89 11 29 6
g 100 0] 0] L
10 100 0 0 0
11 79 21 39 11
12 N 81 19 0 11
13 96 4 30 13

Question 15: Were your most pressing questilons about each
of the following areas answered during the
Summer Institute?

General Program Structure (Tables 19A,19B)

Seminars with Ngtioqé}fLecturers (Tables 20A,20B)

Practicums (Tables 21A,21B)

Most respondents felt their most pressing questions
about the three program areas specified in the survey
were answered during the Summer Institute (General Program
Structure, 90%, Tables 19A and B; Seminars with National
Lecturers, 89%, Tables 20A and B; Practicums, 95%, Tables
21A and B).

‘It should be noted in Tables 19A, 20A and 21A that a
higher percentage of respondents in Engineefing Technology

than in any other position category felt that their most

i
3
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pressing questions were not answered, although in no case
was the chi-square test of association significant.

Respondents were asked to list questions they still
had if thelr most pressing guestlons were not answered
in each of the three areas specified. Questions abou~
general program structure relate primarily to the disser-
tation. Sbme specific concerns about the dissertaticon
are: (1) Selection of an advisor and the possibility of
selectinz an advisor at this point in the.program rather
than in the third year; (2) the format of the dlssertation;
and (3) the length of time in which a participant must
complete the dissertation. Other questions about general
program structure rélated to the amount of structure (e.g.,
prescription of course of study), flexibility and obporfunity
for individuality within the program. The third area
of questlons related to clarification and definitioh of
fhe Engineering Technology specialization.

Questions about seminars with national lecturers
relate primarily to: (1) The size of lecture groups
(1.e., too-large); (2) scheduling cluster visits of
national 1ecturers; and (3) selection of national lecturers
for cluster visits.

-.Tﬁézéfeasxéfiébncern related to Practicums are:
(1) Requirements for practicums during the third year
(1.e., will two practicums be required in addition to the
dissertation); and (2) the possibility of initiating_a
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practicum after completion of a module (i.e., it is
sometimes difficult to develop a practicum proposal in an
area of new knowledge concurrent with participation in

the module area).

Question 16: Overall, which sessions did you enjoy most?
(Tables 22A,22B)

Both general and concurrent sessions were enjoyed
equally well by approximately 58% of the survey respondents
(Tablesl22A,22B). Although thefe is a significant
(P=.01) but very weak relationship (Lambda=0%) between
present position and sessions most'enjoyed (Table 224), it
should be noted that none of the Educational Technology

respondents enjoved the general sessions most,

‘Question 17: Did you personally have an opportunity to
speak with (or ask questions of) national
lecturers and session speakers:

During General Sessions (Tables 23A,23B)

During Concurrent Sessions (Tables 24A,2MB;

Outside Scheduled Sessions (Tables 25A,25B
Question 17 shows an interesting pattern. Most

survey respondents (about 93%; Tables 2U4A,24B,25A,25B)

personally had an opportunity to speak with (or ask questions

of) national lecturers and session speakers during

concurrent sessions as well as outslde scheduled sessions, .

while about 56% (Tables 23A,23B) had this opportunity during

general sessions.

No chi~square tests of assoclation were significant
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for L;'esent position (Tables 23A,24A,25A) or cluster
membership (Tables 23B,24B,25B), indicating that, in this
study, the respondent's percelved opportunity to interact
with lecturers and speakers cannot be predicted by his or
her present position or cluster membership.

However, in all three sections of question 17, .
general sessions, concurrent sessions and outside scheduled
sessions, more respondents in admlnistration than in any
other position caﬁegory indlcated that they had an oppor-
tunity to speak with (or ask questions of) session speakers
and lecturers (Tables 23A,2UA,25A). Further, Table 23A
shows that fewer respondents in Educational Technology
than peréons in other position categories indicated that
they had an opportunity to interact with lecturers and -
session rpeakers.during general sessions (Educational
Technology, 33%; other Position Categories, 50%;67%).

Table 24A shows the same pattern of interaction for con-
current sessions (Educational Technology, 77%; other Position
Categories, Q90%-97%).

It should also be noted that the number of non- -
reépondents to question 17 is highest whén asked about
communication with lecturers and session speakers during
general sessions and 1owest'when asked about communication

with identified persons outside scheduled sessions.
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Question 18: Did you personally have an opporfunity to
speak with (or ask questions of) partici-
pants from other clusters:

During Ceneral Sessions (Tables 26A,26B)
During Concurrent Sessions (Tablzs 27A,27B
Outside Scheduled Sessions {Tables 28A,27B;
Question 18 shows an expécted pattern. Most respon-
dents had more opportunity to communicate with particiﬁants

from other clusters outside scheduled sessions (98%;

Tables 28A,28B) than during concurrent sessions (87%; Tables

27A,27B) or during general sessions (74%; Tables 26A,?6B).

Interestingly, as in question 17, responses to all three

sections of question 18 have no significant relationship

to eithér the present positlion or cluster membership of the
respondent. This would seem to indicate that opportunity
to interact with other participants (and lecturers and
session 'speakers) 1n a range of situations, that is,
structured (general sessions), somewhat structured (con-
current sessions) and unstructured (outside scheduled
sessions) may have been: (1) facilitated by the program,
scheduling pattern and physical facilities of the Summer

Institute; (2) déliberately created by the participants

themselves; and (3) encouraged by the behavior of national

lecturers, session speakers and the Nové staff.
As in question 17, which asks about interaction with
sesslion speakers and natiénal lecturers, the number of non-

respondents to questioﬁ 18 decreases when asked about

communication with participants during general sessilons to
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communication outside scheduled sessions.

Respondents were asked to indicate in Question 14
(See Survey, Appendix B): (1) The number of participants
with whom they communicated for specific activitlies prior
to the Summer Institute; and (2) the number of participants
with whom they intended to communicate for specific activi-
ties as a result of the Summer Institute. Analysis of
Question 14 (Figure 3)12 is Included in this section becauss?
1t documents further patterns of interaction during the
Institute. -

Figure 3 shows that, for 12 of the 13 clusters
responding to question 14: (1) Respondents in all clusters
indicated increased communication witﬁin their own clusters
for the five specific activities listed as a result of the
Institute (M), and six of the twelve clusters in “other
activities" (Activity VI) as well; (2) participants of nine
clusters communicated with participants of at least ten
clusters other than their OWn;13 (3) participants in all
clusters communicated with members of at least four other

clusters; and (4) respondents in all clusters (except 11,

12§umbers indicated by respondents for "prior to" and "as
a result of"” the Summer Institute were used to obtain measures
of increased (or new) communication within the respondent's
cluster and with other clusters for the listed activites. Also,
entries in Flgure 3 may reflect the responses of one or more
survey respondents. Figure 3 is included to 1llustrate
patterns of interaction rather than numbers of responses.

13a sample letter from a cluster participant relating
to increased inter-cluster communication appears in Appendix
D.
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which has entries in almost all cells of Figure 3) seem

to have communicated with participants from other clusters
about some activities more than others, possibly reflecting
interests and needs relevant more to some clusters than to

others.

Question 19-21: In your opinion, which General Session (19)
Concurrent Session related to your area of
specialization (20) and Concurrent Session
related to module areas (21) was the most
interesting?

A rarndom sample of surveys representing all position
categories was drawn from 11 of the 13 clusterslu in order

to determine respondents'! preferences for General Sessions

{Question 19), Concurrent Sessions relating to area of

specialization (Question 20) and Concurrent Sessions reialing

Lo module areas (Question 21). Almost all scheduled sessions

were mentioned for each question. One general session,

however, was cited as most interesting more frequently than

any other, "The Dissertation".

Question 22: Were facilities for the following activities
adequate?

General Sessions (Table 29)

Concurrent Sessions (Table 30)

Coffee Breaks {Table 31)

Cocktails (Table 32)

Monday, Friday Evening Banquets (Table 33)

All percentages reported for all sections of question

4c1usters 1 and 10 did not have respondents in each
position category. ,
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Figure 3

Inter-Cluster Communication (Data from Question 14)

KEY : R = As a result of Summer Institute

M = Prior to Summer Institute, but increase as a
result of Summer Institute

I = To get professional agsistance for problem in Job.

IT

ll

To get assistance on practicum or work in study
a.r.ea L]

III = To plan a national participant organization.
IV = To plan an activity with another cluster.

V = To maintalin a personal friendship.

VI = Other {Social, maintain written correspondence,
general sharing of educ. ideas, preliminary
thesis work)
CODE 7# .CLUSTER NAME CODE # CLUSTER NAME
1 Broward, Fla. 8 New Haven, Conn.
2 Chicago, Ill. 9 Orlando, Fla.
3 Hampton, Va. 10 Pensacola, Fla.
4 Hillsborough, Fla. 11 Sacramento, Calif.
5 Jacksonville, Fla. 12 St. Petersburg, Fla.
6 Long Island, N.Y. 13 San Francisco, Calif.
7 Miami-Dade, Fla.
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22 are obtalined from Tables 29-33, responses of total

population.15 Figure 4 presents a summary of Tables 29-33,

adequacy of facilities for general sessions, concurrent

sesslons, coffee breaks, cocktails and banquets.

Figure 4

Adequacy of Facilities

Response
Activity Yes No
General Sessions 91% . 9%
Concurrent Sessions 90% 10%
Coffee Breaks 79% 21%
Cocktails 95% 5%
Banguets ° 97% 3%

Figure 4 shows that facilities for coffee breaks
were considered adequate by only 79% of the respondents,
whereas facilities for all éther éctivities were considered
adequate by at least 90%. Facilities for cocktails and
banquets obtained the highest ratings (95%, 97%).

Question 23: How manyfmiles did you travel in one direction
: to attend the Summer Institute?

Question 24: By what means did you travel to ‘the Summer
Institute? (Tables 34A,34B)

A tally of responses to question 23, the number of miles

151ap1es 29-33 are in Appendix C. Each table precedes
Table A icrossbroken by response and present position) and
Table B (crossbroken by response and cluster membership) for

that sectlion of Question 22. For example, Table 29 precedes
Tables 29A and 29B.
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traveled in one direction to reach the Summer Institute,
indicates a range of "one block" to '"3000+" miles.

More respondents used automobiles (Tables 34A, 34B;
57%) than used airline transportation (4C%). Only 3%
used other means of ﬁransportation. Most of those who
used other means than airplane and auto indicated that
they used campers.l6

As might be expected, there is a very strong relation-
ship between the means of tfansportation used to reach the
Institute and the cluster membership (lambda=72%; Table
34B). A1l Broward, Hillsborough, and Pensacola respondents,
and most respondents from other Florida clusters (Table
3MB: Jacksonville, 96%; Orlando, 95%; St. Petersburg 94%;
Miami-Dade, 93%) used automoblles to reach the Institute.
The two Miami-Dade cluster members who indicated they
traveled by airplane may have had to travel to the Institute
from a temporary location away'from home. Respondents
of only two clusters, Hampton and New Haven,‘indicated

means of travel other than airplane or automobille.

160ptatined from an examination of the surveys.
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Question 25: In your opinion is there any activity or
session that should have been, but was not
included in the Summer Institute? (Tables

35A,35B)

Forty-one percent of all respondents indicated that
there was an activity or session that should have been,
but was not included in the Summér Institute (Tables
35A,35B). When present position is considered (Table 35A),
77% of respondents in Engineering Technology (compared with
33% to 43% in other position categories) indicated this
response. The lambda obtained for improving the prediction
of the response from present position is 9%, although chi-
square 1s not significant (P=.02). o

It has pfeviously been reported that a higher percen-
tage of respondents in Engineering-Technology than in
other position categories felt that thelr most pressing
questlons about genefal program structure, seminars with
national lecturers and practicums were not answered during
the Summer Institute (see Question 15, Tables 19A,204,21A).

Activities cited by respondents which should have been,
but were not included in the Summer Institute are (the
order of the items listed beiow does not indicate a ranking
of items):

1. Sharing of completed practicums arranged by module

areas {perhaps include only those of high guality);
2. Sharing by program participants of unusual,
exciting activities within their own schools;

3. More smallvgroup sessions in a workshop format;
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4. Distribution of illustrative materials during
sessions (or perhaps prior ﬁo sessions);

5. Independent study sess}ons on specific problem
areas (special interest groups);

6. Small group rap sessions to express feelings and
ask questions;

7. Scheduled social event at Nova University;
Presence at Institute of all national lecturers;

9. Sessions related to Educational Technology;

10. Evening '"bull sessions" with national lecturers;
and |

11. 'Meeting of cluster coordinators.

Question 26: In your opinion, is there any area of eﬁpertise
that should have been,\but was not represented
by the session speakers and discussants?
(Tables 36A,36B)

About 22% of all respondents felt that there was an .
area of expertise that should have been, but was not repre-
sented by session speakers and discussants (Tables 36A,36B).
Table 36A shows that a significant (P=.01), although not
very strong (1ambda=9%) relationship is obtained between
response and present position. More Engineering Technology
respondents (64%) than persons in other position categories
(18% to 30%) indicated this response. This finding is
consistent with data obtained in questions 15 énd 25 which

also show that Engineering Technology persons felt, more

than persons in other position categories, that the Institute
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program did not. adequately meet their specific needs as
represented in each of the questions.

The areas of expertise which survey respondents indicated
should have been but were not included in the Summer
Institute are (the order of the items listed below does
not indicate a ranking of items):

1. State and Federal guideiines for and ‘sources of

funding;

2. State and Federal legislators (and legislation)
who have an impact on funding programs in the cﬁm—
munity colleges (perhaps hafe legislators
répresented at the 1973-1974 Institute);

3. Pupil Jjob placement; and

4, Educational Technology (e.g., management systems).

Question é?: In your opinion, did the Summer Institute
"knit together" the many components of the
Ed.D. Program? (Tables 37A,37B)

Ninety—five percent of all survey respondents indicated
that; in their opinion, the Summer Institute knit together
the many program components {Tables 37A,378). Consistent
with findings in questions 15, 25 and 26 more Engineering
Technology persons than persons in other position categorles
did not feel that the Institute "knit it all together"
(Table 37A: 29% Engineering Technology respondents; 2% to

6% respondents in other position categories).
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Question 28: Was your single most important objective
. accomplished during the Summer Institute?
(Tables 38A,37B)

Ninety-five percent of the survey respondents
indicated that thelr single, most important objective was
accomplished during the Summer Institute (Tables 38A,38B).
Interestingly, there are no significant differences when
elther present position or cluster membership are considered.
At least 91% of persons in each position category (Table
38A) and at least 37% of persons in each cluster'category
(Table 38B) felt that their most important objective was
met.

The single, most important objective which respondents

bcited in the surveys consistently related to obtaining an

overall understanding of the total Ed.D. program.
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IV. SUMMARY

Most participants (78%; Table 1A,1B) stayed at the
Diplomat Hotel during the Summer Institute, and, as expected
there 1s a strong relationship between this factor and
cluster membership (Table 1B). Those who stayed at the
Diplomat felt that the facilities and food were adeduate,
but many indicated that the food was too expensive.

Further, 35% of the respondents brought their spéuses with
them (Tables 6A,6B) and 26% brought their children (Tables
TA,TB). Those who brought families with them to the
Institute are‘primarily from clusters located in the
Northeastern states and Florida. Although moét persons
stayed in Florida only for the Summer Institute (71%;
Tables 12A,12B), many indicated that they remained at least
one.additionalvday, possibly to qualify for airline excur-
sion rates.

Respondents in two clusters indicated that their
institutilons aré paying a portion of the cost of the Insti-
tute, while S8% of the respondents are paying the total cost
themselQes (Tables 8A,8B). Only 6% of the respondents
borrowed'money from a federally insured-loan to help defray
costs (Tables 10A,10B).

Facilities for most scheduled activities were considered
quite adequate (90%-97%) with facilities for coffee breaks

considered adequate by only Ti% (Figure 4). -
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More respondents used automobiles (57%; Tables 3QA,
respondents indicated a range of "1 block" to "3000+"
miles traveled in one direction to reach the Summer
Institute.

Ninety-six percent of the respondents felt that one
week was long enough for the Institute (Tables 11A,11B).
Some respondents (among v..e remaining 4%) noted that 3-4
days would have been sufficient. Further, early August
is preferred for the Institute by more than 60% of the
respondents.

Some respondents would have llked more free time
during the Institute. When present position is considered
60-T4% felt they had enougn free time (Table 14A).

- Howevery 'when clusters are considered, 44%-100% felt they
| had enough free time (Table 14B).

Most respondents (89%; Tables 15A,15B) rated the
.Sﬁmmer Institute as either excellent or good. Also, 94%
(Tables 17A,17B) would want to attend a Summer Institute
again next year. Seventy-two percen¢ would not want to
attend a regional Institute rather than a national
Institute (Tables 16A,16B).

Respondents most pressing quesations about the three
program areas specified were, for the most part, ahswered
during the Institute (89%-95%; Tables 19A-21B), although
a lower percentage of persons in Educational Technology

thar. in othe:r position categories felt that their questions
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had been answered. Participants' questions not answered
adequately related primarily to: the dissertation; ﬁhe
size of lecture groups, selection and scheduling of national
lecturers; and requirements for practicums during the
third year.
Overall, most participants (58%; Tables 22A,22B)
enjoyed general and concurrent sessions equally well.
Participants generally had more opportunity to
interact with session speakers and lecturers during
concurreiit sessions (93%; Tables 24A,24B) and outside
scheduled sessions (93%; Tables 25A,25B) than during
General Sessions (56%; Tables 23A;233). Although no strong
relationships were obtained, a higher percentage of persons
in Administration than in other position categories
indicated opportunities for interaction in all three session
categories, and a lower percentage of persons in Educational
Technology than in other position categories indicated this
opportunity during general and conpurrent sessions.
Respondents indicated that they had more opportunity
for interaction with participants from other clusters
‘outside scheduled sessions (98%; Tables 28A,28B) than during
concurrent (87%; Tables 27A,27B) or general sessions (Ti%;
Tables 26A,26B). Further, there seems to have been increased
communication among cluster members within a particular
cluster as well as between members of different clusters
as a‘result of the Summer Institute {(Figure 3).

Although almost ali scheduled sessions were mentioned
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by respondents as most interesting, one general session,
"The Dissertation"”, was cited most frequently.

Many respondents (L1%; Tables 35A,35B) indicated
that thefe was an activity or session that should have
been, but was not included in the Summer Institute. A
higher percentage (77%) of participants in Educational
Technology than in other position categories indicated
vhils response. Activities or seésions which respondents
felt should have been, but were not included related
primarily to:,(l) Sharing of par?icipant—developed
materials (e.g., Practicums) and ideas'and happenings
within institutions; and (2) small group sessions (é.g.,
special interest groups, "bull" sessions).

Some participants (22%; Tables 36A,36B) felt that there
was an area of expertise that should have been, but was not
represented by session speakers and discussants. A
higher percentage of respondents'in Educational Technology
(64%) than in other position categories (18% to 30%)
indicated this response. The areas of expertise that
respondents noted should have been, but were not
included related to: (1) Obtaining funding; (2) pupil
Job placement; and (3) educational technology.

Ninety—fivé percent of all respondents indicated that
the Institute "knit it all together" for them (Tables 3T7A,
37B), although more persons in Educational Technology
(29%) than in other position categories (2% to 6%)
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indicated that, for them, the Institute did not knit
together the many program components.

Also, 95% of the respondents felt that “heir single,
most important objective was accomplished during the
Summer Institute (Tables 38A,38B). The single, most impor-
tant objective cited by respondents consistently related
to obtaining an overall understanding of the Ed.D.

program.




43

V. CONCLUSIONS

The theme of the first Summer Institute of the Ed.D.
Program for Community College Faculty was "Knitting It
All Together." This objective was accomplished for 95%
of tHe survey respondents. Several Summer Institute
Survey questions help to identify the process by which the
many program components may have been integrated into a
viable entity, in particular, those questions relating
to opportunity for communication and the degree to which
participants' questions were answered and objectlves met.

The percentages obtained for opportunity to interact
in both communication questions (17 and 18) can be consi-
dered quite high. That 56% of the respondents felt that
they had an opportunity to interact with speakers and
lecturers during general sessions might be considered an
indication that pé.f’tic;pé.nté perceived the Institute
environment to be open and supportive. As might be expected,
the lowest percentages were obtained for opportunity for
communication with speakers'and lecturers and other parti-
cipants during general sessions and the highest outside
scheduled sessions. Almost all respondents indicated that
they were able t)y interact with speakers and lecturers
(93%) and other participants (98%) outside scheduled
sessions.

Further, the Instituté seems to have lncreased

communication within a cluster as well as among members of
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different clusters. In this sense, the Institute may be
viewed as a‘retreat, in which persons are in constant con-
tact-with'one another, away from personal and potsibly
distracting influences, focusing continually on common
problems and objectives and, perhaps most lmportant, .
gettinguto know colleagues on a personal as well as prd-
fessional basis.

That 94% of the respondents felt that they had enough
free time during the Institute and772% prefer.a national
rather than regional Institute provide additional
indications of the process of interpersonal communication
which seems to have evolved during the Institute despite
the fact that meetings were scheduled from 8:30-5:30
daily.

In addition, participants formalized both inter-
cluster communication and their role in providing program
input. During the Swmmer Institute the participants organized
a group to include representatives from each cluster to
discuss common problems and concerns. As a result of this,
each cluster will send a representative to the mid-year
planning conference.

The second part of the integration or "knitting it all
together" process is documented by the number of respon-
dents who felt that their major questions were answered
in each of the specified areas (89% to 95%). Those areas

which still require clarification, the dissertation and
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related to the dissertation, practicum requirements during
the third year, are, 1nterestlng1y, the focus of a special
meeting of the Nova staff and national lecturers in the '
Fall of 1973.

Further, despite the fact that 41% of the respondents
felt that there were activities and sessions that should
have been, but were not included and 22% felt that certain
areas of expertise were not represented in the Institute,
most respondents'! (95%) single, most imporﬁant objective
was met during the Institute. The single, most important
objective cited by respondents most frequently, gaining an
understanding of the total program, may be interpreted as a
restatement of "knitting it all together". 1In other words,
the entire theme of this first Institute seems to have
met a general need to have.anxieties reduced and ambigui-
ties clarified.

Respondent satisfaction with the Institute is further
documented by the number of respondents who rated the
‘Institute excellent or good (87%4), and the number who would
want to return to an Institute next summer (94%). Since
98% of the respondents paid the total cost of the Institute
themselves, and 94% would want to return next year, it
would seem that particlpants derived many benéfits from
the Institute. Some of these benefits, both program and
personal, have already been discussed. |

It might be useful, prior to the 1974 Institute, to
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survey program participants as to precisely what factors
account for their intent to return next year, since they
are required to attend only two of the three Institutes
during their three years in the program. At the same time,
it might be possible to assess program participants' needs
and expectatlons for the 1974 Institute. Surveying partici-
pants' needs and expectations for the 1974 Institute should
be a valuable planning tool, since abouﬁ half of the
participants will have already attended one Institute and
about half will have been in the program for one year

or less by next summer.

‘Although the Instifute met most respondents' objec-
tives, Zducational Technology persons consistently indicated
that they felt thelrs were not adequately met. Next year's
Insticute should include more activities specifically
designed to meet the needs and interests of those in
Fducational Technology.

Two areas of concern should be considered in relation
to all program particlpants: (1) Activities, sessions and
areas of expertise which respondents indicated should have
been included in this year'S‘Instituﬁe should ve considered
for inclusion in the 1974 Institute; and (2) concerns
which respondents still had at the conclusion of %the
Institute should be alleviated during this current year.
One category of suggestéd activities or sessibns that
participants felt should have been included seems particu-

larly relevant to both areas of concern; more unstructured
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small group activity based on special interests, problems
and needs in which participants might explore, share and
possibly plan and implement durlng the Institute certain
desired activities.

The national character of the program was highlighted
very fhrcefully by participants indicating that they
traveled "one block" to "3000+" miles ih one direction to
reach the Summer Institute. This finding, perhaps
more than any other data contained in this report,
emphasizes the vast geographic area serviced by the Ed.D.

Program for Community College Faculty.




APPENDIX A:
NEEDS ASSESSHMENT QUESTIONNAIRE




NOVA UNIVERSITY NATIONAL Ed.D. PROGRAM FOR
COMMUNITY COLLEGE FACULTY

Dear Participant:

We would 1ike to make this first Summer Institute exciting,
meaningful, and helpful to you. Therefore, we would greatly
appreciate your cooperation in completing the following short
form ard returning it in the stamped, seif-addressed envelope
by Monday, July 30, 1973. .

Name

Cluster

Teaching Faculty

Counselor & Student Personnel
Services Staff :

Administrator

1. Please 1list your most pressing questions about the Ed.D. Program
for each of the following areas.

a. General,Program Structure:

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

b. Seminars with National Lecturers:

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

c. Practicums:

(1)

(2)

(3)




(4)
(5)

2. What is the single, most important objective of the Summer Institute
for you? :

3. List any other expectations you have. for the.Summer. Institute..

(a)




APPENDIX B:
SUMMER INSTITUTE SURVEY

o
_ERIC



NOVA UNIVERSITY NATIONAL Ed.D. PROGRAM FOR
COMMUNITY COLLEGE FACULTY

SUMMER INSTITUTE SURVEY

Name

Cluster

Present Position: __ Administration
- ____Behavioral Science
, ___Curriculum and Instruction
. __Engineering Technology

1. Did you room at the Diplomdt during the Summer Institute? Yes No

a. If Yes:
Were the facilities adequate? ___Yes ___ No
Was the food to' your 1iking? ____Yes ___No
b. If No: .
Did you stay with friends or relatives? __Yes ___No
Did you stay at.-a different hotel? __Yes ___No

2. Did your spouse come with you to the Summer Institute? ___Yes No

———

If you do not have chi]dren,'please skip to question 4,

3. Did any of your children come with you to the Summer Institute?__ Yes ___No
If yes, how many? ___

4. Who is paying for your participation in the Summer Institute?
-1 am pay1ng the total cost myself. .
I am paylng a portlon of the cost and my school is paying a portion.
"My school is paying tha total cost.

If your school is paying the total cost of your part1c1pat1on in the Summer
Institute, please skip to quest1on 6.

5. How much do you estimate that the Summer Institute has cost you?
Please don't include expenses for spouse or ch11dren)

__less than $50

~_$50 - $100
—$101 - $200
—_$201 - $300
_$301 - $400
~$400 - $500

__more than $500
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6. Did you borrow money from a federally insured loan to help
pay for your costs for the Summer Institute? Yes ___No

7. In your opinion, was one week long enough for the Summer

Institute? __ Yes ___ No
If No, how long should it have been? ___ 2 weeks
3 weeks
_oOther: - weeks

If you live in South Florida, please skip to question 9.
8. How long did you (or will you) stay in South Florida?

___Just for the Summer Institute
___Additional days--specify number: __days

9. In your opirion, when is the best time to schedule the next
Summer Institute?

Early June
Mid June
Late June
_Early July
Mid July
Late July
Early August
Mid August

Laie August

10. Did you have enough free time during the Summer Institute?___Yes .__ No

11. How would you rate the Summer Institute? __ Excellent
___Good
___Fair
___Poor

12. Would you prefer to attend a regional Summer Institute (for example,
in California, New York or Ft. Lauderdale) rather than a
national institute? __ Yes __ No

13. Would you want to attend a Summer Institute again next year? __Yes ___No
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Clusters are identified by the following code numbers in question 14.
The table tn be completed for question 14 is_on page 4.

CODE +# CLUSTER NAME CODE # CLUSTER NAME

1 Broward, Fla. 8 New Haven, Conn.

2 Chicago, I11. 9 Orlando, Fla.

3 Hampton, Va. 10 Pensacola, Fla.

4 Hillsborough, Fla. 11 Sacramento, Calif.

5 Jacksonville, Fla. 12 St. Petersburg, Fla.
6 Long Island, N.Y. 13 San Francisco, Calif.
7 Miami-Dade, Fla.

14. For each cluster identified (by cluster code number) in the following
table (page 4), please indicate:

a. the number of participants with whom you communicated for
each-activity listed in columns I-YI prior to the Summer
Institute, and

b. .the number of participants with whom you intend to communicate
for each activity listed in columns I-VI as a result of the
Summer Institute 4 :

15. HWere your most pressing guesticns about each of the following areas
answered during the Summer Institute?

General Program Structure __Yes No

If No, please 1ist any questions you still have

Seminars with National Lecturers __ Yes No

if No, please 1ist any questions you still have

Practicums __Yes No

If No, please list any guestions you still have




Table to be used for question 14

I II III v A VI
ACTIVITY To get profession-i To get assistance | To plan a national}jTo plan an To maintain a Other: {Please
al assistance for §cn practicum or participant or- activity with jpersonal friend- | specify)
problem in job work in study areaj ganization another cluster§ ship
1 v
CLUSTER a b - a b a b a b a b a b
CODE Prior (As a re- Prior |[As a re- {Priox As a re- jPrior JAs a re-} Prior {As a re- Prior |As ar
NUMBER to sult of to sult of to sult of to Jsult of to ~ {sult of to sult o
S.I. S.I. S.I. S.I. S.I. S.I. S.1. S.I. S.1. S.I. S.I. S.I.
1 )
2
3
4
S
6
7 i
8
9
) 10
11
12
13 ; &
P Ul o
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16.

17.

18.

20.

21,

Overall,which sessions did you enjoy most?

___Geneéral Sessions
Concurrent Sessions )
—_Both General and Concurrent Sessions equally well

Did you personally have an opportunity to speak with (or ask questions
of) national lecturers and session speakers:

No
During General Sessions
During Concurrent Sessions
itside Scheduled Sessions

Yes
Did you personally have an opportunity to speak with (or osk amestions
of ) participants from other clusters:

Yas No .

During General Sessions

During Cencurrent Sessions

Qutdide Scheduled Sessions

——

—— ——

In your opinion, which General Session was the most interescing? -

Session Title:

~In your opinion, which Concurrent Session related to your area of

specidlization was the most interesting?

Session Title:

In your opinion, which Concurrent Session related to module areas
was the most interesting?

Session Title

2€.

Were facilities for the following activities adgquate?

Yes
General Sessions

Concurrent Sessions

Coffea Breaks

Cocktails

Monday, Friday Evening Banguets

L1l s

NN

23.

How many miles did pou travel to attend the Summer Institute?

miles in one direction
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By what means did you travel to the Summer Institute?

24,
_by airplane
__by automgbile
~other (please specify) _
25, In your opinion i$ there any activity nr session that should have
been, but was not included in the Summer Institute?  Yes __No
If Yes, please specify
26. In your opinion, is there any area of expertise that should have
been, but was not represented by the session speakers and discussants?
__Yes __ No :
If Yes, please specify _
27. In your opinion, did the Summer Inétitute "knit together" the many
components of the Ed.D. Program? _ Yes __ No
If No, please explain
28. Yhat was the single, most important objective of the Summer Institute
for you when you began on Monday?
29. Was this objective accomplished during the Summer Institute?  Yes No

—

General Comments:
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RIWS REPRESENT? PRESENT PBSITIAING 1 = ADMINISTRATION:
3 = CURRICULUM AND INSTRUCTIBN; 4 = ENGINEERING TECHNOLBGY.

CHLUMNS REPRESENT: 1+ DID YBU RHIM AT THE DIPLBMAT DURING THE SUMMER INSTITUTE.

- .

THTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER N3T RESPONDING?

TABLE 1A

1 = YESi 2 = Ng»

TBTALS
1 2
**t‘*“‘.“““*“#“‘.‘.t*‘*‘*t‘..“‘.’““
CELL FREQ = 68 » .16 * 84 *
A  RoW * 81.0 4« 190 -
» COL * 405 *  35.6 *
4 TaBLE + 31«89 * 73 * 39.4 *

t‘#“““ﬂ""‘*&.““t“.‘&.“‘*.““‘*'.‘ﬂ.

CELL FREG = 33 * 9 * 42 .
% ROW # 7846 = 214 *
% CS5L * 1346 *« 202 M

% TABLE # 155 * Ge2 * 19.7 *

‘t““““*"“‘.“““‘***.““"*‘t**.“.

CELL FREQ 59 * 13 * 72 *
% R0Ow * 219 * 181 »
X CccelL * 351 *  28e¢3 *

% TABLE % 277 * 6el * 33¢8 . %

P Y Y IIs X XYY PSS S R AR R L2 2 4 K 8

CELL FREQ # & » 7 * 1% *
% Raw * B33 ¢ 467 »
% caL * Ged * 155 *

%X TABLE 3.8 * 3.3 * 740 *
T T T I A 2T PR R R P PR R T T
TL COL FRG 168 ’ 45 213
% TABLE 78487 2113

PEARSEN CHI SGUARE TEST &F ASSSCIATIVITY:

SYMMETRIC LAMBDA

CRITERISON ) PREDICTBR
RGwW COLUMN

CHLUMN T ROW

DF

.
.

2 = BEHAVIBRAL SCIENCE}

PERCENT BF TBTAL:

3 5 P = 00897

0.00000
LAMBDA
000000

0.,00000

IC
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ROWS REPRESENT: CLUSTER: 1=BROWARD; 2=CHICAGES; 3=HAMPTON;
. 8=NEn HAVEN;

CHLUMNS REPRESENT: 1. DID Y8U R8SM AT THE DIPLOMAT DURING THE SUMMER INST{TUTE-

[E

6=LBNG ISLAND; 7=MIAM]=DADE;

11=SACRAMENTSB: 12= ST PETERSBURGI

1 = YES; 2 = NGO

TOTALS
1 2
BRR R R NN R AR AR R AR R R AR AR B R AP RR BB R AT R BNRT NN
CELL FREQ = 0 * 2 * 2 *

X ROwW * 0.0 * 100%0 *

% CcoL * 0.0 * 440 *
X, TABLE « 0s0 * Q.9 * 0«9 *
BRRA R AR RN R RN RN RR RN R AN RN R NN R RN RN R R RUR NN
CELL FREG@ 2e * 0 * 22 *

X  Ro9W * 10040 * 0.0 *

% ceL * 1246 * 0+0 *
A TABLE =« 9¢8 * 0«0 * 9.8 *

IZT TR LIRIS TS SR RRESS SRS LA S AL R AR E L L LA A & S

CELL FREQ 13 * 2 . 15 *
X ROW * 867 * 1343 *
% coL * 745 » 440 *
X TABLE + 5¢8 » 0.9 » 6¢7 *
[ Y Y Y 22 XXESIEESZTI SRS 2SS RS SR S R 2 0 2 X
CELL FREQ + 15 * 4 * 19 *
X REW # 789 * 211 *
%X CgL - * 8eb * 80 *
% TABLE *. 647 » 1.8 * 845 *
IPEYRYRSYRRIEYEEETER ST YRS RS R SZR RS R R R L2 22 R ]
CELL FREQ + 21 * 5 * 26 »
% ROW * 808 * 19.2 *
X CcoL L T-T B « 1000 »
% TABLE =« 9e * 2e¢2 * 1146 *
IR FRERRT IR PRI RSN YR EL RS R AR LSS SR X )
CELL FREQ =+ 12 » 1 0« 13 *
% RuW * 923 * 7¢7 *
% CBL * 6e9 * 240 *
% TABLE « Selt * Qe * 5.8 *
"**"**i"""‘4"’"4""""""’"""*"’
CELL FREG + 5 « 21 * 26 - #
X ROW * 19.2 * 8048 *
% CoeL * 29 * 4240 & :
%X TABLE + 22 * 94 * 1146 *

ISR RRIES SRS SL SRS SR AL A A AL SRS SRR S8 2

O

RIC
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3

4=H]LLSBORBUGH!
9:=8RLANDO;
13=SAN FRANCISCEB.

e

5= JACKSONVILLE:
10=PENSACOBLA;

g1 T19vy

- ————,

JEPUTEL SRR PRYY



CELL FREG » 13 » 4 " 17 *
8 X Row * 76e5 % 2343 .
X CoL U] 75 * 820 »

X TABLE «» S5¢8 3 18 % 76 +

fi.*lﬂﬂ.{'iii.l’”ii ]*i’l“‘“iil"ﬁiliﬂiif‘l’
CELL FREQ « 18 * 3 * 21 « )
X Row ¥ BSa7 1443 -
% CcoL * 1043 * 640 *
%X TABLE » Bs0 * 1.3 * Sk «
WASRALE LR R T TR Y PR T L R S,
CELL FREG » 2 * 2 * 4 -
-10 A RO9W * 500 * 5040 *
% CeL * 1e1 * 440 *
X TABLE » 0¢9 * 0e9 * 1¢8 .
'{*“*i*"l‘iiii‘i**lli*Qi.‘*’iifﬂ'ii*‘lif'i‘ -
CELL, FREG « 16 * 1 * 17«
11 %  ROW * 9441 * 549 *
% CcsL * 92 " 20 *
X TABLE = 7e1 * Qets * 746 »
!'i’{i"l'li‘ii}ﬁ}}l‘*i‘*if}*}fii}il*Q&il( [ E XX 2N
CELL FREQ « 15 * 3 - 18 +
12 A  ROW * 833 * 1647 *
X Col x 8eb » 640 *
X TALLE « 6e7 * 1.3 * 840 *
e R R R
CELL FREQ =« 22 * 2 * 24 .
i3 A R9wW * 9147 » 83 *
%X coL * i2e¢6 L] 440 *
A TABLE « 98 * 0e9 * 1047 *

!'iil*{liii*i*{liiif&ii*l—*l*iiiiﬁ***i*illi**

“3vod 41 TIEYL

TL CBL FR® 174 80 - 224
% TABLE  77.68 22432
TOTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER NBT RESPSNDING: 47 PERCENT 6F TBTALT  7.05

z PEARSUN CHI SWUARE TEST 6F ASSHCIATIVITY: 7502252 4 DF = 18 4 P = 00000

i

SYMMETRIC LAMBDA ¢ Oe14113

! CRITERI3N PREDICTBR LAMBDA

RO W COLUMN 0408586
CALUMN ROW 0436000

I ERIC
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TABLE 2A

RUWS REPRESENT! PRESENT PBHSITISN! 1 =.ADMINISTRATION: 2 = BEMAVIBRAL SCIENCE;
3 o CUYRRICJLUM AND INSTRUCTIBN: 4 = ENGINEERING TECHNBLOBGY»

COLUMNS REPRESENT: 1A(1)e wERE ThE FACILITIES ADEWUATE. .
1 = YES: 2 % NO» i

TETALS
1 . 2
tttrttt#ttt*tttt*ttt#*tt#t***ttttttt*tot*t*
CELL FREG *# 68 * 2 * 70 *
1 4 ROW *#  97e] * 29 *
X CoL + 407 *« 20e0 *

% TABLE # 38+% * 1e% * 3945 »*

tttinttt*#tt*t###tt1tttt$ttt#ttttttttt#t*tt

CELL FREQ = 37 * 3 * 40 *
2 % RBW . # 9245 % . 795 »
% CoLb * 22«2 # 300 »

% TaABLE # 209 * 1.7 * 226 "

‘#‘**ﬁ‘*t‘**‘ﬁ‘*t‘#“‘*"t"**‘*t_‘““i“‘*

CELL FREQ + 54 * 5 * 59 *
3 % T@w . % 915 * 845 *
% cet * 323 #» 5040 *

% TABLE » 3045 - 2vd * 333 *

“*“#ttt‘t"“#"*“**t}l“‘***t*****‘i‘t‘.l

CELL FREQ = 8 * 0 * R) »
4 % REW * 100s0 * 0sD =
4 Cel * 448 * 0.0 * .

% TABLE » he5 - Qe0 * hGety »*

J e T T T2 2 X S 2 L 2 S A f b
TL C6L FRQ 167 19 177
% TAEBLE 9435 5465

TBTAL SAMPLE S{ZE: 241 NUMBER NEBT RESPENDINGY 64 PERCENT BF TOTAL: 26456

PEARSUN CHl SUUARE TEST BF ASSECIATIVITY: 2.6433 5 ODF s 3 3 P = 004500

SYMMETR]IC LAMBDA i 002564

CRITERION PREDICTER LAMBODA
R3wW - COLUMN 002804 .
SO
. CaLUNMN RO« 0.,00000 -
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i
REWS REPRESENT! CLUSTER! 1=BR8BWARD, 2=CHICAGO; 3=HAMPTEN; 4=HILLSBOROUGH) S=JACKSBNVILLE)
: 6=LONG [SLAND; 7=MJAM[=DADEJ 8=NEw HAVEN; 9=§RLANDOJ 10=PENSACELA;
11=SACRAMENTE; 12+ STs PETERSBURG; 13=SAN FRANCISCB.

CBLUMNS REPRESENT! 1A(1)e WERE THE FACILITIES ADEGUATE.
- 1 = YES) 2 = NO»

§

: TOTALS

1 2
. LEAEE R EERZSEFEE SRS S S S RE TR EEE R R R PR R Y F Y
; CELL FREG « 0 » 0 0 -

X ROW * 0+0 * 00 *

X ceL * 040 L 00 *

% TABLE Q0 » 0+0 * 040 *
L R Y N R L R I I

i CELL FREW + 21 4 * 25 *
e X ROW * 8440 #1640 *

% CoL * 122 * 33.3 *

j % TABLE * 114 * 242 * 1346 *
T L i I T
CELL FREQ 12 * 1 L 13 *
3 % ROW *  92.3 * 77 *

% CeL * 740 » Be¢3 *
A TABLE « 6¢5 » 045 * 71 *
FRRRER R RGN R AR NR R R AR LA RN BB R RN R AR NN D

CELl, FREQ « 18 * 0 * 18 .

4 X ROW * 1000 * 0+0 *
; X CoL * 1045 " 0.0 *
] % TABLE « 948 * 0+0 * 93 *
) IR A EZ R RE SRR RS2 S ZEERTREZE SRR E SRR TR E R R X RS
CELL FREQ@ = 21 * 0 * 21 *
¥ % RBw * 10040 * 00 *
-g X CoL ¥ 31242 » 00 *
; % TABLE # 1le4 » 040 * 1144 *
. LR A E R R R ARSI RIS RE SRR RS SRR R S YN
CELL FREQD « 11 * 2 * 13 *
{ X ROW % Bheb ¥ 15¢4  »
: % COL # éodh * 1647 *
- % .TJABLE =« 640 * 11 * 7e1 *
LA 2R 2 S R R RS AR RE ISR SRR RE SRR FE R Y BT
CELL FREQ # S 0 * 5 *
% ROw * 10060 * 0s0
X CoL * 249 & 0.0
% TABLE » 2e7 * 042 * 2¢7 »
' A Z X2 SRR E RS RN 2 ESR SRS L RER S R R RE R Y
{ !
‘1 . .
%
O

ERIC
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TABLE 2B cont.

Goe£2 $v18L 48 IN3DJY43d LS IONIANGdS3Y LN ¥3BWNN  T#2 3715 31dWYS IvLGL

2599 8HeEE eVl %
491 at - 21 o4 703 1y

LA A AR LR ST TESL RS YRR Ry Y N R I T LY w

* 02T % 00 % 02T * 3INGUVL % .
% 00 827 = e % m

* 00 # Q%001 = MBY % £1
& 22 *+ 0 * 22 * 0344 M3y

*******************************************
#* 28 * G*Q * 2¢Q *  379vl %

* 00 #* AR * 903 ¥

» Q0 * 0007 = May % el
# GY * 0 * g1 * 034 M3
********J**********************************
* LR * Tl * 98/ *  38vL 4%

* °9T = Teg » 107 %

#  Ge2T % Ge/8 MY % 11
#* 91 #* 2 * w71 # 03IH4 713D ‘
*********************#*********************
* [ * G0 * S50 *  3749v). %

’ . ’ # £€eQ * = 9e( * €Y %

. #* 0+0S8 » Q009 = MBY . % 071
* A * 7 * 1 * 0344 732
***************************#****#*t*z******

* 607 * 0*0Q * 601 =+ 378vl ¥

¥ 0%0 * 9Tl » el %

# 00 * 0*00T » MOY % 6
* 02 #* 0 *» 02 034 M3
******#************************************

% 9%/ % T1eT x  Geg % 378yl %

*

* L*9T = 0e/ * RIS B
% EsHT x  /LeGB Mey % “U
# 1 * c * 21 *  O03¥4 3D O—
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TABLE 3A

RBwWS REPRESENTS PRESENT PESITION: H.- ADMINISTRATIONS 2 = BEHAVIBRAL SCIENCE:
3 = CURRICULUM AND INSTRUCTIBN; 4 s ENGINEERING TECHNOLBGY

CHLUMNS xmtmmmWZA".H>nmv WAS THE FGOD TO6 YBUR LIKING.
1 = YES} 2 = NS

TBTALS
1 2
EX I RIS R R RIS ELIL LRI SRS RS 22 2 3 i
CelL FREQ # 43  » 18 » 61 »
i % ROW * 7045 * 255 *
% C8L * 478 * 300 *
o

% TABLF = 2847 « 1240 * 4047 *

X222 22 X222 SRS 222222222 Rt sss]

CELL FREG = 15 * 17 * . 32 *
2 % RUwW - ® 4645 » 3531 .
% CoL ~ » 167 # 283 *

% TABLE # 40s0 # 1143 # 2143
“t‘l.“t*‘“**““““.‘t*tt“““*"*“““
CELL FREG 29 % - 23 = 52 #
3 ° % RGW * 5548 % L4e2 #
% CcouL * 3242 % 3843
% TABLE # 19¢3 # 1543 * 3447

XA X2 SRR 222 RS R RSS2SR a2 22 222 R 22 X B2 &1

CELL FREG # 3 0« 2 = 5 »
i % ROW * 60s0  * 40.0
. % CeL *  3e3 & 343

%4 TABLE + 2«0 * 1.3 * 3.3 *

L2222 2 S R R S RSS2SR XSRS RS SRS 222 R R 2 2 X 2 2 X

TL CYL FRG 90 60 150
% TABLE 6G+00 ‘4000
TBTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER NOT RESPONDING: 91 PERCENT 8F TBTAL: 37+76
PEARS3N CH] SWUARE TEST BF ASSBCIATIVITY: S5e4825 3 DF = 3 3 P = 001397
SYMMETRIC LAMBDA i 004698
CRITERISN . PREDICTBER LAMBIA
_ROW . COLUMN - 0403618
CHLUMN ROW 0+03333

O

IC

E
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P

ROWS REPRESENT: CLUSTER! 1=BREWARD; 2=CH]CAGB; 3=HAMPTON: 4=HILLSBBRBUGH; SaJACKSBNVILLE;
6=LOBNG ISLAND; 7aMIAMI-DADEJ 8=NEW HAVEN; 9=8RLANDB; 10=PENSACBLAJ
11=SACRAMENTB) 412= STs PETERSBURG, 13=SAN FRANCISCB.

CELUMNS REPRESENT: 1A(2) WAS THE FBSBD T8O YBUR LIKING.
: : 1 = YES; 2 a N8

TOTALS
2
[ZF AT RS SNRFER ST RIS ESE TSR EFLEEENE L ST Y
CELL FREQ # 0 » 0 » 0 »
1 % ROW * 00 * 0«0 *

A C6BL * Dol * 00 *
% TABLE » De0Q * 00 * 0+0 -
n*!*ii*&i#u%;iﬁ#ﬁilfill#f&*ffiinf*ulllli&&&
CELL, FREQ =« 5 » 16 » 21 *
2 % ROBW * 23.8 *  TJ6ep »
% CBL * 53 *  Pbeg »
X TABLE » 3.2 *# 1043 * 1345 *
R R g e e P Y R e 2 ) .
CELL FREQ =+ 9 * 3 » 12 * .
3 A RBw # 750 *  25.0 *
X CoL * Seb * 449 * :
4 TABLE = 5+8 * 149 * 707 »
HREARRERD R RN AP R BT RRRE R RN R AR RN LER SRR SN
CELL FREQ = i6 * 1 #® 17 »
4 % RBW *  94s1 * 5.9 * .
X CBL * 1740 * 1+6 *
%Z TABLE # 1043 * 006 * 1140 *
EERERAERERRRERRRTER TR N BB RERBRRRERE RIS
CELL FREQ * -~ {6 2 » 18 »
5 % ROW * B89 * 111 b
% CaL * 1740 * 343 * :
XA TABLE # 1043 * 13 * 1146 » !
22222 R S S N T TR RN Y 2 ) '
CELL FREG = 3 * 5 * 8 . »
& J % ROW * 375 * 625 *
; X CcoL » 3e2 * Ba2 *
, % TABLE = 1.9 * - 3e2 » 5.2 *
LR 22 2 R e T Y 2 2T Y
CELL FREQG = 5 * 1 * 6 *
7 % Rbtw # RB3s3 * $1647 *
% CBL * 593 * 146 * :
X TABLE = 3e2 * 0e6 * 3¢9 *

AR L A X IR T EEEFE SRS RS SRS FE TS EEZE SRS RY N 3

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

d4E TIgv]



TABLE 3B cont.

89eSE

$IVLIBL 48 IN3DOd3d

98 IONIONGASIN 16N NIBWAN 42  $3Z1S IdWYS viol

SEegE §94¢09 31avlL %
GG1 19 v6 0¥4 02 L
***************#**************#************
* £42T == T/ * 2%g * 3J79vl %
* Cegl = Geg » 183 %
*  6%.S w  Te2% % .MOY %
* 6T * 11 * ] *  D3y4d M3D
***t************************************#** .
- ey £ . Qeg * Geg # 379Vl %
* gég * het * 83 %
* hYe9E % GeE9  » MOY %
* [ * ¥ * L *»  0D3INd 3D
*********************.****************#*****
* VAL * Geg »* 2*€ * 3T749vy 4
* %497 % E£¢G -« 83 4%
* l*99 % E¢CE  » MOY ¥
# Gl & 01 * g * 0344 3D
*************#*****************************
* - ET * 0«0 = £eT * 3T8vL %
* DeD. » Te2 * 103 %
* C*0 * Q*00T +# MEY %
# 2 * 0 * 2 #9344 113D
**************************.v..*************.-.**
* E*OT = ge2 » L9 * JIHVYL %
* 949 * ge2T *  Tpd 4
* 0¢G2 = QeG. # MOY %
# 97 * 4 * 27 *  03I¥4 179D
*******#****#******************************
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& 01 * 4 * 9 #  D3IH4 717133
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01
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TABLE 4A

RBWS REPRESENT?: PRESENT PBSITION: 1 = ADMINISTRATIGN; 2 = BEHAVIBRAL SCIENCE:
- o 3 = CURRICULUM AND INSTRUCTIBN: % = ENGINEERING TECHNBLEGY.

CBLUMNS RZPRESENT! 1B({1) ORO YU STAY WITH FRIENDS B8R RELATIVES.
1 = YES: 2 5 N8

TUTALS
1 2 .
P T g Y LI T I T
CELL FREQ « 6 * 13 * 19 *
1 % ROGw * 3l.6 *  HBe4 *
% CuolL * 353 * 38e2 »

% TABLE * 1148 * 25,5 * 373 *
“"..“““.“*‘***.‘*““‘*““““"“‘**.
CELL FREQ & * 7 * 11 - »
2 % RIW ® 364 * 6366 *
% CéL * 2365 * 20e6 *
X TABLE = 748 * 137 * 2146 »

X F ISR RSS2SR SRR R A2 22 2R AR R s

CELL FREQ = 7 * 11 » 18 *
3 % Rfw * 3Be9 # 6le1 » .
% CoyL S Y- * 324 »

% TABLE # 1347 * 2146 *»  35.3 *

XTI RS SRR RIERE RS RARRS AR S22 AR X R 222X

CELL FREL + ¢ * 3 * 3 » .
4 % ROW * 0e0 * 1000 *
% CoL * 0e¢0 * 88 *

% TABLE * 0.0 * 59 * 549 »

(XIS RE 2RSSR RSS2 R A2 R R SRR R 28X

TL COL FR@ 17 34 51
%  TABLE 3333 66467
THTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241  NUMBER NOBT RESPSNDING: 1%0 PERCENT OF qwq>r" 78084
PEARSSBN CHI SWUARE TEST 8F ASSBCIATIVITY: 1.8218 ;3 DF = 3 } P = 0e6102

SYMMETRIC LAMBDA 0002041

CRITERIGN PREDICTER LAMBDA w
REW COLUMN 003125
COLUMN Riw 0+00000

O

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

[E



RBWS REPRESENT! CLUSTER: 1=BRBWARD; 2=CHICAGB; 3=HAMPTON; 4=H]1LLSBORBUGHI 5=JACKSONVILLE

6=.ONG ISLAND; 7=M]AMI-DADE; BanEW HAVEN; 9=BRLANDBJ 103PENSACHLA;
11=SACRAMENTB; 12= ST PETERSBURG).13=SAN FRANCISCE,

COBLUMNS REPRESENT! 1B(1) DID YBU STAY WITH FRIENDS HR RELATIVES+
1 = YES; 2 = NB %

TOTALS
1 2
l-nfl*ll*!l*l*llllfilllll”i!lbllﬁl!i’li”!l
CELL FREQG # 0 . 1 * 1 1]
1 A RBW * 00 * 100.0 *

X CeL » 0«0 * 2¢7 * .
X TABLE 0+0 * 1.8 * ie¢9 -
l!’!D!iil&}D*lil’i!lllil#l'!*ii*i 222 X2 TR X}
CELL FREG 1 *» 5 * é »
2 X Ruw * 167 * 83.3 *
‘ A CcoeLl * 549 #  13.5 #
! % TABLE » 1.9 » 33 * 11,1 »
: !_i-l*i}*!*l*ii’lll*llll-‘lﬁ*’flllll***"’lil’l
CELL FREQ = 0 * 2 * 2 »
3 % ROW *  0s0 # 100.0 @ ‘
% Co6L * 0e0 * Se4 »
X TABLE =« 0.0 * 3.7 * 3.7 »

»ﬁb’bi!**il!’}!!*l!!*}***b*!’i****!!***i‘ii

CELL FREQ # 2 1 = 3 .
- % ROW * 6647 % 33,3 = :
! % coL * 1108 % 2.7  » . .

; - % TABLE 37 » 1,9 ». 5¢6 »
ﬁi*lbil}lﬁiiiliiiiGN-I-ll*li**’il**lii’ii’l'i
CELL FREQ = 2 » 3 * 5 M
! Z  REBW * 4040 ¥ 0.0 *
i X coL » 118 # B¢l
: %. TABLE » 3.7 » Se6 * 9,3 *
*iili*b“‘!*b*l’*ii'li*iil}l"5"{»“*}‘{"**{*
* CELL FREG = 0 L o) * 0 »
6 %  ROW * 0+0 * 0s0 » :
i ) % COL * 00D * 0.0 *
% TABLE = 0.0 » Q0 * 0.0 *
LEE X T FY }*l*iii**i*#*i**li L2 X2 L R E WL T [ EX X ¥
CELL FREG = 2 14 = 16 »
7 % ROW * 1245 * 875 *
i coLu * 118 * 3748 »
% TABLE = 3.7 * 2549 *  29.6 *

i!i}l’&&!l*l”l}’***lli!'*!*i}lll*!i"l*‘?il.
, .

[*]

(I
-

O

"ERIC -

A 1701 rovided by ERIC
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TABLE 4B cont.

652 LL

i7lviel 46 IN3D¥34d

£81 IONIONBJSIY LON ¥3ISWAN  TH2  $371S 31dWVS vigl

cceg9 Ehelg 3NgvL %
w5 LE LY O¥4 Tled 1}
*******************************************
* VAN * CAR® * 67 *  379v.L ¥
* T+9 * 66 * 683 %
* 0*GL = L*G2 x Moy %
# 4 L > B ! S #0394 713D
WA AR RS EEE TR ETEETY YRR PR IR RE RV
* het * L*E * L€ *  3T4VL %
* teg * T gelT o« 83 %
* Ce0S  » Q0¢CS » MBY %
% 4 * ) »* 2 * 0344 7730
*****************************************t.*
* 9¢G * 6e1 * JALES * . 378vy %
* L2 * 1T = I6d %
* E'CE L9559 =« Moy %
% £ * 1 * 2 *» D3IN4 133
***#****J**********************************
* 914G + L€ * 67  378viL %
* heg * 646G * 18l %
* (Y99 o« gecE  # MEY %
@ £ = 2 * 1 * 0344 73D
************************************#tt****
* geg » 6*1 #* L*E L b 110 G 4
* YAY:] * BeTT  » 02 %
* EeEE  « %99 » MDY %
* £ # 7 * 2 *» 0344 1132
3**#*********#************#****************
*  melL  w Leg * L%t % 379vL %
% G % QeTT % 90l o«
* 0085 = 0*0G » ngy %
» t * 2 * e * 0344 773D

£7

A

17

ot

Q ®

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

E



TABLE 5A

ROWS REPRESENT: PRESENT PBSITIBN: 1 = ADMINISTRATISNS 2 = BEHAVIOBRAL SCIENCE:
3 = CURRICULUM AND INSTRUCTION; 4 = ENGINEERING TECHNBLEBGY.

CHOLUMNS REPRESENT: 1B(2) DID .YBU STAY AT A DIFFERENT HETEL.

1 = YES; 2 = NO .
TOTALS
1 2 : K
““““““““““““““““““**‘.F“‘ N -
CEL. FREQ = 3 * 10 * 13 -
1 X RYw * 231 * 7649 *

"% CBL # 375 # 31.3 - . o
% TABLE = 745 = 250 #3245 »
CELL FREQ = 2 * 7 = g -
2 % ROwW *  22¢2 * 7748 *
X CcaL * 2540 = 2149 »
% TABLE = 50 ® 175 ® 225 *
CELL FREQ = 1 * 13 L 14 »
3 % ROw » 71 * 929 *
) % CsL # 125 . # 4045 *
% TABLE = 2¢5 ® 325 # 35.C *
CELL FREQ = 2 * 2 * 4 »
4 % RdWw * 500 #= 500 -
% CceL’ * 250 * 63 .
% TABLE + 3.0 ® 5.0 *« 100 L

i
“_“l‘l*l"‘“““n‘““““‘*“““‘*"‘*“

TL CoL FRY 8 32 40
% TABLE 20.00 8000
TBTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER N3T RESPSNDING: 201 PERCENT BF TBTAL! 83440
PEARSEN CH! SWUARE TEST 8F ASSBCIATIVITY: 3.8011  DF = 3 5 P 3 0.,2838

SYMMETRIC LAMBDA ¢ 005882

CRITERIBN PREDICTBR LAMBDA
w ROW COLUMN 0.07592 \UFLW
1
CHLUMN ROW 0400000 :

E



b

Lt

ROWS REPRESENT? CLUSTER: 1=BRBWARD; 2=CHICAG®; 3sHAMPTIN; 4:=H]LLSBBRBUGH) 53 JACKSONVILLE S
6=L8BNG JSLAND; 7aMIAMI=DADE; B=zNEW HAVEN; 9=8RLANDO; 10aPENSACBLAJ
11=SACRAMENT®; 12= STe PETERSBURG: 13=SAN FRANCISCE,

COLUMNS REPRESENT: 1B(2) DID YBU STAY AT A DIFFERENT HB8TEL»
1 = YES; 2 = NB

TETALS
1 2
L R T RS T 2T S T N R RS B A g
CELL FREQ » 0 » 1 * 1 »

1 X ROW * Cs0O * 100+0 *
% CoL * Ce0 * .29 *
% TABLE 040 * 2¢3 - » 203 »*
LA RIS R 2SR AR S RS R STE RE TR L ER R R Y FUR JOURrr g
CELL FREQ » 0 * 6 * 6 »
2 X ROW * 00 * 10040 »
4 CeL » 00 * 171 *
% TABLE *  0s0 % 14D % 1440 #
fIf{-li-ﬁ*iiilf{f{lﬁl**ﬁl*ii*lil*i‘*}*If*i{fl
CELL FREQ = 0+ 2 2 .
3 % RBW # . 0s0 * 10040 -
% COL T 0s0 * 57 * .
% TABLE = 00 * 447 » Yo7 »
II*fi{iih&!!*lf‘Q*I’Ill’&if“l’lif{fl}illilf{‘
CELL FREQ = 1 * 1 * 2 *
4 % ROw *  B0s0 * 500 * ) -
% oL *» 1245 * 29 *
% TABLE » 243 * 2+3 » Le7 *
fi*hifI'li}l'i*ilfiil**ll-llf'*l’lﬂlifli**}lil{l
CELL FRE@ =» 1 * 2 * 3 »
5 X Row * 33e3  * phe7 *
X C8L *  12+5 * 5+7 *
% TABLE =« 23 . » 4¢7 * 740 »
(AR K EE L ZREEX ] l{liifiI*lli*‘l’{!llll*i*{lllll‘
CELL FREG » 0 * 0 » 0 ™
6 % ROW * 0«0 * 0e0 *
% COL » G0 * 040 *
X 'TABLE » 0.0 * 0.0 » 0.0 »
-llfil{li{IIQ*I*IG*l{*lflflill{*fil*-'i!*&lfi\
CELL FREQ 0 * 13-« 13 »
7 % RSW - 0.0 # 1000 *
4 CcoL * 0«0 * 3744 »
X TABLE = 0«0 *» 302 * 3Ce2 *

LA AL S XA SR RS RSN IS RITTENT RS ST 2 BN PR NI EY

45 FTEVI

O

B EHQJ!:‘ .

ER A 1701 Provided by ERIC



TABLE 5B cont.

9128

Pvi8L 48 LN3D

d

—
-
-

d

867 IONIANO4S3Y LON ¥38WAN T2 :3Z1S 37dWYS I<ho»

- Ohe18 Coe@l 39Vl %

0] cE ] G4 80 11
*******************************************
* Léh * L% * 00 * 378vl %

* L?G * Qe0 * 162 %
* 0*007T =« 0°¢0 * MOM %
# 2 * 2 3 0 * 0343 1132

IZE TSP EEELEAEEE LSRR FTEEE R L EE SR E SR EE L LS X R

* %6 %« Q0L # €02 % 39Vl %

* Oeg ¥ G2l * 18D 5 %
* CeglL Q03G2 MOYM %
% 4 * € * T * 0384 73D

*****#*#r******$********x*********t********
hd gee * g2 * 00 *  37Hvl %

* g2 ¥ 00 * 993 %

* CeQCT =« 0eQ * MOY¥ %
*» . T * 1 % 0 H3y4 13D
LR XX FETEFELEFELTEEETEEEESEEIEELEE R EE R EE LR E X L2 5 X K J
* Lot * Lew * nel #  JFN8vL %

* LS * 00 * 892 %

* Q*00T = 0*0 * MOuw %
* 2 * 2 #* 0 0384 173D
XX R EREFTELE R E SR RS FEEE RS IS SRS E LR R R L8 8 2 8 X K J

* €6 LIV AR * L% #  38vLl %

*

*

* L85G 3 g¢Ga = 1wz %
* oG = 0*0G8 =« MEH %
* # * 2 * 2 *  0D3I¥4 13D

(A ZE S X EEE R Y SR EEEEERSEEEEEEEEELEEREEEEREEERXR,

* 0¢L % Ce0 % 0*f . * 318Vl %
= 00 % GelE = 180 %
£ C+*0 % 0%007 = MOY %

¢ € *« 0 # € * 0344 13D

E£T

a1

[

01

O

Aruitoxt provided by Eric:
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TABIE 6a

R3IWS REPRESENTS PRESENT PBSITISNI 1 = ADMINISTRATION: 2 = BEHAVIORAL SCIENCE:
3 = CURRICULUM AND INSTRUCTIBNS & = ENGINEERING TECHNELOGYS

nmrczzwnmnmmwwzﬂ"m.oac<¢cxmnmcmmnmxmsﬁﬂx<ocqmﬂrmmczzmmHzmﬂHﬂCﬂm.
1 = YES; 2 = N3 _ '

TOTALS .
1 2
CELL FREQ@ + 2e * 55 * 84 *
1 % ROwW * 345 * 653 T #
»  Cul * 357 *  38.5 *

%4 TABLE + 13.1 * 24438 * 37.8 *

REPREESF L REERREFREFERERBRF RS RE S nn X R

CELL FREQ 16 # 33 * 59 .
2 4 RBW * 327 * £7¢3 »
% CHL * 203 + 23.1 *

% TABLE » 7.2 * 1449 * 221 *

Y2222 222X FR RS SY RS RS R SRR SRR RS AL RS R R 2 L4

CELL FREG » 28 * 46 * 74 *
3 % RI3w *= 378 *  p2-2 *
4 Col- * 354 * 322 -

% TABLE # 12+6 * 207 *  33.3 L

TIPSR RS RS SRS SRR RS2SR R R RS R 2 B 0 X 22

CELL FREQ + 6 * 2 * 15 -
4 %  Row # 400 *  60+0 * .
% £yl * 7«6 * 63 *

% TABLE » 2¢7 ¥ 441 * 6e8 *

ITEIEESE SRS SRS RS RS SSE SR RS R AR R A A S R AL R E R LR L)

TL CoL FKD 79 143 2e2

% TABLE 3559 441
THTAL GAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER N3T RESPSNDING: 19 PERCENT EBF T8TAL: 7488
PEARSBN CHI SGUARZ _TEST BF ASSBCIATIVITY: 0+5164 ; DOF = 3 ; P = 049153

SYMMETRIC LAMBDA 4 0.00000

CRITER]BN PREDICTER LAMBDA

RUW CILUMN . 0+000C0
]

CHLUMN ROW . ‘0+00000

O

IC

- E

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



LSy

RBWS REPRESENTS CLUSTER! 1=BRO#ARD; 2=CHICAGH) 3=HAMPTON; 4=hHILLSBERIUGHI 5=JACKSGNVILLE;
6=LONG [SLAND; 7=MIAMI=DADE] 8=NEW HAVEN; 9=8RLANDB; L10=PENSACBLA;
11=SACRAMENTB; 122 STs PETERSHURGJ 13=SAN FRANCISCEB. .

COLUMNS REPRESENT: 2¢ DID YOUR SPIUSE COME WITH YOU T8 THE SUMMER INSTITUTE»
1 a YES; 2 = N@»

TETALS
1 2 -
I EE IR REEZEIESRS R ENRESERRESREE SRR R R R R RS X X3
; CELL FREQ # 0 » 2 * 2 #
1 Z ROW © %  DeD * 100s0  »

% Cul * G+0 » 13 *
X TABLE - = 0+0 » 03 * 0.9 »

i
!‘ IR ZE SRR ASE ST XS RSS2 RS R AR RS S RS R R E
i
i

CELL FREQ@ » 5 » 19 » 24 »
2 A ROw * 208 * 792 *
% 6l * 6e1 * 125 *
i O VADBLE = 2e1 # 8el # 1043 »
BRRE R R AR B IR RARRRD R RRRL AR R R RN R N RSN F RN NN
CELL FREQ = 4 % 11 * 15 #

3 4 ROw * 267 * 733 *
4 Lol * 49 * 72 *
% TABLE = 1.7 * Yo7 * bek *
IE2 SR RELE LIRS RIS SRS SRR RS AR RS SRR SRS ERE ]
CELL FREG = 12 * 10 * . 22 *
4 A RIOW *  BhaB #4545 *
% CcoL * kb » 6eb »
% OTABLE « " S5e1 * %3 » 9k »
I R T R R R RS R T R N Y e Y Y 2
CELL FREG = 11 » 15 * 26 *
5 % ROW * 423 * 577 * o
‘ % CSL * 13e4 » 9.9 *
% TABLE he7 * 6oty * 111 *
I*%Illﬁl**l’**'}l‘********li [ ENE X EE FWEER AT R Y
. CELL FREQ = . 5 * 9 * 14 *
S % ROW * 35:7 % p4e3  »
P % CBL » 61 * 59 *
% TABLE = 2e1 * 3¢8 » 6.0 *

IR R E R R A R XS R RS R SE R RS R R SR ST EERRES SRS RN

i CELL FREL = & * 19 » 25 »
17 % Rrow * 2440 * 7600 #
i 4 CuL *  7¢3 #1245

% TABLE s ceb * By * 10.7 »

I EZZXE R R L E SRR RIS RIS RS2 L ST R ERE SRS R R XY

€9 TTdVL



CELL FREQ = 9 * 9 * 18 »
8 % ROW #* 5D« * 50«0 *
% CHL * 110 * 59 *

% TABLE » 3.8 * 38 * 7¢7 *

R R R g g R N T S L L r R E T
CELL FREQ =« . 8 * 15 * e3 *
9 % RBw % 3448 *  $£52 »
% COoL » Je8 » 949 »
% TABLE » 34 * 6ol » 9.8 *
LEL T T TT TR TY TR SRR R e e
CELL FREQ » 2 * 2 * 4 #*
10 X RUW * 500 + 5040 *
’ X Ccaol * 2ed * 1.3 *

% TABLE = 05 » 0.9 » 1e7 » -
i*lltil{lili'i'&i*i*}ii!iili'*i*lz!*i*i*iillii
CELL FRER « 1 » 18 '« 19 »
11 % Rbw * Se3 % 947 *

% CceL * 1.2 * 11.8 L
% TABLE = De4 » 767 * 8ed »

LA R AL S R AR SRR EE RIS ET RS E SRR E ¥

CELL FREQ =+ 9 * g * 18 *
12 % ROW * 5000 * 50,0 *
% Cod = 110 % 5.9 *

% TABLE » 38 » 38 * 747 »
HAFRERIERE T R R R BN RE RN BRR N R RN RN RN RN
CELL FREQ 10 * is » o4 *
13 % ROW * 417 * 53¢3 *
4 Cal * 122 * 32 * ’
% TABLE = 443 b 640 #+ 1043 *

LA EEAL LSRR E NS R SNSRI TR L TR L F TN TN

T COL FRQ 82 159 234
% TABLE 35404 6%e96
TOTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER NST RESPBNDING: 7 PERCENT 8F TBTALS 2490
PEARSON CHI SGUARE TEST 8F ASSUCTATIVITY: 210879 ; DF = 12 4 P = 0:0491
SYMHMETRIC LAMBDA §  0e02414
CRITERION PREDJCTOR LAMBDA
RBW ' CELUMN 0402504
COLUMN ' ' ROW 0402439

ERIC .

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

f3uod g9 FTdVL



TABLE 6B cont.

ECHEN D MO N NWNT87
$0420°%0 , NRNTIED _ - MON

Yagwy ¥6i71a50d NETH31TYD

#TH20%0 ! VAGAY Y DI ELIHRAT

164040 = d ¢ 21 = 40 ¢ 6.L80+712 TALTATIVIDESSY 48 L1S3L 3¥YNTS THD NESyYId
06e2 $IV181 38 IN3DY¥3d £ 'ONIONBJSTY LEN ¥3IBWNN  THZ  13ZIS I1dkvS viel
f $6°49 h0ecE 37avL %
vee 251 oA ey4 102 1y

A XTSI RE S E TS FR T ESE SRR R LR LY FEE RS R S
* £e01 » 0*s * Eoy *»  37°UvL %
. - # 28 * 221 =» e %
* £9Q8 = FARS 2N 3 MEY % £1
* #2 * #1 % 07 # 034 113D
LA E T SR L EF LIS ELEEE LRSS LSS RS E S ER FEY X I
* AN # $*E * Qe + 34vl %
. * 6°S * Q1T = 182 %
* 0408 0+0G « Mmay % 21
% QT * 6 P# 6 - * 0344 13D
IR X T EE L EEEEI LI FEEEESTIEESLELEE-EE R L L L X K]
* 148 * LY/ * #e0 * 3749yl %
" 8e11l 21 * 82 % .
- # L*4%6 £¢G * CMEY Y 11
# £7 * 27 L% T #»  D3¥4 1353 ‘
[ Z T FE LT EELTEETELEFE FESTEEEEE S R L P EEEEEESE RS
* VAR * 6°0 * 6°0 » 3NAvL %
* EeT * 2 * 780 %
»* 0*0S # Q¢08 = MAY % 0t

* %

# 4 * e * 2 #  03I¥4 713D
ELE T R E RS R N A E AL E A E R E R L E TR YRR SR L
® ges - ¥ %9 * hoo *  JHvL %
* 66 # - Beg * el %
§ 2G99 % QesE = MOy - % 6
#. g2 #* g1 * 8 *  D3Ix4 132

LA R R R 2 X Z2EZETELEELEESSS LSS S S ST EE RS SR X

* Lo L % §4€ * geE % 3N9v1 %

%  €°G %« Oell » WS x o f
*  0%0S # 0°CS = MOY¥ % !
& 81 * 6 * &6 * ;

L ! gL
(PPN PO . . [ rrerErss yomsnnyd ﬂﬂ%uﬁiw

D344 A3 a8

-




RUWS REPRESERTS

CHLUMNS REPRESENT

FRESENT PBSITISN:
3 = CURRICULUM AND INSTRUCTIBN; 4 = ENGINEERING TECHNBLEGY.

3¢ DID ANY SF YBUR CHILDREN C9ME WITH YBU 78 THE SUMMER INSTITUTES

TABLE 7A

1 = ADMINISTRATION; 2 = BEHWAVIORAL SCIENCES

1 = YES: 2 = N3
TOTALS
1 2
AERBRRRBRRRRRRERERT BB R RR IR RS Bknn
CeELL FREQ « 14 * 44 * 58 *
1 X REW *  2hed #7569 *
% Cob % 3kel * 415 -
% TABLE * Je5 * 299 * 32+H »
RRERRBE AR BN BERRBERFRRB R RN RBERERRE RS RER R
CELL FREQ + 9 * 24 s 33 .+
2 4 ROw * 273 * 7247 * :
% Cuyl * 220 * 2206 *
% TABLE « 6el # 163 = 224 »
BRERARS AR IR RRERRRERRRFERARIRRAREERR R R RE RS
CELL FRED » 16w 29 43
3 % ROW * 3246 0+ 704
% caL * 34l * 274 *
% TABLE b . 127 + 2943 »
BABBR BRI BB DR R R R BRI RRT SN RN RN
ﬁm_lal Tnxmmu % 4 * W * Hw rs
4 % RO * 308 « 6342 *
% nGal * e % »* mom *
% TapLE =« Re7 bt 601 » Be8 -
BRBERPREERRR RN BTN BB N NN
TL CBL FRQ 41 105 147
% TABLE 27483 7211
TYTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER NOT RESPONDING: 394 PERCENT BF TOTAL: 32400
. PEARSSN CH] SGUARE TEST BF ASSBCIATIVITY: 0e9317 3 DF = 3. ; P = 0+8178

: SYMMETRIC LAMEDA §  0»00000
CRITERION PREDICTER LAM3DA

REW COLUMN 0+G0000

' CHLUMN RAW 000000

L

O

IC

A e providsa by exc [




ROwWS KEPRESENT? CLUSTER? }=8R8NARD; 2=CHICAGD; 3=zHAMPTON; 4:HiLLSBBRBUGH; 5eJACKSANVILLE S
6=LONG ISLAND; 7=MIAMI=DADE; 8snEw HAVEN; 9=8RLANDD; 10=PENSACOLA:
11=5ACRAMENTE: 12= STe PETERSBURS; 13=SAN FRAMCISCSH.

COLUMNS REPRESENT: 3« DID ANYEBF YBUR CHILOREN COME WITH YBU T8 THE SUMMER INSTITUTES
1 = YESI 2 = Nf»

TOTALS
1 2
AL EERNE SR EI RS S ERE SRS RS R RS LSRR Y 2 5N
CeELL FREQ + Y * 2 * 2 +

pt X Rtrw * CeD *» 1000 *
%  CoL * 0«0 » 1.7 »
% TABLE » 00 » 1+3 * 13 *
L TR LA R R T T T T PR e
CELL FREW * 4 * 12 » 16 »
2 % ROw * 2540 0+ 750 »
% cuL * 9.8 % 10e4 %
X TABLE # 246 * 77 # 103 »
e R I I
CELL FREG = 1 * 6 * 7 »
3 % RAwW * 1443 *  85e7 *
A CoL * 24 » 5¢2 *
%  TABLE » 06 * 348 * b5 »

P e Y Y T S S R R s I,

CELy, FREQ » 7 * 9 * 10 *
& % ROW * 4348 * 563 »
% Csl * 171 * 748 ¥ .
%4 TABLE » he§ » 58 « 10.3 * ,
ERE R AR G AR AR AR A AR SR EE AN R R AR AN RS P NN RN RN NS
CLiL FREQ - * [ * 10 * i6 »
5 % RDw * 37s5 LA -Y-E 3+ *
% COL *  lbheb * 8e7 *
% TABLE » 3+8 * 6ot * (03 ' »
*&i*ﬂ&i%***{i****#****&*iil&*****ﬂn**iai*i#
- CELL FREG =+ 3 * 6 * 9 o«
6 % RUW * 33e3 % 66s7 0+
% CcoOL * 7¢3 [ 52 * -
4 TAuLE = 13 * 38 * 5.8 *
FAR U AR RIR AR R R DR AR R R RN AL AR PR AR RS R LR N
CELL FREQ 1 18 » 19
7 % ROW * 53 *  Shae7 *

% Cal * Crk * 157 *
%X TABLE = 06 * 1145 = 12.2 *

SRR A SRR R R 2 S R R R RS 2R R R R RS RS SN ER 2SN

ERIC . | .

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

g FTIavL
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CELL FRED = 7 * 1 * 8 -
% ROW * 8745 * {245 *
A CaL * 171 * 0.9 *

X TARLE = he8 * 0.6 * 501 »
IIil*!i‘ll’I"iiiilﬂ!i&i!i**iillil{*!*i'"‘il
CELL FREQ » 3 » 16 * 19 *
A R3W 1548 *  Bh,e2 *
A COL " 743 * 139 *
A OTABLE *»  <J1.9 # 103 ¥ 1242 *

l{*i**iil’i*i’li}iii*}iililillii*ili!i*i!ll’*l

CELL FRER » 2 * 1 * 3 [ ]
% ROW * 6647 * 3343 »
% CoL * 49 * 0.9 *

X TABLE =« 143 * 0s6 * 19 »

LA X 2R ] LER S XX E T ¥ EUR g i&lil!iii-ﬁilii{ii**

CELL FREQ » 3] * 15 * 15 -
4 ROw * 0+0 * 10040 »
% Cbe #* 0.0 * 1340 »

A TABLE » 000 * 9.6 » 9e86 *
A S SR SRR AL EE TR L R g
CELL FRER =+ 4 » 6 * 10 *

% ROw * 4040 600 *

A . Cisl * 9. 8 [ S5e2 *

% TARLE » 296 * 3.8 - Gl *

FREUAB SRR E R RN NN [ A 22 XXX ] **ili*l’{l****‘*i}

CELL FHREQW » 3 * 13 » 16 »
X RBW * 1848 * 81le3 *
A CcoL * 73 * 113 »

X TABLE * 149 % 843 * 10¢3  x-

bR LAS AR T T T T B R o R,
L CoL FRQ 41 115 156
% TABLE 26428 73872

TBTAL SAMPLE S]ZE: 241  NUMBER NST RESPONDING:

PEARSUN CHI SGUARE TEST oFf ASSBCIATIVITY:

CRITERIAN
RE8W

CBLUMN

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

SYMMETRIC LAMBDA

FREDICTER
COLUMN
RowW

-

PERCENT BF TaTALS 3527

"2 12 3 P 3 0.000%

0.07303
LAMBDA

0+04380
0.17073

“3U0D g) FIgvy



’

RUwS REPRESENT? PRESENT POSITIONG 1 = ADMINISTRATIBN; 2 = BEHAVIOGRAL SCIENCE;
3 = CURKICULUM AND INSTRUCTION; 4 = ENGINEERING TECHNBLBGY.

COLUMNS REPRESENT: 4o wHB IS PAYING F8R YBUR PARTICIPATISN IN THE SUMMER INSTITUTE.

1 = 1 AM PAYING THE TSTAL C3ST MYSELF.
2 = I AM PAYING A PBRTIBN 8F THE C8ST AND MY SCHBOL 1S PAYING A PHRTIAN,
3 = MY SCHOBL IS PAYING THE TSTAL COSTs
TOTALS
1 2
[ E R RN FEFER R ERER SRS R SRR RRL RSS2 22 2 R 2 8 3
CELL FREQ 82w 1 o« 83
1 % ROW *» 9848 % le2

% colL * 3840 *# 2040 »
A TABLE » 371 * 05 #3746 »
R R i T R R TR R R RS T Y )
CELL FREQ * 49  » 9 * 49
2 % RAOW * 10000 * 00 *
% CoL * 2247 * 0.0 *
% TABLE » 22.2 x 0,0 1 22.2 %
BRFEER BRI R RR DR RR AN SR E RN R AR RS DR R RN RRL AR AR NR

CkLL FREQ + 71 * 3 * 74 *
3 % ROW * 95,9 * 441 *
% cob * 5249 * 6040 »
% TABLE » 3241 * o4 * 33,5 ] ' /
I Z X2 R R SRR EE SRR SRR SRR RS S R RS RE SR NS N
CELL FREG = 14 * . 1 * 15 *
4 % RUW *  93.3 » 6e¢7 »
4 col * 6+5 #2040 * . .

7% TABLE = 603 * 05 * 6+8 %

BELZ S S AN IR R R R R RS S22 RS S RS RA S22 RS R 2R 22

TL CGL FRQ 216 5 221 -
% TABLE 9774 226 “
THTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER N8BT RESPONDING; 20 PERCENT BF TBTAL? 8030
PEARSON CHI SUUARE TEST BF ASSOCIATIVITY: 3.9441 J DF = 3 3 P = 0:2676
_ SYMMETRIC LAMBDA ¢  0.01399
CRITERION PREDICTER LAMBDA
RO W " COLUMN 0+01449

CsLUMN CYar 0400000

O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

vg TTavi



.
-

RUWS REPRESENTI CLUSTER! {7BRBWARD; 2=CHICAGO; 3=+HAMPTAN; 4#=HILLS3TRUUGHI 5=JACKSONVILLE

- 63LBNG 1SLAKDS 7sMIAMI-DACE: 8=NEw HAVEN; 9=8RLANDB; 10=PENSACOLA:
11=SACRAMENTB; 12= STs PETERSBURG: 13=SAN FRANCISCO.

COLUMNS REPRESENT: 4+ wHE [S PAYING F8R YBUR PARTICIPATIBN [N THE SUMMER INSTITUTE.
1 = 1 AM PAYING THE .TATAL COST MYSELF.
2 = [ AM PAY[NG A PORTIBN 3F THE CHST AND MY SCH38BL 18 PAYING A PURTI&N.
3 = MY SCHOOL |5 FAYING THE TDTAL CBSTs

TOTALS
1 - 2
I EE YT R EEL RS EES S REE SR SR SRS SRS S SRR SR L X 3
CELL FREQ = 2 * 0 * 2 »
"1 % RBw * 1000 » Q0 * . .
4 CaL * 0eS * Ced *

% TAbLE = 0s9 » 0+0 * 0.9 »
AR R R R R RN R AR R F RN RS R AR R RR R RRRRER Y
CeELL FREQ = 26 » 0 » 26 »
2 % PuWw * 1000 * 0 *
% Cul * 1led * G0 »
% TABLE + 11.2 * Nel * 1102 +
R T R L L L R R g P S
CELL FREG =+ 15 = o] » 15 »*
3 %4 ROW » 10040 * 0.0
%4 Ccoal * 6¢b * 0.0 »
% TABLE = 614 * 0¢0 6olh *
P g O g g SR S
CELL FREQ =» 22 » 0 * 22 »
4 %  RUW * 10040 * 0D *
A of i [ * 96 * 0.0 * .
% TABLE » e tp * 0.0 * Qb *

IER 2L RS R NSRRI LR DR RSN RS RS RS 4

CELL FREQ » 26 » 0 x» 26
5 % ROW * 10090 * G0 *
% Ll * 1le4 * 040 »

X T:8LE * 112 * 00 * 112 “

'*iili&Oﬂfiiiil%iﬂillli&;i*'i***;*i%l***i&iﬂ

CELL FREQ + ie »* n o= i2 »
6 % ROW # 1000 * 00 * .
% CBL * 503 » D0 »

% TABLE » 52 * 0s0 * 5.2 *

LEE RSN AEZE RS RS TS E PSS RES RS S R R ER SRS S RE E2 X

CELL FREQ =« 23 * 2 * 25 *
7 % ROW *# 920 * 840 *
% CuL * 10,1 * 409 *

% TABLE » 9«9 » 0.9 * 1047 »

SRR LRSS SR RELAEEREE SRR LSRR SR AR )

ERIC

A v proviea o eric . #ge

493 FTT9vL



CELL FREQG = 18 L] 0 * 18 *
8 X ROW * 100+0 * 00 »
A Ceu » 79 » 0.0 *
% TABLE » 707 * 040 » 707 *
R R R R RN S R RN R R R R RN R RN P RR T AR RPN B NN N R
CELL FREG 20 » 3 * 23 *
g % RBw #8740 *  13.90 *
4% Cobu * BeR = 60,0 L3

% TABLE » 846 » 1.3 » 99 »

LR EE AR RES R RS ETR AR S AR AR SER NS EESEEE X

CELL FREG = 4 » 0. . 4 %
10 % ROW + 1000 » 0.0 *
% CuL * 1.8 * 00 *

% TABLE » 147 * 0 » 147 »

L2 A RS SRS SRR E RS R RS RR R RS RS EE SRS RS Y

CELL FREQ » 18 * Q b 18 -
11 % ROW * 100.+0 * 040 »
) % Cau * 7.9 * 0.0 *

% TABLE » 77 * 0+0 * 747 »

N R R P e Y ST T s T

. CELL FKEQ == 18 » 0 * 18 #
12 A ROwW * 100+0 * Qe *
% CBL . 7+9 L 0OeD »

% TABLE # 7e7 - 0«0 » 747 »

LB X2 R R E TR SR ST S RIS E RS S RS E SRS SRR LY RN

CELL FREQ # 2% * o » 24 *
13 4 RUw * 10000 » Qs0 *
A CoL ¥ 105 * 040 *

4 TABLE » 10.3 * Q.0 * 10.3 *

'*i**l!ilbi*i%*l'!l}ﬂ-}l’l*ﬁl’**!*i'lill-i*il*l

TL ol FR3 228 5 233
) %  TABLE 97485 2415 . +
TOTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NMUMEER NOT RESPONDING! 8 PERCENT @F TOTAL: " 332

PEARSEN CHI SGUARE TEST BF ASS8CIATIVITY: 211445 3 OF = 12 4 P 3 Qe0Q483

 SYMMETRIC LAMBDA ¢ 0.01#15

CRITERISN PREDICTER LAMBDA
ROW COLUMN 0.01449
0+00009

COLUMN ROW

"ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic: -

IE00 gy TrgVy



REWS KEPRESENT; PRESENT PBSITION: § = ADMINISTRATISON: 2 = BEHAVIBRAL SCIENCE
3 = CURRICULUM AND INSTRUCTIAN; 4 x ENGINZERING TECHNOLOGY

CYLUMNS REPRESENT: 5o HDW “MUCH OB YUU ESTIMATE THAT THE SUMYER INSTITUTE HAS CEST YBU.

1 = LESS THAN 505 2 = $50~3100;5 3 = $101-352004 4 = $201-3300) 5 = $301+$400;

6 = $400=%500; 7 » MBRE THAN %500,

- TATALS
1 e 3 4 5 6 7
R R R L e Rt 2 N E Ll L L L Y O N g A"
CelbL FREQ = 3 - 12 * 20 * 13 * 15 * 1o » 10 » 83 *
1 % ROW * 3.6 * 1445 LA-L B # 157 * 18,1 * 1200 # 120 *
4 coeL * 231 * 4hey ®* 4246 = 3442 * 4649 #  33.3 * -35.7 *

%“  TABLE = 1e¢4 * 546 * 943 * 600 » 740 * 4e7 * 47 » 386 »

HEEREBANTERERRDRREBARAAEBRR BB AR R BB LS RRAR PR R E AR R RBT R R R AR R R AR SR AR R BN R AR R BRRRRRR R RN D RN B

CELL "REG = 3 * 7 » 6 * 8 5 7 » 7 » 10 - = 48 *
2 % ROW - 6+3 * 146 * 1245 * {647 * 145 * 1446 * 20+3 *
% T0. . % 23] *» 2549 * 12.8 + 211 *» 2i.9 # 233 * 3547 *
T TAuke % 1e5% % 33 # 248 » 367 » 3:3. e 33 » iy 7 a 273 *
LEAREE X E2 S &2 l*i*i**f"**iﬁ'l#’**t'*'**{l**'*l’liﬁlﬂ-}**ﬂ*l"*ﬁ"***ﬁ’l***l’*' IEZ L EFREEET R XX IR F R E NP YR FY
ChLL FREG = 4 » 6 * 19 * - 15 » 7 » 12 » 6 » 69 &
3 % ROGW » 58 * 8¢7 * 2748 + 217 « 10»1 * 17k * 8+7 *
% CHL * 308 * P22 * 4044 * 395 * 219 * 400 * 214 »

% TABLE * 149 » 28 » 8e8. »* 7¢0 . » 3,3 » S5 » P2e8 *» 3P.1 »

A SRR A SRS S AT LR EE L SRS S I AT R R T R R R I R g A R S X X N 1 R T Y TN O R vy b i VUi Vs vy

CELL FREQ 3 » 2 2 o« 2 3 1 s 2 . 15 »
4 %  ROBw * 200 * 133 # 13¢3 - » 13.3 * 2040 * 697 * 13,3 » :
% CoL *  23e1 = Teb » NHe3 ° » 53 * Feh * .33 * 7.1 *

% TABLE = led " Ced * 0.9 * 0e9 » 1ok * 0¢85 * 0.3 * 70 *

LA REE AR S S RS NI I ER SRS NI FAFEE R S R g Y Y 22 S L T ET R T T G v et I EEEEET S R L T3

TL CB8L FRQ i3 e7 47 38 32 30 23 ..PL5
% TABLE 6005 12456 21485 1767 14488 13435 13,02
TOTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER NOT RESPONDING!: 26 PERCENT BF TBTALS  10+79
PEARSEN CHI1 SQUARE TEST GF ASSHCIATIVITY: - 1840882 ; OF 2 18 P = 0s4499

SYMMETRIC LAMBDA !  0,03333

CRITERIUN . PREDICTER LAMBDA
ROW _ COLUMN 0.03788
CoLuMi ' RSW 2002976

“RIC ‘

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

—
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RUWS REPRESENTS CLUSTER: 1=BRBWARD; 2=CHICAGO; 3=HAMPTIN; 4=HILLS3BRBUGH; 5= JACKSENVILILE;
6=LONG |SI.LAND; 7=M]AM[-DACES BeNEw HAVEN; 9=8FLANDB; 10:PENSACHLAS
11sSACRAMENTO; 127 STe PETERSBURG; 13=SAN FRANCISCE.

COLUMNS REFRESENT! 5¢ HBW MUCH DB YBU ESTIMATE THAT' THE SUMMER INSTITUTE HAS CBST Y8U.
1 = LESS THAN $50; 2 = 350-%$100; 3 = 3101-%20C; 4 = $201-3300; 5 a $301-~3400;
6 = $400-35005 7 = MBRE THAN 5500, .

: . TBTALS
1 2 3 4 5 6 . 7
L R L R L R Ry B R R g S o
CELL FREQ = 2 * 0] * 0 * Q » 0 * 0 » 0 * 2 »
1 A RUW + 1000 * G0 * 0«0 » 0s0 * 040 * 0«0 » 0.0 »*
% Cal * 125 * eX14] * O«C » 00 » 00 «  0e0 » Q0 *

% TABLE = o X * G0 * 040 » 049 * 00 » 0¢0 * 0.0 * Oe9 *
ll{*ﬂl‘“'*i}*’*s.‘1***Il**ﬂ-"'*'l"’i*‘.fl‘*'**"".***i-".*"*"*ll'*'l*‘."***l"ﬂ'*"i***'I"l*“"‘
CELL FREQ 0 * 0 * 0 * 7 » 6 * 6 * 5 * 24 »
2 4  ROW * 050 » Q«D * 0+0 * 29,2 * 25,0 * 2540 * 2048 »
A Ccel * 0«0 * Ged » 0.0 » 1844 # 1843 * 1766 ¥ 172 »
% TABLE = 00 » 0.0 » 0+0 » 3.1 # 2¢7 » 2¢7 # 2¢2 » 1067 *
l""**l*'*".**il*"***"*i*l‘l’*ﬁl*'*l*'"‘ﬁi"‘*'ll’*»lﬁli*'**'lﬂ'{ﬁ""'*"1“""""‘}**"'“‘I:""lﬂ'*l"
CELL FKREQ " » oo o K R 3w 5  » Lo U 1 * 14 »
3 4  RBwW * 0e0 * 090 * 2144 % 3547 * 2B8+6 » 701 * 70l *
4 Cul * 0+0 » D0 * (X *» 1342 * 125 » 299 » 34 »
% TARLE = 0.0 * 00 * 143 * 2e2 » 18 # Oy *° Db M 602 »
Il"hlﬂli"*{‘**ii*l*!!-ll‘!*l“"l“l*llll*i!**.i!*l'**l*%l’*“"I*i'ﬂ{l'*llIlii‘.****ﬂ'*'Ifﬁ‘**-}}’l*i{ll*i
Ceil FREG » o * 6 » 7 » () * 1 + e » 0] * 22 »
4 4 ROW * Q0 * 2743 * 3148 * P27+3 * 445 » 9} * 090 *
% col * 00 ¥ 2242 % 14,3 *= 158 * 301 # 549 * 0.0 *
4 TABLE = 0s0 * 2e7  » Jel " 2+7. * Qo4 %+ - Qe9 # 0.0 » GeR *
ﬂ*!%I‘l"*‘l**liikl’*liIl****"l’ll**l!***}\}l’**Dll’l*"'§’****ll*lI‘*I“*!!¥ll§ﬂ**‘lﬂ§ll**ll"**’iﬂi*l’**
CELL FREGQ =# c # 2 * 12 » 7 L » 0 » 0 » 23 »
5 % ROW * 0+0 » 820 * 48,0 * 2840 * 1640 * 0+0 » 00 »
% coL » G0 » 7o . % 2445 * 18e4 * 1243 * 0+0 » 00 »
% TABLE = 0.0 » Q9 # D3 » 3.1 » 1.8 * 00 * 0s0 -+ 1441 *
'"ﬁ**!*'lI‘**'}'i*llli*"'**l*l*l’*i*ﬂ"*‘l"‘*ll*#l"*ﬁ'}i"**l"**"*'“l’*»*l*!'l‘**4’#"‘!**5***}'1""'*
CELL FREQ » 0 * Q * 2 » 1 * 5 * 2 » 3 » i3 *
6 % ROW * 00 » 0+0 * 154 * 77 #3845 #  15e4 * 231 *
% COL ¥ 0s0  * 040 » 4ol #2486 # 1546 %  5¢9 s 103 *
%X TABLE » 00 * 040 » 0+5S » Coy » 242 - » 0¢9 * 13 » Sed 1]

LEREEE A AL L X2 2 RS R L R R AR RS R R EE S EE RS S R AR BN R e Y Y I L LY ] l*ll*lﬁlﬁﬂlﬂﬁl'#*llﬂlll-*ll#*i

LELL FREQ » 13 L 2 » 1 * 0 = 0 * 1 v 24 +
7 % ROWw * Bhe2 * 29,2 * 843 » 442 » 040 * 090 » bep
%  Cobk *  Ble3 * 259 * ol * 2eh » 040 » 0+0 * 3ol *

% TAHBLE # 5¢8 » 391 * 09 » OTR I 040 * 040 * Oet « 1047 »

MRS AR RS S RS R R R R E SRR E R R RS TR FR LY EE R R F R Y YT ] (2SI R AL SR ISR SRS RIS SR IR NE RS ¥

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic: -

€6 3IgVI



CELL FREG 0 » 0 » 2 « 3 - 6 * 1 * 5 . 17 *
-] A kOW * 00 * 0D *  11e8 *# 1756 * 35,3 * 5¢9 + 2944 *
% CcoL " 00 » 0.0 » 4ol * 743 +« 1848 * 209 * 1742 »

% TABLE «» 00 » Q0 » 09 » 1¢3 * 247 . Qeir » 222 » 746 »
IEREZ SR AEZEEIRERERR R SR R SRR E SRR R E R Y R NI N R SRR i‘lil‘*‘l’ﬁllIl*‘ff"’l!il"‘l'.}ll'."’{l’l'&l*li
CELL FREG =* 0 * 9 » ie ® 2 * 0 » 0 » 0 » 23 4
9 % ROW * 0«0 * 39,1 * 5242 » 87 » 0.0 * 0+0 » 0«0 *
% CHL » 0+C *  33.3 * 249 » 543 » Q0 * 0D » 0+0 »
 TABLE #  Qe0 #4430 #5433 # 0e3 #* 040 2 0«0 w 060 x 1De2
IEEEZ SRR R RS R R RREZ SRR EE R RS R R NE ] l*llllll*ll*i‘l'l*lIl**"II"II.*.'I*'II"‘""IQ""*{{‘&***’IQ
CELL FREQ » 0 * 0 % 3 * 1 c#* 0 * 0 » 0 » I
i0 % ROW » 00 - 0«0 *+ 75.0 + 2540 » 0.0 » 0«0 * 0s0 *
X CoL » 0«0 » 0«0 * &el » 246 » 0.0 » 0¢0 » 000 »
A TABLE » 0sC » 0.0 » 143 * et » 0.0 * Q0«0 * 040 » 18 »
i*ll*'llII’.*QI!GIl*#*ll'l'lll‘l’lII**‘D*'**ll*'*'*I'IQ"'Q'*‘I’{l'*ll‘f’.lillﬁ'ﬁ'ﬂlll.{“}“'**I‘I
ChLL FREQ » g . » i * 0 * o] » 3 » 7 » 7 » 18 »
11 % ROW * Oe0 » 5¢6 * 0¢0 » 0eD * 1647 * 389 *  38.9 »
% CHL * 020 »* 347 * Cs0 » QeQ » Vel * 206 * 24l »
% TABLE Oe0 = 04 » 0«0 #»  0eD * 1.3 » 3e1 * 3l » /10 »

R R Y RN Y T N T Y T RN T Y T T T Y T e g g 3

' CELL FREQ » 1 . 2 6 » 5 % 2 = 0 0 16 = &

12 %  ROW * 5+3 * 1245 * 375 *#  31.3 # 12,5 * . Qe0 * 0s0 * E

% CuL L 63 » Tek * 122 * 132 » Ge3 * [eX X0 * 0+0 K .

% TARLE Oets » 0«9 » a7 » 242 » 09 * 0«0 » 00 » 7e1 * S
RERRERARERD RN FRFRRR LR A RETZR AR SR ERBERRRRH AN R R BRI RRRR I AR RER R R R A R AT PN ARG AT UL XA SRS

CELL FREQ » 0] » o] - 0 » 0 » 1 » 15 * 7 * 23 » 3

13 % RdW #  0e0 * 00 * 0s0 * Oe0 ® - e3 * 5Se2 #3044 # =1

% ColL * 00 » UeD * 00 * Qe » 3.l [ Y'Y ] * 2441 »
% TABLE » 00 » 0«0 » 0+0 ] 02 » D4 * X4 s 3¢t *» 1042 *

FREEE R R R RN RRE RN RERE AR RS RERL LR RTR AR AR TR AR AERRR RS XA RR R RRRR IR HERRRTRPRREN A BE R RN RN

TL COL FRQ 16 27 49 38 32 34 - 23 225
% TABLE 7411 12.00 2178 . 164393 14422 1511 12,89
TBTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER NBT RESPBNDING: 16 PERCENT'BF TBTAL: bebk

PLARSON CHI SGUARE-TEST BF ASSBCIATIVITY: 33643201 3 OF =‘72 i P a3 0.0000 7T

SYMMETRIC LAMBDA ! 0.25266

CRITERION. PREDICTBR LAMBODA
REW COLUMN 0422000 '

CELUMN "RBW ) 0428977

ERIC .

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



REWS REPRESENTS

PRESENT POSITIINIG 1 s ADMINISTRATION: 2
3 = CURRICULUM AND INSTRUCTIEN; &

.

SEHAVIBRAL SCIENCES.
ENGIMEERING TECHNBLOGY

CULUMNS REPRESENT: te DID YBU 3BRREW MINEY FROM A FEDERALLY [NSURED LEAN T8 HELP PAY FiR

TOTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER N3T RESPBNDING:

YOUR CESTS FBR THE SUMMER INSTITUTE.

1 = YES:; 2 = NO»

TOTALS
1 2
[ZS XSRS S IR SRS RS PASES LRSS AT R E R R R LX)
CELL FRE@ » 2 * 84, * 86 *
% ROW » 2e3 * 9747 *

B 2N 1 * {54 * 39.8 *
% TABLE = 09 % 3745 * 384 »

IR R EY AR N RS SRS ENEZ SRS RS SR LR SR 3 XT3

CELL FREG * 6 * 44 * 50 »
% ROW * 1240 # 8840 *
% Cou * 4642 # 209 *

X TABLE ge7 » 1946 « 223 H
EREEAB R AR SRR AR R RS PR R DR S RL U R RS RN RR RS
CELL FREQ #» 1 * 73 » 74 »
X ROW * 1e4 * Q98.6 »
A CoL * 77 #3446 ¥
% TABLE Ol *» 326 + 3340 *

I EEE R AR ERSE S S S EZ SIS A R RS S 222 LR X3

CELL FRHI@ = “h * 10, » 14 #*
% Rew * 2846 * Tleb » '
% coel # 3048 * 47 *

% TABLE * .18 ¥ 495 » 643 *
ERRERERFH R TR ERER AR AR BRI PRI SR ARL LA R R AR AR RN
TL COL FRGE_ 13 211 224
% TABLE S 80 9420

PEARSON CH] SQUARE TEST B8F ASSBCIATIVITY:

O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

213731
SYMMETRIC ILAMBDA

CRITERION ) PREDICTER
RBW _ COLUMN

CSLUMN ROw

PERCENT BF TBTAL! 7+0b

= 3 3 P =2 040001

04026483
LAMBDA

0+02899
000000

VOT 3749vL

r'd

~



‘

REWS REPRESENT: CLUSTER! 1=BROWARD; 2=CHICAGO; 3=4AMPTHN; 43aHILLS3GRBUGKH; 5:=JACKSBNVILLE;
H 6=LONG JSLANDJ 7=MIAMI=DADE; &sNEw HAVENS 9=8RLANDES L0=PENSACOLAS
j 11=2SACRAMENTE; 12= ST« PETERSHBURG; 13=SAN FRANCISCS.
'

CHBLUMNS RELRESLNT. 6e DID YOU BURRBW MONEY FRCYM A FEDERALLY [NSURED LOAN T8 HELP PAY FBR

YUOUR CBSTS FOR THE SUMMER INSTITUTESs
’ 1 = YESn 2 = NG
|

TBTALS
{ 1 2
rf&{fnJ%*&&***a&liﬂ*b*&bhﬁ*i#**i*;&***u»**b
CELL FREG 0 2 2 0w
1 % ROW *  0s0 * 1000 ¥

% CHL * Cs+0 » Ce9 * .
%4 TABLE = 0+0Q,. =». 09 * 0.9 »
R A e AR LR R RNl
CELL FREG + i * 25 * 26 -
e % ROwW » 348 * G962 L
% Co6L * 77 # 11.3 » ,
% TAGBLE = Oed4 * 1047 *»  1lel *

HERARRBEERPED R FRREREIRR AR SR AR SRR RD LR RN

CCELL FREQ - 0 * 14 * 14 *
3 % RAW * 0.0 * 10040 *
% ceL * 0¢0 * 63 *

X TABLE » Ce0 » 640 * 640 *
TS ST E R TR F SR Y LRSS RIS RSN SS R SR RS R 2 X X
CELL FREQ =+ 2 * 20 . » ze »
4 A R&w * 91 * 90D+8 »
: % Col. * 1504 * F0 * .
% TABLE = 09 » 8¢5 * ek *
ERRABRRRRNEN SRR RRENRERR R P B R AR R R R RN RER RN RN
ChLL FREG = 1 * g5 26 #
5 % ROw ¥ 348 * 96e2 *
% CoL . * 77 *  11.3 * :
% TABLE # Ok * 10e7 * 1101 -
EAERR P AR R RN RN RRRETRT RN BRI NN RN
CELL FREG = 1 » 13 * 14 »
6 % ROW #* 71 * 929 . »
% CoL » 77 » ) *
% TABLE Ol * 546 » 6+0 *
P R R R R Ry e L e R T
CELL FREG = i * 2h * 25 *
7 % . RGW *  4e0 ® 964D &
% CoL * 707 » 103 »
% TABLE »  Os% * 1043 *» 1047 *

EX LRSS RIS SRR SR S Z ] I ZEEEE RS RESSES SRS SR T ]

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

401 19V



CELL FREQ = 1 * 17 * 18 - »
8 % ROw s S5+6 * 94,4 *
% CuL 77w 747w

% TABLE « Det » 743 » 77 »

T R T T L L L T LT Ty
Ctil FREQ 1 * 22 * 23 J
9 Y ROW * 43 *» 95,7 *
~ o Coy »* 77 » 1040 »
% TABLE =« Coedt * et * 9.8 *
LR N N R LY T Ty T uraypae g
CELL FREQ « c L 4 * 4 -
10 % ROw- * 00 * 1000 *
% CeL * 00 * 1.8 *
. % TABLE = Q.0 *° 1e7 * 17 »
ERRPRE RN RN AR RN AR RN RNE RS LN R AR R RN RRA RN TR
CELL FREQ@ «# 4 » 14 * 18 »
11 % ROW ®  P2a2 * 7748 *
% CoL * 308 * 643 *
%X TABLE = 1e7  » 640 » 77 »
B L R O S N gy
CELL FREQ » 0 * 18 * 18 *
12 % ROW * 00 * 10040 *
% Cuu * 0e0 " 8.1 *
4% JTJABLE = Qe » Je7 * 7¢7 »
RARREE RN AR R RN AR R R P AR B RRRE N T ERRN NN
CELL FREQ 1 * 23 » 24 »
13- % Row » b4e? ¢ 95,8 *
% Ccol * 7e7 * 104 ¥
X TABLE » [+ X2 * 9.8 * 10+3 *

(AR A AL S A NEIEE RS AL SRR T RT R WY P WIY Pegop g

TL C3L FRY 13 z21 . 234
"X TABLE 556 Q4o by
TOTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER NBT RESPENDING: 7 PERCENT 8F TBTAL! 24190

PLARSEN CHI SQUARE TEST BF ASSGCIATIVITY: 1209130 5 DF = 12 3 P = 043754

o/
SYMHETRIC LAMBDA 0+01357
o
CRITERION .- PREDICTER LAMBDA
R8W COLUMN De01442

CHLUMN - ROy 0400000 -

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

*qUod gol TIgVL



RYWS REPRESENT! PRESENT POSITIONI 1 = ADMINISTRATIBN: 2 = BEHAVIBRAL SCIENCE;
3 = CURRICULUM AND INSTRUCTIZN; 4 = ENGINZERING TECHNILBGY

’

COLUMNS REPRESENTS 70 IN YSUR BPINION, WAS ONE WEEK LCNG £NBUGH FGR THE GSUMMER INSTITUTEs
1 = YES; & = N+«

TETALS
1 2 .
e R I YT L EIA RS EES SR SR AR SRS R RS SRR RS X2 2 )
. CELL FREQ » 8¢ * 6 * 86 »
1 % ROW * 9340 ¥ 700 *

% coL *» 37.2 * 667 *
%4 TABLE # 35,7 * 247 * 3844 "
YL ISTIRZETERESEREYE R RS R RS SR SR RS RE RSN LS S )
CELL FREQ = 49 » 0 * 49 »
2 % RBw * 1000 » 00 *
% COL - # P28 * 000 *
% TABLE #* 21.S » 0sd * 219 *
ITEZ XS EFSSIREEETEERE RS ST ER IR SRR R SRS A X R R R X
CELL FREQ = 71 » 3 * 74 #*
3 % RYW’ * 9549 * 4el *
% col *#  33.C # 333 *
% TABLE #3147 “ 1e3 *  33.0 *

HRRFAREFTARR EAARRERRFE ARAERFRERL N AR RN NRRR R

CELL FREQ » 15 » 0 . = 19 » -
4 % ROW * 100+0 * 0«0 * ~
- % col » 740 * 0«0 *

% TABLE » 6e7 * Q+0 . » 647 »

IS ETNASENESESNEE SR SIS SRS AR SR R SRR SRR

TL COL FRO 215 9 22k
%  TABLE 95498 4402
© TETAL SAMPLE SlZEﬁ 241 NUMBER NGT RESPBNDING: 17 BERCENT 8F TOTALY 705
PEARSBN CHI SCUARE TEST 8F ASSBCIATIVITY: k6317 5 OF = 3 4 P = 0:2008

SYMMETRIC LAMBDA 1§ 0.00000

CRITERION . : PREDICTER LAMBDA
ROW ) COLUMN 0+00000

COLUMN ROwW : ' 0.0000¢C

ERIC .

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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ROwS REPTESENTS CLUSTZIR: 1=23REWARD; 2xCHICAGR; 3=HAMFTEN; 4:AILLSB9RBUGH: 5=JACKSONVILILE
. 63LONG [SLAND; 7=MIAM]=DADE;
11=SACRAMENTE; 12= STe PETERSSURG; 13=5AN FRANCISCO.

CULUMNS REPRESENT: 7« IN YEBUR BPINIBN, WAS BME WEEK LONG ENSUGH FOR THE SUMMER INSTITUTE

1 = YES' 2 = NG»

TOTALS
1 Z
’ IEREEEENLI LR RS EEFREREE PR EW RE PR PER R PR R R PP gy
CELL FREQ » 2 - 0 » 2 e
1 % ROW *» 1000 * [oX 0] *

% coL » 0e3 s 000 *
A TABLE = 08 @ 00 »* 08 *
[ EZ AR E R AR R SRS R SRR SRS SRR I EE R FEUCE PRy )
“ELL FREQ = 25 * 1 » 26 *
[ % ROW * 962 * 3+8 *
4 CoL * 11.0 *  11el  »
% TABLE » 10456 * Oed + 110 »
I EZ RS ELEIEEEE RS Y XN YR FE TR DR RN IR gy
CELL FREQ » . 315 D 15 .
3 %  ROW # 10040 * 00 *
% CoL * 6e6 * U0 »
% TABLE » 6ol * 02 * bul »
HRRERREER AR RRRRERERRREREF RS PSRt RERERRN
CELL FREQ = 19 » 2 * 21 *
4 % ROW * 905 » 345 »
4 Cal ¥ Bel # P2e2 »
% TABLE = 8e1 * Qe8 * 8+9 *
[ ZXEZEERBENT R R FEEEE TR NT I [ ZE XX EE SR NEETEN RN
~ CEL{L FREQ = 24 * 2 * 26 »
5 %  ROW * 9243 * 797 »
% C6L * 10e6 ¥ 222 %
% TABLE »  10e2 * 0+8 * 1140 »
IEE A R EARL SR REYELE R ESTRRYREERIN RREEE Y Y Pt
CELL FRER * 14 * [V is »
& % ROW * 10000 * 00 %
% Cal * 6o * U0 *

% TABLE # 549 » 00 % 5.9 %

IEZEZ T XS ET EETE Y FEENYTY PR TR T IR R ey

CCELL FREQ » 26 L3 0 * 26 »

7 % ROW * 100+0 * 00 *
4 CBL * 1145 * 00 *
% TABLE =+ 11.0 * 0«0 *» 11.0 »
R QI""\'}**l’ll***l“-*"’&'***""il’ (EZTEEEERTXE)
O
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BaNEW HAVEN; 9=8RLANDB: 10=PENSACHLA;
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CELL FREQ = 18 » 0 . 18 »
8 . X ROW * 1000 b 042 *
% Cuol - 7¢9 * 00 »
% TABLE » 766 » 00 »* 706 »
ER AR R RN R R RN R R B IR SRR R RN R RN R KRS NN NN
CELL FREG = 22 o+ 4 » 23 »
9 A RUW * Y9347 * 443 *

% CoL . 9e7 » 11,1 .
% TAELE » Fe3 * Osty * D7 »

IE2E RS RS RN RS2SRSS R RSS2 2N

CELL FREG = 4 * 0 * 4 »
10 % Ruw * 1000 * 00 *-
% CbL * 1.8 * Q.0 *

% TABLE =« 147 » 0y » 17 -

CRBERRRRARALR R R FERSRERERER R RN Rl BN

CELL FREQ = 19 » 0 o 19 »*
11 % R8w * 10040 » (0F%e] *
<X cul * Bek * 0.0 *

% TALLE » Bel * 0y3 ' » 8o *
[EE A FEEE RN ST EE SRR SRS SRS SRR R SRR A ERE L 20
. CELL FREQ # 17 ¥ 1 * 18 * ’
ig % ROW * 9Ly * Se6 » ; ) . .
% CoL » 745 » 111 *
% TABLE » 7e2 * Qe * 76 *

[T R AR E S R RN N RE PR A A E R T L EE LR R

CELL FRE@ = 22 2 » 24 . .
13 % ROw * 91+7 % 8,3
% CbL *» 9»7 s 222 *
% TASLE *  9¢3 % D3 % 1042 »
I ZEEZEREEEEEI RS PR RS R LRSS R R PRI EEEES SRS R RS L E 2
TL COL FRG 227 9 236
% TABLE 96¢13, 3481 .
TUTAL SAMPLE SIZE: =241 NUMBER N9T RESPGNDING: 5 PERCENT 85 TeTalL: 2:07
PEARSBN CHI SGUARE TEST BF ASSBCIATIVITY: 8e3221 . 4 OF = 12 } P = 007595

SYMMETRIC LAMBDA ! 0+00913

CRITERION PREDICTOR : LAMBDA

RoW COLJMN 0.00352

COLUMN RBW 0,00000
O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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TASLE 12A ,

REWS REPRESENT! PRESENT PBSITI3N: 4 = ADMINISTRATIEN) 2 = BEHAVIERAL SCIENCE;
3 = CURRICULUM AlD INSTRUCTISNI 4 = ENGINEERING TECHNBLBGY.

COLUMNS REPRESENT: 8. 48w LBNG DID YBU (B8R WILL YBU) STAY IN SBUTH FLORIDA.
1 = JUST FBR THE SUMMER INSTITUTE.
2 = ADDITIANAL DaYS.

TOTALS
1 2
BREPRRBRRBRRBBERRERBERELRE SRR REZRERERLRNERT "
CELL FREQ@ = 41 * 18 * 59 -
1 % RoW * 695 +  30.5 *

Z CaL * 373 * 39} *
Z TASBLE # 263 # 11.5 * 37.8 -
L S o T e R I T T L T XY

ChilL FREG = 24 * 13 * 37 “

2 % RAW * 64e9 w 35.1
% Csl # 21.8 * 2843 *
% TARLE * 154 * 823 * 23¢7 »
HRERBLEBRETERBRRREN DR ERRRRERARNULEEREEEEER
CELL FREG 38 » 13 * 51 *
3 % . ROW * 745 *  ?25.5 .
% CceL * 3465 * P23e3 -
% TablE * Phey * 8e3 * 327 -
RREPERBREIRRBUPEAERRERRER A RFERERERRERRRTREPRERR
CELL FREQ = 7 . 27 = e 3
4 %  ROW * 778 * 222 *
% C3L * 6ol L 443 »
% TABLE ®  4e5 % 1e3 & 5.8
ARRBRRSPREREEBRRRET RGN ERRRRRRRRR RN ARER
TL 8L FRQ 110 45 156
% TABLE 70451 29449 .
TETAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER N3T RESPONDING: 85 PERCENT BF TBTAL! 3527
<vm>mmcz CHI SQUARE TEST 8F ASSOCIATIVITY: 12176 3 COF = 3 } P = Qe7488

SYMMETRIC LAMBDA 1 0+00000

CRITERIBN PREDICTER LAMBDA
RYW COLUMN 0400000
CoLUMN ROwW 0000090

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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R8wWS REPRESENT: CLUSTER: 1=BRBwAKD; 2=CHICAGH; 3=HAMPTON; 4=4ILLS3BROUGH; S3JACKSBNVILLE;
6=LUNG ISLAND; 7sMIAMI~DADC: 8=NEW HAVEN; 9=89RLANDO; 10=PENSACOLAS
11=SACRAMENTO; 12+ ST« PETERSBURG; 13=SAN FRANCISCS.

CoLUMNS REPRESENT! Bs HO LOBNG DID YBU (B8R wWILL YBU) STAY InN SBUTH FLBRIDAW
1 = JUST FBR THE SUMMER INSTITUTE.
2 = ADDITIBNAL DAYS»

TOTALT
1 2
P A R T R LT L LT Ty T N O u N
CELL FREG +# 0 * 0 L 0 »
1 % RDW » 00 # Q0 *
%  CuL * 0+0 » 040 *

% TABLE 00 * 0.0 * 0.0 &
R Z S LY T TR SR T TRy 3

CELL FhtQ + 13 » 1D * 23 1]

2 % RGW * 565 * 4365 »
% CoL * 1142 ¥ 22+2 »

% TALBLE = Sl * &2 * 1443 -

LA ZET IR RS RN SR E SR EE SRS EE IR RS ELEE NS FEE R R E FY

. CLLL FREQ = 11 * 3 » 14 »
3 % ROw * 786 *  2leb »
% CHL * 9eH * He7 *

% TABLE » 68 » 1.9 » 847 »

IR E L ST ERE RS RS PR REEREEY R EEET ER RS R R L SN Y Y

CELL FREG = 7 * 2 * g *
4 % ROw * 7708 * P22 *
% CHL » 6+0 * 494 *

% TABLE = 4.3 * 1.2 * 56 »

R RAERRREAFERRRRRRAR IR ARSI N B RRRR AL A BB RERNFR

CLLL FREQ +* 17 * & * 23 *
5 %4  ROWw % 7345 * 260} hd
% COL * 1407 * 133 *

4 TAELE » 1046 * 347 * 14,43 »
**il&qi*i*li4{**!**6***&!**)*&*}ﬁ*ii**{l**i
CELL FREQ [ * o] * 11 »
[ % RBW * 5445 #4505 *
% COL A 52 * 1led *
% TABLE » 327 * 361 * 6e8 *

2 R E S RS RS RS AR A RREIRESE SRR RS EER EE RS

CELL FRED = 0 = 0 0
7 % ROW * 0«0 %  Ded x,
% CaL *  0v0 % DD »

X TABLE » 0«0 * 0.0 * 0.0 *

AR R SRR A EEEEE AR RIS R RS R L R 3
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CELL FREG » 8 * 6 . 14 »
8 % ROw *  57.4 ® 4249 *
% Col * 619 # 133 ¥

% TABLE » 540 * 37 * 87 »
ERARCRR BB R RN AN R NI R R RN RN RN SR d N TN NN
CELL FREQ = 15 » 1 * 16 *
9 % ROWw * 9348 * 6e3 *
% CcoL * 1249 * 2e2 »
% TABLE + Se3 * Oeb » 949 *
RRRERR R RER R R RN R R DR RN G N BN R RN R RS R RR NN
CELL FREQ » 3 * b * 4 »
10 % RUW * 7540 * 25+0 »
% (6L * 26 » 2e2 *
% TABLE » 149 * Ueb * 295 »
D L R T T e A Y I I AT
CELL FREG = 13 » 4 » 17 »
11 % RO9W * 7645 * 2345 *
% Col *# 11.2 » 8¢9 *
% TABLE = fel » 25 ¥ 106 »
ERR AR BB R RN R R RN RN E R RRR AR R RN NN
CELL FREQ = 8 * 1 * 9 »
12 4 ROW * 8849 * 111 * :
%  CcaL * 6¢9 * 2e2 *
4% TABLE = 50 * Oeb # 5¢6 *
B R AT 0 R IR IR R
CELL FREQ » 15 * & * 21 »
13 Z RUOW * Tle4 * 2846 *
% CcalL * 129 ¥ 1343 *
* TABLE * 943 * 367 » 130 *

WRRBRFEHRERRE R RN R RRRRERERI IR RRERR

TL COL FRG 116 45 161
% TABLE 72+05 2795
TOTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241  NUMIER NBT RESPENDING: 80 PERCENT oF TBTALS 33+20
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TABLE 13B cont.
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R 1°IT = geC »* £ce0g gel2 & 00 * 0sG * 0°*0 #* 0+0 * 0+0 * MA¥ %
. 87 * 2 * I * & * c * 0 * 1 » 0 * o} #* 0 *» 0344 9730
AR RURTERN G L R R R AR R T e AR AFRERTDE R R R R LR REER R RRBUREHL TR K ERERERERFTRR DR RETERTRERRFATRRRTRERERRF R RN RN
* gy - c°0 .+ 0+0 » €9 * LT ® 0°*0 * 0+0 * 0°*0 * Ce*0 * 00 *  3789vl %
» 0*0 * 0+0 * 1207 « Esh] +# 0+0 * 0°0 * 0e° »* 0+*0 * Q0 *» 183 %
* 0°*0 * Q°0 “ Ge2L » wel2 » 00 * 00 * 0* * 0°0 * 00 * MGY %
L 41 * 0 * 0 b 1 - € * G * 0 * 0 * 0 L] 0 « 0344 1732

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

E\.



TABLE 14 .

RIWS REPRESENT: PRESENT P8SITIGNI 1 = ADMINISTRATION; 2 = BEHAVIORAL mnmmzmwu
3 = CURRICULUM AND INSTRUCTION; 4 = ENGINEERING TECHNOLEBGY.

COLUMNS REPRESENTS 10« DID YBU HAVE ENSUCH FREE TIME DURING THE SUMMER INSTITUTE.
1 = YES; 2 = NOo i v

“

L

TOTALS
1 2
RHRERERRRNSEER RN ..'t‘.xt‘*‘#tt*#t*tt‘t“#tt#**tttt
CELL FREQ = 63 » 22 » 85 »
1 X Raw * T4} * 2549 *
X CHL * 412 *« 314 - ) '
% TABLE = 2843 » 9.9 % 38.1 »
XTI EE SR I RSY PSSR RS SRS ES RS SRR S 2 R 2 R X
CELL FREG = 34 * 16 * 50 »*
2 % REW * 680 « 320 »*
% C3L *  22+2 « 2249 »
% TABLE » 152 * 7.2 * 224 »*
ARRRRRBABRRERERRRRRERRRRRRERTERERR RS RN RRSRRN
 CELL FREG = 47 »* 25 * 73 »*
3 % ROW * Ehel * 3546 *
X CaL # 3067 * 371 »
% TABLE # 21s1 * 117 *  32.7 »

‘“"**“““““““*‘*“““““““4‘“** .

CELL FREQ = 9 » 6 » 15 »*
4 % Rew * 6000 * 40.0 *
% CeL » 59 * . 8eb »

%4 TABLE » 400 » 27 * 6.7 »

I EEZEE SRS RS SR SA RS 222 RS AR R 2 R RS 2R X

TL C3L FRrRQ 153 . 70 223

%  TAULE 68.61 3139
TOTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER NOBT RESPONDING: 18 PERCENT BF TBTALS: . 747
PEARSEBN CHI SWUARE TEST 8F ASSSCIATIVITY: 243276 ; DF = 3 3 P = 05072

SYMMETRIC LAMBDA ! 0401923

CRITERION PREDICTOR LAM3DA

REW COLUMN 0402899 \UFbm
i
CBLUMN REOW ‘ 0.00000 ! f

E



, ' : ’

ROWS REPRESENTS CLUSTER} 1=BROWARD; 2=CHICAGO; 3=HAMPTON; 4 =HILLS3CROUGH) 5=JACKSBNVILILES
65=LONG [SLAND; 7:=MIAMI~DADE; 8B=NEw HAVEN; 9=BRLAND®s 10=PENSACBLA;
11=5ACRAMENTE; 12z STe PETERSBURG; 13=SAN FRANCISCH.

COLUMNS REPRESENTS 10« DID YBU HAVE ENBUGH FREE TIME DURING THE SUMMER INSTITUTE.
1 = YES; 2 = NOo»

TBTALS
1 2
R I I I
Chtl FREQ » 2 » 0 » 2 #
1 A Rbw * 100+0 » 0+0 »

% CBL * 1e2 » 040 *
%4 TABLE » Ge9 * 0e0 * Q.3 *

LEZ A AR EEEEL LIRSS SRS SRS RS RS XX 2

CLLL FRER » 12 * 14 » 26 »
2 4 ROw * 4662 * 538 *
% C®L » 7ok » 19+2 »
% TABLE = Bl 2 1600 ¢ 11s1 s
LE X 2N R R e R P E PSRN ER TS R N Y
CELL FREG » 8 * 7 » 15 »
3 4 ROwW * 5343 * 467 *
%  Catk » 49 » Feb *

4 TABLE » 3k » 3+0 » Gek »
e N T T
CELL FREG 13 » 9 * 22 »
4 % ROW *  59.1 » 4009 *
% CoL *» 840 123 *
% TABLE 5¢5 * 3:8 » Sely »*
R R L R L L E L T T
CELL FREQ@ ee * 3 * 25 *
] % RUW * 880 * 120 »
4 CBL » 1346 * 4y *
% TABLE » Se4 * 13 * 10,6 »
HRFHER LR RN U RN RN b BRI R H RN NN
CELL FREG + 10 * 4 » Y *
6 % ROW * 714 * P8+6 *
' % CaL » 6e2 » 545 *
% TABLE = be3 » 1¢7 * 6.0 »
BREEE R B AR R RN RN RN NN R RN PR R RN NN NN N
CELL FREG » 18 » 8 » 26 *
7 % ROW * 6942 * 308 »
X CoL = 11.1 *» 1140 »
% TABLE 77 » 34 * 11.1 *

LR A R L R R R R R S FE RS RS RS EREE S TR R Y

ERIC -

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

cgicti

ant



CELL FREQ = 8 * 10 * 18 *
8 X ROW = *» L4y * 5546 *
X CaL » 49 1347 *

% TABLE » Jek » 4¢3 * 77 »
IEEZ AR R EREEEEZESSEETS R TSR Y FREFRRR F IR R FIT N W
CELL FREQ = el * 2 * 23 *
9 % RSW * 913 * 8¢7 *
% CHL * 130 * 2e¢7 *
"% TABLE » 8¢9 * 0e9 * Fe8 *
IEEZ RS XS ARSI SRR E SR RR LRI FE R Y FWE SRR WG grgrgey
CELL FREQ » 4 * 0 » i »
10 % ROW * 1000 * 00 *
4 COL * 2e5 * 00 *
4 TABLE #» 147 * 0+0 * 1.7 *
IR EE R RS AR TR FEER SRR RS FRE Y FFIEE FI TR R R
Cetl FREQ = 14 * 4 * 18 *
11 %  RUW * 7748 * 222 ®
% CoL * 86 * 545 *
% TABLE =+ 6+0 * 1e7 - 767 *
(B2 ZEREEAZ 2R FTE R RRER LTS R FEE TR TR S A g e
CELL FREG = 11 * 7 * 18 »
12 % ROBw *  61le} * 3849 *
% Col * be 8 * 946 »
%  TABLE = he7 * 3¢ * 797 ¥
h"’*”*i‘***'}"‘**l'***{*?**'ﬁ*‘l‘}}*'*'*'**{
CLLL FREG = 19 * 5 = 4] »
13 %  ROW 792 * 2008 *
% Cul *# 1147 » 6+8 »
¥ TABLE = 8el * 2ol * 10.2 »

REBRRBRLERRRRRR TR RREERFERRR SRR L RRXTRRRER SN

TL C8L FRQ 162 73 . 235
%X TABLE . 68+9% 31.06
. TUTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER N3T RESPONDING; 6 PERCENT BF T8TAL: 249

PEARSON CH] SGUARE TEST 8F ASSECIATIVITY: 2847518 3 DF = 12 13 P = 00043

SYMMETRIC LAMBDA 004365

CRITERIBN : PREDICTBR LAMBDA
RUW COLUMN : 0¢04785

CBLUMN . Rew 0+05479

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic: .
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TABLE 15A

REWS REPRESENTS PRESENT P8SSITISNS 4 = ADMINISTRATION; 2 = BEHAVIOBRAL SCIENCE}
’ 3 = CURRICULUM AND INSTRUCTION} 4 = ENGINZERING TECHNOLOGY.

COLUMNS REPRESENT: 11 Imz‘chro Y8U RATE THE SUMMER INSTITUTE.
1 = EXCELLENT: 2 = GBEBD; 3 = FAIR, 4 = PBIR.

TBTALS
1 o2 3 4
RRBRBRPEBERRRPERFERRREF L RRRREFRRRRRFRXERRTER R R TR EIN NN NN
CELL FREQ = 42 » 38 * 4 * 1 * 85, #
1 % ROw * 494 * 4447 “ 47 * ‘1.2 *
% CcoL * 393 * 432 * 18+2 # 333 »

X TABLE » 13¢1 # 173 * 18 x 05 » 38B.6

RBPBREERF P RERBRRERE S LERBRAR PR LR LD R AP RIS RFIREDRATRERFEXRR SR NN

CELL FREQR = 22 =« 21 * 6 * 1 » 50 =
2 % Riw *  4beQ * 4240 * 12.0 » 2e0 *
% Ccub * 206 # 23¢9 » 2743 ¢ 3343

%4 TABLE »# 100 » Se5 * 2¢7 . & 05 * P2e7 *

[ XTSRS ST R RS RS SR RN SR RS RS AE SRR SRS SRR RS RS RS S SR R RS LR N

CELL FREG = 34 * 24 * 11 * 1 * 70 *
3 X RuW * 4846 * 333 * 157 » led. *
% CoL » 31.8 * 27+3 « 500 * 333 *

% TABLE =+ 1545 » 109 * 50 * 0e5 #3148 *

ERRRFRNRERBT RS RN E T IR I GNWERT IR P IRR R TR NN NG RR R

CeLlL FREQ = 9 - 5 * 1 * 0 » 15 »
4 X ROw * 600 * 333 * bHe7 . Qe »
% (oL * Bel * S5e7 » 445 » 00 »

% TASLE = 4ol » 2¢3 * 045 * 00 » 643 »

*.-.tt‘l.*t*tt‘ttt‘ttt_lttt*t*l.!‘tﬁ*ttl***#*tt*tt*t*h'#t*t*it*t****

TL COL FRQ 107 838 a2z 3 220
% TABLE 48464 4000 1000 136
TBTAL SAMPLE SIZE:- 241 NUMBER N3T RESPENDING:Y 21 PERCENT BF TBTAL: 8e¢71

PEARStEN CHI SWUARE TEST CF ASS8CIATIVITY: .u.woow } DF a2 9 i P = 06059

SYMMETRIC LAMBDA 002823

CRITERIBN PREDICTER : LAMBDA
Riw CBLUMN © 0e05185

- COLUMN - ROw . 000000

O

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

[E
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RIWS REPRIESENT CLUSTER?: 1=28ROwWARD; 2=CHICAGO; 3=HAMPTON; 4sHILLS30ROGUGH; 5aJACKSONVILLE;
6=LOBNG ISLANDJ /7=2MIAMI=-DADE; 8aNEW HAVEN;) 9=8RLANDOJ 10+PENSACBLA: )
11=SACRAMENTD) 12= ST PETERSBURG: 13=54N FRAMCISCE. :

CHLUMNS REPRESENTS 11e. HOW wBULD YBU RATE THE SUMMER INSTITUTEZs
1 = EXCELLENT; 2 = GBBD; 3 a FAIR; 4 = PBUR,

TOTALS
1 2 3 4
HERRFRRRFREEARERRRRRRBRRRR R RN AR R AR RRRAR R R RN R RR AR AR NS
CELL FREQ » 2 2« 7 0 0« 0 » 2 o«
1 % ROw * 10040 » 040 * 0.0 * 0eQ *
% Cal * 18 .. 0s0 * 0sQ * O »

% TABLE = Ds9 » 0s0 * 00 * 040 » Q9 *

I I m I I I I I T I I T
CbkLiL FREQ =+ 4 * 15 * 5 * 1 * 25 .
2 % ROW *  156+D * 6040 * 200 » 449 *

% CoL * 3.5 * 163 * 21.7 * 3343 *

% TABLE = 1e7 » 615 * 22 » Coy * 1048 *
M L L R L T T T I T o i IR TIPRS T SRR T AP g R A
CELL FREQ = 4 » 12 * 0 * 0 » 14 *

3T ew A RDW = 2840 * 7le4 * Q0 * 0.0 *

% CaL * 349 # 1043 * 0.0 * 0.0 *

% TABLE = 1e7 * 443 * 0.0 » 0e * 6ol *
RARRER R RRER R RSB R AN R RN FE RN RN R R ERT R RRRE R RN RR RN N E R R DN B
‘CELL FREG # 11 » 8 - » V3 0 » 22+

4 % Rbw * 500 » 3644 ¥ 1346 * 0«0 *
% Cul » 947 * Be7 * 1340 »* 00 »*
% TAGLE »* LNy » 3¢5 * 143 * 0w 0 * 945 »*

2 XS R R L R R IR R R N A R RS R R R L RS SR SRS T RN ENR R YRR Y

Chlil FREGQ@ » 17 * 8 * 0 * 0 * 25 *
5 % ROwW *  68eC * 3240 * 00 * 0sQ =
» CiL * 1540 * 3e7 @ 0+0 » 0.0 »
* TABLE = 7ok * 35 * Us0 * 0«0 * 10,8 »
R Z R N ENE S RS SRR RE S SS R RSN AL RS SR NE RS SE S SRS SR N L B 2
CELL FRZIG » 7 0w 4 3 s 0 1h »
6 % RoOw ®* 50.0. *» 2846 « 2le4 * 00 *
% CoL * 62 * he3 * 1340 * 0«0 »
% TAHLE * 340 » 17 * 1.3 » UsQ * 6ol +
LR R AR I R TR R S R SRS R A AT R S S EE R RS R AR A XS Z R SRR IR R
CELL FREQ % 10+ 11 - 3 1 s 25«
7 % Rgw #*  40.0 * 444D = 12.0 * %40 *
% CoL » B8eR * 1240 * 13.0 * 33.3 »
% TABLE =« 4e3 » 43 » 1.3 L Oy * 1048 »
HMFFE RN KRR RE I N I N K NN I T N R R R R
O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic: .
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CelL FREQ = 6 » 10 * 2 » 0 * 18 »
8 % Ruow # 333 * B5e6 * 111 * Q00 »
A Cou * 53 #1009 * 87 [ DeD *
% TABLE » 206 * 4¢3 » O3 * 0.0 * 78 *
HRB AR R RN R R R RN RRR R RN NN RN R RN DB RER R RN RPN NRT R DR NN E W
CELL FREQ 22 * 1 4 0 * g » 23 »
9 % ROW * 8347 * 443 * 0.0 » 00 *
% CHL * 195 * ledl * 0.0 * 00 *
% TARBLE » Feb » Dely * 0¢0 * Q0 #* 1040 *
FXRRR R ERRE AR R ARARR BB RN R RFR TR A RRB R R DA R AR RN B RR RN BB RN AL R BRI RN RN
CELL FREQ » T * 0 * 0 * v * 4 ]
10 %  ROGW * 1000 » 090 * 0.0 * DeQ »
% Ccsl # 3¢5 * 0«0 L Ds0 . » O *
% TABLE = 1e7 * Q0 * QeD » 00 * 1.7 *
R R R L R R TR e
CELL FREQ = 9 » 6 » 3 * 1 * -~ 19 »
11 % RuWw * b7 el * 316 * 1548 » S5e3 *
X Col * 80 * 605 # 13.0 * 33,3 *
% TABLE » 3.3 » 26 » 13 * Ok * 8e2 *
BN AR RA R RN R RN RN TR R R RA IR IR RN RN RN TR SRR RN S NP
CELL FREG = 6 * 7 * 3 » S0 * 16 *
i2 4  Row * 375 * 4348 *  18.8 4 00 *
% Cc8L * 53 » 706 * 130 » 0¢0 »
4 TAuLE = 2e6 » 30 * 1+3 * D0 » 649 »
LR LI AR R R R E R E R SRR E R R LR S S AR R R RS SRR R R E S ES MRS SRR SEE R TR R P B
CELL FREL = 11 * 12 * 1 * 0 » 24 »
13 A Riw * 4548 * 500 * be2 * 0«0 *
*  Cul * 97 ¥ 130 * 443 » 0¢Q *
% TAGLE = 4o & * 52 » Qo4 * 00 * 1044 *
R T R N R R A A AT a2 RSN T R TR X X N R I A g R R PRy
TL CHBL FRU 113 92 23 3 231
% TABLE 48¢92 39+83 Ge96 1¢30
'IbfAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBRER NEBT RESPBNOJING: 10 PERCENT BF TOTAL: belB

PEARSON CHI SGUARE TEST 6F ASSHCIATIVITY: ) 64+1358 1 OF = 36

O

)

4

P = Q.0026

SYMMETRIC LAMBDA @ 0412963

CRITER]ON . PREDICTOR LAMBDA
- ROW COLUMN . 008738
COLUMN ’ _ REW 020333

RIC -

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

*quo0o gGT1 FILVL



” ) ¢

RUAS REPRESENT! PRESENT PBSITIONI 1 = ADMINISTRATIONS 2 = BEHAVIBRAL SCIENCE:
. 3 = CURRJCULUM AND [NSTRUCTIAN; 4 = ENGINEERING TECHNHLOGYs

LOLUMNS REPRESENT! 12+ WOULD YDU PREFER TB ATTEND A REGIBNAL SUMMER INSTITUTE (FBR EXAMPLE, IN
CALIFORNIA, NEW YBRK, BR FTe LAUDERDALE) RATHER THAN A NATIBNAL INSTITUTE.
1 = YES; 2 = NB»

TOTALS
1 2
L EEZIEZEI RS RS RESZSES ISR SRS SRS RS IR RS RS 8 2 20
CELL FREQ » 14 * 60 » 74 *
1 % ROW * 1849 * 81} L
%  COL * 2695 44494 »
% TAULE -« 745 * 3241 *+ 3946 *
IR XSRS RS FRL AR RS IR RE SR SRS S NSRS RS E SRR R 2
CELL FREQ 17 + 26 * 43 »
2 % ROW * 395 *  560+¢5 *
% Ccol * 327 ¥ 19+3 *
% TABLE « el ¥ 139 * 2340 *
X 2T SRS R RS R R EBEEE RS RS SEEEZZE SRR R RS L S L X2
CELL FREQ = 15 » 2 » 57 -
3 % RGw * 25643 * 737 *
C% . Cug * 238 ¢« 3141 » _
% TAELE = 840 * 2245 * 3045 »
I EE X2 EARSEZESZE RIS SRR R I ZES SRR NS S XSRS
CELL FREQ # ) * 7 * 13 »
4 %  RUOW *  kbe2 #* 538 *
X CaL * 115 * 592 »
% TABLE = 32 * 347 * 740 *

RHERRELRR R R R FFRT AR RFTRRREEREFERN TR

~ TL C3L FRA 5@ 135 187
% TABLE 27481 72+19

TE&TAL SAMPLE SIZEY 241 NUMBER N3T RESPGNDING: 5S4 PERCEMNT BF TBTAL: 224l
PEARSUN CHI SGUARE TEST 8F ASSBCIATIVITY: 8e1011 - DF = 3 & P = 00440

' SYMMETRIC LAMBDA 3 001818

" CRITERIBN PREOICTHR LAMBDA
RBW . COLUMN 002655
CBLUMN RBw 000000

FRIC - B

Aruitoxt provided by Eic
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RYUWS KEPRESENT?

CULUMNS REPRESENT: 12« A8ULD YBU PREFER T8 ATTEND A REGIONAL SUMMER [INSTITUTE
CALIFURNIA, NEW YBRK, B8R FTs LAUDERDALE) RATHER THAN A NATIGNAL INSTITUTE.

O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

”

1 = YES; & = NU»

TBTALS
i é
R URER RN R ERRRRRERFRRL R AR B RN AR R RN R R TR R RN
CLLL FKEG » 1 * 1 » 2 *

% ROW * B50eG * 50«0 *
X col * 1+8 * U7 *
% TABLE * 0e5 #  Us5 % 140 »

HRARERRERRRE R LRRRERRRRFERREERRERR R BN RR

CELL FREQ = g * 12 * 21 LI
% ROW ® 429 * 35701 *
4 C6L * 1358 * 845 *
% TAHBLE » 4e5 » 640 # 10+s6
IEXTSEFETRFTESFR SRS ESRSESTEEE RS S S SRR S X E
CELL FREQ 4 = 3w 13
% ROW * 3048 * 9.2 *
% CcaL * 72 C * 603 *

4 TABLE + 240 » 45 * 645 ®
N I I T I
CELL FREQ@ = 2. # i5 #* 17 »
% ROW * 118 *  5Be2 »
»  Cou * 3¢5 * 106 *
% TABLE *  1e0 % 745 *  Be5
R T R N N N L T s T
CElLlL FREG * 1 * 23 * 24 *
% ROW *  4ez % 95,8
% CoL > 18 *  16.2 *
% TABLE » 05 * 11.6 s 1261 *
AR R ARR IR R R R R RN N AR R TR R RR R AR R AR R RSN
CeLL FREQ » 6 * 6 % 12 ®
% ROW * 5000 * 50,0 *-
% C6L * 1045 * L XY *
% TABLE # 3+0 ® 3.0 » 6.0 *
HRRRE AR AR AR LR BRN PR AR RRT RN R RPN R R TR N NN
CELL FREQ = 6 * 12 # 18 ™
A ROW * 333 * Hb6e7 *
% CoL * 105 * 3¢5 »
% TABLE 3.0 * 60 * 9,0 *

LRSS R R R IR RIS RS R R SRS SRS S AR RN S ERE SRS R RS R E

a

CLUSTER! 1=BRBWARD; 22CHICAGH; 3I=HAMPTSN; 4aHILLSBOROUGHK) 5= JACKSHENVILLE:
6=LONG ISLAND; 7=M]AMI~DADE; ®anEw HAVEN; 9=BRLANDB; 10=PENSACOLA;
11=SACRAMENTE: 122 STe PETERSSURG) 13=5AN FRANCISCH,

{FBR EXAMPLE,

d9T ZI9VL



- 18 »

CELL FREQ » 4 * 14 »
8 % RoWw *  P2.2 ¥ 778 *
% COL * 7+0 * 9.9 »

% TABLE =+ 210 » 740 * 3.0 *

AR AL RS NEELRZETE RS TR RR FRIEE PR TR WEgege AR XSRS

CLLL FREQ = -1 » 13 * 19 *
9 4 ROWw * 503 ®  9he7 *
% CcoL * 148 1247 *
% TABLE » 0sH » 9+0 * g5 *
(RSS2 2L TR R N N RS T R S
CELL FREQ » 0] » 3 » 3 »
10 % ROW * 0+0 * 100+0 »
%4 CcaL * 0.0 » 2%} *
% TABLE + . 040 * 1+5 #* 1+5 *
L S R L v
CELL FREG = 8 * 8 » 16 »
11 4 ROW * 5040 * 500 *
4 CoL * 14,0 » b6 »

4 TABLE = 440 * 440 * 8+0 »

LERE LR ERY ] l‘l'&h*l'l#il*}{}*l*!ll*}l—lii!ii.**

CELL FRED » 3 » 11 * 14 »
12 A ROW * 2104 * 7896 *
% CoL » 593 * - 77 »

X TABLE = 1.5 *» 505 * 7+0 -

LE RS R R R R N Y S SY] FRHA AR RN RN %

CELL FREG # 12 » 10 * 22 »
13 A RUWw *  B445 * 4505 *
% CHL * 21¢1 * 740 »*

4 TABLE # - 640 * 540 *» 1.1 #

i-l-**l‘ll*l!ll‘{ii*!il*l}!*Illl'l-*"**l'-l***l*i—

TL ceL FRY 57 142 199

% TABLE 28464 71436
TOTAL SAMPLE S(ZE: 241 NUMBER NOT RESPBNDING: 42 PERCENT 8F TBTAL:  17.43
PEARSON CHI SUUARE TEST BF ASSOCIATIVITY: 32,6243 3 OF = 12 s P = 0s0011

SYMMETRIC LAMBDA ¢ 0+05603

CRITERISN ‘ PRECICTOR LAMBDA
REwW COLUMN 0406286
COLUMN - RBW 0+03509

ERIC .

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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TABLE 17A

REWS REPRESENTS PRESENT PBSITISN? 1 = ADMINISTRATIGN; 2 = BEHAVISRAL SCIENCES
) 3 = CURRICULUM AND INSTRUCTION; 4 = ENGINEERING TECHNBLEGY.

narcxzmxmvxmmmzqnHw.xmcro<mcz>244w>qqmzo>mcxxmxHzm4~4C4m>m>szmx4<m>D.
. 1 = YES; 2 = NGe

TBTALS
1 2
P Y YT 2222222 ST R 222222 2 2.8 2 1
CELL FREQ = 81 » 5 * 86 L
1 A ROW * "Ole2 » 5¢8 »

* CoLu * 3848 # 385 *
% TALBLE « 365 * 2e3 *  38¢7 »

TSI ST IS SI TSI EZRE SIS Y222 222222 2 2 2 L2 0 2 1

CELL FREQ 47 * 2 * 49 L
2 4 ROW * 959 * hel *
% ceL * 225 * 15e4 *

% TABLE » 21.2 * 0e9 * 22.1 «

TS TSRS SSE SIS R S S2 22223 2 22 R R A S0 02 2
=

CELL FREQ = 67 = 5 0+ 72 s
3 % R0W #9301 x 6.9 * . .
% CSL o+ 32¢1 = 385

% TABLE = 302 * 23 *  3Z2e4 *

FYeTe oSy Yt I YT I A2 2 22X 222 S R s sl d s Sl

CELL FREQ = i4 * 1 » 15 *
[ % ROW * Q933 » Ge7 »
X Col » 6e7 * 7¢7 *

% TABLE % 63 % Ce5 % 648 _ »

XTSI IR S ST S 2 2 2 2 4 [EXZ2ES T2 RSS2 S 29

TL CHL FRQ 209 13 222
% TABLE  94e14 5e86
TUTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER N3T RESPBNDING: 19 PERCENT BF T8TAL: 7+88
PEARSHN CHI SGUARE TEST BF ASSOCIATIVITY: Qe4527 3 DOF = 3 3 P = 09291 .
SYMMETRIC LAMBDA ¢ 0+00000

CRITERISON PREDICTBR LAMBDA . .
ROW COLUMN 0400000

CeLUMN RAW 000000 \umm

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

E



'
.

RbwS REFPRESENT: CLUSTER: 1=0RBWAARD; 2=CHICAGO; 3=HAMPTON; 4=H]LLS38RBUGH) 5=JACKSBNVILLE:

6=LENG ISLAND; 7=MIAMI~DADE’} 8=NEw HAVEN; 9=8RLANDB; 10=PENSACOLA;
11=SACKAMENTE: 12= ST+ PETERSSURGS 13=SAN FRANCISCH.

CULUMNS REFRESENT: 13« WBULD YU WANT TB ATTEND A SUMMER INSTITUTE AGAIN NEXT YEARe
o1 = YES; 2 5 Nf»

TBTALS
1 2
I EZEEFETES NS ESERE SRR RS AR S SRR R R ER SRS R 2 K X )
CELL FREG * 2 * 0 * 2 L
1 % Rtw * 100.0 * 040 *
% CdL * 09 * GeD »*

-% TAEBLE = Ce9 * 0+0 »* 0«9 »
HARE AR R A AR EH A SRR R RNRR RN T F AR RN R R RT R RN RN
CELL FREG » ee * 2 * 24 *
2 % RGw * 917 * B3 *
b4 CiL * 10.0 »* 143 *
% TABLE = Jek * oX%} * 10.3 -

I NI EESE RS SRS R 2L AR RS SRS ES S S2R R R Y

CELL FREG * 15 * 0 * .15 *
3 % ROw 3 100+0 * Ued *
% Col * 6+8 * Js0 *

% TABLE ¢ XL » 00 * 6ot *
IR EE NSRS RS LEE SRS R R RSN NEEEE SRR YR R R LS & 2
CELL FREG # 22 * 0 * 22 »
4 % ROw * 1000 3 0e0D +
% COoL * 100 * DD #
% TAHBLE = e b4 » 0.0 » St »

IR ZE AL REESE R A RS AR R AN SRS SRS LRSS X 2

CELL FREW = 25 * 1 * 26 »
5 % ROW * 962 * 38 *
~ Cou * 1144 * 701 *

%4 TABLE * 1047 * Ol = 1l.2 *

IESE A RS RE LSRR RS RS RS R AR EET ST RS EES YR

CELL FREQ # 12 = O 13 »
6 % ROw * 923 * 7¢7 *
% (6L * 5¢5 * 701 »*

% TABLE * 5¢2 ° Oek * 546 *
IR A R ER S 2R R AR R RS S EES SIS RAS FER SRR SR ¥
CELL FKEQ@ = 25 * 1 * 26 »
7 T % Row * 962 * 3.8 *
% ChL * 11leh * 791 *
% TABLE * 10e7 * Oet * 11.2 *

IEEREE SRR FSSA LSS SRS SRS RS SSNE RS L E R RR LR X3

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

gL1 FT9VL



CELL FREQ = 17 * 1 " 18 »
8 % RBOw * 9hel * Be6 *
% CcoL * 7+8 » 701 ®

4 TABLE = 7¢3 * Ot * 7e7 »
LE R A ESS SRR FE RS SR AR E SRS AL RSN RS EEE S N2
ChLl. FREG = - 22 * 1 * 23 »
3 %» RUw « 957 * 443 *
%A Co8L * 100 * 701 *
A TARBLE = Sel * Oed » 9.9 -
RAEERRARER R R R AR RN AR RN RN R ERR RN R NP RNRAND
CELL FRKEQ = 4 » 0 * i *
10 A ROWw - % 100e0 * G0 *
% CCL * 1.8 * 0.0 *
% TABLE =+ 1.7 * 0.0 » 17 *

IR R EE S R X S EE R E SRR R ESSNSR R SRS RS S N'Y ]

ChLL FREG » 16 » 2 » 18 »
11 % RBw * B89 * 111 *
% CoL * 73 * 143 *

% TABLE = 6e9 * D3 #* 77 »

[ Z 22X E R R RS RS R Z X E RS RIS EAE R TR RS R XSS EE Y]

ChtL FREG » 16 * ? * 18 -
12 % RBW *  §3¢9 111 *
% Cou » 73 *» 143 »

% TAGLE v 8¢9 . 09 % 747w
LEE 222 B R R AR 2T NSRS SRR AR SE RS XS AR RS X
ChLL FkEG = 21 » 3 * 24 »
13 %  ROw * 875 #1245 * -
% Csl » 96 = 2ls4 *
% TAQLE = 9.0 * le3 + 10,3 *

FUHERERERFTEFREEARREXERRP AR R R TR .

TL COL FRQ 213 14 233

% TABLE 9353 60} .
TOTAL SAMPLE SIZE! 241 NUMBER NIT RESPBNDING! 8 PERCENT BF TOBTAL:S 332
PE ARSON CHI SWUARE TEST 8F ASSHCIATIVITY: 720436 3 DF 2 12 "3 P = 08547

SYMHETRIC LAMBDA @ 0+00308

CRITERIUN PREDICTBR LAMBDA
R W : CBLUMN 0+00966
CaLuMn ROy 0e0000¢

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

*3UOD gLT FIdvi



”

RtwS REPRESENTS PRESENT PESITION? 1 = ADMINISTRATIGN; 2 = BEHAVIBRAL SCIENCE:
' 3 = CURRICULUM AND INSTRUCTIBN; & = ENGINZERING TECHN3LEGY.

CULUMNS REPRESENT: 15As WERE YBUR MUST PRESSING QUESTIGNS AB8UT THE GENERAL PRBGRAM STRUCTURE
) ANSAERED DURING THE SUMMER [NSTITUTE. - :

» 1 = YES; 2 a NO»
TOTALS
1 2
IS SESIER RS RSR PR FYR RS RS RS R ASRS RS X 228 2]
CELL FREQ@ 786 » 7 » 83 »
1 %¥ ROwW * 916 » 8ol »

% Ccal % 388 * 304 »
% TABLE * 347 * 3:2 * 27,9 *

IZTSTRZERZAREETR SRS FS SRR E SRR SERRSS R 82 2 1

CELL FREG = 46 * 4 * 50 +
I4 %  Rbw *  92+0 * 840 * ’
% Cob * 2343 * 174 .

% TABLE « 2140 » 1.3 ® 22,8 *
EYSETEIZ AR NRYRIRTFEEREIETELIELEESSER E T E L L X
CELL FREG =+ b4 » 9 73 0w :
3 % ROW = B747 * 123 *
4 Lol * 3247 % 39.1 *
% TABLE » 292 » hel * 33,3 »
IFR T RFE SRS ETEFES PR ERE N PE I LTRSS E RS SRR R X 3
CELL FREQ =+ 10 * 3 * 13 =
4 % Row * 7649 * 2341 *
% col »* 5edl *+ 130 *
% TAELE = bet » 1e4 * 59 %

(IEE TR REA RIS RS RSS SRS SRS SRR SRS SRS SRS S 2R

TL COL FRQ 196 23 219
% TABLE 89450 10-50
TOTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER N&6T RESPONDING: 22 PERCEINT BF TBTALS 9.13
PEARSBN CHI SGUARE TEST BF ASSBCIATIVITY: 341570 3 DF = 3 3 P = 0+3681

SYMMETRIC LAMBDA 0.012%58

CRITERIBN PREDICTBR LAMBDA

REW COLUMN ‘ 0e01471
CBLUMN ROW 0400000

O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

V61 TIEVL



.

ROWS REPRESENT G CLUSTER: 1=BRBWAKD; 2=CHICAGH; 3=HAMPTSN; 4=HILLSBERHUGH; 5=JACKSBNVILLE;
6=LUNG JSLAND; /=MIAMI=DACE; B=NEw~ HAVEN; 938RLANDE; S0=PENSACBLA;
11=SACRAMENTB; 12= STe PETERSBURG; 13=5aN FRANCISCSH.

CHLUMNS REFRESENTS 15A« RERE YBUR MUST PRESSING QUESTIONS ABBUT THE GENERAL PREGRAM STRUCTURE
T ANSWERED DURING THE SUMMER INSTITUTE.
1 = YES, 2 = NUe

TOTALS
i 1 2
TN R Ll L R A e
CELL FREQ 2 »* 3 * 2 »
1 %  RUW * 1000 * 0D *

% CuL * 1e0 » Ded *
% TAGBLE = DeB9 » 0e0 * DS »
R R L L L L L L L L Ly p g B R e g TRy
CELL FKEGQ =+ 20 = 6 * 26 s

2 % ROW * 7648 *» 2441 *

% CuolL * 9o 8 » 250 »

A TAGLE » B8e7 * 25 11k *
BASRE RSB KR RF R RSN AR R NN R RN RN NN RN
CELL FRER » 14 * 1 * 15 »*

3 % RI9W * 933 * 67 »

% Cul »* 6e8 » Y- »*
% TABLE = 6el * Ol » 646 »

A S PSS N EIEREREETRS SRR SRR RS RRS RS RS 2L 2 2 )

CELL FKEG el * 1 » 22 »
4 % ROwW * 39545 * 405 *
% CoL * 10.2 » hep

2 TABLE e # Qey * 96 »
ERARRE RN RN R RN R R R AR RS TR RN RN RN DN EN N
CELL FRE@ = 24 » 1 * 25 »
5 %  ROW * 9640 » 4.0 *
T % CoL * 11e7 »* b2 »
% TABLE » 105 » Ot * 10.9 *
BRRRRR SRR AR R RN ERRRA RN N R R R RN R RN NS
CELL FREQ = 8 * 3 * i1 »
5 % ROW * 7247 * 273 *
4  COL * 3¢9 *» 125 *
%A TABLE = 3¢5 » 13 ] LT%:] »
HRRRRE R ERTR R RN RE R RRR RN R RR RN R R RN RN RN N
- CELL FREQ = 25 * 1 * 26 »
7 % ROW * 962 » 38 »
% CAL # 122 * 442 *
% TABLE. # 10e9 * Os4 * 1144 *

ARBBRRORARARRERRRRTRRRRRDRR DR AR RD S BSH NN

ERIC .

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

gh1 TIEVL



CELL FREG = iz » 6 » 18 *
8 %4 ROw *» 6607 # 333 »
% CuL » 5.9 r 254D *
% TABLE # Se2 . » 26 » 719 *
EX S S X 2 Q’l'l‘ll*'****’*'l’ll*lllf’iQ‘l\lh’*&i'
CELL FREQ »- 22 * 1 L4 23 .
9 % ROw * 9547 * 43 *
% CoL » 107 * be2 »
% TABLE = 96 » D4 * 1040 *
'ﬂ’Ii{’!l'll*{*"*I'i}l'l**"’"‘l'bt'{{&iiiﬁ
CELL FREG 5 » 0 * 4 »
10 % RYwW * 1000 * 0+0 »
% CoL » 20 » Q¢0 »
% TABLE » 1e7 » 0+0 » 1.7 .
i’i"ib'i'**li*"!'*ia&&!Ill*!'*‘*I**lﬁl"!*
CELL FREG = 17 » 2 » 19 b
11 % Rdw * 595 ¥ 105 *
% CuL * 83 * 8¢3 »
% TABLE = 74 » 0.3 * 83 »
illl!'{il'*'l*#"'i*li*if!iﬁ*{i‘**lli"’*"
CELL FREG = 14 » 2 »* 16 -
12 % RGw * 8745 * 125 *
% CoL » 6§ » 83 »
& TAOLE «x Lal » 0:2 * 70 *
ﬁ{ll"#*'*}‘l*l""'*l*'II!"*"Q""'!*""’}**
CELL FREQ = 22 * 0 * 22 *
13 XA Row # 100D » 00 *
A CobL * 107 * D+0 *
% TABLE 2-86 » De0 » 26 *
LR A A RS EEE EE LY FERE R EE Wy gy A S FEY I EWEEY T
TL COL FRQ 205 24 228
%X TABLE 8352 10+48
TOTAL SAMPLE SIZE! 2%%1 NUMBER NBT RESPaANDING: 12 PZRCENT OF TOTAL: 498
PEARSUN CHI SGUARE TEST gf ASSBCIATIVITY: 25¢3902 ; OF = 12 ; P 3 0.0131
. SYMMETRIC LAMBDA 0002203
CRITERIEN PREDICTBR LAMBOA
R?N COLUMN 0.02463
CHLUMN : ROW 0,00000
i
O .

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

*3uod g61 ITIIVL

]



.
v

KOWS REPRESENTS PRESENT POSITIONI 1 = AOMINISTRATION: 2 = BEHAVIGRAL SCIENCE:
3 = CURRICULUM AND INSTRUCTIBNS % = ENGINEERING TECHNBLBGYs

COLUMNS REPRESENT: 15bs WERE YBUR MUST PRESSING QUESTIONS ABHUT SEMINARS WITH NATIONAL
: . LECTURERS ANSWERED DURING THE SUMMER INSTITUTE.
1 = YES; 2 = NBo

TBTALS
1 2
[ ZZ XX EEEL RIS ENSREESA R R ES R YR ENTEE R R R L XYY
CELL FREQ = 74 * 9 % 83 »

[

% ROW * 892 * 1D.8 4
% CoL * 3801 * 360 *
% TAEBLE » 33.8 * by * 379 »
IR SRR RN E R IR EE TSRS PRI RE RS SN R LSRR S EE R R N
CELL FREQ # 41 » 9 50  »
2 % Row *  824:0 * 1840 »
% Cal * 211 * 3640 »
% TAKLE * 1847 & 4el . % 22.8
IR RIS R ESEIENFER RS SRS ES RS R SRS SN SRR R E R SR YN
CELL FREQ » 69 * 4 L 73 *
3 % ROW * 94¢5 *# 5.5 »
% CsL * 33546 * 160 »
% TABLE #* 3145 - » 1.8 * 333 »
IR EE R R EZ AR ST ESRNEZIES S ZS SRR RS RS 2N ¥ 3
CELL FREQ 10 * 3 * 13 »
4 % ROYW * 7649 * 2344 »
% CoL * S5e2 * 1240 *,
% TABLE = he * 1e v » 5.9 »

L2222 SRR SN ERRS SRS L2 R AR RS RAXERRE S}

TL CBL FRO 194 25 213
% TABLE 88458 1leb2
TOTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER N3T RESPBNDING: 22 PERCENT GF TBTAL: 9013

PEARSUN CH] SGUARF TESY BF ASSACIALIV]ITY:

604625 3 DF s 3 ; p o« 0.0912
SYMMETRIC LAMBDA 3 C+00000

CRITER1BN PREDICTBR LAMBDA
REW CeLumMN 0400000
CoLUMN. : ROW 0400000

ERIC. -

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

V02 FIigvL



.
.

RGWS REPRESENT? CLUSTER: 1=BREWARD; 2=CHICAGB; 3=HAMPTHN; 43HILLSSOROUGH) 5= ACKSBNVILLE}
6=LENG ISLAND; 7=MIAMI«DADE; 8aNEw HAVEN:; 9=8KLANDB; $0=PENSACHLA;
11=SACRAMENTYJ 12= STe PETERSBURGS 13=SAN FRANCISCB. :

t
COLUMNS REPRESENT: 158+ WERE YOUR MUST PRESSING QUESTIGNS ABBUT SEMINARS WITH NATIGNAL

LECTURERS ANSWERED DURING THE SUMMER INSTITUTE.
1 = YES; 2 = N3

TBTALS
1 2
R L Rt R R R R T T LT L Ty g
CELL FREQ 1 * 1 » 2 *
1 %  RUW * 5000 - * 5040 *

% COL * 0e5 * 3.8 »
% TABLE =« Doy * Ul » 0.9 *

LA EE R R ER L EE T EE R TR P PR PPN R IEE2 SR R EEERE ]

CELL FREG = 19 » 7 » 26 *
2 4  ROW * 7341 ® 2649 *
% CaL * 33 * 2648 *

X TABLE » 6¢3 * 3.0 * 113 *
HEREERRAF R RB R RS R R RAERRRRN R N ER RN H RN RN

CELL FREQ = 14 » 1 e 15 »
3 % RBW % 933 % 6.7
% Cbl * 6e9 % 3.8 »

%4 TABLE =+ 6el » Ty * 6+5 *

{fl*l—ﬁfli{*&****i*l}‘{*{l’i{{ii{l'}*l*ii*l{*{*{

CELL FREQ = 18 » 3 * 21 *
4 % R3GW * 8567 k1443 *
% C8sL » 848 » 11.5 * . P

%4 TABLE « 7+8 * 1.3 * el *

A EREE X R X F A2 R RS R ST FTTEREEEFE Y FHE PRRrgrgrogegey

CELL FREQ » 24 » 1 * 25 »
5 % ROW ¥ 960 * 4.0 *
4 CoL * 11.8 * 3.8 *
% TABLE * 10.4 » Ok * 1049 »
L R Y N R R 2 0 L LY Ly v
CELL FREQ =» 12 » 1 * 13 "
& A RBW * 9243 * 7e¢7 * :
* CoL * 549 * 3.8 »
% TABLE #* S5e2 * Ot L] Sa7 »
LR Y Ly T L L Ty Y w e
: CELL FRER =« 22 * 3 * 25 »
7 % RBW * 8840 * {120 *
A COBL *  {Q+8 »  11.5 *
%4 TABLE =» Je6 * 1.3 + 10.9 »
ERRER AR AR AR RN AR AR RS A RN LR AR RN AN NS AT 2N
1
O

ERIC .

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

02 ITdvd,



CELL FREQ =« 15 » 3 »* 18 »
8 X ROW *» B33 *  16+7 »*
% CoL L4 7ok # 115 *

% TABLE = 645 * 1+3 * 78 »

D R R T L s T s IIrm
CELL FREQ = 22 * 1 * 23 *
g % ROW * 95,7 * 443 *
% COoLu * 108 * 348 *
% TABLE » 946 » Ov4 *» 10+0 L]
R TR L Y T TR LY T TR N TR SRR s oggraegegegeg g
CELL FREQ # 4 + 0 » 4 .
10 % ROW * 1000 » 0»0 »*
% CeL » 220 * 0.0 »
% TABLE = 1.7 » 00 ® 17 *
T TS T TR TR SN T TET T T TR g
CELL FREQ # 17 * 2 * 13 *
11 % ROW * 8945 # 105 *
% CoL » 8+3 * 77 »
% TABLE = 7ok » 02 * 8¢3 *

A EZ AR RS EE AT RETAESS RS LR X R E PR IRRE R

CELL FREQ 15 » 3 » 18 »
i2 % ROw * 833 * 167 »
% COL * 704 * 11> »

% TABLE » &eb * 13 . 78 »

A2 Z AR E R R R 2T S X S R E R EE S I T B RN Y

CELL FREQ = 21 * 9 * 21 *
13 % ROW * 100.0 » 00 *
% CeL ¥ 103 » 00 *

% TABLE = Sl * G2 * 9 *

(2 Z AR XSRS RS ESEERRY |22 S RS2 S LR SRS

TL CGL FRG 2o4 - cé 230
% TABLE B8+70 1130
TOTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER NIT RESPANDING: 11 PERCENT BE TOTAL: beS6

PEARSON CHI SGUARE TEST BF ASSOCIATIVITY! 1646724 3 DOF = iz J P = 01623

_ SYMMETRIC LAMBDA 3 0002174

CRITERIGN PREDICTSR LAMBDA
REW ' CHLUMN 0¢02451

COLUMN ROW 0.00000

ERIC .

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

*3u0d g0Z TIEVL



RUWS REPRESENT?S

I

4

PRESENT PBSITION: 1 = ADMINISTRATION: 2 = BEHAVIGRAL SCIENCE;
3 = CURRICJULUM AND [NSTRUCTIIN;

v ENGINEERING TECHNILBGY

CBLUMNS REPRESENT: 15C. WERE YBUR MUST FRESSING QUESTIBNS ABUUT FRACTICUMS ANSWERED DURING

[E

THE SUMMER INSTITUTE.
1 = YES; 2 = NUe

TBTALS
1 2
R N T L T R T T T Y
CELL FREQ » 80 * 3 * 83 »
% Row * 9644 » 346 »

% cou * 3845 * 3040 *
% TABLE # 367 * 1ed =  38.1 *

I ZEEZ RS R R RS TSR ET RIS AL R SR RRE LSS RS L)

CELL FRE@ » 48 * 1 * 49 L

4 REw # 9840 * 2e0 *
%4 CcgL * 231 *» 10.0 % .
% TARLE * PRl » QeH * PCeS *
HABERNBE RSN R DR NN AR RN NN R
CELL FREQ 69 * 4 * 73 *
% RGw * 9445 * 55 *
% Ccual * 332 * 400 »
% TABLE % 317 * 18 » 3345 *
P g P I T TIIT FTRETE E T
CElLL FREG * 11 = 2 * 13 »*
% ROw * 8446 LA S-T Y *
% CgL * 53 + 2040 *
%X TABLE =+ 540 * 0e3 * 60 *
ERRBEFRR R AR E R AR RN BB ERAPE RIS R RER R R RN TN N
TL C3L FRQ 208 10 218
% TABLE 93e4] 4459

TUTAL SAMPLE SI1ZE! 241 NUMBER NOT RESPBNDING!

PEARSON CH] SGUARE TEST BF ASSOCIATIVITY:

45010

PERCENT 8F TBTAL: Fe54

; DF = 3 - P = 0e2l22

SYMMETRIC LAMBDA ! 0006380

CRITERJUN PREDICTBR
ROW ' CELUMN

CGLUMN ROW

O

RJ!:‘ . .

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

LAMBDA
0+00741
0+00000

vie T19vL



ROWS REPRESENT!

CuLUMNS REPRESENT: 15Cv WERE YGUR MOUST PRESSING QUESTIBNS ABBUT PRACTICUMS ANSWERED CURING

[E

P

" THE SUMMER INSTITUTE.
1 = YES; 2 =z NG«

TOTALS
1 2
X T XN ESE RS SRS SRS SRS ERESI LSRR SRS SRS E L L X 3
CELL FREG = 2 * ] * 2 »
% ROW * 10040 » 0«0 »
» Ll * 09 * Ced *

% TABLE =+ 0s9 » 0D * Ds9 *
I I IR N S e T TS T T Y T e
CELL FREQ@ = 23 * 3 # 26 »
4 RUW * B2e5 * 11.3 *
% COaL * 10.5 * 333 »

% TABLE * 1041 * 13 * 114 *

HRERRERR TR RSN FRFRBFRRTERELSRRBERREEE TSR

CELL FREG =+ 14 * ¢ * 14 »
%  Riw * 1000 * 0+0 »
% Calu * bely * 0.0 »

% TAbLE =+ 6el * 040 * 6.1 »
[ ZEIPEZSREL SRS FELEFESFIZASELIESSE RS S PR Y E 3
CELL FREQ = 21 * 1 * ez *
% ROwW * 9545 L T *
% CsL * Seb 1101 *
% TABLE » Se2 * Ot * 946 »

[Z2 XA EE R A SRS ZZ SRR EAEELEZST RS SR RS R S 2 R K )

CELL FREQ # 25 » Q » 25 %
A ROwW * 1000 ¥ 00 *
4  Cel *  1le * 00 »

"% TABLE o+ 1140 % 040 * 1140 %
L s L Ly i R S
CELL FREG » 12 * { * 13 *
% ROW * 923 * 77 *
% coL s 545 % 1lel
% TABLE =+ Ze3 » Qedy » 547 *
ERERAXE RN R R R AL R R RN AR R R AR N RS R U DR R ERRR N
© CELL FREQ = 22 » 1 * 23 »
% ROW * 957 * b3 *
X COL * 1040 # 111 »
% TABLE =+ S TTH Oe¢d * 1001 *

I Z2ZREZEAL RS S S SRS 2SR ENEZEE RS RS SR LR R

.~J

RIC -

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

8=NEW HAVEN; 92B8RLANTG;

13=5AN FRANCISCO,

10=2PENSACOLA:

CLUSTER: 1=HRBWARD; 2=CHICAGE; 33HAMPTON; 4:=HILLS30RBUGH) 5= JACKSBNVILLE,
6=LONG ISLAND; 7=MIAM]I=~DADE}
11=SACRAMENTEI 12= ST+ PETERSBURG:

'\. q
¢Wﬂ%hﬁ

die T19v.L



- CELL FREQ » i8 * 0 bl 18 »
8 A Rfw * 1000 * 0«0 *
% CclL * 8e2 » 0e) .

% TABLE = 749 » 00 * 749 »
Y Y s R S TS E SIS 2Z RS AR A XA R 2 SRR RS LR Y
CELL FREQ » 23 . ¥ J * 3 »
9 % ROw * 10040 » 0D "
% oL *  1De8 * 040 *
4 TAHBLE + 10.1 » 0.0 *» 10,1 »

X R ISR RR SRS S SRR RT RS RS RAR LS RASE SRS R L XY

CELL FREQG = 4 » 0 * 4 »*
10 % ROw * 1000 * 0«0 »
4 CBL » 18 * 0.0 »

X TABLE » 148 » 0.0 » 1,8 »

XX RS ISR ST RS RS S RS AL LL AL SR S FRE RS ¥ Y

CELL FREQ = 16 * 3 * 19 *
11 4 ROW *  Bhae? » 158 *
% CcoL - » 73 #  33.3 *

% TYABLE = 7+0 » 1.3 * 843 *

I PRI ET R PR NTE R RIS NS A RAR R EER R T ¥ N

CELL FREQ = 18 * 0 * 18 *
12 % ROW # 1000 » 0ed *
% ColL * 82 ¥ 0eD

% TABLE » 749 * Ded ' » 7.9 »

EX R R R R R R RIS RS A AL AR RS Y Y X

CELL FREQ =+ 21 * 0 * 21 »
13 % Riw * 1000 » 0.0 *
% Cal » 996 » Ce0 *

% TABLE = 9.2 » Qed » 9.2 »

ISR RIS RY TSR RN LIRS AL AR RAL R E Y RS Y Y

TL COL FKQ 219 3 228

% TABLE 9605 395
TOTAL SAMPLE SIzE: 241 NUMBER N8T RESPBNDING: 13 PERCENT 8F TOTAL} 5+39
PEARSHN CHI SGUARE TEST BF ASSBCIATIVITY: 16e6272 3} DF =2 12 1 P = 0+1642

SYMMETRIC LAMBDA 3 0«003943

CRITERION PREDICTER LAMBDA
RO W caLUMN : 0+00930
CHLUMN ROW 0400000

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

cquoo g12 TIEVL



TABLE 22A

RBWS REPRESENT? PRESENT PBSITION: 1 = ADMINISTRATIONJ 2 = SEHAVIOSRAL SCIENCE)
3 = CURRICJLUM AND INSTRUCTION; 4 a ENGINEERING TECHNHLOGY.

CULUMNS REPRESENT: 16« BYVERALL, WHICH SESSIONS DID YBU ENJBY MBSGT.
1 = GENERAL SZSSIENS.
2 = CONCURRENT SESSISMSe
3 = BOTH GENERAL AND CENCURRENT SESSIONS EQUALLY WELL.

TOTALS
1 e 3
CELL FREG = 21 * 12 * 49 #* 82 *
1 X ROwW * PHeb * 146 *  59.8 *

% COL * B2+5 ® g4 # 39,2
% TABLE & 248 * 5¢6 * 2248 *  38s1 »
HREBBABBFERTRBAFRRBPERRRRRERARRERRRETFRERERERERR TN
CELL FREQ » - 7 # 19« 21 = 47 .
2 % ROW * 14«9 * 4044 “  44.7 »
% C3L # 17e5 % 380  # 16.8 =
% TABLE * 3+3 % Be8 & 9.8 & 2149 =

RRERRPERASFBERRFREERBERRERRARRRRRRSRBERRERSRRRREFRn S

CELL FREG = 12 * 16 * Ly * 72 *
3 % ROW * 1647 # 222 = bH1le1 -
X CBL # 3040 ® 3240 # 35,2 * .

¥ TABLE « Seb *. T4 * 20.% * 33,5 *

““**.‘*“"‘*“*““*“‘*‘*“‘*‘*“‘*‘*"*“*““tt‘

CELL FREQ = e * 3 * 11 * 1s *
4 4 Row * 0«0 * 214 *  T846 *
% CoL » 0«0 » 60 » 848 *

% TABLE = 00 * 14 * 5el » 645 *

FRBEXERBERBEADBRRRRRE R RERRBRRN BB RRR RN RN BB RRRA RN

TL CYL FRQ 40 50 125 215
% TABLE 18460 2326 58e14
TETAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBLR N8T RESPENDING: 26 PERCENT BF TBTAL!  1De79
PEARSON CHI SQUARE TEST BF ASSSCIATIVITY: 1645085 ; DF = 6 3 P = De0113

SYMMETRIC LAMBDA 0031383

CRITER]BN - PREOICTBR r>zwo>.
ROw CEeLUMN 005263
CBLUMN 2EW 0000000

O

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

[E



- v

ROWS REPRESENT: CLUSTER: 1=BRBWARDi 2=CHICAGO) 3=HAMPTEN; 4=R]LLSBOROUGH) 5=JACKSONVILLE)

6=LENS ISLAND; 7aMIAMI=~-DADE; &SsNEW HAVEN; 9=BRLANDBs 10=PENSACBLA}
11=SACRAMENTA; 12= 5T, PETERSBURG; 13=SAN FRANCISCO:.

CCLUMNS REPRESENT: 16+ OVERALL, WAICH SESSIBNS DID ySU ENJBY MBST»
. _ 1 = GEMERAL SESSIONS.

2 = CUNCURRENT SESSIBMS.

3 = BOBTH GENERAL AND CONCURRENT SESSISNS EGQUALLY WELL.

TOTALS
1 2 -3
A T S T I T T R T T T T TN TR T
CELL FREG # Y » 0 * 2 * 2 *
1 % ROW * 00 * 0eD * 1000 *

% Cou » 00 * CeD »* 1e5 »
% TABLE » 0¢0 * 0eD » 0e9 * 043 »
R RN RRNRRE RN R RN RN R R RN RRR RN R R AR R RN RN R R RN R RB RN
CELL FREG 4 * 6 * 14 » 24 *
2 % ROw * 1647 #2540 * 58,3 *
% CcoLl * 95 * 1101 * 1047 *
% TABLE #» 18 * 26 * Gel x {045 *
R AR R AR RAD R BB RPN R R RN R AR AR RN R R RN AR RN R R RN R RN RE
CELL FREQ #+ 2 » 1 * 12 » 15 »
3 X  RUW # 133 * 647 *  80.0 »
% ChuL * he * 149 * 9e2 »
%4 TAbLE » De9 » Oelt » 53 » 6s6 »

**ii'lill‘ll*l’l*‘l‘ll****lilli”’*"l**&’lll (I ZA RS FEEEE R R X

CELL FRER 7 » 4 » 10 » 21 »
4 X ROW * 333 # 1940 * L7486 »
4 CBL * 167 * 7ol * 7e6 »
% TABLE » 3ol * 1.8 *  “heh » 943 » .
*iilIll**iiﬁ’&ll*******ll#***i}*ii*ili*i’illl**i’ll“'
CELL FREG # 8 * 3 * 12 * 24 »

5 % Ra3W * 333 * {67 * 5000 *
% ceL * 190 * 74 * 92 »
% TAGLE = 3¢5 ¥ 1.8 * 543 *» 1046 *
e A S YT S
CELL FREQ + 4 * 4 » 5 » 13 *
2 % ROw *+ 308 #3008 * 335 »
*  CoL * 95 * 7oy » 38 »
% TABLE » 1+8 * 143 * 2¢2 » 5e¢7 »*
AR R AR NN R AR B RRAFR AR RN R ERE R RN NG AR RS TR E RN N N
CELL FREQG +» 1 * 12 * i3 * 26 *
7 % ROW * 3:8 * 4602 * 5000 »
% CoL » 2ol *  P2e2 » 949 »
% TABLE » Dek * 5.3 » Se? = 11,5 L

FERREREF R AR ERERRRER G R RRERR AR RRRRELRTNNERE R AR

ERIC | - | ~
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CELL FREQ » e » 5 » 11 * 18 »
8 %* ROw * 111 * 2748 * 6l *

4 reu * 428 * 93 » 8ok »

% TABLE = 08 « 2.2 * 448 * 79 »

;;»uﬁ;uﬁucg:»u;uunQ&q»l»a;:u»n&&;q.u;fi«;uqul:i;iu»uu
CELL FREQ » 3 » b * 18 » 22 *
9 % ROWw * 1346 » 445 * 8148 »
% CHL * 7ol »* 1.9 * 1347 »
% [ABLE 13 * Ok * 79 » 9¢7 »
R R R L R T T T T 2 X B g g e
CELL FREQ@ = 1 * 0 » 3 * 4 »
10 % ROBW * 2540 * 0s0 * 7540 *
A COoL * 2ol * 00 * 2+3 *
4 TABLE » Ok * 0«0 » 13 % 1¢8 *
R e S L L LRl T T L L Ty
CELL FREQ » 2 * 8 * 7 » 17 »
11 % ROW * 11.8 * 4741 * 41,2 »
X CHsL » e 8 * 2448 * 543 »
X TABLE » 0«9 - 3.5 * 3.1 * 745 »
****’*ﬁ**'*f"ﬂ””}.“*”."'fl”**”*.*’*‘ﬂ"’**"**{
CELL FREG 5 5 * 8 14 *
12 % ROW * P78 * 2748 * 4404 » )
% CaL * 119 » 943 » 6ol *
% TABLE » 2s2 * 2e2 - 345 * 743 *
N L L L LTy L Ty
CLLL FREG = 3 » 4 * 16 * 23 *
13 % RBW * 13«0 174 .# B9e6 »
% Ccsl * 7e1 » Ted *  12.2 »
% TABLE = 1.3 % 1.8 » 7+0 * 1041 »

{%**i}qi*!;*ﬂ;w}»*{pﬂgi;*ﬂii*;&*kg*lil**ib»{*{*iiﬂﬂ{ﬂ

TL CBL FRQ 42 5S4 131 e’
% TABLE 18+5D 23479 57478
TOTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER N8T RESPONDINGS: 14 PERCENT 8F TOTAL: 5481

PEARSUN CHI SGUARE TEST 6F ASSGCIATIVITY: 3842558 & DF. = 2¢ 3 P = 040326

SYMUETRIC LAMBDA | 0:04377

CRITER]BN PREDICTGR LAMBDA
 ROW COLUMN ‘ 0405570
CHLUMN ROW 0¢01042

O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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TABLE 23a

ROWS REPRIESENT: PRESENT PBSITION: 1 = ADMINISTRATION; 2 » BEHAVIBRAL SCIENCE;
3 = CURRICULUM AND INSTRUCTISN; 4 = ENGINEERING TECHNOLEGY

CBLUMNS REPRESENT: 17A» DID YBU PERSHONALLY HAVE AN BPPORTUNITY T8 SPEAK WITH (BR ASK
QUESTISNS OF) NATIINAL LECTURERS AND SESSIBN SPEAKERS.
(DURING GENERAL SESSIYNS)
1 3 YES) 2 = NB-

TBTALS
1 2
R R RN RE R A BRI R A RR RN RN ERRR R AR RRC B RN N
CELL FREQ » 42 * 21 » 62 *
1 X Rtw * G667 * 333 *
% COL * 4472 * 288 *
X TABLE # 250 ® 125 %  37.5 »

LA AR SR RS RS RS AR R RS RS YRR A RSS2 SR R RS X 2 XY

CELL FREQ = 23 = 13 * 41 -
2 % RUw # 5641 ®  43.3 »
4 CeL *  Phe? *« 2447 »

X TABLE =+ 13.7 #« 107 * 244 »
BURRERBERERBER SRR ERDERERRERER DR RRR RN SR
CELL FREQ # 26 » 26 L 5¢ -
3 % ROW * 530 #* 500 * -
% CaL *« 27¢b4 * 35«6 - :
% TABLE * 155 * 1545 * 310 “
R R R AR R R R DA R AR AR RS RN R R RN R RN
CELL FREQ =« 4 * 8 » 12 »
4 %  RiW * 333 * 667 hd
% caL * 42 © % 1140 *
X TARLE = 2e4 * 48 - 7% *

HEIPRAERBERERRLRERRSNRERRE R B RERRER SRR D

TL C2L FRQ 95 73 le6&

X TABLE . 56455 43645
TBTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER NST RESPSNDING: 73 PERCENT B8F TBTAL! 3029
PEARSUN CHI SGUARE TEST BF ASSBCIATIVITY: 6¢1679 5 DF = 3 3 P = 041037

SYMMETRIC LAMBDA 1 005056

CRITERIYN PREDICTHR : "LAMBDA
ROW COLUMN 0404762
CoLUMN Ritw o 005479

O

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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ROWS REPRESENT: CLUSTEX! 1=EREWNARD; 2=CHICAGO; 3=HAYMPTIN; 4=HILLSBERBUGH; 5=JACKSBNvILLE;
6=LON3G ISULAND; 7=MIAMI~DADE, 8=ihEs HAVEN; 9:=BRLANDB; 10=PENSACOLAJ
11=5ACRAMENTO: 123 STe PETERSBURG; 132SAN FRANCISCB.

CHLUMNS REPRESENT: 174¢ DID YBU PIRSBNALLY HAVE AN OPPSRTUNITY T8 SPEAK WITH (BR ASK
QUESTIENS BF) NATISNAL LECTURERS AND SESSIBN SPEAKERS
(DURING GENERAL SESSIONS)
1 = YES: 2 = NG

TOTALS
1 2
R R I T R T Ny T N e
CELL FREG » 1 * 0 * 1 *
1 % ROW * 100+0 d 0.0 *
X coL . s 10 » 0D »

% TABLE » 0e6 » 0D * 0+6 »
R Y L 2 T T T R T T T T Y
CELL FREQ 13 * S * 22 *
2 % ROW * 59,1 * 4049 *
% ceL *+ 13.3 # 115 *
% TABLE » Tekh * 501 * 125 »
ERER R EFRF R R AR E RN R BT R RERN R R R E RN RER N RN R B NN
CkLL FREQ + g * 4 - » 13 »
3 % ROW *  £9.2 * 308 »*
% CcoL - 92 * S5e1 #
% TABLE * 5e¢1 * 293 * 7ok »
FAARRRR TR R AR R RN TR R ERI AR BB R L RN RRERRR R RN
CELL FREQ = 11 * 5 * 16 »
4 % RuW * 688 * 31,3 »
% Col * 112 * 624 *
% TABLE » 6¢3 » 248 » 9.1 »
N I I 2 T T I R s T T Y
CELL FREQ@ = 13 * 6 * 19 *
5 % ROW *  6Beh * 31s6 *
4 Col * 133 hf 77 »
% TABLE » 7oty * ¢4 % 1048 *

TSRS SR 2 R2 RSS2 SS 2222 SR RS RS2 22 2

CELL FREG = 2 » 5 » 7 »
6 % ROW * 2846 * 714 *
% CcéL * 2+0 » 6ol »

% TABLE = 103 » 2e8 » 4+0 »
T 1 T T I T e F T YR S R R T Y R R 2
CELL FREQ = 10 * 11 - » 21 »
7 %4 ROW * 4746 * 52k L
4z CcoL * 102 * 141 *
% TABLE » 5¢7 * 6¢3 » 11.9 »

FYSERZEZ 2L S2RRRET SN NS REZLIS AR R S ESSRES S 2 2

ERIC | .

Aruitoxt provided by Eic: -
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. CELL FREQ = 7 . 3 * 10 *
8 % ROW - * 70-0 * 300 *
A CcuL - 7el » 3.8 »

% TAKLE =« 40 » 1e7 * 5e7 »
Ill‘i*llI*l&}*l**liil‘l—llIil*{ill*iiliilliii
CELL FREQ = 10 » 9 » 19 “
9 % R8Ww * 5246 L Y XY’ *
4 CoL * 1062 ¥ 115 *
* TABLE s 5.7 » 541 * 10.8
Ilililllllillii-llllhiillli'li}l!l{l{iﬁlilll
CELL FREQ = 1 » 2 * 3 L
10 % Row * 33,3 * 667 ®
% C8L “* 1.0 » 246 %
% TABLE ' 0s6 » 1ol * 1v7 .
LR A RN X ¥ *QﬁlliiiiiifIliﬁkﬁii‘ﬂfﬁ*ii}ﬁiil%ii&
CELL FREQ = 6. « 8 * 14 [
11 4 ROW * 4249 * 571 *
% CoHL - 61 * 103 » .
% TABLE » 3eb4 » Le5 * 840 *
'i'v:-li—liil-Qll&liilli-ﬁII*illli*iil***i{liill.ll
CELL FREQ » 7 * 6 * 13 *
12 A ROw * 5348 * 462 #
%  Ccoel * 7ol » 707 *
% TAELE = 440 * 3eb * AL »
‘Ii**lilh**IlQ}Ii!iiIi*ll*i—ili**l*i&ﬁilﬁ**l*
CELL FREQ = 8 » 10 » 18 »
13 % ROW * h4ey * EBEeb *
. % CcoL * 8y2 * 128 *
% TABLE = 495 » Se7 * 1042 *

LE X E SRS ] llil*’i‘llll%i*-}ll"*iiiﬂ-di*lllil‘ll

TL CBL FR@ 98 78 ‘176

% TABLE 55468. 44932
TOTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER NBT RESPBNDING! 65 PERCENT BF TBTAL:  26+97
PEARSON CHI SGWUARE TEST 8F ASSSCIATIVITY: 1042430 3 DF = 12 5 P = 0s5947

SYHMMETRIC LAMBDA ¢ 004741

CRITERIAN ’ PREDICTSER LAMBDA
RBW COLUMN 0401299

CHLUMN ' ROwW 0.11538

O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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TABLE 24A

R5WS RLPRESENT: PRESENY POS)ITION: 1 = ADMINISTRATIAONS 2 = BEHAVIORAL SCIENCES
3 = CURRICULUM AND INSTRUCTISN) 4 = ENGINEERING TECHNOLEGY.

narczzmmmnmmmmzqnme.o~o<mcvmmmmz>rr<1><m>zmmnwm4cqu<4mmvm>xz~41Amm>wx .
QUESSTISNS 6F) NATIBNAL LECTURERS AND SESSIBN SPEAKERS. -
(DURING CUNCURRENT SES5S1EBNS)
1 = YEGS; 2 = N8B

TBTALS
1 2
P T T T L L I T T I T T T TR T TR I
CELL FREG » 75 * 2 “ 77 *
1 % REw * 974 . 246 *

% CaL °~ # 3%2.3 * 13.3 -
% TABLE # 364 » 1.0 *» 374 »
ISR NE SIS SRS RS R 2SS R AR AR 2R R AR R RS X
CELL FREQ = 43 * 3 * 4¢ *
2 % RA2wW * 935 * 6+5 *
% CoL *« 225 *« 20.0 *.
X TAEBLE » 20.9. » 15 * 2243 *
X R R P R R R R R R Y R R S R RS P XS S RS L
CELL FREQ 63 * 7 * 70 * )
3 X  ROW * 9040 * 100 b
4 CceL *« 33.0 * 4607 *
% TABLE «+ 3046 * 34 * w:-@ -
(XX S R e R Y I X S XY R S A SRS RS 2 2
CELL FREO 10 » 3 * 13 *
4 % ROw * 7609 » 23.} *
X CHL * 52 *» 200 »
4 TABLE = 449 » 1¢5 » 6ot »

RRBRRBRRER AR RRERTRRARERBRRRRERRRERERLRRRRT R Rn

TL CBL FRAQ 191 15 206

% TABLE 9272 7428
TOTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER NST QESPIMNDING:Y 35 PERCENT OF TOTAL! 14452
PEARSBN CHI SWLUARE TEST 8F >mmmnu>q_<H4+u 8+1121 3 DF = 3 - v.u 0.0438

SYMMETRIC LAMBDA :  0e03472

CRITERION FREDICTBR _LAMBDA

ROW CBLUMN . 0.03876 Ol
o=

CHLUMN ROw 000000 i

[E



‘REwS KREPRESENT: CLUSTER: 1=BRBWARD; 2=CHICAGH;
© 6=LBONG |SLAND; 7=M1AMI-DADE;
11=SACRAMENTSB; 122 ST+ PETERSBURG:

[E

COLUMNS REPRESENT: 178» DID yBU PIRSSNALLY HAVE AN BPPBRTUNITY T8 SPEAK WITH (BR ASK
GUESTIENS BF) NATIBNAL LECTURER3 AND SESSIBN SPEAKERS. ’
(CURING CBNCURRENT SESSIBNS)

-

1 = YES: 2 = NB@»

"T8TALS
1 2 .
I I I I I ImMmMIIImmmMT T II oor
CeElLlL FREQ » 2 * 0 » 2 »
%  ROW * 1000 * 0s0 »
% CoL * 1.0 * 0s0 »
% TABLE » D9 » 0«0 * 0e¢9 *
I I I IMmMm T
CELL FKEQ = 23 » 2 *» 25 »
% Rbw *  YeeQ * 8¢9 *
% Cs8L 1144 *  12+5 »
%X TABLE » 1046 * 0+9 * 1145 »
ERERF R AR R R RN R RN AR SRR AR R RN RN R R R R RN RN NN
CELL FREQ » 12 * 2 » 14 »
%X ROW * 8567 *  14.3 *
% CslL * 60 *  §2+5 »
% TABLE » 545 * 0.9 * 65 1]
P R S I T T T T
CELL FREG = 19 * 2 * 21 »
% ROW # 905 * 95 *
% Ccel * Je5 * 125 »
% TAELE + B8e8 * Ce9 * 9e7 »
EREERRE R RN R RN B RE DR RRR R RN BRI N N n R RB NN
CELL FREQ # 23 * 1 » 24 »
% ROW * 95,8 * he2 *
% Ccou * 114 * 643 *
% TABLE # 106 * 0.5 * 111 *
P T N Ty L T T S e
CELL FREQ » 12 * 3 » 12 »
% ROW  # 100s0 * 0«0 *
% Col * 6+C » 0s0 *
% TABLE = 5¢5 * 00 * 5e5 *
HARERR T H RN SRR URE RN RN LR RI R RN TN RN RN RERE D
CELL FREQ 23 * i * 24 »
X RBw * 958 * 442 *
% CBL * 114 * 693 *
% TABLE * 10+ 6 * Q5 » 11,1 »*
ERBBERENER R R AR R RN R T RN RN REL RN RGN RNRE NN
O

RIC

PAriiton providod vy exic [N

3=AAMPTON; 4=HILLSBOROUGH; 5=JACKSANVILLE;

8=NE'W HAVEN) 9=0RLANDO: J0=PENSACOLA;

133SAN FRANCISCO.

die FTdVL



CELL FREQ » 17 » o} * 17 *
8 % ROnw * 1000 » 0+0 »
% CoL » 8e5 * 00 *

% TABLE = 748 * 0«0 * 7.8 -
[ ZZE XX ER X ] lfll{lll**llll!lli!i’lll.l}&!li R X X 2
CELL FFELG = 19 » 3 * 2 »
9 % RB3h *  8bekh * 1346 *
"X CBL ® 9.5 *  18.8 *
A TABLE « Be¢8& [ 1e4 *# 101 »
*i&lllb}Iili#{&i’ﬁl&#!ll&!#lli* [EZ R R R R PE REY
CELL FREQ =« 4 » 0 » 4 *
10 %  Row *+ 1000 [ 0+0 *
% CoL » 240 * 0.2 »
% TABLE # 1.8 » 0,0 * 148 *
lQQibl‘iiibl’{'iii*blll.l.bll{ﬁ'l*i*lllllld»
CELL FREQ 12 ™ 3 * 15 -
11 %  RAw #  80a0 * 2040 »
% CoL * 690 * 18,8 *
4 TABLE =« 545 * 1e4 » 699 *
l’ll&bl&’i*llinl?iii*ll’i?li}liibll{ib{l!{!
CELL FREQ 15 » 2 * 17 -
12 % Raw ®« 88.7 * 1148 *
% C6L - 745 * 12:5 »
% TABLE =» 609 » Ce9 . 7¢8 *
i}i!{}fil!ib.lliiililiil—li*{!}li!**&#i#’!i*
CELL FREG = 20 » 0 * 20 »
13 % RBw * 100+0 * G0 »
% CeL *» 10.0 » 0.0 *
% TABLE % 92 . &  0wQ * 9.2 »

ll*i*}l"Gll'*hi**l'i*.li!{lli*l&lliil}}i!{!

TL COL FRQ €01 16 217

% TAELE 9263 7437 ° &
TOTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER N&T RESPENDING: 24 PERCENT BF TBTAL: 9486
PEARSON CHI SWUARE TEST &F ASSBCIATIVITY: 1144821 3 DF = 12 ; P = Q.4881

SYMMETRIC LAMEDA 0«00481

CRITERIGN _ PREDICTBR LAMBDA
ROW COLUMN 0+00521
COLUMN ROW ' 0+00000

ERIC .

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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TABLE 254

RBWS REPRESENTS PRESENT POSITISNS 1 = ADMINISTRATION: 2 = BEWAVIORAL SCIENCE:
. 3 = CURRICULUM AND INSTRUCTIBN; & = ENGINZERING TECHNBLOBGY.

CBLUMNS REFRESENT: 17C. DID YBU PERSHONALLY HAVE AN GPPBRTUNITY T8 SPEAK WITH (ER ASK

QUESTIBNS &8F) NATISNAL LECTURERS AND SESSION SFPEAKERS.
(BUTSIDE SCHEDULED SESSIENS)
1 = YES: 2 - NDo

TBTALS
1 2
‘t*“‘"“““*‘“““*“‘*“““***“**“‘
CELL -FREG * 81 * 1 * 82 * "
i X ROW # GBe8 * 1.2 »

% C8L * 405 * 647 *
X TABLE « 377 * 0.5 * 38,1 ®
P T T e R T T )
CELL FREG = 42 * 7 * 49 »
2 % ROwW * BHe7 * 143 *
% CoL *« 21.0 * 46e7 *
%X TABLE = 1345 L 3e3" * 2248 *

XTI IS YRS RS ISS SRS SRS S SRR L A A2 0

CELL FREQ 64 » 5 » 69 -
3 % ROW * 928 » Te2 *
% CceL * 32.0 *» 333 »

%X TAWLE # 2948 - 2¢3 # 321 »
HC RN RN RN R RN R R B RRN R RN AR RRRERRR RN
CELL FREQ = 13 * 2 * 15 - .
4 X ROw * 867 # 133 *
% CsL * 645 * 133 »
% ThABLE + 60 » O3 » 700 *

YT ISR RSN RS RSS2 222222 228 A0 0 22

TL CCL FRA 200 15 215
% TABLE 93.02 6498
TETAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 ZCZWWB NOT RESPSNDING: 26 PERCENT B8F TOTAL:? 1079
PEARSON CH! SOUARE TEST 8F >wwwn~>4~<_q<h Se1629 ;3 DF = 3 3 P = Qe0272
-SYMMETRIC LAMBDA §:  0.,04054
CRITERION © PREDICTSR LAMBDA
ROW COLUMN : 0404511
CSLUMN RO 0400000

O

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

[E



+
.

ROWS REPRESENTS CLUSTER: 1=BRBWARD; 2zCHICAGO) 3=HAMPTON; 4=HILLS328RIUGH; S53JACKSBNVILLE}
6=L0NG ISLAND; 7=MIAMI=DADE; 8=NEW HAVEN] 9=8RLANDO; 10=PENSACHLA
11=SACRAMENTD; 12= STe PETERSBURG) 13=SAN FRANCISCOe

CULUMNS REPRESENTS 17Ce DID YOU PERSHNALLY HAVE AN BPPYRTUNITY T8 SPEAK WITH (B8R ASK
. QUZSTIGNS OF) NATIBNAL LECTURERS AND SESS]ON SPEAKERS.
(QUTSIDE SCHEDULED SESSIBNS)
1 = YES; 2 = NBs

TOTALS
1 2
AR R AR RIS LSRR LR R AR SR RS RS SES R RS SR X
CELL FREQ 1 . 0 » S

1 %  Row * 100¢0 * 0«0 *
I o * 0«5 L4 0.0 *
X TABLE = Qe4 #* 0«0 * Dok »
HRRER R RN DR DN T AR RN R
CELL FREQ = 23 * 2 * 25 »
2 %X ROw * 9240 * 8¢9 »
% Bl * 11+0 *  12+5 *
% TABLE # 102 » 0.9 * 11.1 ™
I TR F TR TS T PR E LTS R PR S P g
CELL FREQG = 15 * 0 * 15 *
3 % ROW * 1000 # 040 *
% CcoL * 71 * 0.0 *
% TABLE = be5 @ 040 » XY »
FRRE NN I IR R E R R RN KN
CELL FREQ # i6 * 4 * 20 *
4 % ROW *  B0.0 * 20.0 *
%X CcaL * 76 * 250 *
4 TABLE » 71 * 1.8 * 8¢8 *
L T RT R R R g
CELL FREQ = 24 * 2 » 26 *
5 % RSW * 92,3 * 77 &
% CBL *» 114 * 1245 *
% TABLE » 10.6 * De3 * 11.5 »

AR Z A R A RR RIS SRS SRS TSILETEESIEE SR EL Y FY X 3 NN

CELL FREQ = 11 * 0 * 11 o
6 % RDW * 10040 * 0«0 *
% CHL T 502 » 0.0 »
% TABLE = 49 * 040 * 449 »
LEZZ RS R A A NI R ES ISR IS ISISE RS S SRS LSRN 2
CELL FREQ = 25 » 1 * 26 »
7 % ROW * 962 * 348 . »
X CoL ¥ 119 » 603 *
% TABLE # 11.1 * Q4 * 115 *
R L EZZ R RS A RS LR R LR ESESE R R L X RN S R SEEETE F R
O

ERIC .

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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CELL FREQ + 15 * 1 » 16 »
8 - % ROBwW . * 9348 » 623 a

X Cou * 71 * 623 »

X TAslE =« 6e6 » Qw4 » 70l »

AR R R L R N
CELL FREG 21 * 1 » 2e *
9 % ROW * 9545 » 445 *
% caL * 10,0 » 6493 » .
% TABLE » 9.3 » 04 » 947 »
R R g g
CELL FREQ » W * 0 » 4 *
10 % ROWw * 10000 * 0y0 *
% CeL * 1,9 * 0s0 *
% TABLE 1.8 » 0.0 » 18 *
LR Rk g g g
CELL FREQ = 15 » 3 * 18 "
11 % ROW * 833 * 1607 »
%X C6L * 701 * 18.8 *
% TABLE = 628 * 143 * 8s0 »
AL AR SRR T RS R T T Y TN RN S I g g
CELL FREG » 17 * 1 * 18 »
i2 %  ROw * G4y * 546 »
% CoL »* 81 * 693 *
% TABLE » 745 * Oed * 8,0 »
LSRR E LT ER LT T B R TN I e g
CELL FREQR » 23 * 1 » 24 »
13 % ROw * 093548 * bep *
% C8l * 1140 * 613 *
% TABLE + 10e2 » Osk * 1046 *

**i***‘l*""*iii'*i{**'&!’*""I*ti"*illﬂl!i

TL C6L FRQ 216 16 226
%  TABLE 9252 7+08 .
TETAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER NOT RESPBNDING: 15 PERCENT 8F T3TAL: 6022
PEARSEBN CHI SGUARE TEST BF ASSBCIATIVITY: 11,0169 1 DF = i2 i P = 05275

SYMMETRIC LAMBDA ¢ 0.,01389

CRITERISGN : PREDICTBR LAMBDA
REW COLUMN ) 0.01500
CSLUMN - RE&W . 0,00000

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

*3UO0d gge TIEVI



TABLE 26A

REWS REPRESENTI PRESENT PBSITION: 1 = ADMINISTRATION; 2 » SEHAVIBRAL SCIENCES
© 3 = CURRICULUM AND INSTRUCTIBN; & = ENGINEERING TECHNELBGY.

CBLUMNS REPRESENT: 18Ae DID YBU PZRSSNALLY HAVE AN BPPORTUNITY T8 SPEAK WITH ( 8R ASK

QUESTIBNS BF) PARTICIPANTS FROM BTHER CLUSTERSS
(DURING GENERAL SESSIENS)
1 = YES; 2 = NG

TOTALS
1 2
g e SR A TR A ST L L L L R i
CELL FREQ * 93 * 17 * 70 *
1 % RGwW * 7547 * 2443 »

% CoL % 358 * 3740 *
% TABLE # 236 - 9e5 * 391 *
Ve TS 2 S R TR R L 2 L A AR S AR Al
ChLL FREG » 2¢ - 11 * 40 -
2 % RUw *x 7245 » 27+5 »
% €L * 218 s 239 »
% TABLE = 16.2 » 601 * 2243 »
““""‘.*“*.‘“‘8*“l*“*“““‘*“‘*“‘*
CELL FREQ = 42 » 15 » 57 »*
3 % R8w « 7367 * 2643 *
4 Coal « 31.6 %  32+6 »
%X TAbLE # 235 * Bett *+ 318 »

“‘tti#t“t“***“*‘**“t‘*"t"“‘**‘*t*“

CELL FREG # 9 * 3 - 1e »
4 % RiwW * 750 * 2540 *
% (8L * 6e 8 * 65 *

% TAHLE # 5.0 1e7 "% 647 *

t‘tu‘“*“‘t"t**‘t*t‘***“t‘#‘t"**t*#“#**

TL COL FWQ 133 46 179
% TABLE 7430 25470 ) .
TBTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER NST RESPBNDING! 62 PERCENT BF TBTAL! 2573
PEARSHEN CHI SWUARE TEST BF ASSOCIATIVITY: 041556 5 DF = 3 1 P = 0984k
SYMMETRIC LAMBDA | 0400000
CRITERION PREDICTER . - LAMBDA
REW . CHOLUMN 000000
CHLUMN HYw 0400000

O

IC

[E

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



RDWS REPRESENTS CLUSTER! 1=BRBWARD; 2=CHICAGO; 3asHAMPTON; 4=HILLSBEROUGH)
63LBNS ISLAND: 7=MIAMI=DADE; B=sNEW HAVEN:
11=SACRAMENT8: 12= STe PETERSBURG) 13=SAN FRANCISGE.

COLUMNS REPRESENT: 18As DOID YOU PERSBNALLY HAVE AN 3PPBRTUNITY T8 SPEAK WITH
QUESTIBNS BF) PARTICIPANTS FROM STHER CLUSTERSs

O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

.

(DUR;NG GENERAL SESSIONS)
L = YES; 2 = N@» ’

TOTALS
1 2

RS TR R TR SR S S TSRS SRS RS SR S LA SRS R Y]

CELL FREQ » 1 » 0 * i *

% ROW * 10040 . Q0 *
% coL * Qe7 » 00 *
% TABLE » D05 » Ce0 * 045 *
IEET R RERETERPREFFREETESEIEEIESIIE SRS S S AR S X 3
CELL FREQ =+ 19 » 4 » 23 »
% ROW *  B26 * 1744 b
% Cc8l *+ 133 » 842 »
% TABLE =+ 1Ce2 * 22 1244 *
TSI SRS ENRS RS NSRS ES RS RAASSR S RARE 2 Y )
CELlL FREG » 10 * 2 * 12 *
% ROW * B33 * 1607 *
% CoL * 743 » el | »
% TABLE « Se ke » 1o} » 625 »
IEZETRSEES XS FERRYT NSRS L IR AL SRS S 2SS XX
CELL FREW » 13 * 4 * 17 »
% ROW * 7645 * 2345 »
% COL * 9.5 * B2 »
% TABLE » 740 * 22 %* 91 *
IZ S XS TXEZEZIRER R YRR FE LRSI E SIS AL R LR X X
CELL FREG # 17 * 6 * 23 *
X ROW * 739 LI-1-X } L4
4 CcaL * 124 122 »
% TABLE » 91 » 342 * 124 *
[ZS TR YRS EEIEEERRERS RIS SR RS AR SRS RS R 2 2 2
CELL FREG * 6 » 2 * 8 *
% ROWw . * 75,0 ¥ 2500 *
% CcoL * Yot » el *
%# TABLE = 32 * 11 * 443 »
I ZIXIX S EEEIEETR SRR SRR EL IS AR ER RS RS L L S 2
CELL FREQ@ = 13 * 9 * ge *
% ROW * B3.1 * 4003 *
% CoL * 945 » 18¢4 %
% TABLE » 7¢0Q * 493 # 11.8 »

[ EEX T RS LSRR S S SR RS SRS RS RS R RS2 S R AR A XX

Sa JACKSENVILLES

9=pRLANDOS 10sPENSACOLAS

g9¢ JTIvVL



CELL FREG » 10 2 12
8 X ROW » 8343  # 1647 »
% CoL * 73 » 441 »

% TABLE » 5e4 » 1.1 * 003 »
I T L I T T T
CELL FREQ " # 17 » 3 » 20 »
9 % ROW "+ 8540 *» 1540 » :
X CoL * 1204 * 6l »
% TABLE 9e¢1 * 145 # 1048 »
ERRER R RN R BB LR R R RR N R R RN R BRI R R RN R RN RN NN
CELL FREG 3 * 1 * 4 *
10 % ROW #7540 * 2540 *
% CoL * 2¢2 » 2+0 »
% TABLE # 146 * 045 * 2+2 »
RAERBARRERRR R R RRA R R RR RN R R AR RR X R RN R AR RN RN RN,
CELL FRE@ =+ 8 LA 4 * 12 *
11 %X  RbW * 667 * 3343 *
% CoL * 5¢8 » 892 *
% TABLE » 4¢3 * 2+2 * 645 »
REANERRRFRRRR AN R AR R RRRR AR R R E R R E R RN RN RN RN NS
CELL FREQ » 11 * 3 » 14 »
12 X ROW * 7846 * 2144 *
% CBL * 8+0 » 6ol *
% TABLE » 549 » 146 * 745 »
ERERERNRRR AR RUB R RN AR RRR SRR RN SRR R R RN RN NN
CELL FREQ =+ 9 * 9 * 18 *
13 % ROW ¢« 5040 * 5040 *
% CoL » 6¢6 * 184 *
% TABLE + 408 * 448 * 9e7 »

IS T RIS E RS R SRR RS RESESRSSSS 2SS SRR RS LS T 1

TL CGL FRQ 137 49 186

% TABLE 73166 26434
TBTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER NST RESPENDING: 55 PERCENT 8F TBTAL? 22482
PEARSUN CHI SGUARE TEST 6F ASSBCIATIVITY: 113466 3 OF = 12 + P = 04500

SYMMETRIC LAMBDA. ¢ 0+02358

CRITERION PREDICTOR LAMBOA
RO W COLUMN 003067
CHLUMN ‘ ROW 0+00000

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic: .

*3uod g9g dIEVL



TABLE 27A

REWS REPRESENT! PRESEMT PBSITIEN: { = >osz~m4m>qHQz“”m = BEHAVIQRAL SCIENCE;
3 = CUPRICULUM AND INSTRUCTIBN; 4 = ENGINEERING TECHNALOGY.

CBLUMNS REPRESENT: 188+ DID YBU PZRSENALLY HAVE AN BPPBRTUNITY T8 SPEAK WITH ( B8R ASK
QUESTISNS BF) PARTICIPANTS FROM STHER CLUSTERSe.
(DURING CONCURRENT SESSIBNS) *
1 = YES) 2 s N8

TBTALS
N 1 2
PR T Y T RS T T g e g g
CELL FREQ 66 * 11 * 77 *
1 %4 Raw *  B5.7 * 1443 *
% CsL *  37e1 * K40 *
% TABLE » 3245 - Hets * 37.9 * g
BTN DI R IR WD RN BT A
CELL FREQ = 42 * 5 * 47 L
2 % Raw ®  89eh * 10s6 *
4 Col *  23eb * 200 *
Z TABLE % 207 * 2:5 * 232 »

LA A A XS E L2 R RS ERZE R R R R RS R 28 R RN L P

CELL FREQ # 57 * 8 * 65 .
3 % ROW ® 87¢7 * 1243 » .
% (sl ® 32.0 *= 320 * N

X TABLE « 284} * 3.9 *» 32.0 *

LA A A AL SR AR s AR ER ST S RS PR SASR YIRS 2 N ]

ChLL FREQ = 13 . 1 * 14 »
4 % R8wW * 92+9 7.1
4 CuL * 7+3 * 440 *

4 TABLE » bet " 0.5 » 6¢9 *

LE 2 AR 2 2SR 222 R S S T I SN R S SERT SRS XY

TL CBL FRY 178 25 203
%X TABLE 87468 12+32
TOTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER NST RESPBNDING? 3R PERCENT 8F T8TAL?® 1577
PEARSEN CHI SGUARE TEST BF ASSBCIATIVITY: 07461 3 OF = 3 3 P = 048623 ’
. SYMMETRIC LAMBDA ! 000000
CRITERISN PREDICTHR  LAMBDA . .
REW . COLUMN _ " 0+00000 : OB
. . O —yH
CHLUMN ROW 0+00000 M

[E



RYWS REPRESENTS CLUSTER; 1=BRBAARD; 2=CHICAGB; 3=HAMPTUN;

v

v

6=LONG ISLAND; 7sMIAMI=DADE:; BeNEw HAVEN; 9=8RLANDBI

11=SACRAMENTES 123 STe PETERSBURG;

133S5AN FRANC]SCE.

4=H]LLS3ORBUGH;

10=PENSACOLA;

COLUMNS REPRESENT: 188- DID YHU PIRSBNALLY HAVE AN OPPBRTUNITY T8 SPEAK WwITH { B8R ASK
QUESTIENS BF) PARTJCIPANTS FRIM B8THER CLUSTERS.

O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

(DURING CUNCURRENT SESSIGNS)

1 = YES; 2 = NO»s

TOTALS
1 o2
HRARBEARBERE RN R RN R R RN R RF LR D RN D NN
CkLL FREQ 1 » 0 * 1 *
% ROBW * 1000 * 0«0
% CoL * De5 » 00 »

% TABLE # Qe5 » 00 * 0¢5 *
I 222 SRS AL LSS RS SIRSE2SARSASRSIL SRS NS E RS
CELL FREQ =+ 20 * 4 * 24 -

%  RBW ¥ 8363 ¢ 167 *

% CsL ® 10.8 * 1408 *

% TABLE = Sed » 149 * 113 *

I 2 s R R R Y Y R S R YR RSN R

CELL FRLG 10 * 3 * 13 *

% ROW * 7649 # 231 *
% CcoeL * Sek *  11lel »
¥ TABLE » 447 » led * 6.1 »
T IR I I R TR R TS TP T AT SRS L L R T L L
CELL FREG # 1g * 1 » 20 »
% Row * 95,0 * 540 *
% CuL * 103 » 307 » :
% TABLE » 90 # 0e5 * e »
(R Z S S 222 R R X X RS F TR 2RSS AR SRS YRR Y S )
CELL FREG * 24 » 1 » 25 »
. % ROW * 9600 * 4D ¥
T % COL %+ 13.0 * 307 »
% TABLE * 113 * 0+5 # 1138 *
[ R R R Ny T Y R PR R e YTy}
CELL FREQ@ = 9 * 3. = 12 »
X  ROW * 7540 * 2540 »
% Co8L * 449 * 11} »*
% TABLE » he2 * 1ot * S5¢7 »
IR R TR R T RS TR T LT T I E R LR T X 2 g
CLLL FREQ «x 19 » 5 » 24 *
% ROW * 792 # 2008 »
%X CsL * 103 #1845 1
%  TABLE » 340 ® ced * 11.3 »

T XSS EERTR SRR FE FEES SRR ELLENE R FFRPIENELE)

Sv JACKSONVILLE;

R 2 TSRS

gle IVl



CELL FREQ * 14 = 1 0. 15 #
8 % Rbw * 93,3 » 607 »
% CoL * 706 * 3e7 *
% TABLE. = 6e6 » 05 * 701 »
AR R N Y X AR N S R S PN R )
CELL FREG * 20 * e * 22 »
9 % [Bw * 90.9 » Sl »

% CcoL #» 308 » 704 »
% TABLE # XY * 043 * 10e% »

LA AR I N R AR A ST SR AR FR LS Y 32

CELL FREQG * 4 » 0 * 4 *
10 % RUw * 100.0 * 0.0 *
% CcoL » 22 * 0.0 »

X TAELE 1,9 ¥ 0+0 » 19 »

'liillii&'ll*ll'lll**'igigli&{'filllililil’

CELL FREQ = 14 * 2 d 16 *
11 % Row # B7s5 » (2.5 *
4 CHL * 706 * 704 5

% TABLE * 606 &  0¢9 * 7,5

LA Y R AR Y R T T T Y R S RS RS ST L S S

CELL FREQ # 16 » o =+ 1o *
12 % RQOW * 1000 * 0«0 *
X CcoL o » 88 ¥ Cel *

% TABLE * 7¢5 ¢ 0D * 745 o«
LA A AT FERERET XSS AR RIS TS LAEISESSS LSRR XX
CELL FREQ * 15 * 5 N 20 »
13 % Ruw * 75,0 % 2502 »
% ceL * 8] * 185 #
% TABLE = 7e1 » 2ok *  Ge4 »

AR A Z I FFTREEFTE LSS ARSI TESEIIZ ST ST S X )

TL c8L FKQ 185 27 212

% TABLE 8728 12¢74% . -
TBTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NyMgkR NBT RESPBNDING: 29 PERCENT OF TOBTAL: 12.03
PEARSON CHI SHUARE TEST 8F ASSBCIATIVITY! 13.9506 3 OF = 12 ) P = 03039

SYMMETRIC LAMBDA 0001869

CRITERIGN PREDICTOR LAMBDA
RBW COLUMN De02139
CHLUMN _ ROW 200000

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic: -

squod gig TIGVL



TABLE 28A

RUWS REPRESENT? PRESENT PBSITIAON: 1 = ADMINISTRATIEBN; 2 = BEHWAVIORAL SCIENCE)
3 = CURRICULUM AND INSTRUCTIBN; 4 = ENGINEERING TECHNELBGYe

C3LUMNS REPRESENT: 18Ce DID YUCU PERSINALLY HAVE AN O9PPSRTUNITY T8 SPEAK WITH ( 8R ASK
QUESTIONS 8F) PARTICIPANTS FRBM 8THER CLUSTERSs
(BUTSIDE SCHEDULED SESSIANS)
1 = YES; 2 = NU»

TBTALS
1 2
CELL FREQ = 82 » o) - £2 "
1 % ROW * 10040 * 0.0 *
X CcL # 38.3 » 0.0 * : i

%z TABLE + 3746 * 0«0 * 3746 L
RN RBRBE RS E R R R AR SRR RN AR R E R R AR R R R RN AR RGN
CELL FREQ = 48 * 1 b 4G *
2 X RBnw * S8 0 * 20 *
4 CoL * 224 * 2540 *
% TABLE » 220 » 05 * 2245 »
AR BE R AR R R AR R RRRERRR RN R BB RRRR R R RN AR RN
CELL FREQ = 71 * 2 * 73 »
3 X RBw % 973 * 2¢7 -
4 CaL # 332 #= 5000 -
% TABLE - 26 * Oe3 * 33.5 »
BRRR AR ERE R AR R R R R R RRRRRERRRRR B R AR R RN R RN NN

CELL FREQ = 13 = 1 * 14  » : ’ o,

4 % ROW * 929 g 71 »
X CcoL - el * 2940 R ’ .
% TABLE = 640 * 0+5 * 6ol » ’ ) ‘

BRRRBRAEBERBRBRBRERRERRRRLERRRBRRRRRRRRRRRER

TL C8L FRQ 214 & 218
-% TABLE  98ei7 1483

TOTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER NBT RESPBNDING: 23 PERCENT B8F TBTAL?® 954

PLARSHN CHI SGUARE TEST BF ASSBCIATIVITYS 40660 3 DOF = 3 3 P = 02544 '

SYMMETRIC LAMBDA 3 0.01429

PREDICTOR LAMBDA .

CRITERIBN

ROW COLUMN 0401471 n «

. ’ ) - ®,
CELUMN ROW 0400000 o—

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

[E



RYWS REPRESENT? CLUSTER: 1=BRBWARD; 2=CHICAGBJ 3aHAMPTENS Q=HILLSBBRGUGHJ 53 JACKSONVILLE)
6=LONG ISLANDJ 7=MIAMI-CADEJ 8=NEw HAVEN) 9=0RLANDE; 10=PENSACOHLAS
11=85ACRAMENTE; l2= STe PETERSBURG; 13=SAN FRANCISCBe.

COLUMNS REFPRESENT! 18Ce DID YOU PZRSABNALLY HAVE AN gPPBRTUNITY T8 SPEAK WITH ( 8R ASK
QUESTIBNS BF) FPARTICIPANTS FR3M BTHER CLUSTERS,
(BUTSIDE SCHEDULED SESSIENS)
1 = YES; 2 = NG»

TOTALS
1 2
ISR ZEZRTERSSEES ARSI YR SRS R R RS RS R X X
CELL FREG » 2 * 0 L4 2 »
1 %* RBw * 1000 * Q0 *
% CbL * 0¢3 » 00 *

% TABLE = 0:9 * 00 049 *
T I R S NS R R R R F RN R F RS YR RS XY 2
CELL FREQ » 25 * 1 * 26 »
2 % RIW * 962 * 3,8 *
% CoL * 1141 * 2040 *
% TABLE =+ 109 * Oely #  11.3 *
I E I R R Y R R E e YR IR PR RS E R RS SRS N X 3
CELL FREQ =« 14 * 1 * 15 »
3 % ROW * 933 * 6e7 *
% CoL * 6e2 * 2040 *
%» TABLE = bel * Cotp L 6¢5 *

XSS SRR EIE SRR RSN RIS S SRR R RESS RS R SR L R N2

CELL FKEQR 21 * 1 * 22 »
4 % ROCw * 955 * 4e5 *
% Cul * 93 * 200 *

% TAELE = Fel * Qey * 946 *

[T EEXEL RS RYSSEES SIS AR R RS S 2 22 2 R 8 2 4

CELL FREG = 23 » 1 * 24 @
5 % ROW # 958 * LYY *
% CoL ». 10e2 » 200 *

% TABLE « 1040 * Ok * 104 *

IZZF S E SR AR R RN ER SRR RSTRERER RS R RS RS L RERE SRS E ]

CELL FREG = 12 * 1 » i3 L
& % ROw * 923 * 7¢7 *
% COL * 543 # 2040 *

% TABLE = Se2 * Ot * S5e¢7 »

I'ES 2RSS IR SRS SRS ESR AR SRR R RS R 2R LS

CELL FREQ = 25 * 0 * 25 »
7 % Rbow * 10000 * 00 *
% (oL * 111 * 0s0 - »

% TABLE * 10.9 * 0.0 * 109 »*

Q}Ill’i‘li*il****‘i*%*'l}l‘ii*lll*?i*&i*ﬁi“

O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic: -

gge ITdVL



CELL FREG » 17 » o} * 17 “
8 % RBwW # 10040 » 00 *
% CBL » 7+6 » 0ed *

% TABLE '» 74 » 00 * 7ok *

ilﬂbl!.ii....i*i’ii.i*'iii’i..f”...iiili.*

CbLL FREQG » 22 . 0 * 22 *
3 % ROk * 1000 * 090 *
% CHL * Fe8 * 0¢0 *

% TABLE = XY + 0+0 » 946 *
EERRERRR AR RN R B R R R R RN R AR R RN RN TN %
CELL FREQ + 4 » 0 d 4 »
10 X ROW * 10000 & 0.0
% CcoL » 1.8 * 0.0 *
4 TABLE 1.7 » 0D * 1.7 »

i{..i*i##in##*ﬁl*i.*.!*&*.#'iiii*#liiiil*il

" CElLL FREG = 18 # 0 * 18 =
u % ROW *= 100e0 * OeQ *
% CoL » 80 » QeD L4

% TABLE « 7+8 * 0.0 » 7¢8 a
;.qu&.*.*&i'l**'.il!ii’l**fli..l**i&..!&i’{l
CELL FREQ » 18 » 0 » i3 »
12 % R9w * 100+0 » 00 *
% CHL » 8+0 - OeQ *
%4 TABLE » 7+8 » 042 * 748 »
ii!%ﬁ.l***i****l'*..*i’&ll.h*.i.*..i*{ll.*i
CELL FKRER 2k * 0 * 24 *
13 % REw # 10000 »  (Qeg
% LBl % 10.7 » Q0 »
% TABLE = 1044 * 0s0 *+ 104 *

li&0.&****’*****'N'.*#.f{.!.i*****¥i*i!iliﬁ

TL CBL FRG 2285 5 230
% TABLE 9783 21,
TOTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER NOT RESPONDING: 11 ' PERCENT 8F THTAL:  4»56
PEARSUN CHI SGUARE TEST 6F ASSSCIATIVITY: 7¢5460 5 DF = 12 4 P = 048195

SYMMETRIC LAMEDA 000000

CRITERIBN PREDICTOR L AMBDA
. RBW COLUMN 000000
COLUMN . ROW 000000

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

*3U0d Q2 HIAVL



ROWS REFRESENTS

COLUMNS REPRESENT:

TOTALS
1 2
XTI RIS E RSN S RS RARR RS R SR LSRR R R Y KL X N
CELL FREQG * 216 « 21 = 237
1 % REW * 91 * 8¢9 -
% CeL # 100+0 * 1000 L
% TABLE =+ 9is1 - Be3 %« 100,0
IR X PRSI ESSS RS SR RS RSASLSS RS R RE SRR R X X
TL CBL FRQ 216 21 237
% TABLE 91ell 886
TaTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUyMBER NBY RESPONDING:

TABIE 29

1973 RESPONSE PATTERN (BVERALL ).

22A« WERE FACILITIEE FOR GENZRAL SESSIONS ADEGUATE.
1 = YES; 2 =

N3

*

*

4

PERCENT BF TBTAL:®

1466

O

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

E



TABLE 29A

RUWS REPRESENT: PRESENT PBSITIONS 1 = ADMINISTRATION; 2 = BEHAVIBRAL SCIENCE;
3 = CURRICULUM AND INSTRUCTION; & = ENGINEERING TECHNSLBGY.

COLUMNS REPREZSENT: 2p2As WERE FACILITIES FBR GENERAL SESSIBNS ADEQUATE.

1 = YESs 2 = NG .
TOTALS
1 : 2 ,
[E2A2 2222 RS R R RSS2 R R 2R 2R 2 2 22 R 2 X 2 X
CELL FREQ = 82 * 3 * 85 »
1 % RYw * 9645 » 35 -
% CoL * 400l « 1548 »

% TABLE # 3648 » 1¢4 # 38.3 .
HERBBRFEDRRRRRBERRXRRBRERERRRRRREERRRRRRN RN N
CELL FREQ = 45 % 5 * 50 »
2 A ROW *  90.0 *» 106D »
X Cel #  22e2 * 263 »
% TABLE » 203 L3 2e3 * 225 -

LA E AL FEASZEIERT ISR 2222222 R 2 R R R R R 22 2 2 2

CELL FREL = 63 » ] » 72 »
3 % ROW #*  B7e5 * 12e5 »
% Csu L 310 » 47l -

% TABLE # 2Be4 » Gaet ® 3244 » A
Y L T Y L L T T YT Y Yy yynepearggep e
CELL FREQ = 13 * 2 * 15 L4
4 A ROQW *  Bb6e7 * 13.3 *
4 CoaL * 6l #  10.5 b
X TABLE = 59 * 0«3 » 648 -

RURSRUBRERBRRRBRRERBRRRRRBERUBRETRAP RN

TL C8(. FR3 203 19 2ez2

% TABLE Ilelty 84556
TOTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER NBT RESPONDING: 19 PERCENT OF TOTAL: 7+88
PEARSBN CHI SGUARE TEST BF ASSBCIATIVITY: be7460 3 DF = 3 3 P = 001914 ,

SYMMETRIC LAMBDA 3 003846

CRITERI3N PREDICTER LAMBDA .
ROW : CHLUMN . 0.04380
CELUMN e 040000C o=

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

[E



R8w

coL

O

I3

S REPRESENT! CLUSTER! 1=8RBWARDJ 2=CHICAGH;
6=LONG [SLANDJ 7eM]AM]~DADE}
11=5ACRAMENTO) 12= STes PETERSBURG) 13=5AN FRANCISCB.»

UMNS REPRESENT! 22As WERE FACILITIES FOR GENERAL SESSIONS ADEQUATE.

1 = YES) 2 = NGB

TOTALS
1 2
L TN T T
CELL FREG = 2 * 0 * é .
4 ROw * 10040 * 0.0 *

% Col % 0e9 # 0s0
% TABLE » 0¢3 % 040 % 0s9 =

I ZE X2 RS AR SRS LA SRR RS2 SRR RS RS SRR Rl X R

CELL FREQ » 23 » 2 » 25 ]
% R8w * 9240 * 8+0 *
% CcoL * 108 » Je5 »

4 TABLE » 949 * 09 * 1047 L]

(222 R R RS RS R R NS SRR RS SRS R0 RS XS SRR E R

CELL FREG = 12 * 3 * 15 »
% ROW * 8040 * 20.0 *
4 CblL * 5¢7 * 143 *

% TABLE » 5e2 * 1.3 * 6olp »

IEE RS ELE SRS R RS SSRSXSSSS S RS S RS R R R R 2R LR

CELL FREQ = 21 » 1 » 22 =
% ROwW * 95,5 * 445 *
% ceL » SeS * 48 »

"% TABLE =» 940 » Ol * Selt *»

[ EXS AR RS RES RS RS2 R R RS R R RS R R R 4

CELL FREG = 24 * 2 * 26 *

% ROW * 923 * 707 *
% CcoL * 11.3 » 245 »
% TABLE * 1043 * 0+39 * 1le2 *

IEZ 2RSSR SR SRR S SRR SR RS SR R A R ALK 2]

CELL FREG » 13 » 1 # 14 *
% ROW * 529 » 7.1 *
% CoL » 6e1 » 48 »

% TABLE = 506 * Qe * 640 *
R SR SR IR EIESDERTIE SRR SRS SR SRR R RS R R R R R XS R R ]
CLLL FREQ = 24 * 2 - 26 -
% ROW * 9243 * 7¢7 *
% COL %+ 113 * 35 *
% TABLE » 10.3 * 0.3 * 11.2 *

(RS RS AR SRS ERES R AR A SRR R R RS RS R R R LR

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

3aHAMPTON; 43HILLSBGRBUGH)
8=NEW HAVEN;

5=JACKSBNVILLES

9=8RLANDD: 10=PENSACBLA;

g62 TIGVL



CELL FREG = 17 . 1 * 18 *
8 4 ROW ® 9444 * Se6 *
5 CbtL * 800 » 4,8 »
% TApLg = T3 » Oel » 7¢7 »
LA R R e S T T T T LTy Ty
CELL FREG = 21 * 1 * 22 “
9 % ROw * 9545 » 445 »
A Loy » 949 » 448 »
- % TABLE * 9.0 » Dol * 944 »
Sl S LA L R R N S U P
CELL FREQ = 4 * 0 # 4 *
10 % ROW * 10040 * 0+0 »
A CoL * 13 » 0ed *
% TABLE = 1e7 » 00 » 17 »

FRBERL RN R Ny l»ilOlllQ!Q*liililﬁl*bﬁlléilii
CELL FREQ #* _ 14 » 4 * 18 .
11 % ROw #7748 *  22ep *
% CcoL * 606 #  19.0 »

% TABLE #6040  # 147 % 747 E
l‘lﬂl**k**’#lll{**}lrb*lll{*lﬁ!lﬁ}!*l{’l*i*lii
CELL FREQ + 15  » 3 18 >
12 %  REw * 3343 & {647 o
X oca » 7 * 1463 \9
% TABLE » 624 * 1.3 » 7¢7 »
EEEE SRR R X FY l'v"{}il’l'i*l"{if*l*l**lﬁliil’**il 8
CELL FREQ = 22« 1 = 23 3
13 % ROW * 95:7 % 4e3 .

% col * 1044 * 448 *
% TABLE » 94 * Dot * 9e9 »

LA A RS ERE TR TR T IR IRy [ZAEEE T L 3 FR T IR

TL CBL FRA 212 2y 233
% TABLE 90493 9401
TOTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER NOT RESPONDING: 8  -PERCENT 6F TBTAL:  3e3p
PEARSGN CHI SGUARE TEST OF ASSBCIATIVITY:  10.0633 ; OF 2 12 ;5 P s 046104

SYMMETRIC LAMBDA 0.00877

CRITER[BN ' "PREDICTOR : LAMBDA
ROW COLUMN 0+00966
COLUMN . RBW 0.00000

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



ROWS REPRESENT:

TABLE 30

1973 RESPSNSE PATTERN (BVERALL)e

CHLUMNS REPRESENT! 228+ WERE FACILITIES FER CENCURRENT SESSI1ONS ADEQUATE.

1 =

1

YES; 2 = NJe

TBTALS
2

"*..“.“‘i.“*"“‘*“*‘“‘*“‘tt“t““**‘

CELL FREG
1 % Réw .

211
90?2

% C4L * 10040

% TABLE «

302

»* 23 » 234 »
- S8 »
*» 1000 -
* 9.8 # 10040 »

‘“*‘*"*"**“‘“*“‘*‘****t"t“*‘*t****‘

TL COL FR@
% TAbLE

TBTAL SAMPLE SIZE:

211
S0.17

241

23 . 234
9433

NUMBER NBT RESPBNDING:

7

PERCENT 8F T3TAL:

2290

O

IC

E

Aruitoxt provided by exic |



TABLE 30A

RBWS REPRESEINT! PRESENT PESITIAN: 1 = ADMINISTRATIGN; 2 = BEHAVIGRAL SCIENCE;
3 » CURRICULUM AND INSTRUCTIBN; 4 = ENGINEERIMG TECHNGLEGY.

COLUMNS REPRESENT: 228+ WERE FACILITIES FBR CONCURRENT SESSIENS ADEQUATE
1 = YES; 2 » NO»

TBTALS
1 2
BRRRRERRRRRRRARERRR B AR R RN R RN RN RN
CELL FREQ = 73 » 3 * 84 »
1 % Rfiw * 4.0 »* 60 -
% 8L * 395 LI -2 L

% TABLE # 359 * 23 * 38.2 #

HRBRRAREERAR AR RER AR R RREBRRARE R RRRERERRRR AR RN

CELL FREQ = 42 * 7 * 49 »
2 % ROW * K547 % 1443 w
% CoL # 21e2 % 31¢8

A TABLE « 191 » 32 * 2243 L
LA AT 2 R Z R R 2R RN TR T T TNTR T R RRRR P g e
CELL FREQ = 62w 10 = 72 »
3 X RAOwW *  Bb6e1] *  13.9 *
% coL % 31¢3 % 4545
X TABLE = 222 » 4e5 * 327 L
BRAERBES B EERRERRTRER R RRERAR B ARR R R R R RRE RSN R
CELL FREG = 15 * 0 * 15 *
4 % RGw * 100+0 » 0.2 »
% ﬁ@”l » N.@ * 0D *
X TAELE » 68 - 00 * 68 »

RERRRBER B ELR R RS RRRRRRRRRRRR NG RN RN RN RN N

TL COL FRQ 198 22 220
% TABLE 90.00 1000
TUTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUM3ER N8BT RESPSNDING: 21 PERCENT 8F TBTAL: 8+71

PEARSHN CHI SQUARE TEST BF ASSBCIATIVITY: 544056 J OF « 3 3} P = 0elé4uh.

SYMMETRIC LAMBDA ¢ 003165

CRITERIUN PREDICTOR . ‘LAMBDA
REW. ' . CALUMN 003676
CoLUMN RBwW . 0.00000

O

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

[E



) ' : ) 1
RBWS REPRESENT?S CLUSTER: 1=BROWARD; 2=CHICAGO; 3=HAMPTAN; 4=HILLSBOROUGH; 5=JACKSBNV1LLEJ

6=LONG JSLAND; 7=MIAMI-DADE; BaNEW HAVEN; 9=0RLANDO) 10=PENSACOLA;
11=SACRAMENTES 12z STe PETERSBURG: 1325AN FRANCISCE.

CULUMNS REFRESENT: 22E+ wERE FACILITIES FOR CONCURRENT SESSIONS ADEQUATE.
1 = YES; 2 = NBv

TBTALS
1 2 .
TSP ERRRT RSN R RS SR NEE RSN ZSS SRR R RS S 28 2 )
CELL FREG * 2 * Q * 2 »
1 % ROW * 100.0 » 00 *
% CaL * 1.0 » 0»D *

% TABLE + 09 » 0»0 * 0.9 »
P T L L L T I T T T T T T T T R
CELL FREQ@ » 21 * 5 » 26 »
2 % ROBw . * 8048 * 192 *»
% CHL * 101 * 217 »
% TABLE * Jei * 2¢2 * 113 »
ERRRRRNRR R REFR R AR RN R RN RRTEER RN R g a h N RN A KN
CELL FKEG + 13 * 2 * 15 -
3 % ROW * 8647 # 1343 »
% coL S 63 » 8¢7 »
% TABLE 57 * 08 * 6e5 »

IS TR R RSS2SR S A2 SS RIS S S RS NS S S R E 2 X X3

CELL FREG # 18 * 3 = 21 »
4 X  ROW *  85.7 * 143 *
%X Cak * 8e7 *# 130 *

% TABLE = 7+8 » 1.3 * 9.1 *
XY PSSR IEZ 2SS RS SSSRRZS RS SS R SRS R S 2 0 R X )
CCELL, FREG 25 * 1 * 26 »
5 %  ROW % 9642 # 3ed: »
% col * 12.1 » 423 »
% TABLE # 109 * Dok * 113 ' »

I XIS TSRS SZSSSRR S SIS RE SRR RS R AN X

CELL, FREQ 14 » 0 * 14 *»
] %  ROW * 1000 » 020 L
% CoL » 6e¢8 * Q0 »

% TAglLE » 6l * Cs0 * 601 *

Y S Y EE IS RIEEER TR PR RYESEZ 2SS SRR S R L 2 2 2

CELL FREQ » el * 4 » 25 ]
7 %X ROW * &40 ® 1640 .
% CaL *  10s1 * 174 *

% TABLE = 91 * 17 *  §0.9 »

’.-l‘*-il»!-l'llil**i*lﬂllil&*{*ﬂ-*_ﬁill*l’ilii{l**li

ERIC -

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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CELL FREQ@ = 15 * 2 » 17 *
8 % ROW * 8842 * 11.8 »
¥ COoL * 7¢2 * 847 »

% TABLE = 645 * 9 * 7ob *
IZZZ RS A S EET SRS RS RSSSESRS R RS RN Y R FE Y VR Y FWY
CELL FREG » 21 » 1 » g2 L
9 % R * 9545 * 445 *
%X CoL * 100} » 443 * !
% TABLE » 3l » Uey » ERY:) * !
[ Z XY RIS SN E RS L] l’*i**i‘ﬁll*l"}{ll’*l’l{l&*lﬁ
CELL FREQ = 4 * 0 » I . !
10 % ROW *» 100+0 * 0.0 * [
% CoL * 1.9 * 0.0 *
4 TABLE » 1.7 » 0D » 147 *
I XX 22 R AR R L E R R TR R Y R RN N N e I S XS

CELL FREQ » 14 » 4 » 18 »

11 % ROW * 7768 *  22+2 *
% CoLl * 6¢8 174 »
% TABLE = 6ol L 1.7 * 7.8 »
L X E RS R ZSREESER SRR S S IS F R Y TWEREFRRE TR ¥
CELL FREQ » 16 . 1 » 17 -
12 % ROW * 941 * S5e9 * . o
% cok * 767 ¥ 443 * {

% TaBLE = 740 » Oy * T4 *
Dy T E L N R T TN T T T ¥ L Y Ty
CELL, FREQ =+ 23 * 0 » 23 »
13 % ROW * 10040 » 0.0 »
% Col * 111 » 040 - o
% TABLE * 100 * 0.0 * 10.0 »

HRERFTERFRERRRRRRERARRRRT DR BB RRRE RN SR RN

TI. CBL FRQ 207 23 230
% TABLE 90400 10100
TOTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER NBI RESPENDING: 11 PERCENT BF TOTALL 4156
FEARSON CHI SGUARE TEST GF ASSGCIATIVITY: 140411 4 DF = 12 ; P = 0.2981

SYMHETRIC LAMBDA ¢ 0:01762

CRITERIUN PREDICTER LAMBDA
ROW . COLUMN © 0.01361
COLUMN , ROW 0400000

ERIC .

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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TABLE 31

REWS REPRESENT: 1973 RESPSNSE PATTERN (GVERALL?.

CHLUMNS REPRESENT: 22C. WERE FACILITIES FuR COBFFEE BREAKS ADEQUATE.
1 = YES; 2 = NDe

TOTALS
-1 2
tttt1ttttttttt¢tttttttattttttttt#ttttAatttt -
CELL FREG + 184 » 49 * 233 »

1 %4 REW #  79.0 * 210 *
% CcoL # 1000 * 1000 *
% TABLE » 720 #= 210 # 1002 »

‘t#tt#tttt'i‘tt#*‘t##tt#t‘t#t#tt#t ARERRERRR

TL CEL FRU 184 49 233
% TABLE 7397 21.03
TBTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER N3T RESPSNDING! 8 PZRCENT BF TBTAL:Z 3932

Q
IC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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TABLE 31A

REWS REPRESENT? PRESENT PBSITISN: 1 = ADMINISTRATIOGN; 2 = BEHAVIORAL SCIENCE}
3 « CURRICULUM AND INSTRUCTIBN; 4 = ENGINEERING TECHNEBLOGY.

COLUMNS REPRESENT:! 22C. WERE FACILITIES FOBR CBFFEE BREAKS ADEQUATE.

1 = YES) 2 = NOB» .
TOTALS
1 2
CELL FREQ 67 * 17 * 34 L]
1 4 Ruw * 7958 * 202 *
% CuL *= 3340 * 362 *

%X TABLE = 3046 » 7.8 * 384 »

““"l‘.““““““‘.““““““"“*‘**1

_ CELL FREQ = b4 o= 5 = 49 =
2 % RaWw * 8948 * 102 *
% CoL *» 25.6 ® 10+5

4 TABLE =+ 20s1 » 2¢3  * 2244 *
[ Y T 2 T LT T T Y 2 3
CELL FREQ = 51 * 21 - 72 »
3 % RAW * 7048 * 29.2 L] N
% Ccak * 29«7 *  4bhe7 »
4 TABLE #» 2363 L 946 *  32.9 »

XTI ETER XE 2 22 ] RERERRRRRRRERRRRRBRRRRRR SRR R

CELL FREQ » 10 = LR 14w
4 % ROW » 714 = 2846
% coL s+ 548 &  8a5 #

% TABLE * 446 * 18 * Helt *

YIS RSYRSYS S S 2R 22022 2 00 & A A A8 2

TL COL FRQ 172 47 219
% TABLE =~ 78454 2lek4b
TOBTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER NST RESPENDING: 22 PZRCENT OF T3TAL: 913
PEARSON CHI SGUARE TEST BF ASSBCIATIVITY: 6+7147 ; DF a3 3 P = 00816

SYMMETRIC LAMBDA 3 0.02198

CRITERIBN PREDICTSR LAMBDA .
REW . - COLUMN .  0.02963 «

. \C
C3LUMN RBw 000000 17>

B Ai70x provided by ERic:

E



4 .

REWS REPRCSENTS CLUSTER: 1=BROWARD; 2=2CHICAGB; 3xHAMPTAON; 4=H]LLS30RBUGH} 5= JACKSONVILLE;

6=LBNG ISLAND; 7=MIAMI=DADE: 8=KEW HAVEN; 9=8RLANDO; 10=PENSACOLA;
11=5ACRAMENTE; 12= STs PETERSHURG: 13xSAN FRANCISCOs

CBLUMNS REPRESENTS 22C. WERE FACILITIES FBR COFFEE BREAKS ADEQUATE
. 1 = YES: 2 = N

TBTALS
1 F
* % % I—QIiii»&iliii*ili{lii{lli}i&*&l*il’&**{
CblLL FREQ * 1 0w 1
1 % ROW * 10050 %  GsD @

% Ccel * 06 * 0s0 *
% TABLE » Oed » 0+0 * Oty »
(XX Z R A2 RS RN ST A RN Y N EN R L L N e Y Pt
CeLL FREG = 24 * 2 * 26 *
2 % ROW * G243 # 747 » )
% CoL * 13,3 * LEDY *
% TABLE = 1045 " 0.3 LIRS Y TR
IEZEEZ AR SRR RS E S RL R EE T E SR BT PR e
 CELL FRER = 11 » 4 » 15 »
3 X RBW * 733 * 2647 »
% CaL * 65el * 82 *
% TABLE » 48 * 1+7 » 616 *
B PRRATERERA RN R RTRREF R RARDERAR R AR SRR
CLLL FREQ » 16 * ] * 21 -
4 % ROW * T6e2 * 23,8 *
% ¢o8L * 8e 9 * 1042 *
% TABLE = 70 * 22 » 9.2 »
HAF GBI AR ERR R TR R LT RERRE NN BTN N
CELL FREQ # 24 = 1 25  »
5 % Rbw * 960 » 440 *
% cou * 1363 * 240 »
% TABLE » 105 » Qv4 * 10,9 3
FERARPRERE B AR BR R RRERRRR R R AR R SRR RERRRRRRT NN
CELL FREG » 10 * 4 » 14 »
[} % ROW * Tle4 * 286 »*
% CBL * 5¢6 * 842 *
% TABLE = bek * 1v7 . 61 »
HRBHRERRRRERRERRRRERN R R R RRNR AR R R LR R AR RN
CELL FREQ » 18 * 6 » 24 »
7 % ROw * 750 * 2540 » .
% COL * 1000 » {2e2
% TABLE » 7+9 * 2e6 * 1045 »

BEXE R LRSS SZRENET IS YRR XX TR FHY F PR AR g ey

O

ERIC
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CELL FRED = 16 » 2 » 18 e
8 % ROW. 8849 & 111
% CoL » 809 % 4l

% TABLE +» 70 * 0.9 * 749 »
L2 X B XSS SR A NSRS SRR SR SRR RS SR TR BN PR YR P I
CELL FREG »» 15 » 7 * ee .
3 % Rbw *  68.2 * 3148 *
X CcuL » 843 s 143 *
% TABLE = 66 * 3] * 9.6 L4
[ Z2EEZEEEE ISR ES R RS ERFE T XL RN Y LR F IR IR TR
CELL FREG = 4 » 0 * 4 »
10 % ROW # 10040 » Q.0 *
% CaL * 2e2 * 042 »
% TABLE =& 1.7 » 0ed » 147 *
I Z A R R E R T XS SN R R RS SR TR RS EL Y XY FIETEEY 3
ChLL FREQ@ 14 * 4 » 18 -
11 X  RBW #7748 * 222 *
A COL * 708 * 8¢2 »
% TABLE = 6ol * 1.7 * 79 »
HRRRBRATRRRRRERRRPR BRI R R RRRERT R TR SRR RN
CbkLL FREQ = 12 * 6 » 18 .
12 X RB8Ww * 667 »  33.3 *
X CBL » 6+7 *  12+2 *
% TABLE - » 5.2 » 26 » 749 »
I XIS E SR SRR SRR RS NSRS R FEERREE Y SO LY ]
CELL FREQ # 15 » 3 » 23 »
13 % ROW ¥ 652 ¥ 3448 *
x CsL * {03 *#  16e3 *
% TABLE [ 66 > 3»5 * 10,0 + =

LI Z R RS S Z 2 R R R RS S XSS R EE RS FES SRR T N

Tl. C8L FRQ 180 49 229

% TABLE 78460 2140
TOTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER NOT RESPANDING: 12 PERCENT BF TOTAL: 4Le98
PLARSEN CHI SGUARE TEST OF ASSBCIATIVITY: 1602325 3 DF = 12 4 P = 0+1808

SYMMETRIC LAMBDA }  0,02381

CRITERIEGN ) PREDICTBR LAMBDA
ROW COLUMN 002955
COLUMN ROW : 0.00000

ERIC .

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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" TABLE 32

RUWS REPRESENTS 1973 RESPONSE PATTERN (BVERALL)e

narczzmzmvzmmw24"mmo.zmnmﬂ>n~r~4Hmmﬂomnmnxﬂ>Mrm>omoc>qm.
1 = YES; 2 = N@» -

TBTALS
1 e

CELL FREQ = 206 * 10 * 216 »
1 %X REWw + 9544 » b6 *
A CceL * 100.C * 10040 *

X TABLE # 954 » 4e6 * 10040 *

““““““*“‘*‘t“‘*t““.“*‘“i XXX XX 2 X3

TL CAL FRQ 206 10 216
% TABLE 9537 4e63
THTAL SAMPLE S1ZE: 241 NUMBER NBT RESPONDING: 25 PERCENT BF TOTAL:

1037

O

IC

E

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



TABLE 32A

ROWS REPRESENT? PRESENT PBSITIaN: 1 = ADMINISTRATION; 2 = BEHAVIGRAL SCIENCE;
3 = CURRICULUM AND INSTRUCTIBN; & = ENGINEERING TECHNEBLEGY.

CHLUMNS REFRESENT: 22De WERE FACILITIES FBR CBCKTAILS ADEQUATE.
41 = YES; 2 = NBe

TOTALS
1 2
R L L T T T T R R R R R X
CELL FREQ « 79 » 3 * 82 ®
1 X ROw * 963 * 347 -

X coL * 403 * 375 »
% TAELE » 3847 * 15 *= 4042 *

“““.“‘*“**““‘“““*‘**““"‘*““‘

CELL FREQ # 43 = 1 . Ly -
2 4 ROW *= 9747 * 2¢3 »
% coel *= 2149 * 123 »

% TABLE = 21.1 - 0e5 * 216 »

““‘.tt‘.“"“‘““““"“‘*“““**“,‘* t

CELL FREG = 62 » 4 »* 66 »*
3 % ROW # 939 L4 6l “
% CHL * 3146 + 500 b

% TAELE = 3C«4 « 2e¢0 % 324 *
“.**".‘**"““**"**‘.“*“‘t‘*'.“*i.*"‘*
CELL FREQ = . 12 * o] » 12 »
4 %  ROw * 1000 » UeD *
% ceL L] 6el * 00 b
% TABLE H5e3 » 0D * 5+9 -

X X 2 XX} [EZ XIS RSS2 R 2 RS X ] NERRRARFXERS RN

TL CBL FRa 196 8 20k
F4 TABLE 96408 392
TOTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER N3T RESPENDING: 37 PERCENT BF TBTAL! 1535
PEARSON CHI SGUARE TEST BF AS3BCIATIVITY: 106238 3 DF « 3 4 P = 046540
SYMMETRIC LAMBDA ! 0400769
CRITERION PREDICTOR . LAMBDA
ROW _ ~ CBLUMN 0400820
CeLUMN RBw 0+0000C

IC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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ROWS REPRESENT: CLUSTER: 1=8BRBwARD; 23CHICAGH; 3xHAMPTONs 4=HILLSBEROUGH; SsJACKSENVILLE;
6=LONG ISLAND; 7=MIAMI-DADE; BxNEW HAVEN; S=BRLANDU) 10=PENSACOLA:
11s5ACRAMENTO: 12= STe PETERSBURG; 13sSAN FRANCISCH.

CGLUMNS.REPRESENT: 220e WERE FACILITIES FBR CBCKTAILS ADEGUATE.
1 s YES: 2 3 NO+«

TOTALS
i 2
[Z 2 Z A E XL AR RS RESSRESE RS EE2RR R R R R 2R R R R Y
CELL FREQ = 1 * 0 * 1 *
1 % RO * 10040 » 00 *
4 coeL * Oe5 » Ued *

% TABLE = 05 * 0.0 *» 045 »

X RS AR R R S R R R R RS SRS FE S RSN I R SR T

CELL FREQ = 20 * 2 . 22 *
2 % RUWw ¥ 909 » 9l »
% CoL » 3¢9 *# 2040 *

2 TAELE »  9e4 % 0s9 % 104
L EEEFESESEESEEER A RS R NN ENIE S FEEEZRE LR YR FE R
CELL FREQ = 12 0 12w
3 % ROW *» 1000 * 0,0
% C8L - 569 % 0,0
%X TABLE » 5¢7 *  0s0 #  S.7 »

LA A AR SRS AR AR R RSREIERSE ARSI EEET RS LSS L R Y ]

CELL FREQ = 20 * 1 * 21 »
4 4 RwW * 5542 * 443 *
%X CsL * 9+9 * 1040 *

%X TABLE = Je4 * Q.5 * 9.9 *

L E 2R A RS EX SRR RS RIS R 2R RRSERTY R R Y

CELL- FREQ * 23 * o] » 23 »
5 % ROw * 10040 * 00 *
2 CcoL *  1le4 * 00 *

"% TABLE % 1038 * 0«0 * 10,8 *
N e e N N TR TSI T
CELL FREQ » 11 * 2 * 13 *
6 % RGWw *® B4eb * 1504 *
»  CuL L 54 ® 2040 *
% TABLE » 32 * 0s5  » 6l *
LE T T Y TR Y TR g g Y g g
CELL FRED = 23 * 1 * 24 *
7 % ROW * 958 * b:2 *
% C6L * 11a4 * 100 *.
% TABLE » 10+8 * Oe5 + 11,3 *

LA EZERE R AR R R X RS S S PSR EE R R NN TR LY R E XN P

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic: -
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CELL FREG = 16 L] i » 17 L)
8 % ROW * 941 * 5.9 »
% CoL » 79 *# 1040 »

X TABLE # 7e5 * 0«5 * 8.0 *
(IZ T T T EY E TR Y TR PR R g S g
CELL FREQ- » - 20 » Q * 20 .
9 X RGOW * 10040 » 0eD »
A CHL * 3¢9 » 0.0 »
A TABLE =+ ey » 0.0 » 94 *
R Ry T Y Y TR E TSI ™
CELL FREQ » 3 * 0 L4 3 »
10 X ROEW * 10000 * 00 *
% CBL * 15 * 040 *
% TABLz =« le4 * 0D * led *

LA AR A AL NEST RS R IS E RS XS TR Y F T RN RN P

CELL FREQ 15« 3 * 18 =
11 X Riw # B33 » 1607 »
X coeL A 7ot * 30,0 »

% TAHBLE = 7el * 1e4 * 8¢5 *

LEAARE L SRS 2R EES TR RR T RTY FERE FIE L TR PYFEY

ChLL FREQ = 15 @ 0 L 15, #»
i2 %A ROW * 10040 * De0 * :
% CaL A 7ol * Qe »

x TABLE = 7e1 » UeQ * 701 »
BERRARER R AR R R AR ER RS AR R R RN NN R AR R RN R D RN W
CELL FREQ » 23 * 0 * £3 »
13 % RUOW * 1000 * Qe -
% CoL *  1leu ¥ 0¢0 *
X TABLE # 108 » 00 # 1048 L

!‘llil#%ill’ll{*ilillllll{{iill*lf{llll!lll*l

TL COL FRQ 202 10 212

% TABLE 95428 4472
TOTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER NBT RESPONDING: 29 PERCENT 6F T8TAL! 12+03
PEARSON CHI SGQUARE TEST BF ASSBCIATIVITY: 1448164 3 DF = 12 3 P a 042516

SYMMETRIC LAMBDA 3 0.01010

CRITERIBN PREDICTBR LAMBDA
REW COLUMN 0¢01064
CHLUMN ROW 0400000

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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TABLE 33

ROWS REPRESENTS 1973 RESPBNSE PATTERN (BVERALL)e

CuLUMNS REPRESENT? 22E« WERE FACILITIES FBR MBNDAYs FRIDAY EVENING BANQUETS ADEQUATE

{1 = YES; 2 2 Nbo

TOTALS
1 2 . .
tvktﬂﬁ.t"ttt!ﬂt‘*t*_*“ttt**t#t*t“t#*ttttll
b 225 »

CELL FREG = 218 » 7

1 % ROw * 069 * 3.l
% 8L * 1000 + 1000 *

969 L 3.1 *+ 1000 *

*

% TABLE #
“"*‘#“““*‘.I‘“““““t “‘t'ﬁ-“*i#*‘**
TL COL FRGQ 218 7 225
% TABLE 9652 3011

THTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER NBT xmmvmzogzon. 16 PERCENT BF TOTALS el

O

IC

E

r
Full Tt Provided by ERIC.



TABLE 33A

RBWS REPRESENTS PRESENT PBSITIAN: 1 = ADMINISTRATION; 2 = wmI><Hmm>r SCIENCE)

3 = CURRICULUM AND INSTRUCTIBN; 4 = ENGINZERING TECHNOLEBGY.

CuLUMNS REPRESENT: 22Ee¢ WERE FACJLITIES FBR MBNDAYs» FRIDAY EVENING BANQUETS ADEQUATE
{1 = YESs 2 = NBe

) TBTALS
1 2 .
't“*t“*#*##‘*‘*t*‘*‘##*#t#‘#*“t*‘*#“###
5 CELL FREQ 80 » 3 83 #
. : 1 % ROW * 96ek % 3.6 *
T % CoL « 38.8 # 500
% TAHLE # 377 » 1e4 « 392 -

‘*‘.#t“*‘t#*#‘t*t‘*#“‘#t*‘***‘***“‘!‘*t#

CELL FREQ@ + 48 * 0 * 48 “

2 % ROW « 1000 * 00 *
% cel « 233 » 0+0 »
% TABLE #2246 * 0+0 * 2246 *
“‘“,ﬂ.“,"‘“"““““*““*‘m“"*““t‘
CELL.FREQ 65 - 3 - 68 L
3 % ROW * 9546 - Gk #
% CslL « 3166 * 500 -

% TABLE « 307 * 1e4 « 321 hd

#“*t‘*.-*t“‘tf“*‘t‘#*"‘t#‘#‘*#“t**tt#t#

CELL FREQ #» 13 - D » 13 .
4 % Row’ * 100.0 - 0D *
% coL * 63 »* 0e¢D -

% TABLE ~ 691 * Ged - 61 -

‘*#"*11*.##*.’*‘#“*‘*"’“**“t#tt#‘****t##

TL CIL FR3 206 6 212
% TABLE 9717 283
T8TAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER NBT RESPENDING: 29 PERCENT OF TBTALS:  12¢03
PEARSUN CH] SGUARE TEST 8F ASSBCIATIVITY: 2.5808 3 DF = 3 } P = 04609
. SYMMETRIC LAMBDA : 0000000
CRITERION PREDICTER LAMBDA
ROW COLUMN . " 0400000
CHOLUMN RBW 000000 -

O

IC

[E

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



. RYWS REPRESENT! CLUSTER? 1=dRUWARD 2=CHICAGB; 3=HAMPTUN; 4sHILLSBIROUGH: 5=JACKSBNVILLE}
. 6=LENI [SLAND; 7=MIAM]I-DADE; B=NEW HAVEN; 9=6RLANOBS 10=PENSACOLAI
11=SATRAMENTEB; 12= ST« PETERSBURGs 133SAN FRANCISCE

CelLUMNS REPRESENT! 22Es WERE FACILITIES FOR MUNDAY, FRIDAY EVENING BANQUETS ADEGUATE
1 = YES; 2 = NOo

TGTALS .
i 2 .
D YT TR T Y e Y L PR T ST T P
CELL FREG » i » 0 * 1 =

1 % ROBw * 1000 * 0«0 *
4 CoL * O¢5 * Q0 *
% TABLE = De5S * D0 * 05 »
I Z X222 REZ RIS SRS RS FRSLFRE S SN L FR X ERE T PR E S
CELL FREQ » 25 * 1 *. 26 *
2 ‘% RBW * 9602 » 3.8 » :
% Lol = 1147 * 143 *
% TYABLE # 113 * De5 * 1148 »
LA A XA SRR R SRS SRR R SRS R L RY R EYR Y R IE N
ChELL FREQ ¥ 12 * 0 * ie2 -
3 % REW * 1000 . 000 *
% ceL * S5e6 * Ged . » :
% TABLE » Deh » Ged * Sels *
A BT AL ESA R ERS SRS IR REER L RY X NE Y RY R PR
CELL FREG =» 22 * 0 * 22 »
4 % RGW * 1000 * 040 *
"% ceL # 103 * 0.0 *
% TABLE * 1000 # QeD * 1G.0 »
LA RS R AT RIS RS NE LR N R TR R L PER P PRI IS
CCELL FREQ  » 25 * ¢ * 25 *
8 % ROW * 10000 » 020 *
% CBL * 117 » 0.0 *
"% TABLE » 1143 * 00 * 11.3 »
LAZEZEEAZE S RZE IR RS R RS SRR RS N R R SR R P R T WY
CELL FREQ = 11 » 2 * 13 *
6 % ROW * Bheb *  15v4 *
% COL + Sl * 2846 »
X -TABLE » 540 * 09 * 59 *
[ EA RS R FETEEEERI IR EREERE FE L FEEE PO EEEES
CELL FREQ@ » 22 * 2 * 24 »
7 % RBW * 917 7 Be3 * )
% CoL * 103 * 28+6 *
%4 TABLE <« 100 * . 049 * 10,9 »

LA IR AR EE R F R R TN A T E LT B YA GOy S ey

ERIC . 8

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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10

11

12

13

CELL FREQ 17 » 0 * 17 »
X ROw * 10040 » 00 *
% COL * 749 » 040 #
X TABLE » 707 » 0s0° * 747 »
l’il’iQi}{”“i{’i’*’Oi‘l{ll’l{’li”il’l*i’{i
CELL FREQ » - 22 * 0 * 22 -
% . ROW * 1000 » 00 * .

4 CoL *  10.3 » 0e0 »

4 TABLE * 1040 » 0.0 # 1040 »

PRRRRRR R RRR RN R RN R R RN RN RN RN BN R B n NN
CELL FREQ = 3 * 0 * 3 »
4 ROBW * 10040 * 0.0 *
% CoL * 1oy » 0e0 *
% TABLE = 1o * 040 * 1ok »
T N LT T T rrTTTIT I
CELL FREG » 16 #* 2 * 18 -
% ROW * 88,9 # 11.1 »
4 CoL * 75 * 2846 *
% TABLE » 7e2 * 0.9 * 8e1 »
e Y Y I Y Iy
ChLL FREG = 1% * 0 * i5 »
% ROW * 1000 * 040 *
4 CoL - = 7¢0 » 040 *
% TABLE =+ 6e8 » 0.0 * 6.8 »
[ZREZZ AL XL E T E NS R EIEERFEFEEEETEEER FREE SR
CELL FREG » 23 * 0 * 23 *
4 ROW * 1000 » 040 »
% C&L * 107 * 0s0 =
%X TABLE +# 1004 » 040 * 1004 *
g o Vg
TL CBL FRQ 214 ' 7 221
% TABLE 96483 3017

TOTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER NOT RESPBNDING

'ﬁEARSBN CHI SGUARE TEST BF ASSOCIATIVITY:

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

=40

1647364

3

PERCENT 6F TBTAL: 8030

OF

SYMMETRIC LAMBDA

CRITERISGN ' PREDICTBR
ROW _ COLUMN
CBLUMN ' ’ ROW

4 P = 01598

0«00495
LAMBDA
000513

0.00000

‘quod gEE FIdVL



- TABLE 34A

RIOWS REPRESENT! PRESENT PBSITIGN: 1 = ADMINISTRATIOBN; 2 = BEHAVIBRAL SCIENCE;
3 = CURRICULUM AND INSTRUCTION; 4 w» ENGINEERING TECHNOLEGY.

COLUMNS REPRESENT! 2%« BY WHAT MEANS DID YBU TRAVEL T8 THE SUMMER RZwANACAM.
1 = BY AIRPLANE
2 = BY AUTEMBBILE

3 = BTHERe
TOTALS
- 1 2 3
RERRERRERABBERBRERRRRRRRBRRRRERRERRUR SR ERLRRRRRF R AR RN W
CELL FREQ = 33 » 47 * 3 » 83 » ’
i % ROW * 33.8 * 5646 * 3658 * )

% CoL # 379 * 37.0 * 5049 -
% TABLE =+ 1540 = 2le4 » le4 * 377 »* .
RPRAEBRRERARRRRRRRERRERRRRR S RN BRRRRERBIRRRRRRERRRERR RN "
CELL FREQ 23 * 25 * 1 - 50 -
2 4 ROW * 4540 *  52.0  * 2e0 »
% CcoeL *  Pbekh # 205 * 1647 »
% TABLE # 10+5 # 11.8 » 0.5 * 227 *
HRRERB RSN RBBRBRRRERER BTN BRI T R0 E SRR WA AR
CELL FREG = 28 » 43 * 1 * 72 »
3 Z RS8W » 3849 # 59.7 * 1ed *
% cel * 32+2 #3349 * 167 L
%4 TABLE = 127 # 195 * 0«5 * 32«7 *
RRRERBRBRRERABRRRRERLRRRRRARBDRRRERRERLE RN TR RN RN RN
CELL FREQ = 3 * 11 » ) * 15 *
4 Z ROW *= 20.0 * 73.3 * 6e7 »
% CoL * 3e4 * 8e7 * 1647 *
- % TABLE = leg * 5.0 » O« » 6e8  »

‘"“*‘“““*‘t**‘*“"*‘l.*“".‘““‘.“*““t*““‘

B TL COHL FRAQ 87 127 6 220
% TABLE 33455 5773 2473
TE8TAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER N3T RESFSNDING: 21 PERCENT BF TBTAL: 8e71
PEARSBN CH] SGUARE TEST BF ASSBCIATIVITY: he6316 4+ DF = & 3 1 = 0¢8919

. SYMMETRIC LAMBDA : 0400000

. CRITERION PREDICTER LAMBDA
ROW . " CBLUMN . 0400000 '
CHLUMN . . ROW 0400000 o=

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

[E



RBW

CELUMNS REPRESENT! 24+ BY AHAT MEANS DID YBU TRAVEL T8 THE SUMMER INSTITUTE.

S REPRESENTI CLUSTER: 1=BROWARD; 2=CHICAGB; 3=HAMPTON; 4=HILLSBBRHUGH)
. 6=LBN3 ISLAND: 7sMIAMI=DADE: 8=NEW HAVEN;
11=SACRAMENTBS 12+= ST+ PETERSBURG: 13=5AN FRANCISCBH.

1 = BY AJRPLANE
2 = BY AUTBMBBILE

3 = BTHER:
TOTALS
1 2 3
2 Y L i T T
CELL FREQ =+ o] * 2 » 0 * 2 *

%  ROW » Ce0 * 10040 » Q¢0 »

% CBL * 040 * 1.5 * 04C *

% TABLE = 0e¢0 * 09 + Ne0 » 09 *
At R T T T e R T T Y R TR R Ry e
CELL FREG » 23 * 2 i 0 * 25 *

% ROw * 9240 * 8¢0 * 0:0 3

% CcoL * 2447 % 1.5 * 00 ¥

%  TABLE » 3.9 D3 * 00 * 1048 »

Dy Ty e L T Y L LT T r Ly upg
CELL FREG » 4 » 7 * 4 » T 15 &

% ROW * 2697 * 4647 * 2647 »

% CcaL * 403 * 5¢3 * 6647 »

% TABLE » le7 * 340 » 1¢7 -# 6.5 *
L L I R IR T YT T N T TR TR R g
CELL FREQ = 0 * 22 * o * c2 »

%X ROW * 5.0 % 1000 * 0.0 #

% Cs8tL * 00 * 1645 * 0«0 » )

%  TABLE » 0«0 * 945 * 040 » %5 »

BR AR ER RS AR RSS2 2 R RS R R RN YRR TN PGS

CELL FREQG + 1 » 24 * 0 « 25 »
A R&W » 440 * 96D * 0«0 - #

% C6éLu * 191 #1840 » 0+0 *

% TABLE * Ovd * 103 * 0+0 * 10438 *

R EZEXLEY R XS] *lil*ll*lllll{{&lll-**l{!!-l‘l**l*{ll‘l!’{wﬁll'%l

O

ERIC -

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

CELL FREG = 12 LI 2 L ¢ » 1y »
A ROW  * RSe7 * {43 » 0«0 *
% CoL # 1249 L] le5 5 0s:0 »

% TABLE = 5e2 * 09 L3 040 » 640 »

A2 X2 SRR RSSZREEERT RN IZZZ R R RS RS AL R Y

CbLL FREQ = 2 . 24 ¥ o] » 26 »

% RAOwW * 7e¢7 % 923 * 00 »
* Cou * 2e2 * 180 # 0«0 M
%  TABLE =* 0e9 * 103 * 00 *  11.2 -

[ EER LSS AR AL AR A EEYE RS2SR R YRR RS SRR E RS R Y FU SR PRI

9=0RLANDE;

5= JACKSONVILLES
10=PENSACOLA;

g€ J19VL



O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

10

1

le

13

CELL FREQ =+ 9 » 7 » e » 18 -
% RB» *+ 5040 * 389 *  11.1 *
% CBLuL * 97 » 593 * 333 *
% TABLE » 349 » 3.0 * 019" & 78 -
FXEFRN l”’l’ll"l*li!**’l’“'5!"’I’I’i”l’l""’l*’llll.’l”{l’l
CELL FREL # o1 * . ea » 0 » 23 *
% ROW * 4¢3 #9547 * Qe *

%  CoL & i1 * 169 # 0O¢0 *
% TABLE Oy » 95 * 00 * 99 *
LA RS E XSS SRR RS SR RS ERRES RS2SRRSR YY)
CELL FRED # 0 * 3 * 0 i+ 3 »
< RUW * 0eC * 100+0 * . 0.0 *
%* CoL - 0e¢0 * 23 * 0.0 »
%4 TABLE =+ OO * 13 * 00 * 1.3 »

XSS RS SRR RS SR RS SRS FE SRR SRR RS R LN ES X ER Y PR IR R R )

CtLL FREQ 19 * 0 = v * 19 *
% ROW # 100¢0 * 0s0 * DD #
% Ccol * 20e4 * 00 * 0s0 *

% TABLE « 842 » 0+0 - » 0«0 - 8e2 ™
[ZZSEETES RIS SRS RSS RS ST RE SRS RS AR R RS RE S RS FE FY Y PSR
CELL FREQ » 1 * 18 » 0 » 17 *
4 ROW * 5+9 * 94} * 0+0 *
% CcaL * lel * 120 * 0.0 *
% TABLE Oeé * 63 * C.0 * 7+3 *
[ EEEZAS SRR E NS RIS SSI RS SSL SRS AN RS R L NS 2R RN R W YN TR
CELL FREQ = 21 » 2 * 0 » 23 #
% RBW * 913 * 827 * 00 L
% Col * 22¢6 * 1.3 * 0e0 »
% TABLE » 91 * 09 * 0.0 » Fe9 *
(E 2SS L ELEL TR SREY SRR SRS SRR R R RS R RE RS X B L B Y- 0 W)
TL CBL FRQ 93 133 6 232
% TABLE 40409 57+33 2+59

TOTAL SAMPLE SIZE! 241 NUMBER NGT RESPENDING 9

PEARSBN CH] SQUARE TEST 8F ASSGCIATIVITY!  206e5722 3

SYMMETRIC LAMBDA

PERCENT BF TBTAL: 373

CRITERIBN ’ PREDICTOR
ROW ; COLUMN
CBLUMN : ROW

DF = 24

: 031475
LAMBDA
0s12136
Qe71717
»

P = 0+0000

“3uod gyt IV



Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

- .

KBWS REPRESENT! PRESENT PBSITIBN:I 1 = ADMINISTRATIBN; 2 = BEHAVIORAL SCIENCE}
3 = CURRICULUM AND [NSTRUCTIBN: 4 = ENGINEERING TECHNGBLAGY.

COLUMNS REPRESENT: 25« IN YBUR OPIMNIGN 1S THERE ANY ACTIVITY BR SESSISN THAT SHBULD HAVE BEEN,s
BUT WAS NBT INCLUDED IN THE SUMMER INSTITUTE.
1 = YES; 2 = NQ»

TBTALS
1 2
Y N A N I I
CELL FREQ + 25 * 52 L4 77 *
1 % ROW * 3245 # 6§75 *
% Cal * 3143 *  hhel »
X TABLE # 12.7 * 2604 * 39,1 »
T G S T T T T T T I Iy
CELL FRE@ 18 #* 24 » 42 1]
2 X ROW * 4249 * 57} *
% Cou * 2245 LI Py < *
% TABLE = Fel # 12e¢¢ * 2143 *
FREAR R R R AR RN AR L RARF R R BRI R RN A RN R N RN
CELL FREQG # 27  » 38 65 =
3 4 RBw * 4145 * 5845 *
% ColL * 338 * 325 *
% TABLE #* 13¢7 % 193 * 33.:0 »

2R 2 R R RS E RS LRSS SRS SRS RS SR RN R R Y

CELL FREQW » 10 * 3 * 13 *
4 % ROW # 769 » 231 *
% cel * 12+% * 26 LA
% TABLE + 51 * 15 * GeH » -
PR A2 SR SR EEERSE SRR EE RS R RER R RS RSN LS S R ) .
TL. COL FRQ 30 117 197
% TABLE 40461 59139
TOTAL SAMPLE SIZE!? 24! NUMBER N8BT RESPEBNDING: 44 PERCENT BF TBTAL: 18+26
PEARSUN CHI SGUARE TEST BF ASSBCIATIVITY: 9¢3355 ;3 DF = 3 J- P = 0+0251%

SYMHETRIC LAMBDA !  0.04500

CRITERION PREDICTOR LAMBDA
RBW . CBLUMN - 0401667
. COLUMN ROW o 0408750

O

ERIC

V4E TIEVL



RBWS KEPRESENT! CLUSTER! 1=5RBWARD; 2=CH1¢AG@; 3=HAMPTON; 4aHILLSB8ROUGH; 5= JACKSBNVILLE;
6=LONG ISLAND; 7=M]IAMI=DADE: 3=NEW HAVEN; 9=8RLANDD, 10=PENSACBLA;
113SACRAMENTE; 12= STe PETERSBURG: 133SAN FRANCISCH.

CBLUMNS REPRESENT! 25« IN YOUR OPINISN IS THERE ANY ACTIVITY B8R SESSIBN THAT SHBULD HAVE REEN,
BUT WAS NBT INCLUDED IN THE SUMMER INSTITUTEs
1 = YES; 2 = NO»

. TOTALS
1 2
L Y T Ty e N YT
CELL. FREG =+ 0 » 1 » 1 *
1 % ROwW * 00 * 100D *
% CcoL * 000 * Us3 *

% TABLE # 0.0 » 0+5 * 045 *
IEELAZENSIEIE YRS R R RE RS RSN RS RS RERERE R 2 ¥R
CELL FKREQ » 12 = 10 = 22 »
2 % ROW ' » 5485 * 4545 » .
4 col * 1%ed 5 3.2 #
% TABLE = 548 * 4,8 * 1046 »
[ZEASZEERSEEI AR EERLAESE SRR RSN NN R X SRS RN R R E Y
CELL FREQ = 8 7 » 15 =
3 % ROW * 5343 s 46e7
. % C6L *  Heb * Se7  #
% TABLE = 349 * 3e4 » 702 »
(R EE AR R L2 EEZE YT RIEEEE RS EL SRR AR S S R RE Y Y
CELL FREQ = & » 12, * 20 #*
4 % RGW * 4000 * 60,0 *
% CcoL * Sy * 9.8 =
% TABLE * 3.9 » Se8 * 947 »

I Z2 2SR Z LSS ERET NS SRS ZESRREN S SRS Y SR Y

CELL FREQ@ = 8 & 17 * 25 *
5 - % ROW * 320 * 680 *

4 C8L * e 4 # 1349 *
%X TABLE » 3¢9 ® 8.2 * 1241 *
L N e Y XY L I s T
CeLL FREQ 5 » 8 * 13 *
6 %2 ROW *  38.5 *  BleS *
" % COBL * 5¢9 * YY) > :
% TABLE » 214 * 3+9 - 6,3 *
HRRR RN RE R R RRE LR R RR N RN R RN DR RRE AR RE NN
CELL FREQ 10 * 10 * 20 »
7 % Row * 500 *  50+0 *
% COL *#  1le8 8.2 *
% TABLE - » 4ol * be8 # 97 *

EBBERJARRERDRERAR AR R ERRERRRRRRRRRRER SRS

ERIC -

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

gGE JIEVL



CELL FREQ =« 6 » 7 L 13 "
8 ' X Raw * 462 * 5348 -
% CoL * 7+l * 57 »
X TABLE » 29 » 3ok - 6¢3 *
[ Z XSS EEEREE T RE SRR PE WY Qi{iiillﬂlfliiiiiliiif
‘CELL FREQ@ ~# 7 * 14 » 21 -
9 X ROW * 333 * 6607 *
#*

% CoL 82 *# 1145 *
% TABLE =« 34 » 68 * 101 »
L
- CELL FREQ = 1 * c * 3 »
10 X ROW # 333 *  §6.7 »*
% (8L . 12 * 1.6 *
% TABLE 0«5 * 10 * 1o »
L2 L A T T 1T Y Y purpun
CELL FREQ = 9 » 8 * 17 *
11 A Ruw * 5249 LY AR » -
% ceL * 1066 * 6eb *
% TABLE =« 443 » 39 * 82 *
R R T T X T T LY T Y Ty
) CELL FREQ = ) * 11 * 17 »
12 % ROW * 353 ¥ 647 *
% CceoL » . 741 * 9,0 *
% TholLE » 293 » 5.3 * 8e2 »

iii*l’**’lll’l{{*l‘l*blll}ii*ll{i’*l*i*iil*l&

CELL FREQ # 5 * 15 * 20 %
13 X REW * P50 * 7540 *
% 8L * 59 * 1243 »

4 TABLE =« el * Te2 » 9e7 " »

b{i‘l*{*-lQ'I'I'I’i*%i*iii{i"i***iii*iiliiiiii{

TL CBL FRQ 85 ie2 207
% TABLE 41005 58494
TBTAL SAMPLE S1ZE: 241 NUMBER N3T RESPBNDING: 34 PERCENT 8F TeTAL: .14-11
PEARSGN CHI SGUARE TEST B6F ASSBCIATIVITY; Be3254 ; DF = 12 J P = 07093

SYMMETRIC LAMEDA ¢  0.0299¢

CRITERIGN . PREDICTBR LAMBDA
RowW COLUMN 0.02198
CHBLUMN RBY 0204708

"ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

"3uon gof FIgvy



4 . .

RBWS REPRESENT: PRESENT PBSITION: 1 = ADMINISTRATION; 2 = BEHAVIBRAL SCIENCE}
3 = CURRICULUM AND INSTRUCTIBN) 4 = ENGINEERING TECHNBLBGY.

CHLUMNS REPRESENT: 26+ IN YOGUR BPINIBN, IS THERE ANY AREA BF E£XPERTISE THAT SHOULD HAVE BEEN,
EUT WAS NUT RIZPRESENTED BY SESSI8ON SPEZAKEKS AND DISCUSSANTS,
1 = YES; 2 = NBo

TETALS

{}l&*l&llllli{l*l{%l*i***}é&i*illllll‘l*{l{

’ CELL FREG 15 » 67 * 82 -
1 % ROQWw * {843 * Ble7 *
% Col + 319 - 414 *

% TABLE » 72 * 3201 *  39.2 »

IEEE SRS SRR RS E RS RR RS RR SRS SS RS SSSR S X X

: CELL FREQ@ * 14 * 33 » 47 »
2 X RAW * 29,8 # 70s2 *
% CoL * 2948 2004 *

% TABLE » 6e7 * 1508 * 2245 »

[T XTI NLEESESFZESESSERRE SRS ES RS SR RS RS R SR X3

CELL FREEG = 9 * g7 * 66 -
3 % Row *  13s6 * 864 »
% CoL # 19+1  » 3542 *

%  TABLE * 4¢3 » 273 * 3146 *

I EZTIE SR RSRFESEII SN SL SRS RS SRS SIS SR SR Y

CELL FKEG = 9 * -5 4 14 *
4 "% ROW % 6443 * 357 *
% Col # 19,1 * 301 #*

%4 TABLE = 4e3 » 2k * 6e7 »

FRBCEDAERBFRERRETRERRRFRERERRRET RS RR RSB NN

TL COL FRA 47 162 209
% TABLE 2249 77451
TOTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER NOT RESPONDING: 32 PERCENT 8F TBTAL: 13428
PEARSON CHI SGUARE TEST OF ASSECIATIVITY; 1942630 3 DOF = 3 J P = 0.0002
_ SYMMETRIC LAMBDA !  0.02299
CRITERION PREDICTER " LAMBDA
ROW ' . CBLUMN : 0400000
COLUMN . . ReW " 0.08511

ERIC .

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Y9 F14VI



.
Pl

RBWS REPRESENT! CLUSTER! $=tRBWARD; 2=CHICAGH; 33HAMPTONS 4=HILLSBORBUGHI 5=JACKSBNVILLE;

62LBNG [SLAND, 7=MIAMI=DADE; BxNEW HAVEN; 9:=8RLANDS L10=PENSACBLAI
11=SACRAMENTB; 122 STe PETERSBURG) 13=SAN FRANCISCB.

COLUMNS REPRESENT! 26+ [N YUUR BPINIGN, IS THERE ANY AREA B8F EXPERTISE THAT SHOULD HAVE BFEN;
- BUT WAS NOT REZPRESENTED BY SESSI8M SPEAKERS AND DISCUSSANTS,.
1 = YES; 2 = NB»

: T@TALS
1 .2
“"‘ll"“l"l“**‘**"l'**l*’””’*'“*"’*l
CELL FREG =+ 1 * 1 » 2 »
1 % ROW * 500 * 500 »
%  C8L * 2e2 ¥ Qeb *

% TABLE =« 05 » Q5 » Ce3 L

LA AR AL E S SR RINNZE R TR LR T IR BN N AR gy

CELL FREQ » 8 15 = 23 o«
2 % ROW ® 3448 % £9e2 ». 2
X CcoL * 174 * &¢8 » 5
% TAHLE * 3s7 * 619 » 10.:6 * E
l«lill*l**lIl’i{llli*iiiii*l}lii!l!IQ!*«II&lb w
CELL FREQ =» 4 ow 11 » 15 = o
3 % ROW * 26e7 ¥ 7343 "
* calL * 8.7 * 6ol »

%A TABLE 1.8 » Sel | » 63 »
lfll*i**"i*i*liill**lill*liiil‘l"}l**‘%'*“l
CELL FRER =+ 5 » 17 . = ce »
4 % ROW * 227 * 7743 »
% CoL * 10.9 » 9.9 *
- X TABLE » 2e3 * 78 * 10+1 *»
AR EER XS N R E TR FRPG PR LEEE 2R L R EREE BT TR PR GGG
CELL FREQ » -5 = 13 » =L S
S . X ROW. * 2008 * 792 *
% cal * 10¢9  » 11,1 »
4 TABLE = 2+3 » 8+8 + 11,1 »

LR R X ll%*ii*llillil&ﬁ!{!*i*l!lil‘ii**l*{il*}}

CELL FREQ 2w 11 » 13 »
6 % ROW * 15¢4 % 8hes  w
% Cco6L * 4¢3 * bel *

% .TABLE = 0+9 #. 5.1 * 690 *

LR LR R T LR B R e AV S

) CELL FREQ » 6 * 17 * 23 »
7 X RBW = ® 2641 * 73,9 *
X coL * 130 * 9.9 *

X . YABLE =» c+8 * 728 * 1046 + o»

IZ A A SR N & E LR R T LA bR AR R S Z R 2T TSR Y T W

EI{I(? . - o ’ .:JE

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



CELL FREG # 4 * 11 * 15 »
8 X RIw * 26e7 » 7343 »
% COL r 8e7 » Gok »

% TABLE =+ 18 * 501 * 69 *
P S R
CELL FREQ =* 4 » 19 » 23 »
3 % RGhW * 1704 *  B2e6 L
% CoeL #* 8e7 * 111 »
% TABLE = 148 * 8+8 * 1046 *
PR R R Y R e N Y L LI L
CELL FREQ =» 0 . 3 * 3 »
i0 % RUMW * De0 * 1000 *
% CBL * D0 » 1e8 *
% TABLE “ #» DeQ » 1eg * 1ot »
ERE RN R R RN RN RN NN R N RI RN RN RN NN R RN NN
CELL FREG *» © 3 * 14 » 17 - =»
11 % REW * 1746 * 824 *
% C6L * 695 * 82 *
% TABLE # 1oy * 65 * 7e8 . »

I ZZZI R R SRS RXSS SRS RS RS RSS2 2 RS R

CtLL, FREQ » 3 # - 13 » 16 »*
12 % ROW * 188 * 813 * ’
% CoL * 6ebH » 746 *

% TABLE = Lok * 6+0 * Tk *
I FEEETRLIENTLEERR SRS STE R RSN SSRSSER XS RN S ERE
CELL FREQ * 1 » 20 » 21 ]
13 % ROBw * 4¢8 *  9he2 *
% COoL * 2e¢2 * 11e7 . »
%4 TABLE = D5 * Fe2 * 947 *

IZ A SRS XSRS SRS RS SRS S R R RS S SRS

TL CBL FRG 46 171 217
% TABLE  21.20 78480

TBTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER NBT RESPBNDING: 24 PERCENT 8F T9TAL: 9196

PEARSON CH1 SGUARE TEST SF ASSGCIATIVITY: 942844 § DF » 12 J P = 0e6785

SYMMETRIC LAMBDA @ 0«031674

CRITERISN : : PREDICTER LAMBDA
"ROW COLUMN 0+02072
COLUMN - RUW 0+00000

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
-

U002 g9t FIgYL



.

RUWS REPRESENT! PRESENT PBSITIGN: 1 = ADMINISTRATION; 2 = BEKAVISRAL SCIENCE:
3 = CURRICULUM AND INSTRUCTIBN; & = ENGINEERING TECHNBLEGY.

-COLUMNS REPRESENT: 27+ [N YBUR OPINIBN, DID THE SUMMER INSTITUTE KNIT .TBGETHER THE MANY
COMPANENTS 8F THE ED.D PRIGRAM»
1 = YES; 2 = NO»

TETALS
1 2
*l*i*ii*"l*i’iiiiliii{ili*’iiii“il**{**lii
CELL FREG » 77 » 2 o« 79 =

1 X ROW # 9745 * 2e¢5 »
X CoL * 393 *  15e2 *
% TABLE » 37.2 » 1¢0 *  38e2 *
I e S L R L L T LTy T u g
CELL FREG = 47 * 1 * 48 *
2 % ROw # 979 * 21 *
"4 C8L 8 24O # 9l -
X TABLE » 227 * 03 * 23e2 T »
FRERRRANRRLR R R AN PR RN IR R RN R R RE N BB NN RER NN
CELL FREQ » 62 * 4 bl 66 *
3 % RGw * 939 * 611 »
% CaL * 3148 * 3604 *
4 TAELE # 3060 * 1.9 * - 319 »

LR AR R A RS AR SRR R ARSI INS R R TR RS RS YY S

CELL FREG # 10 » N » 14 -
4 4 ROWw *  Tle4 * 28086 »
% CeL * 5¢1 *  36¢4 »

X TABLE " = 4a8 * 1.9 * 68 »

LAAARE RS ELE SRR XS SR EE 2R TR RY L RS e

TL CGL FRQ 196 11 " 207
"% TABLE 9he 69 Se3y v
TOTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 . NUMBER NGT RESPBNDING: 34 PERCENT BF TBTALS 14011
PEARSON CHI SQUARE TEST '8F ASSSCIATIVITY: 1743345 ;- DF = 3 3 P 2 00006

SYMMETRIC LAMBDA ¢ 0201439

" CRITERIGN PREDICTOR LAMBDA
R& W i COLUMN 0+01563
CBLUMN RBW 000000

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

V.E TIEVYL



RUWS REPRESENT? CLUSTER! 1=BRBWARD; 2=CHICAGS; 3=HAMPTON; 4=HILLSBORBUGHS S=JACKSONVILLE;
6=LONG ISLAND) 73MIAMI=DADEJ 3=NEw HAVEN; 92BRLANDBI 10sPENSACBLAI
11=SACRAMENTE, 12= ST+ PETERSBURG; 13=SAN FRANCISCH.

COLUMNS REPRESENT: 27+ IN YOUR GPINIBN, DID THE SUMMER INSTITUTE KNIT TBGETHER THE MANY
: COMPBNENTS OF THE EDeD PRBGRAMs
1 = YES; 2 s NO»«

' TETALS
1 2
AR RS AR R AR RIS RIS S R SRSE Y E Y
CELL FREQ 2 » o * 2 *
1 % ROW . * 10040 * 00 *

% C3L * 1.0 * 0s0 *
% TABLE = 0¢9 » 040 » 0e¢9 »
LEEZZEEREZETERSRIR SRR RY R YRR R ZRRF PR L E PY
CEtLL FREG » 20 » 4 » 24 *
2 % ROW * 83,3 » 1647 »
4 CaL . = 948 * 333 *
% TABLE = 9.2 *» 148 * 11,1 *
I E R A SR EEE AR R E LTRSS R ST YR RR R EFRE U TR L N
CELL FREG = 12 * 2 * 14 »
3 % RBW *  BS5e7 » 1443 *
% CoL * 549 * 1647 *
% TABLE » 505 * 0.9 » 6¢5 *

l{l*l{ll***li{*“li*ii*l'}i’l@l (2SS A XS SRR LR

CELL FRER = 21 * 1 Ed z2e »
4 X ROW * 95,5 * 445 * :
% CBL * 102 » 83 » : -

% TABLE = 97 *  0e5 * 1041 ..

LA R AR RS S E XY R R s TR RS SRS SIS S R NE R SRR AR 2N

CCELL FRE@ » 25 * 0 * 25 »
5. - X  ROW * 10040 * 0+0 ®
4 COL *» 122 * 0.0 » -/

% TABLE * 11.5 # 040 * 1145 »
LA AL RIS RS RS RE Y RN TR YR ER PR Y R
CELL FREQ = 13 * 0 * 13 »
6 % ROW * 10040 * 00 *
% COL * 6¢3 » 0.0 »
%4 TABLE =« 640 ] Ja 0 ¥ 640 »
BT 2 1T TTT TTR T P g e S g
CELL FRE@ =« 20 » 1 * 21 #
7 % RIW * '95.2 * 448 *
% C8L » 948 » 8:3 * ’
4 TABLE = Je2 * U5 * 9¢7 »

AR AR S AR L AR RSl R R SRS RS SRS SR R 2 Y

ERIC
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CELL ‘FREQ » 16 * 2 18 &
8 X ROW - *: 889 *  11.1
X COL * 7.8 = 1607 »

X TABLE « 704 * De9 » 843 *
ﬂtl%l*li*llll{l#l*i{iiil*wlli!lllh'l&!lll{l
CELL FRER s 23 0 = 23 =
9 A Row * 100.C * [$X74] »
% CcoL # 112 » 0.0 *
% TABLE » 1046 » 0.0 * 1046 »

LEEA A Z A NE R RSN E ST ER T LS HE S R TR T RGN

CELL FREQ » 3 0» 0+ 3 .
10 "% ROW * 100.0 * 0.0 *
% CcoL » 1e5 00 o

% TABLE » 14 * 0«0 » 1.4 *
*!Illifi%l’i##iﬁ*ilii}!i?ll*#lQlllllillﬁ'll
CELL FRED » 15 * 1 » 16 »
11 X ROw # 93.8 » 6¢3 »
% Col » 743 * Be3 A
% TABLE # 69  »  De5 7ok »
LR AZSZE SRR EZR R S FRR EFE TR ERFER AT W W ERgrgrgey
CELL FREG = 14 » 0 LA X »
12 % ROW * 10040 * 000, *
4 8L “* EeR ' » 0¢0 »
4 TAblLE » 6e5 * 0.0 » 645 *

ERRARRIHERRS AR B FRRRRNXRIRRL R AR BB RN

CELL FREQ = 21 * 1 * ce *
13 %  RdW * 9545 *  hel »
Z csL * 10e2 » 843 ¢

% TABLE s 9.7 = 0r5 % 10e1

HHRERE G AREAFRRRAERRRERFRRRRRRHRERERRB RSN

“TL CBL FRQ 205 12 217
% TABLE F4e 47 5.53
TOTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER NOT RESPBNDING: 24 PERCENT OF T8TAL: 9496

PEARSEN CHI SGUARE TEST BF ASSOCIATIVITY: 1326297 ; OF = 12 3 P = 043250

SYM. TRIC LAMBDA ¢ 0.01961

CRITERIGN - PREDICTAR LAMBDA

ROW ’ COLUMN : 0,02083
COLUMN . RAW _ 0+000D0

O

ERIC - -
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TABLE 38Aa

ROWS REPRESENT? PRESENT POSITIONS 1 = ADMINISTRATION; 2 = BEHAVIBRAL SCIENCE:
3 = CURRICULUM AND INSTRUCTION; & = ENGINEERING TECHNBLIGY.

CHLUMNS REPRESENT: 29 WAS YBUR M3ST IMPERTANT OBJECTIVE ACCBMPLISHED DULRING THE

SUMMER INSTITUTE.
1 = YES: 2 = N8

. TeTALS - ‘ "

1 2 o . . -
I T T I R LT TRy Y R T . !
CELL FREQ « 75 * 1 * 76 * ' )

1 4 ROwW * S58.7 » 13 *
% CceL * 4001 * 9ol » . .
X TABLE # 37+9 - » 05 « 3844 » ,
XXX ASFE R ERT R RS RT AT R AR 2SR SR RER L RS SRR XY : .
CELL FREQ = 39 * 4 * 43 »
2 % R8wW * 9067 * 93 *
4 CBL « 2049 # 364 *
2 TABLE =  19.7 * 2.0 * 217 »

LY R e e N 1 s T Iy

CELL FREQR « 61 » 5 » 66 »
3 % ROW o 9Pl » Teb -
£ Cul * 326 4545 » . .

X TABLE + 30.8 »* 245 *  33.3 »
L Ry Ry R N N R g A Y Y Y T Y 1]
CELL FREQ » 12 » 1 * i3 *
4 % R3W » 923 » 77 »
% Lok A Get * Sl b
4 TABLE = 6 » 0e5 * 66 -

RRERYVBEERRRBERERRARBRRBURRERRRRRRERRRRRRRERES

TL Sl FRQ 187 11 1s8

%  TABLE Q4o by 556
THOTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER N9T RESPBNDING: 43 PERCENT B8F TBTAL? 17+84
PEARSEGN CHI SwUARE TEST BF ASSBCIATIVIYY: 43807 4 DF = 3 3 P = 02232

SYMMETRIC LAMBDA :  0.,02908

CRITERISN PREDICTAR LABUA

RGW _ CELUMN a " 0.03279

CHLUNMN ROW 0+00000 O
P

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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’
’

ROWS REPRESENT? CLUSTER: 1=BROWARD; 2=CHICAGO; 3=HAMPTON; 4=HILLSBORBUGH) C=JACKSBNVILLE;

6=LENG ISLAND; 7=MIAMI-DADE; 8aNEwW HAVEN; 9=8RLANDO; 10:zPENSACBLA;
11=s5ACRAMENTO) 12= STe PETERSOURG: 13=5SAN FRANCISCOe

COLUMNS REPRESENT: 29+ WAS YOUR MOST IMPBRTANT BRJECTIVE ACCEMPLISHED DURING THE

O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

i SUMMER INSTITJTE .
L = YES; 2 = NBo

TBTALS
1 2
P S T T T TN S TR Y
CELL FREQ » e » 0 * 2 *

% ROBW * 100es * 040 *
% CBL * 1.0 * 0s0 *
% TABLE 140 » O+ » 1.0 »
BHBERERRRR DA R A A AR AR R PRI AR R I E A SRR RE RN R RO
CELL FREQ = 20 » 2- * 22
%X ROW * S0:7 & 91
% CoL * 102 * 18.2 * .
~ TABLE =« . 37 * 12 * 1046 »
EARE R R AR N AR R PR RN RRB RN R RR R RER RN R RN E RN NN
CELL FREQ » i3 » 0 * 13 *
% RUWw #* 10040 * 040 *
% CulL » 6eb * 0e¢d *
% TALBLE 6¢3 * 00 * 6e3 *
BERRRL R ER R AT R RN NN BN TRRR R AR N RERR R R NP RN RA NN N
CELL FREQ 19 % 0 »* 19 »
% ROW * 10040 * 0.0 *
% Cal * 947 » 0«0 *
“ % TABLE * 9e2 ¥ 0D *»  Ze2 x
D g g Y T Ty
CELI. FREQ » 21 " 1 * 22 *
- % ROBW * 9545 *» 4ob »
X CcoLl * 1047 * 9t *
% TABLE - # 10.1 * 05 * 1046 »

IZ2 22 Z XSRS SIS SR S22 RS RS XS S S}

CELL FREG = 11 * 1 * 12 *

% 'ROW * 917 * 83 *

% (el * 546 » Q1 »

% TABLE = 543 * G5 * 548 *
KRR RS R R AR R RN ND IR R IR RN R R R AR RN RN A RN RN
CELL FREQ =* 21 » 2 * 23 *

% RI9W * G913 * 847 *

4 cou * 1047 » 18.2 *

% TABELE « 1041 * 1.0 “ 111 »

B XL R RIS SIS R R RIS RSS2SR S SRS AR Y B J

gg¢ IVl



CELL FREQ = 16 * 0 » 16 *
B % RBW * 10040 » 0D *
% CbL- * Bep2 1 0«0 * .
- % TABLE » 77 " Cel * 77 *
v HERET A SRR R AR R R ERR RS R RO RN RN R R RN RN RS RN RPNy
CELL FREQR = 23 » Q * 23 » -
3 % Rouw * 10040  » 0e0 *

3 SL + 1147 » 0+0 »
% TABLE = 11,1 * Qe * 1141 »
B LT R R
CELL FREQ = 2 * 0 * 2 *
10 % RbW- * 10000 * 0D »
4  CcelL * 1.0 * 0.0 *
% TABLE = ie0 » Ued * 1.0 »
LR e N L L 12 L L T T T LN T yryuppeppygn
CELL FREQ = 15 * 2 * 17 =
11 % ROW * B8e2 *7 1148 *
% CoL » 7¢7 # 18.2 *
A TABLE * 7.2 * 140 * 8e2 »
LR S Ry B B R N R N R X 'S PR e G
CELL FREQ = 13 * 2 * 15 »
12 % ROW *  Bhe7 * 133 *
% CaL » 6B * 182 *
A TABLE 63 * 1.0 * 7.2 »

LA RS AR AR BTSSRI RS EET S N TR R BRI Y TR

CELL FKEQ =+ 20 L 1 * 21 .
13 % Rbw * 95,2 » 408 * . .
% Cul * 102 » 91 * Ny
% TABLE = Se7 * 0e5 *» 10,1 »
L EEE EEEREE SIS R R NEE FEE ST R FR LEZ TS SRR X X P
TL CCL FR@ 196 11 207
% TABLE 94463 5¢34
TBTAL SAMPLE SIZE: 241 NUMBER N3T RESPENDING: 34 PERCENT BF T8BTAL: 14011
PEARSBN CHI. SGQUARE TEST BF ASSBCIATIVITY: 8e9346 }- DF =2 .12 -} P 3 0.7085

SYMMETRIC LAMBDA 0,010256

CRITERIAGN _ . PREDICTBR - . LAMBDA
REW COLUMN 0401087
CHLUMN ROW 0+00000 .

ERIC
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APPENDIX D:
"SAMPLE PARTICIPANT' LETTER
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New Yorl City Commumnity Coll 2o

OF THE CITY UNIVERSITY OF NEW YORK, 300 JAY STREET, BROOKLYN, N.Y. 11201

J

August 23, 1973

UNIVERSITY OF CALIF., |

Or. John A, Scigllano, LOS ﬁNGELES

Mrector

Hova University - ' JAN 18 1974
3201 Collegz Avenun . ‘
fort Lauderdale, Flortda 33314 CLEARINGHOUSE FOR ‘ _
- JUNIOR COLLEGE ;
Dear John: : INFORMATION - :

[tem LIl of thu Summer Instltute Survey '"to plan a natlonal partlcipant
orgenlzation' is of great Interest to ma, _

As president~elect of the International Rezading Assoclatlon for Two
~Year Colleges may | share with you the nature and purpose of this
orgenization which Is: :
1. To promote national communlcatlion among two-vear collegss with
- speclal caphasis on ressarch and on practice teading toward the
solution of probtems faced by members In their profasslonal
endeavors.,

2, To provide tor a scheduled review of ex!sting programs and
materials which may prove helpful to the miembership.

3. To provide services at the request of members in the areas of
professional development, and program organizatlion, Implenenta=-
tion and lmprovement, . - z

Moy w2 discuss In agreater detall the possibillities of partlclpation by

Nova Ed.D, candidates, national lecturers in pre-convention Institutes,

seminars, workshops and publications of materials which will ke of nationel

Interest to comunity college faculties. Can you suggest any resource '

peopie that mlaht be contscted to serve ]n an udvnsory capacity to make

thls a most wiabie orggnt7ation [P »

b

Leoking forward to hearing from you,

Sin/ﬁ}ely,_'

L.B:meg Professor Lorraine Baltler,
ce: D, FHorlene Mitcheld Coordinator, The Allied Health
- ‘ Suiwer lusei wce - Leerning Cuntur

' IERJ!:‘ Home Address:

12. Chester Place, Bronxville, H.Y. 10703

e el At Abes siae avancan i Aslimiadatarad by the floae ol Hiaher Education of the City of New Yark unier the piogram of the State Unweruily of New ¥ork




