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The analysis determined the extent to which 1972

occupational projections have changed from 1966 for high school
sophomores, investigating patterns as they related to race, sex, and
residence., The samples consisted of all sophomores in the high
schools of 3 nonmetropolitan low income countries in East Texas
(Burleson, Leon, and San Jacinto). Chi square tests of difference
estimated statistically significant changes. The 20 tables give
percentage results, both by race and sex, and by race and residence,
for changes in occupational aspirations and aspiration levels,
occupational expectations and expectation levels, intensity of
occupational aspiration and level of intensity, certainty of
occupational expectations, and residence and occupational

projections,

The investigation concluded that, for most categories,

there was considerable stability between 1966 and 1972. (KM)
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INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this paper is to examine changes in the occupational
projections of rural East Texas high school sophomores between 1966 and 1972.
The analysis involves an examination of the relationships between changes
in occupational projections and the race, sex, and residence of the
respondents, The projections focused on are occupational aspirations,
occupational expectations, anticipatory deflection from aspirations,
intensity of occupational aspiration and certainty of occupational

expectation,

Occupational aspirvation was elicited from respondents with the open-

ended question, "If you were completely free to choose any job, what would
you most desire .5 a lifetime kind of work?" Responses were coded into a
modified census classification of occupations which represents a heirarchy
of occupational prestige. In addition, they were collapsed into a three
category scheme of occupational aspiration levels. The categories of

. 1
occupational aspiration and occupational aspiration levels are as follows:—/

ilDetailed descriptions of the categorles have been presented 1in
William P. Kuvlesky and Robert C. Bealer, "The Relevance of Adolescents'
Occupational Aspirations for Subsequent Job Attainments,”" Rural Sociology,
32, (September 1967) pp., 290-301, and in William P. Kuvlesky and George W,
Ohlendorf, "A Rural-Urban Comparison of the Occupational Status Orientations
of Negro Boys," Rural Sociology, 33 (June, 1968) pp. 141-152,
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Occupational Aspiration Levelsgl Cccupational Aspiration
High Professional
High Low Professional
Glamour
Managerial
Intermediate Clerical and Sales
Skilled
Operative
Low {_Unskilled
Housewife

Occupational expectation was determined from the open-ended question,

"what kind of job do you really expect to have most of your 1ife?"

Expectations were measured using the same categories and levels described

above for aspirations.

Anticipatory deflection from occupational aspirations Is a measure

of the divergence or convergence of aspirations and expectations for each
respondent., Using the detafled occupational categories, each respondent's
occupational aspiration was compared with his expectatiou., If both fell in
the same category, anticipatory deflection was classified as None. If the
eXpectation was in a higher category than the aspiration, anticipatory
deflection was classified as Upward (+), and if in a lower category than

3/

aspiration, It was classified as Downward (-).=

E/The "Housewife' category was excluded from the thr.oe level scheue
because o7 the difficulties involved in placing it in a heirarchy of
occupational prestige. For the same reason, it was treated as a nominal

category of occupational aspiration with an indeterminate location in the
heirarchy.

3/

='Those aspirations and expectations falling in the "Housewife"
category were excluded from this analysis,



Intensity of agpirations refers to the degree of importance each

res pondent attributeé?ﬁis occupational asplravion as compared to his desire
for six other life goals: leisure; education; income; residence; material
goods; and marriage and family. Respondents were asked to rank each of
these goals in the order of their fmportance from 1 (most important)

to 7 (least important). An additional measure of level of intensity
consisting of High (1,2), Intermediate (3,4,5) and Low (6,7) was employed
in the analysis.

Certainty of expectation refers to the degree of certainty each

respondent had regarding the attainrent of his occupational expectation.
The categories employed in the analysis were Very Sure, Sure, Not Very Sure,
and Not Sure.

The samples in both 1966 and 1972 consist of all sophomores present
in the high schools of three nonmetropolitan low-income counties in East
Texas (Burleson, Leon and San Jacinto) on the day of the interviews.
Group administered questionnaives were employed to gather the data on
occupational as well as other status projections., Questionnaires were
administered by faculty members and trained graduate students from the
Department of Agricultural Economics and Rural Sociology of Texas A&M
University, Determined efforts were made in 1972 to duplicate as closely

as possible the procedures used to administer the questionnaires in 1966.

ANALYSIS QF DATA
The objective of the analysis is to determine the extent to which
occupational projections have changed for the high school sophomores in
1972 as compared to those in 1966, and to investigate patterns of change

as they are related to race, sex, and residence of respondents, Chi square



tests of differences were used to estimate statistically significant
changes.

Table 1 summarizes the results of the chi square analysis of change
between 1966 and 1972 in projections by race and sex. Asterisks indicate
those changes which vere significant at the .05 probability level or better.
A brief reading of the table reveals that only six of the possible 32
relationships were found to be statistically significant at these levels.
For most of the race-sex categories and most of the occupational projections,
the table indicates considerable stability between 1966 and 1972 rather
than evidence of change.

In an effort to provide summary measures with which to examine change
and degree of change, mean scores were computed for occupational aspiration,
expectation, intensity of aspiration, and certainty of expectation.

Table 2 reports these means for 1966 and 1972 by occupational projection
and sex and race, Those pairs of means set off by asterisks represent
changes for which chi square tests resulted in statistical significance at
the .05 level or better. Even in those cases, however, Inspection of the
means does not reveal any changes which could be considered to be of very
great magnitude.

The conclusion which can be drawn from an examination of Tables 1
and 2, as well as from the more detailed presentations of data which are
to follow, is that sophomores in 1972 do not have drastically different
occupational projections when compared with sophomores in 1966, An
examination of changes by residence of respondents, as will be noted
later in the paper, results in the same conclusion. The similarities
between the respondents in 1966 and 1972 perhaps should rot be too
surprising. Over the relatively short span of years dealt with here there

have been no drastic alterations in the occupational structure of the
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nation for efther whites or nonwhites.i/

Occupational Aspirations and Aspiration Levels

Table 3 reports changes in occupational aspiration levels of
respondents, None of the changes are significant at as much as the .05
level. For Black females there has clearly been no change (P .70)., For
Black males and White females there has been an increase in proportions
of respondents with aspirations at the higher levels. For White males
there has been a decrease. These can only be considered tentative changes
because of the levels of statistical significance indicated.

Table 4 presents changes in occupational aspirations using the more
detailed categories. Inspection-of the data in this table reveals that
there have been some changes that represent shifts between categories within
the broader levels of aspiration as well as those representing shifts between
the levels. For Black males there was a decline in the percentage aspiring
to the low professional and to the operatives category, with increases in
the glamour and skilled categories. For White males also there was a
decline in the low professional category with an increase in the managerial
category. For Black females there was a noticeable decline in the high
professional and an increase in the glamour category. For White girls,
there was a notable drop in the percent aspiring to skilled occupations
with increases primarily in the glamour and housewife categories.

Occupational Expectations and Expectation levels

Changes in occupational expectation levels (Table 5) appear to represent

a pattern which is consistent across the race-sex groupings, except for white

4 . . .
~/U.5. Bureau of the Census, Statistical Abstract of the United States:

1967, p. 231 and 1973, p. 234. Washington, D.C.
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females, who seem to have undergone no noticeable chuange from those in
1966. For males and {or Black females there has been a decrease tn the
percentage expecting high level occupations and increases at the low
levels. While the levels of statistical significance are variable and

less than could be desired, the consistent pattern of decline in expectation
level seems to indicate a change of some substance.

In terms of changes in the categories of occupational expectation
(Table 6), there were agaln some changes that were consistent across
race-sex groupings, and some consistent for each sex grouping. Respondents
from each race-sex category except White females indicate notable <(eclines
in the percent of those expecting low professional occupations, with White
females indicating a similar but not so notable trend. For both White
and Black males there 1s an increase in the skilled category and for both
White and Black females, an increase in the housewife category. Black
males also indicate a notable decline in the operatives category, White
males an increase in the unskilled category, and Black females ar increase
in clerical and sales.

Anticipatory veflection from Occupational Aspirations

There has been a general reduction, except among White males, in the
proportion of sophomores reporting their expectations In the same occupational
category as their aspirations, as indicated by the percentage changes In the
"none" category of anticipatory deflection (Table 7). For White males, there
seem to be no changes of any significance in this occupational projection,

It is interesting to note that while for Black females the percentage of

respondents whose expectations were lower than their aspirations

O
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(downward deflection) increased noticeably, among Black males as well as
White females the pattern was an increase in the percentage of those whose
expectations were at a higher prestige level than their aspirations (upward

deflection).

Intensity of Occupational Aspiration and Level of lntensity

Tables 8 and 9 present changes in the degree of importance assigned
by respondents -« thelr occupational aspirations relative to other life
goals. Table 8, which presents the data in the form of levels of intensity
{s easier tn interpret than the rore detalled Table 9, though both tables
indicate similar patterns, It appears from Table 8 that only among Black
males was there a noticeable change for sophomores in 1972 as compared to
those in 1966, Th: change among Black males {s an increase in the pro-
portion of resp.ndents valuing their occupational aspirations at the high
level of intensity with a corresponding decline in the Intermediate and
low levels. There is a minor change for Black females in the opposite
direction, >ut its smaller magnitude {ndlicates it may be more dpparent
than real. There seem to be no changes of any significance at all for
White respondents,

CLartainty of Occupational Expectations

Among Blacks there is a trend toward fewer respondents being very
sure or sure of attaining their occupational expectations (Table 10)., The
pattern Is stronger among Black females than among Black males. For Whites
there is a moderate increase In those with bigh levels of certainty of
expectation, the increase being somewha! greater for males than for

females,
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RESTIDENCE ARD OCCUPATITONAL PROJECTTONS

Residence of these rural respondents was classified as fnrm,‘opvn
country non-farm, and town or village. Chl square tests were run to in-
vestigate the relationship between residence of respondents and changes
in occupational projections, using projection levels rather than detailed
categories where appropriate. Because of the small size of the sub-
samples for residence categories and the generally low levels of statistical
significance found, it is difficult to draw inferences from the analysis with
any degree of confidence.

In addition to this difficulty, inspection of the data (Tables 11-20)
failed to reveal any patterned relationships between respondents' residence
and any of the occupational projections treated here. Trends of change
that do secem to emerge are marked by extreme variability across race and
sex categorles rather than consistency. The only conclusion that appears
safe to draw is that the data reveal no orderly relationships between
residence of respondents and occupational projectious. The relevant tables

are appended to the paper for the examination of the reader.



Table 1. Results of Chi Square Tests of Change Between 1966 and 1972
for Occupational Projections by Race and Sex.

a X &
Occupaticnal Asplration Level
Black Males 2 3.24 >,10
White Males 2 3.28 >,10
Black Females 2 0,53 >,70
White Females 2 3.16 > ,20
Occupational Expectation Level
Black Males 2 8.49 < ,02%
White Males 2 3,99 > .10
Black Females 2 1.78 >, 130
White Females 2 0.57 >,70
Occupational Aspirations
Black Males 7 19.11 < ,01%
White Males 7 11.66 >,10
Black Females 8 10.15 > ,20
White Females 8 24,27 < ,01%*
Cccupational Expectations
Black Males 7 13.71 > ,05
White Males 7 11.07 > .10
Black Females 8 16.94 < ,05%
White Fenmales 8 4,11 > ,80
Anticipatory Deflection
Black Males 2 4.36 > 10
White Males 2 1.13 > .50
Black Females 2 4,46 < .10
White Females 2 3.65 >,10
Level of Intensity of Aspirations
Black Males 2 3.21 >,20
White Males 2 0.53 > .70
Black Females 2 1.71 > .30
White Females 2 0.11 > .90
Intensity of Aspirations
Black Males 6 9.72 > .10
White Males 6 3.05 > , 80
Black Females 6 4,07 >, 50
White Females 6 7.03 > .30
Certainty of Fxpectations
Black Males 3 4,41 > .20
White Males 3 .21 < L05%
Black Females 3 14,26 <, 01%
Qo White Females 3 2.35 > .50




Table 2, Mean Scores of Rural Fast Texas High School Sophomores on
Occupational Projections, by Year, 1966 and 1972,

Boys Girls .
__.Black White Black White
1966 1972 1966 1972 1906 1972 1966 1972
Occupational Projection W = =~ = - - ~ - - = Mean Scores— = = = ~ = = - -
Aspirntionl 4.72% 4.81% 5,41 5,07 5.58 5,36 5.32% 5,51%
Expectation 4,605 4.32% 4,95 4,35 5.22% 4.88% 5.28 5,17

Intensity of Aspiration2 3.37  3.21 2.68 2,73 3,07 3.18 3.04 2.8Y
Certainty of prcctation3 2.54 2.35 2,39% 2,068*% 2,69% 2,30* 2,55 2.65

1Scorcd from 1 (Unskilled) to 8 (High Professional).
2.
Scored from 1 (High) to 7 (Low).

3Scored from 1 (Not Sure) to 4 (Very Sure).

*Chi square tests of differences significant at the .05 level or better,
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Table 11, Change in Occupational Aspiration levels of Kast Texas Boys by
Residence and Race, 1966-1972,
. ) Open Country
Cecupational Faru Non-Farn Town or Village
napiration . , . 2
b avel 1926 19;2 Change 19;6 19Z2 Change 1926 193 Change
------------------- Black Boys= = = = = = = = =« w0 0w mwn .
Righ 51.5 50,0 | -1.5 54,61 45,0 - 9,6 40.9 1} 66.7 +25.8
Interme- . PR , ‘ .
diate al.2 27.81 +6.6 30,3 42.5 +12,2 | 22.7 23.8 + 1.1
Low 27.3 22,21 =5.1 15,21 12.5 - 2.7 ] 36.4 9.5 -26.9
Total 100.0 {100,0! -- 100.11100.0 - 100,0 ]100.0 -
N= 33 18 -~ 33 40 -~ 22 21 ~-
Table Columns dt x2 P
1,2 2 0.34 >,80
4,5 2 1.15 >.50
7,8 2 4,67 <,10
1,4,7 % 3.61 >,30
2,5,8 4 4,19 >,30
------------------ White Boys = = = = = = = = ~ w = = o o o o oo
High 40.4 40.0 -0.4 58.6 | 34.3 | -24.3 59.3 1 44,9 | ~14.4
meexmes | sia | s2.s| +1a | 37,9 571 | +10.2 | 40.7 | 49.0 | + 8.3
ate
Low 8.5 7.5 -~1.0 3.5 8.6 | + 5,1 0 6.1 | + 6.1
Total 100.0 {100.0 -- 160.0 {100.0 | -~ 100.0 §100.0 | -~
N= 47 40 - 29 35 -- 59 49 -
Table Columns _SL_ x2 P
1,2 ‘ 2 ‘ 0.06  >,98
by - L YT 3.95 . >.10
7,8 2 5,08 <10
L4470 S N 8,08 <10
x2,§,8 4 1.00




Table 12, Change in Occupational Aspiration Levels of Fast Texas Girls by
Residence and Race, 1966-1972,

Open Country

Oecupat tona] Farm Non-Farm Town or Village

Aspivation 9 » 1
Lovel 1926 192“ Change 19;b 192" Chanye 1926 19;2 Change
------------------- Black Girls = ~ = = = = = = 0 e = 0 w0 o o o -
High 45.7 69,2 +23,5 66,7 55,1 -11.6 71.4 64,0 -7.4
Interme- ‘
diate 45.7 15,4 -30,3 31.0 36,7 + 5.7 28,61 36,0 | +7.4
Low 8.6 | 15.4 + 6.8 2.4 8,21 + 5.8 0 0 0
Total 100,0 1100.0 - 100.1 100,0f -- 100.0: 100,0 | --

N= 35 13 - 42 49 - 14 25 -

2

Table Columns _de X P

1,2 2 3,75 .10

4,5 2 2.10 530

7,8 2 0.22 ».80

1,4,7 4 5. >,20

2,5,8 4 5.12 >.20
—————————————————— White Glrls~ = = = « = = = = o o - 0 o 0 o o o
High 57.1 70.6 +13.5 52,9 56.5 + 3.6 50.9 59.3 + 8.4
Interme= | 39 3 | 29,4 - 9.9 | 47.1] 41.3] - 5.8 | 47.3 35.6 | -11.7
diate

LOW 3l6 0 "'3l6 O 2l2 +2l2 1;8 5.1 +3l3
Total 100.0 | 100.0| -- 100.0[100,0f --  ]100.0|100.0 | --

N= 28 17 -- 34 46 - 55 59 -

. 2 :
Table Columns dt ; X P
1,8 'f2 o 2417 5300
o 4




Table 13, Change in Occupational Expectation Levels of Fast Texas Boys by
Resldence and Race, 1966-1972.

' _ Open Country
(ecupat lonal Yarm Hon~Firm Town or Village
Expectation , ‘
1966 1972 1966 1972 _ 1966 | 1972 . X
Level 9 o Change % o Change % % Change
------------------ Black Boys =~ - = =« = = = o w0 a0 o 0o oo
High 51.5 33.3| =18.2 42,4 26,3 ~16.1 45,41 40,0 | ~ 5.4
5’222’2‘”"' 18.2( 4.6 +26.2 | 30.3| s0.0| #19.7 | 18.2| 40.0 | +21.8
LOW 30.3 22-2 -~ 8!1 27!3 23.7 - 3.6 36.4 2010 —1604
Total 100.0) 99.9} ~- 100.0] 100.0( -- 100.0 [ 100.0 | -~
N= 33 18 - 33 38 -- 22 20 -
2
Table Columns dt X P
1,2 2 4.06 >,10
4,5 2 3,12 >, 20
7,8 2 2,80 >,20
1,4,7 4 1.99 >.70
2,5,8 4 1.18 >.80
------------------ White Boys - - = = = = = - & v o & & & - 4«
High 29.8 20,5 - 9.3 48.3 24.3 ~24.,0 45.6 40.0 ~ 5,6
Interme-
diate 53.2 66.7 +13.5 44,8 46.0 + 1,2 45.6 46.7 + 1.1
Low 17.0 12,8 - 4,2 6.9 29.7 +22.8 8.8 13.3 + 4.5
Total 100.0 [ 100.0 | -- 100.0 {100.0 [ -~  |100.0 ]100.0 | --
N= 47 39 - 29 37 - 57 45 v
‘Table Columns ; e xz‘ P
1,2 2 1.62 >.30
4y5 2 6,98 05
7,8 20067 370
- 1,447 e YL '
 2,5,8,.’ 4 9.11




Table 14, Change {n Occupational Expectation Levels ¢f East Texas Girls by
Residence and Race, 1966-1972,
v , . Open Country
(ecupational Farm Non-Farm Town or Village
xpectatd
Expectation 1926 19;2 Change 1936 19;2 Change 1926 1922 Change
Yﬂl ] Ll il (] (] »
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ = Black Girls = = = = =« - =« = w0 W oo Lo
High 36,4 40,0 | + 3.6 59.5] 40.5 -19.0 53.81 47,4 | - 6.4
Interme~
diate 54,6 50.0f ~ 4,6 38.1| 47.6 | + 9.5 38.5 | 47.4 | + 8.9
Low 9.1 10.0| + 0.9 2.4 11.9 ] + 9.5 7.7 5.3 | - 2.4
Total 100.1 100.0{ -- 100.0§100.0 | -~ 100.0 100,00 | --
N= 33 10 - 42 42 - 13 19 --
2
Table Columns dt X P
1,2 2 0.06 >.95
4,5 2 4,63 <.10
7,8 2 0.28 >,80
1,4,7 4 4,85 >.30
2,5,8 4 0.76 >,%0
—————————————————— White Girls =~ = = = « = = &« © & = & oo oo
High 60.0 | 57.1 - 2.9 1 56,0 | 48,3 - 7.7 1 43.6 | 47.7 | + 4,1
Interme-
diate 40.0 | 42.9 + 2.9 1 44,0 | 41.4 - 2.6 | 48.7 | 50.0 |+ 1.3
Low 0 0 0 0 10.3 +10.3 7.7 2.3 1 -5.4
Total 100.0 1100.0 - 100.0 j100.0 - 100.0 |100.0 | --
N= 20 14 -- 25 29 - 39 b4 -
, 2
Table Columns dt X p




Table 13 Change in Anticipatory Deflectfon from Occupational Aspirations of
East Texas Bovs by Residence and Race, 1966-1972,
;%micipatory Farm oggﬁ_LiﬁgtrY Town or Village
Jeflection .
' 2
1926 19;2 Change 1926 19;2 Change 1926 19; Change
—————————————————— Black Boys = = = = = = = - @ = 0w o w oo
None 78.8 70.6 § - 8.2 54.6) 52.8| - 1.8 72,7 | 42.1 | -30.6
Upward 12.1 23,5 | +11.4 33.31 33.3 0 9.1 42.1 | +33.0
)
Y o s -az | a1 w1 | sz 1ss | - 2.
Total 100.0 {100,0| -- 100.0(100.,0} -~ 100.0 {100.0 | --
N= 33 17 -- 33 36 - 22 19 -
Table Columns dt x2 _r
1,2 2 1.16 >.50
4,5 2 0.05 >.95
7,8 2 6,22 <,05
1,4,7 4 7.82 <.10
2,5,8 4 3.11 >.50
—————————————————— White Boys= = = = = = = w = = 0 o o - o - o -
None 76.5| 71.8 | - 2.7 72,4 1 67.6 | - 4.8 70.2 1 73.3 1 + 3.1
Upward 17,0 25.6} + 8.6 17.2 1 23.5 | + 6.3 24,6} 22,2 | - 2.4
)
pownward 1 g5 | 2.6 -5.9 | 10.3) 88| =15 | 5.3 4.4 |- o9
Total 100.0 | 100,0 | ~-- 9.9 | 99.9 | -~ 100.1 | 99.9 | -~
N= 47 39 - 29 34 - 57 45 -
Table Columns dt % P
1,2 2 2,07 5,30
4,5 2 039 >80
8 2 013 s90
1,470 4 L7 as
- 245,8 4 . 1.65-




Table 16. Change in Anticipatory Deflection from Occupational Aspirations of
Fast Texas Girls by Residence and Race, 1966-1972,
Open Country
Anticipatory Farm Non-Farm Town or Village
Deflection , :
1966 | 1972 Change | 1966 | 1972 Change | 1968 i372 Change
% % % 4 s %
------------------ Black Girls = ~ = = « = = = = 0 0 00 0 0w -
None 66.7] 60.0} - 6.7 80.51 63.4| -17.1 69.2 | 57.9 | -11.3
(+)
oyt b 00| -2 | 7| wes| sz | oo | 21.0 | 210
Total 100.0} 100.0 | -~ 100.0] 100,01 -~ 100.0} 99.9 | -~
N= 33 10 - 41 41 -- 13 19 -
Table Columns dt x2 p
1,2 2 0.06 >.95
4y5 2 3.44 >.10
7,8 2 3.19 >,20
1,4,7 4 4,35 >.30
2,5,8 b 1.23 >.80
—————————————————— White Girls - = ~ = = = = = 0 0w o o & o o -
NOI’IG 8510 50.0 "3510 84-0 71.4 "1216 7619 7217 - 4.2
Upward 0 28.6 | +28.6 12.0 | 28.6 | +16.6 23.1 | 22.7 | - 0.4
(+)
Downward
(=) 15,01 21.4 ] + 6.4 4.0 0 - 4.0 0 4.6 | + 4.6
Total 100.0 {100.0 [ ~- 100.0 |100.,0 | -- 100.0 {100.0 | ~-
N= , 20 14 - 25 28 -- 39 44 -—
Table Columns o_dt x2 P
1,2 ' 2 7,34 <.05
4,5 o2 3,16 0 5,20
‘, 7,8 o 2 1,82 3,30 5
47 4 11,50 <05
12,5,8 4 e




Table 17. Change in Level of Intensity of Occupational Aspirations of East
Texas Boys by Residence and Race, 19661972,
Open Countr
Level of Farnm gin—Far; y Town or Village
1966 | 1972 -
Intensity 1926 19;2 Change y 9 Change 1926 19;2 Change
------------------- Black Boys~ = ~ = = = = = w 0 ¢ e - ma oo
High 39,41 44,4} 4+ 5,0 29.4 1 42,2} +12.8 43.5 | 54.2 | +10.7
Interme"' 54.6 44-4 "'10.2 61;8 5101 "10.7 39-1 37;5 - 116
Ldiate
LOW 611 llll + 5!0 818 617 - 201 l7l4 813 - 9'1
Total 100.1} 99,9 -- 100.0 {100.0 } ==~ 100.0 [100.0 | -~
N= 33 18 - 34 45 - 23 24 -—
Table Columns dt x{ P
1,2 2 0.68 >, 70
4,5 2 1.38 >,50
7,8 2 1.04 >.50
1,4,7 4 3.99 >.30
2,5,8 4 1.46 >. 80
—————————————————— White Boys = = = = = = = =« = &« o o L o -
High 54,0 38.5] -15.5 | 58.1 | 59.0 | + 0.9 63.9 | 70.6 | + 6,7
Interme~ 42,0 48,71 + 6.7 32,3 | 35.9 | + 3.6 31.2 | 23.5 (- 7.7
ate
Low 4.0 12l8 + 8.8 9.7 5.1 had 4.6 "‘19 5«9 + 1..0
Total 100.0 | 100.0| ~-- 100.1 [100.0 | =~ 100.0 }100.0 { --
- 50 39 -- 31 39 ~- 61 51 --
 Table Columns dt % P
1,2 : 2 3.5 »10
4,5 2 0.57 >70
7,8 2 o 0.81 ~%50
1,4,7 b4 2.68 . >50
0 2,5,8 4

991 <05




Table 18, C(honge in Level of Intensitv of Occupational Aspirations of East
Texas Girls by Residence aud Race, 1966-1972,

R . Open Country
Level of Farm Non~Farm Town or Village
Intensity )
1966 1972 | . 1966 1972 19606 1972
% o Change 9 9 Change Z % Change

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ Black Girls = = = = = = = = v« o 0w 0w u .
!‘tgh &8-6 30-8 ‘17-8 4]-9 (.5-7 + 318 5612 5610 - 0:2
Interme- 5.7 46,2 | + 0.5 51.2 47.8 - 3.4 37.5 28,0 | ~ 9,5
diate

lLow 5.7 23,11 +17.4 7.0 6.5 - 0.5 6.2 16,0 | + 9.8
Total 100,0 1100.1 - 100.0 {100.0 | -~ 99.9 1100.0 | ~~

N. = 35 13 - 43 46 - 16 25 -—

2

Table Columns dt X P

1,2 2 3.43 >.10

4,5 2 0.13 >,90

7,8 2 1,04 >,50

1,4,7 b 1.08 >.80

2,5,8 4 5.62 >,20
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ White Girls= = - - = = = o = o o L o L L L oL
High 36.7 60.0 | +23.3 47,1 56.6 { + 9,5 48.3 36,7 -11.6
Intel‘me" 60l0 35;0 "25l0 AL-Z 35.8 - 514 14l’l8 53.3 + 8.5
diate

:Low 3;3 5-0 + ll7 11;8 716 - 412 6;9 10.0 + 3‘1
Total 100.0 {100,0 { -~ 100.1 |100.0 | -~ 100.0 }100.0 | -~

N 30 20 - 34 53 - 58 60 -
Table Columns dt x2 P

1,2 : 2 3,00 5,20

445 2 0.91 >.50

7,8 L2 ele?1 >.30

1,4,7 4 - 3.56 >.30

2,5,8 4

5.90 4,20
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Table 19. Change in Certainty ot Occupational Expectations of Fast Texas
Boys by Residence and Race, 1966-1972,

P . o

, T
Certainty Farm Non~tarm Town or Viltlage
of Wit - —
1966 1972 . | 1966 1972 . 1966 1972

| Expectation y 9 Change W? 9 Change y g Change
—————————— -~ = = = = « « = ~Black BOys= = = ~ =~ = = 6 4 4w e m o a .
_ AR — —

Very Sure 9.1 20.0] +10.,9 12,1 14.3 | + 2,2 21.7 0 -21.7

Sure 30,3 25.0 - 5.3 27.3 19.0 - 8.3 34.8 18,2 ~-16.6

——n )

Not Very 60,6 55.0 ~ 5.0 57.6 52.4 - 5.2 30.4 68.2 +37.8

Sure

Not Sure 0 0 0 3.0 14,3 +11.3 13.0 13,6 + 0,6

Total 100,0 1100.0 -~ 100.0 | 100.0 - 99.9 ]100,0 ——

N= 33 20 - 33 42 - 23 22 -

2

Table Columns dt X P

1,2 3 1.31 5,70

4,5 3 3.22 >,30

7.8 3 9,22 <.05

1,4,7 6 10.05 5,10

2,7,8 6 7.69 5,20
—————————————————— White Boys = = ~ = = =« = @ v o o v o o o~ &
—

Very Sure 20.8 23.1 + 2.3 22,6 25.7 + 3.1 6.7 20.4 +13.7

Sure 35,4 33.3 - 2.1 32.3 25.7 - 6.6 33.3 36.7 + 3.4

zzievery 29.2| 35.9) +6.7 | 19.4 | 31.4 | +12.0 | 30.0) 32.6 | + 2.6

Not Sure 14,6 7.7 ~ 6.9 25.8 17.1 | - 8.7 30.0 ] 10.2 | -19.8

Total 100.0 | 100.0 | ~- 100.1 { 99.9 | -- 100.0 | 99.9 { --
N 48 | 39 | -- 11 | 35 -- 60 | 49 | --
Table Columns dt’ x2 P
1,2 3 1.27 >.70
4,5 3 1.82 >,50
7,8 3 9,13 <.,05

" 1,4,7 6 8,76 >,10

0 2,5,8 6 2,70 >,80




— - ama - s

Table 20, Change {n Certainty of Occupational Fxpectations of LFast Texas
Girls by Residence and Race, 1966-1972, .
Open Country
Certainty Farm Non-Farm . Town or Village
of 1966 | 1972 1966 | 1972 1966 1972
o Ch Change
Expectation X % Change a % ange X % “mﬁuJ
~~~~~~ Tt T s === == = = - Black Girls - - - « - @ L - o oL Lo L oo
Very Sure | 20.0 8.3 -11.7 22,7 16,7 ~ 6.0 18.8 19.2 1 + 0.&]
Sure 40,0 25,01 -15.0 34,1 8.3] -25.8 25.0 19,21 - 5,8
Not Very - T
Sure 28,6 33.3}F + 4,7 40,91 54.,2| +13.3 37.5 50,0} +12.5
— —
Not Sure 11.4 33.3| +21.9 2.31 20.8| +18,5 18.5 11.5] - 7.3
Total 100.0 99.9¢ -~ 100.0] 100,0) -~ 100.1 99.9 | ~-
N= 35 12 - 44 48 -- 16 26 --
Table Columns dt x2 p
1,2 3 3.86 >,20
4,5 3 15.26 <,01
7,8 3 0.86 >,80
1,4,7 6 6.06 >,30
2,5,8 6 6.13 >.30
------------------- White Girls = - - = =« o o o o L o _ _ . __

Very sure| 13,3 | 25.0 ) +11.7 20,6 | 32,7 | +12.1 20.3 16,7 - 3.6

Sure 33.3 { 45.0 | +11.7 44,11 28.8 | -15.3 27.1 31.71 + 4.6

Not Very 43,3 10.0 -33.3 23.5 28.8 + 5.3 37.3 30.0 - 7.3
Sure

Total 99.0 {100.0 - 100.0 99.9 - 99.9 100.1 -—
N= 30 20 - 34 52 -~ 59 60 -~
Table Colﬁmna B dt x2 p
1,2 : 3 6.64 <,10
4’5 3 ‘ 2‘76 >,3O
7,8 3 156 .50




