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Inlroducticin

`The role of 'the, psp'prietary.-4c.hools in extending
pottiecondary educatici 1 opportunities to the public has
not been widely known or wells understood: Although these
shool-s-hav'e eiiisted in one form oiranother since,,Lonial
'days (Kaf4, I73, Wilms 1914, they were not included in
educa nal plrning at the postsecondary level, until the/.
14970s. The defining of pdstsecondary educatior: as la broader

term than h' her education, as provided for in the Education
Amendments 1972 has given new-recognition to proprietary.

.

sChooli a o the need; of their stAide4s.

After reviewing several studieS, Lenning (1974 p.

stated: 09-)

The needs of many diverse 'groups of students
,are not being adequately met in Our colleges and
universities. Far greater diversity exists among
our stWents than Among,Our approaches tO students.

.We':neOd to reeValUate .14.of -.thegoals and

benefits'of ,different institutions and programs
and try to reverse the trend toward homoleneity
that has marked our system of higher ethication

during the last two decades of greatly intreasing
diversity among students /

.

'Proprietary schooslt offer specialized instruction that
is primarily oriented to the learning of skills direttly



related to an occupation. These schools have long provided

-an alternatiye to collegiate education ynctli its less Utili-.
tarian and more comprehensive philoso hy of/education. As

y
ar back.as 18,81, President James A. G4rfield observed, that,:

,

The business'i colleges which. this country has
originated are 'a protest against that capital
defect in ourl tchools and colleges which congists

usal to give a "tpaining for business
life. (Pult n, 1969, p. 1023)
Prior to passage of te Smith Hughes (Vocational TfainingI

Act 'in 1917; the proprietary schools provided the. iirincipal
%

source of occupational education and training for buibLess,
trade, and technical occupations (NyStrom; 1973). However,

even i?,rith ;the development sA f lic vocational schools and
community colleges, large n bers of students have still been

,

enrolled in numerous proprietacy schools. A national enroll
ment of 3 million students in 10.,000 proprietary schools has
been estimated by Eiseftberg's(cited in WilMs, 1974b; p

.

,

Katz (1973) has estimated an enrollmeTnt of 614,940 studen
I

in 589 proprietary schools in Illinois.
The designation proprietary school has generally appear-

ed in the literature without any distinction between schools
offering residQfl iristruction and those offering home study
(instruction' by correspondence). Most, if not al,i., of the

.

studies ci\f students in proprietary schools have exCluded
students in home study programs. Therb are obVious methodo-

logical reasons for excluding these students; but, in doing
H-'



5eVrP: 7s..;

Care mtist _be not to assume that the characteristiu
_

studenti in resident programs cin be generalized togthe
total propirietary: sector. The large differences betwAen

0these two modes of instruction would logiCally imply differ-
. . . .

ences between the schOols and. their students:.
There are relatively few home-study _schools they

enroll iwo-thirds of the proprieta6--school students nation-
ally (Eisenberg, cited in Wilms, 1974t, p. 2). The estimates

by Katz (1973) included 46 honle-study schools in Iliinois
enrolling a total of soot000 sttidents. This would leave an

estimated 543 resident-instruction schools enrolling about
115,000 students. -Only the students in resident programs

ncluded in the study undertaken here.
'Review of ithe Literature

Studies of the stude,nts,enrollecin the proprietary
Sector' date back on11,4, tb the mid-1960s Many of the' slmdies

. -

been based almostentir5ly upon informaiion obtained
,from school personnel; rather than-directly from the students
(Belitskyl 1969; Enna, .Ne sham & Swanson, 1967; Kincaid &

-1
Podesta,-196:7; waldrip, l6, Weathersby'& Nash, 1974).

°

Hoyt (1968) reported on a series of studies carried out
from 1962 tok1967 on a group definedas specialty.orinted

a 47.3

,students. These-. studiea inclilded secondary and.,poatsecondary
4A

students enrolled, in private and public school;S'..' T11-
L'r

specialty oriented student was characterized as:
fa whose motivations toward educational

eiment are built 1 ely around a desire



I.
The stu

o acquire

of skills.'

a specific Occupational .Skill or set

Codrses-designed to broaden hi'S

potential for avocational living have little or nn

appeal to this student. He maY be described as

expressing relativery 'more interest in being train-
,

ed than in being educated. (Hoyt, 1968, p. 170)

study of private vocational-icliool,s in. OklahOma (Bra-

den, Harris, & Krishart 1970) included information from

3,000 students whO..had been.- graduat;id from the/se schools.
.

concluded that:

. students in private .schools are,therefore

mature adults whoseimajer concern is/to gain

skill that will heltp them get- a better job- th.an
,.... I

./

-a

,the ones they' have ,theld previously. BeCa4se- they
. /.

-e
are in hurry to cqmplete this/training, 'they

/

,usually do not like ,t(:) study subjects other than

the ones directly re ted to,their employment

,(Braden & han, 1971, p. 203)
./

The American Institutes for Research (AIR,) conducted a-
comparative study of 'students in proprietary-0d° nonpropri-,

etary schdols in four major metropolitan areas-(W.01mm,

Campbell, 'Jung, & Richards, 1972). 3:The TindingF indicated
v

very similar background/profiles for the proprietary and

ponproprietary school/students, .altehoug thnic minority
.

students were fouhd somewhat more frequently in the, nonpro-

-eprietary sector.

Wilms (1974a



the IR study, conducted a cOniparative 'study of proprietary.
and Publit; schools and their studentt-.. The findings aid not

-support a 'conclusion of definitive differences -between the
dents mi the two sectors. ' Contrary to the AIR study,

Wilms dido_find c greater representatioTeof _etb.nic minority
. ,students

/
the proprietary sector than in the public sector.-

Differences in the typei of schooli-included in the" two
studies may accbunt for this difference in the findings.

The instrument used in he ,annual. Cooperative Institn-.
,

4 tional R search program of the American Council,on Educaiion
was administered to students in fifteen selected proprietary
ichools in the fall of 1974 .a.s a "pilot atudr cChiistian, 1974
i.e. 1975r. Although restricted to'a-dcredited busthess
schools and trade and technical sChoO-ls, and' the sample
purposively selected, this study was of interest as the first
attempt to make comparisons of proprietary ichool students

-tto students in the two-year and four,year collegiate sectors.
The study showed that although &oprietary. students
came from' lower socioeconomic levels and had dif-
ferent demographic and educational ,characteristics,
they were very- similar* to their freshzen classmates.
in colleges and universities in terms of life goals
values , and social attitudes and _behaviOr. (Chri*s-i.

tian, 1974 i.e. 1975, p. 21)
As a result of the_ipilat_. study, a more extensive ;study

wash conthicted during the fall of 1975 as part of- the Coopers-
tiv Institutional Research Program. 'Tlib findings of that



study were not available at the time of this writing.

Froi comparisons of pe findings reported in the.litera

.ture., there appeared ta be several factors in the composition-.

of the samples that exerted an influence on the findings.

One of 'these as previously mentioned, was the type of odcu-

pational program included in the study. Another factdr was .

whether or not the sample included only atcredited schools.

:Ihe fact that only adcredited schools were eligible_ for.par-

ticipation in federal financial aid programs would introduce
e

an obviolis bias'In this regard.

.Katz (1973) has Provideda descriptive dverview.of the

;proprietary sector in Illinois, with speciali attention tb= .

the relationship'be4tween these schools and their respective

regulatory agencies in the State. One of the_conclusions of

that.'study was the need for a comprehensive profile of the

students enrolled Illinois proprietary, schools.

The diversity of-the proprietary Sector coupled with

sampling differences in the studies'compleced to date has

resulted in contradictory and incomplete- findings. The

y'reported here was an attempt-to provide comprehensive
,

data about the characteristics of students enrolled in

resident.proprietary schools in Illinois.

Methodology

Comprehensive lists of the business, selpimproveMent,

and vocational schools in Illinois were obtained from the

Illinois Office of Education. A complete listing of barber

and cosmetology schools was obtained ftom the



Office of Education and Registfation.

driving schoolt was obtained frmi theIllinois-Secretary of

State.- .4A proportionate Tandam sample, stratified_by_the

above tYPes of schools, was dfaT fromthe combinedtotal

330 .schools to yield ii.sample of 35 schools. Two schoolg'
. .

declined to participate and were replaced. Responses were

then obtained from a1 35--sEhdols. Driver-training schools,

flight-training-schools, home study s?hools, and-the sole

mortuary science school were excluded from the study.

Schobls operated as not-for-profit institutions were also

.:5 The schools were.paid to administer the

all of their postsecondary-students

instrument to'

(eqcludilig those stillk

, in high school) who were enrolled during the suMmer of 1975.

ulted in 1,432 student responses. The proportionate

sampling,of the schools had not been pre_c_ipely equal for

eachtype of, school,.and.two types_bad been oVer SamPled to
. .

provide suffi ient numbers of students. To compensate, the

student respo ses were weighted to provide for an equal

probability of selectiOn C.115 from each of the 6 types of

schools ,yielding a weighted sample of 1,400 resPendents.'
r.

,

The surve)i instrument was mbdeled largely after the

Student Profile Section of the American College Testing

Prgvam's assessment form (ACT, 1974) 'and\their Career Olan-

pang Trofile Booklet (ACT', n.d.). Instruments used in other
1r -

studies (Christian, Note 1; Wilms,-Note 2; WOlman, .Note 3),
41111.

CZ.)

were also/reviewed and coirtributdd 'to he f inal fOrm Of the,



instrument, as shown ia appendix' A. The instrument was-'

pretested with students-at the Manpower Training Center 0

Southern Illinois'University at CarbondaTe As a reiuft,

-modifications were made to Trovide better response choices -Pc

for older'students, especially martied.women,.
4. .

'The instrument was also translated.into Spanish 'in

order-to gain the participation of one.school in.the samgle

ihich enrolled a large nunlber of students who were not

fluent 'in English.f Special care was taken tp retain as much

as possible of the tone and shades oT pleaning of the .Engash.

version of the instiilment. -

Visual verification of the ke4punched data aeinst the

original student responses yielded a coding accuracy of 996

percent. Analyses of the data were carried oilt.by ineans of

the Statistical Package for the Social Science& CNie, 1,475)

using,c4-square and on0'way;analysis of*variancetests; as

appropriateto the variables at hand', to determine statisti-

cal significance. Where interval-levik variables wdie

involved the eta statitic was used tO determine the amount,

of,variance accounted fOr by- another*vriable.. Dikkeiences

were iystematically explored for type. Of school sex marital

status age, and rate, Where. logically* aggroiriate 'other
:

differences Npre also investigated.

Student characteristiCs were 61;tained and analized in

five 'general, areas: 1) demographic andfamily bOlOgrou'ria
:

2) high'school backgroulla, 3) experiences,after'high school.,

andireasons for chogsing the pre-sent school:, 4) experiences



in the psentshqo1, ahd. 5) future expectations and j b

attitudes...

treatmexof.the-glethodolegy and.find-

ings Df, thii:stUd have:.beeii".repOrteAn .an tinpublished

diSt.ertation'(Juhlin Note 4) A suniniarr,of the liercentage*:

respbnses



,

Using tut methods of estimating, an average figure pf
,(;100 students was found to be enrplled in the study popu-

lation during tile summer of .1975. However .,proprietary

schools have been found to enroll new students continuously
during the. year, often for prof/rams of less than one year's
duration. Consequently, 'it may be mo.re appropriate to speak

of the number of new students adlitted during a 12-month
d -as a measiire of the :impact of these schools. An.

9

4

5

-estimated 55 000 new ituaents had enrolled in the study pop-
,

W:atiOn schools during ighe '1.2 Months prior to 1 July 1975.
i )

The reponses reported below have heve4. normalized to-.\

exclude nonremondents to iadividual 4te1ns The item re,
.sponse" ratOs were generally in exCess of 90 percent and can

be derived from ApPendik B.

Perso4a1. and Family Background .

Women were foilnd to outnumber men by a ratio of 2:1.
_This variable 4s illustrative'of the ,,differences among the
types of schools. No women were found in truck-driving

schools; but more than._9 out ci10 cosietolOgy students were
\ 1 .

wonien., An even ratio, %vat found iii barher schools, reflecting
recent ir\icreases in the number of women' entering this field,.
Women 'held a 7:3 majority in business

majority in self-improvement schools.
ity in vocational schools.

Half of the students were single 40 percent were mar-
. .

10 percent reported ,their status as "other ."

schools and a 3:2

Men held a 3:2 major-7

Tied, and

1 4



Although men:Were sOmeWhat,Mdre, likely than women tto be

married, .the majority of- married students were women. Stu,

dents indicating their Marital status as "other' were more

than 10 times as likely to be women :than men, givine the

impress,ion that these schoolg are seen as sources of 'employ-
,

ment' skiIls for Women whoie expectations have suddenly cha

and who are in need of financial, support.

A Mean ge* of. 27 was found for proprietary school

dents, with standard deviat,ion, of 9 years. The mode

agie 20 ,.. accounted for only 10 perceni, while 28, percent

over the age of .30. Thig brOad distiiblitioli, is in sha p

, contrast to the age-cohort generally emerging from the 'sec-

ondary _schools awl entering ,the collegiate sector. Women

tendea 'to be 2 years younger than the men Qa < Self-., ,

improvement students were'the oldest, and coimeotology and

businegs 'students weTe tke youngest (p. .005), with a dif-
.

ference of almost 4 years. Married students were 8 year-s
. . .

older than single students (11 .0001).

The students were found to .be almost equally diVided
,

between whites and nonwhites,. with 53 p6rcent, 'White; 24
\

percent, black; 5 percent, Spanish-speaking Anterican; 4 per-

cent Chicano; 3'opercent,. American Indian; I percent, 177.-

tal; and 9 percent, "other." (Only i percent failed tc

respond at all.) StUdents who responded other" were gener-

, ally immigrants from Eui.ope and South America. Women .showed

.. a gfeater:tendency- to be ndnwhite than' did(the men' Qe. <

-

:A Iargqr than expectedHnumber .of students 'With marital

.0001).

siatus



".12.

r" were black (R---= .0003). Black and Chicano students
1.

ed to be younger than white students (2. = .03)-. Self-

royement and barber slhools.were pre'dominantly white;

white students held a slight majority in the business

otology schools (2. < .0001).

ore than 9 out of-10 students,were residents of Illi-
.

noiid 7 at.itIcif 10 had atteVed high school in Illinois.
12'

'Les§ than 1 gut of 10 were not- citizens 'of ..the United States,

buttoon 1 out of 10 nonreslaents were not-,citizens. Two-
,

thirds Of the nonresidents were-men, twice the expected value,

and were-'tound primarlly in the vocational and truck-d,riving

Students reporting a physical 'disability were equally

betWeen men an6 ,hromen1.and accounted.for 7 percent of

e total . isten,, were as likely as women to hErve :'report-
3 `I

disabilit

Previous midlita'ry was reported'by_17 percent

of the students, inelud ig 45 percent of the men and 2 per-.
\ :\

,
cent of the women. \r,eterans were moie than 5; years olaer

.,,

than nonveterans .wert Alb than twice as- likely to -be --.,
--

, .
..

married, and were more likely to bewhite. Almost. one-third., ,----- .,
of the veterans had sevkekd in Vietnam. Whilet,three-fourths

of all veterans Were found, in business or vocational schools,

veterans comprised almost 'e*o-thirds of the truck-driving

students.

Three out of five students had attended high school in.

a mall community, population less than 50,000, and one out



. 1 .

five a been in a majtir city, population over one million.
>

e c ulative proportion of studentS by level of family`'
income prpgressed almost linearly up through the $20,000
level. A family income under, $3,000 Was reported bY 10 par-.,.
cent; ?2 percent,:reported under $6,00,0.; 39 percent under.

$9,000; 52,, percent_under $12 000; 67 Percent under $15;000;
and 83,percent under $.20.,000, Racial diffe ences
for 17 percent of the variance -in'family incoMe

accounterd

.0001).
Blacks , for exampl,e, were four times-More lik, him_ whites

tO-report a family income undei $6 000 and only a 1iit1e m'ore
than one urth as likely to report an incothe of 4,20,0001or
_more.° WoMen were generally from, less affluent families than
' were meti, (2. .0001). The type Of school attended accounted
for 7 'percent of the variance in family income ( p. < .0601),.

Business and cosmetology students,were generally the least
afflue t, and self-imprOvement and vocational students were
the most affluent. This finding reflects the interaptions
between sexi, race, anr income. Students reporting) marital
status as "other" reported the lowest family incomes, while
married students reported the highest family income levels.

Differences by ,..age not significant (p_ ...25) for

family income, but accounted for one-third of the var4ance
in tax dependency on parents .0001). Only one-fifth
of the stUdents indicated that thiqr were claimed as a tax
exemption by their parents. Almost three-fourths of those
zeporting tax dependency weroeunder the age of 21, represent-,
ing 6 out of 10 of that age group. Tax dependency was not

17

17
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4

might have in4rpree4. family "income to be their own rather
,

significant as-a function Of sex. (p. .07),.but was for'

(2. < .0001). One-fourth of the whites reported tax depen-

dency, compared'to one-tenth of the blacks apd one-tenth of

the Combined Spanish-sppaking Americans and Chicanos, even

though the whites tendeld to be older. Marital' status (account-

ed fot 18 percent of the variance in dependency CR.< .00011,

Nine-tenths of thoS'e reporting dependency were single, repre-

senting 4 out of 10 of the single Students. It was unknown

to'what extent older students, Married students especially,

4, than.their paretts,yincOme. In either case,:it repreSented

a measure of t:lie Student' s.ability tc pay fof education.
, .

For almoSt.9.osut of 10 stuslents,-neither patent had

completed 4,years ofdotlege, Fot mcre'than one-third,

neither paTent had completed high schJol, and for one-Sixth,

neither paffent had advanced beyond .the eighth grade. The
, .

paients ofkyounger-students tended to have had more education

than those 'Of older ,students < .000V. -The parenis of

Chicano and Spanish-speaking students tended to have had the

'least educatiOn, followed by blacks, while wh9 ite parents had

h"ad the most education (2. < .0001).

TWo-thirds" reporte?tther's occupation in a blue-'

tollar category. -Slightly more than half reporte4 mothe71s

bCcupaticin as housewife. Differences in father's occupLL:ion
'

were significant .0001) among the types of schools but
r

differences in mother s occupation were not significant

(p. 0 .07). Mothers,Of younge ents tended to have worke



outside the home more frequently. Fathers of white students,

weie the 'most likely to'have white-collar jobs. Mothers of

Chicano and Spanish-speaking students were the least Hilly

to be working outside the home; almost Ao difference was

found betweeh- white and black mothersa <..0001).

High School 'Ickloun,

Seven out of 10 students reported having completed high
.

school;,another 12 percent had attained a°GED certificate or

?GED-program, 'Se f-improvement Students were che

likely:to have completed high school, and cosmetology

students were the least likely (2. ot.0G01). -Men were twice

as0.iely hr woMen to'have the,GED equivalent. Students

with-the marital. status 7other" yere less likely. than single

or married students to have a high school diploma,. or equiva-
,

lent ,(E. < 0001)s._ Chicano stadents were much less iikely to

have a high school diploma than were blacks, while whites

were Cle most likely to have reached this educatidnal level

< .0091).

Younger students were mor-e likely than older studants

have attended high school In-Illinois 12_ < .0001). Women

wete more likely than men to have attended an Illinois high

school Qa = .0002). Spa ish-speaking students were .by far

the least likely td-hav, attended high school inplimois,

whill whites were only slightly more ilkely c_aan'blacks to

-haVe -One sd ( <R .0001).

Slightly more than one-fourth of the s.eudents had been

in a college-preparatory curriculum; More than Zout

19



had been in a.:general CurricUlum;. And:Sin 10 lacl been,)n a

buSiness or VOCatiOnal curriculum.:.'White. students were

:41Most.twide as likely to have been iI a college-piepatatoxY

cUrriculum than were:the norw Bai osMetology

..t.t.iints were the least likely to have been in a college-
" =

most

likely. (p,< .0001)

One-fourth'of the students reported a ,igh schlool giade

Verage-of "A7 (3.0 onna. 4.0fscale) or abetter. Women report-

ed performance than.meni(E c .0001). Black

:students repOrted the,lowegt grade aNirage- and whites re-

orte& the highest (11 <

Almost 6 out of 10,Tekrted,having ben in The upper

;half of their'hig4scho451-'class, and mote than one-fifth had

been in the upper.quartile% Controlling for sex, the type

of sOlool showed-no significant di4erence 1. Lass-ra;lk f

men °(p. = 64); but accoun.ted for 6 percent o_7: the varian

fOr women (Ja < .0001).

Half of the students had participated in mote than one

high school extracurricular activity, one-third repoited one

i

'activity area, andtonly 16 percent did nnt teport'any extra%

curricular activities. Clicano and Span_sh-Speaking students

were'the least likely to have participat-i in these activ5.4-

ties and white students were the most 1:_kely toilave rort-

ed such participation' < .0001). Truck-d-iving. Students
_

the least likely and self-improvement AUdents were themere

mOst. likely.to have repotted theSe a



Forty percent of the students.considered their high,

s-z,13o1 education ts 'lave been above average ("good,"''or

Thos.,: in a college-preparatory curriculum were

the.molt likely to have given an above average rating; those

in a general curriculum were.the least likely (11 < .0001).

Black students were less likely than white students to report

'an above average rating (II < .0001).

AlTost half of the studqnts-eported _having held part-,

time jpbs while in high school; less than oneAhird did hot
A

.report any iqork experienze while in'high schooL. Men gener,,
.

0.

ally had 'ore vioTk experience .than wdmon, except In work-

r-

study'prokii*s = '.001):'-YoUnger students reperted'part-
,

time em loymehL&A.n, high school more.frequently than did the

older studentseVen though'woMeh.were.over7represented-Ameng.).
. . - A

I

the younger *studen'ts (11 =,.0001-): White students were the
41).

moii tglkely to have had part-time robs hile in hi.gh school Iv

anish-speaiing Ameri-1-time 'jobs during the

were the least likely.

eriences After High School

Almost 4 out of 10 students obtatned a lull-time. job
,

q
,

the first year out of high school, And a little.leps than
,

, f
ohe-third went on for further education that year. Only -3

,

7.e,rcet.: had been seeking And were unable to find steady

employment, that year" However, the proportion.who were

unemployed increased almost fivefcld from that first year

c-..Asof school to _the time they decided to attend a propri-
-*

etary school. Younger students were more likely them qlder

21



(students to have gone on to sChoOl thai first year and were

also five times more likely ,to have'been unemployed. 'White,

.r,
students were the least likely°.to Thave betni_unetploYed and

were the Most likely-to-haVe gone:on for ftther eauatiOn

immediately aftef1/44igh school.
, 0 .

Sixty percet of the studehts had, atteilded at least one

other postseciondary school before, enrolling in their Cuftent,

sChool. They were equally aS likely to have att:en4ed a four-
,

year school asaa two-year.school.and were only, slightly more

likely to have attended a business oi vocational-technical

school. Theirovere more likely1to have been in the public

tather tilan in the private sector. tifen were more likely' than

women to have attend (1. arther school; to have, been in'a

'four-year,college, or to have been in a home-study (corres-

pondence) 'Program ( a < .0001). Spanish-speaking and Chicano

students were the least likely to have attended another"

school; These students and the black.students were Morel'

likely,to have attended a tWo-year school than a four-year

ool; the opposite was true for white students. Blacks

were twice as likely as whites to have attended,a noncolle:

giate school, either public or private < .0001). Self-
-

impiovement and vocational students were.the most likely to

have attended another school; cosmetology students were.the

, least likely. Students wha had been-in a college-preoPratory

curriculum in high school were much more likely to hsve

attended another school and more likely to have attenAed a

four-year college.



Slightly more studentS Md been employed just prior
attending their Present school theifIlwas fonnd for the fi
year after high schota. Only half as many had been in schoo,1

,and five times as inany had been unemployed.. The proportion

of men who were pmployed had increased sharply since the

ixst year out of high school, while the prdportion of wimen
0

haAjdecreoed very slightly. Women were twice as likely to
. ,

haire reported their principal activity as keeping:house at
this 'time °ihan was folind .right afer high schOol. Men were

almop:t 6quallyiat likely as women to have been in scho91-or
to have 'been unemployed just pilot." to enroH ent (E < .0001).

%he proportion of nonwhites wit-h full-time, jobs decreased
after the first year out of high school,while the-prOpor-,-

_ , . .

tion of whites with full-time jobs vincreased.: The propor-

tion in school declined for all., but 'the qother" racial lroup.
The proportionof unemployed students increased
racial. gronps. tr.

Slightly')
7

less than one-fourth Of the students repettpd
a personal income ,of $9°,000 or more just prior to entering
the school. Men and older students reported higher incomes

(2..< . 0001) , with a difference of'15 years beiween the mean
ages of students in the lowest and the highest income levels.
Married stueents reported -the highest-personal incomes.
elf-improvement students reported the'highest personal

incomes; and cosmetology students reported the loweit.
studnts and plait-time students had the hitt - er=

sonal j.ncomes respectivelko



Alpost half of the students were living less than 10

m4es from the sChool when they decided to enroll; one-fourth

lived:more than 25 miles away; and only 7 percent lived more

:than 100 miles away. Truck-drfving students came from the

gfeatest distaire-. Men came from farther away than did

wolnen < .0001). There was onl a slight tendency tor ,

whites t have come from farthe away than the other *students..

Advertising and the advice f friends* who had attended

the schools were by falthe two most frequently clted sourdes

informition aboutthe schools. Differences among the
?

types of schools were-significant < .0001) for S of the 7

,.possfble'respoiNe items For example, the reSponSe to adveiY

tising.as a' Source. ranged from 78--percent-9f-Oie.truckdriV7
4.

ing students to'arly 11 percent of the barber students; liut,
,

conversely, the.advice of friends was reported by 49. percent'
,

of barber istudenti. aneonly 12 percent-of truCk-driving

students. Publit agencies were a more frequent source of

infoimation for businèss- studen0 than for the other students

-for students lath we marital status of "other4 than for
,

single oremtrried udents, and for blacks'than for whites
. ,

forrthe other. mitzorities .:- SigzfAnt differences

°Vary in the other informa ianal urces were also
,

und by sex, marital `,0tatu,

An emphasis on practical training emerged is the most

'important factor in the choice *of a school and.was rated

"very important by 7 out of 10 students. This was followed

in decreasing importance by the offering of a specialized



program, the reputation of the school, and six other consict-

erations the rast efrwhich.iras an ofier'Of financial assis-.

tance. Again, differences among, the types of schools were

significant foi theie responses and resulted in changing the

qrder of ,impoTtance for several of the items. Differences

were also found in the iMportance pf these- factors by level

of family income. Cost, job, placement ability, and financial

agsistance were more important (p. < .0001) fok. lower i come
4

`fithan for higher intome students.

Almost half of the students repOrted seeking skills in

order to obtain employment, another 18 percent were seeking

new skills in order to change jobs, and another '8 percent

.kere seeking promotions. in their.current jobs. A little

more, thad one-fifth reported their goal as self-improvement,

not related to a specific job. The latter response was more
a

likely to haVe come from a self-improvement school than from

any of the other schools, but only 38 percent of the self-

improVement students gave that response, Men w.ere more lilce-
-

ly than women to have reported self,improvement as their goal.
,

EiPeriencet within the Proprietary Schools.'

Full-time enrollment was reported by 60 percent of the

students and part-time enrollment was report6d by 38 percent.

.No sharp demarcation was -found between full-time and part-
, .

time students in the number of hours they -attended school.

More full-time than Part-time students were in School more

than 24 hours per week; the converse was true for less than

21 -hours ,per week. Wide differences in full-time status and

2 5



the- number. of hourS spentAnsOhlabl.,:were, found, among the .

A
types of schools: students were the most likely

e full time, while self-improvement students were the least

likely., Part-time- students were twice as likely as Tull:time

students to have reported self7improvement as their goal.

Almost. tigO- thirds of the, -students attended school during

the':day. Barber students were tA6' most likely tO be in day

programs aneself-improvement stu4ents Were the 'most likely.

t(:v- be in eveninfp.prograFs,,, Women were. more -likely 'than men

to have been in a day program. Single studenIs, younger

students, ,and full-time students were mote likely than their,

counito.Warts to hav.:been in a day prOgram.

Six out of 10 students were living 'in theft own home or
. . .

apartment, almost one-third were'.living with'parents or_rela-
,

t,

tives, and only 2 percent were living in school-provided

housing. Women wete somewhat more likely thah men to have

been living with their parents. Significant diffeyences

< . 0 0 01 ) in the place of residence were found among the

types of schools.

Half of the students reported' that they. were not working

while enrollea i hool, but almoSt 3 out of 10 were worlcing

more than 35 hou weelc. Women were less likely than men
-

to have 'been working. White students mere more ,likely than
.

the other racia) groups to have, been working. Again,' the
,

.,

differencesi among the4 types of schools were significant-

Considering potential ,services which the students



6

thought would be helpful., job placemerit wks by far the-most

frequently cited. This was expressed most frequently by

truck-driving stu4ents and least ftequently by students in.

self-Improvement schools. Financial aid cowls ling and find-

ing a part-time,job while attending school wer4 the next most

filequently Cited services. Only 7 percent expressed interest

in a day-care center, and 6 percent reported.interest in
. %

having assistance in finding a place to:Ai_

Three out-of 10 students expressed a &,dto improve

their study skills, and_more'than one-fourth expirsed a

need to improve their reading skills. Slightly less thdam

one-fourth wanted help with mathematical skills

5 students expressed interest in educational and VOCA

counseling. One out of 6 reported a need for help in express

lv
ing ideas in writing, and 1 out of 7 was interested in per-

sonal counseling. Racial differences were generally signifi-

dant for these responses, as were differences among the types

of schools-.

Costs of attending-proprietary-schools were found to

vary widely among the types of sdhools, reflecting variations

in the lengths of the programs offered, among"other factors.

Program duration accounted fpf almosi ont4loarth of the
.)

variance in cost (R < .00A1). Among full-time students

type f s400l facdounted for 20 perOnt of the'variance

were

-

In terxt-of total dollars self-imprOvement programs

the least expensive wnile,business

programs were e-moit.expensive. Three

andvocational

out of 10 Students



reported, costs of $500 or_ less; onethird reported. costs f

301 to $1,400; almost one-fourth reported costs of $1,001

o $2,000, and 4 percent reported costs in .cess of $3,000.

One-fourth, of the students were in programs of 3 mont s

or less. More than half were in programs* of (9 months oi

less, and 7 out-of 10 were in programs of 1 ar 'or less.

OnlY 15 percent,were in programs exceeding years.

Almost 6 out of 10 students were "very sure" of their

occupational choice; and only-1 out' of 8 was ' not sure it

all." Barber and cosmetology students were the most certain.

Almost two-thirds were "very sktisfied" with their choice of

school program, iland only 6 percent were not satisfied. The

adequacy of, the school was rated above average 46y 62 Oercent

and below average by only 9 percelit. -Almost 9 out Of 10

students' reSponded. that they were "very likely"

fheir progrim; only 2 percent felethey wire not likely -to,

.finish.

Almost two-thirds of the students considetred the instruc,-

tion in their4 schools to be' better than what they had expert,

enced in high school; only )13 percent considered it to be

worse than in high school ken were more likely than women

to rate their current school' higher than their high' school

Qa < .0001): Differences amOng ,the types of schools were

significant: (k.- .0001) and showed the highet comparatiVe

ratings fOr::self-improvement .and::v040-ona;1-,schoc4s and the

1.16iiris ratings:for cosmetology: and fiuck-Zriying schOol.

Six out- of 10' StudentS ConSidered their :chanCeS
L.



getting a Job alter completing-thvi 'program to bo "prettY

4800d"; 'only 5 fproent felt th
,

es were hot too goo

White students tended to be

the other racial groups

were the least optimistic among-

..004)..

The most frequentlx.cited- sour 'f-fii4dS:for schdok

expenses was the student s own ince% or savings and was'

reported by 4 out of 10 students.

pareptal, support. White students

other racial groups to cite these two sources

stuaents were more likely to have been recipients of BEOG or

,CETA awards. Black students were four times more likely than

Almost one -fourtlicited

were mire likely than the

nonwhite .

white students to have reported a loan or deferred payment.

Single and married students were three'times more likely than,.

students with the marit41,#tatus-of "other to cite family

support for ',heir school costs. Women were twice ai likely

a§ men to cike'family_support and were more likely than men
, )

n 4

to have been recipients of-BEOG or CETA awardse Veteran!s

benefits were reported by 1,0 percent of the students and by

28 percent of the men. BEOG, CETA, Social, Security ana other

forms of federil assistance were reported by less than 10

percent of the students respectively.

Differences in sources of financial support among the

types of schools were somewhat influenced by-the .proportionS

of,accredited schons within each group since only accredited

schools were 0:41i-1e-to partici.,al. in most federe



Of the students.. ensolled In accredited school

hig BEOG or. .SEOG .awards, 14..PerCent reported v eran'sbene-

ftts, 61:percent reported State:Guaranteed Loans. and 1 percent

-*everted National Direct Student Loins. However, 13 percent

th6 students in unaccr,edited schools reported the use of
-

compaxed o only 7 percent -of the students in

edited schools (p = .4003).

schools cconnted for only' 15 of the 35Accredited

schools in the sample

students in the sample.

Future Expectations and Work Attitudes

Almost one-third of the students 'expeCted to

least a bachelor's degree as their highest level of education;,

only 13 percent did not eXpect to advance beyond a higli

school diploma:- Half of the students expected their highest

level of education- to be a technical or usiness diploma, br,

a two-year degree. Men'geherally had higher levels of expec-.

tation than'did women (p. .0002). Chicano and Spanish-.

but enrolled ilmost two-thirds of the

speaking'itudents had the 'lowest .expectations f q .0001):

Vocational:school students had tfie Eighest expectations an

barber students had the lowest (p. .0001).

When asked what type of school they.;., might'. attend in the.,

future, :more than 90 percent responded. Of these, a little

s_f--

more than half indicated a public institution one-third a

private school; 5 perCent, home,studA and 7 perdent, "other."

out 'of 10 would ittend a two-year college, a four-Var
.

hto tt,chnical school respectively k.
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the collegiatv ilevel, the studezts were three times more

tO atteadr,a public than a private ,institution. At

voCational -technical -level, they were -twice as !likely;

attend a .prila-cce school ,as a-pal:clic school. Men Were some-

what more likeky than waxen to Agave indicated a four.,-year

_college, while women were tore :likely "to have 4ited, the two-
r.

year college (11 .004).

Although 4e-fourt1i had reported that they iad not been

-T working 'just prior to beginning their prograe; only ,4 percent

expected npt to be Working,after completing the program.

While almost half had previously had 'an annu 1 income

Ihan $3,000, less than half expected s.to be earning under

$12;900. in 3-to 5 yeArs. Almost 9 out of IP 4tudents were'

expecting an inerease in income. Men reportold higher income

expectations than women, al did olaer students; mvried

students, ,-and'white students, respectivel .0001).
\

.type of school accounted for 6 percen

expeCted income, with self-improirement studntI ,Teporting
I

I

4

the highest income e4ectations and cosmetology students the
, .

foAiNle income expett1 natios.
i 1

e

Tfie students were asked to rate siX job characteristics

on a 4-step sCale from "mot impprtantt "very important."

Interest in the job (doing work that is enjoyable) was rated

the highest by students in all the schoOls and was the

characteristic least depenaent upon the difAerences -in school
-):

type. Differences in this job characteristic by sex marital

status, age or -,ce nc



28.

Being- well*-liaid was ihe sec.ond most imporiant cha=ac-

wistic in All eicept the bafber schools where it waz

d the value of "co-workexs." .Differenes. by sex-amsz:-

stttus, and age were not significant, butjdifferen=es

were. Black students rzted this charaCteristic hagiwr

tham did the other groups, a:md. white-students' tended -t= nab
, ,

it lower than did,the Other students (2. < .0001).
)

Co-worlers (working with people they like4wiS ranked

third in impottnce. Thli was less important for'trUtk-

drivers and more'impo ant-for,barber and cosmetology stu-

dents. Women tended to rate this higher than did men

Qa = .005), but other differe.nzes were not significant,

'Independence and responsibility (beink their own boss

and being responsible for making decision's) were two charact-

teristics that virtually .tked for fourth place in importance.

Independence waS the letst important of all characteristics
,2

for barber students. ResponsiSility was the least important
t

.eif the characteristici for truck-driving students. Men

tended to place more importance on independence and respon-

sibility than did women (2. = .0008). The importance of.

inde?endence tended to increase with age = .0005).

Chical= and Spanish-speaking-students tended ito give mr..7re

importance to Independence and resionsibility than did the

other ra=itl'groups = .001 and E < .0001 resp#ctive_y-).

Job security was the least important characteristic

except among barber and truck-driving, students. White

stuQ:-nts slwwea a.c ear teI.,,inc ign less'impo .eL,



to. lob somurity than die any -of the other -racial gcroups

2sona) .

Comparisams of Proprtetary School Student- tb Othlr Studon

Comiparative data for some, items weiii vailabL throngi.

the American College Testing Program (A(T; 1975a,,1975b)
4

Illinois 'high school and community college sfiudents -for tie-

197-75 academiC Year. The-samples for both of these groups

included, but were also limited to,-all of the students

taking the ACT assvsment that year. It is likely' that-same

of the part-time students in the community. collsges

did nct take the ACT teat and hence were not included in the

summary provided by the ACT. Similktrly, high' school students

not planning to attencr,college may not have ,taken the ACT

test. Nevertheless, these comparisons were deemed usef:Z in

obtaining a further understanding of. the characteritic of

proprietary school students. ,

Demographic and family background. While women -out-

numbeiod men 2:1 in yle proprietary sector, the ratfx 4ms

almost even in thektligh school and conimunity'Colle..ge

tions, with only slf_ghtly more women than men.

Proprietary schooltudents were generall:- older amid

were much less crientrated into an age cohort than wen,

eLther the ot]:_!r two populations.

A much large pToportion of proprietary school studemzs

was foirid.to be nonwhite CS7 percent) than was reported fc7

the iligh iioJ ()I :or/ mlfy ,011Age .tv,oeenfz, fl ftd L2

percent respecti Jj. Blacks, the largest mincrax,
;



constituted S percent of thi community college freShmen, 10

percent of the high sChOol students, pd. 24 percent of the
proprietary school students.

A Physical disability lies reported by 7- percent of the
proprietary school studemts, but by only 1 percent of tile
community ,college freshmen: the wording of
question to the community colaie student
restrictive than that put to =i1eit proprietary school. students.

The -distribution by size taf the home community 4as

similar for the.two secors, except that the community
,Eolleges contained the -Larger propo'rtion from communities of

10,000 to 49,999 populatAon.while the proprietaiy sohools
\had the larger proportion from cities of More than one mil--,lion.

Community colleges,enrolled a larger proportion of their
s=idents from middle-income. families ti4n did the propriery
sc.hool, and the latter enr011ed 1=.ger proportions from the
lower and. upper income Both seviors enrolled gre=er
provortions of students zrom families Wir_h income under

$20 000 than was found among the higk school stlidents. Ho

evez when income was considered -within racial groups the

situation changed. Almost the same proportion of white

students with family income ur-Z...er $7,S0C was found in the

proprietary schools ,v) f"II in frit, trpqmuLlty ,701legcs;

lelel, th vropletary school students were

generallythe more affluent. Black students in the propri-

etary Schools were more, affluent on the alferage ihin black
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students in the community colleges.
A

Thus the generally lower level of fampy income found

inIthe proprietary sector can ire explained by the greater (

proportion of nonwhites, with their generally lower income,

enrolled in those schools.

High school background. A1MOst equal proportions of

proprietary school and community scollege students had attend

ed public high. schools. Proprietary school studqr tended

to have come from smaller high schools thalyid c

college students, except that the reverse was ,found

students from the Largest high schools. However, differences

in this restgonse by age and race of the students could ac-

count for at least part of this difference between the two°,

sec-lors.

Pr.zpriets ry szhool stiidentS were only slightly less-.

ths:n cosnatinity college freshmen to have been in a.

...-.1oLiege-preparatory curriculum in higk school even though

uonwhite studeints were . much less likely ,to have been in a,

1-...iiiege-preparatory curriculum.

A larger proportion of proprietary school students

1.

reported a high school grade average of IV E3.0) or above

thev was .-rep074: , Lly rfile communi.ty, college freshmen. Equ

propoI 00) a &I'azie average below C!!. C2.0Y. This

77inc__ng wa ipezdent of sex. However, the difference
,

,etween the tu--:- sectors might- be increased if compared by

race, %ince blazk students in the proprietary sector were

.Eouri# to have r-eported much. loWer.grade averages thin did

1/4



the othex racial groups. Both the proprietary school and

community college students reported much lowei grade averages -

than did the population of high school students.

With only slight exception, the pattern of participation

in high school extracurriculs4 activities was similar betWeen

the proprietary school anal community college populations when
-

considered Separately for men and yomen. Although the pattern

of activ,ities was similar, larger proportions of the Propri-
, -

etarv school students tended to report participation in the

activitie4 than was reported by the community college fresh-

men,.

-'roprietary school students only two- hirds as

lEvaLy as the high school population to have tated the ade-

manc7 of their high school _education above average. No

c.:-...rence was found 'bettieen the proportions- of the two

pnpuiations giving below average ratings. Mese data were

not ilailable for the community.college freshmen.) In both
or

, groups, stude from college-preparatory curricula' gave

highe7 ratings than did the others: Likewise: black students

in the proprietary sector gave lower ra:tings thAn dJA whdte

students. Confralling for Yoth, of these factors would tend

to reduce this difference in the reported adequacy of tht

hig schdol. experience.

Experiences after high schbol. In ;this and following
. /

comparisons between proprietary school students lindjommunity

college f re slunen it ISIlus t be noted that the respon4 for k!athe
.e

la=er were most likely given when- the -students weie" still' in



igh -school.- This necessarily ligats further comparisons.

, Proprietary, School students- andd-ommtinity college fresh-

men showed ,ilm:ost identiCal patterns of distance to ,the
-

Schoor.they itton4ed .Cor had planned to attend) .froin -07,here

they had lived when they had decided to attend that school.

Experiences within the school. The community college

freshmen were more likelt to have -reported plans to be full-
,

time sudents than was found to be the case for the actual
,

attendance of the proprietary schoelstudents. iose high

.school Students who had indicated plans to attend %a voca

tional=technical schodl were similar to ;he proprietary

school students in the proportion- planning to enroll full

Community college freshmen were less likely to have ,

Teported plans to enroll in -.a night prOgram than ias found

in the actual attendance- of the proprietary school students.

Conununity- college freshmen were twice as likely to have

reported plans to live with their parents while in school as
,

was found;Withiri the proprietark sector. The, generally ofder

population found in the proprietary sector would account at

least partially for this difference.

The community college freshmen were more than twice as

likely, to have expressed interest in part-time employment
D4'

while in School as were students in the proprietary sector.

Community coll.ege freshmen were only slightly more

likely than proprietary school students to have expressed a

need to improve - tudy skills and regling skills . Community

,3 7



college freshmen, hoWever, were 'twice-as likely as proimi-
. .

etary school sttidents to have expressed a need 1to.improve

Mathematical and writing skills. Community college freshmen'

;00

twice a's likely to have expressed interest' in
educational and vocational counseling, but were only slightly

1,. more fikely to have .'shown interest in personal counsefing.
-

The total population of high school students showed more
nterest in each of these areas-of expressed need than did

students in either the- community colleges or the proOrietary

schools. These responses maY have been less a meistire of . .

ac.tu need, or .relative need, than they' were of an-awareness

of need or desire to improve in these ways.
The proprietary school cOsts, unadjusted for the length

of the program were generally' lower than the school costs

anticipated by the
and were generally

los

those students who

total population of- high school dents

higher than, the costs anticipated by
attenaed a community college.

Future expectations. The `proportion,of students 'not

planning to go beyond a two-year degree clearly increased in

moving from the high school population to the community

college po ulation to theise enrolled iiJ proprietary schools.

However 4ijlar roportions Of commu ity college freshmen

d pr y school students reported educational aspira-

tions beyond a f6ur-year degree.



The findings of I the study support several_concligsions-

the students who attend resident, proprietary schools.
. The characteristics of students- enrolled. ip

proprietary schools vary markedly amonir5the

types of schools. Conclusions drawn from

studies of these students will be dependent
upon the types of schools include& i-it

study sample.

Proprietary schools are seen as avenues to new-
or improved employment opportunities. Students

0

are less likely to enter proprietary schools
directly from school, 13ut are more likely
to ,enroll when there is a need for employment
or a desire to obtain better employment. The

availability of practical instruction in
specific occupation,related topics outweighs
other considerations in th6 choice'of a school.
The lesser influences of-cost, availability of

,

'financial aid, q.nd the job placement capability
of the school are all more important to the

_

lower income students than to the higher income

students.

The findings indicate
students are less likely to come from middle-,

class families than is:true for collegialte
students.'. Supportingevidence of this as

(.

that proprietary school



Sa,

r

_found in`family income levels in the high

_proportion-of fathers in blue-collar oCcupa

tions, in the large number of parents who had

not continued their, eduWion beyond high'

school, and in 'the large 'representation of

nonwhite students.

The shirply increaseesalary expectations -of

these students could yield- them vulnerable to .,-

exploitation. However,' the students have a

generally 'high level .of satisfaction.with the

quality of their instiuction, rating it -higber

91.an the quality, of their highlschool, instruc-

tion. Further" the claim of schoOlowners that
1.

they are necessarily accountable to their stu-
.

dents is given credence tby the large proPortion

of studentt who cited former students as their-

source of information about the schools.

5. The generally lowei family income found among

proprietarST school students can 'be largely

explained by ihe greater 'proportion of "honwhite

°students in these schools'. Considered withiri,'

racial grouis, these students are no necessarz'

ily less affluent than ,community college.

students, but are still likely to be- less

afflUent_than students, in colleges 'and univer"---

sities. Even, ith their overalk low level of-

income, these students donot enjoy the `saiiw,

-40

..!
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degree of state and federal'suppoxt

education as is available in the collegiate

section..

6. Proprietary school students and community col-
-, r

lege students are generally similar in their

high school background as evidenced

performance pattern of extracurricular parti-

cipation,,and-the prOportion having been in a

college-preparatory curriculum. However, the .

larger proportion of nonwhite and older stu-

dents in the proprietary sector may account for

some of the differences that do exist between

students inAppprietary schools and.students in

community. colleges.

While providing the sole postsecondirY experi-

enCe.for some students, prOpr

also appear. to be.providin

ence for other students who have previously

attended i collegiate institution or who 'lay

do so in the future. The findings that-a large

nUmber- of- the students had -previOUsly- 4tten4ed:

spme -other PoStsecondarySchW and-that a
.

wide range of ages vas represented among the_

students indicate that the proprietary schools

are nolt seen as.part of an establ,A.shed, educa-

tional sequence as much as they ecviewed' as

a re rce to be used as neede4 or'Aesired.

!



Having a job that is interesting is a commonly

held value among these students.. However,

differences in the imporiance of other job

characteristics ,among students in different

types of schools and among racial, age

sex groupings indicate a diversity of value

systems among°these students. The importance

oi salary, for example, was much greater for

nonwhite than for wiqte students, as was also

the case for job security. This may be a

,reflectiOn of income level differences Or of

cultural con\ itions 'where white students feel

more secure iz society than do nonwhite

and

ecommendations

. further underst nding of the proprietary schools

and the programs they offer should be sought to

determine ways in\which these educational re-

sources can best be integrated within the.post-

secondary education'l sttucture to provide

-maximum accessibilitr and diversity ofgeduCii7

tional opportunity, bOth in Illinois and"nation-

ally.

Student mobility between proprietary, private

not-for-profit, and pub ic institutions ghould

be studied to determine he extent and probable

causes for the attendancf patterns, yith special



attentio4 to the iipact this might htive,flinj

state policies and institutional programs.

A longitudinal study ahree to five year4 of

proprietary school students should be conduct-
.

ed to determine student retention in the

program, job placement rate, initial career

deutlopm'ent pattern, and long-term satisfac

tion with their program. A parallel study in

the collegiate sector might also be considered.

The apparent, attractiveness of tilt proprietary

sector to nonwhite and nontraditional students

should be studied further for insight into

educational.planning atythe secondary and. two-

year postsecondary le-jvls. Particular atten-

tion should be gilien to the implications for,
1 .

alternative philosophies of education.

A study of stddents enrolled in home ,study

Programs should be conducted. It is expected

that these students might differ in several

impOrtant ways from those enrolled in resident

programs. Further, home study schpOls enroll

far. more students than do residentlich9ols,

but much less is known about them Anktheir

students-.

Definitions should be developed for reiorting

enrollment and programmatic information that

would'reflect the circumstances ,of tht



proprietary sector and a

,the SaMe data:ilready p
.

giate sector. This wou

complete picture of th

effort within the Stat .

so be comparable to

ovided in the colle-

d Provide a more

total educational

-qu.
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THE INDEPENDENT PRIVATE SCHOOL STUDENT SURVEY

d , in .a ibnited 'sample of students asked to participate. in a statewide study of
atiording independent private, sells:vb. With your help in answering these questions, more atten-

tiOn can be -Oen to the needs and oppertuilties of students like yourself.
You, can amswei most of the questions quickly by marking an "X" in front of the best answer. If you

are notsureathe-best answer, make a best guesstlf some questions seem too-personal, remember that your
name is not On thislorm anywhere. Your privacy is completely protected. Please give an answer to each
question if at all possible. Thank you.

',.21110.11rattiet.Sf *asthma lake about your peninal
. . , .

hadvircemd

What is your nex:
male
'female

2., My current marital status is:
cdngle
married
other

. .

7 What level of education has your father and
mother completed? (If you live With or were
raised by persons other than your natural par-
ents, answer this and the next question in terms
of the persons most responsible for your. up-
bringing). .

-

Father Mother
Eighth grade or less.
Some high school
High school graduate rv,
Technical or brOess school
Some college
2-year college padume
4-year college graduate
Some post college schooling
Received advanced degree
Do not know

8. Which of the following best describeS the occu-
pation of yOur father and mother? (If presently
unemployed, retired, or deceased$ use a 'prat-
et* occupation).
Father Mother

' MANAGMAL OR-EXECU-
TIVE (Business executive,
banker, store manager, etc.)
PROFESSIONAL (Lawyer,
engineer, teacher, etc.)
SALES (Auto salesman, de-
partment store clerk, etc.)
SEMIPROFESSIONAL OR
TECHNICAl° (Secretary-ste-
nographer, programmer, lab

4?. technician, etc.)
SEMISKILLED (Machine op-
erator, construction worker,
etc.) /
SKILIXID. TRADES (Electri-
cian, plumber, carpenter, etc.)
SMALL BUSINESS OR

A.P.M ()WNER
SUPISOR OR PUBLIC
OFFICIAL (Office manager,
policeman, etc.) r
UNSKILLED (General labor-
er, farm labo etc.)
HOUSEWI /HOUSE HUS-
BAND

3. In what year were you bore:
19

4. Please mark YES or NO fpr eachquestion:
Yes No ott

Are you a U. S. citizen?_ h. your legal residence in Illinoie?
Did you attend high school in, Illi-

nois?
L'-g) you have a physical disability?_ Do your parents claim you as a tax

exemption?
Have you served On active MilttarY

duty?
Did you serve in Viet Nara?

5. Which of the feitowing best desaibes the COM,
munity in which you Lived while in high school
(or when 14-17 years old) :
___Farm or open country

Less than 500 population
500-1,999
2,030-9,999
10,000-49,999
50,000-249,999
260,000-499,999
500,000-999,999
More than 1 million

6. Which response beet estimates your .family's
total annual income before taxes:

Less than $3,000
$ 3,000-s- 5,999
$ 6,0004 7,499
$ 7,500-$ 9,999
$ 9,000411,999
$12,000-$14,999

__$15,000-$19,999
--$20,000 and over

9. Which of the following best describes your
racial heritage:

Afro-American/Black
American Indian/Native American/Aleu-

tian (Eskimo)
Caucasian American/White
Mexican American or Chicano_
Oriental American,
Puerto Rican or Spanish-Spealdng

ican
Other:



.16. Did you freduate
Yea

GED equivale
Currently in G

11. In what year did you
(or grade school).:
19

THANK YOU,for sharing t z information. The
next set of questions asks abo your/ experiences

\ in high,school.

2. The high school which I atten ed was a:
Puglic high school
Private high school

13. The number of students in my higischool class
'cocas, :

Fewer than 20
25- 99 /

100-199
200-399
400-599
600-899
900 or more

,

14. I would describe my high school curriculum or
program as:

Business or commercial
Vocational-occupational
College preparatory
General
Other

ms list high achoo extracurricular ,

esqPlease mark those vities in which
yorf participated:

Instrumental-music ( nd, orchestra):j Vocal musi
Student go ent_ Publications (newspaper, yearbook, liter-

ary magazine)
Debate
Departmental clubs , (science

club, etc.)
Dramatics, theater
Religious organizations
a4,4gR **, ethnic organizations

fi ,Z......, Int tnural athletics
Vane y athletics
Political organizations
Radio-TV '
FraternitY, sorority, or other social clubs

--Special interest groups (ski club, sailing
club, judo club, card section, chill
teams, etc.) '

School or community service organize-
tioni

19. How adequate do you feel your high school edu-
- ceidon was:

Very poor. ...,

Below average
Avertige
Good
Excellent

THANK YOU. The next questions concern your'
experiences after leavintbigh school.

20. Which ime of the following best describes what
you did Your first year out of high school?
Mark only ONE response.

Got a part-time job
Got a full-time job
Went to a college or school

_ Couldn't find steady employment
Joined the military servjce_ Mirried, stayed home to keep house
Other:

..

21. What- other schools have you attended before
coming here? If more than one, place a "1" by
the first school attended, a "2" by the next, etc.

None'
Public 2:year community college
Private 2-year junior college
Public 4-year college or university
Private 4-year college or university
Public- vocational/technical Program

(after high school)
Private- vocational/technical, business

school _
-_. Home study-ccorrespondence) school

Other: --
22. What were:you d ing at the time you decided ,

to attend your present- (this) school: (mark
- the single best iespinse.)

Working full-time ,
Working part-trme
Going to school
Unable to find-employment
In the military service .

.

Keeping house, caring for children
Other: '

'15: /sty overall high school average was:
D- to D (0.5-0.9)
D to C- (1.0-1.4)
C- to C (1.5-1.9)
C to B- (2.0-2.4)
B- to B (2.5-2.9)
B to A- (3.0-3.4
A- to A (3.5-4.0)

16. While in school (high school or. earlier), I did
the following (mark as Many as apply):

Held a regular part-time job (waitress,
sales clerk, newspaper carrier, etc.) _

Held a full-time paying job during the
summer ,

Earned money by selling goods/services
Perticipated in a work-study, distributive

education, or cooperative work pro- /n
gram.

Started my own buainege or service
Supervised the work of others
Managed theffnencial affairs of some or-

ganization
None of these

17. My class rank in high school was (if you are
not sure, give your best estimate) :

Top quarter
Second- quarter.
Third &atter
Fourth quarter

51.



ow far away from this school were you liTfing
en you decided to attend here:

-4-Less glen 10 miles
miles

26400 miles
More than 100 miles

. How did you learn about thii3 school? (mark
as many as 'apply):

Parent,s
7-Friends who had attended this 'school40High school counselor or teacher

Advertisement (TV, "Yellow Pages,"
newspaper, etc.)

Representative from the school ,

Public agency
Other:

31. About how many hOurs per week do you spend
in school:

,I- 5
6-10

11-,15
16-20

31-35
More than 35

32. Which of these services are helpful or would be
helpful to you if provided by the school you
attend:

Financial aid counseling
Finding a place to live
Finding a day care center
Finding a part-time job while in school
Finding employment after completing

the program

33. Mark any of the following items which apply

youI: need help deciding on my educational
and vocational plans

I need help in expressing my ideas in
writing
need help in improving my reading
speed and comprehension

I need help in improving my study skills
_____ I need help in improving my mathemati-

cal skills
I wouldlike personal counseling

34. The total amount of my tuition and fees fin:
the entire program is:

$ 1- 500
$ 501-1,000
$1,001-1,500
$1,501-2,000-
$2,001-2,500..
$2,501-3,000
More than $3,000

35. 5'he length of my prZgram at this school is:
3 months or less
4-6 months
7=9 months
10-12 months
13-18 months

..__.- 19-24 months
More than 2 years

. 4

86. How much of the program have you completed:
One-fourth or. less
One-half or less
Three-fourths or less
Mord than three-fourths

37. How sure are you about your resent occupa-
tional choice:

I am very sure
I am fairly sure
I am not sure at all

38. How satisfied are you with your current choice
of program of study:

I am very satisfied
I am fairly satisfied

___ I am not satisfied

6. How' important Were each of these reasons
your decision to attend thia school?
VVery Important

SSomewhat Important
NNot Important

S N
Location of the school_ Convenient starting date
Offer of financial assistance

_ Specialized program
Reputation of the school

_ Length of time required
Job placement ability
Cost of the program
Emphasis on practical training

26. Which-one of the following bist describes your
most important goal in attending this school?

Obtaining skills so I can find employment
Learning new skills so I can change jobs

Learning new skills to obtain a promo-
tion in my present job

--...__General- self-improvement hot related to
a specific job

Other:
THANK YOU. These questions now ask about
your present experiendes in this school:

27.' I am enrolled as a:
Full-time student
Part-time student

ih

28. I attend classes primarily durin
Day.
Evening
Day and evening

29. I am presently living:
With my parents or other relatives
In my own home or apartment
In housing provided by the school
Other:

O. How many hours per week are
while going to school:

None
1:- 5
6-10

11-15
16-20 0,
2/45,
26-30
31-35
More thah 35



te do you feel your present-school

erY
Below. average
Average
Good.
Eicellent

4 8

THANK YOU. These last questions ask about
your future plans.

45. What is tha highesi level of education 'you ex-
peck to complete:

High school diploma
Vocational or, technical program
Business school diploma
Tivo-year college degree
Bachelor's degree
One oil 2 years of graduate study (MA,

MBA,etc.)
Professional level degree (PhD, MD,

LLB, JD, etc.)
Other

_46. If I should -decide to go to _school again in the
future, I would probably attend (mark only
one):

Public 2-year community college
Private 2-Year junior college
Public 4-year college or. university. ,

Privatt4-year college or university
PublicHrocational-technical school
Private vocationaLtechnical or business

college or sclioor
Home study (correspondence) school

cl

40. How likely are you to complete this ,prograny
Very likely -

Unsure
Not likely.

41: Mark all of the following which are helping to
pay your school expenses: ,

BEOG or SEOG
'Veteran's Benefits
DVR or Social Security
CETA (MPTA)
State GuaAnteed Loan
NDSL .

Loan or deferred' payment froth the
school

Other loans
Federal work-study program ,
Parents, spouse, -or other relative_ My own.savings and income
Other-

42. How does the quality of instruction at your
present school compare with the instruction at
your high school:

Much worse than high school
Slightly worse than high school

--.. About the same as high school
Slightly better than high schooy
Much better than high School

43. I would rate my chances of getting a job after
finishing this 'program of study as:
_Pretty good

. Average
....:___. Not too good .

47. What was your annual income before you en-
tered this program: and what income do you
expect to earn after 3 to 5 years from now?
Before After

44. Check the one oecupational category that best
fits your immediate goal anot the one that best
fits your long-range goals:
Immed- tong

iate Range
MANAGERIAL OR EXEC-
UTIVE' (Business executive,
banker, store manager, etc.)
PROFESSIONAL (Lawyer,
engineer, teacher, etc.)
SALES (Auto salesman, de-
partment store clerk, etc.)
SEMIPROFESSIONAL OR
TECHNICAL (Secretary-ste-
nographer, programmer, lab
technician, etc.)
SEMISKILLED (Machine
operator, Construction worker, :
etc.)
SKILLED TRADES (Elec-

_ trician, plumber, carpenter,
etc.)
SMALL BUSINESS :OR
FARM OWNER "
SUPERVISOR OR PUBLIC
OFFICIAL (Office manager,
policemm, etc-) "
UNSKILLED` (General la-
borer, farm laborer, etc.)
HOUSEWIFE/HOUSE Hys-

. BAND
5

Not workhig
Less than $3,000
$ 3,000-$ 5,999
$" 6,000-$ 7,499
,$ 7,500-$ 8,999
$ 9,000-$11,999
$12,000-$14,999
$15,000-$19,999
$20,000 and over

48. How important are each of these job character-
istics to you:
NNot Important

SSomewhat Important
IImportant

VVery Ithportant
S I V

Co-workers (working with peo-
pIe I like) ,

Independence (being my own
boss, doing the work as I
want with nobody watching
over me) . -

Interest (work that I enjoy
doing, that is interesting to
me) ,_ Job Security (having a steadY
job even if the job ii3 not
especially enjoyable, having a
joh where I weuld not be

Responsibilify (being respond-
ble for niaking decisions and
for the work of other people)_ Pay (being well paid for my
wolk)

49. For what speCiic, occupation are Srou prepa5ing

THANK YOU veryrinuchor your. tithe in answer-
ing all Of these questioxis.
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4 -CHARACTERITICS OF STUDENTS
4- -

.:--ENROLLED IN RESIDENT PROPRIETARY,SCHOOLS

Pi ILLINOIS

Appendix q

Summary of Data

(N 1400)
(Percentages exclude nonrespondents)

A-Barber; B-Busines; C-Cosmetology; D-Self-,Improvement;
6 E-Truck-Driving; F-Vo'cational)

Item Response
Description N .

PerCentike

.

Men .Women Total
Dgiii,ofSchool

B C -,D E F

Sex
Male
Female

1398
100 0 34 51 30 8. 42 100 59

0 100 66_ 49 70 92 58 -0 '41

Marital status
:Single
-Married
Other.

1394

Age-(1975 - birth year) 1400
20 and under

.

-.!'

26-30
Over 30

46 52 SO 46 54 44 32 31 58
51 34 _ 40 46 36 4g 51 67' 3,6
2 14 10 9 .11 13 17 3

17. 31 26 31, 28 31 23 5 21
28 27 27 2.3 30 22 19° 40 29
22 17 19 17 18 20 19 ,22 19
33 26 28 29 '. 25 27 40 '33 31

citizenj,?';
-.Yes

Illinois- resident?

.1393

1379

Attended 111 high school?, 1378
Yes

Physical disability? 1381
Yes

Claimed as tax e emption by
parents? 1343

Yes
Veteran? 1378

Yes ... .
Viet Nam veteran? 1375

Yes

Size of home town
Farm or open land
Under 500
500-1,999

. 2,000-9,999
10,100-49,999'
50,0110-249,999
250,000-499,999
500,000-999,999"
Over one million..........

13.35

94 po :91 100 91

85 96 .92 106. 97

64 74 71 97 74

11 7 '.20

18

45'

16

22 . 20

2 17

6

83'. 98 94

98 41 82

-64

,; 8 . 8

20 18

26 , 19

/11 8
-tt

10" 1:0 24

!-1.9 64 22

,35 6

10 R, 9 8 11 12' 22
.2 4 .3 6 4 2 0 .5 2

10 14 12 1-5 14 15 17 1.0: -6

15: 15 15 12 14 -15 21-; 17 .14

21' 21 29' 17 21 -29 14 25-

218 12 14 .29. 16 10 15 12
- 4 .4- 3;" 0 5 - 4 4 3

4 3 3 -0 4 3 2 ,' 5- 3
17 20 -19" 0 17 20 0 42 27 .

55



CHARACTERISTICS OF STUDENTS
ENROLLED IN RESIDENT PROPRIETARY SCHOOLS

IN ILLINOIS

-Summary of Data
r.

.

;

_

Item
Description

Response

Men Women

Faiily income
: Under $3., 000

1.3,000, 5,999
6,000- 7,409
7,500- 11;099
9;000- 11,999 .

$12,000-$14,999
$15,0007$19,999

. $29 ,000 'and over,

. 1276
6- 12
7 15
6" 9-
8 9

14 12
20 -13
19 14
20 15

Father's education
Ilth grade or less
Some high school

`--4 High school graduate
Tech dr, bus. school
Some college
2-yr. college graduate
4-yr. college graduate
Some post-college
Advanced degree
Do not lcnow

Mother s ;education
8th grade orAess -

'Some high sdhOol,)
High school graduate
Tech. or bug.. school
Some college,
2-yr. collOb graduate
.4-yr college graduate
Some post--college
A.dvanced degree
Do not know

Father's oCcupation
Managerial
Professional.
Sales ,

Technical
. Semiskilled,

Skilled trades'
Small business 'or farm
-Supeyvisor or pub. official-
Unskilled
Househusband

Mother s dccupation 1296
Managerial
Professional.
Sales
-Technical
Semiskilled
Skilled trades
Small business or farm
Supervisor or pub. official
Unskillea
Housewife

1293

1-355

Percentage

Total
Type of Schoel

_BCDE.'
10 9 13 12 0 10
12 3 17 15 12
8 1,2 9 10 4 6
9- 12 8 10 12 6
13 12 13 12 10 17
15 26 16 12 20 18-

16 9 13 15 28 14
t, 17 18 11 13 '24 18

29 39 30 37 22 36.
18. 15 21 J.6 22
20 24 19 20.. 129 22
6 3 -6 6 . 8 9

- 70 6 7 .3 6 2

2 6 2 2 2 2

. 1 ,0 -'1 1 00
41°t. 3 .-2 3 8 1

i5f 6 '0 8 t 6 2- 4

3 24 32' 23 38 15 28
21 .26 27 19 19 18 ,

29 32 26, 24 31 34
54 3 4 4 12 5

6 .6 6 3 10 3

4. '0 '3 3 '2 3

4
1, 0 1 0 2 0
2 0 1 1 4 '4

5 O. 6 6 2 3

12 . 14 9 ;8 15°,4
8- 3 5 6 8 ^ 4

.5 10 3 7 8 '2

3 0 3 1 4i6 6 1
24 38 30 28 13 29
16 10 13 18c 19 22
11 '14 12 8' 17 16
6.,. 0 6 5 11 4,,

14 7 16 .. 19 2 14 -'

2 3 2 1 2 - 2

3 0 2 2 0 2

6 3 5 5 15 5

3 .- 15 3, 5 2 '3
12 15 1 1" 10 .17 -2

6 6 ' .8 4. 4

- -f -1 . . 0 -- 2 0'. 0 ..
' .3. . ..

41

.4 2- 2. 3'

2

4,3

0 3 2 4 1
7 -. 9- 6 11 11 2 13

55, . 52 §2 53 55 66

26 31
20 18
24 19

.7

7 6
2 2

1 2

4 4

.5 6

20 27
20- 21
34 24
3 6

6 6.

4 4
3 4

1 1

5 ' 5

1226
12 11
'8 8

4 5

4 2

22 26
18 ' 16

-14 10
5 6

11 15
1 1

4 '.

3 3

11 13
4 7

.1 1

3 3

2 3
7 10

60 '.52

6

6

5
5:
7

14
16
19
28

19
17
20
7

11
4 .

2

7

3

13 :

15
'36'

-6,

9

6 <

1
3

4

-19

s 14 i

5

5

15
18
12
4'

7

- -1

-s.
7
1

. 14
3
1

2

1,

5

69



CHARACTERIST1CS OF STUDENTS
.ENROLLED IN'RESIDENT'PROPRIETARY SCHOT--

. ILLINOIS
_ .

SuMmary of Data

ftem.
DescriptiOn

°Response
N

Percentage

'
en Women Total

a . . .

TYPe -of School

B C -D E

Racial identification 1380
Afro-American/Black
American Indian/Native Am.
Caucasian/White
Mexican American or Chicano
Oriental American
Spanish-Speaking American
Other.

15 24
3 4 3

64 47 53
2 6 4

0,. 1

4 6 5

8 9

Graduate from high school? 1390
. Yes
No
GED equivalent
Currently in GED program

. Years since attended h. s .
(1975 year last attended) 1400

Less than 2 yearS-----i
2-5 years
More than 5 years

High school attended was
Public
P rivate

1357

. Size of high school class 1358
;Less than 25
25=99
100-199
200-399
.400-599
600-899
900 or more

High school curriculum 1328
.Business or 'Commercial'
Vocational-occupational
College preparatory
General
Other

73 71 72
12 18 16
12 6. 8
3 5

'8 20 16
29 28 28
63 52 55

3 39 20 2 10 14
,6 3 6 2 § 2

88 41 ,-.44 90 73 69
3 4 _8 0 3

1 1 0 2 2
0 5 7 2 0' 4.

0 8 14 6

71 67 60 92 66 86
11 14 30 6, 20 6
14 10 6 2 13 7

3 9 3 0 1 1

14 17 22; 11 3 11
37 31, 20 26 .20 32
49 52 Se 62 71 57

. 88 85 86
112', 15 14

10 10 10
31 34
12 -10 '

16' %.15 15
12 13 13
9 10 9

9 9

8 17 14'

18 15 16
28 26 27
44, ,41 42'
2.

97 88 88 90 95 80
3 12 , 12 10 . 5 20

11_ 4 13 11 8 ,- 8 6

26 35 39 27 37' , 24
11 17 18 10

37 15 11 14 16 17
11 11 12 17 4, 9.- 16
3 . 7 7, 10 9, 16
6 10 10 8 4410

-- -

6 16 18 .- 14 5 ,8
24 15 19 19, 16 12
15 23 18 27 22* 43,,

56 45 43 39 SS 35
0 1 3 2 . 2

. High school grade average 1345
D-,to D (0.5-0.9)
D to C- (1.0-1.4)
C- to C .(1.5-1.9)
C to B- (2.0-2.4)
B- to B (2.5-2.9)
B to ,A- (3.0-3%4)
A- to A (3.5-4.0)

While in high schoOl I: 13'61
Held a part-timel job
Held a full-time sumier job
Sold goods or services
Was in work-study or co-op .

Started my own business
SUpervised work of others

-Managed finances of oig.
Niine of these-"

:2

..7- 5.
1.5- 17

52... :. '.7k33

21 /:.20:1'

14 '23. 20.'

4 '5

54 s° 44 48
32 23 26

. 11 6 7
6 12 . 10
5 1- 2

6 3 4'

2 2 2

25 35 31

1 `2.s. 6 . 0
3 4 6 0 11 4

24 19 18. 1'4 17 14
35 36 33 38 39 ES
29-, 17 19 15 19 25
3 19 19. 23 8 24
0 3 6 8 1 8

60 43' 44 62 ti."56 53
26 26 23 36 34 28
. 9.; 6 7 6 8 10
9 12 14 8 3 6

1 2 ^ 2 2 5

6 4 4 2 2 5

3 2 . 3' 2 0 3

23 35 33 19 22 28

5 7



CHARACTERISTICS OF STUDENTS
ENROLLED IN RESIDENT PROPRIETARY sc-HoalLs-

\ IN:ILLINOIS

Stimmary of Data

Item
Desiription

Response

Percentage'

Men: Women Testal
Type of .SChool

C

'High school cliass rank
Top quarter
2nd quarter'
3rd quarter
4th quarter

1309

8. H.S. extracurricular activity 1400
No participation reported
'One activity reported
'Two activities reported

. Three- Or more activities
Type- of actiyity 1400

Instrumentkl music
_Vocal music
'Student government
Publications
Debate
_Departmental clubs
Dramatics
Religious Crganizations
Radial or ethnic orgs.
Intramural athletics
Varsity ath1etics

manizations
Radio-TV
Social club, frat7. or soro.
Special interest group
School or. comnfunity,.service

9. Adequacy of h.s. education
Very poor
Belo* average
Averaie'
Good
Excellent

'17

0. Best description of activity
first year out of high dchool 1335

Got a part-time job
Got a full-tijne job
Went to a college or school
No steady employment
Joined military service

, Married, kept house
Other -'_ --- ---- - _ - _ - ---

1. Other schools attended:
First 'school attended 1311
None
Public 2-year
Private 2-year
Public 4-Year
,Private 4-year .,
Public voc-tech. (after h.s.)
Private vod-tech., or bus. sch..
Home 'study (correspondence)
Other

20'. 23 . 22. 9 20
. .

.34 39 37" 40 37
32 33 40 35, .

15. 30.-

41 28
.35' 40...

10

. 6 . 7.. 11 8 9. 7 -.2

AS,

16 17 16- 11 18 20 8
-35 30 32, 34 33 36 .17
- 16 19 18 23 18. 18 11
33. 34 4 . 32 31 26 t64

20. 18 19 14 19.- 16 2&
14 . 29 24 4 24 26 43
13 12- 12 11 ... 11 9 23..
17 18 17 26 15 14 '24
6 6 , 6 9 8 6 , 6

14 18 17 17 17 10 '23
16 17 1.6 14 16' 15
8 13 .12 14 10' 11 24
2 2 2 9 .2. 1 0

24 14 '17 34. 14 . 1.2 32
37 11 20 34 17 , 11 38.

3 2 2: 43 . 1 1 . 6
4 3 3. 0 - 2. 2 2

-7 10. 9 6 10 13
20 21 21 20 19 18 . 34

14 217 19 .14. .18 18 .26

7

11
40
33
9

3

10
49
31

..9 32

35.... 28
18. .5,

19 12
47 26
19 19

.;,-/S
,

43

14 20
12 '20

8 17
4 -.. 24.re.

.5 5.'"4.!'

9. 22
7 22
7 12
1 -4.

ti 23
13" -25 ."

'0 3

1 11
11o

.3 .6 .:..
.

6 '.a
"..10.- , 14: 12 ."-9 . 4 12 10
-'46 51- 47'. :48. 62
32- 26: .31.'30......'.23... 36.1.
8 -6 ' 9 -.1'6 .1.1."."..

4 8 6 . 3. 6 -.7 : 6 -6

36: ..38..';' ."38. .46.. ;38 -42. -44* . 52--, 30
34.. 30.31, - ,-.29.* -25 '23.. ,. 354..""11. '48::

:. 3. .3 ...3 0 5: 'V.-. 0- 1 2

18. .1. . 6 . 11 .'. .7. '1 8 30- 8,

.0 14.... 9 .'..3....:....10 -19'.. '0 2, ,..

'...64-. .....9. 7.. . 6 4 3 '' . . 5

31 45 40 50 .44 57. 19. .41 , 20
14 . 13 9- 13

2 0 ,2

15 7 10 '4. 6. 4- 3 17 10 25
5 6- 0 4, 1 .. ,10.. 1 15

9 -8 9 .15 .10 10 -12 5 .4
11 8 9 15 10 8 9 9

8 4 6 0 '6 4. 10 16. . 6

3 6 6 7 8

6 19 8 .18
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CHARACTERISTICS OF iTUDENTS 4.

ENROLLED IN:RESIDENT PROPRIETARY SCHOOLS
1IN 'ILLINOIS-. -

4 ,.
....-

,. Summery of Data*
t-

it,411tr,
, .

criptkqu F

sp'onse

PerCentase''

Men,' Women 'Total-
,

pf.School

er schools attended:
ecOnd school- attended

Public 2-year;
Private 2-YELar
Public 4-yeqr
Private 4-ylar
Public Voc-tech. (after h.s.2)
Private voc-tech or bus. sch.
Home study (correspondence)
Other .

Other schoOls aitended:
Attended a third schdOl

1311

82;.: -.87.- ,85. 91..; -87 . 91 . 75.-- 84-.- 78 ,

'2 2 2 -.3 --'.2 1 0-. -..-3 3
1- -1 1 .. .0 -.'1, _1 2 : ..' 0 0
2 '' 2--. 3 j. 1 8 - -0,

'2 ';-,2,:....--- '0 1 -0 . 0...-.. 0
2 *VI' ..2. ...fi 2 . -.:.1 -..-.4 ', . )...... ...._

3 3.. 3.- . ..-0. ..2 ,.. ,3 ..'--- -6- .,...1--

11.- ..'2.: -.. **-3 ..-3: .1 2 ..9 2 ... ,

'1 '2- ',, 0. 1 .. .2. , 4. 2 ,. 3-

22. Activity at time 'of decision
to attend this school
(single best response)
Working full time
Working fart time
Going to school
Unable to find employment
In the military service
Keeping house, child care
Other

1341-

Distance from school at time
of decision' to attend

Less than 10 miles
10-25 miles

° 26-100 miles,
,

More.than,100 miles.

24. How did you learh about this ,

school? (multiple responses) 1386
. Parents
Friends who had attended
ILS. counselor, or teacher
Advertisement
School representative'
Public agency. _
Other

604! 35 43 57 38 31 76 68 56
8 8 8 14 8 8 4 7 9

.12 13 13 14 11 16 6 5 15
14 14 14 '9 21 11 2" 11 10
2 0 1 3 1 0 0 8 1
0 25 16 16 _ 31', 9 , 0 4
3 5 4 S 3. 4 2 4 *

138t
Ng, 38 49 46 51 48 fil 510 4 28

30 32 31 e14 32 31 30 3. 34
17 16 16 ;6 17 7 19 7,32 22
15 3' 7 '9, 3 1 0 61 16

5 14 3 7 2 2 6
32 35 34 49 21 44 45 12 40

_ 6 8 7 9 ° 6 s 7 4 1- 9
32 39 37 11 32 39 21 78 43"
17 5 9 0 13 3 24 14 6
10 12 11 6 -23 2 2 1 5
14 12 13 31 -12 , 9 26 9, 14.

25. Importance of reasons
attend this school:
Location..-of school
Very important
Somewhat importat
Not important

Convenient starting date
Vary. important
S5mewhat important
Not ,iMportant

Offer of financial assistance
Very imporant
Somewhat important
Not important

26 42
37 32
37 26

34 41
34 32
32 28_,

:36 4.9
44. . ..32

3.0:
. 20

4. .. . .

38 .. '41 .46 7: 32

29. --:23.....

40-,
-53 '53 43

;17-.; 24 . 15
24 28 42



CliARACTERISTICS OF STUDENTS
ENROLLED IN RESIDENT PROPRIE'TARY" SCMOOLS

.IN ILLINOIS .

SummarY of Data

Item
Description

'Response
' N.

.Men

.

Specialized program
Very important
Somewhat important
Not important

Reputation °of the school
Very impoitant
Somewhat` important
Not important

Length of time requited
Very important
Somewhat important .
Not iiportant

Job pladement ability
Very important
Somewhat important
Not important

Cost of the program
V9ry important
Somewhat important,
Not impoitant

Emphasis , practical trairring
Very important
Somewhat important
Not important,.'7

1190

1218

1185

1208'

1197 °

1222-

61 ,
27
13 .

-Percentage

-I

51
34
14

37 47:1
36 3
27, 2

32 . 53' "

31 26
36 22

28 44 _39
33 33 33
39 23 29

62- 76 71
26 18 21
12 .6 8 .

TyPe ok School

. B
.

54" 64
26'

10
27
/8

iS

19

24 SO-

44 31
32 19

47, S8
,47 24-

'-.6 18

35 39
41 30
24 32

82- 66
'18 25

0' -8

-50
44'

2 . Most important goal in -
attending this school

Obtain skills: -find a job
New skills : -.changelobs
New skills: job promotion
Self-improvement

-Other

Enrolle as:
Full-time student
Part 7time student

1350
.

1376

34 ">:, 55 4.8 79. 51
:;22 -..- 16 18.- 12- ao

1,3 6 8 6 11:
.26 20 2.2 ,3 18..
.5. '3 , .4. .".0- 3

.2 Attend classes primarily in: :x1.3813

Day
Evening
Day and ning

6'8 57 61
32 , 43 _ 39

,57 68 64 .

.3611 27 30
5 6

94 -73.
6 27..

100 . 68
0 28.
0 4

129: Presently living:
With parents or relatives
In own home or apartment
In school-provided housing
Other

1385
26 36
63 ." 60 61"
2 %I. 2

8 4

6 0

31 33
6% 61
0 3

0 4-

SS 69 60 , 63
26 17 34 .24

18 15 -6 ,1,13

64' 76 $8 65
22 1.6. '32 26
14 8 11 9

42,- 37 33 40
34 31 46 33
25 33 22 - 27

-47" 45 59. ,.26-*

27 21 30 33
26- 3.4 11 41

51 29 38 4.194.,

-31 33 40- 38
18 39, 21 33

78 78 67 70--

17 16 24 19
5 6 8 12

';56 32' 35 36
17. °11.-.' 45' -21

2 19-' 5'. ....9

20 38 12 28-

5
4,

0 3.: -- 6

59 .32 78 46
41 68 '22 54

.68 9 '66
23 89 14' n
9 2 20 6

35 5 35
62 85 49 54

ef 0 5 3.

3 0 9 8

44;



CHARACTEkISTICS OF- STUDENTS
ENROLLED IN RESIDENT PROPRIETARY SCHOOLS

IN ILLINOIS

Summary of Data

PerCentage-

Item Response
cription

SO. Hours per week working while
going to school

None

6-10
11-15'
16-20
21-25
4;6-30

More than 35

40 57 51.- 71 53 65 -11 66 38
3 2 2 "3 2 2 4 0 3

3 3 6 , 4 2 -0 6 3

2 2 2 6 2 0

'4 3 4 0 3 2 . 3 5

2 4 , 3 3 3 4 2 1 3

,2 4 3 0 3. 2 ' 4 0 5

2 4 ' 3 0 2 4 0 1 6

43 20 -28 11 27 16 77 23 34'

31. Hours/week spent in school

1 6:10
11-15
16-20
2,1-25
2'6-30
31-35
More than 35

13
20
13
14
5

7

11
16

16 15 0 17 1 94 0 14
19 19 O. 24" 6 2 '12'. v31
6 8 0 12'. 6, 2 0 '7

9 11 0 8 9- -2 22 17
9- 8 6 9 12 0 4 4

12 10 6 14 11 0' 0 6

2 12' 9 11 16- 0 0 11
19 18 80 5 ,38 0 62 10-

32. Services .are or would be
helpfuj (m tiple answers) 1246

Financial aid counseling
:Finding az place to live
Finding a day-care centOr

. Finding a. .par.t-tirne.job'
Job placement'After

33. Would like to have help in: 1116
EducationalrvocatiOnal.plan

'....Expressing ideas in writing
Improving .reading skills
Improving study skills
Improving ,piath skills
Personal counseling

34. Tuition & fees for program 1324
1- 500

$ 50111,000
$1,001-1,500
$1,501?2,000
$2,001-2;500-
$2,501-3,000

More than $3,000.

27 26 25 29 21 28
7 3 8 5 0- 1 0 8

7 11 7 12 3 1 3

21 34 23 20 0 21-

77 74 78 72 83 80

2.2' 27- 26 4.9 ..23 21 13 .43'

23 -21 .22: 16. 24 22 ,32 19 .16

33.. 3'2 -.32-, 37 33 24 -41. ..24

37 .38 53 : 40 44 .21 54.

28 29 ,29- 34 .35 24 18 13' -27

.18 19 19 16 16 21' -..21 19"18

31, 31 n 17 22 22 .1098 3 44.

26. :,,37 33 ' 7 24. 58 2 12 ,25

_14 14 .14 4 15' 15.'i- 2 7,2 8

10.8 9 -Al
5- 5- '5- 0 12, 1 0 0 2

7 2 .. 4' 0 8 o "-, 1 ., 2:

7 3 4 . b 7, 0 - 0 - '-6

Length Of -t;he program
3 monthS .or' less
4 6 months
7-9inoñths
10-12' months

,."13-18 month's.
A9-24 months
More then 2 Years

98 55
0

".
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CHARACTERISTICS OF STUDENTS .

ENROLLED- IN RESIDENT:PROPRIETARY SCHOOLS
IN ILLINcaz

Summary. of Data

Item
Description

Response
N

Percentage

Men- Woken Total
Type of. School

B D F

36. Mount of -prograi completed
. (at., the-time of the study) 134-8

One-fourth or. less
One-half or l'ess
Three-fourths or less.'
More than three-fourths -.

."

45.. 44 ;;,44

29 22
11 16 14
15 1,7 17

34 51 45 4 1
23 2G 18 ' 13 56
20 15 16 32 .23
23 14 21 51 20

37. Certainty of occupational
choice

Very sure
Fairly sure
Not at all, sure

1365,
59 57 57 80 50 68 58 - 54 54
28 32 30 17 35 23 28 30 '31
13 12 12 3 14 8 13 16 15

38. Satisfaction with choice
program of study

. Very satisfied
Fatr.ly satisfied

s
Not satisfied` ,

39 Adequacy of 'present sc 136-8"

Very pobr;,
Below average
.Ave'rage . :

'Good
Excellent-

40. How° likely,/ tO complete this
.nrOgram' .

1373
Vary I ikelY
Unsure
Not likely 4.

41. Which of the following are
helPing tb pay . sdhool cosles: ..1363
BEOG or SEOG
Veteran's benefits
DVR or Social Security
CETA (MDTA) ;

State Guaranteed' LOan
, NDSL° ;

'School loan or deferred
Other loans
Federal:Work-'stcidy piligram
Parente:; :spou§.e , reXative
Personal savings and pincoMe
Other

64 64
31, 29
4 6

1 4

5'

21 27 25
40 . 36 37
33 27 29

64
30
6

83 5

14 3

3 '5 11

58 70
38 28
4 2'

; 0 . 1 9 2 . 1

3 5 10 11 °. 2

29 33 -27 4 25 15
54 39. 34 34 51 37.

14 22 20 60 12 45

88 88 88 #9 7 84 91 96 89 869
10 11 11 . 3 14' 8

0

2 9 IA.

2 1 0 2 1 2 2. 3

12 8 .. 0 1.0 170 . 0 1 1.;
29 1 10 21 14 1 0 60 : 11...

8 6 .7 . 26 '. 7 7, 0 '; 4. 6

6 10 .9 0 .19 , 0 Co
3 4 4... -3 .6 3 2 0 2

1 ,-1 1 .0 1,1.; 1 . 0 :0 0 .

2 2 2. 6 2::,; 2 0 5 .1

3 - 2 .- 2 3 2 e 1. 10 .1 8 2

1 . 4; 0, 4 .

14 .1" .30 25. 21 L8 36 . 8 ' 14 27
45 ;. ..41 0 42 38' .50 3t '53 5.1. 63
10 -9 ..;;;,. . 10 5 31.: 1 9

..'-Coinparisonf intruaion at
present sehool to instrdction

, in- high -school 13424
Worse than h. s . P

S1Ight1r-Wor se than h. s .
Abou,t the same 'as h. s .. , ,
-S1" htly b er. than h. s.
Much'bettr than h. g .

3 4 14 1
0 -7 10 0 15. '4

37 22 .32 8 34 15
34 ,29 .14.".18 18 16'

26 38 30 74. 26 64

. . .

6 2.



S7..

1..tHARACTIMiSTICS OF STUD S '

ENROLLED IN RESIDPZ;;13.ROPRIET. 'SCHOOLS
I.N;4100Is

bata

Item Response
?cription

Percent-age

Men Women Total
of School

B C. D

43. Rating of chances of gettinga
job after completing school 1313

Pretty good
Average
Not too good

60 .' 39 .59 '83 56 .61

36 36 . 36 17 39 34 .

4- 5 5 .0 5- 5

44. Immediate occupational goal 976
Managerial
Professional
Sales.
Technical
Semiskilled
Skilled trades
Small business or farm
Supervisor or pub. official
UnSkilled
Housewife/househusband

Long-range occupational goal 1008
Managerial
Professional
Sales
Technical
Semiskilled
Skilled trades

.6.
Small business or "rarm
Supervisor or-pub. official
Unskilled
HoUsewife/househusband

83 -.39 .

17. 51
'0: 10.--

59
,36-.----:

-5

N

14 8 3 12 4 12 0 7

22 22 22 28 9 25 33 29 33
10 4 6 7 8 3 12 0 6

13 43 32 3 52 21 29 5 22

9 5 6 3 6 7 5 32 4

19 6 *10 14 48 1 23 2 24 20
6 3 4 3 3 6 0 2 4

3 1 2 0 3 0 5 0 1

4 1 2, 3 2 4 2 8 2

0 7 4 0 4 9 0 0 2

35 17 14 5 28 17 38 8 22

18 29, 29.J42 22 22 33 24

4' 1 0 3 -1 9 , 0

*4 ,, 20 Of 24 11 9 ' 4

3 1 . 0 22

,7 5 12 2 10 2 13
15 13 17 8 25 4 22
.3 3 3 ,- U 4 3 2 4

1 1 1 "0 1 1 0 2

, 0 a 9 6

-45. Highest level of educat ion
expected. te complet.e 1310

High school diploma
Vocational/technical prog.
Business school diploma
Two-Year college degree
Bachelor's degree
Master's degree ;

ProfessionalPhD,MD,JD,etc.
Other

,

46,.. Most piobable future choice
of school (one response) . 1288
'Public 2-year college
PriVatge 2-year college
Publiy 4-year college
Private 4-year college'
Public voc-tech. school
private voc-tech./bus. school
Home study (correspondenr)
Other

(

.11 14 13 ,L. 17 12 -, 19 24 31 6 ..-

21 23 23 051 9 39 20 37 22

19 17 a 30 15 10 2 2

14 1,1 12 .9 17 6 6 13 11

20 13 ,-- 15 0 15 7 14 7 26

11 9 10 3 8 2 6 1 21

6 6 3 6 6 10- 3 6

5 4 42 9 3 6 10 5

7

13
0

0

2 0 3

17 _27 .24 47- 27 30 21 27 -10,

7 .6 '7 . 8 .. .]:2 2 6 ..

,

2: 11 :25 15,

3 . 11

-.0. ..10. 10- 12 7 .,13. 8 9 10.

20 ' . 18 19 15 17 19. 8 i5 24 .

5 5 6 .3.- :.?2`8 21 4

8.. .6 7 3 '4... 7 12' 9. 9.
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,

Item Response
Description

Percentage'

Men Women Total.

..."

Type of School

B C 1D_

Annual income before 'entering
present school 1198
Not working
Ldss than $3,000
i3,000-$ 59999
.6,600-$ 7,499
7,500-$ 8,999
9,000-$11,999

i12,000-$14,999
15,000-$19,999
20,060 and over

Annual income expected after
'3-5 years 1226

..

Not working
tess than $3,000
$ 3,00D-$ S9999
$ 6,000-$ 7,499
$ 7.,500-$ 8,999,
$ 9,000-$11,999
$12,00-0$14,999
$15,000-$19;999
$20,000 and over,

48. ,Importance of se1ek djobj

characteristics:
Co-workers

Not important
Somewhat important
Important
14Ty impolItcAL

independence I

Not important
Somewhat important
Import*nt
Very important

-Interest
Not important
Somewhat important
Important
Very important

Job security 1270
Not important -

Somewhat important
Important

, Very. important
esponsibility
"Not important
Somewhat important-
Imporitant
Very Iimportant

Pay.
Not important
Somewhat important
Important
Very important

ilk .
12 32 25 21 28 37 6

13 24 20, 26 20 .25 , 15

li 15.,. 14 15 15 12 10
9 11 '1. 11 6 11 9 12

. 7 .7 7 12 6 5 12
'176 10 15 8 6 15

12 2 5 '0 fe 2 15
9 1 4 6 4 1 10 7-4-

.9 1 4 0 3. 1 4 2

7 14
5 lg

10 15
11 11
12 8

28 15
17 5

.

,

3' S 4 6 5 '2

3 4 3 0 3 4 4 3

3 5
, 1 li '-' 8 3 9 12 8 2 , 2

4 12 9 *6 10',., 10, 6 1 10
21 17 27 '19 18 8 5 13

16 16 16 15 16 16 16 17- 18

22 13 16 21 13 111. 1; 22 ''''
40 12- 21 21 19 15 , at 58 27

1;4261°

6 3 4

17 14 15
27 24 25
50 58 56

13 11
17 21 20
27 23 24
48 43 45

2 1 2

1 ,2 2

12 11 11
85 86 851.

15
..-22

24.. 19-
43, -43..

14'
19' -13

36
42

2

6

22
70

11
20
21
43
. ..

12
17:
29
42

2 2

4 . .t5

18 20
75 73

0 .5 2 , 3 4

3 17 9 .16 20
35 28 18 1", 33
62 50 70 62 43 48

6 16 .12 2 6 7

31 23 14 27 20 19
34 25 21 19 22 27
29 37 53 52 53 47

0 2 2 0. 4

3 3 1 0

6 15 10 6
91 81 86 90

dl 15 13 18
9 20 18 28'

31 20- 16 20

49 46 54, 35

3. '13 12 8

14. 16 13 .15
40- 32 20 27

43 40 55 . 50

0 2 1 2

6 4 2 6

34 17 14 23
60 77 82' 69

6 4

1 1

7 1

11 10
81 89v,

10 19'

14 , 24
27 28
48 30

12 13
19 21
42 32
28 34

4 2

9 -9

13 281,

74 61N-


