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- enrollsd in proprletary schools- vary markedly among the types
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" to come from middls-class families than colleglate students; Stuiepts
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The role of the p;pprletarxéscheols 1n extend1ng

,\

:postsecqndary educat1o:$1 opportunltles to the public has

not been w1de1y known, or well understood Although these ';h;ﬂf
- ’ s’bhools~have ex1sted 1n one form ofanether smce @i.onlal o

"gibfdays (Kat;, f@?S Wllms,.1974b ” they uere not 1nc1uded in. |

,19705. The deflnfrg of postsecondary educatlon as a broadgr

univer51t1es._ Far greater d1vers1ty eX1sts among

K

-.-and try to reverse the trend toward homogenelty T
;that has marked our system of hlgher educat1on t_.fd”*,;;'tf

:fizrdurlng the 1ast two decades of greatly 1ncrea51ng
. »/,

!
i

d1ver51ty among studentsf
‘*».

Proprletary schools offer spec1a11zed 1nstruct1on that

'1s prlmarlly or1ented to the 1earn1ng of sk1lls d1rect1y
b L
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.ﬂ,;'an a1ternat1ve to celleglate educatlj

"; related to an occupatlon.; These schools havefleng prov1ded:1-*” i

The buslnessfcolleges whlch.thls country has

..,iorlglnated are a protest agalnst that caPlta1 1‘.%;57';fv -
.mupsldefect an ouréschools and colleges whlch c°n5l§ts ' -_ ‘anlwgn,
. .Vt,;“ln the1r rei:sal to g1ve a tpdlnlng for bu51ness ,,' -;f'{‘\H,‘
4'__-;._11fe. (Fult n, 1969, P 102’3{ T R
, op:?Prlor to passage of tRe Smlth.Hughes Vocatlonal Tfalnlng
%.Act ‘in’ 1917, the proprletary schools prov1ded the ﬁrlnclpalv_,';/;.
h~psource of occupatlonal educatlon and tra1n1ng for business, N

. [}
j.trade, and technlcal occupatlons (Nystrom, 1973) However, 5

th the development qimpnﬂilc vocatlonal schools and
“_,communlty colleges, large nunbers of students have stlll been ’
_,enrolled 1n numerous propr1etary schools. A natlonal-enroll-

4'Qsment of 3 m11110n students 1n 10 000 proprletary schools has

,hbeen est1mated by Elsenberg (clted 1n Wllms, 1974b p ‘2)
17Katz (1973) has est1mated an enrollmqnt of 614 940 studen‘s HV:h
'_”'1n 589 propr1etary schools in Illlnols.if43l R

The deslgnatlon proprletary school has generally appear—)yf”

'4.ed in the 11terature w1thout any dlstlnctlon between schools'

“"offerlng re51dQ22~1nstructlon and those offerlng home study

' -(1nstruct10n ‘by correspondence) Most, lf not al;,_of the

*;_studles af. students in proprletary schopls have excluded LA

4u'3jstudents ‘in home study programs. Therb are th1ous methodo?:.

L3 -/

4”1og1cal reasons for excludlng these students, but, :n do;ng

;__‘ e o
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“‘; so, care must be taken not to assume ;hat the characterlstlcs‘15f5‘

of students 1n res1dent programs can be generallzed tq“the

_ences between the schools and the1r students. =

Lo -
v

e
ot

: There a}e relatlvely few home study 5chools, but they
A | enroll two thlrds of the propr1etary/school students natlon—}d:

ﬂ@j,e_'. a11y (Elsenberg, c1ted 1n Wllms, 19745 p 2) J The estlmates.‘A Tﬁ
e - 40 NN
“’h?enrolllng a total of 500 000 students. Thxs would 1eave an ;{ e
est1mated 543 re51dent 1nstruct10n schools enrolllng about | 1-'>
c o 115 000 students. Only the students in. resldent programshff f;}1d7
'Lidtfyg wer(/dncluded 1n the study undertaken here. o - :

d:; ~ R “Rev1ew othhe therature .lf‘*ffin

Studles of the studehts enrolled 1n the proprletary _?}pf'_

"g sector date back onlyétb the m1d 19605. Many of the studles
'.,::‘d' h ve been based almost entlrgdy upon 1nformatlon obtalned ’} ':j;:
g .
ffrom school personnel“ rather than d1rect1yyfrom the students

R ;_-' (Belltsky, 1969 Enns, Né;:hdm § Swanson '1967 Klncald §

{ i
6; Weathersbyq& Nash 1974)

S S e

. Podesta, 1967 Waldrlp, '
. AN, @ a : p
- Hoyt (1968) reporxed on a serles of studles carrled out n

from 1962 to\1967 on a group deflned as §pec1alty orlbnted

~

*tpdents.; Thes? studles 1nc1gded secondary and4P°5t53°°ndarY

- StUdentslenr°1led’1n prlvate and publlc schools._fiﬁFpF”“

‘ T R

1whose mot1Vatlons toward educatlonal e e

L

vxementfarevbullt lgfgely around=ahdes1re,;,‘ 2

.1 . e . 4, - . . S
.
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: ‘ - . Tl :
35?%¢§47fl' to acqulre a spec1f1c occupatlonal Sklll or set.7':v?}l-' |
’of skllls. Courses-de51gned to broaden hlS fff - {
’ fpotentlal for avoc&tlonal llVlng have 11tt1e or nb o

./

I .fappeal to. thls student He may be descrlbed as,ﬂu.i};.f-f-.

expresslng relatlver more 1nterest in belng tra1n-~--

S e than in being educ\ated‘ (Hoyt, 1968 i3 170y o
e L}fA 11,'72A study of private’ vocatlonal schools in Oklahoma (Bra-"d T
den .Harrls, § Krlshar! 1970) 1nc1uded mformatlon from '_ LT
3 000 students who had been graduated from these schools._".'ff;',ii
T" The'stu concluded that: . . .- - ./ SRR
;:ﬂ."_. i}f students in prlvate schools are therefore.tl:fr.r
fﬁmature aduits whose/’a;or concern 15/to galn a“_ ‘1: e
v; | ';.vsklll that w111 heip“them get’ a better job than f f“ s "e\
| ;;:y‘? _;the ones they hay'u: eld’ preV1ously g B;ciuse they | | 7” ‘e
. é;i}i'are in 4 hurry. to complete thls/tralnlng, they - ‘_'J
’ f:lt"ﬁusually do not llhe %o study subqects other than". ;h, .)f:
S iythe ones d1rect1y re?yted to/thelr employment i f*
T anl CBraden § Krlhhan, 1971, P 203) o . i;”
o :;The Amerlcan Inst1tutes for Research QAIR) c0nducted a -

X comparatlve study of students in proprletary‘and nonproprl— N 'hllfd

' Jetary schools 1n four maJon metrOpolltan areas (Nolman, .
\ . .:‘.;_‘_

' i
_Campbell Jung, & Rlchards, 1972) : he flndlngs 1nd:Eated

JO f
'_Very slmllar background/proflles fOr the proprletary and ;

[f&'»:!pvnproprletary school/students,_althoug‘

t_students were found somewhat more frequently in _the nonpro-ff?} =

fhnlc m1nor1ty Do

: prletary secto¢ /” 4;'__315':“ ﬂ'f'(. R ; _ | ,:-', ?
S W11ms (1974a0, cltlng methodologlcal dlfflcultles 1n 'f;:& .
_ \ A Lo "“8 R TERED 5

‘.
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ﬂ;*the IR study, conducted a comparatlve study of proprletary

}-and publiE schools and the1r students~ The findlngs dld not

'2support a conclu51on of deflnltlve dlfferences between the

"fdents in/ the two sectors.‘ Contrary to the AIR study,

"V;fW11ms d1d ﬁlnd e greater representatlon of.ethnlc m1nor1ty

—

i

"leferences 1n the types of schools~inc1uded in the two

.;ustudles may account for. this d1fference 1n the flndlngs.vvrl
| N The 1nstrument used 1n he annual Cooperatlve Instltu* |
'f?}ftro;al Re search Program of he Amerlcan Counc11 on Educatlon
- was admlnlstered to students 1n f1fteen selected proptaetary
fe_&chools 1ﬁ the fall of 1974 as a: plldt study (Chrlstlan, 1974;’5"

i. e.. 1975) Although restrlcted to accredlted bu51ness e

;schools and trade and technlcal schools, and" the sample

;stndents 1 the propr1etary sector than in the puhllc sector.h, .

, :purpos1vely selected this study was of 1nte§§ft as the flrst_*""

'gﬂ'vf ﬁéattempt to make comparlsons of proprletary school students~'
to students 1n the two-year and fourayear colleg;gte sectors.'_'-
ﬁ T' The study showed that although.ﬂ%Oprletary students L ’??_

came from” 1ower socloeconomlc 1evels and had d1f~

v

ferent demographlc and educatlonal characterlstlcs,,.“

L el they were very s1m11ar to thelr freshuen classmates.ﬁm'

‘ '7 1n colleges and unlver51t1es in terms of llfe goals
y ?; . — o

values, and SOClal attltudes andrbehaV1or.- (Chr1sf' !,'

e

/ - ”»tlan, 1974 i.e. 1975, p. 21)
A As a result of thenpllotlstudy, a more extenslve study

asécogGucted durrng the fall of 1Q75 as part of- the Coopera~

Inst1tut10na1 Research Program._ Tﬁb flndlngs of thatvhr'm

Y

i




1"

'fﬂfjstudy were not avallable at the t1me of th1s wr1t1ng

~

AR From comparisons of Ehe f1ndmngs reported 1n the l1tera-
'ﬂf;ture, there appeared té be several factors 1n the: compos1t10n~5*4vél

xﬁffof the samples that exerted an 1nfluence on the flndlngs.

'2110ne of'these,'as preV1ously mentloned was the type of occu“
é't ;[fgpat1onal program 1ncluded in the study Another factor was. - ‘QQ'?
f~;;7;;gwhethen or not the sample 1ncluded only accredlted schools.j,f

ST ;The fact that only accred1ted schools were ellglble for par-.
e -
RS t1C1pat10n in federal f1nanc1al a1d programs wguld lntroduce .

_an obV1ous blas in, thls regard 5

Katz (1973) has prov1ded a descrlptlve overv1eu of the
Yf;7propr1etary sector 1n Ill1no1s, W1th.spec1alsattentlon tb»
'the relat1onship between these schools and thelr respectlve.d»" .

Lo .
' aregulatory agenc1es ln the State. One of the conclus10ns of

-dfﬂ‘. that.study was the need for a comprehensmve prof1le of the ;vejb.
a students enrolled in'Illlno1s proprletary schools.'fg”_,' .
- The d1vers1ty'of the proprletary sector coupled Wlth
~_samp11ng dlfferences in the stud1es completed to date has

'resulted 1n contradlctory and 1ncomplete f1nd1ngs..yThe

y reported here was an attempt to pr0V1de cemprehens1ve S

o

'”'data about the characterlstlcs of students enrolled 1n

§- C oo <

'?:res1dent proprletary schools in Ill1no1s.

f}: e -.'-;7 Methodology ‘,if."».“,

K

Comprehen51ve 11sts of fhe bus1ness, self-1mprovement,~-{.vwfgf.

"and vocat1onal schools 1n Illln01s were obta1ned from the
*

’,’Ill1no1s Offlce of Educatlon.v A complete 11st1ng of barber'

‘:'and cosmetology schools was obtalned from the Illlno1s“

. L] . :
. . ) .

..v . . . n ] - . '. N E . . M . , o . ,..’




0ff1ce of Educat1on and Regastratlon The 11st of truck-

'4 _.

| Jgfdr1v1ng schooBs was obta1ned from the Illlnols Secretary of

State 4A proportlonate random sample, strat1f1ed~bx,the“lg' R

Jf:*;ifitabove types of schools; was draqn from the comb1ned total: of
ﬂl“fffa'4330 schools to- y1eld a\_ample of 35 schools Tuo school§
'L:_fdecllned to part1c1pate and were replaced Responses were '
l_'uri;then obtalned from~aﬂ1 35" schdols Drlver*tra1n1ng schools,. 'f
Thirm "4f11ght tra1n1ng schools, home study s[hools, and the sole o
: mortuary sc1ence school were excluded from the- study ‘J_;'lhfﬂpéfl
;-*,a\ Schools operated as not for—proflt 1nst1tut1ons were also'f
| excluded 'Nz-ti_'f; e ;ﬂf § f | ‘, ‘
;;{Iv;l’;' 3 'The schools were pald to admlnlster the 1nstrument to ’
| "VJ:all of the1r postsecondary students (excludlng those st1ll“r: fa:f'
i:gl‘?ftln h1gh school) who Were enrolled durlng the summer of 1975 .
. " Th1s X u1ted 1n 1 432 student responses The proportlonate
'leampl1ng of the schools had not heen prec;sely equal for

./

each.type of school, and two types had been over-sampled to

‘Aprovide suff1 1ent numhers of students.: To compensate,_the*,

: student respo ses were welghted to proV1de for an equal"'”
‘”; probablllty of selectlon (_11) from each.of the 6 types of .N

ffSChOOIS,,YIGIdlng a welghted sample of l 400 respondents

| The survey 1nstrument was m6deled largely after the '

;; u""}Student Prof11e Sectlon of the Amerlcan College Testlng ';ltf
;\:ft;- Pnggram's assessment form CACT 1974) and\thelr Career Plan-»‘]de 5
- An1ng Profrle Booklet (ACT n.d. ) ' Instruments used in’ other “
stud1es (Chrlstlan, Note 1 W1lms, Note 2 Wolman, Note 3),_

v

were also,reV1eWed and comtrlbuted to the f1na1 form of the

‘J‘ Lt Lo . R
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X f1nstrument as shown in appendlx.A.. The 1nstrument was
4"f_pretested w1th students at the Manpower Tr‘lnlng Center of

'Southern Illinors Unlver51ty at Carbondale.7 As a resuft

mod1£1catlons were made to pr0V1de better res?onse ch01Ces<ﬂ! S
A ; U Lo 52 4’.;“" L€ -
oy ST e e
_ﬁfor older students, espec1a11y marrled women. S v}:ﬁ=a- SR

t".

T The 1nstrument was. "also translated 1nto Spanlsh

e Tt

-order to ga1n the.part1c1patlon of one SChool 1n the samgle dv?5¢fi?3
Wthh enrolled a large number of ‘'students who uere not el
,u;.fluent in Engllsh Spec1a1 care was taken tp’ retaln as much héifii
};as p0551b1e of the tone and shades f meanlng of the Engllsh 1»;;,;,/
‘4ver51on of ‘the 1nstrument._ ' (," e | 1v,.,.;-c<~;l:? 5 4}a,;
Vlsual verlflcatlon of the keypunched data agalnst the

7hor1g1na1 student responses xlelded a codlng accuracy of 99 6

‘e
.v.

';;:‘percent., Analyses of the data were carrled out hy means of

",'the Stat15t1ca1 Package for the Soc1a1 SC1ences@(N1e, IEJS) '“[;.;'

(.

s uszng.cﬁh square and one way ana1y51s of varlance tests vas f e

ﬂappropr1ate to the varlables at hand' to determlne statlstl-jn"

LE

cal 51gn1f1cance.; Where 1nterva1«1ev§ﬁ varlables wérezgl
K v "\";

'1nvolved the eta Statlstlc was used to determlne the amount

. ofgvarlance accounted for by another varlahle.. leferences

-

T;_'were systematlcally eXplored for type of school sex m(rltal ;jﬁfi

i S e
:status, age, and race. Where 1og1ca11y approprlate, other : L%'_l?-:

A - ‘.

Y . S i}. '

| dlfferences uere also 1nvest1gated ' ,”‘=” - ~_}“:'1c _g?.;”}bnwﬁ
ﬂé;?ﬂf‘; a Student characteristlcs were obtained and anaIyzed 1n‘ ?&Tﬂ_f;it
) d flve general»area5° 1) demographlc and famlly b!‘!ﬁrouﬁd af?i’;.*
2) h1gh school background 3) experlences after hlgh school |

and reasons for ch0051ng the present school 4) experlences ji,g Ly

’
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latlon dur1ng the summer of 1975 HoweVer, proprletary ¥

”-'schools have been found to enroll new students cont1nuously

JE ]

'tdur1ng the year, often for programs of 1ess than one year s

duratlon.~ Consequently, 1t may be more appropr1ate to speak
fﬁfof the number of new students admltted dur1ng a 12 month B

@

;;:e‘.pthod’as a measure of the 1mpact of these schools..-An,r.‘f_bgﬂm

ﬁ.*f;est1mated 55 000 new. students had enrolled 1n the study pop-*’r'ffffﬂ

'tulatﬁon schools dur1ng ;he 12 months prlor to l July 1975 :
o e
_ s The reSponses reported below haVe bepn normallzed to
fjexclude nonrespondents to 1nd1v1dual 1tems. The 1tem re~ g

v.«

'15ponse rates were generally 1n excess of 90 percent and can '

\

be der1ved from Append1x Bq;v

fPersonal and Famlly,Background ﬁ}tf'ﬁ_ ' ’_fe_sz

'ﬁ- Women were foﬁnd to outnumber men by a. ratlo of 2 1.

1FfThls‘var1abl_‘is 1llustrat1vefof thend1fferences among the

“'L.;types of schools. No women Were found in. truck dr1V1ng

co 'schools, but more than 9 out 03%10 cosmetology students were
o N 2 W Mg
B ‘f;,women. An even ratlo was found 1n barber schools, reflect1ng

.~:{women held a 7 3 maJority 1n bu51ness schools and a 3 2

."ﬁfmaJOTlt? 1n self 1mprovement schools./ Men' held a.3 2 maJor~ fﬂf*”'”

1ty in vocatlonal schools.jflf' o h *}f 3 ﬁ}@:ﬁigf ii~
Half of the students were 51ngle, 40 percent were mar- ;{r .

"Hrled and lO percent reported}the1r status as’ “other.?d




L .

i B I : . . VR

Although men were somewhat m6re l1kely than women to be_w '1pj'
marr1ed the maJorlty of-marr1ed students were women.f Stuv o

dents 1nd1cat1ng their mar1tal status as "other" were more

3 .

than lO t1mes as l1kely to be women than men, gIV1ng the et

e 1mpress1on that these schools are seen as sources of employ-

ff;f : ment sk1lls for women whose expectatlons have suddenly chap

| 'j?f' ‘and’ who are 1n need of f1nanc1al support. ,.-f F_;'”;;Q’"":i:
tji,j'i 'hf A mean ge of 27 was found for propr1etary school stu-"i
R dentS’ W1th‘Z standard deV1at1\\dof 9 years.a The mode, at LT
&ﬁe 30, accounted for only 10 percent wh11e 28 percent CREF LN

J:“‘” SE

ﬂfﬁ7 over the age of 30 ThlS broad d1str1but1on 1s 1n sha

IR contrast to the age cohort generally emerg1ng from the sec- ;‘f,g,.

B 77: ondary schools and enter1ng the colleg1ate sector.' Women |
E tendeﬁ to be 2 years younger than the ‘men (p_< fOOOl) Self-
1mprovement students were the oldest, and cosmetology and |
business students weqe the youngest (2.< 005), w1th a d1f—
ference of almost 4 years. Marr1ed students were 8 years

RO 7 older than S1ngle students (p_’<r 0001) f.;- ;:_"

The studen%s were found to be almost equaﬂly d1V1ded

Vbetween wh1tes and nonwh1tes, w1th 53 percent wh1te,,?4f f 3
.'Jpercent fblack 5 percent Span1sh speak1ng Amer1can, 4dper-f B
cent Ch1can0°'3 percent Amer1can Ind1an, 1 percent dr-en- };*f?
tal and 9 percent,t"other."‘ (Only 1 percent fa11ed tc |
respond at’ all Do Students who responded "other" were gener-
ally 1mm1grants from Europe and SOuth Amerlca.' Women showed

a greater tendency to be nonwh1te than d1d/the men (p < 0001)
5 o
A larger than expected number of students w1th marltal status_w “;ﬁ*

et




'fdfﬁfLese t an 1 qut of 10 were not cltlzens of the Un1ted States, T

ﬁthlrds df the nonre51dents were*men, tW1ce the expecbed value,

. BCER L : ‘ -

;and were found pr1mar11y in: the vocatlonal and truck dr1v1ng
SRR : N L s ST

schools. B ':, _ .; -;'.:‘vi“'

2,

Students reportlng a phys1ca1 dlsablllty Were equally

£1v1dec between men anc -uomen and accounted for 7 percent of
fif , 'te total, Meu'we-e twize as 11ke1y as women to haVe report-

o disabilit

T . . '
- N

B CoL e P R .
Previous'mfi1 iry crpevience was. reported“by 17 percent;

;,j{f}e-of the students, @ luc-tg 43 percent of the men - and 2 per- o @f

L | %
ij:ea';cent of the women., eterans were more than S,years older

4 _;‘.i than nonveterans, were 1‘ than tw1ce as- 11ke1y to be

marr1ed -and were more l1ke1y to be“Whlte.; Almost one thlrd

\'.:.’“ B

of. the Veterans had seg

- in V1etnam Whlle three fourths

«

e




fwe hajnbeen in" ai-:» "_'aJor c1ty, populatlon over one m11110n
ile (o4

B '.1ncome

u1at1ve pr0p0rt10n of students by level of fam11y

;ﬂ‘c‘f’leVel

’=ff;to report a famlly 1ncome under $6 000 and only d
'oF..

:u-than one- urth. .as. 11kely to report an 1ncome of $zo 000 or,

more._ Women were generally from 1ess affluent fam111es than

were men p - 0001) The type of school attended accounted L ?F

~afor 7 percent of the var1ance 1n famxly 1ncome (p_< 0001)'f*éﬁf;

Bus1ness and cosmetology students»were generally the 1east

‘e Y

'affluegt and se1f 1mprovement and voca '{nal students were

.the most affluent Th1s flnd1ng ref1ecti;thev1nteract10ns gjgih“

,,,,,

_marr1ed students reported the h1ghest fam11y 1ncome levelsg

”Z_ ] 'f@i{ leferences by age were, not 51 n;flcant fp 25) for-.} ;i:'ﬁ?

"famlly 1ncome, but accounted for onl ~th1rd of the'vaﬁiance ?'““

'1n tax dependency on parentsA(R < 0001) Only one flfth

.of the students 1nd1cated ‘that they were c1a1med as a tax

\

' dtfexemptlon by the1r parents.' A1most three fourths of those &f_f,f;

Q

theportlng tax dependency werd’under the age of 21, represent;;af?th

f;lng 6 out of 10 of that age group. Tax dependency was not




.ﬁﬁislgnlflcant as a functlon of sex (pba'.07), but was for rad/
'Zﬁ:(p < 0001) One fourth of the wh1tes reported tax depen-*

L@
fpdency, compared to one tenth of the blacks and one tenth of o

the combined Span1sh speaklng Amerlcans and Chlcanos, even:

'hfhthough the wh1tes tended to be older:d
“jed for 18 percent of the var1ance 1n dependency (R < 0001)

'N1ne tenths of those report1ng dependency were 51ng1e, repre--
ifsentlng 4 out of 10 of the s1ngle students._ It was unknown
v Ry ) :

ito what extent older* ents, marrled students eSpecaally,

-mlght have 1nterpr famlly 1ncome to be the1r own rather

.d{i'?than thelr parean. ,ncome. ' In either case,_lt represented L
.;,;a measure ofpphe student s ab111ty tc pay for educatlon,:f*
~ For almoét 9. out 9f lO stugents. nelther parent had '1 ;}”“1
completed 4/;ears of’coilege. For mcre ‘than ‘one- th1rd .

ﬁ‘ppw},«?nelther parent had completed h1gh school and for one- s1xth

\
-ne1ther p “nt had advanced beyond the e1ghth grade.‘ The'

b parents o 'ounger students tended to have had more educatlon
'than those‘of older\students (R < .oooig The parents of
}fﬁjfvf,f Ch1cano and Span1sh speak1ng students tended to have had the
o | .ileast educatlon followed by blacks, wh11e wh1te parents had

.ﬂhad the most educat1on (p < .0001) i:- : {9:_(

.'fyfﬁ‘\'r Two th1rds'reported f%ther 's occupatlon in:a blue-

:‘collar category.,~811ghtly mere than half reported motherls

'occupatlon as housewlfe ) leferences 1n father s occupa-zon _

ﬂﬂ;j'i-7fwere 51gn1f1cant (p_< 0001) among the types of schools but \\
" . d1fferences in mother s occupatlon were not s1gn1f1cant '

f{”f (p = .0 07). Mothers of younge _adl

;ents tended to haVe worker

Mar1ta1 status(account- .



: out51de the home more frequently.v Fathers of wh1te students,.'
C / : '
" wete the most 11ke1y to have wh1te collar JObS. Mothers of

V#h Ch1can0 and Spanlsh speaklng students were the least 11k91y.' ;i

"cto be workang out51de the home, almost no dlfferende was'

o

”pfound betweeh'whlte and black mothers (p < .0001)

. ngh Schoo wckg_gug :
v : Seven out og no students reported haV1ng completed h1gh

>

schoal ; ar

.other 12 percent had attalned a‘ GED cert1f1cate or .
'werefan.a’GED program. Se#?-lmprovement stddents were :he
d”;most lvkely to have completed hrgh school,_aqg cosmetology
’jl:students were the least" 11ke1y (ﬁ <\ 0001) Men were . tw1ce

‘las\llkelv as women to" haVe the GED equlvalent. Students S

' thh the marital status "other" were less llkely than 51ng"e f;\;”

-_‘or marvled students to h;ve a. h1gh school d_ploma or - equ1v2~ o

| - lent .(p <i 0001) _ Chlcano stﬁdents were much less 11kely to"

have g high school dlploma than were blacas, wh11e whltes

;were “tze most. 11ke1y to have reached thls educatldnal 1eve1

-

2 < 0001) T T

-

< )

Ycunger students weTe more 11ke1y than older studemts o
- have attended h1gh school 1n 1111n01s (p < 0001) Women
'_}Lﬁi [iwere more 11ke1y than men to have attended an 1111n01s h1gh
B :chool (E —l.OOOZ) Spaslsh speaklng students were bv far

the 1east 11ke1y to hav' attended hlgh schoo_ 1n 11111915,

‘*‘_~wh11e whltes were only sllghtly more likely._nan blacxs to.k {

"ffnaVe done so. (p < 0001) i e -

44‘\ y 4_./,. -

Sl1ght1y more than one fourth of the sfudents had been

1n a college preparatory currlculum, more than £ out o‘ R .

/.'.’ . L . ] . N . 4._ R

-




had been in a general curr1culum,_and 3 in 10 had beenw}n a -

e

bu51ness orT vocatlonal curr1cu1um.{ Whlte students were
almost tW1ce as 11ke1y to have been iﬁ a. college-preparatory

curr1culum than were. the norwh i Barber and cosmetology

f' . oth&ﬁhts were the 1east 11ke1y to have been in a college-
S preparatory curr1cu1um and vocatlonal students were the most

11kely (p <. 0001) 4 S i ”-f i

oL * . . . ) R s . E R

One%fourth of the students reported a rlgh school grade

':a'w

(3 0 on a 4 Oiscalé) or better.f Nomen repor*”ﬂ

.better Performance than men\(E - 0001) Black “hi;dlf
| s SRR
»tudents reported the)lowest grade average §n¢-ﬂh1tes re,g o

,portee‘ the hlghest (p_ <. 0001)' ot

}t‘ ‘&”3“: Almost 6 out of 10. ;epcrte havnng be=n 1n The upper

) half of thelr hlghsschpop:class, and more than one- f1fth had oo

_ﬁfjlg“f been 1n the upper quart11e.~ Controlllng for sex, the type J_f{;[“

| . :;oﬁ school showed no 51gn1f1cant difherence in- class rankc:?r tf:d |
.”. "men (p_ .64),\ ut accounted for 6 percent o: the var1an

d?/fOr women (R < 0091) ;. s fffdlifﬁ;,_-:. R
.d.p;!, ff' Half of the s udents had part1c1pated 1n more than one
iia:t-fjhlgh ‘'school extracurr1cu1ar act1v1ty, oneethlrd repo;ted one
| *;fact1V1ty area, andbonly 16 percent d1d nct report any extral -

o

L curr1cu1ar act1v1t1es._ Chlcano and Span-sh speaklng students’
nw'”ﬂ,were ‘the’ least llkely to have part1c1pated 1n these act1v14 )

ﬁptles, and whlte students were the most l-kely t"‘

i ed such part1c1pat10n (p,< 0001) TrucP dr1v1n )
. were the Ieast 11ke1y and self 1mprovement stude |
R most 11kely to have reported these a-t1v1t1ej .J“’
Cawn! N * H : B I
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'5_';((@ . Almost 4 out of 10 students obta1ned a. ,ull t1me JOb

Forty percent of the students consldered the1r h1gh

scEJoI edurat on. to have been above average ("good Wt r_"',—;u~f

- s

‘ezvgilen*")=~ Those in-a collegé preparatory curr1culum werej
the mo§t likely to. have ziven an. above average rat1ng, those

in a general curr1culum weTe. the least 11kely (p_<_ 0001)

\

Black students were less l1kely than wh1te students to" report

Almost habf of the students Reported hav1ng held part'Vf:

.

t1me prs wh11e 1n h1gh ;chool less than one:thlrd d1d fiot R

report any“work exper1en e wh11e 1n h1gh schooL Men generflvi

ally had lo e work exper1ence—than wdmen, except in work- ‘{..:

- t1me em loymillmlnch1gh school more. frequently'than d1d the

T : P

.‘.older students even though women were over- represented among

/
the younger students (pp ] 0001) Whlte students were the

£

most rakely to have had Part'flme Jobs/9h1le in h;gh 5¢h°°lul,
' nish?speaking_Amerl? )

O ¢

,jil t1me Jobs dur1ng the summer“‘
-1 (‘

ns were the least l1kely

P

p%rlences After ngh School Lo "i-.- i-v %_

-

‘_the f1rst year out of h1gh school“jand a 11ttle le s than

?

oﬂe th1rd went on for further educal1on that year.u Only 3

g I

employment that. yeaJ'! However, the proport1on who were

O

unemployed 1ncreased almost f1vefo1d from that f1rst year

cut of school'to the t1me they dec1ded to attend a propri-'}

~eeary school Younger students :%re more llkely th&n qlder

-~

;o

g an above aVerage rat1ng [E_< 0001) '“y-." . N .[_fﬂjij

0t *—rce.,‘had been seek1ng and were“unable ‘to. f1nd steady '¥;_-

[



(students to haVe gone on to school that f1rst year and were “
| also f1ve t1mes more 11kely to haVe been unemployed. Whlte_

| students Were the least llkely to have been_unemployed and

_ were the most 11kely to have gone on for fu;ther educatlonriv S
{ X . T A
. immedlately after\hlgh school
L o
Slxty percent of the students had attended at least one

’ TR
other postse@ondary school before enrolllng in’ thell Cur ent .

. '..- :
- 8 1

school._ They were equally as lrkely to haVe attended a. four— "A

"{a"; likely to have attended a. bu51ness ‘OT . Vocatlonal technlcal ' 'i}"h
:;{:h; school They mere mofL llkely,to have been in the publlc L |
b 3 rather than 1n the pr1vate sector.ﬂ Men were more l1kely than .;s?f;
\';:f[ women to haVe attend d ayother-school, to haVe been in"a .hﬂ .

" four- yean,College, or to have been in’ a home study (corres}’<;.:}']

/ ’ pondence) 'program (R < 0001) Spanlslhspeaklng and Chican

< v‘.r

(

o students were the 1east llkely to haVe attended anotner‘
f'school These studen%§ and the black students were mofe

©

11k91Y't0 haVe attended a two year school than a fonr yéar T
i\\school the opp051te was true for whlte students. B iacks - . o

miin were twice as 11kely as whltes to. have attended a noncolle~1
K] - : o
. . g1ate school, e1ther pub11c or pr1vate CE < 0001) Self- ,rﬂ '
L 1mprovement and Vocatlonal students were the most llkely to o

have attended another school, cosmetology students were. the____,,

B K least 1Akelw'_ﬁStudents whe had been 1n a college—pren%ratory f_ﬁ;;?

-'.curr1culum in- h1gh school were much more llkely to have

~.'ff-f' attendec another school and more llkely to haVe attended a 5.;-12 o

four year college.

) . T . '» ‘.. T . . .
. = ] ) o 1 v . : : . . .
. . R ) . i . e : . 9 i . . - —




o | Sl1ght1y more students Hid been employed Just prlor o
. :a,?}attending the1r present school than‘was found for the fQZZt
f‘fﬁ_ year after h1gh schoﬁl Only half as ‘many had been in schoql
fﬁl:' and flve tlmes as many had been unemployed The prqportlon

ofvmen who were @mployed had 1ncreased sharply 51nce the .

St year out of h1gh school wh11e the proportlon of wemen ﬁ-

. had)decrea;ed very sllght!y Women were tw1ce as 11kely to .

have reported the1r pr1nC1pal act1v1ty as keeplng house at . o
thls t1me'than was. found'rlght af er’ hlgh school Men were - -
almost éduallyqas l1kely as: women to have been 1n schogl or
to have been unemployed Just priornto'enrokl nt (p_< 0001)
ihe proportlon of nonwhltes w1th full tlme Jobs decreased

after the f1rst year out of h1gh school _wh11e the-prOpor- SRR

'obsvlncreased The propor-. - .p,t»y

/ﬁ"l} - tion of whltes Wlth full t1m 4

g but the "other“ rac1al group

Lo e personal 1ncome of $9°000 or more Just prlor to enterlng Lo

the.school Men and plder students reported hlgher 1ncomesa_h§m§jb

(p <' 0001), w1th a dlfference of- 15 years befween the mean

PO

ages of students in the lowest and the highest 1ncome levels.~

: Mar»Ied ;tudents reported the‘h1ghest-perSOnal'1ncomes._jgt

Self 1mprovement students reporte the h1g est personal 'ff;,;'i“

'1ncomes, and cosmetology students reported the lowest.. ',u;‘-*

;f

Whlte students and qart t1me students ‘had the hléaegf‘per- L |

-‘r

‘-sonal }ncomes, respectlvely@ . 11“;lf]7ﬂ°f 1:: f - / V_?;-

23 SR RPN P
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o Aimost half of the students were llvxng less than lO |
o L _-'mlves from the school when they dec1ded to enroll, one fourth l.
o 'lived more than 25 mlles away, and only 7 percent llved more |
'?Athan 100 mlles away., Truck dr1v1ng students came from the
""gfeatest dlstanne. Men came from farther away than d1d

N L

xi women @ < 0001) There was only a sl;ght tendency fpr SRR

wh1tes have come from farthe’ away than the other students.;;~

. Advertlslng and the adv1ce f frlends who had attended

the schools were by faq(the two most frequently c1ted sources
‘of 1nforma¢10n about ‘the schools. D1fferences among the '
7f$types of schools ‘were’ 51gn1f1cant (E < .0001) for S df the 7
",possible respoﬂ%e 1tems.‘ For example, the respOnse to adver-
: tlslng as a source ranged from 78 percent\of the truck dr1v-
alng students tofonly ll percent of. the barber students, but,
bff conversely, the - adv1ce of fr1ends was reported by 49, percent :\ij

(

fof barberlstudents and only 12 percent of truck dr1v1ng
. - .
-xmistudents.A Publlc agencles were a_more frequent source “of . ,
'Fiy’lnformatlon for 9u51néss students than for the other students,
:%for students wrth the mar1tal status of "other" than for . ﬁ~f,%§1

'f551ngie oremarrled s.udents and for blacks than for whltes L

An empha51s on practlcal'tralnlng emerged as the most S

;*1mportant factor in the c o_ceaof a SCh°°1 and’ was, rated

“ﬁ_"very 1mportant" by 7 out of 10 students. This. was followed

iiﬂsln decrea51ng 1mportance by the offerlng of a spec1a11zed 1Qb

_’ ‘ o z - 2(1 ‘. _,“ . . - . ‘:\2\.-. ,-"'




e
e

‘ program, the reputatlon of the school, and slx other consld-d

;tance. Aga1n dlfferences amnng the types of schools wereA

ca .

1

'

151gn1f1cant for these responses and resulted in chanélng the

>

';;qrder of 1mportance for several'of the 1tems.= leferences

fwere also found 1n the 1mportance of these fggtors by level

v,

ﬁhan for hlgher 1ncome students.ivTT'

\

: :of faley 1ncome. Cost, Jobrplacement ab111ty, and f1nanc1a1

K

asslstance were more 1mportant (p_< .0001) fd& lower(}ncome

» s e P
r

: P .

Almost half of the students repdrted seek1ng sk1lls in
order to obtaln employment another 18 percent were seeklng
new Skllls nn order. to change JObS, and another 8 percent B

jere. seeklng promotlons 1n the1r current JObS.v A l1ttle
¥ 4

| more than one-fifth reported the1r goal as se1f-1mprovement

not related to»a spec1f1c Job The latter response-was more

ldkely to have come from a self- improvement school than, from -

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

1mprovement students gave that reSponse.' Men were more llke*

. 2

l-ff_{f‘ly than women to haVe reported selfslmprovement as the1r goal

Experlences W1th1n the Prgprletary Schools -

'_ Full t1me enrollment was reported by 60 percent of the

No sharp demarcatlon was found Between full t1me and part-
tame students 1n the number of hours they attended school

More full t1me than part t1me students were 1n school more

:3erat10ns the last of'whlchawas an effer BE. f1nanC1al a551s--"'

5

than 25 hours per week; ‘the converse was true for less than .

21 hours per week W1de d1fferences 1n full t1me status and

. stud’nts and part t1me enrollment was’ reported by 38 percent._”
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\;?f; the number of hours spentfln school were found among the ;f?lgﬁﬂ_f,
LR : M_A et

. types of school ‘ harber students were the most llkely to ]
{:f:tzwﬁ be full t1me, wh le selfl1mprouement students were the leastJli_i}fi
s llkely Part t1me students Were tW1ce as llkely as full t1me |

_ students to haVe reported self 1mprOVement as the1r goal.,' ’?
,;Vfaf;‘i Almost two th1rds of thexstudents attended school dur1ng ;;ﬂf;”
B ‘;f‘ the day Barber students were tﬁe most l1ke1y to be 1n day ﬁ;

"'11 programs and self 1mprovement students were thevmost llkely 2:;Kf?

B

”QiWomen were mor; likely than men fwjfig
w e : SR
tm,have been 1n a day program. ;Single studen;s, younger e

7

o ; students,,and full t1me students were mo“
3]

'73p7 counﬁ&%parts to havesbeen 1n a day program.

to be- 1n even; giprogram"

'gllkely than thelrafa:jf-”

B3

Slx out of 10 students were 11V1ng ;n thefr own.. home or
apartment ’almost one-thard were 11v1ng w1th parents or rela-‘ d'vga»
t1ves, and only 2 percent were living in school provlded ‘ -

hous1ng : Women were somewhat more l1ke1y than men to have

l

been 11V1ng W1th the1r parents. Slgnlflcant dlfferences o
-

~

(R’< 0001) in the place of res1dence were found among the p; ) mz
R Half of the students reported that they were not worklng
f'f" whlle enrolle\h

'hool but almost 3 out ef 10 were worklng

“7;-more than 35 hou week Women were 1ess llkely than men

P I

to have‘been work1ng;fiWh1te students were more llkely than )

{the other rac1a3 groups to- have been worklng Agaln, the

T »d1fferences among thentypes of schools were s1gn1f1cant )

© . (p. <. 0001) T SO
v“ﬁjfm,*_ Cons1der1ng potent1al serv1ces whlch the students

. 9 o TR




-113’need to 1mprove thelr read1ng SklllS. Sllghtly 1ess than.'A

e i!S students expressed 1nterest 1n educatlonal and Voca

{thelr study skllls and more than oneefourth expﬁgssed a,

”"'one fourth wanted help wlth mathemat1ca1 sIulls and 1?t of
elng 1deas 1n wr1t1ng, and 1 out: of 7

ftof schools—- ff“r;ﬁ'.~*j;1

hought: would be helpful Job placemen,

‘ vement schools. F1nanc1a1 a1d cogns 11ng and flnd-[s

nal
‘u

hTEcounsellng One out of 6 reported a: need for help 1n express

F

‘*

'ﬁp;sonal counsellng Rac1a1 dlfferences were generally 51gn1f1-ff3-

L. .Q X . o , . ‘ R s v-..._.._' n

: ST N ),

‘:'Costs of attend1ng propr1etary schools were found to -

L

'

thln the 1engths of the programs offered among other factors.p

K “EQLProgram duratlon accounted fpr almost Oné@¥ourth of the;4f‘“‘

[

o

o J :

Three out'of 10 students

“most expen51ve.,

was 1nterested in- per‘V'T

-".‘,-

f.cant for these responses, as were dlfferences among the types'i3;;$[
:?5varin1de1y among the types of schools,'reflectlng VarlathnS._Tff
\“3?Zvar1ance in °°5t (R.< OOQ}) Ameng full t1me students,vthe”’”'

o ’ ]

_/_




”501 to $1 800 almost one fourth “eported costs ofv'
-o $2 000, and 4 percent reported?costs 1n sxcess ofu$3'000
One fourth of the students were 1n programs of 3 mon\hs ?fjf:f”

*'or less.ﬂ More than half Were 1n programs of{@ months or

ffar or less.

less,hand 7 out’of 10 were 1n programs of 1

Only 15, percent were 1n programs exceedlng 2 years. ﬂ% ;f *fjﬂg}EJ'j

Almost 6 out of 10 students were "very sure" of the1r j’:7h*?ff

{q;occupatlonal cholce' and only l out of 8 ‘was "not sure at
a11 " Barber and cosmetology students vere the most certaln.«
Almost two th1rds were "very shtlsfled"‘wlth the1r ch01ce of
school program -and only 6 percent were not satlsfled 'The*iw
adequacy of: the school was rated above average By 62 percent

o and below average hy only 9 percent Almost 9. out of 10 n_i‘

: students reSponded that they were “very llkely" to complete
‘ thelr program, only 2 percent felﬁ”they were not l1kely to
finlsh o B B ' :

. . " ! N

Almost two th1rds of the students con51dered the 1nstrucv.fg”7-;

tlon in the1r schools to, be better than what they had experl- o

N

enced in h1gh school only 13 percent Con51dered 1t to be {

PP

;{;Qf' worse than in hlgh school.- Men were more llkely than women ;"Qtp_t;;

]

to rate the1r current school hlgher than the1r h1gh school

(R < 0001) leferences among the types of schools were. ffsfﬁi'

_ : 51gn1f1cant Qg < 0001) and shoWed the hlghest comparatlve_?vtl.
tff‘ rat1ngs.for self 1mprovement and vocatlonal schools and the :dfﬂj¥: L

. . loWes% ratlngs ior cosmetb\ogy and fruck*dr1ylng schools.~ﬁjjg»::¥"i
L I

//.r . ‘N f SN .

b T 5 . Slx PUt of 10 students cons1dered the1r chances of .

e
3

‘253 ’f-&d;}‘ : W"ﬁﬁxf?,h'apl'“h}df};"




«good“‘ only 5 p rcent felt‘tﬁgir;
H_Whlte students tended to be &&llf[’

7'“Eexpenses was the student s own 1nce

Alm [

f);}f'reported by 4 out of 10 studentJ;' txone—fourth c1ted

“_}parental support- wh1te students were more 11ke1y than the

b other rac1a1 groups to c1te these two sources, whlle nonwh1te
- —',':_., - ‘. ’ -3 o : L
B ‘._‘students were more 11ke1y to haVe been rec1p1ents of BBOG or ¢ j:f

e

'*=CBTA awards._ Black students were four t1mes more 11ke1y than
5'°fwh1te students to have reported a loan or deferred payment..'
- dS1ng1e and marr1ed students were three tlmes more lakély than,.=}}l
‘Sstudents w1th the mar1ta1 status of "other" to c1te famlly |
support for‘fhelr school costs Women were tw1ce as 11kely
has men to cite famlly support and were more l1kel& than men fpfﬁjt;*
to’ have been rec1p1ents of BEOG or CETA awards. Veteran s a;héiiif
‘ d;;beneflts were reported by 10 percent of the*students and by :
28 percent of the men.” BEOG CETA Soc1a1 Secur1ty and other
:m'“:forms of federal as51stance were reported by less than 10

3:;5{23,;Per°ent of the students respectlvely‘ g "\*_jf?,: ;";A_fa :*?th:
| ' leferences 1n sources ‘of flnanclal support among the’ |

‘ftypes of schools were somewhat 1nf1uenced by the proport1ons-'};;.j
t:e}";fﬂofraccredlted schodls wlthln each group, s1nce only accred1ted U

a";schools were elaglule to par!1c13at 1n most federaJ RN S

v .




Qf the szudenns enlblled an. accredlted schnol 3
’ hﬁﬁ.BBOG oT. SEOG muards.,lﬂ percent reported Eﬁteran

NSRS - -

repmrted Natlonal Dlrect”Student Loans.. However, 13 percent ’

'i thé students in unaccred1ted schools reported the use of

d"iystude ts$1n the sample.

”ﬂ:Future Expectatlons and Work Attltudes

Almost one thlrd of the students expected to atta1n at

r

'131east a bachelor 'S degree as the1r hlghest leVel of educat1on° ' ;

‘-'".only 13 percent d1d not expect to advance heyond a hlgh
S school d1ploma.- Half of the students expected thelr hlghest_

'gflevel of educatlon to be a technlcal or us;ness d1ploma br

L*,h;ﬂfﬁa two year degree.p Men generally had hlgher levels of expecs.

__________

’”~fnftat10n than d1d women (p_-‘ 0002) * Chlcano and Spanlsh-v

B ”speaklng students had. ‘the lowest expectations Cg < 0001) s
;":iff Vocatlonal school students had the hlghest expectatlons and _-’“'
,;;barber students had the 1éwest” CE,’ 0001) i\ 71l. i" y‘ \?f' 7

z;f;g When asked what type of school thex_mrght attend in thea

future ‘more than 90 percent responded ‘ Of these, a little -

y

Qf;*fii;more than half 1nd1cated a publlc 1nst1tut10n,'one~th1rd ‘a

fprlvate school, 5 perqent home studf% and 7 percent, “other Mmoo

Threqbout of 10 would attend a,two;year college, a. foursxfar o

, 0118 ke. or a \”'f gl techn1ca1 school respectlvelég
ey . L -
. Vit . s ) BN - ’
[z ".av- . N : .‘.'W ‘?’ . o B T
yie D Iy :. ‘




L . than $3 000

"vjexpectatlons

scworklng Just

h'expected npt

Whlle-almost

$12 000 1n 3

.expectlng an

: g
’%tudents,ﬂand'whlte students, reSpectlv

. i

T‘? The student¢ were asked to- rate 51x ]ob characteristlcs
ﬁon a 4 step scale from "ot 1mpertant" to "very lmportant.

>Interest 1n the JOD (d01ng work that is; en30yab1e) was rated
N
'the h1ghest by students 1n all the schools and was the

| ifvcharauterlstlc 1east dependent upon the difﬁerences*ln school

"l‘)l y

:7type. leferences 1n thlS JOb characterlstlc hy sex marltal o

hstatu:, agﬂ 0T 'Ace were. nc” -1gn1f1cant.= : :A;vf;-




Belmg well-pa1d was the ecnnd most 1mportant cha—ac- ~f-r27=ﬂ

"“ﬁfeuast1c in all except the barber schools where 1t wa:z third

pitsind the. value of "co workers.“ leferenCes by sex,,mmz’~' )

‘Ju

s L status and age were not elgn1f1cant, but dlfferen:es V. .

*>'{j5rmr*'Were Black students f=ted th1s characterlstlc hagh;r

 tham d1d the other groups,.amd wh1te students tended*t: raxe ;ﬂ;

-

‘ﬁ{:p“f}'zx nower than d1d the other students (p < 0001)

fCo-workers (work1ng Wlth people they 11ked) wa% ranked '

thlrd in 1mportance.3 Thls was less 1mportant for truck-

» *

» h:v ﬂ drvvers and more’ 1mpo;%ant for barber and cosmetology stu~f
L dents. WOmen tended to rate th1s hlgher than d1d men
g f; (p = 005), but othe* d1fferea_es were’ not slgnlflcan_+ : f

Independence and respgn,ln1l1ty Cbe1ng tmelr own ooss

_ and be1ng responslble for maklng dec1s1ons) weTe: two charac-

ter1st1cs that v1rtua11y t1ec for fourth place 1n 1mportancee g

o
oy

Independence was the least 1mportant of all characterlstlcs

e

--for barber students;; Respon51b111ty was the least 1mportantv
caf" the characterlstlcs for -truck- dr1v1ng 'students. Men ;\n:
‘tended to place more 1mportance on 1ndependence and respon-
s1b.l1ty than did women (p_ 0008) - The 1mportance of
.: 1ndevendence tended to 1ncrease w1th age (p_= 0005)
Ch1can4 znd Spanlsh speaklng students tended.to g1ve mrre l'.wijf_
| 1mportance to 1ndependence and respons1hlllty than did the_ |
o other pp - al groups {Eﬁs .001 and p_< 0001 respgct1vel 7).
o Job cecur1ty was the least 1mportant characterlstlc .

3 |
B A except among barber and truck dr1V1ng students.‘ Wh1te<

' fclear_terhun{, cu a-sign less impe cance

g




-

e s

ffjto 3on suaurlty than dLa.any“of ‘the. other'racral g:oups : [uwg‘~
< mmmy. C R |
‘ffCogparasnus of Proprlgtary School Studentc'to Othgg Stuﬂlmts

uobteinlng further understandlng of the character1§t1z:>of '

uoiparatlve data fer sone 1tems were awallable thrangh

"'-_the Amencan College Testlng program (Ac:r 197Sa. 1875b) -
h1111n01s h1gh school an& commnnlty college studentS*for t&e

ﬁ197 -75 academlc year. The samples for beeth - of thsse grmups

lflncluded but were also,11m1ted to, all of the students

t~ltak1ng the ACT assessment that year.‘ It 1s llkely that°sune~

of the acu_t," part t1me students 1n the commun1ty-college=
d1d nc - take the ACT test and hence were not 1ncluded in the

summary vaV1ded by the ACT.- Slm arly, hlgh schnol students

7*rnot plamnlng to attend college may not have taken the ACT

',‘test. hﬂvertheless, these comparlsons were deemed usefm_ in

3propr1=tarY schaol’ students. \»;f;:’i" _f R ,‘

. i
Demqgrgphlc and famlly background 'While'womem sut-

';lnumberen men 2:1 1n'3Pe proprletary sec*or,,the rat_o SEES

'almost even in thek®gh school and communlty col-cge IRpuiE~

tions, Wlth only sightly more WOmen than men.

P*opr1etary schoolQ‘kudents were generall older zzd

‘WeTe much less ccnwentrated 1nto ‘an- age cohort than vers

- -ther 5% the otisr w0 populat10ns.~' “\

A much large* proportlon of proprretary school studen:s :

was found to be nonwhite (57 percent) than was Teported for

the hlgh snhoo] U1 :omnrn1tv follepe Jugenty {1y end L2

N

‘ percent resp,ectiv-;_-.;:; . Blacks, the 'Zargest mln_‘r— A

Ty
3
e
)

'



‘ff restrlctlve than that.put to :mw:proprletary 5chool students.3;f

. ctary schools were more affluent on the average

" H. - LA BRI . - Sy T

constltuted S percent of the commumlty c:ollegn freshmen, 10

percent of the hlgh school students, and 24 percent of the j
= _

proprletary school students Ly

A phy51ca1 d15ab111ty ias peported By 7 percent of the”

pr0pr1etary school students, but by only l percent of tMe

The dlstrlbuxlon by 51ze af the home coumunlty'uas

51m11ar for the twe sec2o rs, ezcept that the communlty

Y. [ SR

golleges contalned the .arger troportlon from cmmmunltles of

10 000 to 49 999 populallonzwhale the proprletary sehools

\had the 1arger propertlon from cities of mbre than one m11—

‘- Communlty collegessenrolled a larger proportlon of tnelr i
s::udents from mlddle mcom& famxl:Les thsn d:Ld the proprletar)r \}?
scnool and the latter enrolled la:ger'pruportaons from the -
lower and upper 1ncome levels. Both seg zoTs . enrolled grea:er
pronortlons of student< ~rom famllles wrlnalncome under )
$20 000 than was foumd among tne hlgh.SCﬂOOl students. How~‘5

ever, when 1ncome was con51dered w1th1n rac1a1 groups, ‘the =

' 51tuat10n changed szlmost the same proportlon of whlte'

students w1th famlly 1naome ucier $7 50¢C was found in the
pronrletary schonls as f pour]oin Thk xuamunlt/ colleges;
st thas level, the o 'p tetary schcol students were-
genera11y~the morp a-fluant Black students in the prop

.

han black :

-

t
CA
3
s
b2

31
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-

:._,students 1n the communlty colleges.»_vh

'*‘afln-the preprletary sector can be explalned by the greater

to have come from smaller h1gh schools than d1d c[E%

. c:unt for at least part of thls dlfference hetween the twou_

Thus the generally lower level of fan}ly 1ncome found ;j

w1

’z,pruportlon of nonwh1tes, ‘with thelr generally lower 1ncome,157»3-

‘

femmollea 1n those schaols.

__gh school baggg;ound Almost equal prOportlons of

_oed‘Publlc hlgh schools.f Proprletary school stud‘gi',';

7

:college students, except that the reverse was £hund fh%; L

'sfudents from the largest hlgh schnols. However dlfferences

in thls response bY age and race. of the students could ac- 55'
/

secTors. - o -ﬂ : o -: TP A

Prmprletary school students were only sl1ght1y 1essaﬂf“ff

'-1k.1v then community college freshmen to have heen in a

BN
=oliege- preparatory currlculum in hlgh.school, even though .

nonwhlte students were, much less 11ke1y,to have heen 1n a
_nllege preparatory currlculum._ ’ o

A 1arger proport1on of propr1etary~school students

' reported a hlgh school grade average of “B" (3.0) or ahove

the» was reportec 1y the community. college freshmen.h Equ‘
Propdltis~s ~oartes a graile average helow e . 0) ' Thisv
Zinc..ng was Lzzspendent of sex. However, the dlfference
eetween the twc- sectors mlght he 1ncreased 1£ compared hyilﬂ:ﬁ

*ace i%inCE blzzk students in che proprletary sector were_

*ougg to have _,ported muca lowers,;

30

de averages than d1d‘f‘

- propr1etary schogl and communlty college students had attend-7 ';f -

o



ﬁﬂﬂﬁf

f.{the other rac1al groups. Both the proprletary schnol and

- likaly as the hlgh school populatlon to have rated the ade~f“:

‘thg- -chool experlence.-

"_ff:commnnlty college students reported.much lower grade averagesj7gffjj
'?;tham did the populatron of hlgh school students.d_i{ :
With only sllght exceptlon, the pattern of part1c1pat1on735

“in hlgn school extracurr1culax act1v1t1es was 51m11ar betWeenz'

3 N

i~cnn51dered separately for men and women, Although the pattern

B ,of actlvdt1es was 51m11ar, larger prOportlons of ﬁhe pr0pr1-

<

'etarv school students tended to report part1c1patlon in the

act1v~tlee than was reported by the communlty college fresh-

o

jrcprretary school students we e only two chlrds as-

R :

smacr of- the1r hlgh school educat1on above average._“No,”“"

¢i<f=rence was found between the proportlons of the two

»

pmnclatlons g1V1ng below aVerage ratlngs._ (These data were

' ‘not ngal_able for the communaty college freshmen ) In both

groups, . stude%“f}rom college preparatory currlcula gave

higher rat1ngs than d1d the others., Llﬁew1se, Black students
in the proprletary sector gave lower ratlngs than dzd w%lte |
students Controlllng for both.of these factors would tend ’

‘to reduce thls dlfference 1n the reported adequacy of the

', i N /
. X - . -\ S T Lo i . B

S s

'uxnerlences after hlgh SChOOl ~In. thie“and foliowiﬁgLA

conpallsons between proprletary school students and\?ommunltye

_the prgprletary school and‘communlty college populatlons when;njl_-ﬁ



gh~school Thlsfhecessarlly 11m1ts further comparlsons.,g:;:jf‘:;

::Proprletary school students and commun1ty college fresh-»"

men;showed almost 1dent1cal pamterns of dlstance to the'

o

,school they attended (orthad planned to attend) from where B
theY had 11ved when they had dec1ded to-attend thatvschool. f{.v,i:

ffﬁ(; Exper1ences w1th1n the school. fThe commnnlty college

5¥freshmen were more 11kely to have reported plans to be full-:-n

'tlme students than was found to Be the case forhthe a ual
o - —
' attendance of the proprletary schoel-students.

-.school students who had 1nd1cated plaas to attend‘a voca‘»-""

t10nal techn1ca1 school were s;mllar to the propr1etary

o

school students in the proport}on plannlng to enroll full
S tlme.;z lf'”ﬁ': ‘,-;gé _ K 1g-~. S :
Communlty college freshmen were less llkely to have.j ,zuﬁ“&;

reported plans to enroll 1naa nlght program than was found

»
R

- in- the actual attendance of ‘the proprletary school students.-;'
?ﬂlgj{jtv~ Communlty college freshmen were tu1ce as llkely to hatg

reported plans to l1ve W1th.the1r parents whlle in’ school as-

03

was found’W1th1n the proprletary sector. The generally older 'h . .

4

f ﬁ:“_; populatlon found 1n the proprletary sector would aécount Qt

least partlally for thls dlfference.

The communlty college freshmen were. more than tW1ce as;)i :
llkely to hav%.expressed 1nterest 1n part t1me employment -
L .

whlle 1n school as. were. students in the propr1etary sector.

PE
TR N .

Communlty college freshmen were only sllghtly more_*

11kely than proprletary school students to have expressed a. \\

-----

5_?';h;' need to improve study sk111s and re 1ng skllls.; Communlty lj,if




. ﬂacollege po ulatlon to those enrolled

‘-;college freshmen, however were twlce as. llkely as proprl-;

v,

r%?etary school students to- have expressed a need to 1mprovei~"

'fgpwere also tw1ce as llkely to haveﬂexpressed 1nterest 1n

:V?feducatlonal and vocat1onal counsellng, but were only sllghtly

';more llkely to have shown 1nterest in. personal counse11ng.
;:The total populatlon of h1gh school students showed‘more
nterest 1n each of. these areas of exPressed need than d1d
students in e1ther the communlty coIleges or. the proprletary.

':3schools.’ These responses may haVe heen 1ess a measure of

“:;,actfgl’need, or relat1ve need than they were of an awareness, e

r

of. need or’ des1re to- 1mprove in. these uays.

The propr1etary school costs, unadjusted for the 1ength
'[;of the program, were generally 1ower than the school costs uﬂ“

:"1ant1c1pated by the total populatlon of hlgh school\gtﬁdents

: and Were generally hlghsr than the costs ant1c1pated hy

B those students who attended a: communlty college._'

Future expectatlons.l The‘proportion of students not

-v.plannlng to go heyond a’ two*year degree clearly 1ncreased in

L mov1ng from the hlgh school populatlon to the communlty

r'h'ry school students reported educat1onal asp1ra-

\".

J_ d\ar_yroportlons of commu‘lty college freshmen L

! .

.9.,

| proprietary schools. L

e

~§T;;mathemat1cal and wr1t1ng skllls.~ Communlty college freshmen TR
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e f_-,;j' Conclu51ons

G-

The f1nd1ngs of the study support several CQDCI“SlonS'”
i;f;l The character1st1cs of students enrolled rpw
proprletary schools vary markedly amongathe ;;”'
;;;pf7gi'l ' types of schools. Conclu51ons draun from v

stud1es of these students Wlll he dependent _l

St upon the types of schools 1ncluded 11! %he
o study sample. , o |

I

:vaﬁ Pr0pr1etary schools are seen as’ avenues to new*ff
~or 1mproved employment opportunltles. Studentsgfv'

s I

are less llkely to enter propr1etary~schools

ioaﬂf - -d;{[ﬂf to. enroll when thgae lS ‘a need for employment
S or a. de51re to obtain hetter employment._ Theht
' avallahlllty of practlcal 1nstructlon in- |
SpeC1f1C, occupatlon related tOplCS ontwelghs
' other con51derat1ons 1n the cholce 0f a school
The lesser 1nfluences of cost avallablllty of
f1nanc1al a1dA and the Joh placement Capablllty
of ‘the’ school are all more 1mportant to the .
lower 1ncome‘students than to the hlgher 1ncome |
e students. ,: R ,-A- ‘ .v;; | |

3. The f1nd1ngs 1nd1cate that proprletary sch:ol :

. '
Ly e - - .

RN ,_students are less llkely to come from mlddle-

class fam111es than 1s true for collegldte

about the students who attend resldent, proprletary ﬁchools.L“

dlrectly from hlgh school ‘but are more llkely;_::m',y




?fftlons, 1n the large number of parents who had

“:not cont1nued the1r‘ed“§?t1°n beyond h1gh“'

-ﬁffschool and 1n'the 1arge representat1on Of

”Anonwhlte students.g%;g.«“'

A"Astudents in these schools.h Cons1dered W1th1n»

N o
- N L

| generally h1gh 1eve1 of satlsfigtlon w1th thej"

qua11ty of the1r 1nstruct1on, rat1ng 1t h1gher

than the quallty of thelr hlgh school 1nstruc-:ff

they are necessar11y accountable to thelr stu-

dents 1s g1ven credence bv the 1arge proportl_nw‘
of students who c1ted former students as thelr,“:j}ﬁ?

source of 1nformat1on about the schools.uf

7 -

The generally 1ower fam1ly 1ncome found among

v.\‘

11y less affluent than communlty college

'students, but are st111 11ke1y to be 1ess

~

s1t1es.- Even 6~th thelr overalhxlow level of~.w_£ffft

1ncome, these students donnot enJoy the sameg

'explo1tat10n, However, the students have{a L

’ tlon..AFurther, the c1a1m of sch0014pwners that

.
.

: raclal groups, these students are no§ necessar-:',_gl'

affluent*than students 1n coIleges and un1ver--,_7h<"'}




s

| sectbr. [fi’fdﬁ f‘;ﬁ 'Ah pfkn

degree of state and federal support for the1r

oy
educat1on as is. ava1lable 1n the colleg1ate

B

Propr1etary school students and communlty col- B

lege students are generally 51m11ar 1n the1r

hlgh school background as ev1denced by academ1cc

performance, pattern of extracurr1cular partl-i'

‘l}’c1pat1on, and the proportlon hav1ng been in - a

‘. .7.;

. ence for some students, propr

) also appear to be prov1d1n‘"

i

college preparatory currlculum However the

larger proportron of nonwhlte and older stu-'

dents 1n the propr1etary sector may account for

some of the dlfferences that do ex1st between

students 1n&propr1etary schools and students 1ni

communlty colleges._.-

S

Wh1le prov1d1ng the sole postsecondary experl- ;hﬁ,gaﬁ'-'

,tary schools

ence for other students who have prev1ously
attended a colleg1ate 1nst1tutlon or who may

do“so. in the future. he f1nd1ngs that*a 1arge

number of the students had preV1ously attended .

f sbme other postsecondary schqﬂg and that a'

' students 1nd1cate that the propr1etary schools

7,are nox seen as part of an establashed, educa—"”

W1de range of ages was represented among the

g

o

' adJunct exper1* |
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o more secure in

2.,.Student mob111ty between proprletary, prlvate ’

,ﬁ Hav1ng a Job thatils 1nterest1ng 1s a commonly o

held value among these students. However,

dlfferences in- the 1mportance of other job L

!facharacterlstlcs among students in dlfferent:;yy.ﬁ.“

types of schools and among rac1a1 age, and;f'h
sex“grouplngs 1nd1cate a’ d1ver51ty of valueiii ,
systems among these students.? The 1mportance

°f salary, for example, was: much greater for - 5
nonwhlte than for whrte students, as was also;hi”“
the case for Job securlty ThlS may be a |

reflectlon of 1ncome 1eve1 dlfferences or of

-

soc1ety~than do nonwhlte f&

students.'ﬁﬁ

_ ecommendatlons

and the programs they offer should Be sought to'-“’“:'

determlne ways 1n\wh1ch these educat10na1 re—h“'
sources can best gﬁ 1nfegrated w1th1n the post‘.u
secondary educatlon 1 structure to proV1de

maxlmum acce551b1113y and dlver51ty of . duc ;?

tlonal Opportunlty, gbth 1n IlllﬂOlS and'natlons'f

a11y.,ffi;k A \I

.5

cu1tura1 cond:tlons where white students fee1$h~gﬁjry
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v.should be stud1ed further for 1n51ght into

"lwould reflect the c1rcumstances of the

ffattentxon to therlmpact thlS mlght hhve on,
.fstate pOllCleS and 1nst1tutlonal programs.
A longatudlnal study (three to flve yeari) of
:}proprletary school students should be conduct- dy
ﬂ”ed to determ1ne student retentlon in the. - T
;,»fprogram, JOb placement rate, 1n1t1al career. _
‘"'deuelopment pattern, and longmterm satlsfac*"w
l"tlon with ‘their’ program A parallel study 1n
=g:the colleg1ate sector m1ght also be con51dered
lThe apparent attractlveness of the proprletaryl

’;fSector to. nonwh1te and nontradltlonal students',

ducat1ona1 plann1ng at the secondary andutu&:%;fh:
'-dfyear postsecondary levels. Part1cu1ar atten-
;”tlon should ‘be. g1Ven to the 1mp11cat10ns for
: alternatlve phllOSOphleS of educatlon. '
A study of students enrolled 1n homeestudy

. programs should be conducted It is” expected :

f'that these students mlght dlffer 1n several

1mportant ways from those enrolled in- res1dent

yprograms.. Further home study schools enroll
lfar more students than do resldentmgchools,

R but much less 1s known about them and thelr fl

. o'-’__

’students. :p.in;;-..-d'“ . .‘-hqf.‘pgrn |
ﬁDeflnltlons should be developed for reportlng

' :enrollment and programmatlc 1nformatlon that

i

e,

- -




°f,glate sector._

Thls wou d prov1de a more f-
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..'é.ylnwhatvearwereyouborg K w
v ol
4. Please mark YEGorNO reach questmn o

thamailin mdepeidd'

~ Mymtﬂmtal statas is:

g Yee "No

S i e AreyouaU S. citizen? -

. e Iz your. legal residence in Illmm.s?' -
Dm you attend hlgh school i in, ni-

. o —_ Have you served on actn:'e nnl;taryf

naia?

exemption?

N - duty')

ST $3,000-$- 5,999
L T8 600057499 . . -
T$7,500-8.8999 . o, v
ST 3 9000-11089° .

T $12,000-514,999

D:d you serve in Vlet N am?

.W}nchofthefouowmgbestdwcribestheoom- T
munity .in which you lived whllemhxgh school' R

(or when 14~17 yearsold) :-
.Farm or open country
. Less than 500 populatxon
500—1,999 o _
—2 000—9,999 T !
—.10,000-49,989 - o
——- 50, 000—249 999

250 000-499, 999

-"____.500,000-999 999

Morethanlmxlhon . . '-.

X Wlnch response beat eehmates your faxmly’e
,_»i_'total annual income before taxes: -

.z Less than $3,000

——-$15,000-$19,999

B ___.320,000 and over

___ ‘Do you have a phymcal dxsabxlity?' e
__ __ ‘Do your parents clmm you as a tax

THE INDEPENDENT PRIVATE' scnom. STUDENT SURVEY

limited ‘sample. of students asked to parhmpate ina statemde study ot,.
: ent'p scl':ool& With ‘your help:in answerlng these questxons, more atten-: o
be:given: to the needs and opportuﬁiﬁea of students like yourself. - R
mmBWer most: of the: questxons quickly by markmg an“X” in’ front of the best answer. If you :
re- ﬂ_ﬂeﬁthe best answer, make a best guess; “If some questions seem too’ personal, remember that your .. -
name'is not on this form ahywhere. Your pnvacy is completely protected Please gnve -an- answer to each;

. e

B0

‘8. thch of the followmg best descnbes the ocet
" - pation of your father and mother? (If pmsently,
" unemployed, retired, or deeeased; use a prevh

- ouf occupation). - : ; ;
___.Father Mother
MANAGERIAL OR EXECU- B

_____ _'____ HOUSEWI

7 What level of educat;on has. your hther nnd
. mother completed? (If you live ‘with or were"
.. raised by
‘" ents, answer this and the next question in terms -
- .. of the. persons most responmble for your. up- :
C -'_brmgmg) S o

,.;vFatherMother o P

. Exghthgradeorless €

persons ‘other than your natural par.

— Some high school-
-+ ‘High school’ graduate T ST
. Technical or bpdness school
- Some college 7 -
‘2-year college graduszs
4-year college graduate -

'!*irﬁ l’-—»lil’ ,!l:rlfsl”l;.

—___ Received advanced degree
Do not know " )

A nographer
a "; technician, etc.).

eramr,

. F OWNER
. -SUP

—————
P e
B ]
A ———

policeman,; etc.) -

AT ‘UNSKILLED (Gene;'al labor-__ B
/HOUSE HUS-" S

" er, farin labop
BAND

- Afro-American/Black -

SOR OR PUBLIC -
OFFICIAL (Oﬂioe manager, '

— - Somepost college schooling . i -

ERE " TIVE. (Business executive; -
S ° banker, store manager, etc.) -
2 = PROFESSIONAL (I.awyer, al
' engmeer, teacher, etc.) ° ST e

e’ . SALES ‘(Auto galesman, - de- o

R " .partment store-clerk, etc.) S
BNSEIE SEMIPROFESSIONAL OR .
R TECHNICA“L ‘(Secretary-ste-

programmer,_lab o

SEMISKILLED (Maghine op-: -
construct:on worker, o

Li.ED TRADES (Electric
Ry cxan, plurnber, carpenter, ebc.) v
_ SMALL _BUSINESS ~OR ~ .°

' . ‘Whlch of- the followmg best descnbes your -
. racial heritage: . o

—_ American Indian/Native Amencan/Aleu-, S B

. tian (Eskimo) .
_. Caucasian. Amencan/Wh.we
——— Mexican American or Chwano_
—:_ 2. Oriental American . .

_ ___ Other: i '-_ :

Puerto Rlc_an or Spamsh-Speakmg Anmr.' 3 ‘.,‘.L



'ljl‘;_'In what year dxd you
o (or grade school).

ey

”... .: . 4; . S f . ,-

THANK YOU, for sbanng thig- information. The,
\next set of questrons asks abo your/expenences E

\in hxgh school

->: "2 The lugh school wluch I atten ed was- a:
s\ .- Public high school )
\\-:. anate lugh school

( 1~3'.'»\€[‘he number of students in my lugh\school class ' .,

as:
__.__F'eWerthan 25

o ’__.___ 25~ 99 ¢ /

) ,'___a100—199 T R
LLlL200-899 . - . C

- 400-599 - ’ .

e L 600-899

E 900 or. more

14 I would descnbe my hxgh school)curnculum or

. _,program as:
. Business or commercisal
——=. Vocational-occupational
i, Callege preparatory ’
.. General . R
Other s et _

attend l&gh school

’ 1'5_; My overall lngh school average was
. a4 D-toD (05-09) .
: ,-,_..__..D to C~ (1.0~14)

-16£'Wh:1e in school (hxgh schbol or earlier), I dxd

o .-the followmg (mark as many as apply):
-~ Held 'a regular ‘part-time JOb (wmtmss

.. sales clerk, newspaper carrier, etc.) .-
. Held ‘a full- tlme payrng job. durmg the .

" . summer

-"j'__'_'\Earned mcney by selling  goods/services

- Participated in a work-study, distributive

educatlon, or cooperatlve work pro- :

b ';_..__ Started my own buswess or service . ..
Supemsed the work of others

.ganization " - . N
None of these : ’

17. My. ‘class rank. in lugh school was (1! you are_

-.not sure, give your best estlmate)
, Top quarter- .- = .
"~ Second’ quarter.

— Third quarter *

_ Fourth quarter

Managed the-firancial aﬁmrs of some or- '.

¢ yo participated: s :
. : Instrumentahmusxc ( nd;: orchestra)
_-Vocal musi .
—_ Student go ent : S
——— Publications (newspaper, yearbook hter- o
. ary magazine) . - .. L
Debate . - - ' )
- Departmental clubs (scxenoe club math :
-+ 7 club, ete.) .
 —— Dramatxcs, theater .
* '—— Religjous organizations .
.. ———- Racidl'pr ethnic organizations

' ,! .{____ IntRamural athletics

A Varsity athletics - -

- _. Political orgamzatnons o .
— Radio-TV ° .
——Fratemty soronty, or other soclal clubs
Speclal interest groups (ski club, sailing

teams ete.)

txons

Ll tron was:
" . Very poor - L
- . Below.average !
Average
- Good- o _
: Excellent S s
' THANK YOU. The next questiona concem yom} '

19 How adequate do you feel your hlgh school edu- .

'expenences after leavmg‘lixgh school
20 Which one of the followmg best descnbes what

- you did: your first year out of" lugh school?-
Mark only ONE response: s ,

Got a part-time job "

Got a full-time job.

' Went to a college or-school .

- Couldn’t find steady employment

Joined the military service. -

-Martied, 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 a2 by the next etc
None" -

- Public 2-year commumty oollege

... Private 2-year junior college =
~— Public 4-year college or university -
—— Private 4-year college or umversxty o
Pubhe vocational/technical ‘program . -
‘(after high school) o

. -school .
i -, Home study—(i:orreepondence) school
: Other _

. 22. What were: you d mg at the tnne you demded o

. to attend your present (this) schwl (mark .
~ —the smgle best. response. ) T

S - Working full-time ' .

- Working part- time

_ Going to school -

~'Unable to find- employment

51 . ' __ _In the military service

~— Keeping house, carmg for chxldren
Other -

- club, judo. club, card sectlon, duill - S

School or’ commumty service orgamza S

~ Private. vocational/technical, busmess S



.. 26.

'I‘HANK -YOU. These. questlons now. ask about PR
. your present experiences i in thls school : -

"':-.27'Iamenrolledasa . - "

T 28

25.‘
v 8

. — —— ———

= More than 100 xmles

2.

Friends who had attended thxs school

T -~ High school counselor or teacher . oo
“Yellow Pagee‘,"-..-,_- '

e Advertisement . (TV,.
-newspaper,- etc.)

et ——— Representative from the school
.__..._Pubhc agency . ' . o
Other — — W PR

S-—Somewhat Important

e e e Locatlon of the school

e -Offer of financial assistance .

——- Specialized program '

Reputation of the school o

Length of time required - -

‘Job"placement ablhty -

— — Cost of the program ~ . °
'Emphams on practxcal tralmng .

thch one. of the followmg be(st describes your

e rm— c——

——

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

Learmng new skills to obtain a promo-
"+ tion in my present job

a specific ]Ob
i Other::

- Full-time student-
Part-tnme student

..I attend classes pnmanly durmg

= Day . .
.- Evening’ | :
- Day and evening .

i

sk

X I am presently Living: -

- _Withmy- parents or other relatrv{e}-
~In my own home or apartment . -
__,-___ In housing provided by the school
Other: ___ '

' "How many hours per week are you workmg

L whrle going to school: -

None

1- 5

6—10

1'1-'-15 S
—_—16-20 o, .7 -
21225 o
. 26-30

31-35 :

Mope than 35

oy

How dld you leam about thm school" (xnark
' -as many ashpply) : .

N—Not mportant S

. 'Convenient starting date Coa

General-self-lmproVement not related to' :

How unportant Were each of these reasons m_ -
. your decision to attend this school? ‘ '
:-_V—-Very Important.

e,
.. tional choice:

8.

33,

S B4,
vmost important goal in attending this school? i N

,—_—

o attend

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

1_

11-15-_.
_,___16—20 k e L
z 0 i : ‘ .\. o - _" I ;"-
Morethan 35

Whlch of these services are. helpful or would be .
helpful . to you if. provrded by the school you
Fmancml md eounsehng '
—— Finding a place to live o
——. PFinding a day care center "

—— Finding a part-time job while in sohool
" Finding employment after eompletmg i

the program : - )

Mark. any of the follow:rng 1tems Whlch apply-
to you: ' L
I need help' deciding on my educatxonal

and vocational: plans - :

. writing . :
I'need . help in-improving my readmg
" speed and comprehenmon - ’
I need help in improving my study elnlla
——_ TIneed help in’ nnprovmg my mathematx-
-cal gkills' - A
—— I would' hke personal counselmg

: The total amotmt: of my tmtxon .md feee for 7 )

" the entire program is:

i  $1.501-2,000°

— % - 1- 500
T $°501-1,000 - .. .
$1,001-1,500 © i)

© $2,001-2,500
. $2,501-3,000

'35._

g6,

More than $3,000 ’

,.The length of my progrem at thm school is
- 3 months or less . - -

— 4-6 months o
___-_'. 7-9 months v
. 10~12 months
—___ 13-18 months
19-24 months -
More than 2 years

- ,. , . ".'
How much of the program | have you completed
—One-fourth or. less ,
—__One-halforless - ..

—_ Three-fourths orless

Moré than three-fourths

How sure are you about your present occupa-

I am very sure

= _Tamfairlysure =~ * . =

. 38,
~.of program of study:-

52

Iamnotaureatall

How satisfied are ‘you thh your current choxee B

1 am very satisfied
1 am fairly satisfied
. not satmﬁed

',Il"

‘T-need. help in- expreeemg\ my - :deas m



. g___Loan or deferred\ payment fmm the )

RS P

AN

I .

o

Veryhkl

" e—Unsure
Li__ Not llkely

pay. your school expenses: .
‘BEOG .or SEOG
_Veteran’s Benefits .
~——DVR or Social Security *
—_CETA (MDTA) - .
~.—.State Guaranteed Loan
-~ -NDSL -~ .

!} ., v

'--.'school : e

42,

— . Otherloans«

Federal work-study’ program
—___"Parents, : spouse, or other relative -
My own savmgs and mcome -
Other

" your high school:

: Much worse than hlgh school

E _ "__ Slightly worse than high school

, ;'43

44;

_ About the same as high school
. Slightly better than high schoo }
. Much better than hlgh school

XS | would rate my chancos of getting a: ]Ob aftera
-~ finishing this program of study as: .

~—Pretty good:
. Average .
Not too good

'Check the one occupatlonal category that best ,
. fits your immediate goal and the one that beat .. .
fits your long-range goals ) :

Immed-.

Long - 4‘ '

mte Rane

-UTIVE (Business executlve,
-banker, store manager, etc.)

engineer, teacher, etc.).

partment store clerk, etc.)
- SEMIPROFESSIONAL - OR

: .:. " technician, etc.) - _
i i 'SEMISKILLED (Machme _
S operator, construchon worker,

te.)
SMALL BUSINESS OR
L 'FARMOWNER

" policeman, etc.). v

" borer, farm:laborer, etc.)

ol

1’-,40. How hkely are ‘you to complete tlns program

PROFESSIONAL (Lawyer,_'
SALES (Auto salesman, de- .

- TECHNICAL (Secretary-ste- .
nographer, programmer lab :

_ 'SUPERVISOROR PUBLICZ
_OFFICIAL (Office ma.nager, g

,How does the quahty of instruction at your' e
present school ¢ compare with the mstructlon at. -

MANAGERIAL OR EXEC- -

;SKILLED 'TRADES' (Elec-
tnaan, plumber, carpenter,

HOUSEWIFE/HOUSE HUS:
" PRI BAND i

" Mark all of the following: whlcb are helpxng o

ae

. UNSKILLED* (General la-'

THANK YOU. These last queshons ask about

- your future plans,. . .
45 What is the lugheat’ le_vel of educahon you ex- R

-

pect to. complete:-

——_.. High school dlpIoma

——-Vocational or technical proaram o

S e

—-.._"Business school diploma.
—_— Two-year college degree:
—— Bachelor's degree .

: s— One ony 2 years of graduate study (MA,

e

" __. Publi
—— Private. vocatio

i

'_ 47.

K

‘ete.)

',-,_-',“'.___meeasxonal level- degree (PhD, MD

- LLB, JD, efc.) "
Other -

It Ishoulddecxde to go schoolagammthe
future, I would probabl)’:o attend (mark only

‘ one)

Pubhc 2-year oommunity college
—— Public 4-year college or university -
— Private\4-year college or umvermty B
ocahonal-techmcal school
ical or buamees
-college or schi
" Home study’ (correepoﬂdence) school

Other:._

.What was your annual income before you ‘en-
" tered this program: and what income do you .

expect to-earn. after 3 to'5 yeara Irom now?

_ Before After

 cam——

Notworkmg
__.Lessthan$3000-j:{-'
——$3000-5 598 / °
——-$6,000-$ 7,499 ©

e $7500-$8999 |
o $9,000-811999" . ..

48, H

‘___$12000—$14999 o,
i $16,000~-$19,999 . - - = - .
—— $20 000 and over . R

———

o T

Private 2-year junior college B g S

How unpo;tant are each of theae ]Ob character- =

istics to you:

"N—Not Important

S—Somewhat Important
I—Important -
. V——Very Important w
N- S I V ’

EY

R — Co-workers (workmg thh peo

“ple'I like)
_.'.'.____ Independence (bemg my own
. * boss, doing the work as I

" . want with nobody watchmg :

. over me)

_.,_____ Interest (work that I enjoy
doing, that -is mterestmg to . .

me)

K _ - __..__ Job Security (having a. steady

© e

<. . ‘.job'even if the job is not-:

especially enJoyable, having a - -

" job where wduld not be -
“fired

°

L : a ble for making decisions and

: ' " “for the work of other people). -

= —o i Pay (b)emg well- pmd for my
o wor o

For what specxﬁc Occupatlon are you prepanng
o now?

T ,

' TI-IAN K YOU very”ﬂ&uclﬂor your tﬁne m answer-
' mg all of these queetlona .

‘5g

; oL L e
B T (N

. ) 2L
g g e Responmbnhty (bemg respons» .

5

A

)

"l
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(Percentages exclude nonrespondents)
AeBarber. ‘B-Business; C-Cosmetology, D- Self Improvement
v -Tﬁuck Dr1V1ng F‘Vbcat1onal)

' - Response [T
LNl

”fﬁ¢58 .;i i

: Age”[1975 - b1rth year) 14 B e T T '5' S ". f.-i ,:?5 v
:.20; and under R T S T IR & R | 26|31 28 31 7'23'*" 5" 21

21225 Do Tl a8 2T 2T | 2800 :“,zz =194 40 29‘--""‘s
'26-30 ::;;;a{;~= e 22 1971017718020 119,220 - L
e T2t U280k 29 0280 27 e 40 7’33 -

?,Attended 111 h1gh school?
Yes' - S
vPhy51ca1 disab111ty7 :

“Farmior: open land'
;Under 500

50 ao.z4§ 699
fzso 000-499;999
500, ooo 999,999 "




CHARACTERISTICS OF. STUDENTSJHy
ED. IN RBSIDENT PROPRIBTARX‘SCHOOLS
S “IN ILLINOIS ;

;,'Summary of Data

. - Response [T
e N s

5,999 ot
27 500-$ 8. 1999
'$:9,000~$11,999 . .
. $12,000-$14,999 - °
'1$15,000-§19,999 - -
. $20, 000 ‘and: over_.u

”Father's_education.

8th grade or less’
Some - high school’ .
‘High ‘school graduate '
Tech. or bus., school *
.~ Some -college : Lo
. 2=-yr. .collége graduate S
4-yr. college graduate - .
'"Some. post-college . - - .*
.’Advanced degree. R
.."Do-not know" - . . ,

‘" Mother!s educat1on T

;fSome high Sc 0 ' .
. High" schopl graduate L
‘fTech. or bus. . school e e L

f4 YT, college graduate

. .Some post- cqllage

- Advanced degree.
Dovnot know

ather E) occupat1on

- ;Managerial _
 Professional :

- ' Sales,

. - Technical"

"L?QSem1sk111ed o

8killed- trades’ '~ . - -
" Smiall business or. farm A
v-SuperV1sor or: pub off1c1a1-»

#

4.7Househusband B
‘Mother's occupatlon SRR 1296 -
‘" Managerial T e
W Profess1ona1 N
JloSales: oo
=Technical - ..;V;(”?
Semlskifled 2

.Sk111ed .trades - e
 Small.business or farm.’

*Unskil}ed

“Unskilled - - .. B

78uperv1sor or. pub. ofr1c1a1 i:g’5ﬁ*

-

i T G e R U s




:CHARACTBRIS-ICSQOF STUDBNTS .
ENROLLED . IN® ‘RESIDENT PROPRIETARY - SCHO LS
’ ‘IN_ILLINOIS

- Summaty.of Data . -

Percentage

S

-f'R?§§9n531“3ﬁ7.>77a_ *?r;ff;fli».' Type of School
'}Menggﬂomen;~rota13 — —

ek e TN L

Spanrsh_Speaklng American
-Other.. . .

TGED equ1va1ent
I JCurrently in- GED program O ,pg,g
1. Years since attended his. .,"'  -
(1975 - year last attended) - 1400 -}
“ 7 Less than 2 years P

. 2-5 years y ;..ff,ﬁ
fv More than 5. years . ‘
2. ngh school attended was'}"*11357'7
",' Public.. oo R S
"t Prrvate:..t%

3. Srze .of h1gh school class © 1358 0 | -
g_;t_jLess than 25 S A
SULIg899 T T
w0 100-199 [ A
.1 200-399 . .t
L 400-599 - . - T
< 600899 =
900 or more e
"Hagh school currlculum S 1328
.. Busimess or ‘commercial: " © . -
1% Vocational- occupat10na1
R College preparatory
i General -
'EOt er. -

23~fH1gh sehool grade aVerage } 31345
Ci,o . D3to D (0.5-0.9) - R
¥ D.to G~.(1.0-1% 4) o IR B 5
1, C="to € (1.5-1:9). .. - ot p
“C to B- (2.0-2.4) . . .o
‘B~ to.B (2.5-2.9) © ..
“Buta A-"(3.0- 3’4)1;3_‘
\- to A_(3 5 -4, 0)

: :hzgh schodl I.'
a part-time.job: :
‘Held:a" full: time summer JOb
:.Sold goods or services - -
Was in work-study or- co-op
Started: my “own’ business.
Stpervised work. f-others“”
anaged finances of org.
0




T CHARACTHRISTICS OF STUDENTS. L
HENROLLED TN RESIDENT PROPRIETARY SCHOQLS.
| "€ . IN;ILLINOIS - . -

?'}'JSummaryﬁof_Data=-?"

-

S . o N J . Percentage ‘ 0 .,'
. Respﬁuse-\ '7‘:5 'ﬁ»»ﬁ’fia£:' t;h.iType o£ School _

o .'| Men Women, Total |—- - - — _v_’ —_—
B R | ,0C D E wF

B B AR .Q-isli-

*H1gh school c1ass rank L1309 e e T E e e
" Top: quarter oty e e 20000023 0022 0 9 72015030 -9 .32
' Srd quarter e oL 1 38 32 0 o33 | 40 ) - .35 40.. 35 ‘28 .-
- .4th quarter - - o - 0 10 . -6 .~ 7.} 11 8 .© 9 - -2 18 - 5,7

---c—-—-;.-n-——_-—’--___-- -------------

-H.S. exfracurtricular. act1v1ty 1400 ;'_ e O U
% No’ partlcipatlon reported R 116'” 17 ‘-ﬂ 16- | -11 .18 .20 8. 19 712"
One’ activity reported. S0 o435 300 32 |34 33 .36 17 47 26
+Two .activities: reported -_g,“'r»a16 - 19 18 .| 23 18 18 11'' 19:. . °19
.. Three- or ‘more:activities j- s f.33. 34 4.1 322 - 31 26 . ‘64 ¥5 43 -
Instrumentzi mus1c Kk *‘5 ~320, PB;-. 19 '14"'19,"16;"ﬁ2&
_Vocal music T “_' 14029 20 T24 ] 144 24 - 26 43
[, “Student government RPN 13,= ‘127 . 12 117 9 23..;
¢+ -.Publications © . . - o 1777 "18 17 -
*., V.- Debate = . TR B PR PR
.. "Departmental clubs$ ' S 14 .18 17|
.- Dramatics _ - : .16 17 0 16 o .-,
. »Rellglous organlzat1ons S 813 12
..~ Ratial ‘or ethnic orgs. _ 20 20 2
Z+ . Intramural athletics - ‘- - .| 24 14 17
. :Varsity athhpﬁ1cs RN S 37 .11 . 20
“ " Political q;ganlzat1ons T I I IR 14
+" Radie-TV o ;;4-.4;-3;,;:; 3
. ~8ocial :club, frat/ or soro. : 1 7. 100 9
.. - Special interest- growp - . | 20 21- 21
-2 -School or.community. service - . . 14 2T - 19 ,

-
&~

-
N

Lol 1= - S GBI H ~1 4 1O L 0

N

.-‘——--A-——--—--———--------------,-quj-.v-'--—I-—---——--?-. ------
9.' Adequacy of "h.s. education 1361 e
#Very poor ' .. B I A Y |
“‘Below averdge . . - - L e Sosnl 1 0 10 o100 e
AVerage DO e e ,:..40 .49 .- 46
i . Good . S e 3331 32
- Excellent =-“;t-g, R 9.3‘ 8 8.

Best descrlptlon of" act1V1ty o R f;'»'-_g he L
f1rst year out. of hlgh school 1335 AR B
...~ .Got ‘a part-time job - . Y -4 '
- Got-a full-time job ~ . LA
 ‘Went to a .college or: school -
. -'No steady employment -
-Joined military service -
;Marr1ed kept house T
fOther Lo

Other schoofs attended' C
F1rstoschool attended
- Nome,_ . i -
-Public 2- year
-Private 2- -year.
" Public 4- -year . ,
‘Private 4~ year .
'v'Pub11c voC= tech (after h s. )

B

T

‘Private voc-<tech.. or bus, Sch.~=ri%ﬁ’
'Home 'study” (correspondence)
Other P v 3, .

L e T SR T U T G
S OONUoOaORS LTI OO ]

e
LoV FHOoON ST




Public: 4+ syear “ .0 e
Private 4-year = = : o
Public voc¢- tech. (after h.s. 7):

Home:. study (correspondence)
Other’

‘Attended a th1rd school .

Act1v1ty at t1me of dec151on
.‘to attend this -school

.- Working full time . +
. .- “Working part.time -
" Going to school - 'ﬁ
- <Unable to. find employment
.. In.the military service
" ‘Keeping . house, ch11d .care
”-;[Other B - :

'Dlstance from school at time
‘of decision to- attend
".Less than 10 miles' . > -

10-25 miles | -*v.“,;fxﬁ -
“26- 100 miles’ Co
More than 100 m11es

Private 2-year .iu;,ﬁ":;' ﬁ?f“#i

Private voc-tech. or bus.,sch,; -

Other schogls aitended: . 31311'

- (single best: response) ..=.1311" f

Casese |

7

'school?
E Parentsv‘~.

- /Friends who had attended :
”‘H S. counselor ‘0T . teacher s
- ‘Advertisement . i
-School- representatlve
- < Publig agency 9
o Other:~

Very’ 1mportant
-’Soméwhat 1mportant
“Not jimportant = °

',s Y. 1mportant
ewhat 1mportant

'Not .important’ ' IR

. Very: 1mportant
jSomewhat 1mportant
~-Not" 1mporea

(multiple requnses) 1386

- Location.of school  wf;”ef7ﬁfi272i;
'Convenient sfartlﬁg.date~"9 IIZIi.q-

“Offer. of. financ1a1 a551stance 1184

. "‘.1 4‘. B "
| -4'1'

36 49

32 .31
'3'2' 2.0'

46 32"




T CHARACTERISTICS OF srunnurs O
ENROLLBD IN RESIDENT pnoprun'mmr scnoor.s
: i ;n*IN ILLINOIS: e

v"Speciallzed program R
;+Very ‘important e
:.Somewhat 1mportant

...~ Not-important
Reputatlon ‘'of the school
“Very important S
. Somewhat" 1mportant T
‘Not important. '
) Length of time requlred
, ¥A.- Very important’ - -
- .Somewhat 1mportant
.~ Not important ..
- Job placement: ab111ty
o Very 1mportanﬁ T ]
' Somewhat important = ._
.. - Not important .
.Cost of the program -
.. Very important 7
-Somewhat important: -
" Not ‘important . - ’
Empha51s, practical tra1n1ng
- Very:important: v :
‘Somewhat 1mportant v
Not ‘important:. ‘

. --_--.’-——---\-----------_-."-----—’—-

:26, Most important goal in -

. . . attending this 'school ' .
¢ Obtain skills: -find a job
' New skills: -~change-jobs

New skills?
Self- 1mprovement o

_ ~.Other
27 Enrolle& \y.
SR ‘Full- trme student
Part-time student

- -

job- promot1on___'k

Item v : Response
Descrlptlon , . . N
o - "" . w, 5 C
"~ ; v_.‘. I " ..4‘ B

“1190 |

L1218 |

»

%

‘:.‘___-----------------—_--_---..-——_- -----

.28, - Attend classes primarily in:
o pay

QQ} Presently 11v1ng

Evening -g;'v-_‘_ v:f:‘ 'f“:.H”:#
Day and_ e ning "}“~- 3“' St

" With parents or" relativesif;*-ra

3f’ " ‘In’own home or apartment.

- In school- prov1ded hous1ng S

Other L

- - - -— - -

.63

-79,giy
40=xkﬁ

@(ﬁ*a-

’3

33

.-.-';_5_0 ._;D'.fz‘_’
e
N .
.84 055 . 69, 760"
260 26 T 17 3424
L 100 18415 e 413
) AS. ,'64*'576* 58 . 65
4 .86 22 16 32 26
619 14 8 11
4 so~j‘4z§ 3733
.31 34 31 46 33 %
‘19 25 033 22 -_z7
58 47 45 267
24 27 2L 30 L33
18 - 26734 11: Al
,39¢f.51 29 38 ,
30" <31 . 33 38
*32. 18 39, z1
. 66 78 : 78. 671 707
25 17 16 ‘24 19
51 [:ss’f-sz? 35 ' 36
fa6 17 ° 457 21
117 T2 19 59
18 20 38 12 28

12.”

-A



TR CTERISTICS OF STUDENTS
R ENROLLED IN RESIDENT PROPRIETARY scaom.s
» ~INILLINOIS.

'4*i Summary of Data-l'

==

ST PR

Item

”fj;; Deﬁcrlptlon- p"

fRospomSe
- N

Percentage' -

tw

‘Men' Women.

Toiai,

0 ‘Type of School
B.C

_A?f 1DLM

%3‘

Hours per week worklng wh11e
~going to’ school ‘ :
,a: None vg, L
,.51 -5
q'v;_11}15~ :.f&‘
L 7-16-200
e 21-25"
L L 2630 0 o
o ¥31~35 o
- More ‘than 35

.—------------_-------------------------_

. i 1-5: o »
:‘,11 15H s R
- 16-20
-21-25
,_26 30 '4_'; L _—
Sy 31-35 o S
. More than 35

.helpfuX (m@Ptiple answers) c
_Financial® aid counseling.

 :Finding 'a’'place to-live
‘Finding a‘ day-care. cen;fr
v Finding a part-time: jo .
~Job placement after grad

Serv1ces w$ch .are or. would be

o %5
33.. Would like -to . have help in:.
. Expressing ideas’ in. writing
- Improving.reading skills
* Improving study sk1115
. Improving math skills.’
- - Persongl counsellng
- Tultlon & fees for program .
b $- ~1- 500" N
$501-1,000
,mv$1 001-1,500
1121 ,501-2,000 .- ... . ”
2,001-2; 500'=-;3 e
- '$2,501- 3 000, ' #~
» 'i;More than $3 000
.35« Length of. the program
ST 3 months or less =
4-6 months -
~7-9 months .
.010-12) months
% ©"13-18 months..
@,.v“19 24 months

Educational:vocational.plan

- 1387

u1"~ .
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CHARACTBRISTICS OP STUDENTSuv;”
BNROLLED IN. RESIDENT -PROPRIETARY: SCHO@LS
S IN:ILLINOIS AN

| vif"Summary of Data IR

BT IO o Percentage:.*‘?

S Response | - . .. ‘_'5;'7:,

iy et U Men' . Women © Total e
EEREERCEE It et AB

Type of School

Amount of program completed SRR FE O e B -
(at the time: of the study) 1348 A I . "_, F,_,-
. One-fourth or. less . .~ . . - 45.. 44 - 44| 34 W-Sl_.‘45{» 4

-One-half ‘or less$. - . . ) 29 22 - =25 23 220, 18" 13
_.Thrée-fourths or. less . - - ‘11, 16 - '149_- 20 15716 32 .
More than three-fourths- } s <17 - 14 . 21: -

; Certalnty of ocqupat1ona1

g ch01ce V

Very ‘sure -

Falrly sure

Not at’ all sure

38. Satlsfact1on with choace of R &
program of study - .- C 1372

.'Very satisfied e T
Fairly satisfied - Yoo
‘Not ‘satisfied* . ~ “

‘v-‘--------——-—-—-‘555--‘-—----~--“;---’-,

139; Adequacy of. present i;yooi 4_153B}

“Very poor: ' . - oo il 47 30’ 17 9. @i 2 L0
'gBelow average:;ﬁ'g‘ P - RS PR S 3‘;4 5.“]10*‘;)@_a;llgrt’zﬂ'='
ge. . T WL e oeibo 21 270 T 28 290 33 227, 7.4 25 18 ¢

i e o SR ( 54 39~ 34 34 51 <37

R R R L e e R LT LR

How" 11ke1yuto complete thlS e
ﬂ_program Lo 4 . 1373
L Very 11ke1y ' . L
~Unsure C L T S
-Not 11ke1y i _
241;- Whlch of the follow1ng are: -
helpihg to pay. school costs .
.BEOG ot SEOG.: s
Veteran's' beneflts :
‘DVR. or - Soc1al Secur1ty
~CETA (MDTA) PSR
,Snate Guaranteed*Loan g;.~;H -

RN .
oo

‘Qther - loans '
:Federal wprk study program

r

w

R e

Ora- e ’
CHNONFON AR

?»Perspnal;saV1ngs'and 1ncome

;-.‘ ......... '--—'——?‘-?P’)-.; R itk - - 4-'.--‘—':‘-f"'*"--;':;,;-f~'--"—i._"";'.f'~" ~
Qf 1nstructlon at = o) e oo jl'vll-,_lﬂfg\
chodl to 1nstruct10n T T T S R
] : 1342& R . N

. % .8 6. 37 -4 14
L8 g e 7 0 7 10
Coe 18 28 23 37_'_22 32 . 8 e
ST o424 019 ‘_:[21',‘_345 .14 18 -18..°16 -9

£ : Ljso 40, 44, 126" 38 <30 74., 26ﬂ u64 ‘

..."-'-_--.-d.-..-u---_‘.-.—'-_f ........... EENE

0 T
0 1544‘ 4 :
.8 ' 34 7115 .

8

4.

T

- -




B o4
"“CHARACTBRISTIGS OF STUD

'5fQ'"f”ﬂ¥'*i;'vﬁi';ﬂ}ﬁigifj
_BNROLLED IN RES%DENT”‘ROPRIET “'SCHOOLS

> Percentage 7:7..@L-~

Item '§ ,f:'f- | Response |~ T
Deécrlptlen : P N | Men Women Total |————= —
PR oo AT B €D

_{ffzzﬁé”of'Sphedi"

g o
s}

u43@"xRat1ng of dhances of gettzng a. f- B I A
.1, job after completlng school 1313 L e R A P
~Pretty good : _ A } 60 5§ s9 |83 -56 61. 83 -39 59 .
. Average .. T = 36 - 36.. 36 | 17: 39 - 34 117 . 51 36 -
},- - Not~ too good . o R R 5y s .0 -~ 5. 5 0. 10705 7
44., -Immedlate occupatlonal goal 976 |- o j} '
e ,Managerial - ) o1 14 SRR
“_Pro£e551onal S 22 . 22 .2
.. 8ales . . T o 10 o4
s ... Technical' ' . L.l 13 7 43 - 3
<o “Semiskilled T T - .

TN

qnosqum © L1 O LI A U~ B A
o

~N

.. N
TOHOAUMNH L e
‘oW

LOR® OWONRNUIOVO

: 5
i, . .8killed trades - - P .19 -10-
/;7’33 Small .business or farm ° o 6 -3
© . Supervisor or pub. off1c1a1 o3
" . Unskilled : . : B . S 1

o Housew1fe/househusband A .0 707
Long-range.. occupatlonal goal 1008 - oy
Managerlal . :
‘Professional
Sales - oL
Technical
.. Semiskilled S .
. . Skilled trades 7 - 4.'[
L Small business or‘farm ~f.. > -
Supervisor, or-pub., official-
.7 Unskilled .~ _"* :
1'Housew1fe/househusband : N

. — : B
RN O\N O
S

o'
ot
»
o=
o~
LN
-
. ,\, _
<~>h§/r'-

[N E

r
Z
o
o
[
)
(SN
—

Tt
-
" Y

e
wheaq

o We L aHC
n

9
2
13 .7
22 13
-4 5
0
3

N
RN
NONENOVLWWWD OOV
~N

;45.-‘H1ghest level of educatlon e _ A A _
- . expected.te complete X 1310 T A RRTE I :
. High school. diploma - . {1 o 14v.0 13 40 17 12 -0 19

- ‘jVocatlonal/technlcal prog. - 21 .23 . 23 1e51 -9 - 39 ]
. Business-school diploma -~ -~ - -|.22-. 19 .17 "} .9 30 15 10~
- Two-year college degree R 14 11 . 12| T9° 17 6
Bachelor's degree. oo f.200 .13 7 15 (-0 7
Master's degree .., .-+, ' .11 -9 " 10 3 2
Profe551onal*-PhD MD JD etc. a7 6 6. |..3 6 g
_ S TR M ,

. V_Other . E . . '»_%N v

g46;'lMost probable future’ ch01ce R P R v
“. . “of'school -(one response) 1288 | . L. o e e %
"‘Publlc 2-year college o e
 Private 2-year college -~ .© . -
v Publlq 4-year- college _ e
- . Private 4-year college’ =~ . . . -"
. * public voc-tech: school = -
‘Private voc-tech./bus., school". .| 20" . _ o
" ;. Home ‘study (corresponden?e) D e N S O
"o O;her . T
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o IVCHARACTERISTICS OF STUDENTS = - - |
ENROLLED IN RESIDENT- PROPRIETARY SCHOOLS
CIN_ILLINOIS =

Sugpary of Data»'éf.;Lu?h”

" Percentage - .

_ .-“Itemif&e:_vmwﬂ' ﬂ‘:Response‘
. Description ,. ... - - N.¥

Ll
e

| Men  Women - Total f——

. Type offSchooI'Ti:':

: D v

A? Annual Income before-enterlng T

©- .presemt school -.: . . - 1198
‘Not working S R
~-Less than gs 000 = f[_
4 3,000-$-5,999

. $.6.,000-$ 7,499 .
.. »$ 7,500-$ 8,999 - -
oy 8, 000-§11,999 ..
o %12 ,000-$14,999 .

e

15,000~ $19 999
) 20,000 and-over .
P Annual income expected after P
3 5 years L . 1226
Not working - -~ ° = ~-.. . . -
‘_ ess than.§3,000 Sl
°3,000-$ 5,999 o,
$ 6,000-§ 7,499 Ll
- - $7,500-% 8,999
.7 $9,000-%$11, 999 -
- $12 000-$14,999
. $15,000-$19,999.
o $20 000 and .over
48 Importance of selet?ed Job
' ‘characteristics:

Co-workers - . 3,12§Z. ”

Not 1mportant
-.Somewhat 1mportanr
Important
¥Yery impoziwdat
lndependence
; . Not 1mportant ek
4. - Somewhat. 1mportant
' Important - -
Very 1mportant
-Interest ;
" - 'Not important. .
Somewhat- 1mportant
Important i A
’*. Very 1mportant' -
' Job ‘'security. :
Not® 1mportant < CoE
' Somewhat- 1mportant “*~,, -
Important’ = . . -
" Very. important.
Rgspon51b111ty _
. ~ . -Not important .. L - .
¢ 4. Somewhat . 1mportant Lo T
o+ Important: .
: Very 1mportant ‘
. Pay - -
' Not 1mportant
Somewhat’ 1mportant,
Important

T -

12

9

_r Very 1mportant

i
1z Ts2
. 13 .4

L 24
15

'11"‘\:

11
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