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o o many sxgmf”cant pubhcanons that "are produced each year by the talented ETELL L. |
"' . . _' “ men 'and women of the Department of 'Healtk, £ducat10n and Welfare. [ » ' '*—5—:-:
¢ .. . ' hope that readers of this report ‘will be encouraoe%to investigate the . . -~ T T
. L. *  hundreds of other "titles which are produced for the pubhc by the ope?at- - ’
- - -1 F A e
t - - ifig. aoenaes Jof this Department. .- ' !
P> . . Adult Educatién in the Public Educatlon Systems is-ap area whij o <

o ] " ' this Department has long) upporteg, but which has ondy recently cpme o
o o into the prominence i, de rves, The appearance of -this factual study on - v A —_—
o . . -, this vitally important area should be welcomed by professionals and a)L f - T
F - * men alike~im, fact by -all those who are ynterested in, and concemed ith,
- ’ . the advancement of Amerlcah educatlon '
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' At the time of her death mOctoberJof 19745 lmogene, deranl aVaxIable of how they were eonduvited She con~
Okes was actively pussuing the possibility of bhshmg’her % tinued, “The methodology ‘used n our surve)} :shouldg,he e

. < semprehensive study of_adult education u._sg;ooL _presented inenough detail to make it poSSlblE,for others to *
' - sysfems Just @ month earher in Sepzember, 1974 the US. . beableto repeatthe survey.”
Office of Education had pubhshed a condensed version of In her will, Ms. Okes requesned me, to eomplete/arrange —

Education’ s Nationi Center for Education Statistics (NCES).  version that  is published here has profitted Zfrom the -
(That publication, eftitled Adult Education in PublchchooI technical and edltonal revj%ws oi thé already -published
_ Systems, 1968-69 and 1969-20, is available’ frogm iﬁe US.  abbreviated OE report but it 1s substanually different in the

her study, which }J;d been >ponsol'ed by the Office of -+ ments for pu’bhs}ung her full teport. This IThave dope. The

¥ )

Government Printing Office, QE.74-165, Stock Ne. 1780- ,length and depth as ‘wéll as. scope “of - thewntem.s In ¢
01323, 106 pp. It is now in its secord prlnt 2) ) ¢ . addition, this version has..bengfited from the efforts of an
The. “condense(d version" of the reporfg®ntains the basic  editor, Louise W. Knight.
T statistics %rathered by _thé survey but several other’ major Appreciation is also extended to David R. Summerlm for
7 sections of the report as originally written were ommed su»eessfu!ly coping with the¢ allenges of composmon v
™ (with length a consideration). This was a .disappointment to “With" the release for ppvate publication of Ms. Okes'

Ms Okes as she felt that the sections omitted— particulajly *  original 1972 manusmpt under the Freedom of Information
those which provided a richer description of previous surveys,  Act ,of 1974, this publicanen cannot "be construed as
. done in'the area of adult education, which presented anzlyles necessarily fepresenting the position or. policies of the U.S.

. and comparisions with other statlstlcs, and which described . Department of Health, Educatxon and Welfare. .

s /1 detdil” the methodology used b$/ NCES in domg this ‘§mogene Okes, alfhough personally finding the way-

. suwey were an integral part of the report and that therr  increasingly diffitult, made a gétermmed effort to meet the = .
presence increased the value of the survey findings for adult -~ responsibilities she ‘felt#owards professionals 1n the field of
educators and other interested readers. , P . adult -education, particularly those who had Booperated 10~

- Qne of*her first concéms was that her survey be thorough' oduce the survey and who had myested something -of -
"~ and well- designed. endug}r tq be repeated and thewresults used hemselves iff it. Ms. Okes put much effortinto wnting a
~in later years Her infent was tg help improve the guality of  /report, that would be as useful .as possible; If the reader at °
statistics ga(hered on adult education in thisceuntry. The " least finds her approach provocative, 1 am sure she woutd
omissiog - of her detailed secuons on. methedology .and have eoncluded that her efforts had been worthwhile.

analysis, from +the published repors-thésefore struck at the « - . . - \ h
- hearg_?o“ﬂ her _intent. Elsewhere -in her- professmna} €ofre— - - - -e o~ e F Layal Greef - A
- 'x ‘
*spondence she noted that “one of the frustrations in trying C 1600 Sixteenth St, N.W. * . |
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This is the ﬁrsl survey of adult educauon in the pubhc
" eddcation systém to-be conducted-by~the U.S. Office of

. " Educationt since 1958. The findings show that adul{ educi- o

tion is growing faster than-any"other level of educauog and
_that there are more*students in public,adult education (Which
has been defined hare to include elementary and secondary

1

-

schools and publu. communny‘and jumor colleges) than in ’

Iugher education. ’ Lo
, Despite the fact mal .the data presented in these pafes are
- not recent—they cover the years 1968-70~they are the most
comprehensive statistics of aduh education in the public,
+ educatiop system avallable as of t6uay. [Publisher’s Note:
‘fhxs remains true as of August 1976.] This study 1s also
important because 1t.1s one ofsthe few national s{rveys on
adujt &ducation containing mfmmauon from all of the states
and drawing on no other data to supplt:mem “the dala
gathered. All of the data reported on here were pruvnded by
. the states for thig survey.

Thxs‘survey came into cmslence)eﬁause of the coopera-
tive efforts of many, people. both®inside and outside the
govemmenl It was begun in 1968 by Morris B. Uljman,
. Wwhile fie wa$ serving as ‘chief of the Adult.and Vocational

- .

L

for Bducation Statistics (NCES)—which at that time was part
of the Office of Education.but which, has smce been moved
to the offie . of the ‘Assistant Secretqry of Education.
De-panmenl of Health, Education and Welfare; soon after it
~

- for tlie survey and-Dr. Roben Calvert, Jr. becames chief Sf

. theBfangh. "~ ~ o
© - The request for the - survey came%lside the
- govermment, fram Robert Luke who at the \ume was the’

% , executive dll’CClOF of the National Assocxatlon for Pubhc

-t School Adult Educauon (NAPSAE). The NAPSAE has since

. changed its name to the National Association for Public

. Contmumg and Adult Educahon (NAPCAé) Robert Luke is
_ «now with tht National Educauon Assoc:atmn )

. After the -Office of Education agreed to conducl the

! survey, the NAPSAE rramed James R. Dorland who*was then

~ s.the execunve‘&lrector of the Nationak Council of State .
affiliate of NAPSAE), to .

. Directors of Adult Educatron (a
., Yserve.as a liaison btheen the Office of Education and
‘ » NAPSAE. Ir addition, a. task force made‘up of members

' ﬁ'om“the affiliate group was appainted to proyide advice and
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L __‘AilthorfsPreface S

" Edu ation Surveys Branch (AVSB) of the National Center - “ndcal qualxty for the” [epon _and designed the analym.al

. was beg.un the mkhor of this report was. given responsibility  «

i

were James H. Flmg {who Served as ch‘urmarl!) John P.
Moran‘ofMame and Richard R. Gauner of Texay!
"While NCES has never before produced am:nsnluuonal
survey of public adult education as thorough ér’comprehen-
snve as this one, it has com}‘ucled otler surveys in the area;
N some, like this one. base ‘on data collecte'd trbm institutiorts.
and others based on data gathered from the adult students” v« «

. themselves.» Thése Jast are known as participation surveys. v
JIndhitutional surveys conducted by NCES'in the past have
covere;‘ adult education as 1t 18 pfacuced in colleges and~
universities and community. orgamzatmlis;

The Adult und \focauonal Educatidti eys Bramcl's -
(\‘Cl:S) first major pariicipation survey i adult education
was conducted in 1969. The survey was d‘esngnea by AVSB
but lhe data were actizally colfected for NCES by the Burcau
of_the Census. [Publisher’s Note: This same survey was also
conductéd in, 1972 and 1975. Theyréport of the 1969 survey

has been pnmed for lht’,—}econd tyme by lhewSGovun- .
]

»

ment Printing Office; (See p. 150 for reference.)

The author gratefully acknowledges the contribiltions of
Dr. K. Loyal; Greer, “who. serving as consulting Social
psycho]ogxs( for the purvey, established standards of tech?

'presemauon .
In AVSB, Nicholas Ossd helped comacl the states
/regardmg the assignment .of cdordinators and the initial
submission of retumns. Mrs. enev:;Dav:s and Juanita Chase
sefved in inhumerable ways Summer interns, James Hassmer,
Robcrt :G. Fellows, and/ Ronald Benenson, aSSlSled il
processmglhe dute- .
“The author is also grateful o thg many adult educators -~ -
“-and oxher pubhc school officials across the country who gave
unsummgly of themselves fo insure the success of the survey.
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- . Imogene E- Okes
. July 25, 197._ ) .
* e
[Publtsher 3 Note “This preface is essenuplly the o'he &hat was
written by Ms. les for this complete edition of her report
“-“We» have, however, taken comments - she §nade in “her
" correspondence ‘and in other places -comments Wthh we'felt .
. deserved a plade in her prefatory rcmar‘ks and mcorporaled
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In 1970 and 1971 the US Office ofEducatron conducted
- an important survey on publu adult education. The findings,
. of that survty on the schodk years of 196869 and_1969-70
. are sumnmn?ed"lfefre It was important because it was the |
first survey smce I%Slhat the Dffice f Education (Ol:,) had |
conducted thitt, ¢oncentrated on d?
“publi¢ elementary and secondary schools aml in the two-year
public postsecondary schools.

Ad-a prclnmhdry effort to the _survey, the Ofﬁc
Education’s Nationad Center Tor Education Statistics, wlmh
also conducted the survey, drd a careful ana])-srs of : Ihe
findings &f other résearchers on the subject of gubhc adult .
education As a result this Survey has heen able 1o burld on

ult education in the'

s

¢

Abstract -

r

"Fox, example, cfose rankings for i state betwe.en the’
numbcr of children in public sccondary and elementary
schools (which can be. assumed to'be a'fairly accyrate ﬁgure)

“and the number of adult educatron enrollments, can l'ndrcatc .

the overall reasgnableness of the statistics. A (erCrepuncy ofa
marked degrce dor any one state for its rankings can suggest

* that there. was over- or under-rcpor,’tlng of the data as well as,

give some idea of the extent of that difference.

* All the critical infotmation 1s prestnted 1n the order the

«carher insights and 1o ‘make ‘omparisons with carher data as ,

-well as to avdrd pits 4hat mhers have madvcrlemly fallen
xnlo, . As :
. ‘l-’l‘ps survey was desrgned to be” comprehensive and to,
_ produce data lhdl< were comparable. it was further hoped
" that it would deepen our understandrng of the kinds of adult

-®

r followrng categories.

data-were elicited on the survey form (see appendrx) The
drscuss'on moves from rdenul'c’atron of adult education in W
each slate or othgr area, to e,nrollments, mslrueuonal staff,
and purposcs of programs such as adult basic educatron and
occup!‘l'éonal.trarmng Separate data are presented for the
- federal, state and local levels of
sponsorship, 27 federal’ly-fundcd programs, four Office of.

Education programs public communrty and junior collcge
. programs and cgoperau\?ely -offered programs . .

education offered in the’, Unif’ed States lhrough the public

education system: - F

I:ncouraged by the Natiotial-Coungil of State Directors of
Adult Education. public officials in évery state and outly-rng
area provided data on adult educauon in" their respcdrve
areas. Initial inquizies had rcvealcdslhal some states planned
to include data <ollected not ?y from® elemeptary and -
secondary schools but also fronf public communrty and
public Jumor colleges, and lhat many states served all of ;'
these igstitutions through their adult education division. Tt*

-

Enrollmegt and staff figures are shown in the followrng
ways. for full-time, for part- time, for part- time g5, pgreent of
total, -and Hfor ratio of enrollments to instructors. Ror each
breakdown the change is noted between , 1968. 69 and
1969-70. Statistiés are given for each state, for outlyrng

- areas, fof the average state (where each state ﬁgure has equal

wejght), s and fpr national summatlons :
,Adult cducauon statistics -are drsplayed statc by state "

. ttonvenlr%al tabular presentédtions. To enhance th meanmg,,

was therefore decided: to request data both from state ~

" edutatfon agencies ‘and,; wh.ere hey éxisted, offices for the

T -

“publicitwo-year collegés.

Earlier state-by-state non snmphng,(“umverse”) studiés of
adult education-= cn\mllments in the public' schools have
yrcld d statistics which, the investigators readily. admitted,
" had" ps. Nevertheless, the need for such data for descnpuye,
comparative, pro_|cctrve, administrative and legulafrvc pur-
poses, steadily increases, :

Becauge of the methodolgy used in the present universe
study, it is believed that theaﬁndrngs can’ "be-cvalbated by
comparing theém with other dafa known, to be refiable and
that %he state-by-state’ rarrkmgs, “in-the” rcspectrve measuras

N hrgher education” nrollments, median school :
pleted by _persons dge 25 and over, and residential popula- ,
tions fqs the” states’ { Then, to,'permrt comparisons of the data ?'

per

-

% . by 231)600 ‘instructo® in fiscal year 1969 The .:

and mlcrpretauons of the, survey findings, some tables %rei
augmemed with. other educational and census data suth as |
avérage annual salary for elemendar Jy’secgndary teachers, _

ears com. ,

betwg“r‘r‘*staftes the statrstrcs for eath state-were transforrhed ,

into 2 percentage qf the total for alLStates, :mq these staté

tages were ranked from1toSl.” - . s
Some selectcd Fndrngs follow L

. 2 - . . N

# T

»® Some 8 3 mrlllorr adult edUéauon students were served, .

eomparable fi gures in.1970 were 9. 2 rmlhon studcnls
- and 250,000 ipstructors. -~ _ 4
e Wheréas the incriase in Adult Vocatrona.l Educ!mo
" cnrollmem between the two yeass was6 8 percenl th
e :f“—:’ . l‘ s #e h
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mcrease was 12.5 percent in all OIher (i.e., non-voca-
tronal) enrollnrent Yet the vocatfonal * instructipnal
staff increased 10 7 percent, as agarnst 8.6 percent for

othertaff.

. [ '

4 ]
~ .state populations and} higher_educatfon enrollments.
® A ‘positiver relationship existed for rankings between
adult education enrollment as percent of state pop-
ulations and dverage size of school drstncts in the

.

® More than a quarter (26.2 percent) of the 839 adult ¢ states.
f ~  education lprog}a{r;rs in the public educatron school © @ The 17 states \gith the largest populations show'ed
.y system in 71968-69 ‘were offered in cooperation with a» , the largest proportions of people in the states. en-
non-school'(government agency, a community orgamza- rolled, in adult educatron compared with the two
tron,oran educational entepprise. - ) equally sized smauer groupings: of states: 17 largest
: L] Commumty college adult education enrollment " i states, 4.36; 1% mediurh states, 3.86, and 17 smallest
- 1968-69“was conservatively eétimated as 1 276050 or states,' 3. l% .,\_} ' \
" 15.3 percent of the total adult education in ublr_c - -
- educatlon system. R N . Usrng summaries . o'f past surveys, the base-line - data
® Raters ]udged “occupatronal trarmng” to e approxr- ¢ provided here, and the methodolugres prcvrodsly developed,\
‘ Snately twice as important as any one oftFte otherfour * others wffl oontmue to do vigorous work 1n this field. .
descﬁptwe purposes for programs. - hoged that £ul}er cooperation from adult educators and other
® The.lacal level of govemmental sponsarshlp showed the * administratots ' may be stimulated by this demonstration of
. greatest * . proportional gain "in, enrollment for adult  what can be do ¢.with the statistics they provide. Given adult
educatron Percentage increases from-1968-69 to 1969-  education’s pietent state of flux and adjustment professional
70 werg: fe,desal SPOHSUTShlP,ﬁO state, 9.7; and local, - adult educators stand“only to benefit fromf better surveys.
: 23-3 < >, B .- \13 the knowled . they gain, they can ifntroduce new.
) o) state- by-state exammahon of adult educatron enroll-  policies to help adult d’ucauon i the public school system
1. ‘ments revealed‘a hrgh relatlonshlp of rankmgs wrth develop“asrt shoulc}bm response tothe needs of society.
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Amerrcan Association of Jumor Colleges ]
- VAdult Basrc Education (a federal progtam; when
not caprtalrzed 3 type of adult educatron pro-
gram) "¢ -
" Adult Educanon Assocrﬁtron of the Umted $iates of
~ America . .. N
.Departrfient of Agriculture < . - T
—_— Adulg;eneral e'duéatron (excludes adult vocatrbnal educauon)
.. . AdminiStrafion an Agmg b o
\ Adu/lt Vocatjonal Education (a federal program,; when not ».
. Q prtalrzed, a type of adult education program)
-Bur.Prisons .. .~>~........ \ ‘{ eau of Prisons ~- . . !
' L. #Birean of Indian Affairs ‘
Public commubrty apd‘jupior colleges - '
.Civil Defense Adult Education (a federaLprogram)
Commrttee on Educational Data Systems
Cooperatrvely-of fered program with anothercﬁgency '
Curreqt Population Surveys )
~~- Department of Defense T
e(D)HEW : : Department of Health Education and Welfare

ESEB........... PR ., Elementar Necpridary Edycation Branch (NCES)
. y : | ... Federal Sécurity Ayency . N S
+GE| ) 0 General Education D¥velopment examinations .

Job Opportuaity in the ‘Basirfess Sector _
Manpower D.evelopment and.Training _ ) "
National Assocratxcn ngubhc Contmumg and ‘Adult Education ~
National Association for Publlc School Adult Education .
National Center Tor Education Statistics (DHEW)
al.Education Associgtion .
O%%lof Economic Opportunity
Public Health Servjce .
Rehabrlrtatron Services Adrmmstratroh (formerly Vocatronal
Rehabilitation) .
State Education Agency T
Socraf and Rehabrlrtatron Service " ;
United States Offige of Education .~ - * g .
Volim‘teers in Service to America (% federal program, part of v
Action) - 3
+Yocational Rehabilrtatron (now—Rehabrlrtatron Services Ad
f ministration)
. . &Work Incentive Program

v -
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) The U.S Ofﬁce of Educatron.s Natronal Center of

.Chapter 6 t.ontams our eom.!usrons on the state of public .

Edcation Statistics (NCES) conducted a survey covering the & adult gducation and our thoughts on developments for the
School years 1968-69 and 1969-70"to discover th/ xtent of =~ future - R

adult edut,atron in the publrc,sehool systems across the

country ‘For, the purposes of the survey, public, educatron .

was defined to include elementary and secondary. education
agencies * and pubh-. jttior and community colleges. This
publrcatxon is a summary of the results of that survey.
The report hasthree parts. one deals with thepast, one with
.the present and one witlt the future. The present naturally
0-.-.upres the most space as it includes.a description uf huw the
survey ‘was .developed. Supplementary data at the end of‘the
report include an_appendix, consistmg of the survey instru-
ment (questxonnanre) and the forms usein currespundence by .
NCES,aglo ,the bibliography ag anindex. .
_ As the fi part, of the report, Chapter mmarrzes the
findings of past ‘surveys in adult educa “which were
teviewed by the staff of NCES«in preparanon for deslgnmg
this present’survey. These historical materals are not general
in nature but selected to be’ pertinent to the data collected in
" the survey. They provide a context 3&d can serve as a gurde
_to understanding the current statrst partu.ularly in hdlpmg
" to detect trends. .

Chapter 3 presents a ‘thorough descn tion of",how thlS' N

survey was designed and .admmrstered and how the material

. (a term often used by the federal govemnment to designate
+he U.S. territories and Puerto Rico) was asked tg provide
the US. Office of *Educationt (USOE) with statistics on the
numbqr of full-time and part-time students and instructors.

. mvols'ed in adult education programs sponsored by fegeral

sta‘te or, local govemment “dgencies and admmrstered ,by
public eleinentary and secondary schools, plrbh«. community
colIeges and public junior colleges within that state or
outjymg area.

In Chapter 4 we present the data and draw some tentatrve
conclusrons- or, where 4ppropriate, some hypotheses Rank-
dnfference correlations, which are derived from the datayare
presented in text tables and their ﬁ“ieanmgs discussed.

*Chapter 5 consists of a summary of Chapters 2,3,and 4.
For readers short of trme this is the chapter toread. =

7

* condition has wntriued even as the nged fur accurate and’

»

» was analyzed. To summarize bneﬁ;—k those pracedures here,
the. departmént of education in each state and outlying area

" Perhaps a.word should be’said here on the use of mnkmgs
and70f . rank- dnfferer{«.e correlationis in this survey. Eadigr 7
state-by state umverse studies of adult ed@cation enrollments )
.in the pyblic school systems produced statistics, which, even
the researchers r:eadrly admitted, had certain gaps. Thus .

complete data has been increasing.

Both the professiorial statistician and the laymian tend to ’
accept the presence of errors n sample surveys.as unavuid-~
able but be skeptical of the possrbrhty that there mght be
unavuidable errors 1 a universe.study. Nevertheless, universe 7,
studies can possess such errors and still. be of considerable }
value. + * .

Indeed, an attractnve feature of the universe surve)awhrch
the sample survey does not possess 1s that in the Juniverse
survey it may be possible to identify the more probable
direction of the error. If a pamt.uiar sample on which a
sample survgy is based mrSrepreseits the true situation, the
statistician cannot know whether that sample under—repre-
sents_or oveprepresents-reality. But in a universe samp!‘e it
may be possible through rankings and the use Wtemal
data to know this.

In the present universe study the final data have been -
evaluated by being t,Ompared with data known to_be rehables
which were drawn from other surveys. “The «.ompansons‘have )
been rhade after the data have been ranked. N

Drscrepancres in rankl'ngs for two variables for, the same o
.State can serve, ,as in this case, as mdrcators of, qualrty

Ul

Although caution must be used, the pru«.ess is an importany ; .
aid in mterpretmg data. Use of.rapkings and rank- dlfferenoe '
correlation hopefully permit the reader who kauws statistics -

-

to Skim over the text while offeri 8 the interested "adult
educator who may work with statistics idfrequently a way td / /’
learnt simplé statistical techmques “ind see them apphed -
directly ta an area of particul@@nterest to him. Most .

: unportantly, perhaps, . the . technjques allow a stat .

corpare itself easily with ether states and will make it eusy
for a state to compare,its growth in aspects of adult
e’ducatron -with the growth of other. states. The rank-

—
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A
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dlfferg;v\;e correlatiun is useful here as an index. Once the
rank-difference «.urrelatmn has been .computed for two
vanables a sfate has a ‘standard” agam’st which to-}udge its
own rank-difference un, the same two  vanables. The fank-
difference correlation tells. the state whether a large or small,

* dxscrepanuy is common for states,
oY Fipally, a word should be saLd about the accuracy ofithe
statistics. reported here. Op the one hand, the data on
" enmollment angd staff, excopt that from several Wentifidble
states, have been demonstrated-tu be consistent with ofher
"educational data gathercd é’n othef surveys. On thg other
hand, there 1s reason tu bklieve that, for many states, !hc
data on program ?urpuses {the states were aské3 ty assig a
(p;ugmm purpnse five pussible ones were, supphed -to-each
of the Tederal, state and oeal programs they descnbed in the
» survey) are less relxablc and valid. There 1s little sound data

purpqscs to sume of their prograrhs. Begbausé of the-size of ~
" the sample, the natmml data un progmm purpuses 1s more ac-
curate. .

Expenence has taught us ‘that the more education peuple
have the mure likely they are“tu seck, addrtiunal education.
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, » whih the, dat\a on purpuses ffom tlus survey “can be checked
against; this.is especially true’for the Wd Jocal -
programs: Futhermore nfany states.ffiled to assign program

« Cortainly it 4s true ?hat the proporf’6n of people in the

pupulatxon who have taken courses in college is rising, This js

partially because young people are staymg’ in school longer L
.than they used to and partially because the proportion of
young adults to other afie groups in the populatmn *has been,
moreasing. All of this suggests thatin the future there will be

* o increasing demand for adult educaﬁon ih this country.

- Will pubhc education be Yeady to meet the demand? Will
1ts~h1nng of teachers keeppace with the increased number of
students? Will it prowide miore full-time staff? -

These ase important questions. But perhaps, before we

.. dream too far into tomortow sceking apswers to them, we =
shoul v¢ some thought to the past and to the present. The ~

- +results of this survey (an telf us something about our current '«

.Sxtuatloné.wha,t the ratio 1s of students to mstru;turs how

fast enrdllment 1§ increasing, and what areas. And prewous

surveys can offer insight into the effect.of educational

.attamnment and ‘nze pf school dxstmt on enrullment in adult

edpcation. 2
Belxcvmg this,” the dcsxgners of tlus survey decided to ’

undertake a review of all prevnous statistical studies done of !

* adult education in the American publm education system,

, with-the hope that this stocktaking would reveal the pitfalls,
discovered by predeces$ors and allow the presént survey to-, i
benefit from,their best insights aﬁd techriques. This review 15
summarized in Chapter 2. .
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. Previous Studies ' -

t . a
.

2
< ot .

Untl —rewntly‘, the people who gather statistics in this
country ‘have given little attention to adult education.

k Although the U.S, Office of Education (USOE) and its

predecessors_have, as part of their biennial survey of $tate”
school systems, conducted surveys. of gublic school adult
education since 1925, not a single one of these.recent studies
has, beer based on information from all 50 states. Nag have
these studies employed the same definition of who should be
_ counted as an adult education enrollment. It was not until

N s

‘ Adult education surveys ‘by the U.S. Qffice of Education
have been conducted sporadically. Three preceded the
present ene. The firSt, for 1947 by ‘Homer Kempfer»

(reference 19), was a state-by-state survey of school districts

° .in communities with certain size populations. The se'cow

for 1956 by John B. Holden (reference 14), was a survey 0
state departments of education supplemented with data from
the' vocational -education digests. The last, for 1958 by
Marthine . Woodward (reference- 49), was not done by state
- but was a national survey of school gstricts with elementuy 3

. secondary enrollments of 3 certain size. - .

[Publisgggr’s Note., The

" iennial Survey continues to be
conducted by ihe Office o

s 7

ducation but the section dealing |

P _}f"" N

“devoted solely to eollei:tmg statistics on adu)t education in
the public school systems. ,
Desplte these limitations, earlier §tud1es have made un-‘
°spoxtant.oontnbutnons to our knowledge of aduit education in
the United States. Keeping their results it mmd we can
appreciate the significance of current statistics. Familiagiza-
tion with how the earlier suryeys were designed also gives us
a better understanding about’ the “state of the agfl’ of
. surveying pubhc school adﬁlt'e,ducatmn, as well as puts usm

. " 1947 that the Ofﬁce of Education did a survey that was  a better posmon to improve upon prior models. - . T
. o [ v 9 o -7 .‘ ' ‘ * o . ‘.‘ ' L -
“ . USS. OFFICE OF EDUCATION SURVEYS‘ e T

.

with ,adult educatnon was . dlsoontmued after 1968 on the
ussumption that such statistics would be colleetsd in surveys
like this one in the futureedtidividuals wishing tg consult the
adult education data ffom the surveys for, the years 1925
“through 1946 will*find it most accessible in Kempf&r s 1949
study (reference 19).] - i
‘Two earlier adult education reports by Afderman for 1924
(reference 2) and Ghumnitz and Stanton for 1940 (reference
9), were descriptive rather than statistical. Text fable A givesa
chronologjcal list of the major public school adult education
statistical surveys with the different bases for thezz data and
with their. findings on enrollments related to the natlonal -
_resident populatnon

3]

N . . ‘ T ¢ l e . : b
R T - ,
' \\\ . Table A, US. pubhc school adu’lt educauon surveys: 1947-48 through 1969-70 ' . A
\\\ . . \ L - - we b Publtc schpol . Proportionof  + T i
T . » > - 0 7 adulf b .ﬂ ) population )
Refronce sl ‘ Dabase - cdocion * Bas. L e 2
yence, ear . . - G enrolimént  populatiop'  public school R
- R . Y - . - {National ~ & _adult edhutio& ‘-_‘ .
, - . -0 T . estimates) (%) e
:1 2 . - '1.:’)’ 3 .: “ 4 -5 _‘ 6,’ - ':3':"
- = N . - M
Kempfer, 1949+ \\947-4_8 Infomation on.school districts.with populations of 2,500 2,128,887 144,083,000 1.48 .
Office of Edu- °, and over drav’m from 1940 census; some/states with o . .
, cation (OE} + schiool Wetriets of small populations did only : - co '. (.
Federal Securi-. Iimued surveys, Many districts with known adult ed- « . " - i , . .-
ty Akcncy (FSA) ucav.lon.actlvmes failed to provide data, Adult vo- - . .o . .
,(19) . ' cational.education (AVE) included; public ]unlor!col- e o
, {ege (CC) adult education Included; cooperative (co-0p) .. « ' ‘
- , inyolvement excluded, duplication (dupl.} not <! Lo . -
menﬂoned 48 States andb . . t. ’ . " . s e e, \
g0 . . . . i “y® . ) . “
Sge footnotes'at end'of table. - ‘ S : N )
L I ) . . B ., 2 . Lo . )
i - 4 .
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P ~N !"veys 1947-48 'thtough 1969 70—Contmued .
- ‘ . ‘-
- A blic sclﬂéol PrOpomon of., °
SRR adult - popuiation "
Ref , education us. ‘enrolled in .
-~ - Reference 4 cnrollment  population! public schoo!
, i (National adult education -
Tt s - @J o estimates). . (%)
SN T ' . 5 6
' + Kempfer, 1949~ ~ Annual repdrts, ;/bc."ed.'st-at. and w{éiél state.se- .+ - o ’ e 0T
Costinued ! - ports suggest approx. 820,000 more s"tudenzs were. L 144,083,000- . . 2.08
: Lt . involved in adult education programs whose partigi- ;
\ Coes pation wag not covered in the survey; ] . . -
" 7 i s .* A4 3 . |
National Edu- 195051  Used stratified random sample, desightd by Census_ #3744,256 151,868,000 3.12 |
catjon Associ- ~Bureau, of school districts with 150 br-more P , BEN T, . |
-, -atidn (NEA), * P children enrofled. AVE included; no'mention £C, co-0p, - . T . e
',T952 23y - or dupl Information not presented state Kilale ,'T . « . . ba
.ot ) Y ,-’ ] s N “ “.’\_,
Olds, 1954 1952-53 Us!d stratified samphng of dlfferent sized citiés, ex- - *2)936,000 156,393,000 - 1.88
. Adujt Edtma R tedpolations, ay_d estimates. AVE and CC included; T, . L
“tion Assou- . cd-op excluded; dupl. not menqoned 30 states.and D.C.. . - . T
ation. (AEA) g, . K . .. < ’
’s\xz’; & 28) . - ; ’ . . : -
i 3 L . i . . c, < . I3 '
Holden, 1959 1956:57 Sum of adult general education (AGE) and AVE AGE 2,562,316, .~ = -
U.S: Office 4\ statistics obtained throogh survey of State de- AVE 1,810,738 _ " e
of Educaﬁom..,f partrgents of edugatien supplemented by figures  # 4,373,054 . 168,088,000 . “ ~21.60\
© (OE)(14) S Trom “Statistics §f State Sthool Systems” in the Bi- ' .
e 4 *  ennial Survey of Edication and Digest of Annual State q ,
« v . V'ocanonal EducanonReports CC_exciuded; no mention , »” M
co-op or dupl. 48 States and D.C. 0 . o . ,
. ) . . -
Woodward, 1958:59  Sthoot d»stnéts wnh 12, 000 and more elemerntary/- 2,896,090 . 174,1'49,000; 1.66
1961, OF - secondary puplls sampling and projections for those -, - - ¢ -q?-a
. {49) . 'bctween 150 and 11,999 puplls Counts for “classes, P . . ;s
4 cotrespondence courses, individual activities @ AVE in- * g ke
R 4, cluded; CC éxcluded; “cosponsorship” included. Undupli- . ’ : *
) - .* cated count. Not state by state: ‘) .
P . . . ' i .
- - Duplicated count in adult classey, R - . B,428,000 174,1 49,0(_)0 -~ 197
. S ‘ . ) [ ‘ . - . - ¢ )
Johnstone and 1962 Interviews vith 2,845 persons in Dational sample. . - '»T,740,000 185,890,000 0.94
Rivera, 1965 Unduplitated attendance in adult'educatio® olasses in - - e
National Dpin- . elementary and high schools. AV included; ng. v
* ion Resefrch ’ mention CC, ¢o-0p. Not state by sthte, ) *
Ccﬁm( 8)1 A ~ ke * : . ' - - ~ v -«
? Duplicated count. ~ .™,920,000 185,890,000 1.03
iz ~ N )
National Adso- 196566 Elementary and secondary level adull programs. *1,665,573 193,815,000 0.86
. ciation of Pub- * R No mention AVE, CC, co-op, dupl. N S
. Jic School * 445tates. o F . .
Adult-Educa- " . - .. o
. < top, 1968 (20) o . C . ’ ‘.
..,;.rta: . . e . 'f‘ —
"% Holden, 1969 ~ 196567 Sum of AGE md AVE smjsucs obtaingi through ' AG 534,930 - “
. Council of survey of state departments of educatio . AVE 3,065,170 - .
Chief School . supplemented by ﬂ'gures from Adult Bas “ '6,50Q,1 00 195}923,00? ' 3.37
Officers and . Edugation {ABE} and AVE reports. CC e&cluded no ., . PR .
“. NEA{15) . mention co-op or dupl, 50 states and D.e. . ) el oo :
-~ " . " - ?
. See footnotes at end of table. | N . ., = B
" L - : - -
* N . < = . . ) M
= ~~ . ’ . - e . «
B o 5 S L% LY
T Y T - - a
i .ﬂ o . M 1 8 e, y ,‘. - .
A ’ L B i t \ ) } AT
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for “ABE, hlgh schoo! Amencamzauon business,
and general aduft education.” No mention AVE, CC,
P, dupl 50statesand D.C.

(22) .
& ‘ . .

*Not all states included. See column 3 for number of states reporung
R E AN

tivn, with 1ts chapter or separate report on “Statistics of
. » State School Systems” (references 4, 12, 13; 17, 19, 30
' 46 and-48), has been a steady source of data pertainfng

< statlstlcs Since 1950
ranged from 33 to 38.

to adult educ;&nt;)n but the quality of the data has~been
very uneven. en the first edition,of the Bienmal Sur-'  statisti
vey was published . 1918, 1t did not have any data &tiun

which could be mterpreted.ds relating to adult ed#ation.
Neither did the next two. Finally, in 1925-26, the survey
- contamed  statistics on the “public night school.”™ Dunng
the next four years, vanous definitions for adult educa- .

tion were used” and the number of statgs included fluctu- ,

v 0

a

/ 4,97&3‘13 201,921,000 _

Total U.5. residental population figures from U.S. Bureau of the Census.Stat/st/cal Abstract of the United Smtes 3970, page s (reference 35).

“Table B. U.S. public school adult education enrolimén 191819 through 196768 -
M ‘ R+ . . . , B .

‘ . : . ., .
. o P Publi¢ schoof
i L Reference . Stafistical - Coverage! - adult edugation.
. year :
L . , enroliment? .
o—' N M . - B ! * > - 1y - i . R )
o R I 2 : 3 R !
’ "Bureau of Ed- 191819~ First three biennial . NG statistics
.« -~ ucation, Dept. “1920- 22 surveys . pertaining:to
E _of Interior . 1923 24’ . - ‘% “adult sducation
) Kempfer, 1949 * 192526 192528 data are for “public *825,651
~ - OEFsAfis) . © nightschools™ .~ - ‘
a e 192728> 30 States and D.C- }) - *993,385
: ] {
- Fo . i -~ °.
A . T 6 - :
b ’ ) ) ’ .
Q ‘ . . = @
« K o t - - N 1/9/ . S PR
~ = Y , Y A, i .

o« ., -

]
.

the number of coopeTa

Al . (

[ g
-

B,

" Proportion? of

. D= B ‘ N - - j

» ’ S ‘:.‘ ’ s ‘ L . L-' ‘e . - - \;%‘:7_ . . . ?«:’ﬁ

~ea ’ » . . - ’ T 5

3 ) . - v, #~ ~ Hd * \‘ \B v

|3 . “ ' . .. 5 .\.{'>‘ . | ) . . . Y

. ’ ¢ ) e . ’ ’ L » %

. Table A. U.S-piifilic schadl adult education surveys: 1947-48 through 1969-70-Continued -
T o L . I Public school vos Proportion of
- ’ - . o
b - . . . adplt population

- e f~ - Saliss . el D ta)b R : , education u.s. enrolled in.

: . - 'Re_erence J tical . * . /a ase <4 enrollmént  population1 - ‘public school .
TR ooyer e . - L (National . _adult education
. 'y T SRV ) . estimates) - . {%) v
) « v . . | ' . * -, A
. LI | 7 - . . 3t . : , 4 51 /,{ 6‘

- ~ " i
National Asso- 196869 | State direc o's of adult educauon sup;ﬂled ',/ 4,276,576 ]99 870 000 2,14 ‘
ciatioh of Pub? . data for “ABE, high school Americanization, .
Y. lic Continuing , business,anld gene,ral adult education.” No v
. . and Adult Educa- * mention AYE, CC, co-op,dupl 50 states-aad.r
v tion {NAPCAE), v- -D.C. — ’ ”
1970 (21) ‘ . i ) B

L NEA, 1668 1968-69 714 school systems with enrollments of% 000 1,305,681 199,870,000 ' 0.65

; 24y, . " of more; no-mention AVE,,CC co-op or dupl 50 states '_ s ° o .
- S and-D.C. * .. R v ST - .
- - { ." . s .. -
NEA, 1970 1969-70 702 school systems. Same a.s above 50 states },302,562 ' 251 ,921,000 0.65
- 425) . . ” and D.C. v . o — . -
~ O . " 1] - - - b - . )
NAPCAE, 197} 1969-70 State directors of adult educahon supplied data_ 2.47

The Office of Education's Biennal Survey of Eaiuca- . éted Only for the 20-year period from 192%0 1949 did all
tates provide some kind of public schooliadult educam'.m~
ing states has

The states, however, have not been the only source “for
. Frequently, missing and inadequate adult educa-
were Supg)lemented by adult vocational educauon
statistics from the OE's annual Digest of ffnnual State
Vocational Education Repgrts. .

Text t;xble B provides a chronological llstmg ({f the
Biennial Survey s adult education statistics ang places them
in relation to the natfonal population of the time.

-

U.S.
'population?
. N aduft education
. - - ’” % -
.8 6.0 - -
RN . ..
~ -
115,832,000 L o0z
: . o
« = 119,038,000 . 084 1
.
* N * ~
- ez
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- ~ - i ’ A * :. , 't v ' . :
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' Table B. U.{ pubhc schooladulteducatlon enrollment 1918-191hrough 1967-68-—Cont§nued
) : " N " * ' s . . - Proppr‘uon’ of
o st L o~ -
o ’ - : . =< L ~ ‘populanqn L
o ’ : - Statistical t 1 Public schaal < u.s. enrolied in
& Reference “wl ! s Cqverage ;adutt education , I .
> e - year ‘ : ;. A " population pubfic school
- - . cnro}lmcnt - N e
. _ o, agdult education™  «
- - - 5 -~ “\ . . . , a\\ o . L 4 % .
= ’) . ES A . M . - . , ‘,’ Y . a
C g 1, 2 RN 4 L5 6 .
- Kempfer, 1949~ ",192930  48Statesand D.C, N 1,245,124, 121,770,600 1.02
Continued - - T oL " JRE o, ‘e
. ‘ ' 1931-32 1931-36 data Teflect: * 1,320,679 T, 124, 040 000 1.07 .
L sulfof “nighgschoot” | .7, : -
= /1933-34 and "part-timc and . 1,205,719 _ 125 57.9 bOO Cy '0.96
‘ e = - continuation schools® , - .. R
, v . 1935-36 | ‘48 Statesand D.C. © 1,408,044 - - 127, 250 000 1.31,
. . o — oy - . e . .
R > - 193738 “Adult schools” mentioned 1,378,653 . i _ S
. . = for first time; data are® 0\ - * ) . . {
4 - Tabelied “everfing (public: < - . . . v, .
' -~ o N ~ -night} and adult schools;” ‘o * . 61 - -
, - data also for “part-time - . " . ,
; , AR . (PT) and continuation  * PT 424,421 * . .
; Vo + schools” 48 States and D.C. 1,803,074 . 128;825,000, 1.40
- . % . . . oL
- o 1939-40 193940 data are for - 2,049,839 130,880,000 ¢ 1.57 .
. - PR “part-time, continu: o - . . N F:
N 194142 atio, Américanization, - - .2,452,995 133,669,000 - 1.84, " :
¢ evening and adulr  « * - . ) .
. . 1943-44 “ schools;” 48 States and D.C, 1,659,681 135,107,000 - 1,23
€. . T s - .
. 1945-46 “Adutt education classes” 1,689,497 133,434,000 127 b
- ~ separately regorted for first . i, oo\ .of
* time; 48 States & D.C. A . . .
. Ep P .
* Wood r.d J 1947-48 48 States and D.C. ,1,990,005 544,083,000 . 1.38 -
, 1950,,‘ < : ' - * .
: +448) m_ 1949:50 48 States and D.C.’ ', 251255 +149,304,000 172 ° :
A ‘19%1-52 195156 data expanded by Wood- 2,564,870 153,982,000 1.67 :
. . . -~ ward to cover ajl 48 States T, o : ’ -
. to » o and D.C. »e T s .
. ; ‘ - -~ - - \
P . P . & " . - N
) 1953.54 2,722,462 158,956,000 1 171\ L s
o 1955-56 ’ . 3,171,760 165,059,030 1.92°
*Schloss dnd . 1957258 Excludes figures on vo- - ' *2,420,53i : 171,187,000" 1.41 .
. Hobson, 1961 cational rehabilitation (Voc. . R : ” N
USQE (30) ) Rehab.) and community col- - . : .J‘ =
- ] lege {CC) courses. 33 Stdtes and \ I )
. :C. ‘ . - : -
! : [ Co .‘ ot . - | P
. *fHobsonand 1959-60 Includes adult'vocational . . %¥2,282,563 128
Schioss, Tt education (AVE) for some . . TS
' , "1963, USQE . . * states; excludes Voc. - ) - ! o
. (12} s, Rehab. and CC courses. ‘
- N - 38 sta'tcsg and D.C. . oY s )
- "y . '.v
7 . . . s .
. e wsevaobson and 1961-62 Some state data dup!icau:d . *2,493,846 183,057,000 | 1.3¢
. . Schloss, . includes some state data fora < . st
. * 1964, USOE different yearyincludés AVE forsome ... ', - " . L
o {13} . Coe states; excludes Voc. Rehab, and CC r.ooe
- .—-————»-ﬂ»— ‘ ‘ . o B
* See footnates a end of table. p courscs 37 S!atcs andD.C. . . ‘ , ! 1
B N N . - K 7 . - . a @
v . o » = * 4 e w . ¢ . . %
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.- Table B. U.S pu?lc school aduit education enroliment: 1918 1’9ﬂ1r’“flgh31967-68—Contmued o
) - . . . t . v N . ’
S~ - \ ' ' : ’ -~ Proportion?® of
S : ‘ . = .© population
A > . - . Public school e b4 i .
&eference Slatlsucal - P Coverage? . adulveducation” ~ U'S.' s oo Ifed in-~ -
. year . v -enrollment® _ population public school v, »
P . A . , f,/ . nroliment™ . adulteducaion
. S : ) ] S " <
. 1 . 2 ] . 3 ¢ [ 4 5 . ’-;’. 6 N
Elementasy- s 'ﬁsss-@i * Samg coverage as above . ' 2,109,952 188,658,000 T 112 N
Secondary \ . for Fobson and Schioss. - S T . LN <
Education . - 33 States and D.C, ; N L (/\ . . . 3
Branch (ESEB) * . CE : R , Coa
~ 1967, USGE (46) .. ' i N : .
' ) e ) o - . i T
Hutchinsand / - - 1965—66 , Same coveragh as above ; v . %2657,798 193,815,000 - 1 137 - ,”
Barr, 1968, - 24 . " for Hobson and Schioss. . ) s - o t L e
- 5 . - i , - - . ¢ . -
USOE (17} .l 36smtesand D.C. % 1L L o y i . o % ‘
> . ._ R 4 ¢ . 4; . PR :_ ’ . ' . . ‘i,
Barrand - ™ 196768 .  Samewcoverage as abpve 7}, (" *3,662,390 197,864,000 185 ,
Seott, 1971 . * for Hobson and Schloss. . .y R
* < USOE (4) . " 33Statesand D.C.GY/ ) - :

-

ifung of admmlsuame (espons.'b-hty for adult educauion in and out of the state departments

rt of 2 few states, - . - e »

TFigures in wlumn 4 are considered to be national tals even though Jata from Afg.v states are mtssmg. Therefore, it seemeq legitimate to use .«
the U.S. residentiale population figures in column S\un order to atrive at the propomoﬂ of people acfoss the country who enroll in adult
education in the public education system (column 6). Yome may wish to make ad;ustmel)s for nonreporting states,

*Total residential population figures are from U.S, Burkau of the Census Statistical Abstracts of the UmtedStates, 1970, page 5 (referenee 35)..

*Not all states included. See’cofumn 3 for gumber of states reperting. " . .

+

SOURCE: The Office of Educaﬁon s Biennial Survey of Education, : ’ R o

-~ ‘e Lt ’ »

/ C ' - OTHERSURVEYS - ' B

" The Aumbes of reporting states varies due to the
of education as well as to the nonresponse on the

4

From time to time, grofessional assoc:atli)ns have col * ) The American Assocmtlon for Juntor Colleges included |
lected public school adult education statistics. A st would statistics’ on the number of adult students in the country in
“include. The National Education Association (for the years' Rs annuat directories for 194748 thxough 1958 (-references S

. 1950-1951, 1968-69 anid 1969-70; references 23, 24qnd 25); _and ) s |
the Adult Education Association (for the year, 1952-53, . One-time reports with pubhc school adult education e
reference 28), and the National Assotiation for Publi¢ statistics, Have; been. prepared ! by the National Opiion

" Contmumg and Adult Education, as well as its predecessor, | Research C q11 for 1962 (referenué 18) and, the Council of
) the National Association for Public School Adult Education  Chief State %ol Officers for 1966-67 (reference 15). .
(for the years 1_96566 to the present, r_eferences 20, 21 and :J‘he figures rom these reports are included m:text tableA '
* N - . .z ~ . ' , N .
I MAKINGCOMPARISONS 7 L
r “ N = . »
Bases Differ | ' - ‘ guch widely dlfferent bases for their data "comparisons ought .
g . : _ .~ tobemadeonly with grave reservations.  *
It is clear from how they evolved that differences rather ' To complicate matters further there are other dlfferenctes )

than similarities have characterized past surveys on adult  as well. First, some surveys were: based on information

.£ducation. Sume studies excluded adult voiational educa- _supplied by the state departments of education while others
tion, othery chose not to tabulate information on public ~ came from direct sampling. Second, some surveys “bor-

* community or junior college adult education, almost. ajl of 0w F data from other reSearch to achigve the final
the surveys asked no questions about how the adult  estimates. Third, most of the studies did not distinguish
education prugr\ms ‘wooperated with various public and  part-time- from’ fuIl time students Finally, msorﬁejurVeys, .
private agencies and orgamzations. Because the surveys used _the enrollment figures were based on “cumulative registra- ’
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uon, that i is, on ﬁgures which reﬂe;ted' the enrollment of

. une teac.hlng penod a added to another. Thus, if a stodent

took a course two sessions ﬁr a row, he would be counted
twice. All of these problems are clearly evident in the data in
text tables A and B. o

Natlonal T otals Mask State Differences

\‘\\ "

Even when two surveys have srmrlar totals and zppear
t,omparable, an analysis of the. detailed parts of each’can
’reveal that the.two surveys are not alikey A comparison was

made between Homer Kempfer's Adulf Educationt Activitles .
hools (reference 19) which was completed in _

i the Public
1947 and the 1947 edition cfthe_&ennul Survey (reference
48). Kempfer’s survey showed that 2,128, 877 persens were
enrolled m'adult educatjon and the biennial gives the figute,
1,990,005. -+ Coe- o e

* The brenmals figure 15 ;hort &f Kempfer's by only 6.5°

percent. However, this sumlanty between national totals of
the two studies 1s musleading. Perusal of the numbers state by
state reveals wide differences. Such an aly&rs was dpne

Ignoring the-direction of the dsferegces, forgettmg about
pluses and minuses, and focusing instedd on the magnitude of
the differences between states, a percentage difference for
each state was obtamned. These fi f'gures were then addgd and
" divided by 49 to yield ar ibsol-ute percentage difference for
" the average state of 129.6. “~ .
Srgm rcantly, however, all but two states, Florida zmd

ustng the Kempfer data for the 48 st:azles and D.C. as a base..

w/

_ Maryland, had an absolute percentage difference of less than
6.5. Somehow the discrepancies for each state were pat--
“terned so as to largely cancel themselves out, resultmg mn thq, .

reasdnably similar national estimate.

-For a possibly more Teliable ﬁgure, a new national.

enrollment tqtal was derved by using the higher of-the two
enrollment figures given for each state by the two surveys
and adding these together. The resulting totat of 2,764,403
students was_30 percent more than the onglnal 'Kempfer
total of 2.1 million (the new estimate represents 1.91 percent
of the U.S. population for 1947). To s credit, Kempfer.did
suggest 1n the Teport on his survey that the true figure for
adult em'ollrnent in the public schools for 1947-48 -was

P g
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Despite these inaccuracies, it is possible to discern
general changes and trends in adult education enrollments
ip the public education school system. From the late
twenties to the late sixties, the number .of people partic-
"pating in_adult education throughout the public education

. system infreased about five- fold while the population 1n

0 .
.
-1

- . : Lt

_probably cosento threc million. Both Kempfer's survey and

the Biennal Survey findings seem to ‘have been woniservative

approximations. . *
S

Cooperation of Respondents Varies
\, - N 's

1

The previous discussion indécates, that much_ of the”

early data on adult education has llmlted value bécause it
was dervived from surveys that, bet,a.use of their designs;
not be considered stritly comparable. ‘l’he analyst
fst also live with problems of collection. h .
Sources for data- un adult educatfon have not always

- provided complete information. Kempfer (seferene 19)

repottéd that of the 4, 815 school districts which received
quesuonnarres only 68.8 percent sent in their replies. And
18.2 percent of those .who «esponded - failed to giveien-
rofiment figures. Holden {reference 14} admitted that he
had to supplemént data obtained from state departmcnts
of education with f'gure-s from the Biennial Survey and
, .the Digest of Annual State Vocationgl Education Reports.

ﬁé:.;‘ -

¢ -

o

In updating his report in 1969 (reference 15), he added

: data from the Office of Education’s Adult Basic Educa-

tion (ABE) reports and vocationat education reports to *

" the data provided by the states. .

The failure of some states to respond has continued to

‘ be a problem Since 1957-58, the number of states pro-

viding adult education figures for the Biennial Survey has
varied from 33 to 38. To date, no survey in this séries
has been based on complete data from all states and fhe

District of Columbia. “\ J

Sugveys by private orgamzatrons have not fared much

better. The urban study by the National Education-As-
sociation (NEA) in" 1952 (reference 23) drew a 72.1
yrwnt respanse from the 1,232 school systems which
. were sent - questionhaires. NEA . ‘conducted two  other

_ swrveys (references 24 and 25) and received even Jess

cooperation. In_both cases, the survey was attached to a
schedule for anothes purpose and was mailed to school
systems with enrollments of 6,000 or mere. In 1968 only
58.4 percent reported adult edut,atron data and in 1970,
61.5 percenit.

PUR
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. fe Umted States had yet to dauble. Nevertheless,_the

proportion- of the population involved ir public sqhool
adult education within recent years is lrardly more ‘fl\én
two or three times what 1t was reported tu be in the “late
twenfies. 2

It 15 interesting to note that although an overall trcnd
of growth 15 unmustakable, there 1s cunsiderable vanety

between different. studies 1n estrmates for the years 1925

<o, . .

-
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to 1950 and beyostd. Even su, numbers from the Biennal
Suney for those years (reference 19), indicate a fatrly‘
cunsislent Invrease in adult education efirollments over that,

- peniud wath ad understandable dip at the end.ufWorld War 11
* (see text table B). ,

. The most recent ddult eduwttun figures availaBle from the
Btenmal Survey are fur the 1960's (referenges 4, 12,413, 17,
30, and 46). They show that there was a sudden decline i
the rate of gruwth Jduning that decade. This may have been
due tu the fact that ‘thuse whu gdthemd the statistics no
Jungeromdudededata from “the Office of Education’s vuia-

*

L T- e,

uongl ahd technival edpcation artnual reports (references 38 -
through® 42, 44, and 45 in the Bienmal Survey data.
Whatever the rcasun, thé wrcumstance makes 1t all the fiore
ympurtant that+ t.unsﬁtentl) swmplete and accurate public
*adult education statistics be gathered frum thts puint
. forward.

!

&~ .
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"Adult Vocational Education”

.
.

A mnor part of the growth in adult ed‘ucatnon can be -

attnbuted to growth in vocational education. Using various
combinations agestatistic$ from the Biennial Survey and from
his 'own qlestionnaire, Holden (reference 14) compared
changes in enrollment for the 48 states and the District of
Columbia for the years 194647 and 1956-57 and found an
increase of 63 percent; which be broke down to 34.9 percent
increase Tn adult vogcational education and a 91.1 percem
intrease in adult general education.

* More recently, ip his 1969 chapter on “A.dult Edu;atxon
in, the Public Schools” (refetence 15), Holden shows that
while the -initial spurt of adulhgeneral education over adult .
.vocational education enrollment in the _years from 1946 to
1957 has not been ma\untamed aduli “general education .
between the years'194647 and 1966-67 continued to grow
more ‘rapidly overall than dil public adult vocational '
education.d?dng thos/e same yeafs.

)
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_Table C, Enrollment in public adult general-education
angd public adult vocational education:
.. 194647 through 1966-67

.

Adulit gencral education

{ Aduit vocational education
- R Percent Percent Percent Pé?:ent
- Date Enroll- ncrease increase  Enroll  increase indrease
ment over  over ment  sover " over
oo o 194647 1956-57 - _ - .1946-47_1956-37.
1966-57 3,534,930 163.7 380 30065170 1284 69.3
—~  ]196667 2,562,316 91.1 1,810,738 349
-:1946-47 1,340,637 1,342,149

T

* Based on Holden, 1969 {reference 15) .
. < - . - . "

" As is often the .ase, these bruad statisticg carpouflage the
shorter trends. A reee.nt,vueat.tunal educativn repurt (refer-

-

enee 43) rqveals there was a drop in the entollment in adult
“vocational education in 1969-70 at the rate of* - 126 percent
from the preceding year. This may be exp]amed by lateness
in federal and state fundidg,”dy a new ¢mphasis on career ®

education for in-school students at the expense of adult ;

programs, or by tHe new usg of morgefficient prowss:ng
techniques which make,}_ it possible to avuid cquating tw1cq a
sperson who takes more than one course.

»The relatively- steady growth in enrollments in Adult’
Vuuationgl Education in the public education school system
<an zhdrdly be ehailenged Text table D indicates that the
average yearly increase from 1963 to 1969 is 6.3 percent
with a total rise for this penod of 43,7 percent. Indeed, the
Vofativnal & Technical Education Annual Report for Fiscgl
Year 1967 (referenee 40) pro;eeted an Adult Vocatienal
Education figure of 4,189,500 'for 1970 and 6,500’000 for

1975. The 1970 projection represents a 97.3 percent increase

over the 1963 figure and the 1975 projection represents an
‘mcreasgof 206.2 percent over the 19{)3 fgure

.
Z

i

,Tabte D. Enrollment in Adult Vocational

3

R Education: 196263 Through 1969-70 He
Year "Enroliment in public school
Adult Vocational Education
—
1962-63 2,123,122 .
1963-64 . 2,254,499 -..~
" 196465 2,378,522 .
1965:66 - ¥ 2,530,712 .
196667 * 2,941,109
1967-68 ~ -* . 2,987,070 ,
196869 v - 3,050,466 .
1969-70 2,666,083

Adult, VOcattonat Educah‘on (AVE) stattstlcs were not separated out
from the gencral adult education statistics until 1963, when the

Vocational Education Act, which requxred the 1ndepmd6ﬂ&4eponmg-m~

of vocationat education Statlstics, was passed. Aft,gr-1963 figures
include Guam, Puerto Ricg, and Virgin Islands. Data in thts table were
taken from reports-on vocatnonal education (rqfcrences 38-42, 44,

© 45).

Nevertheless, some reservattons should be registered.
Adult vocational education may be experiencing a real
_ decline in popularity in thé public.5chool systgm. The drop
“in 1969-70 adult vocational education statistics on adult
"education’ enrolIments may not have been a fluke? Previouss

’ ﬁgures may have been nflated. Over a 20 year period Holden .
Tound that the( & was a faster rate.of growth for adult general
edueatton this also gives orfe pause. None of this necessarily
proves that there has been a diminution in the numbey of
adult education participants in aduit voocational education—
people may be seekmg such training from sponsors (such, as
-employers or technical institutes) othér than the public

;education school ‘system—but it does suggest it. The Current
survey sheds some light on the situationf” by prov:dmg
additional statistics and evaluations by each state representa-

»
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' trve on the unportance of adult vo«.atnonal educatxon in lus 0

e
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” CommUmty College%dult“ﬁducatron

Only meager data are avarlabe ab ut public. co;nmu,mty or
juniar college adult educatroanecause the Brennral Survey’s
figures, although collécted « separately, were reporteil in 4.
combination* with other 'statistics, public community or .
junior college adult educatron enrollment cannot "be de-
termined from that source N ’ ‘£

Private associations have. collected more use,ful’ data. The
Dmsxon of Adult Education Service of the National Educa-

- tion” A'ssociation in its 4 Study of Urban Public School Adult’.

i Educatzon Prdgrams, 1952 (referencé 23), estimated that in *¢ *~
l951-52 388 703 people were part’lclpatmg in adult educa-,
tron in publlc'-Junror colleges. (Overa quarter million of this*
sum came from the State of California alone.) Five yeats
earligr, the' figure was half of that, or less than_200 000 The
authors. of the rep_grt -concluded that if the trend eyident in
1952 should continue, enroliment in adult education in the
public junior colléges shiduld be well over a million by 1960.
That pro;ectroa js now known to have been too high, Figures
on*enrollment of adult-students which were published in the
~ directories of the ,Amencan Assgciation 'of- Junior Colleges
(AAJE) (references 5 anﬂJ) neyer met the NEA pro;ectrons
but, evert with different states reportrng, they increased 243
percent, diring the ensuing five-year period: 257, 744 for 35
States in 1951.52 and 264,026 for 37. States in 1955%6. .
{Here, too, a disproportionate number, 175,039.in 195152,
came from California.) Unfortunately, the AAJC no longer
publishes separate data on adult students.,

Instructional Staff

An examination of text iable-ﬁE indicates that over. the
years, there 'has-been an increase in the number of teachers
for adult™students. Other research als shows an increase:
Data presented in A Study of Urban Public School Adult
Education Programs, 1952/ (reference 23), indicate that
between 1946-47 and 1950-51 for the smallest citios sampled
(N=155) there was an increase-of 110Q.4°percenf in the
number of teachers. The increase was 638 percént for
medium-sized cities (N=139); and-only 25.3 percent for the
larg'est cities (N=65). These results are consistent with
contemporary enrollment ﬁgures which show that adult

-education was growing faster in othe smaller communmes ‘NEA 1970 (25) 1969.70
than in the larger. .

.Pattemns in the ratio of students to teachers are more
difficult to discem. A higlier number of students to staff
during and. immediately ‘after the Second World War is
understandable,: Figures for™ more recent years fluctuate
around a ratid of 50 students to one teacher, although for
any one year actual class sizes. may differ wrdely from the

:l'able E. Numbers of mstruCtronal staff i in

-

<

1 No differentiation betwecn fulltlmc and part-time. :
?See text tables Asand B for companion enroliment ﬁgure; and

comments on ‘dapm bases and definitions.
. *Not ail States lncludcd

-

Average number
of students *
per teacher?-

42,6 dupt
(students)
36.0 unduple—
{students)

- publlc school adult educationand -,
.. [/« . ratiosof students per teacher:
1925-26 through 1969 70 i
.
s . ) . ‘Statis:
\ Refetence . = ° tical”
. Year
1, .2 4
l(empfer, 1949, O, FSA 1925.26 421f213 38.9
{(19) - - : . 1927-28 44.6
. 192930 4.5
s 1931.32- 46.5
- . . 193334 52.7,
PR (; 1935-36 as2"
" L <N\ - 193738 49.3
e : 1939-40 483
b N e . 59.7.
R T 194344 *68.9. .
) 7 1945-46 . 199 -
Woodward, 1960, 0E ., . 1947.48 63.5°
(48) . 1949-50 55.1
-NEA, 1952 (23) 1950-51 " 424
Woodward, 1960, O {48) 1951-52 48.6
) 1953-54 54,1
.. T 195556 50.6
. ) R . .
Schloss and Hobson, . 1957-58 59.2
1961; OE (30)- -
“Woodward,* 1961, OE (49} 1958-59
. e Lo
. - .
Hobson and Schioss, '1959-60 53.8
1963, OE (12) . -
. LY N
~ Hobson and Schioss, T 1961-62° 60.8
1964, 0E013) | . )
.National Center for Education  1963-64 56.6
Statistics (NCES), 1967, oE (46) N -
Hutchms and Barr, 1968 (17) 1965-66 49,1
: .
Barr and Scott, 1971, OE (4)  1967-68 94.7
NAPCAE, 1970 (21) 1968-69 51.4
3 . 4
NEA, 1968 (24) ' ° 1968-6) 28.4
28.1
NAPC-AE 1971 (22)% ~1969-70 47.5
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. average. uodward (referenu. 49) found the average ‘class
Asize . for [adult education un 1958-59 to be 25, the miean,
aumber [uf Jlasses for teachers was 1.8, with the average
fanging from 1,5 for.small cummunities to 2.3 for the larger
anes.
flom
Seemi
tes hg

S for thé small uties to 65 for the<larger ofes.

gly, adult education teachers in the hrger commufiE
d-the heavier work loads, - .*, ;

. Differences i mstructional respogsibilities, with Jlass size

' @ uj: of e critgna, Were teflected in the job designs., There

well uver three fimes as many payd f full-time teachers in

lh ]arger eummunmes 4s 1n the smaller ones. For 1958 59

\ Sdward unevvered for her totdl sample pe.t:.ent pad

fyll- -thne teachets, 89.8 percent pgid part -time tem.hers 36,

‘7"“"" regular tedchors Wn()olduﬂlu adult classes without
YU oaddinondl eumpensmun and 44 perwm vs)lumeer teachers.
"T]re \APCAL Almanac for 1970 (reference 71) hsted for the

- Kempfer (reference [9) was the f';st to reveal the .

relationship between the size of the school distridt and
enrollment in"adult education (text table F).

“

.“ Table F. School district size and public .

su, the mean number ‘vf students per, teaehgrﬁ(raned ‘

»
* »

S

\ .
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1968-69 ‘sshuul year ‘for j4! States and the DlSl ict of
Cu]umha 5,781 full-time, 1}1$tructors and 77,394 p rt-time’
" nstructers, 93.0 percent -of all instructors wer,_then,
"part-time personnel, For 1969-70 for 47 States ind the -
Dlsmet of Columbia (NASCAE Almanac 1971, [eference

N

22), the numbexs werd 9,484 full-time 'and 95,372 )part-\imé
mstructuxs wnh part-time mstru..tors representmg 91.0 per-
cent of the total.” ) T

Smee nénher of thesm studies deﬁned par%‘-tlme or
full- -tyme iAstruction in terms of the number of tcl.assroom .
dours tadght, 1t 1s remarkable that a difference of a few .
pereentape, points scparates 'the Wuudward figures imd those.

fg’ﬁf‘%APCAE Thg prf:sent sarvey exphcni)‘( defines
full-time as, 15 or more Hours of instruction per week Also,
the suryey .was Jdesigned in d way that”allows " ong to note N
ehanges in” thearatio of part- tlme to full-time from %me year.
to the next. - A
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: ,f . INSIGHTS GAINED FRO\rf PRE\CIOUS STUDIES | ‘ .
J A § , "
Size of Commumty as Inﬂuenée . . Table G. School district size and , )
on Adult Education - . . . ' public aduit education: 1952-53 [
. H L .
I . ° - ‘,‘ ¢ ) - ’ \‘S”
. Several studies have shown that the size of a community, .- School district ' Percefitof ;
hett f adchool di h size in estimated . school districts offering |
whether it is part of a’dchool district or‘! Clty, as impact on _, population ', adult education coufses
the” number of students who “enroll in adult education , L S . .
courses. These surveys found that larger school districts or over 150,000 - ,° 98~ »
larger cities not only have more students enrolled but also - 35000t0150,000 ° - - . 76 , o,
. @ that these students fepresent a larger pfoportion, or pérgent- 9,000- 35,00 .- 58 ! ’
900 - 9,000 29 i ‘
. agesof the total populatiort than do smafter comrhunities. s . |
The data from previous studles whlch indicate the trend Erom chm] .P. 5, Olds, 1954 (,efe,ence 28) . ]
described gbove are as follows. »4 !

In 1961, Marthmc Woodward (reference 49) in her sf.lrvey
confirmed these findings (text table H). - .
g . A .
." Table H..School district size and *"
- public adult'educatinn:“19_58-59

[y ¢ - =~
’ adult education! 1‘94748 , Enroliment- Enroliment " Percent of
‘ ’ size by insthool  ,; . school-districts offgring. “ _
“ Numper of Size Pércent of ‘ SVOU’I; syste-m ~ “adult: education cgurses . .
school dlstncts of school districts offering ol s s e« Bt T .
, ; - Group | 250D 2and over 1 88.6 -
- reporti dult ed : o +
rcp ing populaUOn .a ult e ucation cot:rscs Group Ii 12,000.- 24,099 16.3 ; n,
218, 50,00) and more 9 ‘ Group 111™: . K50 -11,99¢ 4310 [«
‘183 10,001 2 56,000 867 e . ‘ Y :
o 1,207 2,501 - 10,000 T 949 N . From text, p. 5, Woodward, 1961 (reference 49} 4 s,
T ‘. In her summary* from data irthe Bienndal/Stirveys from
‘- Faom table 3, p. 8, Ke , 194 f 1 :
X €>P mpfer, 1949 (reference 19] 1940-56 regarding adult education, Woodward/(refertnce 48)
. N . = s
) .. - , . “reported that, for the.entire period of fior /analysis, larger, -
v In his 1954 report Olys (reference 27, 28) uncovered the  citjes were more likely to have _adult education than smaller
same direct relationship (text table G). ) ones. For the 1955 56 biennium, for instdfice, 780 perce t
* v \ _ @
12 ’/
l . ~ o> ~ B - . i
v ‘ ’ . d e ,:i,_ ,i -
ERIC : 2o - 7 |
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ufethe largest aty systems Voffered adult edu;atwn courses

compared with 8.0; perccnt of the smallest cities.

e size of the commumty also seems 1o be a factor

determmmg the Yroportion of adults to children enrolled.
] NEA’ urban aduly tducation study, 1952 (reference 23)"
" revealed, that ,uf ethe s ple
enrollment was 20,5 percent of .day-5chool enrollmcn}mf
“childrén: for the saniple of 216 small cities me comparable
v .percentage was 15.3. Woodward,”1961 (refercncc «“9) .ob-
’ «served that hu data indicated an unduplicated, adult enyoll-

&of 80 ldrge cities, adult{

. 7e
. Table I. ‘The number of Schqol Districts:. .
1947.48 through 196970

- Number of school d«stncts'
—y
¥947-48 )
1957-58 o,
1967-68 * - 22,010

-, 1968-69 120,340

.- . 196970 ‘ . . 19,169

fudes oplgating ind nonoperating school d;smcls‘
"19 339 opgfating school districts. .

Erop datd'in 01qcsl of EducayonalStatistics 1970, pp. 4&-44 {refer-

94,926
47,594

~+ ment of abuut_l? adults pgr.100-elementary and Secondary «ence31) and Fall 1988 Statistics of Public Schouls, p- 9 (refcrcm.e 3).

«

*school puplﬁofo: Grtuf: | (1argcst).schrool distriggs, whcreas

*, the number Was about 12 for every lOOccluldrcn enroHed‘m.

" Group 11 and il (stpaller) schoul distnéts. . ,
Thewog on between .the size ufa community and the

;9

proportioll of 1ts mcmbers that entoll in adult education

* courses may help us tu make apredunun about the futute. It

15 2 well-known fact (see texd table 1.) that the arend 15 for
small school districts. 1o consolidate nto Iargcr ohes. (By

1969 only four states had mure than*1,000 schod! distncts. -

" Laliforma, llhnois, Nebraskd, and Tcxas 3 As tlus happens we
may expect tu See an increase in the number u?partmpdnts
“in adult public education. @ne explanation for-the increase
may be that a larger schoul digtnict can serve and*attract

* “larger nymbess of adult studients because of: its more

N

‘extensive resources -funds, staff, equipment Zhd facihties—
.. and its'centralized organization. .

This correlation alsu provides an- additional reasun for
conducting instisutionat adult education surveys through the
states. For obvipus reasons, state, eéu;atlon agencies tend to
have much closer relatxunshlps tu administrators in their
state’s largest schuol districts. ‘Therefore, as the number of
large school districts uontmucs tu increase, it seems likely
that the ‘imporfance of the ‘Stale 'as a jurisdictional unit

within adult education will ajso grow, o

’ L 4

Greatest Growth in Sm'llLDlst‘rlcts

W A sewnd msight gained is tvhat the greatest propyrtiondl
amuunt af growth n adult etucation fias been uLLlrring in
distncts with smallgr “pepulations. The Nativnal Educdtion
Assouiatiofnt’s A Study vf Urban Public School Adult Pduca-
non Programs 1952 (reference 23) cassified rEpyrts from

» school systents un the basis of the uty stze vver 100,000 in

population was.cunsidered large. betweci 30.000 4nd 100.000
was medium,. and 2,500 ‘to 30,000, small. Of the 1,232
questmnnalres Tnaled to the vandus uties. 72.1 pereentwve

,sowe type of reply. (Respunses were rcwnwd from approxi-

-mately 84 percéng of the large wties, g@epercent . of the
medium-sized cities, and 69 percent of the small uities. This
suggests that the data may be hiased.) Respundents were asked
to compare their ‘enrollments for the years 194647 and
1950-51. Overall, the increase ineprollment for the five'year
period was 51.2 perucnt with the large citics repumng 372
percent, medium uties reporting 87.7 pn.ucnt and small uities
reporting 100.3 peregnt. The finding that whegeas 32.9 pe’ucnt
of the smaller cities had no progran 4n 194647, Rg
pereent of the large cities had nu progrdfin 1 194647 suém
that smaller cittes cap make greater propurtiunal increases
more readily than Jarge ones. '

[

SUMMARY

Afthough past surveys d;ffer from ea«.h ether In many
ways—they have had different sponsors, depended upon
_diffcrent groups for information and not alyays agreed in
their resu'lts there are several things to beYl{:amcd from
them. ~ - v

Some of the things we can learnfrom past studnes are that
enrollment figures are the common gauge used for mieasuring

adult  education, that they are generally avallabrc with
vérymg degrees of reliability; that instructional staff statistics

-

- ﬁ’gures and that the growth pattern 1}1 these twu areas is
nut the sam.e, that only meager data are avalable on o
public cummunity or juniog uolln.g,e adult edycation, that
“few attempts have been made to *eep track of the extents
of cooperation between institutions doing adult education,

" that gross  figures mask wide dxvergenues, that de-
smptlons of,_,&ands ‘of adult education vary, that larger
oities and largeﬁ school distncts. have prupurtivnally mure
. peuple cngagmg in  adult education, and that greatest

are provided less often, that adult vocational’ cduua}lun

‘ ~pryportional growth of adult education seems to veur in
.- figures have been used to supplement aglult general education
= > ©

smaller population unts.
. » *
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- The Present Survey -
| / . ~ -
“The need for current data on adult education in  the public T throughout! the study. John P. Moran of Maine and

schools was..dls.t,ussed at the 1968 meeting of the National

* Association of Public School Adult Education (now the

Natronal Association for Public Continuing and Adult Educa

on-NAPCAE). To meet the need, the association asked the’
U.S. Office of Education $OE) to do a survey, a task force
from the National Ccyhﬁ of State Directors of Adult
EduMation, an affiliat NAPCAE, was appointed to

- providg, advice. The task force, underThe chairmanship of

' James thg of, Florida offered guidance and assistance

- . 5 @,

Richard Gartner of Texas assisted Mr. Fling as members

,Within the US. Office of Educatios, the National
Center for Educatlon Statisiics (NCES) designated Imo-
gene E. Okes the pro_|ect sponsor.

and NAPCAE received reports on the progress of

Coungi
the-research at their annual meetings.

. . ' :rm-: DESIGN . . s

-~

The task before the NCES staff was to desrgn a survey

that would come to grips with the situation in adult’
education so accurately and thoroughly that it mught

become the model survey in a field where experimenta-
tion with survey designs and incomplete data were'd)m-
monplade. It was agmwed that, to become a model,

syrvey would need to_possess two charactenstms first, lts

" "data would need to bavaccurate and complete, second,
.the data would need to=tie comparable.

With these goals in mind, NCES| decided that the
survey would comsist of statistics, collected from the
states, through the use of a standard survey form, on the
number of students and instructors volved in public
adult edutation m each state. The survey would ask the
states to distinguish between those involved in federally-
state- or locally-sponsored programs (For a “definition of
“sponsored,” see glossary.) and between those ‘people in-
volved part-time or full-time.

The decision to gather the data from the state agencm

was madé for several reasons. The state educatiory depart- :
.ment was a_standard institution in every state,

rough
the “state, NCES contacts wrth the field could be cen-

o tralized In atjdltlon, by using the states, NCES hoped to

"maké it easier for the survey to be repeat
. and for the resuits to be comparable.

in the future
¢ qd because the
data ‘were reported by state, they.could:be analyzed by

- staje. Each’stafe then, could, maké 'use of the dafa for
its own “purposes; and, because .the survey was to be a -
. complete (universe) study, each state could compare its

own charaeteﬂsucs in public “adult education- with those

1dentxﬁed by the survey in other states. Eurther, if and.

when the survey were to be repeated, each state gguld

easrly compare the new resylts with those of this first

survey, and draw conclustons. about state wide trends

. - . Py

16° .

-

Fmally, NCES was hopeful that, as they partlcrpated in
this first survey, more state education offi crals would
realize the extent of adult education activities in their
state and that this realization might lead to their report

" ing those activities on a regular basis.

Early intentions were to collect adult educatlort data only
.on programs in the public schools. Some states, however,
objected that using this channe] would eliminate their Teports
altogether, It was decided to extend the survey to include
" public community colleges. In each state, statistics were
therefore collected from two admlinistering atithorities’ the
stateseducation agency (referred to elsewhere as SEA) and
the office responsible for publig community and junior
colleges (referred to as CC). It decided that vocational
educatxon figures for adults cofild be reported as part of
either or both of the reports from these two admlmsLm}g
authorities. The choice was th¢ individual state’s.

A decision was also needed on how broadly™to define
adult educatron NCES decided to use an inclusive definition
because the larger numbfr provides the greater refiability
needed when addlt education is beipg studied in relatlon to
other vargabrw ’ = - .

Adult education was, therefore defined as

persons beyond _compulsory school age, | whether or not théy
have mtermpted or completed their formal full-time school

mg: % o o \

Ce .
T
~ k)

 EstaBlishing the Data Bise .-

-~

Havmg decided to collect data frum the states NC ES had
next to: determine which and how much data to collect
After oonsultmg the . task force, NCES "decided that an
mportant objective would be to gathercomprehensrve data

T

She worked with the
_task force to develop the questiommaite, define terms, and
_resalve problemg.as they occurred during ‘the survey. ‘The

orgamzed\
. “instruction designed to meet the educational needs of
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Table 1.-Coordinator appointed by chief State school officer to collect and report statistics for the survey on aduit’ -
" . education in the. public education system, by State or other area: United States 1968-69 and 1969:7¢ )
N . . - S - H R . R . . - - , \;ﬁsf* =
r . i . . " - soow < . '_; , s .
. . Table d.--Coordlnator appointed by chief State school 6fficer to collect and report * =7
1, . : stac{st,ic% for the survey on adult educatiop in the public education. -
N o . systel, by St or other area: United States, 1968-60 and 1969-70 « \
b T : B . 4 & - e
. . - Coordinator ~ - » . -
[y . ¥ . =, . . - : . B
. State or other apda Adult education .Sté,yjsbical »sgr\‘/icesr o L : : \
7 . * R n N M P L3
v N - . State Admin- CEDS* repre- Other | Otl‘\’er Y S ’
- ) - director | istrator “sentative services 1/| P F -
. ¢ 2 g -
: - = , 0 v 4
50 States and D.C 27 8. L6 £7 . 03 £
i Alabama x - i - A c e
, " Alaska - . x °* - e, s 7 % R
- Arizona ‘ - . X - - .- Sy
~ - . Arkansas x . - - -, v -
N Califpraia - - x -o® -, - .
. Colorado " . - ox - C e - P - -
- Lo Connecticut x - - -t - .
pefaware - - <o x - - - - /
bt pistrict pf Columbia. x PE - - - R ] .
- Florida . - - -, toa . x ) H A
- L ‘ Georgia .- . . . ’
» Hawaii - o : .
_ Idaho - - L. ¢ -
. fllinois s x .- PN .
: Indiand x -

Towa - - ‘. . N
- * Kansas X LI * v
Kentycky X - . ’ R
- Louisiana - . x © - B
. Maine x - . . .
¢ c. Maryland . - - : -
& ) . Massachusetts . < - - . N
: Michigan . ¢ - AN ,
{ . Minnesota 'Y - *
* - Mississippi - L -
Missouri -~ & x ’ - - s~ S - ¢ .
R . Montana - - j e - .
. Nebraska i - = X - / P - -
# ’ Nevada L = - x - . - - T, T
New Hampshire .X - ‘- - . .- [ :
= New Jersey . X ;- - , - - B
* New Mexico - X & - - o - -
‘ New York . - - B PN - ; H
. y ‘North Cardlina ., - ~- . X - . . i
- : Nort o - - - o R . PO .-
' breh paora S NI
.. . . Ohio . s -, I R - x . N
- _ = Oxi%homa x - ol - - x “
) Oregon - - . X . - .- . - =T . - * .. ¢
- Pennsylvaniz x - . - . - -
. ¥ - .
! - Rhode Island -, - - x - . ;
. .- - . .
o ‘ South Carolina - - - P - - - -
. . South Dakota _ x - - . - - . o
f e % 4+~ Tennessce X X - - = L. " ~ = .
Texas x - - - o . . ) L
- ¥ a =3 . e
b Utah : x' - .- s - J - T - o Lo

> . .  Vermont Ctx .- 2 TLie L - o i
YVirginia - s - LI . ™ oo e
y1rgl s "
‘ Nashington i X X . - - v - - -
. . . fiest Virginia = L -, . x - - - v, R
r . * FWisconsin ) . - - . S L A x
N . - Wyoming - .- - - : - - tx R - N
* - . \ . . . L4 -
o, ~Qutlying areas 2 1 - - 3
. > v P . e ! -
- . American Samoa I . - Y P Cox N P .
N . . Canal Zone - P - L= TN e X i .
: ) s . Guam - - -, . - r * ¢ R
. _ Puerto Rico - x - - . - [ L / )
s . Trust Terr., Pac. Is., - ooox - . - to., . : ’
BT . Virgin Islands . ox, - . - & - v
-t - bd - > : AN - ’ * [§ } .
Y s i *CEDS - Committee on Educational Data Systenms, . . . *
. . . . 1/ Ingludes.planning, research, and evaluation officers. . =~ O * . ' : h
R 2/, Includes. occ’ational and vocat.iona&spociausts. = f - - .
- - LI . . - -~ . ’ -~
; . . 3§ .
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on a selected hst of federally-funded (that is. spunwrud)r
adult education programs.,
Like eatlier decisions, thisune was made wath the go.rhn
mind of producing a comprehensive, accurate mudel survey
. that would result in ‘comparable data. The federal programs
had the attractive qualities uf being found 1n most states,
with some programs present n all; and of alreagdy being tlie
subjeét of "data reporting, because of fedgral accountipg-
requirements. For these_reasons, NCES suppused thatorfe
the states had report&d cjata on these programs, it would be
_easy for NCES o compile the statistics and compare those
ffre(':eived from.each state. . -
-... The situation, however, turned out to bt naih more
comphcated Indeed, enumerating t}ﬁ federal adult educa”
tion programs became 4 research prgject in “itself. At the
. time the survey was begin, the unly resource available was
the two-part inventory compiled on contract by Greenlergh
Associates for the Predident’s National Advisory Commrtiees

-

-
. ¢

- . . ~ Table J.
oo . B -

Program . Administering Agehcy

" 1. Aduit Basic Education u.s. Ofﬁrr.e of Education, Depdrlmegl'uf

) - Health, Education, and Welfare (HEW)

{J.S. Office of Education, Department

“schoul systems were gligible for funding,

.

The 27.-selected ’fe;ier:al programs: 196869 and 196970

e

L

un Adult Basic Education and on, Extension and Cuntinuing
Education (referenccs 10 and_[1) which listed prograis .-
in effect in 1967."By going through the progranis one by
one and identifying those which specified that public . 1
NCES arrived at
a list of 55 federally-sponsored adult cdu.;.:(lion programs.
From these the task force was asked 1o sefect those,
programs they knew to be in operation i the greatest
numbet of states. To this hsy of 24 fcdcral programs
RCES ddded thred more and verified the-turrency of all
27 As soon as Yhey, became avalable, Quattlebaum’s /
compilatian of federal education pmgrams (reference 29)
and the directory of the federally suppotted adult education
prograims compiled by the Adult bducation Assocs-
sion/USA (referene 1) were cxammed to confirm the
existence and m{por{dme of the 27 programs Thcsc pro-

. ”
grams were then listed on the furm.of the present survey .
(For the list, se text table’S.) ' .
e ®
1 4 .
. “ LT Description - {
. . -

Provides hitcracy educauon for adults age 18 and over. Their gudt 1o
reach the 8(&1 ‘grade level of education. . s ‘
L4
4

~ 2. Aduit Vocational Ed- Provides adults with traiffing or retraining in occupationat skills.
- - ucation —~  of HEW ~ - e ‘
. '3 v e, 7
b - - —_ — - . - . ”
- 8., Civit Defense Adult. .— Jointly adeunistered by U.S. Office of Provides Education in personnel and family ’sur\gl‘%if, radiviugical l
Education . -~Education and Department of Defense monitormg, and sheiter management lrafmng, initial and refresher -
. . = - courses for adult sxudents and certification *of !eachcrs Progran being °
- ) B ~ S phased out. -
- - .
4. Manpower Develop-  Jointly admintstered by U.S. Office of Institutional and on-job training and retraining for the unemploycd J
., ment and Training Educaﬁon and Department of Labor and underemployed dge 17 and over. - r
. . 5. Medical Self—HeI” Public Health Service (Deparrmenl of Provides citizens with health and sanifation training for survival of A N
Trammg HEW) - - natural or national disasters.
TR T ] ) . i
- 6. Trarmng of_\iigrkexré Administration on Agfig, Social'and Prowides career training of social workers, housing managers, etc.'on ,
with Older Amegi- Rehabrhtaxron S:rvrce (Deparlmenx of problems of the elderly. \
caps . T HEW) - . .
3 N - - < -
Y - B - = . . ¢ -
7. Traning of Senior Administration on Aging, Social and, | Trains retired people to be part-time assistants in elementary and , )
Citizens as School Rehabilitation Service (Department of secondary schools. ~ -
, Aides . . HEW) - . .- - -
.1 i ’ * - y ‘
- 8.  Seifsupport Edu- Commumxy Services Administraton, Improves work skills and employability of persans over age 18 who
. cation and Train- Social and Rehabilitation Services are receiving aid to famities with dependent children.
. ing &F Parents {Depariment of HEW) e T . 3
. - 5 «
[ - ’ . . .
9, WIN {Work Incen- ]omxlx administered by Community Provides basic educanon and skili traiming 1o impiove employ ability s
tive Program} Services Administration, Social and Re- of men, women, and out-ofschool youth age 16 and over in famifies i
. . . habilitation Services (Department of receiving aid to dependent children. First offered in FY 69. ~
o8 HEW) and the Department of Labot’ © .
Ls P . - . s " . - [y ] b - . =
10.  Vocational Reha- Rehabilitation Services Administration, Provides edu»a_hon to drsabled adults To be sclf suppanmg, frequently
bifjtation for Social and Rehabilitation Services {De- 3 rermbursable scrvrce in regular schoot classcs : :
S " % i =
j_fh and partment of HEW) <. . . = - - ;
. ‘”Mentally andrcapped . = . ¢ - ,
- ; - .
. . : . 18 . R
. . . £ ‘ . ‘.
N . R X, ~ 3 , »
o . . o , .
R EMC -\ . l‘ . » 31. -\ ~ L . B
T - fo - - v . ©oy o e v
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" Table J. The 21

. - i -

selected‘federaf" progr‘ams. ,1968 69 and 1969~ O—Coﬁtmued ., " 2

:_.3 -
S t
- *~ 3 “ ‘ ("’"_"“ T -
Program - - Admmustgnng Agency . . Description
- L R -~ - ¥

Cuban Refugce
. Program '
’
Agricufture and
Home Economics”
Educarion

A

Agmed Forces Off-
duty Volunteer £d

ucation Program for

Miln&ry Personnei:
Air Force, Army,
Navy and Matines

Proicet 100,080

American Indians .
Adult Education,
and Empleffent
ssistance

tizenship Edw.a
$ion and Training

" _&7‘
Federal Prisoncts

Educational and Vo-

cational Traing

Frainung in Corre-

tions, Criminal Jus-

«tice, Law Enforce-
ment,

Neighbo&hoo:d
Youth Cojps,

[

. -

Souial and Rehabdha.tion'Selv_p.es {Depari- fmpruye; skills of Cuban refugees to;h_e‘!‘ﬁ th;m becume selfie

ment of HEW) sufficient. . - 4 -
. . ! ¥ [y .
o ‘. V. b . - P - i - .
Federal Extension Service {Department Provides instruction sn agrnculture and home economics for
of Agrjculture)r farm famflies. Program reoriented also to serve low mcome
s - . e > urban families, - , -
Department of Defense / Offers high schrool completion cour!‘es 10 enhs!ed,men on ac-
- 0 v tive duty. Sometimes contracted to public schoo( systcms in .
' - wc:mty of military bascs —
A) - o “
. - L]
— s . *

erdrtmeril of Detense Offers remedial alig skitt education to men normaﬂy rejected
for mlmary‘ servide to enable them 1o fuhétion whilé in mili--
: . i tary life and productxvcly when they return to civilian life.
. Y e =T ; - - .- h
Dcpanpwm of Defense Designed to mcrease chances for employment in civilian life of
N . . men leaving the Service, =

'

ingerior} -

4 -

-

Office f Law E
. (Departyent of

[
-

. Burcau uf Indian Affairs (Dcpdrtmem uf  Offers adult basic education, orientation for world of work,

- = and skill training to American Indians and.A.l’askan natives.
. . . /
. *

i ' . —

mmigrauomd thgmlizdnon Servives - Prowdes classes in English language and Amenican government
epartment of,Justice) . for aliens who msh:xa become naturatized citiZens of the U.S.

.

.- - ‘ prisoners 10 prepare them to sucgessfully reenter sociély.
. . Rt ""*"""
. -t M I - ¥
nforcement Assistance Provides law enforcément personnel with inservice professiongl,
Justice} \ N vocational, technical or subprofessional traming to improve the

quality of present and prospective correctional, criminal justice
in stgte or jocal governments,

FJ - #
~ \]
ered by Departmept of Provides lncracy and occupational training to out-of»school

eof Economi'c Oppor- - youths age 16-21 from low-income famiii¥s.

.

5 - - f -
° K Al ~ N
New Careers ~ }oimﬁm\m}wr by Depdr}(mcnl of ~ Develops subprofessional entry employment in mﬁubhu sery-

€ 0

) Labor and Offic congmic Oppor- ices for unemployed Jow income adults, inciudes basic educas
. tunity tion. N . ¢
o ) ’ - o c
" Operation Main , Jointly idministred by Repastment of : Offers basic education and trarﬁmgm community beautifica- «
‘stream Labot and-€ffice'of Eco por- non for one.to_nine hours of per we‘cy c'h_roni‘cally un'ct‘n-
. K tunny , ployed adults O(CI age@2 [
=! . N ¥ L
}ab Corps Training 1968-69, Off‘r.e of Economic,Oppor-, Offers ba:c educauof’and skill traingng to youlhs age 16 21,
fob?Youngchn‘and tunity; 1969-70 Department &f Labor ! . to help them obtam and retain<a )ob i -
Women - . . A A)‘ i o~ o0 :

4 9 -e‘ ‘A, * . - - T
Mugrant and Scasona1 Office of Economnc Opponumly ' Offers migrant and seasonal farm workers and non-English-
Farm Workers B " speaking peoplevocational training ranging from bricf evening

s P sessions to extended da¥ courscs, toznable them to move into "

. the community. . . ¥ ;
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States were also requested to supply NCES wath infor.

. mation on fgderal programs$ other than the 27 listed. -
"No.less mmportant than the data on federal programs
was- the data supplied by "the states on locally- and
state-sponsored programs. Rather than impose possibly ir-
relevant categories on the states in (their reporting of
these programg NCES suggested nont, on the assumption

% that the data supplied would surt tself out once it had all
,Gy/en compiled. - 5
As desirable as 1t might have been to have detailed

mﬁ)rmatlon about subjects taught charaeteustles of stu.

= dents, financial arrangemems,,and other particulars relevant
- to adult educatlon 'NEES knew that most states would not
- have statistics. on such nformation avalable. Therefore, 1t
- was decided to regtrict the initial survey to the two most

important items: numbers of students and numbers of; ,
mnstguctors. But even these two items became complex when

they were broken dp‘vsm into the categories of full-time and

part-me, for two successive years (1968-69 and 1969.70),
and from two administenng authorities (SEA and ct).

X

——

After consulting with numerdys people, NCES established
, the definition for full-time as’ 15 hours or more of teaching
or learning per week. This was despite the fact that some
states considered 20 hours as part-time, and that 12 hoors
was common. When retums came in, it was noted that the
Califormia’ education code snpulated ten houts or more pet
week as full-time. . .

iy

survey form late in_ ﬁhe school year, data were feques(ed for
~_the preceding year and estimates for the current year. (By

) generally actual counts rather than e stimates.) Thus NCES
.. was able to make.additional analyses a
education from ank year to the next.
To mnmze program duplication, 1t was decided that
ptograms which were sponsored by more than one level of |
government would be reported umdebythe hughest level of
- govemment sponsorshlp When the govemmental level of

Y

.-~ Originally the’lan was to ;:o,llect daja fpr one year only. )
But, as it bécame evident that the states would receive the

ut changes 1n adult

the tme returns. came w, data, for the second year were
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: ' Table J. The 27 selected federal programs: 1968-69 and 1969-70—CTontinued -
. . i . Tyt .
. Program , Adminjstering Agency / aDc'scripxﬂ:n ; / "
- . - > . " . " ’ = -~
25." Community Acyon Offite of Economic Opportunity Supports locally-initiated programs in literacy and English as 2 .
Program * \ , second tanguage for adults over age 18 of fow income to pre-~
T, N ) ‘ pare them to meet job training and employment requxrements
= . Y -
- 1
36, VLS’[A (Vealun- _ Office of Economic bpportumity Trains volunteers to woﬁn urban areas and deal with prob-."
. teers In Service To ) , lems of education, home-making, health, recreatiog, etc. © = ’
America) L I . . s : .
' . . o 52
27. Management Devei. Smafl Business Admunistration ' Provides present and potential small business owners, particu-
- [ - -t Pad - . . a
h opment and Train- ~C . P Tarly American Indians, Negroes and members-of the popula: -
toing- . - = ) PN . . ton whohave alow income with duytime and gvening instruc- »
s \)‘ o i ' con * ~  tionin the principles and functioning of management.
- . - ~ . [] .
0 - - = -« 4

spbrisorship is mentioned, this gene;aily means the primary
(major) sousrce of funding. Programs which received money
from more than ong federal source were to be feported under
the pnncipal contributor. Thus entriés would not be re-
peated. In addition, respondents were asked 1o estimate the
percentage of students which, au.ordmg {o their experience,
were probably beimg counted twice. (See discussion on page
27 and table 8 for4nformation on enrullment duyplication
obtained from this survey )
The goal of produging reliable data was kepi in mind by “
the NCES staff from the beginning to the end of the survy
~gffort. Some of the méasures undertaken ty accomplish that
goal were described easlier, others will be jtold of in the
coming pages. Here, it is appropna'te.bp&h&ps td summarize
them all in one place:” -

> "‘“‘ Pl i‘é-‘ “

1. Detailed data were speuf'cally requeﬂed of the states
- on the 27 federal programs; = :
2. Data were obtgingd from all of the states, and only
"data from the states, as gathﬁ;cd fcr the current
survey, were used; ;

3. Independent tests were run on, ‘\' percent of the data;

4, Selected Statistics, from . thls SuBvey were compared
svith statistics frof other sun;ys in areas relamd to
adult education;and

5. Rank-difference currelations were eumputcd with s¢~
lected statistics to indicéte relationships.

Reviewing‘the’Draft B ,

The? task?gflmg tested the feasxblhty of the survey~
mstmmemx"by cirdulating a draft to a few potential re
spondents. Their judgments were “that thie form could be
completed without 'great ’;hfﬁculty and shoutd yteld the
desired information.

A total of 57 persons were, consulted about the design of
the survey indduding adult education specialists, educaunn
data systems repsesentatives, exeutives u‘[prufcssmnal assoct
ations, and officials in the U.S. Office of L‘duc.umn and
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\Sther federal agengics. The} provided . a vice, on' form
design, “definitions, daa ' items, [federad programs,
respondent reaction, data COHELUOH d construction of
table shells.

3
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Collecting the Data e

" On (April 24, 1970, packages containing a letter of
explanation,”severa] copies of form OE-2323 with instruc-
tiops, and a return postcard for reporting the name of the
‘person desrgnated to represent the state in coordinating adult
edycation statistics were maifed 15 each Chief State Schuol
Officer “(See appendix ). Copies were sent to the state
Directors of Adult Education and to 'the state representétives

on the Committee on Educattonai Data Systems (CEDS) for .

' therr information.

B) telephonc and by letter, NCES encouraged the states
to ‘adsign coordinators to collect the statistics from the
various’ sfurces withinthe sfate and prepare the data for
submission Table | shows that of the 57 codie dinators,

tw o-thifds wéte adult-educators and one-third from statistical

or vocational fervices.

The first two completed forms OE-2323 were received on
May 22, 1970 Bj October 15, 1970, returns from ten states
and four outl) ing areas were still outstanding. The last form
was geceived in March, 1971, N

'

- ..' LA - -
Testing??ﬁﬁata‘s Quality

When about 75 percent of the returns were in, four tests
were run”fo determine the adequacy of the data. The first
test checked comprehensive in comipleting the survey,
form the notiom being that the degree of careful attention
to the several items of information requested would be one

index of the degre¢ of confidence that could be placed in the

" information the state had provided, The states Jrere graded

by whether they had supplied an explanatory cover letter,

information about duplication, parallel data for enr8liments -

" and instructional staff, data for ‘both years, as well as by
whether they had teported programs in groups or by specific
program. -

The jsecond test compared the figures supphed by the *

states m 1968-69 for this survey with reports for the
, same year from thie four Office of Education’s adult
education program offices’ Adult Basi¢. Education (ABE},
~ Adult Vocatxonal Education (AVE), li:rvrl Defense Adult
Fducation - (CDAE) and Manpower Development and
Training" (MDT). Comparison of a state’s individual pro-_
- grams with Office of Education program data revealed
greater differences when programis were described sepa-
"rately than when sfatistics were summed for all four

T . 4 ‘

e CONDUCTINGTHESURVEY +

. procedure established n form_OE-2323

21

PN \ . o
Approval of the survey was granted by the Bureau of the
Budget (now Office of Management and Budget) in Mirch
1970..The form was assigned the number OE-2323 4nd
marled to’ thc states. - .

programs. In other words aggregated ﬁgures tended ]

" “hide drscrepanc:es in the detail data.

Data on each of the four Office of Education adult
education progfams were checked in turmn. For ABE, the
figures gathered by the NCES survey were essentially the .
same as those g@thered b, Jwe Adult Basic Education Office
for its own purposes; In the few instances where there was a
considerable dtffere} between the two sets of figures 4 ma
particular sjate, the/ state coordinator responsible was Jgn-
Tacted. In each case the explanatron was that either co
munity college fi igures had been included in the NCES survey
count or that ABE program figures had been combined with.
several other similiar, smaller. programs. .

Explanations for why the vocational edycation figure$ of
NCES and the OE program office differed were more general.
They. were that definitioffs posed a problem, that 1t was
difficult to differentiategbetween adults and other kinds of

_ students, that the Adult Vocational Education program mn a
* particular state was so, small that the data had not been

worth collecting, that variations i adult education admigs-
tration had influenced the reporting of the figures, that form .
OE-2323 requested onIy the public educatton portion 6{"the
adult vocational programs in the state, and that additional

+ adult vocational educatron'f' igures appeared elsewhere ifi thae
state’s return. -

This last reason was particularly true for Massachusetts,
New Jersey, and New York. The second to last reason apphed )
to Arkansas;fdaho and South Carolina which, although they
had adult vocatiofial education- programis run by other state
agencies, submttted no §tatistics for this public education
report.

“On the Gther hand the story for the state of" Washington
is somewhat drfferent Here, the federal role .n adult
. vocationat educatron was inflated because of the reporting

éSee appendix.).
States were requested to report all adult vocational education
figures at the first occurring level of governmental sponsor-
ship. The coordinator for the pubhb communmity. colleges n
Wasfungton, where the state education agency had no adult
educatign figutes to report, estimated hus state sponsored gx
times as many adult vocational educational programs as the
federal government, thus, the statesof Washington’s indepen-
dent role here appears greatly deflated. .
Reasons for discrepancies in reporting Cvil Defeifse Adult
Education were: that for this NCES survey, the Cwil
Defense report encompassed other programs or the Civil

4 o
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“Befense repon was absorbed into other p Jograms; that the

* Civil Defense program in the state was-Psimarily for high
school students and not for gdults, that figures provided in
0E-"3"3 were from certified attgndance records, and that, in
some states, Rany Civil Defense. programs for adults were
offered outside the public educatron system.

Drmepanues between NCES statistics on the Manpuwer
Develupment and Tramning programd and the Office of
Education’s may have exsted for seyeral reasons. ﬁrst a
poliey had not been set on whether only students who
completed the program’ shuuld be wunted ur _whether
startinig stydents should be counted instead, secund, some
states mtﬁa;ed their” figures mto the figures of other
programs; and third, some states had a program operating
outside the public education system.

in all four cases, the USOE program officers reviewed the
QE-2323 staustics, affirmed that absolute agreement with

_ - .

"

progmm figures could not be expected, and volunteered that -

the OE-2323 returns appeared quite reasonable. The fact that
USOE program officers for Adult Basiv Education, Adult

~Vocational Education, CmTTjefense Adult Edufation, and
Manpower Deyelppment T and- Trammg accepted the survey
T findings theur areas provided independent venﬁcatrﬁn for
39 percent of all the adult education enrollment stausm.s for
1968-69 reported.in this survey.

In contrast to the four USOE programs, there seemed to
have been semous -over-reporting by some states when they
gave figures for the federal agncultural programs. NCES
turned to the person in the U.S. Department of Agriculture
in Washington, D.C. who knew the most abgut agricultural

~ extension-activities in the U.S. for advxce and his comments
served as a basis for NCES—fufure—dmgssmns with. the states.
Specialssts in the Vo»atronal Rehabilitation office also helped
NCES interpret the states entries.

_The third test «wmpared the proportion of a state’s
population enrolled in adult eucation with the propurtion
“enrolled in elementary and secondary education.

The fourth test compared returns from the current survey
Jath figures for adult education ‘from the Brennuzl Suney
reported in the pp;eedmg year's pubiication, Statistics of
State School SyStems, [967-68 (;eference 4).

When states were ranked or examined according to
differences revealed in each of these  tests, inadequacies, gaps
- & weaknesses in reporting became- apparent Companng the

" state’s ﬁgures for a particular federal program with those of
the sponsoning government agency, as described aboye, also
bmught some interesting differences to hight, Unfortunately,
a fyll check with all agencres would have been an exceedingly
time-consuming -, task, nor would  the result
extensive enough of accurate enough to make it worthwhile.

" Funally, it should be pointed out that no effort was gade
by those .of the NGES staff who worked on the surv v, to
modify arbxtranly ate data n, order to make them agree
with information from other federal seurces.

»
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- Processing the Returns
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When a little moze than 80 percent of the forms had been

returned, worksheets were designed to systematize the -

urgamz.atxon of the data. Eventually 20 different worksheets
‘were used. Statistics on the returned forms were reviewed
and transferred to these worksheets. In most cases transfer
involved simply copying figures or tallying responses. Little

‘editing was inyolved. It was necessary to derive categories for

kinds of cooperating agencies and develop a scoring scheme
for upm‘ons about purposes of programs in order to handle
these daia.- Worksheets made it easier to translate the
numbers to percentages and rankings so-that they could be
analyzed and tabulated.

Hand processing, though-a tedious task, seemed appropri-
ate because there were only 57 respondents. Hand processing
also permitted flexibility " int W'orkmg with- the results of a
ﬁrsg-trme survey. - )

The detailed manner of data cgaion’land the coopera-
tiop of states in providing dati_y pled with the stringent
testing and verification Pprocedures, resulted in data of
seemingly acceptable quality..Indeed, considering the ambi-
gume% of the adult education area, the hrstury of previous
studies, and the fact that this was, in effect, a first-time
effort, the qualrty of the data seemed impressive. All the data
in the report were-provided by the states and, as mentioned
earlier, changes in the original data submitted were made
only with the state’s approval No supplementary stanstnes
were used,

~ . .

Oxganiziné the Data (- .

Since this was essentially a firsttime survey, no prece-
_dents inhibjted " the _presentation of the data. Still, innova-
tion had te- be—balanwLbLPwal considerations and
by earlier expeérience. Previoug studies had provided clues
as to what findings to_expect. Several guidelines had
mdrcated that specific data provrded more insights about
adult educataon than geneml_mtals.;that the latter tend
to camouﬂage or hlde,srgmﬁwnt revelations. .

—This .report . was desxgnedﬂwih these th tbmgs in mmd

Information is presented in_the same order as the "data’

had been elicited on the.foym. The flow of information
is from admuustratron of. a;iuTt edtication to enrollment,
mstructmnal staff, ratios of students to teachers, and
descriptions of programs. Sets of statistics aref given for
federal, state, and local gavernmental levels of sponstr
ship, for the 27 selected federallyfunded programs, the
four USOE programs, community and junior college pro-
grams, and uooperatively-offered prugrams. Enrollment,
staff, and ratio figures are shown for fulltime, part-time,
percent of part-time to total, and change.from one year
to the next. Statistics aré gven state by State, for out-
Iying ‘area_'s‘, for the average state, and for the nation.

S .
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Figure; progress from numbers, tu percents, 1o Fh.nks and
finally, to rankdifference correlations. -
This report has been des:gned to place‘adult educatlon

= ) t

*

How to Read the Tables

: 5
o Mentiuon of ste aspects peculiar to t}us survey may ease

fnd speed the use of the tables. In most of the tables the
fucus is un the full 196869 beatistics reporied by the states
for adult education in the public edu.ation system excluding
tHe four year degree granting institutions. Yet myriad other
»  subcategories are possible and in some cases even subsets of
the Sub«,ategones The data can be recombined or subtracted
_—_ _ toarrive at new kinds of statistics.
L "As mentiongd earlier, the ongmal mtentnon was to solicit
- Tt only ™ for’ 196869 With the passage of time in
implementing the s*urvey it was judged feasible to request
estimates for_F¥969-70 also. As it turned out, by the time
* form OE-2323 wasyreceived in the field, many states already -,
had on hand tl;em#eciﬁc statistics for 1969-70, for instance
this is apparent irthe fact that very few of the returns came
/
. in as rounded nembers and only in rare instances did t'}'le
change between the years reveal some fixed petcentage
increase for the set of numbers. Cunsequently the data on
adult educatiofl in the publu. education sygem for 1969-70
might \profitably be employed for analyses similar to those
undertaken here of the 196869 statistics.
~ Although data were requested on specific programs, states
sometimes aggregated, or grouped, their data so that pro-
grams could not be differentiated. Consequently, when

reference is made in this report to “line entries” - which are |

“individual row§ of data submitted - the distinction is made
between “ident)iﬁablg programs” and “grouped reporting” so
that when, specific data were submitted this can be recog- .
‘nized. Some pfograms (or line entires) reported in 196869
were not :eported in 1969-70 and vice versa. This is noted in
the statistics where pertinept.

As prevmusly indicated, to avoid repetitive enmes of
statistics for programs sponsored at several governmental
levels, respondents were asked to report data at highest level
of government sponsorship. Consequently, data for federal
and stat¢ sponsorships are somewhat artificially inflated,
while informat,ibn on local sponsorships is gonservative.

Ve nfymg the Data - . .'

i ;_.3- s ’ b

During the winter of 197071 telephone calls were magde
to each state coordinator to verify, clarify, Qf supplemerit
statistics submitted. Though some states admitted their
reports were not complete, almost all said that-figures given

were represeniative of adult education in their states.
- ‘

- iy
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statistics fn perspective by relating the statistics to each Oti'lbt
and to outside data. Though only a few such analyses age
given, they illustrate how the data can bt used.

o
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ASSESSING THE DATA

-

: ’ {

For, the most part, the telephone’ conversations wéte
helpful. They provided a means of enriching the dataof the
survey and further establishing its relizbility. States had.a
second chance to modify their inputs. Questionable aspects
of their reports were reviewed with them. Ina few instances

“agreement was reached on a prorating procedure to fill gaps
which Gtherwise would have been left mncomplete. At the
same time, to prevent input from the telephone conversa-
tions from slammg___tbe results of the survey, changes 4n

- statistics Weré made only _with permission -of the state

< coordinator. Any bolstenng, dimnsshing, or biasing of
statistics was scrupulously avoided. As much concem was

. expressed to coordinaters over possibly inflated figures as
over those concewvably incompletg, telephone conversations
resulted in changes in both directions. In most cases

" satisfactory explanations were offered for the onginal sta-
tistics, all other apparent discrepancies within program
reports were satisfactorily resolved. .

As shown in table 2, no consistent pattern of agency
reporting on adult education has existed amohg the states.
For every three states with, Z"department of education as.a
primary source of reporting there is at least one state with a
community college board reporting in its own right, Twelye
states use both agencies as primary sources. The commumiy
college board is the sole primary zeporting source in four
states. Jowa, North Carolina, Oregon and Washington.

Most of the tables which follow provide two kinds of
summarizing data. Each kind 15 useful, depending on the
user's needs. Consider, for example, the data which describes
, the nymber of adults enrolled i adult education in pub‘flc
schcols.for the entire United States, The question’1s asked.
what proportion of the total population 1s represented by
this figure: One answer may be gained by adding together the
numbers of people,entolled in each state and comparing that

total with the figure of.Lthe total populatlon for the country. .

A percentage can be computed which is an accurate figute,
but, for some pu s, 1t 15 nusleading. The reason 1s that

the fore populoug states, like Califomia and New York, haye’
a significantly higher propomon of. their populatlons en-
rolled than do many smaller states. The-more populous states

. therefore contribute a disproportionate portion of the
number of students enrolled to the total figure. -
Tocompensate for this, and to provide data which might

be more usie,ful to an ihdividual state, 1t 1s possible to take.f__ile

same data and analyze 1t differently. First, comphre the -
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Table 2. Administering agengfés reporting,.and contacted for adult education statissics, by State or dther area. g )
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Table e.-jAdministering agenci€s reporting; and contacted for,-adult education statistics, p
. by"State or other area: Unired States, 1968-69 and 1969-70 . ~
. 4 e —= ] - = Yy -
o B R ' Agencies or functions cﬁtqctéd 2/ ‘
. C . . - - e - A .
- e —- -~ Agencies reporting 1/ State 3/ Community 3/ s
’ - 7 _education {~ or junior Voggfé:rtl?‘lmé/ _ Other 4/ | .
-, ' ! agency (SEA) | colleges (CC) . 4 .
. — — T = -
o r r 2 - - 4 / 5 .
50 States and D.C. §/ 146X 12 16X 18y X 47Y s 1X 13 . ’
.- . Alabama T . o N : ‘.‘
SeA - 2 - ¥/ v . Y - - ? %
. . i .
Alaska N . . - . “ .
- - . SEA . X Y Y Y
. - N ‘ ]
;Anzona . \‘ M -
SEA ) ‘X I ¢ Y- AT
¢ CC N e - L X - <- :
' Arkansas ) - ’ . : ‘
SEA X ] Y - 4
California ) - - ] : E ) .
s 7 SEA X R ¢ Y - . . . 0
. cc Y R ¢ ) Y - . :
- Colorado - / . R . . d
SEA ‘ X Lty Y Y o~ ¥ T -
Connecticut ” ) . . . . . }
.t SEA . X - N § - )
. cc. . - R - - 1
. Delaware © T /. ,
SEA X L Y Y ,
“  District of Columbia o )
SEA * X - —= ! Y S
N Florida ‘ X o, = = )
SEA ‘ ©oX oy Y Y - -
< : - - X - HERN o {
Georgia - T Lo ~
SEA - - X . - - . - -
cc / - X . . - ’ = - -~
Hawaii - =t S {
L X Lo e .- C e *
Idaho ) — — ’ |
, SEA = X - S - - .
- Illinois ) ’ . ] . oo
. - SEA . X i = ¥ - - . \ . e ‘
) .7 Indtana : : .- o L’ : ]
e - : X - Y - : 1
- . Towa™ ‘ ’ . . - o . . .
- .. c€c ° . Y X . .Y .- -y . R . \.: )
o : ' Kansas - . T o - e Y - R
SEA - X = Y . Y Yt - “
i Kentucky . e ) ) - .
C 4 SEA L X T - - = g
Ve o +Louisiana ) ) - -, o
L ..+ o+ < SEA X - - Y - . .- "
Maine . -t - B ’ ‘
- SEA - . X - - & -
& 4 e . -
- : ~ 2~ y { ‘ )
) = "5’ - L — E =
o ( . o . ,3 7‘“
MC - N - T R . N . .
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) Table 2.-Administering agencies reportmg, and contacted, {or adult educanon statistics, by State or other area.
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i . Table &--Admm.stgrmg agencies rep&tmg, and contacted for, aduit education stat15t1cs,
T : - by State or otherk area: United States, 1968-69 and 1969- -70--Continued
: , o ~ T T,Agencigs orfunctions contacted 2/ ) - ;s -
Agencies reporting 1/ State 3/ Somaunity 3/ o N b
L - . PR . education -|  or jumior vo;z:;:g:,l, ¥ Other 4/ . .
C . . ~ | ageney (SEA}| colleges (cC)| ©
i . . ., 1 2. 5, e 4 5
. Maryland T A o
SEA X - - i Y
* ‘ . cc - - X - i § .
’ Massachusetts - o oo . ’ s
. SEA h E) X < oa- Y3 .Y - ‘
- ¢ - . y ! A O { - - - -
lﬁchigan o - - = P i -
. . - SEA 2 X . - Y -
_ Minpesota . ) . L TR ° -
SEA x T° Y’ B | - . ’
Mississippi - St - S .
t, SEA -~ X Y. Ty -
Missouri . )
SEA : FEOX - Y ey -
‘e cc ' - Ty X . . A . .
. j _ Montana . T N ,
‘ SEA N X T Y ¢ -
cc ’ Y C b QR Y - . -
Nebraska - R )
SEA X - .. . ¥ W ¥ - ¢
;] -
L Kevada - : o N . . ev -,
SEA. . g X T TyErEs Sy -
K New Hampshire : L T A - ¢
SEA . R - B S ¢ Y . -
{ New Jersey . - oL T TR A - y -
SEA X . 7 ~E - - ]
3 N LB L . - = e
New Mexico , : - = g R — . o
SEA ) H X et % ¥ . - )
g € - R L - ]
N New York i N )
r . SEA X SRy . - i
ce Y ¢ X . . YE S |
=i S Other CeETTLL L RS e . ! X
. E 2 # 3
- North Cafolina - .2 e
cc : Y S - Tt
- - = ¢
o North Dakota £, . o, : . : -
- : SEA-SE X R ¢ ) ~ - -
" Ohio . B . S
= . SEA X - R Y
ST ! . . A ¥ - .
- Oklahoga ) we * _ e kS
= SEA "’x - - Y - 7
Oregon T B : 4 .
. € = T | X - Y -, i . e,
= - L
= Pennsyl Vania o ¢ et g "
SEA ’ X - Y, Y N —
: cc ! Y « X Y - -
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) Table 2.-Administering agencies reporsing, and contacted for adult education statistics, by State or other area:
e . United States, 196869 and 1969-70—Continued L : x
- ) - e | T— - r( z - .
_ Table e.--Administering agencies reporting, and contacted for, admt education statistics, \
-7 e ) by State or other areat Unit’ﬁ States, 1968-6% and 1969-70--Continued
T ‘- . Agencies or functiops contacted 2/
.- Agencies reporting 1/ | - State 3/ < Commur;ity '_.'1/7 - .
eddcation_ | or junior vz;zz;ggz; 3/ other 4/ .
; agency (SEA)} colleges (CC) .
1 2 3 P4 -
- = = ’, N — B
Rhode Island =~ _ T o
- SEA _ "f,"i x ') - I ey. - .
South Carolifia N ’ . L . ’ '
SEA. X - o« ! B ; - B
v - ¥ K s &
South Dakota - . - . B . -
SEA - X .- ‘ Y I
Z . < . 2 . ’ L
¥ - Tennessee | . £t . L
. SEA , S S Y - T . e t,
.t — - £ P ¢t P .
i . Texas . P -
SEA ‘ X ro- S S -
’ Utah R . 2‘ . . A ~ L ‘; . N
. - SEA o X Y RO T { I { N
Vermont . , . Yo % . ~§
[N SEA ° & x - - :rj i‘ Y 7 L T o*
virginia - - ) . ) . T
SEA X - -y I
Washington . . - - N . ’ ) '
. cc Y. , X Y Y e .
. . ¥est Virginia s - : i . »% - _
- . SEA X - i Y - " & , ‘
Wisconsin v L. : J A e L Yol
Vocational Education ° Y ., - - R A4 ~ 5
* Wyoming ) .8 ’ ) , ' s
SEA - - X - e - .- ' ,
2 . . :
e . ar * .
Outlying areas -~ ° 4X L 4y LT - e = .
.. . American Samoa L - X -7 A .
cc ’ - . X .o S S - ) 3
Canal Zone - - - ’ - -
T T T tuam 7 . . & . -
° - SEA : X - . Y . - . '
“  puerto Rico , X - - Y oL - - { ‘
. . D eee e ~ . . AN
Trust*Terr., Pac. Is. = e . . R o
.. SEA, . l ) S v - Y R - T T *
Virgin Islands ’ - - -
SEA X . - - - - N
a . R LY { i
‘£ 1/ Reporting agencies are jdentified with X. -
' 2/ Agencies or .functions contacted are identified with Y.- Sometimes’ these are
distinct and separate-authorities; at other- times they are a part of another
. . agency. Contact- indicates attempt by coordinator to collect data rather than .
actual receipt of statistics. . s T
_é{ Column headings are-descriptiwe and not necessarily actual terms used by each - ’
state. = -, ) i : ) .
« * . 4/ "Other" includes educational agem*s such as skill centers, extension sepvices ¢ -
. . (excluding four-year cpllege credi® institutions), and tWo-year agriculgural o
schools. Noneducitional cooperating agencies are reported in a scparate table. -7
s/ States were requested to submit separate forms reponting adult education °
administered by the State education agency .and by the commmity colleges -as
apgtopria_té. Therefere, the_total number of reports submitted is more than 51.
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state. A percentage is computed, Thismis done fur,e‘ach state,”
then the percentages are added together and divided by the ..

number of states. The result is 4 figute whih m}’resénis the

_ percentage for an average state. In 'this case, each state,

“what higher.

“between ther wo years,

regardless of its population, is equally considered in the
national picture. — .

In the survey, data for a few states seem to be

underestimations, the true national figures would, be some-
Statistical techniques could have-hieen used
here, but were not, to modify state figures upward. The
figures were felt 1S be sufficiently accurate to avoid
xmputatxuns by NCES, nevertheless, the user has information
that can permit- him, to make adjugtments according to hs
purposes. Thaough Jata fur a few »tites may be incamplete,
survey coordinators in alt but one ur two states said data

reported were characteristic of ddult education in therr

states, so that such indices as pait-time to.-full-time enroll:
ments, percentage changes in enrollment and staff figures
and
mstru«.nonal staffs can generally be accepted.

“ Data on outlying areas are presented separately at the end
of each statistical table. They are not included in the
analytical tables. -~

” - -

Duplication

e v

Possible duplication among figures for adult education in
the public education systems remains a knotty problem. For
a long period “‘enrollment™

“cumulative registration.” Over time the desiré has increased

" for unduplicated counts, .

As was mentioned earlier, special provision was made
form OE_ 2323 to attempt (a) to minimizé  duplicate program
reporting and (b) to ascertain the pfoportions of the

enroliment and staff statistics “deemed to be duplicative. '

Combined and \.ooperatwel)uffered programs were to be
reported only once on the survey form. .

.These instructions eliminated sote .duplication, other °

kinds were more difficult to coptrol for. Because adult
education courses can be informal and of short duration,
precise records are 'not generally maintained for persons

. attendmg more than one activity sequentially or at the same

!"’Statisﬁcal Indices : ‘ )

ri

A ruiTen

time’ Nevertheless, state coordinators were mhted to file
estimatés on the amount of duplication present in the figures
they submitted. Few chose to do so. One—quartermf ‘the,

¢:

| VT -t *

. ~

To make it ea51er to read and interpret the s{austus,
the simplest statistical indices have been used. Each Bm}ds
on the other. Progression is from numbers to percents to
_ank ordering to rank-difference correlations.

ratios. of enrullments tu-

was admittedly defined as .

PRESENTING THE DATA

states submitted-no data and then the estimates usually applied
only to portions of their total returns,

Dunng the teleplione m,term&nuns with state \.0urdmaturs
the prublem uiduplu.atmn wds almust invaniably discussed.
The replies given were general statements of little, .if any,

" quantitative value. A speeial worksheet was devised to xecord

all relevant statistical data commengs by the states.on
duplication.. Table 3 shuws the frequency of responses
catergonzed under general heddmgs Four states unequivoally
declared their data repres/emed unduplu.atad counts, the
remaining states mostly hedged to varying degrees.

For each state that estimated some pourtion of their returns
as duphicate Lounts, ghe percentage of "duplicatiun tu total
enrollment was determined. The resulting percentages for the
states and the nation are conservative estimates of duplicates.
oI wnversely, a liberal indication of riénduphcated registra-
tnons - )

Tuble 3 5uggests tha.t. tl)’e frequency of the oicurrence of
the same person appeating more than once in enqpllment
figures varies from state to state with a possible overall
estimate of+ 10 percent. The hard data for duplicates,
reported by the states,
enrollments. For' the- 13 states which provided data on.
duphca’non in cnrollments
duphcauon f0r the six states which *provxded duplication
data for instructional Staff, the average is 10.28 percent

is less than 3 peréent for total .

the average is- 8.36 percent

duplication. -

_Another app'mdt.h different from that reflected in table 3,
is tu ignure the state totals and simply deal with the line entries .
or independent programs within states for which duphifation
data were offered. Data on the 23 such indpendent line entries
on enmllments yielded a-mean d'ﬁplu.a;mn of 12.59 peru:nt
(For mstrumunal staff, ghe 14 .line entries had a medn”
percentage duplication of 12.44). "Wogdward (reference 49),
dealing directly. with sefiool .distncts 1n. 1958-59, found a,
reported duphcate rate in énrollment figuresof 12 69 percent.
Thys, the figuresare very close. One can speculate that the true
duplicate.sate fur enroliments falls somewhere between 7 and
13 percent for the pation with vanations fronf this of 5 to 10
peréent'among the states. -
, Duplicatipn remains 4 maJor problem. Perhaps the |
handling of . duplication .a . perfected i the future

,through improved mcurd ked pmg, refinement of definitions,.
.ﬁ:{guent Surveying, ,and t.he ‘appheation of sophnsmated data
- p?d’éessmg - .. :

— - :,u‘—\:r‘~

o e eEe
“ Use of. Bercents* Since numbers gam meamngfuln
in rela;m’n to other numbers, the data in this repo

genera]ly,been presented in percentages which describe the

&propumun s relation to the whole in 4 form which i iy ready

to use without conversion. The total numbers on which

< pen,emages are based are also given so that furthex calcula*

-
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L, 2 -y . , e ¥ N . Data’of Percent of
. % ge - A Atteapt to Sone qDOn b Data of ”Percent of some kind on | total State
LoL - tate oy “ No provide un- } duplication, know  some kind on}{. total ‘Stgte instructionall instructional
R other area duf§ication | duplicated no amount |’ or no enrollment | enroliment [" ::;f; a staff
. . - , ‘ . data indicated |information &1: “tzon duplication duplication duplicat}on' o
=n . - .
A - 59 States and D.C. 4 * 20y 8 & 13 T2\ 6 1.7
= Alabama . - - - . -~ - .- -
- - Alaska - - . - X ) - - " - - - -
y _Arizona ° - x - ; - - - . .
\ Arkansas e - - - x - . - .- 3
yj  California - - - - F x 3.2 - -
- - >
: Colorado . 4 - “x . - - - - - -
. . Connecticut * - X - - - - - ; -,
. Pelaware . - Cx - - - - P - -
: Dx@trict of £olumb o - - - - - < s -
: . Florida, . - s x a - . - - - - a - N -
. : M ’ *
~ o, Georgik .- 3 z - - - - - - v
‘ . 7+ Hawaii - . - - : ;- x 20.0 - - - ,
. {daho ° - x - - - - - -
% - Illinois . - - L - - -k ) VB -
. : Indiana - x - - - - - - R
. - 7 .
> A B -
: Towa < iﬁb - - - - x 15.4 - -
. % _ Kansas -t x - - - - - -
Lol = Kentucky ‘ . - i - - - x 1.5 = R -
> Loujsiand ~ - x - - - - - -
M ﬁ' Maine - x - - - - - - I, g e
=" Maryland - - . N x . 11,2 €2 ‘8,3 .
Massachusetts - x - - - - - -
. Michigan- o - - x - - - - - g
- Mirinesota - . - - - x - oo - - -
- . . Mississippi - X - - 2 - - - - -
} Y - N T - . e
' ‘ez Missoury ) - s P PN 3 - g - - - -
n Montana . .- - - - - x 7.7 . 13.8
B - Nebraska - F - x - - L - - -
B X * 4 Nevada fTel - - T e x - . - . -
- New Hampshire -7 - x U - - - -
. - —_—— . ’ . . , .
- New Jersey - T - - x . 9.3 x 9.3
B - New Mexico * - - - - - -
L New York . - - x - - . - - -
o :ﬁ'&urth Caroljna - - - = - - - -
o - .&'North Dakota X - - - - - - - -
g - - _ st =
“Ghio - - PR - ) : T 4.9 i 15.2
- . Oklahoma i - T.oOX, - X - -, - - , -
~ © . 0Qregon. .. - .- X <. - Ty - -, e L= g
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o ~ o . .o, . - F . - T,
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. fully appreeiated in combination with consideration of the  sophisticated Pearson cOrreIanon %
. : _absélute numbers on which they are based. They are also the The formula for the Spearman rank-difference eorrelatnon
" preliminary step to computmg rankvdlfference correlations.  is | X . . 2
o ) sho = 1'\-—"""62]:)2 e
Rank-Differefice Correlations Once the states have been %h N(N*-D) \
rarkked on the basis of more than one variable, jt.pecomes D i§the difference between two ranks for a state and Ns'the )
) ~““possible to compare the pairs of rankings for two varigbles,  number of pairs of ranks to be compared—here 51. Z 15, of | -
or, more specifically, to compare the difference between the course, the .\symbol for summation. (Garrett—reference
two rankings of oneiétate with the general or, to oversimplify  6- provides a detailed explanation of thns.techmque ) .
. o P
= i? . - ; . .. 29 ~ i e \'j
S Lo T ', Al . SO
-~k 1 - - T, “ S )
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tions e.m‘be‘mad'e In this manner several things are achieved.
the reader is provided with processed statistics, presented imna
'meanmgful and readily available way, while the user <an
recalculate the data in any way he Jesires. | -

In this report, most percentages have been rounded to one
decimat plaee bvivusly, some data are lost when statistics

in the tmlhons or seven figures are .reduced to being

represent by a n,entage with only three dnglts But
onvennon “and the greater ease for the mind to deal withthe
abbrevrated representatron argues ,ﬁ#r use of percentages.
~ Faged,. howevér, with the representatron I percentage terms

of adult edycatign enrollments in the public education :

N system as a function of a state’s popuylatien (as was done in

L]

*

P

*x

some olf the analytical tables), rounding to two decimal
places scemed appropriate, especially since most percentages

. were so small. Carry jng detimals in these cases to two points,_

too, reduces the number of ties in rankmgs

ofRank:(zgs Rank or@nng of the fgures in a column
has been dori¢ not only-to make it easier for the eye to relate
lengthy columns of figures to each vther, but tg help the
" “reader compare dxfferent pieces of data. In this study the
largest fi in the relevant éolumi has been ranked “1™ and
the smallest numper “S1” with appropriate in-between

- Y

matters a bit, tie “average™ difference for rankings on the
two variables for all states- This index of the degree of
difference (or of relationship) between vanables for all states
is called the “rank-diffexgnce correlation,™ and the manner in
which it is calculated is described below. ' )
Why use rank-difference currelations? One answer s that
rank-difference corrglations can serve 2 a pauge of the,
_quality of the d#a used to calculate’them., If the data are not
wonsistent, the rank-difference cah,ulatrons willbe skewed .
and show less af a relation where there mrght hav beena __
greater one. ’ ’ -
Rank-difference correlations also have practical uses. An
individual state, for example, may compare_its rankings on
" two different subjects dr vanables with the ‘national;rank-
differencg correlations computed here and draw highly
accurate interesting conclusions about how that particu- .
lar state fares when compared fto other states. If the
rank—drffereﬂce correlatnon for a particular comparison js
high, that is, if most of the states do fall into the same kmd
of order when eumpared on that partictlar set of two
variables, then the individual state can confidently expeet tus
state’s rankings to similarly fall into place. If they do not, ..
then the state should look for causes, try to identify what 1t j
15 that is causing his state to deviate to that extent and, if

h

rankmgs Generally, th;
" Percentages. When two or moré states have _had identical
percentages, the same intermediate ranking has been given to
each. * ' :}H“ ;
Of course using r to interpret {héyl ]
* with caution 1t is dangero\s to @ infgrences about
absolute differences i ongmal‘nu #58 based on differences
in order of rank. This da tuated when, rankings are
used that fall around the middlg, “of the order in this case
*“25” —since experience indicates that there will be a greater

. bunching or closeness of original numbers at this point than] must decide what is in its best interest, but these statistical

at either’ ends of the distribution. We must remember
rankingy only order things'by magmtude consequently, we
~cannot infer from rankings the absolute numbers on which™
they are based, For instance, the absolute difference in
populations in the states ranked “2” and “3” is quite likely
, to be much greater than the “gifference in populations in
’ states ranked “25> and “26.” Such a likelihood is increased
_corisiderably as the distribution for populatmn by states

Lt approac*nes that of the normal “bell-shaped” curve. In any

- case, rankings are excellent streening toolﬂ' that can be most

L4

b N - - . x

rankings have been based on )
satisfiéd, especially if the difference reflects well.

desired, make changes accordingly. Or the state may be

On’ the other hand, if the correlation between thg states
on those two variables is low, that tells the state something
else entirely. In that cas® the individual state need not be
concerned about not having rankings that are similar, since
the rank-difference correlation indicates that most states
have unrelated rankings. Illustrations arid applications of
these’ points are provided later in the analytical section of*
this report (pages 91-126), In the end, each state, of course,

touls provide a useful-perspective and one that may be uséful
to tHese who make policy.

The statistic used to summarize the degree of relationship
between two variables m this study is called the rho or '
Spearman rdhk-difference correlation. T}}rs statistic is pro-
duced by one of the less sophisticated correlational tech-
mques available, aufe that is usually employed for screening
_purposes. With lirge samples—and a sample of 51 falls in this _
category ~the value of the rank.difference correlation 1s
actually Iikely to be simdar to that of the more sensitive and.
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Correlatrons range from a perfect negative relationshup of
<1.00, through ne relationshup of 0.00, to the +1.00 wf 4
wmplete positive’ reiatnonshrp Fur an example of a perfect
negative relationship ur correlation (-1 .00) we can turn tu
Jhe two-ends of a seesaw. As the seesaw tilts there 15 a perfect
negative relationship between the distance end A is off the
- ground compared with that of end B. Moust likely there is ng

relationship at all (0.00) between the number of traffil .

tckets wntten 1n Los Angeles uver time and the number of
Aimes Lights’ are switched on 1n your home. A perfect pusitive ~
correlation (+1 00) 15 exemphfed by the effect of the length

of the radius of a ircle un the length of the arcumference of .
But,.in nature a perfect

that crclé, they vary directly.
correlafion is the exception rather than the rule. In the
abstract one might consider 4 costelation of .20 nunimal or
neghgile, of +¥P small, of £.60 moderate, and uf £.80 high.
Actually, the sngmf»am.e_uf the magmitude of a particular
worrelation must b evaluated in the context of &xpectations.

Invergreting Rank-difference Correlaniuns. The fact that a
correlation exists does not necessarily establish a causal
-connectnon befween_the two variables. The values (or the

- ‘nid#nbers) of both variables may be caused by a third variable

*or phenomenon or by a complex of them.

Let us take the example above for zero correlation. If the
nation goes through a senes of cnses.for energy, there may
develop a positive (ur negative) correlation between tickets
wntten and light switching. But neither one causes the uther.
Both \ﬁ} together betause ea»h is influenced by the same
factor. the lack of energy. Moregher, when a causal nexds
does exist one cannot necéssanly tell from the correlation
which vanable was respunsible fur changes in the val_ué uf the
other. Unfortunately, human judgment mmay be needed.

-Reliability of National lndices

These cautions may seem banal for most, but all of us, at”

some time at least, may have only just managed to skm these
pitfalls. «~ .

Rank-difference comelations based om data from a sample
face the problems of the adequacy of the size of the sample.
“and the possibility of bias resulting from how the sample was
selected. Neiffigr %of these problems corfront -the present
study, since the sample and the universe are the same. the 50
states and the-District ¢ of Cotumbia.

Nevertheless, the accuracy of correlations in this study
will depend on the aucurat.y or validity of the numbers on

— -

—

which the ranks are baseg. When there is random error, for
instance, in measuring the height of both ‘ends of the seesaw
from the ground, it is unlikely we will get a perfect negative
worrelation (-1.00), In this study it can be assumed that some
states under-reported tHe number of adult education entoll-
ments (still fewer states may have over-reporfed numbers).
Therefore, ranks based on such enrollment when related to
ranks for state population aré ﬁkely 16 give a correlation not

uompletel) accurate and one that. more than likely, 1%?‘5
f;maller ‘than it should

b\nSome Tiofion, however, of the
aceuracy Yor ranks on enrollment Can be gained from the size

.and cunsistency with which correlations are obtained with .

variables such as state populatnon and higher education
enrollment. -

Regarding the stability of corre!atj‘onal size over time,
persunal judgments must be used until more statistical data
become available. The present analyses will show, however, a
small, but persistent, positive correlation between a state’s
population and the public school adult student portjon of
that. population, taken at three points in time, each about a
decade apart .

-

—— e s = ¥

Finally, in general it Lan be said that the data in this fepurt
are prubably Uunder- reported Possible under-reporting by .
specific states can be identified through staustical inferences.
The aumber of missing programs appears quite small and it is
unlikely to bias seriously any overall results. Indices on the
national level should be solidly_based and likely tu vary only
slightly, if at all, with addition of data on the missing programs.
Most indices such as percentages fot changes between years and
ratips derive their reliability from representativeness of data
and not necessarily from the completeness of figures.

Al states except one of two assested that their data were
representative, or charateristic, of adult education in their -
state. Knowing which programs were feported and which
office handled the reporting, the reader can judge the

completeness of a State’s data. The quality of a state’s adult

giuuatnon statistics in the present survey can also bfévaluated
by looking at the state’s prevnous perf'urmaﬂce‘m data
collection irf this area. With these reassurances in ind, the
data are presented with confidence. For this survey, the
challenge was to arrange the statistics in a useful form.
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TheData'. -

Thls chapter' contains all the possrbly cnncal data eheited
by form OE- 2323. The attempt has, been made to arrange ;he

matenal m a helpful manner. The organization is meant” to ,

encourage persons mterested i adult education in public.

schools to re-analyze the data according to their own needs. .-

The flow of mformanon in the tables whlch follow begms
with data on 2 xgls}ratxon of adult.education prugrams and
moves through ¥ nrollment and instructional staff statistics to
ratfos and purposes of programs to an analytical presentation
of ‘data, both mtemal and external %o this survey, for pur-
. poses of f comparison and correlation.

- Befom ‘proceeding, it may be helpful to present some defi

muons In the ‘general igstructions sbpphed with form OE.-
2323 {appendix.), a program 1s defined as “a major agency

endeavor, mission-oriented, whick fulfills statutory or execu- ~

tive requiremeiits, and which 12 defined in terms of the pnn—

_cipal actions required to achieve a slgﬂxﬁmnt objective.” “In .

=
t
- \

The three tables in thjs subse»uon presem statﬁtm on the
program SPORNsOrs afid mtrodu\,e the categones used by \CES
to group the programs. K

“Table 4 shows the number of programs reported by ea»h '

state. These programs are dmded into categores by level of
~ governmental sponsorshlp federal slate, and lowal. (Fux a
defjnition of * sponsorshlp, see the glossary.) The number
~in_each level varies greatly from “state to state. Not
_'surpnmngly, g;ven the increase in federal govemnmental
support _ this ~country has witnessed.in recent years,’ 51.1
pe of the programs in public school adult educatipn
reported on in table 4 are. federally-sponsored. However,

.

- P

_ No attempt was_made to’ infer the fumber of “possible

NDS AND dBSERVATIBNS ABOUT THE PROGRAM SPONSORS

»repuztmgs and because the states were told to feport a

the survey, a,program could, be anything from a regular
aty adult education program to something like VISTA. A~~~
“identifiable program™ is defined in the survey to mean 1
,any program which the reporting agency described with ]
one of the following facts. the subject, the target group, ’
whether or not credit was given, the program’s, location
within the state or some other useful :den(xﬁ»aﬁun Data _
from a single line -entry which was not ascribed to an
“identifiable ptogram™ was labelled a “group reporting.”
(In a group reporting there had to have been at least one
program.) These occurred only at the state or local level.
programs from the size of the statistics on enrollment and
mst;u»txona-l staff. From the information presenféd in table |
4 1t 15 possible to calculate that of the 433 line entries due
to the state and focal governments, only 35 ot 8.1 _percent
“were labelleg by NCES as group repomng

because yome state and local programs are wunted s group

_program under its* highest level of sponsorshlp, the*51.1
percent is probably ap inflated figure. Likewise, the number ¥
of identifiable programs sponsored by the luwest govern
mental o1 lowal level withun the states 1s- probably higher than 1
27 percent of all ldennﬁable pmgrams in the survey. On the’ )
.average each state Supplied statistigs for 17 programs. P
Of all the pmgrams which were reported un in the sarvey ’ ]
(see column 2 2 .of table 4), at least 23. l percent {205
programs) were administered by a- ;ummumt) college. Of
these ,_OS pfograms, 36.6 perent were locally rather than i
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Table 4.~Number of programs tepurted and grouped reportings submitted by each State reporting agency for adult education
in public education system according to the different tevels of gowmmental sponsorship, by State or othef arca. )
L ~ < = United States 196869 and 1969- 70 Conﬁnued v (p -7 .
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Table 1.%-maber of prograns reporied and grouped n:ponggs submi1tt&d by each STIL6 Feporiin agency for afull ehmat.oo

iz public education system according to the different levels of governzemi#l sponsorshup, by State or otber area
inited Stxtes 1968-69 and 1963-75-Lomtinged
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1/ When one sgency submitted the report for another agomxy, ibe second azeney is sbm&n 1n pzrentheses. For 15stance,
frequently the SEA schaitted 2 separate report for the comsumity ¢olleges, and vite ¥érsa. -

.
2° These s74 Fulbors of 1iav oatrics pe¢ Stalc. imimdesg wcth dectifisble prog~=e Ind froosed reporvings. Twosc figures
provide 18 axgs Tor Jaler xdivecs of foscfiplions of proprass, -
. . .
To aveiT dpiicate calfses <hon proprans had sulligoyeInacst sporsorsiyp, the instruclicas were s colef data at
a3t tize of first occurrence. Idcrefore, eetrjes in the Faderal Syluen nay include prograas which had State and [ocal
aponsership giso. and the 51a1c colulen Say snclade prograes iogdkiy =foncored. AC &&xt applits !b!m dout the rtwr:.
tEis cxplasation w11l not o Tepeited @ .
- s -
Sev 1tk foet £ Sarimion e 1B § lor Jestiatan, of D JT wH{UG HOK Sy el (ropans - -
Frograas which were 1dentified by sobject, targer proup, crediz given. locatiom of c!her categorization.

General summarization precluding specific jdentification. -

Inclodes DORFECUTTIRG PTOfrans. me 536 total includes one progras in 1968~ &9 oaly aad 12 fcx ones in 196870, 35 well
25 grouped reportings.
- sl Both the State odouum aency and cﬂ:cmzy <clieges prcvﬁcd irdependent ‘but o0t Svplicated data for the rame prograa
3/ States pere equ.-ﬁy weighted, to ohuinju;e average, 344 column snd divide by 51. This applles throughout the report.

10/ Precise admimisteriog agescy o fumction 1% ;§sz and therefore the report 1z connidered to br X me{é Tejrt

soverisg the State cducation 3gcrcy, Sopmaity college, and osther.

11/ Cenal Ione Soes not have say adult innm:zionil prograns, sithouh it sdministers e high school or En test. This
explaaseion will #ot be repeated. -

* Prograss reported for 1969-70 oaly; of the two igentifiabic State prozrams reported by South Caroline, ote was for 1969-70
only. |

** Progra npened for 1963-63 only. ¢
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state- J1 fc..deraliy-;punsored (The wmparable figure for
departments ufeduumon was 25.5 percent.) 7 -

€ » Finally, it is inferesting 1o nete that of the 851 identi-

fiable programs, 838 or 99 péreent were repurted as being in
operation in the United States dynng both 196869 and
1969-70. Of the 13 programs which were reported as betng in
uperatiun fin go state dunng one of the years, one was mn

. 196869, ﬁ}e rest appeased for the first time 1n any state in
1969-20." Of those twelve, half were for, some kind of
occupational training or upgrading.

The 27 éelected. Federal Programs '

Table 5 indicates the partxcnpanon by the states and
vutlying areas’-public education sys;ems in one or more of
the 27 federal programs. (The process by which the programs
were sclected is discussed earher, in Chapter 2, “The Present
Survey.”) These prugrams were specifically histed” in OE-
2323, f the repurtmg'?gency needed to report on other
federal programs, additional space was provided. ..

For the 27 selected federal pwgrams, 414 independent
entries weére made un‘one year or the other by individual

75.of, them vcourred for the same states buth in .
WJTQT-TS 69 and 1969-70. Of the nonrecurnng programs; i1
pen,gm wefe in 1968-69 only. Of the 89 percent newly
operated by the public education system in 1969-70, 29
percent were for the WIN (Work Im,entlve) program. (The
adding ur dropping of one of the 27 federal programs 1n a
particular state was not considered to affect a change in that
program’s status as one of the 27 feéeral!y-sponsored
N identifiable program.. While the tofal number of 1dentifiable
) programs was affcoted by the continuation or termination’ of
* any “other” federally-, state- or locally-sponsored program.)
” Eight was the average number of federal proframs
reported per state. Adult Basic Education (ABE), Adult
Vocatignal Education (AVE), Civil Defense Adult Education
_(CDAE), and Manpower. Development and Traiming (MDT)
were the four most frequently mentfioned. All were spon-
sored by the U.S. Office of Education. Text table J provides
«the names and brief descnptions of the 27 psagrams.
Other Federal Programs ~— ."-

As '(a‘bl:}revﬂals, the reporting agencies made 39

-

mentivns of other federal, programs, 1n a few cases the same
program w entivned by more than one state. A few
pattemns erfierged. Seven states. were offenng owcupational
training under such programs as Project Hire, Educational

’ Gu:danw and Oppurtunities, Vocationa! Upgrading, Concen
7 trated Employment Program, New Careers,,Career Develop
ment and JOBS. With toney provided by the Educational
Persuniiel Development Act of 1965 and Title |
Education Act of 1967, six states had offered wor

*state.”

" programs wgre more uniform. Under .the five desCriplive

Erogram was menuuned three times, Head S!art which has a
parem education component, was also mentioned three
times. - - -
Two of the programs listed served Older Amem.ans
Enrichment of Living for Residents in Nursing Homes &nd

. Trainuing of Senior Citizens in Adult Educatlon Dealing

specifically with ufban problems were such programs as
Model Cities, Neighborhood Improvement, Urban Centers,
arid Urbari League. One program was oriented to»Rura@oual
Services. The Drug Abuse program and the National Highway .
Safety program were also mentioned. . *

State and Local Programs

It was difficult to categorize the state and local programs
because there was so much variety. This was particularly true
because the instructions which accompanied OE-2323 asked
that the programs be listed “as ordinarily reported in your
" As a result, some_programs were enumerated by
subje\.ts taugh#, while others were identified by target group, *
geographic area, funding source or method of instruction.

Subjects were hsted generally and speuﬁcally by academic
of occupational descriptions. English, math, social studies,
ﬁne arts, utizenship, parliamentary procedures, beef cattle
production, auto mechanics, electronics, health and nutri.
tion, personal enrichment, and so on. ’

Several programs were desmbed by teaching method.
tutonal preggrams, class ms:tructnon lecture series, discussion
) groups, es clinic, guidance conference, teacher workshops,

‘and surveying seminar.
For special target groups there were listings for food

*handlers, fire service, drivers, parents, aliens, farmers, senjor

-3

citizens, workers, and American Indians.
Some programs weft 1dentified by the place where they
were held. Armstrong High School, Law -Enforcement .

' Academy, Opportunities Industrial Center, Division of Cor-,
rections, State Reformatory and State Prison.

Others were 1dentified by geegraphic location. County,
Colebrook, Clovis, Dexter, Langley, and Whitefield.

Fundmg sources were cited a8 minirhum foundation
support tuition suppo:t and-Tee. One was described legisla-
tively as Act 252.

+ Ahd some programs were described simply as adult
general education, or standard evening high school. ’

However, some of the data éollected on the state and local

categories given in.,columns 14 through+18 of the form,
respondents wére asked to indicate fot eacli program ot line
entry of statiics provided whether the program should.be .
descnbed as basic education, high school equivalency or
GED, ocwupational training, general and coﬂege subjects, or
__.gther, Analyses of these data appear n later tables in this
report 1n the section on “Data on the Purposes of Pro-~
grams.”
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.. Cooperatively-offered Programs

——

Adult, education programs are sometimes offered by a

~ public education system m doopesation with another agency
or organization, When this occured othe survey coordinators
were asked to specify the name of the cooperating agency.
The ways they cooperated vaned from shanng funding,

teachers, curriculum, or faudities, to studems or administra-
tors. The intent of the survey item was not to measure the
kind and amount of cooperation but “to ascertain only
whether cooperation exists and with whom.” The tabulations
and pergentages in table 6 exclude the line entries represent-
ing grouped or aggregated reporting, cuuperating agency data
were not reported in these cases. )

A-little over one quarter of the 839 idenufiable ifide-
pendently uperatmg programs reported by the 50 states and
“ the District of Columbia in 196869 were woperauv;‘,l)
offered programs. This figure can be broken down further. a
third, or 36 percent of the federally-sponsoréd programs,
15.2 percent of the identifiable state _programs_and 15.2

spercent qof the identifiable local programs were wouperatively
arranged. Laws authorizing federal programs generally en- |

& courage agencies {o offer programs cooperatively. This seems.
to be reflected in the fact that thefe aré¢ more than twice,as
many cooperahveiyoffe\r‘ed federally sponsored programs as
there are cooperauvelyoffered state-sponsored or lowally-
sponsored programs.

It was requested that woperatwel)-offered programs be
reported at the first, which was most often the federal, level
of government spongership. The possibility that this request
had distorted the data proved not to be a problem becauge 1n
eaclf case neither of the pair of couperaling agencies hsted by
the 50 states and District of Columbia belonged to the publi.
education system. )

Earlier research inio, cooperdtive progxams whxle not
extensive, suggests that cooperation between agencies in
sponsoring adult education programs has a greater likelihoud
of occurring under large institutional auspices. In Wood-~
ward's syrvey (reference 49) of adult education in the public
education system in 1958-59, school systems having adult
education programs were asked “whether or not they
cd-sponsored adult activities with other community institu-
tions or agencies,” but the nature of the cooperative
relationship Between the public schtool system and the other
agency was not pursued. Woodward found that of the 4,840
schools systems which had adult education programs, 13.5
percénl reported some type of cosponsorship; 72.3 percent
reported none, and 14.2 percent gave no repoft. Of the 93
iargest school digficts having adult education, 57.0 percent

ved in cosp?orshxp, for the 132 medium sized
, the percentaggwas 43.2, and for the 4,610 smallest
118 percent. . '

—— =

, arnved at five general ¢

and 7 and the text tablé K on page 40, it can be seen_ “that t—he
larger~ org#nizations, with the ‘larger resources, tend to
establish cooperative arrangemengs with othet dgen‘aes more
often~ and more extensively than do the smaller ohes. The

. data in the Wpodward study and the’ present survey Show nu

heavy poolmg of agency and school resources for adult.
education smaller governmental or admigistrative units.

For mforx%‘wn on govemnment level of spunsurship’ and

state size as influences on the amount f«.UUPC[thn within
a state see table-36 (pp. 119-120) and (hu auomparn) ing
discussion (pp. 119-122).,

I -
<

Kinds uf Cuupemtm gencies Wurkmb with the vanety
of cooperating agenci¢s and institutions mvolved NCESe,
cgories under whylh the wapcrdtmg~
agenuies were them grouped. The ategones were determined
by studying the names of the agencies and institutions with

- whnch the public education systems were cooperating. .

Five general groupings used in table 7 were (1) federal
agencies such as Federal Youth Center and U.S. air bases. (2)
__ state agencies such as State Empluyment Service and State
Hzghway Patrol, (3) community orgamizations, ;md, local

agencies such as county welfare Loffices, _hospitals, “tribal

wouncils, and pmfessxunal suueues (4) edus.ammal agen»xes
such as “School of Draﬂlng” and *“Traffic Survival School,”
and (5) multiagencies, a term used to describe a$ituation
where several agencies -with similar interests combined
resources to offer adult education in the public school. In
one case “multiagencies’” referred to several banks, the
chamber of commerce and a skill cender, in another case it
referred to a group which incliXed a state umivessity, the |

* Bureau of Indian Affairs and the Forestry Service: and for

the last“illustrauon, the cooperating agencies were an
employment service, state hospital and a school for the deaf.
Two woders independently coded the cuoperating groups
under the five categories, differences for a couple were
readnl‘y resulved,ithe irreconcilables were placed in a sixth
category, “Other.” : :

Some cather research has been done on kinds of ooperat-
ing agenuies and organizations. 4 Urban Public Schaul Adult
Education Programs (reference 23) focused on extemal '
relationships and services of the public schoul system. The
the datd™ ape “quite specific on the reciprocal assistghce
between the public schodl and such groups as busmess mnd
industry, labor unions, museums, libranes, luncheon Jlubs,
and parent-teacher associations. The present survey did not
attempt the same level of detail. °

Addmonall)g,.the data derived here do not suggcst such a
dynamie initeraction on the local level. Of-the »uopetatmg
agencies in this—survey, 52.7 percent were either state or

. federal agencies (from columns 2, 7, and 12 in table 7).

Table 7 contains information on the 226 cooperatively

N4
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- Table 6. -—Co‘upermvely offered adult education. as percent of all :dentaf' able programs reported for each level of governimental
2 ST PR —— P
-‘3? sponsorshnp, by State or other area: United States, 1968-69 . -
S A — o »
. Tabie 3.--L00perdt1\(cly offered adult education as pertent of all ;dmunable prograns reported for each level of governmenfal spensorship,
z by State or other area: Unjted States, 1968-69 .
L — o~ . :
S - 7 i 5o~ ~  ,Level of governzental sppnsorship .
P D Total -
- - - - .
0: State or - Federal State Local ~
R . B other area f\‘u:b_gr of . Percent Nusber of Percent * dusber of Pepsent Nuzber -of - Percent
_ - g 1dentifiable | cooperatively| 1dent1faable | cooperatively | identifiable | coope ratavely | identifiable | cooperaticely
prograns §fered prograzs offered prograz 4 cffered prograzs offered *
1 2. 3 4 s -7 6 H —§ 9
- 50 States and D.C. 838 - 26D 445 36.0 164 o i5.2 230 * 13,2
Alabasa -10 70.0 10 "10.0 - - - - :
Alaska 51 39,2 14 50.0 AT L47.1°%, 20 "y 25.0 °
Arizona 23 391 e 9 66.7 . & 516.7 3 25.0
Arkansas $ 20,0 5 20.0 - ST - T -~
- Calafornia -3 5.4 5 40.0 16 - o TS ¢
. ) - - " - . - ]
b Colorado 22 318 - 21 28.6 ‘- RS H 100.0
ot Connecticut ' 6 16.7 6 ©14.7 - - - .
Delaware 24 20.8 9 “22.2 3 0 12 25,0
pistriet of Columbia N o ? -} B - . - . - - B
- Florida - 20 25.0 17 23.5°" - 2 50.0 { [ N
-~ Georgia 3 12.5 8 12,5 - . P ' - 4 - -
. . Hawaii 18 5.6 127« o - 4 25,0 - -~
idaho 300 o 3 0 - - - -
. 1ilinois” 19 20.0 & 33.3 - 3 s L. - — - i
Indiana O 25.0 8 . 25,0 - % s , L P
. SEa - 223 LeB® o E&PEC R —E - = L% o . ) _ -
tova A - C32 o, N § P SR e 3 ¢ -
-« Kamsas. . oo = wL2E L, PR -7 37.2 = 1g: ~—-l 5.3 . -
Xentucky s 1] 3 [ - - - N
touisfana .8 i1.1 -3 12.5 1 1] - -
B Maine 4 . 25,0 . " 25.0 .- - - .
: - =T - M
Maryiand . 32 4.3 - 22 5.1 - - - 10 2 .
Massachusetts 15 B = 5 cmrmen [+3 10 ¢ -] - -
- Michigan . 5 L. S 5 o . - . -
Hinnesota = 2 -~ 55.6 g 55.6 ‘- e . .- ;}
-~ Uissresippi H [ 4 ] - - 4
! Hissouri 27 18.3 g 55.6 N - . .48 .0
Montana i6 56.3 .- g 88.8 - - - -7 i4.3 -
. . Ncbraska 2 24.1 6 37.2 s = 20.0 8 9
Nevada 7 71.4 7 7i.4 - - . : - -
- New Hampshire "z 48 - 6.3 3 33,3 - - 16 . 0 ‘ 3 ]
Sai:.lgrsey 4 0 4 ' . . - . - .
New Mexico 31 32.3 ig ‘70.0 & - 18,8 s ¢
. New fork . 52 17.3 -4 66.7 = 6 16.7 37 5.4
North Carolina 26 167, s 20,0 1 0 - - s
Korth Dakota 4 o - 4 R H - - - _
. - - - . - -
Ohio .. 5 26.0 4 o 106.0 - - *
Oklzho=a [ T 16.7 [ 16,7 - - - R -
- . Oregon -13 - -30.8 13 30.8 . e . . N .
==Pennsylvaniz s 37 40.3 ' 7 28.% g 33.3 21 47.6 ~
) Rhode Island 8 37.% & 33.3 2 50.0 - -
\__‘ - 4 = . -
South Carolina - 9 66.7 8 75.0 1 0 - o~ -
South Dakota ~10 70.0 10 _70.0 - - - -
1 T Temessee - coo- 4 B 25.0 4 _~ 25.0 - - . - -
- Texas 37 -37.8 . = - 61.5 - - 24 25.¢
. — yUtak - R 54.6 8 62.5 2 0 1 100.0
L]
. Vermont 28.6 7 286 .a . .= I, = - -
virginia 7.7 4 LY . 2, -0 -7 8 s -
¥ashington - 53.3 21 47,6 2 100.0 A z 57.1
Nest Vieginia 15.4 3% - - 152 e * - -
¥isconsin s B 75.0 ~ i5 73.3 1 100.0 . - .
. ¥yoming H , . . % 3500 4 : 50.0 . - ; - PR
. Qotiying aress 2 13.6 18 1.1, 4 23,0 . -
—_—— . ..
ABcrican Sasos -~ - - - - LY - -
Canal Zone 4 - . - - - - -
’ . Guss 4 25.0° . 4 . 25.0° - -, - -
Puerto Rico 11 18.2 7 — 14.3 . 4 25,0 - -
. -Trust Terr., Pac. Is. "3 . ] 3 1] - - . -, - - ..t
virgin Islands N £ e O 4 1] - - - -
. - ' . .
-~ =
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. - s . 3 s i .
M S — s == == .- LT - - K -
" 38 .
- . *
- o ~ . -~ — Bier . :
ERIC ¢ o - B e
. - .+t - . .
- - A e A e e
- s - - L= i’ =, 7 PRI s = f‘;‘}:’g . = - = x. \
. £ - A . D F R .

L




o, i N . N N o ) e X
o > H * P = M .- - . M - - P . . .
- iy o - . - .
. " * oy . . - -
.- T - L - . B o
-~ . " “ v B .
'
Table 7. ~Cooperatively-offered adult-education programs in the different administrative levels of the public.gducation
system, according to the descriptive category of cooperating agency, by State or other area. United Sfates 1968-69.and 1969-70
-~ - _ - = . L
. : ~ Naribers of cooperanely atfered’ wdull education prograns -
-~ ] - b4 -
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Ferceni < L1000 25533343701 17 259 - B3 22 - TR 1 % B ;o : .
tmrmw$3$;9l9 Thee i 3= 2 b e 2. 02 b 1208 2092 6, 20 3,0 3 aal e o1 a1l w— e b gl s
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- Amla 21 H] ~ 2 7 £ 6 4 3 7 + 2 L2 2 ) 5
N . Anzons $ 3 & K 4 LI S S 1 1 LI |
- Ariancy | 1 . . L ‘ -
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them among the states and for the nation. Of the twelve new
identifiable programs in 196970, six were cooperatlvely
. offered, one each for Alaska lndlana.Loumana Maryland,
- Nebraska, and {or South Carolina. {Table 6, focusing on

1968-69, records only 230 cooperatively-offered identifiable . 196869 and 1969-70 -0
. programs.) 7 . State _ '

~ Within each category in table 7, the tabulations for each o “ Educa- oM gath

state are further broken down into tables which indicate how - , Total tion g‘;:’e';z SEA \Other

many programs in that state were conducted in" cooperation T Agency Ty &CCT

with a state educational agency (SEA), a community' llegem™ ~ - ISEA) .

» {(CCy. both or “other.” {Returned QOE-2323 fi whiche = oo T “22;6 o8 58 58 12
were unclear about this had their information on thls subject” percent ........ 100.0  100.0  100.0 100.0 100.0
labelledl “‘both.”) The same pmce%& followed for the Federal ......... 164 82 30 41 1
summary of the SO Statesand [&trict of Columbia except - Ppercent ........ 72.6 . 837 517 70,7 - 917
. that the totals are further disi?®Bted among federal, state, ~ Stt€ -% ... ho o v 27 7" 9 oo

percent . ....... 12.0 7.1 15.5 17.2 .83
and local spopaorshlps Thus, percentages accumulate twice o "7 7T T T35 - g g9 7 N
. across the table: once for the educational. administrative percent .. ... ... 15.5 9.2 32.8 121 --

group, such as the commumty college, and the second time
fur the couperating group such as the state agency.
® . -

Findings un the Cuvperatively-uffered Programs. Alto-
gether, there were many mure nstances of couperation with
4 state education agency (SEA) than with a community
college (CC). There were 98 instances of cooperation with a
state education agency as compared to 58 with a community
wllege (see columns 3 and 4 in table 7). (A proportionally
stmilar distnibution between the two categones is assumed in
the Category, “Both,” but further researc mught investigate
this puint.) The pattem is accentlated when the cooperation
invulved the adminsstration of a federally sponsored pro-
gram, and reverses to become twu instances of cooperatiun
with a community college for every one with a state

7 education agenyy fordocally 5punsured programs. Amung the
state-spunsored programs the ratio was Jloser to one to one.
(The reader should note frum the use of data in tables 4 and
7 we find that the instances of cooperation with a state
education agency represent roughly 15 percent of the tatal
number of programs offered by state education 4gencies,
while the instan.gs of cooperation with a community wollege
represent about 29 percent of the total programs offered by
public community and junior colleges.)

Analyzing the same data from another perspective, again
we find in text table K that more state education agencies
offered federally sponsored programs wooperatively than did.

the commumly colleges, and That-more community colleges

- = -

ENROLLMENTS 7 ) ) oo

The seven tables in this subsection present statistics state
by state uifvarivus facets of adult ¢ducation enrollments n

- the public education system during the years 1968-69 and

1969-70. In the tables, enrollments are analyzed in relation
to levels of governmental spunsarshiip, full-time and part-time

4

4

uffe[ed lucally -spunsored prggrams cooperatively tha;n did
state educktion agencies: - -

* -Table K. Cdoperatively-offered programs: _

W

Exammauon of the natlonal percentages in tahle 7 yields
a somewhat complementary picture, with a much larger
percentage of locally sponsored cooperative programs being
administered by local community, organizations or agencies
(57.1 petcent in column_17 of table 7) than is the case for
either of the other levels of sponsorship. - '

Conversely, a markedly, larger proportion (45.7 percent in
golumn 12) of the federally-sponsored programs are found
bemg cooperatively administered by state agencies than by
federal or iocal groups. Of the 33 programs which were

\gffered éy the public school. system in cgoperation with a

federal agency, twenty-three (column(g or 69.7 percent
were federally-sponsored and of the 29 (column 27) offered
in cooperation with two or more agencies, 25.0r 86.2 percent
were federally-sponsored. Table 6 and téble/g
K on this page show that the_overwhelming majorjtyt of
programs administered by the public school system in
cooperation with another agency or institution were fed-
erally-spunsored and that locally sponsgred programs tended
to be cooperatively administered by a local or community
agency of organization. Unlike the state education agencies,,
the community colleges tended .to have more of a local
orientation. ' This ﬁs—evxdent in the fact that a largér
proportion of the «.ommumty colleges than the state educa-
tion agencies were involved 1n cooperative programs which
were being administered at the lml level (?lumns 3and 4
in table 7).

-

-
"

attendance and changes between the two years. The da%a are
drawn from Yhe 27 selected federal programs, including | four
specific U.S. Office of Education-sponsored programs all.
community college adult education prpgrams and all pro-

grams involving cuvperating agencies. Through subtractions

= 40
& q = -
. Q ‘ - . - 5,_} ,
, e .

and text table .
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—

-~

~




5

and recombinations of data, 1t 1s possible to define adult
education ennﬁylents in the pubhe edu;atwn system in a
variety of ways: =

,f

‘ By Level of Sponsdrsliip Q . .

-

+ R
L ]

Table 8 sorts 1968-69 natwonal and state enroliment

" Tigures by the level of govemnment_sponsorship of the pliblic
adult education programs. For the~§0 states and the District
of Columbia and the outlying areas, the total number of
adults enrolled in public school adult education programs
was-8,685,576.

The table also reports on the number of students enrolled .
in “other” “federal progxams as well as on the number
enrolled in the selected 27 programs. Daxa on the selectéd 27
federal programs suggest that these 27 are well-atterided and
deserve the special attention they are given in this survey.
Relatively few of the students were enrolied in uther federal
programs. Indeed, one state alone, Florida, accounted n 1ts
returns for more than one-half of all federal enrollments
other than for the 27 selected.

Table 8 also reports on how many student&were enrolled
in programs at each of the three levels of governmént
sponsorship. Fiftg-five point sus percent were enrolled in

- federak programs, 21.4 percent in state programs ‘and 23.1 1n
local programs, Because the state courdinator was instructed
to identify any program sponsored by more than one level of
govemnment with the level where the program first existed,
the data may favor the federally- and state-sponsored
programs. Neveretheless, the number of students enrglfed\in
local * programs exceeded the number enrolled i1 sta
programs by 141,000. Moreover, 21 of the 50 states and D.C.
‘showed " larger enrollments ip locally: spensored programs
than in state—sponsored programs.

Data comparing fotal enrolimentg, for the school. years
1968-69 and 1969-70 appear in table 9 and the percentage
changes are computed. In all states except Indiana there was
a larger number of part-time students enrolled than full-time
students.! Thisis=tfue in .both years and the peruent of
part-time students to"the total rumber enrolled decreased
over the year period. ’

= ' Enroliment s
Level partstime (%)
1968-69  1969-70
Federal 82.7 81.9
. Stawe - 819 80.7
Local 96.1 95.8 » =
-

[ B *

! Part-time 1s defined as anendmg for less than lS hours a week, ex-
cept n California, where the code deﬁnes pan -tume as less than 10
hours a week,

P I

‘Since thc 1 tal number of adult students increased over the ’

same period,, 1ese data suggest that more adult students were
committing more of their time (by enrollmg as full-time
students) in 71969 thap in 1968. Moreover, 2 comparison,

score than 1s the nation as a whole. Although the data are n
striking here, they offer useful baselines for later trend
studies. . -

Changes over time in the number of students enrolled was
repurted 1n 1952 by the National Education Association
(NEA) 4n its study of approximately 400 cities of varlous
s1zes (referenu: 23). Companng the data for the years
1950-51 "and 194647, NEA found that enrollments in 62.7
percent of the*ities had increased. Simifarly, 47.4 percent of
the uties reported greater enrollmepts in the school year
195]_ 52 than in. 1950- 51. This same pattem is evident in the
data from the'present survey. Table 9 indicates that 42 of the.
states, or 82.4 percent, had larger enrollments m 1969-70°
than in 1968-69. Again. the averagepercentage fur states
appears to move ahead more rapidly than the simple natxonal
percentage

"National' figures m . table 10 (eolumn 9) reveal the

'pen.emage Incregse in adult edul.atlun enrollments bet.ween

1968-69 and 1969-70 to be dlmost four times grc/afer n
/
programs spunsured by the local publu, educatiofr sy stem
than in federal programs. At the same time, for both years,
the adult students seemed more likely to enroll full-time in
the federally- and state-spomsored programs than in the
locally-sponsored programs. .

propomon to a5,
wmkshops open to te here”and other interested persons
accounted for 100 percent of the part-t:me sm@ment in
state.sponsored programs and almiost 10 percent in the _
locally-sponsored programs, but the inservice figures were

included in the state’s total enrollment because “other

interested persons’ had been included.

However, exceptions* were made for Virginia.and Tennes- o
sce. Because of the size of their inservice programs, enrolls
ment figures on those programs wege omitted from the tables
Tennessee requires two weeks inservice™." =
training for all its “eachers and reported 39,000 part<time -
~— enrollees serviced by 500 staff for this purpose which Would

in - this report.

have accounted for almost two-thirds of the state’s adult
education entolfmeént. Vlrg;ma registered 53,500 teachers in
professxopal development workshops held in schyols at the

A\

-

between the national figares kand the state averages reveals _
that the avefage state is forging ahead more rapidly on tlg:

While there 15 no table summanzing the data, 1mat10n

8
.

"

/
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T . Tab-!c 4 --Enrollaents in adult education®n thy lic education sysfegt at each lcyel of .
s .. *‘% v s - ~ « Boverpmental sponsqrship, by S:a ther area: United Statds, 1968-69
; —'\' P 7 N R . . -
. A . ~ T . EZE - % elef; od Q?’ - - . .
- ; . = Sy or. _Fedel spoityor: . State- “Locally ,
= = s er area Total o ~ sfonsored _ | sponsored -
. N > Total_,"{eral, Sclecte} 1/ | Other, * - p,_' . 9 . .
fwt m s < - = = ; ’
R R . 2 - S 5 s 7 . % ,
- Tu, _ ooy . . - 43 - - _
c L 50°States and 5.\ 8(46 828 4,636,822 4,609,685 27,137 1,784,230 1,925,776 U "
=Tt~ state average 25", 15% L eeoat =9a!356“0 832,17 34,9849 37,760.% R S
T St Alabam 150,600 °° 158,188 1S5, i8E, v o 1,413 T - . . -
A S . Alaska 10,246 7,.401° . 7,401 ° - 1,075 ° 1,770
R ¢, , Arizona - 35,427 33785 33,852 ~ - —rie. 390 1,185 -
. LT, © 7 <Arkansas 548,672 7,27 7,272 - \1_4,0? -
T : Lt RN = - > 7
oy , , - California 234 076,678 367,591 367,591 séa, 00 gwgy 5 gk N A
. . L Nkl .
\ . . Colorado . 82,916 77,611 77,61} - - — w305 -
. T Connedticut 99,026 * . 25,142 25,783 359 72,884
T Dejaware 4, N 27,914 14838 14,83¢" o 1S T 7 2o~ P .
, - District of Colux:bxa 22,991 9,101 7,709 1,392 13,890 -
. Florida 579,309 312,830 297,93¢ 14,960 188,421 78,058 . ,
. » ' - Georgia 152,666 152,666 - 151,791 * 873 - oo J_
N . ) Hawa11® 29,016 14,241 14,219 H 14,775 - - - . s
¢ Idaho 2,848 ,  * 2,848 2,848 - - - 2
- 1111n0is 304,173 85,052 85,053 - - 126,365 92,756
- Indiana . 95,572 24,160 7 T 24,101 - 71,471 - -
Ab ~ - L
; ‘ . Towa - 197,’412, . 61,973 1,923 - 61,243 74,236 o st
) - Kansas 44,955 32,538 2,538 - - 12,4174 - - o-‘i:&:;v-»)-\nr 2
. k.& KentucRy " 32,754 32,754~ 32,734 - . .- - LA
. e v Louzsiana 80,711 69,634 69,634 t -t 11,080 - FOE -
& ' Maine . . 22,634 6,992 5}992 . e ri5.642 - .
N Noas N - ! Tes
) - - . Mdrpland 164,578 53,418 . 91,144 2,274 33,000 78,160 - s F
. . ' Massachusetts 92,253 25,734 25,734 - & - 66,519 . et v
N B Michigan 134,507 134,907 134,907 - . - - 4
N - Minnesota 271,420 ~ M1,420 139,220 2,300, - 130,000 .
. Mississippi 65,096 65,096 - 65,096 - _- <t -
. v . FEPERRN ¢ . -~ -
] : . s M1ssouri 93,797 - 40,463 40,463 1 — - 53,334 .
\1 °. <. Montana T 23,330 13,742 13,742 z .- 9,588 .
Bt T Nebraska 112,049 T 78,193 78,183 - 3,871 29,985 . ”‘é
I Iy Nevada 12,348 *12,348 12,348 - L. - ’
N < . New Hampshire /- 24,740 - 19,273 919,273 494 4,873 .
- - . . - - €
- ~N ~ & “
! , . New Jgrsey 457,834 | f"fxg,ozs ‘49,023 - - 35,854 372,957 ' -
New Mexico 10,440 - 6,932 6,882 50 2,682- 826 P .
X = i New York + 1,011,971 464,421 464,261 160 30,237 517,313 - e £
T, T « North Carolina 177,428 171,630 171,680 - 5,748 o= - . .
. . North bakota - 7,566 7,566 ¥ 7,566 - . .- ,
i rd \' ’ . - o .
e " A Ohio 3 321,963 232,879 232,879 - . 420 88,664
o Oklafdna * « 32,878 ¢ 32,878 32,878 - - 2 . o
.= s . -
- . . Oregon 25 £, 281 110,380 110,390 - , 22,060 25,811 '
¢ = / T Pennsylvania CNEREES 006 ~1903, 712 103,712 4 179,619 * 675 . R
. o K Rhode Island 30,109 7,855 7,855 33047 19,207 )
‘ - . ,South Carofina - 39,045 16,078 15,328 850 20,267 2,700 .
. - - South Dakofa ** 23,960 515,673 15,673 [ - 8,287, .
o, o Tennessce 65,369 - 40,937 . 40,937 B 562 23,870 . A
. . s “Texas . 344,242 302,539 302,539 - - 41,703 .. .
’ s, s Utah" . - 62,225 - 32,243 32,243 - v . 29,832 550 - . X
. & - — . - .t - H N
T | x’amz«»u,&h.,kh~,~, k277 Y 6,277 6,277 - WP, - L, - LT
& Vx:rgxma 217,369 102,937 102,937 - 11,641 82,79 . . *
- - . ¥ashington . 315,031 288,573 286,060 2,513 5,176 21,282 . 4
* West:Virginia - 74,367 66,635 ¢~ 66,635 o .- . < 7282 -
N "\ - ¥isconsin 653,032 . 493,032 491,490 ¢ 1,542 160,000 -, -4 .
f h'yoaing - 2,393 . _2,3{)3 2,393 - - - TR .
. " . ) . - B b -
" gutlying arca 338,748 -, 56,747 56,747 - 001 , -
N s . ¢ S
o American Samoa .. - - - . ’ . -
R Canal Zone - @ - R . . o .
R : . * Guas . 3,654 721 721 - . 2,933 P . L -
Puerto Rico 333,561 54,84% 54,843 - 278,718 - i , -
. Trust Terr., Pac. Is.- 195 195 19% - . " - [
- ‘ virgin Istands” 1,338 988 988 - 350 . .
L =
- L : . - S - e ‘
' . - - ’ - 1/ Sec tablc F }‘or identification of 27 sclected federally sponsorcd pro rams. =
- : 2{ States ure cqually weighted; to obtain State :Ivct’lg(, add up cach coluen and divide M S :
h Y . i
. -~ 4 ‘e . ° * -
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) N Table 9. —Changes in adqjt education enrollm{gnt wnth numbers of full time and part -time studeats and part-time
- as.a percent of total, for each year, by State or oth, area. ‘United States,.1968-69: and g969 70 *
. . = .
Table 5.--Changes in adult education enx-ollnent, withnusbers of fuil-tibe and part -tine students,’ and part-tine as a porcent of total, for %
% B . ycar. by State or other area: United States, 1368-69 and 1969-70
4 ‘l k2 = v *
- - . — L
L o=z . . . . . Changes-in
i -t T 1968-63 enrollments « 1963-70 enrollments totai enrolldents,
State-op ; T . B - 41968269 to 1969-70 -
. other area s “ — P raretime R - };”!_;imf
Z Total full-time l/{Partetinme 2/ [as percent | Total Full-tame 1/{Part-time 2/ |- as percent Muzber Percent
] - « ~of tot%l - - of totai o
e 1 2 - Q v 4 5 T s 7 8 * w2 n
. a v,
- AR F T 3 - : .
i . )
- P * P - .
I 50 States and D.C. 8,346,528 1,200,255 v7'l~46 BH 37 85.6 9,248,020 1,367,760 7,880,260 3/ 853 ¥ 901,192 3/ 108
N }St“e sverage {63.f65.3 23,534.4 140, 128.9 l/ 85.7 181,333.7 26,818.8  ¢I54,514.9 4/ 84.% 17,670.4 | &7 1.1
. 5 N . — —_—
B e ~ 159,601 38,090 m S11 76.1 167,971 42,714 +125,287 4 74.6 8,370 5.2 "
i . ‘Alaske - -10,u6 4,759 SHMEF . s3l6 ¢ 15,783 5,957 7,826 -~ 36.8 3,537 34.5 i
o Arizons, 35,427 5,855 572 83.5 36,632 10,901 zs 731 70.2 ¢ 1,205 3.4
. Arkanaas 8,672 837 . 7,838 90.4 9,562 1,152 2,410 #5.0 850 10.3 -
. ) GITRmiz a. 1,076,678 5/ 473,571 S/ 603,107 5/ 56.0 1,205,310 S/ $48.862 5/ 656,448 5/ 54.% 128,632 12,0
SR Colorado .86 23,590 55,026 N2 83,033 22,453 60,545 , 730 122 .2
e 7T ComnectigutT T 7T 99,026 4,934 94,092 95.0 105,009 3,724 101,285 96.5 5,983 6.0
pr—— " T 7 pelaaft” YL 27,914 - i 25,473 91.3 24, 51§ 2,797 21,722 88.6 -3,395 -12.2
Dastrict of Coluabh 22,581 4,677 13,314 79.7 22,281 4,869 17,412 78.2 -710 * -3
Uy FloTida 79,309 118,663 460,646 79.5 625,329 135, sso 489,749 78.3 46,020 7.9 -
= e L . . . Georgiz . 152,666 5,760 146,906 _ 96.2 153,350 8.157 T 142,393 94.6 -2,316 -1.5
Hawai 29,016 8 9,008 100.0 33,863 ] 33,455 100.0 4,847 16,7
ldaho 2,848, - 2,848 100.0 3,695 - . 3,695 100.0 847 29.7 -
U lfarels 304,173 12,069 292,104 96.0 363,680 14,088 349,591 96.1 ~ 9,507 13,6 .
~== ¢ Indzma 95,572 54,531 - "41,041 42,8 87,374 59,801 27,573 316 -8,198 s .26
. . ‘ = h
B T lows 197,412 22,377 175,038 88,7 * 278,136 27,802 250,334 %.0 . 80,724 40.9 3
- oo .. Yansas 44,955 15,666 29,2 65.2 -50,382 16,028 34;354 68.2 5,427 121
- . .. T CKentuc 32,754 - -32,754 100.0 37,783 . 37,783 100:0 5,019 - 154,
. Louisians 80,714 31,684 49,030 60,8 85,012 33,132 $1,880. .. 6I.0 £,798 5.3
_ Maine 22,634 1,061 21,573 95.3 27,857 %00 26,957 $6.2 5,223 23.1
L= | saryrl T8 0 7,24 1s73a4 95.6 180,061 7,922 1725439 95.6- 15,483 L;,g%g
- . Y Magsachusetts — - 52,253 12,990 79,263 85.9 95,990 14,005 81,945 85.4 3,387 L . Ad
. Michigan 134,907 10,300 , 124,607 92.4 180,346 12,480 167,866 93.1 45,43% - 33.7
Mionesota 271,420~ 2,838 268,582 99,0 272,768 4,922 7 267,846 98.2 1,348 0,3
-, Mresissippl 4 85,096 10126 TS,970~ 5 844, . 7L44S 11,020 T §PArse | Bhe 6,349 2.8
Missour: 93,797 13,325 80,372 ,. &8 % T fid,5%9 17,686 , 95,455 8a.6 20,742 2.1
Montana 23,330 8,805 T 14,5257 eIz 23,85 8,016 14,836 649 -478 -2.6
Nebraskh 112,049 4,200 107,843 96.3_~ 126,386 3,95 116,436 96.7 2,337 1A
R L Mevada 12,348 3,310 9,038 - 73.2° ~ -12.642 2,954 9,688 76,6 ot 294 e
fa>Xew Hazpshire 24,740 3,866 20,874 &4*4 < T 22,306 4,195 18,111 , 81.2 ', 22,434 “*.9.8
e B P
. N 457,834 6,584 =~ (451,250 _ " 98.6 - "692*.255‘3* g 10,585 ,?530,700 98.5 233,451 . sno '
10,440 ,523 8,517 85,6 14,604 REM - 11,730 50.3 4,164 38,3
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. North Qamftz 7,566 803 6,763 " 29.4 7,061 851 6,180 87.5 -505 «6.7
- ' - . s
ohio 321,63 58,247 255 168 s1g 347,015 61,938 5,617 822 28,052 ,7.8 + ¢
’ Oklzhoma - 32,878 2,408 30,478 92,7 36,425 3,275 33,1501 _ 9.0 3,547 10.8 p
Oregon , 1585281 32,128 iZb,lSS 39.7 173,130 39,247 133,883 T3~ 4,843 94
Pennsylvania 275,006 4,333 276,673 98.4 288,917 4,107 284,810 98.6 13,917 T 75,1 "
khode I1stand © * 30,109 1,468 | @:’; 95.1 ¥36,250 1,650 34,600 95.5 6,141 204
Fngl - P
’ : - South Caroling 39,045 o200 rads 99.5 5,222 6,960 43,262 87.4 16,177 A1.4 E
«  South Dakots, 23,960 6,080 17,%80 74.6 30,531 10,267 20,264 , 66.4 6,571 27.4 =
. Tennessee e _-eB5,369 3,198, 620178 95.1 69,100 3,500 65,600 94,9 3,731 5.7
s Texas F344,242 15,170 329,072 95.6 354,362 14,067 340,295 96.0 10,120 2,8
~ YT sk 62,225 11,289 60,936 97,9 . 71,207 2,354 68,853~ 96.7 JB.s82 14,4
’ .
Vermont 5,277 538 5,742 81,5 7,603 129 6,374 90.4 1,326 21.1
. Virginia , = 217,369 3,574 213,795 98.4 » 220,111 - 4,108 216,006 98,1 2,742 1.3
- © . ¥ashington 315,031 87,842 227,189 72,1 271,332 89,135 182,187 67.2  g43 439 +13.9
¥eat Virginia 74,367 _ 3,31 71,996 36.8 73,360 3,411 69,949 35.4 -1 - 1.4
: Wisconsin 653,082 5,950 647,082 9.1 716,547 - 7,259 709,288 99.0 63, - 9.7 ~ X
4 + Wyoaing 2,393 787 1,606 67.1 2,519 200 1,719 68,2 126 - 5.3 ¢
outlying arexs 338,542~ 7,438 531,31.';" . 9.8 ‘424,728 9,219 415,509 37,8 85,980 25,4
e — . - . s -
. ’-\\ Azerican Swmok - s = . - 750 as7 203 39.1 “150 100.0
1 4 Canal 2one B - - - - . - .. [ - = =
S ¢ Guaa 3,654+ 244 3,410,- ¢ 93.3 3,876 189 3,687 95.1 222 6.1 4
- Prefto Rico 333,561 %" £ 408 327,153 98,1 417,528 7,770 409,758 98,1 83,967 25.2
. Trust Terr., Pac. Is. 185 - 19% - : - 929 165 764 82,2 734 376.4
- —~ virgin Islands 1,338 88 750 6.1 ¢ 1,645 638 1,007 61.2 307 23.0
- o 4 - ’ [
. . N e
b~ : * B . B <
- - - =
- . = k3 =
B T s
} . - . —xeE ' - R
1/ Full-time is at least, IS Fdurs of Astruction per yeck * - “w - ¢
’ 27 Part-time is less than 15 hours of instruction per weck, o N . s
S 3/ ﬁnghtcd by populgus States; to obtain Fational percent, {igure agress. This applies throughout the rephrts .
* 3/ States are oqually weighted, to obtain Syate avegage, add up calurn and divide,by ‘51, This applies thvoughout the report.
- . . Tp Fullaticg and part-ticc nusbers and peTlents reffect approximations, d4s descnbed in table &, footnote 3, for locally sponscred tommunity
1 « T colleges. - N . v .
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Tabie 10. -Changes in adult edu«.atu)n enrallments at each I‘evél of governmentdl sponsorshlp, with numbers for full- tnme
and part- tlme students by State or other area: United States, 1968-69 and 1969.70 S e e s
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ran H i - - Y N s . :
. ) $14ate or other ) v - . . . Changes 1in
RS . {ea ,.md level i 1968-69 enroilments . 1969-70 enrollments total enrollments,
vt governmental .} -~ . -~ PP 1968-69 to 1968-70 .
. sponsorship of 5 * . - v 1
adulr educatioen " Total * Fall time 1/ Part-time 2. Total Full-time 1/ | Part-time 2/ Nuzber ¢ Percent . -
" i Pl & =
— - o .
- oo R * 3 1 . s 6 7 3 . ' L 1
L AY . H - . -
38 Srates ang o €, .- . T : . ~ .
- - federal 1,636,822 S0k, 990 3,834, § 3,91{’ 3998 891,467 4,025,531 280,176 6.0 ~
. N ~ 1,7%4,250% 323,295 1,466, 1,956,327 376,748 1,579,679 172,197 9.7
s Lotal 1,925,776 74,868 1,850,804 2,374,595 99,545 2,275,050 - 348,819 23.3 . j
- . L4
=3 - hd + -
< . - i . . e . °, ~ v 4
3 - 155,585 = 37,867 120,321 166,146 32,542 123,604 7,958 5.0
1,413 223 1,180 1,825 172 1,653 ¢ 4312 t29.2
oel ! - - -~ 7 ! - ~- - -
1Y » . - 1
. -
ﬁ:-_v-x-! M T B d T 4‘
seleral “gigl 3,385 3,856 8,192 4,104 4,388 1,091 14,7 .- |
Sate 1,075« 1,040 . 29 1,700 1,397 T 383 625 58.1 .
e ) - 1,770 ) 128 1,642 3,591 . 456 3,135 1,6‘21 , 102.9
. '. ~ ‘r:;c*;: = N A ,, . , - . '
) Tederal .~ 33,332 5,433 25,019 10,876 o 24,595 1,619 4.8 |
o T irate ¢ E9e vt 39 ° s 55 63 16,2, ¢
toiozal *1,i%5 iz 1,163 - : 25 683 =477 -40.3 \
. . RN . . . gz/ 1
. i Arkansas _ . - B . - -
- v federaf S2TI o4 o - 6,365 TLET L, 1,062 6,700 . 5 390 6.7 1
Stage ¢, 1,300 -a 1,330 1,800 ~ 20 1,710 % 100 ¢+ 28.6 v |
. tdear - - - - - . - -
M : A 9 s J - Q; - - i : 1
+ s.3izfornia d - N ~
N Federal ‘367,501 177,483 * .185,618 * 400,680. 188,760 2lg,028 33,089 2.0 %
. “tate 346,000 230400 338000 611,000 . 271,000 340,000 51,000 - 9.1
wial _ 149,087 3’ 65,398 3/ 83,489 143,630 "E/ $%,102 37 105,548 41,543 29.9 1
-7,611 22,590 ‘55,081 77,338 21,053 56,285 =273 T S 1
» . 5,395 1,360 4,005 5,700 - 1,400 1,300 305 a@ M 1
3 s . £ 4
R . a L I £ . X
~ T . o
- 26,132 5,934 21,20% ‘2",13-1 3,72 23,41 992 3.8 |
- : 77,87 6.9 1

- 14,835 1,230 13,536 13,790 1,475 12,3157 -1,04% £

. 10,115 1,129 5,966 ~ B850 1,322 7,128 -1,665  ~16.5

: . g oi90l - -0 ¥ saek 2,079 - 2,279 -682  ~23aD

fnsrrict of Tolumhya - . - - . . “‘

Federal 3,151 3,72t . 5,380 5,580 3,819 5,76l =« 379 5.3

~ ! &3,890 a36 12,931 12,701 1.050 11,651 -1,189 -8.6
» - > £ b

PR : 312,830 99,642 213,188 *353,21% 114,650 . 218,610 0,420 6.5 -
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Table 10 —Chdnges in adult educanon enrollments at each leyel of gmremmenml sponsorshfp, with numbers for full time o
< and partti me studerits, by State e or other area; United States, 196869 and 1969-70—continued .
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lablc c.--a\angas 1t adult’ education enrollments at cach Ievel of govomnental sponsorsmp,, with mnumbers for full,(‘ﬁ{ui} \ -
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. -State or other . T~ . o e PR X ’ ‘. . €Changes in 7%- ’ .
arcs and level 77 | - 1968-69 enrollments ~F 7 "~ . 1969-70 cnrollimefts total enroliments, /!

- uf govefnmental o & 5 —~ . . ) "1 1968-69 e 1969-70 .
sponsorship of 3 — — = R ” ——— ’ ’
aduit education Total Full time 1/} Patt-time 2/ | . Total Full-time 1/ |Part-tipe 2/ Nugzber Percent oo .

ST, 2 T 4 ” s 6 7 g8 9
. . A Il -

Indianz ’ - . . . . - i S s -
N pdlieral . 24,101 11,450 12,651 >18,’§§ 9,491 9,455 -5,155  ~21.4 .
. . State 71,471 43,081 §.zs,39’% 68,428 - 50,310 18,118 -3,043 ° -4,3 ’ .
E Local - - - . - N .- o - .
fowa : - ‘ d . ; ’
Federay 61,923 22069’ 39,854~ 189 27,382 29,807 -4,734 -8:0
State 61,243 ‘- 61,243 62,588 - 62,588 1,385 2.2 - =, .
tocal 74,246 508 73,938 158,359 420 157,939 o84, usﬂ Us.s - oo —
B - -y SRS S Lo 2 Tab iy .

. ‘Kansas ;o . . B o
Federal 32,538 ° 15,137 17,401 33,188 15,531 17,657 . 650 2.0 _ ., -
State 12,417 529 011,888 ' 117,194 T | oad97-- 16,697 7 4,777 38.5 = -

Local - - i - . . . —pin . M
$ = - - . N -
- - . > e e pra—— A 4 ” -
Kentucky . ! - . =i —— ——— i
federal - 32,7587 - | 32,754 + 37,783 - 37,783 5,620 U15.4 .
State i - - T - - . - * - - ’
wvocal - - - P - LT e - - - - X
. . i - - - el - S
touisiana T ! : ¢ T L . e
*Fedefal 69,634° 20,604 ® {49,030 73,812 21,932 , 51,880 . 4,178 6.0~
State 11,080 11,080 - AR 11,200 11,200 .- - 120 1.1 ° T A
Local - , - t L - .- - ., - o~ . AN
i M r *
vaine - - - * M -, T '
Federal . 6,992 1,061 5,951 7,857 900 . 6,957 - 865 ~+ 1A~ 7 TT
State = 15,642 - =~ 15,642 20,000 . - 20,000 4,358 "7, s <"
Local - - - i - - - - - - .
“aryland - ‘ ¢ - T Tt -
T rederal LT = 53,418 6,652 . 146,766 55,078 6,976 - 48,102 Bpdsc o oo
State 33,600 - - 133,000 . 38,517 - - 38,517 C e, e T
Locel . 78,360 582 77 ,578 ¢ 86,466 5946 85,520 10,6 <

Massachusetts ) . . . , - . - - LI -
Federal 25,734 12,790 12 944 . 27,255 . 13,65% . 13,600 1,521 5.9
tate” ' 66,519 200 66 319 68,735 330 © 68,385 2,216 3.3 - -
Local - - -, . _ . - .

“ichiganm . . . - R -
Federal « J8 134,907 10,360 124,607 180,346 712,480 ~167,866 - 45,438 33.77
ot B Lo el oo D DT N
4 ’ » - - -
¥innesota ..5_-{7‘ ! R }‘ i . 3 :
Federal 141,420 . "2,838 138,582 ~7142,768 T 4,922 137,846 1,348 » 1.0
State - - . - - - - - - -
* 4ocl 130,060 - s _mm 330,000 - 130,000 - * 130,000 | i S
L. i ) o . Y
- 4i%sissippl s . -t P 5 . B ) “
N Federal ~ 65,096 10,126 - 54,970 71,445 11,020 60,425 6,349 . 9.8 = .
State " - - z - - - - -
Local . - - .- - ! - - - -

R EEE N -

dissouri o e e ah . . « 3
Federsl 40,463 9,756 30,707 - | 57,708 13,225 ¢ 44,483 17,245 - 42.6
State * - . . - . - o e - - -
Local. - 53,334 3,569 . 49,765 56,831 . 4,461 52,370 73,497 _ 6.6
“ontana * ‘J - o - i - !
Federal _ 13,7425 7" 8,577 - ,..5;1%5 14 747 7,724 7,023 1,005 .7.3 -
State - Lt = ’ - N - - .- .
1 9,360 s 108 - 292 7,818, -1,483  -15:5

Local 9,588 33+ ¥

] . H

_Nebraska . ig_,:‘: - . . ° -

- Federal « 78,193 - 74,264 79,801 3,700 76,101 1,608 . 2.1 : ;
State : v, 3,600 - 6,126 250 5,876 2,255. 58,3 >
Local ' 29,988 34,459 - 34,459 4,474 1+ 149, .

& v - . . .

5

9,038" 12,642, 2,954 9,688 298 2.4 - o

- LI - - - - -
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Nevada
Federal
State
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- State or other . B A sChanges in 2
- X area and levgl . - 1968+69 enrollments e 1969-70 engollzents total -enrollments, .
; of ,governzental - . - Q;g. 1568-69" 1o 1969-70
- sponsorsmpgof ~ — = .
adult education otal Full tizme 1/ Part-time 2/ Total Full-time 1/ Part-tide 2/ Nuzber | Percent_ .
» T - - L
3 N ~
- 2 3 o H 6 7 g . e c.
. . - . .
New Hampshire * . e -
: pshire -~ . . . . R -
Federal 19,273 o ' 3,886 15,407 15,738 i*&,!ss 11,539 -3,539 184 v o
State - 494 - 498 © 1,517 R - 1,517 1,023 207.1
, Local 7 AT T 4,973 - 4,973 5,053 ~ 5,055 82 | S
, New Jersey . ' i .
federai ¢ 49,023 6,131 42,892 Q 52,228 10,166 42,062 3,208 6.5
state 35,854 - 35,854 50,102 - e 50,102 14,248 39.7
. Local 372,957 453 372,504 588,955 419 'a 588,536 215,998 57.9
. . r - . -
New Mexico . : . B J \>\ "
Federal . 6,932 371 6,561 3,896 1,078 7,818 1,964 28.3 .
State . 2,682 1,152 1,530 4,788 1,796 2,992 2,106 7B.5
Local . 826 PR 875 920 h -, 920 v 94 11.4
- Nex vYork | ¢ - . » :
federal . 433,321 7 4 265370 438,055 - 484,943 25,948 458,995 20,522 4.4 » -
C} te 3¢,23" 13,567 16,670 32,103 14,101 18,002 1,866 6.2
Local \'\\ > 317,313 - 517,313 552,991 - 552,991 3:,6’8 [ 6.9
o } ~ - on 4oy
-7 North Carolinz o i o ~ - - - e - RS
« - Federal T1,6807 27,519 134,161 !98,85?’ 33,941 164,911 27,172 «15.8
- State * 35,748 a5 5,298 7,649 530 7,099 1,901 33,1 -
tocal . - - - - R -
. e o s
North- Dakota Ve ¢ -
5 Federal 7,566 50 - 5,763 7,036 256 6,180 N3 27,6 *
State - - 25 25 - 25 106.0 .
. 2 - - - - = - - —- -
- . roﬁ.oc i, : _ - .
Ghio R . - N
s+ Federsi 232,879 57,827 175,852 ”SS 115t 61,538 193,577 22,236 9.5 s
’ State 420 420 - e 400 » 400 - ~20 -4.8 hd
Loca! . 88,664 - 88,664 o 91,500 - 91,500 2,856 <3.2
- — = LY > 3 . -
LN - k!ahona - ¢ ‘ .
- Federai- — ~ - 32,378 2,403 30,375 425 3,275 33,150 ™A~ 5a7 10.8 ~
State - et T - - \/ - - -
i Local . - -{’ - - : - - - - -
/“’CJ * Oregon = D ‘ ~ '} * . -
* Federal 110,390 31,148 79,242 T 121838 - 38,197 83,283 11,090 V0.1, P
State 22,080 80 22,000 25,700 100 #25,600 3,620 16.4 “
. .ocal 25,81} -  s00 24,9117 25,950 950 25,000 13 - ;s{, . .-
. . . . - . 2. :
- ’a‘r’emsylvama"' . N e R =, - ,
- = federal 193,712 4,333 99,379 107,345~ 4,107 * 103,238 3,633 3.5

., State t 470,619 .o 107,619 179,782 - 175,782 oy 9,163 5.3 —

- - R ~4o¢al - 5758 - (—‘ 675 . 1,790 - 1!,796 1,l1s LJ65.2

: = = = ':« * ks - N LS

' Rhode Isiand ™ : S o 7 :
J - Federal 7,845 1,468 5,387 2,105 1,650 6,455 250 3.2° )
- State & 3,047 -7 - —T73, 087 3,145 - s 3,145 : 98 3.2
-~ . Local 19,207 - 19,207 25,000' . - ' 25,000 5,793 36,2 .
- . . .t T
I =« South Carclina - « © - . : N - . .
Tt Federad * LTS 0 15,878 22,309 6,960 15,349 6,231 3.8 - 4
- State - 205267 - 20,267 29,378 - 29:370 9,103 4.9 -,

- f.ocal 2,708 - 2,.? * 3,543, - € 3,583 . 4 B43 312 . . .|
- ~ — " \ . h
<. -+ ~outh fiakoti = 0 . - R

N Federal o 15,653 6,005 9.‘6118 19,821 18,161 - 9,660 4,!28 26,5 -
State - - - . . - - - - .
jocal /- 8,257 - 75 o127 10,710 N 106 . 10,604 - 2,423 9. .
2, Fennessce . - .. - - a0t
N . Toderal 0,937 3,193 - 37,74 44,300 3,500 40,800 ° 3,363 8.2
g state 54 .- 562 sop . 800 238 $2.4
.- focal’ 23,870 - 23,87 - 34, PR IS 10 .6 '
- 1
texas R * ’ ' - o v
tederal _ 52,530 ., 13,788 JRE, 750 T 3l1,468 12,539 298,929 ,8,929 S-f" N -
- . Srate oo - . - "z - * - e P - . -
. tocal {3,703 1,581 i, 5.’3 42,898 - . 1,528 Ta1,366™ 1,191 2.9 ’ .
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Table 10 -—Changes in adult education enrollmems ageach level of goverrimentdl spunsqrshnp, with numbers for full-ume
, and part-time students, by State onother area: United States, 1968-63 and 1969- 70-Continued >
/,- . .
Tabje 6. —~Cfmnges in adult education enrcliments each level of gov.emaental sponsorship, mith nunbers for fuu :me and ’\
- part-ti=me students, By Staye or other area: United States, 1965-69 and 1969-70.-Continuved Baced -
- -
Brate, or other - P - . —x = hanges in
Yarea farﬁk level '1}98-,69 enrolizents 1865-70 eprollzments tot#l enrollments, N
uvf governsental . P - .- ’ . 196p-60 to 1969-70 * . -
.. sponsorship ef —= — - > A - .
adult education | Toal Full-tizme 1/} Part-timd®2/ | . Total | Full-time I/ |Part-time 2/ .\'u:\.{r Percent - 7
- — .~ B
1 > 3 4 © 6 ? 8 9- -
- .
: ' ) \./\ - )
Yeak . <
Federal — - 32,243 1,289 30,954 25,321 - 2,354 0167 -2,722 -8.4
State 39,452 - 29432 40,686 - =40,656 11,0254 “38.2 R .
' Logal $56 - 550 1,000 ° - rieoo 450 31.8
* . - » x - -— .
Versont ‘35 “
Federal £,277 535 ¢ 5,74z "‘,605 ) 6,574 1.326 23.1 -
tate - - - - = - - ~
Local - ! - - - - - - - e
. . ’
Virgimia A
federal 102,93° < 3,574 99,363 102,111 4,108 98,006 -826 - -.8 .
State 31,641 - 31,641 33,000 » - 33,000 1,359 4.3
Local 32,791 . - 82,791 85,4600 - 85,000 .20 — .7
Washington * ' )
- Federai ' 1285,573 87,415 245355 L231,707 35,695 153,017 46,800 ~i6.2 -
State » 3,175 - 3,17 6,313 - 6,41% A 1,233 , 3.9 .
B Local — 21,282 423 23,358 23,210 , 34 i - 1,928 3.1
N hest iTgmmia ] ' - ¢
= iede.val e u - & 65635 4, m 2,371 V63,264 oo s 65,763, L 3,314, L R N L - S
state - - - - - - - -
tosal ?.732 7,73z -.597 - -, 387 « =33 -1
- ’ -~ < 4 ! . N
#isconsin ¢ * * =~ — -
. Feders: #93,032 5,950 487,580 541,547 7,58 331,288 4% ,3515 3.% *
® Stite 160,000 . - 169,532 . 175,000 - 175,960 15,000 3.4
iscal - - - . - - - - -
N N b - A -
\ . LY P
- 2,393 . 5T 1,604 ) 2,512 T 68 1.71% (S ¥ T 1
- - i - - e - ! . .
- » \ '
Federal 38,747 5,601 51,146 &7 ,937 B 194 i1, i?p 13.7
_ State.. 252,001 1,534 238, 16" 336,761 2,057 4,790 26.5
iozal ) - -, -'i - . - , - - -
- Ameridan 3am03 - e
federal, -~ - - - 332 . 162 ive 337 ol
3 State - -7 - 318 295 123 415 100.6
T Logal - to- - - - - P -
€anal Zoac . - - -~ - L= - - )
t v - . M
~ Guazn ¢ . o -
Federal b S 244 477 552 189 363 #3865 -23.4 -
. State 2,933 - g LA 3,324 - 3,324 E$ /0 13.3 '
- *
tocal - -, - - . L - - . -
Puerto Rico ! “ . .
Feders} « 54 843 e ,574 56,365 65,450 6,005 59,442 . 10,607, 1.3 -~ N
State . 278,718 i,84 276,434 352,078 1,762 356,314 S 73,360 . 26.3 )
}.acal‘_&_ - b - T - . - . ) - S . - <
* Trust Terr.s Pac. Is. ! l ‘. . . '
. Federal . s ° s 7 - 358 155 193 3 3.6
State o , - v ¢ - . 5”1 - %7 . 3 . ipeg
Local et - - - F - - - - - .
» ‘ - R . - - *
Yirgin Islande ' - . .
M Federal B 14 . 588 . foms i,245 3% . 687 - 257 26,4 “
State 367 B . 354 {0 -, 100 24 +14.3 -
- . - - - - AR
Local - = = . — - " .
» — > . -
. * * -
hand ﬁ y - .
1/ Full-tize 335 st least 15 hours of :m.ru:tmn per scck P - -
2/ Part-time is less than 15 hours of *gs'mc ion per weck, -
' 3/ Califormia commumity college returns did not refiect fuli-timcwand part- n;c allocatsons for cither ‘enfoliment or -
T instructional staff for both years. The Californiz data, exciusive of the cossunits colicge data, w=ere ased as a ,
basis for prorating the totaf figures g;rm;dcd hy the community colloges 0 onder fo smproXisate the full-ti=e and R
part-tinc figures for locally spomsored community colicne adult cducateon. . . .
- 3
L . - . . §
14 A - = -
- 47. = : * :
- 3 -= 4 N ’
rl - - = -
7 _ . .. .
L = . 6 - s .
- o- e - N - Lo . s - B - - J—
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" The 27 Selected Federal Programs

N = v

¢
district level in 1968-69. Inclusion of these figures would

have increased Virginia's total regular part-time adult educa- ,

tion enrollment by about 25 percent.

) Moust of the states ;ooperated in giving msem»e data.
Huwever sume states indicatéd they had inservig teacher
wuthshups but did not pruwmde any statistics aboat them.
Five states—Alaska, Connecticut, Maryland, *Montana, and
Pennsylvania “included statisties for special purpose teacher
eduwation but the numbers of enrullees were insignificant
compared to their tutal numbers of adult students. Although
included in th:s‘suney, an frgument could be made that
inservice stafistics should not be included since they repre-
sent administrative practices rather than servnces provided to
*the public. - .

.

.
’ -
-

Each state, coordinator was required to report each of the
27 federal prugrams separately -because they were lhsted
separately on the form, OE-2323. Congequently data in table
11, which presents, the figures.by state, Z2re easily compared.
Some mterestmg trends ¢ emerge. For examy]e the pen,entage
increase i enrollments o the 27 programs from 1969 to
1970 was less for the nation as a whole than for the

average state. One pussible explanation for this 15 that there

* was Jess of an increase in enroliments in-states with larger

adult education enrollmengs and larger increases in the states,
svith the smaller enrollments.

Just as the states with larger adult education enroliments
may have a disproportionate influence on the national
figures, su may the larger programs. For these reasuns, how
the data are analyzed can shape their meaning, .o

The following four analyses illustrate the different results
which can be vljtained by approaching the data from
dfferent perspectives. The diffefent bases used were. for the
nation as a whole, the average state, the average program, and
the average program in the average state.

*‘The figures in table .11, volumn 9, whigh descnibe the -

nation as a whole, show that frum 1968-69 tv 1969-70 there
was a percentage increase of 5.9 in the size of the total a

education enrollments. However, using the_figures for the .

average state fur buth years, we fihd the percentage increase
15 6.7, which is 1.13 times the national figure. .

The thurd “appruach computes the average per«.ent.:ge
mnerease in enrollments in the 27 federal programs uver the
two yeal penod. This figure 15 16.5 percent or 2.86 greatet
+ than the increase for the nation.

There i isa pr&blem in that tl%e engpliment figures in table

1T describe entoflments in all of the 414 federallyspongored
~ identifisble programs in opgration in either 1968-69 our
1969 70, while these perentages are based un infurmation
on unly the 375 programs which were in uperation within
statgs during both years. Nevertheless, these comparative

12

stausin.s stwngly suggest that smaller units of analysis have
been expanding at a much faster rate than the Jarger ones.
The fourth approach examines enrollment increase within
each of the states. ‘The average percentage increase in the
average program, used above in the average state is 19
percent, which 1s 3.2 times the percentage increase for the
nation. 4
Not surpnsingly, the national fi gures of emo]lments show
the greatest amount of, stability over time, even though they
may mask sng;nﬁcant deferences between states or programs.
Such differences can be much greater than those uncoveréd
here. 7

-

o z

The Four U.S. Office of Education Progra}n%é

- =
M ¥
. o«

The statistics given sp far have been based, almost without ,
exception, on data from two or more programs. Such
statistics can mask the distingyjshing characteristics of
Indi)_fxdual programs. Such characteristics may be more
apparent.in the states with only a few programs. National
summary figure§ Which are based ‘on a°Mfge nufiber of*
programs, balance out the dlfferenees to yield a more stable
representation of the total. ‘

Information 1n table 12 illustrates what variations there
van be in particular programs. The table presents data on
four progrems. Their total enrollments represent 39 percent

" of the 8,346,828 enroliments in 1968-69. The four program

selected for thys analysis from the list of 27 were the Adult

Basic Education program (ABE), the Adult Vocational

Education Progra VE), the Civil Defense Adult Educa-
tion program (CDAE) and the Manpower Development and
Traming program (MDT). Each of these programs had its
own spansonng office within the US. Office of Education,
while almost alk of the states listed these four proggarps as
being in operation in their public school systems.

_ The sectioh on “Testing the Data’s Quality’ earher in this.
repon (page 21) describes the iitial | pmcessmg of data for

" these four programs and the discussions held by National

Center for Education Statistics (NCES) staff with the officer
of each program in an attémpt to resolve apparent dis-
crepancies between NCES data and Office of Education data.
. These integactions, reinforced NCES® judgment that gathering

-

"statistius from the states thémselves was preferable to lifting

them from other sources, particularly when other sources
were unlikely to identify the _portion of the program data
which ocqurred in the public education system. Of course,
some erzors,are found 1o occur either way.

Examunation of the percentage of part-time students to
the total ¢ ment mn each of the four programs demon-’
strates the {vide differences possible among programs. These

dxffet.cnecs are undoubtedly explained in terms of dxffe;em,es
in their methods and objectives. ‘

L~
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: Table 11.-Changesin enrol!ments for the 27 set¥cted" federaﬂy sponsored adult education { programs, with numbers for
’ . full-time and part-time students, by State ot other area: UmtedStates, 1968-69 and 1969.70 o ’
- ,:;X - s+ [ - o e % g e -
N fable 7,--vhanges in enroliments for the &7 selected— federaliy sponsored adult education prograns thh-nuzbcrs for full-tige
© * dnd part-time sfudents, by Statt or other area: Unncd’s,tates. 1968-69 and 1969 70
- = ) - » =T = . -
¢ _ , ’ - © - ‘Changes in
Svar® or 1968-69 enrollments 1969-70 g}ronncm.é total enrollments, * .
— ~ _—_ T T 4968-69 to 1969 0 .-
pther area e T
. Tetal . Full-zime 2/ Part-timey3/ . Total Full-tize-2] -Part-time 3/  Number | Pereemt
- ' 2 3 ot a 5 ¢ 7 s | .o S
50 States asd D.L%Y 4,609,085 ?Ql:‘ﬂ 3,818,454 4,882,411 872,848 4,009,563, 272 726 5.9 .
State averdge 90,384.0 §5,514.3 74,871.7 95,733.6 17,114.7 78,619.0 - 3’;547.6 6.7 -
: \iabani 158,188 37,867 120,321 166,146 42,542 123,604 . 7,958 5.0 "
Y 7,401 3,585 3,816 . 8,225 3,837 4,388 824 11.1
. Afezong- 33,852 5,833 28,019 35,471 10,876 24,595 1,619 4.8 L
PN irhamsas 7,272 767 6,505 1,762 1,062 t6,700 490 6.7 —
fajirarnea, 367,591 177,973 189,618 400,680 189,760 210,920 33,089 5.0
1’ ° . . N
- =3 T P . 77,611 22,2&50 . $5,021 77,338° 21,083 - 56,285 273 -.4
’ - tonnecticut . -25,783 1,934 20,845 26,481 3,724 22,78 698 2.7
* o%mare 14,338 1,292 13,548 13,790 _ 1,475 12,313 -1,048 a7l
~trist of 1olumhid 7.9 2,793 4,916 8,028 + 2,781 7 5,243 315 4.1
jow:da - 57,930 91,389 I 266,541 -318,168 106,080 212,088 ° 20,258 6.8
= ’ \\‘ . A . . e
3 01 . ist,” 5,760 - 146,031 8,157 1 141,395 -2,138  -1.4 .o
cmest si.-. - 11,219 _ - 16,209 1,990 - 14.0
. Tt 1,848 - 2,848 - - 3,695 347 28.7
o HHmeis 85,052 12,069 72,983 12,901 58, 7"8 26,627 . 31.3
inciand - 25,100 . I ASC 12,631 9,491 *9 13 -5,155  «21.4
-7 - hd b -
oxz ¥ 61,928 - 22,0657 39,854, 56,969 %82 23,787 -4,958 _-8.¢
“Ensas 32,538 15,137 ‘. 17,401 33,188 15,531 - 17,657 §50 = 2% . '
sentuchy 32,754 - 32,755 37,783 - . 37,783 5 029 - A5 o
Y ' dou.siana & .2 63,634 -ABa504 = 49,050 73,607 21,127 51,880 3, 5.9 I
“aing 6,952 “ 1,061 5,951 7,857 900 _6:957 36: i2.3
s “wr.13nd - steida 6,10 45,034 57,674 6,507 T 16,567 1,930 5.8 i
N Hacsachusetls 25,738, 127790 12,944 - 27,255 "13,635 13,660 1,521 5.9 ' .
rd tichigan - 134,557 10,360 124,603 180,346 ~12,480 167,866 45,439 337 —
- s ’;l':m*csona . 139,220 ¢ 2,838 - 136,382 140,568 4,922 135,646 1,348 =o -
“finsiss2DpE -~ 5,096 10,126 34,570 1, 445’ Il 020 ) 68.42§ 6,349 9.8 . - -
fi~sour: 40,463 9,756 30,707 = $7,708 13,225~ 44,483 17,245 . 42.6 .
Montang 13,742 8,577 5,165 147535 7,512 7,023 : 793 5.3 . -
“s -eorasha 7 ~8,193 ¢ 3,929 74,264« 79,651 3,700 5,951 1,45 1.3 o P
sevada . . 12,348 3,310 9,038 12,642 %" 2,954 9,688 293 o 2.3 ‘
- Lo Hamnshire 19,273 T 3,866 . 15,407 15,734 4,195 11,539 -3,532 | -I8A 4
, . = rersey 19,073 g o 42,892 527228 10,166 s2,062 3,5 65 M
B s Mexilo 6,352 321 6,561 £,896 , 1,078 7,818 ‘o3 293 ‘ )
ses York 463,261 ¢ 26,246 438,015 484,770 25,814 - 458,956 20,500 4.4 - <
- north Carolina 171,680 27,519 134,161 198,852 33,941 164,911 32172 158
. ) sorih baketa 566 803 6,763 - 7,036 836 6,183 -530 -7.0 - :
. “Shye 232,879 57,827 175,052 Fssas 61,538 193,577 2,236 9.6
“hizhona 32,575 -, 2,303 39,475 36,424 3,275 33,1507 - 3,547 108 .
¢ - - fregen 110,350 31,148 79,242 121,480 38,197 83,283 11,090 101 "
‘ Peansvlrania 103,712 4,353, 99,379 107,294 - 4081 103,213 - . 3,582 3.5
. 2hode Island 7,855 1,468- 6,387 8,105 1,650 6,455 «— 250 3.2 -
P s . A N
X South Carotins 15,228 .. 15,228 ' 14,763 89 14,574 . - 465 3.0 = .
I South Dakorx - - 15,673 6,005 9,668 19,821 10,16} 5,660 4,148 25.5- :
. B Tenncssce 40,p37, +3,193 37,744 44,300 - 3,500 40,800 T 3,363, o2
. Texas - 302.53§ 4 13,789 288,750 311,468 12,539 . 298,318 g, 929 3.0 o
- - Jrak 32,243« 1,289 30,954 29,521 2};;54 % 27,167 -2,722 . ~8.4 .
- Vermont . 6,277 535 £,742 7,603 729 ¢ 6,874 7 -2
virgipia 162,937 3,574 99,;63 102,111 « 4,105 98,006
. ®ashiogton 286,060 86,764 199,296~ 239,756 ‘88,056 151,700 - 2 -
P WestVirginga | ° 66,635, 2,371 645264 65,763 3411 62,352 _ ~ 872 -L.3
R Wisconsip s 491,490 75,950 485,540 ¢ 539,957 - 7,259+ 532,698 . 48,467 9.9
: Y Yvoming L %2,383 = 78 1,606 2,519 N 800 i,719 126 5.3 = N
- - . . . . . : . . = . p I
Outlying arcas 56,747 . 5,601 51,146 | 67,937 ¢ 7,162 60,775 11,190 19.7 C -
£ o : . .
- Anerican Sazmoa -4 - T - 332z 162 . 170 332 160.0 - -
. EER €anal Zone - - - - - - . - - . -
Guan 721 244 477 552 189 - 363 -169  -23.4
- Pucrte Rico - 54,843 4,574 £ 50,269 65,450 6,008 59,442 Iﬁ.bﬂ? 19.3 _
- Trust Terr., P 1s. . 195 al95 ) .- 358 165 | < 193 163 83.6 -
- ¥irgin Islands ‘ 958 S88 400 6 -r,235 638 €07 .- 257 260  Z
- _ Eal B - L3 * - s -
-~ 1/ ~Sce 3able a2 for identification of the 27 sclected foderally sponsored adult educsuon programrs. o 7 e T o
3/ ~Full-time i$ at least 15 hours of instruction per week. . . - .
§/ Part-tinc is less than 15 'hours of instruction per week. . R -\ . - -
£ A . . =
- . * ¥ . - b
- . 2 .- ) . -, 49 6 t, : ' .. -
- T e T D , 2 - B -
» . - # - - N
. - . - . : ' ' * - z
) \' oY - 3 * - 7 3 % o . . -
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: Table 12. -Changes in enrollfient forThe-fuuf‘OE-sponsored adult educanon programs, with numbers for fu}l-ume
and part-time students, by State or other area: United States 869 and 1969.70 -
— - " N .
Tabi€ 8 - thanges in e'lrollseg\ for :he_ four C-sponsored ad(&: education programs, with ﬂmbers for fuu ~tise and part-time students, by State
or other area: United $Tates, 1968-69 and 1969-70 ¢ i
-~ g e
L] * .. - -~ . * Changes 1n
B Statg or other ared B 1963469 enro) izents 4 1969-70 enrollpents total cnroliments,
. e . and fQur (E-sponsored _ - 1965-69 to 19639-70
sl SRR R S | mdult education prograss —rso o . -
PR - . c Total Full-time 1/ }Parttmme 2/ Total fuil-tize 1/ [Parvezize 2/ hsbern | Fercemt
, .
., R ‘ i 2 30 = 4 s g N 7 e 9
33 Sta and Sastrier of (olushra \
p Adult™Basic Edugation (ABE} » Tp2,332 85,433 376,889 502,825 96,380 406,435 40,503 8.8
. + Adnlz tocational Education ‘At 2,508,53¢ & 405,141 2,103,439 2,679,165 452,61 2,226,555 176,589 6.8
Civil Defense Adult Education (CBAE) 153,670 8,561 145,109 129,910 8,113 123,797 $-23,76G  -15.5
Manpower fievelopeen: and .,
- T'umng [yl 131,326 120,136 11,190 ¥35,732 120,852 14,820 4,406 5.4
= A A B ¥ - Sy - g i 3
" Alsbazz - _ .
R , ABE 11,22 P 11,221 11,280 % - 11,2 29 .3
AVE 34,345 - 34,345 . 38,1 - - - 38,129 3,784 ii.g
COAE 1,529 - 1,529° 1,310 635 . 653 -3 LTS £ 38 1
. R vt 1,803 1,833 - 1,346 1,440 . - *-363 «20.1
—— ) _ i!a‘.‘ia ’ -
T - A3E G - I 1 287 1,270 1.1 T et 19.4
« L *‘;}t T ey 333 125 1475 118 61 TR X
T T Sk - - - 393 2093 - 510 540 - 353 -i9%
. N ’ wr 812 HH 1,026 R 390 Tis 265
. . . — - -
Aritens . - .
- e e o, ARE 1 L 2373 4,573 1,320 L2535 1144 333
—— R, v 25792 28,324 25.901 4,350 21,73 109 4
L2 oA - . . - . . . .
. - P %752 Z.e8” 5. 3,000 2.9 75 238 A%
- “ T AThansas - - a
e e g :S{ : e.z:'f ""’f "5t s 6.4&3‘ 55: Ei
- 7 CDAE - - - : - - - M .
. B MOT - - . - . - . .-
. - e A -
T * * Taliformia £ - ‘4,.,. <, i -
- . £BE 50,378 50,37 B 55,000
Sees e AVE 280,873 109,115 181,75% 320,000
TLof CDAE 3,300 - 3.500 4,320
T 35540 35,456 &0 18,360
o . Colorado M
= . ABE - . 3,035 5425 810 3,406 2.0 213 363 2.0
Ty ety - T - 1°.36% %300 . 45,500 1,132 i
- [ COAE -~ 3,915 - - - 1,015 56§ / - 561 -1 .15 2
BE S -t wme o 1,150 1100 ~ se -2, 1,100 £500 S1,3%8 T
- i - Sonnectisut - .
B *aee .- 2,497 - $.49° 16,000 - 19,500 503 53,
= = ~ . AVE 1,727 503 10,919 13,180 hed] 12,408 1,470 12.3
CRAE -~ 433 - 133 2%9 - 294 -184 o333
= Mot 300 3,000 - 1,500 1,800 - 21,200 .40 0 .
1,084 343 o1 1,238 354 - %0t 1214 8.5
. < 11198 R &5 i1,020 10,740 96 10,684 4453 <43
T 1,480 . - ( 1,450 . 497 - 407 -1,073 -72.5
- A 1331 401 - 413 - 413 . 12 3.8 ~
Drztrict of Colubis . 7 - - .
ABE ; 2,832 - - ~ 2,832 ¢ 3 - 3,4% 644 22.
. AVE 1,534 . - 334, 1,234 . 1,233 -300 396
CORE 1 -7 138 108 - © 108 ,-30 =217
Vot 848 848 - - 1,087 1,087 - 239 2%.2
. i . _ .- Rl
- Flarig — . .
- 27,11 t 2,612 34,565 30,000 3,000 27,000 2,883 6.6
R . AVE  ~ . 46,75 83,717 163,037 262,634 94,988 167,548 15,580 6.4
o - . : CBAE ’ 6,331 - 6,331 5,00 - 5,000 -1,331 -2L.6
T OT 2,340 2,340 - 2,677 2,657 2 337 14.4
. - . 3
. Georgis -
- ABE 17 825 — T . 172,825 19,317 - 19,317 1,492 :15
. AVE 124,636 - 124,636 118,728 18,728 -5,908 -
* CDAE 5,573 L 3.65 1,879 064 . 5,414 1,650 1,491 26.8
- T 3,580 1,289 1,691 3,760 =~ - 1,300 800 i20 3.4
- -’\ .
- Hawait N
- ARE . B,697 - E,672 9,539 Iy - .9,539 467 10.0
. AVE 0 Y “ 2,207 2,428 - 2,428 21, 10.0
COAE 567 . 567 628 . 624 57 10.1
Wwr .. 42 - 242 411 - an 169 69,8
» .
{ daho « .
ARE 1,747~ - = - 1794 1,800 - 1,800 & -3
AVE - - .. =T . . - - -
o - -  CDAE ~ 334 . 4 134 §72 - 972 838 625.4
- - = [%-4,4 - = - - . - - - -
4 E—— -
iiitnois . . .
. A 25,314 4,350 20,924 254719 £,560 21,159 LY 11 1.6
- AVE 39,895 - o 39,895 45,218 - £9,218 9,323 23,4
S CDAE 1,%7 - . 1,907 1,907 - 1,907 o [}
7 - . wT " 7,070 I 6,92 15 7,720 7,620 100 . 850 9.2
—_ . <
- - ) M - i .
* = " . 50 L) ]
s . N Y Vi 3
Q .- - .
“ ERIC. : 63 . -
- ] T . o, — .
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te #-~.Changes 1 enrollment for the four OE-sponsored adult education prograns, with nusbers ror full-time and pan-tx:e students, by State
-? ’ or other area- United States, l968-69 and 1963-70--Continued . &
- . (N . .
H - - . =
- * P CRanges in
B State or, other 3rea 1968465 enjollments 1563-70 enroflments total enrollments,
and four OE-sponsored : 1968-69 to 1969-70
. adult education prograes —
- Total Full-time 1/ | Part~rine 2/ Total Full-tisc }/ [Part-time 2/ Nusber | Perceat
, -~ . . I~ _ 2 3 4 3 6 7 L IR 9
- . Indiana - - N
v ABE 5,616 .. 860 3,756 6,000 1,000 $,000 384 65 %
AVE 6,256 3,924 2,332 4,023 2,600 , 2,027 -2,229 -35.6
CoaE 4, . 4,294 - 1,005 - 1,005 -3,289 76,6
T 3,075 3,075 - 2,268 2,768 - -807  -26.2
- 4 w lows - -
. ARE 7,648 - 7,648 5,560 = 5,560 -2,088 223
AVE 22,273 $,390 14,483 28,394 10,148 18,236 5,521 4.1
. " CDAE 8,412 - 8,412 2,061 - 2,061 ~ - +6,381  .75.5
1 st 1,479 1,081 398 1,720 1,370 -« 356 1 16,3
. + Kansas M A . .
ABE 2,340 . 2,340 € 2,640 - 2,640 300 12, 8
' AVE 12,360 -~ 12,360 - 12,360 12,360 - . [
s COAE - 766 - 766 < 230~ - 230 «556° -70,6
. T - 1,639 1,399« —— 40 Lasy, 1,661 202 24, 43,7
- Kentucky .- P
ABE, 11,446 - 11,446 12,369 - 12,369 923 8.1
AVE 9,863 - 9,863 12,842 L 12,242 2,973 30.1
S COAE - - - .. - - . -
wr <2 8,188 . 6,189 7,172 - 7,172 983 12,9
~ M
— Louisians . =
ABE 13,438 - - 13,438 16,200 1,200 15,000 2,762 0.6
AYE 49,478 16,282 33,19 51,179 16,889 34,290 1,701 3.4
. / COAE 1,674 1,674 . 504 504 - f1,170 -50.5
wr 2,451 2,255 1% 2,450 L2658 & “185 -1 3
Maine
o :E\ 1,43 - 1am - 1,600 - 1 1600 lea s
A - AVE = 3200 77 .7 3,200 4,500 - 4,500 4,300 40.6
. CME 1,300 - 1,300 857 - 887 443 34,3
- . ! wr 1,061 1,061 - 900 900 - v o161 15,2
g
» Maryland ~
. ABE 5,595 779 4,516 6,853 & 1,131 5,752 1,288 23.0
AVE 39,085 ~ Is7 7 — _33.m8 39,802 220 39,522 . 317 1.3
COAE- . # - - 17 - 17 hd 17 100,0
T . 5,252 4,201 451 4719 4,433 6 #5333 10,2
hi - Massschusetts - - .f-":'
* . = Py 7,034 90 6,844 7,200 100 7,100 166 2.4
AVE ~ §,500 8,500 - 9,000~ 9,000 - 500 5.9
COAE - 26,200 % 6,000 6,800 200 6,500 600 9.7
ot ‘ 3,900 3, - T -, &100 4,100 - 200 5.1
- Michipan - ST - - .
AZE 13,211 ST 13,81 - 15,409 - 15,409 - 2,198 16.6
AVE 111,396 - 11,3% 145,532 - 145,532 = 34,13 30.6
CDAE - - 6,905 - 905 5,905 100,0
wT 3,794 3,794 v 4,800 4,780 20 1,006 2.5
Mirnesots . - . - - L .
ABE 2,507 ° 47 2,00 2,762 (=71 2018 255 10.2
. AVE R - 98,387 - 3,382 102,197 - 102,157 '3, 818 3.2
TDAE 115470 - 11,470 7,061 - 7,061 .ak,405 38,4
wr 1350 2,360 . % 3,183 3,113 70 793 33,2
Mizsissippi : - . -
- ARE . 9,354 9,372 105 9,267 15 [ 4
‘ AVE 35,100 45,500 57,500 *33,000 3,609 8.6
R COAE ) 10,516 13,158 - 13,158 2,682 25.1
- L - 3,45 - 3,415 - - &8 2,4
. . . Wsgours - -~ .
s 6,841 9,133 - 9,133 2,292 s
AYE 23,730 41,083 8,218 32,874 13,426 3.5
- =g —F 3 28 - % <108 <78,6
- . v wT , =} 3,3% 3,35 .. - s 10.5
Montana
ARE 578 73] 31 . 410 23 =31
L s s o —r- NE - 1,950 2,044 L. 2,144 154 10,0 ,
) CDAE 2,624 4,444 - 4,444 « 1,820 69,4
; < Wt 475 675 - 104 15,2
-
? Kebraska - - - £
ABE - 3,740 % 1,740 2,100 - 2,100 350 20,7
AVE 19,752 1,025 . 18,727 19,028 1,025 18,000 -727 3.7
- . CDAE 1,540 - -7 1,540 1,500 - 1,500 -40 ~2.6
N ot 1,046 1,009 37 1,100 600 500 54 5.2
4 - >,
4 Nevads
LABE 1,390 - 1,390 {1,550 - 1,550 . ~7 Tt ns,
_ AVE 8, 2,000 V6,908 T 9,500 2,90 -~~~ 7000 92 6.7
CDAE 700~ - 700 253 - £93 193 7.6
Wt 1,310 Lo ! - 454 ™ 5 - 856 -65.3

Table 12. -Changes in enrollment for the four OE-spohsored adult education programs, wn.h numbers for full- nme
andpart-time students, by State or other area: Umted States, 196869 and 1969-70:—C0ntmued
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Table 12.-Changes in enroliment for the folir OE-sponsored adult education programs, with numbers for full time
. 3 . . -
. ) . and part-fime students, by State or other area: United States, 1968-69 and 1969-70—Continued ;é'%
R - o . - . - ~
. . -
: fable 5...(banges in enrolisent for the four VL-sponsored adult odwustion proframs, with nushers for full-time amd part-ti=e student~, by Stafc -~
N - of other 3z%- United States, F968-67 and 1969-70--Continucd. ' ‘e
. £ % ~ . . : - o
! " 3 g .
- . . Changes n - - .
F1al€ OF OLACT afed “1968+63 enrollments - 1969-70 enrollzents | 1013l ‘onrollecnts, .
Y 208 Your SL-spansored . . - - . e - - P - = * [ ¥ 1952-63 to 1769-10 .
, adul ¢ dducation prograas - — — - - g
Total Fll-tine I/ jrartetise 2/ Total Fuil-tine 3/ fari-tiae = Ausher Fercent*
B - v
2, 1 2 3¢ ] 5 . I 7 F g E 4
- 2 0 g -
ew Haspshire o . R
¢ ABE 1,073 : B FIRIAH 1,250 5 1,197 226 el |
. AVE 1,633 - 1,533 2,37 . 2,27 vil 3%.3
CDAE - 385 -t - Y - i T
.- W ‘ , TH B oo =6l sia 3. B
B - - .- .o S = .
ew Jerscy -
AN - ABE 3,94° . . N 11,400 - 11,400 1,333 it
: AVES . L. 2,600 . 25,0600 27%3e =T Im,R39 1,179 §.3
. ) CDAE 6,285 - 6,253 2,623 - 2,623 S5.ev2 0 2383
o WT 6,131 6,131 - 10,360 15,304 8 1,335 [2- 28 S -,
- _ - - — = T 3
e HoA1 €0 —_ l
, ABE 3,254 - 3,291 1,218, - 3,208 954 25 4 B
AVE 3,182 o0 3,122 3,593 15 3,500 313 16.1
~ CME - - - - - T - L - -
o1 B - - - 297 297 - H -
’ Aew York ~ - -
ABE® 18,325 18,328 - 19,580 19,250 - 958 5.2
AVE' 6" 31 Ralre s 22,636 33 28,603 961 305
- CME 326 - 326 361 - = 301 . =33 -t
, Liie - 890 =590 - 5,301 6,501 I - Zo1,3%9 1.8
e Yorth Carolina )
- - At 21,342 . 22,342 26,398 - 15,398 . 3,85
: , AVE 141,756 25,503 116,393 - 167,717 37,138 135,579 $I5,921 P
COAE 3,601 . T o 3.60F r,041 L 1,041 -1,560 .
: - T . 1,916 1516 . 1403, 1,80 - -113
- Y <o
\-or:h/o:kc;: T ;
. - ABE €91 - £91 873 - o 153
AVE 1,786 ¢ . 403 4,383 1,365 " 456 3,885 -1
y e 1,052 - 1,689 1,421 . 1,471 -268 .
. . o1 . 100 300 . 376 ~37s - -
Ghio N - =
ARE 12,739 M 12,739 15,006 - 15,000 3,261 17.7-
~ AVE 1°0,614 8,3% 162,238 187,089 5,627 175,462 16,475 9.7
~COAE e DRSS . - . - - - - -
. v & W7 : 3730 © 3,865 75 1,026 3,951 115 2 | e .
B ° g Oklaho=a B -
ABE , 5,147 - 1,09 1,100 - 8,000 953 B
: AYE - 2,000 - - 33,800 1,300 8.2
- CDAE 25K - 2 - 270 12 E P
. B - 4 1,363 0 R L1 LI%s e 812 96
. = ,\ .
'
= ABE I8 . 3,009 150 2,858 612 5.5 .
. AT 37,706 16, 254 35,914 16,370, £,574 2.7
.- CDAE 135592 1,352 - 21,302 -1,7%0 =
4 ot 1.435 1,599 1,529 70 T 1st 11.4
e £ —= kl -4 -
* Pennsyivania + ’ —
’ 44,362 13,950 - . 13,980 2184 -3
AVE £4,390 - 83,819 - 45,519 4,229 1. .
- . . : fuils - - - - - - N
. , T 5,575 ‘ 4, 4,081 * 192 . 3w 6.5 e
- . » . .
. Fhode 15¥and * ! . *
R - AYE o 1-9%0 . 1,980 152 16.1 W
. SAVE = 3,831 313 3436 55 =34
) CIAE i 1) - 1] o55 -2 bt
- T . . - 1,613 1,000 3 10 1.6 ¢
& . 4 -
N N South Carolina P - -
. . ARE T13,164 - B EA LS 13,32 - i T
. °AVE . - - -
. . CBAE HTZ - Y g,56¢ b osss .
wT 500 R 300 513 .
.- - s . et -
South [akota . .
* ABE 1,233 i - ol 150 :
AT 5,053 PO 1,038 2,830
- ME f.0lp - ——r §.610 .
" T 360 S B - 239
. - » . " »
- Teanesace -~ .
ABE ’ 14,303 - 14,104 - 15,000 * win 1.9 * ° *
. AR 22,271 - - 22,278 - . 35,000 2, 12.3
- [ 1,189 - 1,169 . 0o - =363 3L.5 -
wt . 3,183 313 - 3,500 - 307 a6 Rt }
. L] N e
- . Py Texas . -
. - ABE 45,000 - s 45,000 - 12,000 §,008 5.3 ;
} ae 248, 76" - ik, - . 230,008 1,283 0.6 -
COAE 23,608 I 12,500 “co ] 2.1 5.5
s T - %,437 5,231 Ios %, R4K 5" 5% 19.2 .
4 . N ’ - .
. . R ] :
-
. = . ""S‘) 6. R ’ .
", F4
. : 'S ]
- . - . . . - ) . -7
Q s . ' - -
-ERIC- o o | : :
.o , % R . - - - -t ‘e -



_E

. PR - = N R . . L N o -
Loas - ——— - N -~ . - - - R (LI . Lo \' LT - « o f _
- . - - € - - T
4 - L - . -
o —
- N - - - Rag¥S - . N
. -
.
Table 12.-Changes in enrolient for the four OE-;ﬂ_onsored adult education programs with numbers for full-time .
and part-time students, by State or other area. United StateS' 71968-69 and 1969- 70—C§ntmued -~ :
< L N .
Table 8.--Thanges m efirolinent for the four Of-sponsored adult oducstion proprams, with musbers for fujl-tade and part-tise ;xudn'.s by State . -
or vther area. United States, 1968-69 and §969-70--Continucd .
. 'y .
N ’ A . ) Changes 1in _’
§tSie or other arca . . ls&@ouzmts 1969-70 enrollbents total eorollirents, )
~ and four Of-sponsored - N 1968-69 to 1969-70 /
. adult education prograns — 0 B -
- . - Tota} Fuli-tioe 1/ {Part-tise 2/ Total Pull-tize I/ Par!-uselz,' Saber | Percent
- —— o
. v 2z L3 4 H & i £ v T
. yrah . - L 3 .
. —% ABE 1,676 - 1,67¢ 1,19 3 - §.356 % LU -
- AVE 26,576 N 20,575 St,000 - o1, % EREIE N
' & (oA , 4,316 - 1,316 1,165 . 10163 - 151 X 3
it 4 - . - . - R - - T —]
e ® I
vermont T ¥ . - - . .
‘ ABE 2,020 . - 2R 1.3 - +n I~ x
E3d 3,10% 5.129 3,675 T 7.3 Pl
CHRME 230 - 155 B . Hiled R | h
. — Mot 533 153 P (TN vy LAz g
- = »
21053 ~ r _
2E 30,761 - S ¥ - a7, L. j- s,
. LE 790 © - el s si,.en0  ° - -3 . R
SR £,7%6 . 5.77¢ 1337 " (e T ,
St 3,63 3,574 %, $..54 3,13 e 13
Rasmihgion ‘ )
ABE £,149 X, =43 EEET Taz F It ..
- ix 1%, 45 [T 130 041 P ST St I
LA ¢ 33,.%30 [N 3,7 1 T .
T . ~eT —- 1TRIS . NIt e - p .
. R .
' 1,195 130 Ha o4 Ll o i .t .
1% 331 - §t.a - e, o« “q - . .
3,328 - 1,8k * 5%e . .
. £4¢ oty PR - . , .
— _— - - ;:'__‘ - . .
; 3,10 =~ 1,690 33 SR, B . )
~- . 136,923 . w09 -~ HSYPET] H - ‘
) . 4,987 ~ - -.o60 - - s .
. 2.55% 2,555 . .Imx hopeL { - CIT e e
i . | AN .
} * 53 - '{‘:, . a3 e, X
373 - 47 136 5 it i - .
_ =57 . . 1= ri% -5 e *
) q - 460 330 ki . R v . 'd
- - L3
- 277 3% N . .. -
- I 3 - 21,053 . 4% IS S s v -
. 34,180 1,334 o oote _3iE 33,36 17K o
y = 6,955 . 6,963 . - 364 Ao .
° - 2,835 [ 52 ssis 0 [ e st
. - o . .
iserivan S4m0a / *
3 - - - 135 N EETAN 135 i i :
AVE . 3 - - N "3 Tt EH =t e
— CHAE RN - - - - . PR . .- - .
- T - - - . - ¢« 75 3% 0 R RN L]
o Canal Isne . n . . . . . . D ) o
- . ,
T / Gz N — -
. ABE - .- - n 76 . - 475 352 = - 362 ~33s -3 .
AL . 160 7 sy, ¢ i N LT X % o K
M . « CDAE - R - - - - - n -, -
.. * ’} wr 122 122 - - ‘% -5 - 1 3o
Puerto Rice . A ‘
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Table 12 shows that"between 1968-69 and 1969-70 the

(national) percentage change in enrollments for each of the
four USOE programs ranged ‘from a decrease of 15.5 percent
to an increase of 8.8 percent. The Civil Defense Adult

Education program was beginning to be phased put at that

time and the data reflect it. Adult Yoeational Education,
& _representing_30.1 percent of the total enrollment for
1968-69, expenenced only a 6.8 percent increase in enroll-
ment for 1969-70, while total enrollment for all of adult

educdtion increased by 10.8 percent.*

Excluding the Adult Vocational Educauén figures, the
percentage increase in all other enrollments over the two
years for what then may be calted adult general edUcatron

(whuch, 1t must be recognized, include other * oc:.upauonal

programs) is 12.5 percent (this percentage is derived by
subtracting Adult Vocational Education enrgllment figures in
. columns 2 and 6 respectively of table 9 and refi guring).

These figures repeat the pattern noted earlier in this report.
Together these data show that while Adult Vocational

Education enrollments continue to rncrease, their rate of
increade cannot keep up with that of enrollments in the adult
general education profgrams‘ Adult Vocational Education is
not growing as fast as adult general education] and this
situation may be more striking than the figures-indicate, for
'the_re is reason to believe the general adult education figures

are more likely to be underestimates than the Adult

V:ocational Education enrollments. The Vocational Educa-
tion Act’of 1963 with amendments in succeeding years
| makes eligibility for federal support contingent on the
:reporting of vocational education enrollments.

[PublishersNote In two comprehensive studies, one
pubhshed and one to be published, both posthumously,
by Ms. Okes she provides data consistent w1th the findings
and thesis here. The reporgs are: Participation in Adult
_ Education,
cs (U.S. Government Printing Office,

Washington, D.C. 20402; Stock No. 1780-01374; $2 95)
and Participation in Adult Education, 1972, in' press. The
_data are based on national samples of noninstitutionalized
, people 17 yeara:nd older who were not full-time students
in high schéol or.college. Coffemed by thé Bureau of the
Census in theit montluj Current Population Surveys
(CPS), the data covered the ‘¥2 months Ppreceding each
* May of 1969 and 1972. Over the three year period the
“number of persons who took one or more adult education’

mq(l Report, 1969, National Cepter for -

courses or activities that were sponsored by the public

grade or Righ school fiicreased 11.7 percent. .

The data can also be analyzed according to the
participants’ selection of, the type of course taken.
Calculating the percentage increase in enrollment for each
of two types of occupational categones over the three

- year period, we find that the’ category, “Professional

Skills” grew by the greater percentage: 43.7 percent,.

" while “Technical arwca}ional Skills” grew by only 0.3

percent

If we look at,the actualnumbers involved, however, we
find that the fast “rate of growth in the, area Qf
“professional skilis” may not be as reliable as we first
supposed. The reason is that the number of persons who
took a course they labelled “Professional Skills” was a
very small part of the total number of persons taking
adult education in the public schools in any year during
the period covered by the survey. The number of students
involved in a course tagged “Technical and Vocational
Skills” was much greater: in fact, in 1969 there were
almost four times as_many public school adult students
identified with a course on technical and vocational skills
(318,000) as professional skills (87,000) in 1969.

The insight gained from looking at the numbers
themselves, rather than only at the percentages, also helps
us understand better the slow rate of growth in adult
education for vocational and technical skills. Since the
base number was so large, a rate of growth of 0.3 percent
is placed in peispective. Nevertheless, it is clear that if the
technical and vocational skills figure were nat mcluded in
the overall ‘rate “of growth of adult students < public
schools that figure would be higher, In fact, it would be
13. 9 percent instead of 11.7 percent.

Ms. Okes’ Participation data were further analyzed i ina

recent report entitled “An Analysis of Selected ssues in
Adult Education,” which was prepared for the US. Office_

of Edycatlon’s"Office of Planning, Budgeting and Evalua-

tion by Krrschner Associates, Inc, (Washington, D.C.), in
.February 1976. This report places in wider context the

participants’ use of “public grade and high schools” for ~

adult education, Rather than focusing on the nature of
courses, participant selection of reasons were examined on
the question, Why did you take this course or actmty’”

Text tables a. and b. show the results.

" The first table indicates for 1969 and 1972 the percent-
agesof participants who turned to the puyblic grade or
hight school as sponsor and their reasons for taking an aduit
education course. Other possible sponsors include 2 year
colleges 4-year college,s, labor organizations, community
organizations, employers, and trade schools. The second
table shows the percentage distribution by reason of
partrcrpants whose_courses” were sponsored by a public
grade or high school arid, again, their reasons for taking’
the courses.
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Table a. Comparing the number of adult education st
attending public grade and high schools to the tota
number of adult edlication students jn the U.S™X_

- 1969 and 1972¢

1

-2

{numbers in thousands) *

Reasons!

/4::’*(

For general infornmation

To imprave or advahce

_injgb

To getinew;ob "

For community activity

For personal or family
interests

For sacial or recre“honal
reasons -

-

o
' Participants with."‘Other”

P

7
1969 1972 © ™o
¥ percent of - Percent of -
=~ "Pubhc Grade Publjc Grade
ol “inamigh %' and High -
Partici .. Partics ..
~ Sch. Partici- Sch. YPartici-
pation pation
pants to pantxto *
- Total Total
1,856 225 *2,513 *18.6 .
5898 6.7 6714 %53
1,423 9.1 1,779 8.1
342 - 36 418 3.6
2,588 26.0 3,694 " 23.5
870 25.0 - 1,019 . 26.3
?
responses not included.

*Differs with sutnsncalwgnmcance from the 1969 percentage

‘ Table b. Cpmparing the number of adult education students
attending public grade and high%cheols to the total number
of students attending public schools: 1969 and 1972

For generahnformatron

To rmprove or advance
in job

To get a new-jab

For community-activity

For personat 6c‘family
interests =\' N

For social or rec¢e§
tional reasons

- -

- (numbers in thousands)

J 1969

Total Paruupams
in Public Grade and
High School

1,970

% of
total

100.0

21.2

19.9
6.6
a.6

-

34.2

-

1.0

"
P

7

1972
Total Participants
in Public Gradé and
. High School

2,200

AN

% of
total

»

100.0
21.3
*16.0
6.5
0.7

4 x395

12.2

! Participants with "Other" rcspanses not included.

Although two points in ti

ﬁh\d

o -*Differs with stansnéal srgntﬁcance from lhe 1969 percentage.

o not necessarily

establish a trend, the changes are consistent with Ms,

Q
.-71

"55

68

7l

~

.

. Okes' findings and the earlicr cunclusions \jf Dr. Juhn B.
. Holden. The growth i number of pdrticipants m job’
related courses in the public.schools does not keep pace
with the field>as a whotexEven though the Census
“estimates ate lower tHan thosé in this, report (see’p. 60 far !’
explanations), the numbers~provide: reliable. indices of
relatror{shrps and changes over time. Little complacency is
possible for the future role of the “‘public grade and high" "
school” as sponsor of adult education when it is reaIrzed,r
that the petcent increase here bver the three year penodn
was 11.7, while the nuber of participants for all other #
sponsors grew 22.2 percent or almost twice as raprdly ¥
~The fyture role of-the public schools as offerors of adult:;
education may be decided -by. which of the participants”  »
any inferests-the system chooses. to cater to. End of &
Publisher's Note. ] -

2 .~

Community Colléges and Junior Colleges '
4

State coordinators were gsked to submit one report on
adult education run by state education agencies and another
.on those run byzcommunity colleges but because states vary
in their organization, some were able to'do this and others
were not. Nineteen states provided separate data on adult
public education programs administered “by their public
community or junior wolleges. Other states did not.keep such
statistics. Therefure, the figures in table 13 are probably Jow.
- Substracting data in volumn 2 of table 13 from column 2
of table 9, we can calculate that in 1968-69, a minimum of
15.3 percentiof the students enrolled in adult education were
attending programs conducted by community colleges. In the
same way, comparing the community college’ enroliments
with, the total enrollrgents' in federally-, state- and'ﬁ)cally-
sponsored programis with data in-tables 10 and 13, we
calculate that enrollments in community- college adult
education programs represented 18, percent of the lotal.
enrollments in federal programs, 7 perceﬁt i state-sponsore&
programs and 16.4° percent of the' iocally~sponsored -pro-
grams.” Because it is known thdt; there ere more adult
edibation students enrolled in comm&miy csileges thari were
repbrteg, these percentages are 'mmxmums %

The data, suggest’ that the commumty colleges tend to:
attract a greater propomon of fulltime students thar»does
adult education as a whole. The percegiages é‘re'based on -

Commumw college,
enroliment
perccnt paerme 4

-1

P

¥

v

1968-69 N 969 70

. + Touaf »79.3 76.9 v
Federal 77.0 74.0
State 98.7 98.5
Local . 77.6 . 75.2
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analysis of figures in table 13. Pursuing sumilar analyses with
tables 9 and 10,. we find that except for state-sponsored
programs the communrty college part -time percentages . are
lower than for~ total enrollments of which they aye a part.
The percentages for total enrollments for 1968-69 for the
<ifferent levels of sponsorship are:for total, 85.6, for federal,
_ -82.7; for state, 81.9; and for, local, 96.1. No blas‘?ur
unreported data is assumedz . .
Enrollments n adult eﬁumtton progggms at comimunity
» colleges as reported by the|states have not been increasing at
f the same rate as in adult education in the public ¢ educatron
" system £ a whole. Table 13 (column 9) shows that
community college enrollments increased by 5.2 percent
between 1968-69 and 1969- .70, while all ‘adult education
enrollments (of which community college énrollments age a

-

« =" N f

L} -
for 1968-69 given in tablés 8 through l4 and through théuse
of data on which table 4 was based. It r(?tlso an example of
one way to reorganize and analyze the enrollnfent data; there
* are many others. Persoss ‘interestéd in non-federally involved
programs, for ipstance, can combine. state and local figures;

» those interested in federdl programs other ‘than the four OE -
.programs can “subtract -the appropriate figures fmm total |
federal program -dataj and those focusing on changes ‘in
* +parttime ehrollments can reﬁgure percentages excluding .°
consideration of those deﬁned as, s full-time enrollees These ~_
same aralyses and additional opes can be_done wrth the «
- 1969-70 statistics aiid comparisons made. , °

One inteng behind the organization of text table L was to
" Solaté t .subgategories of adult public education enroll-
" ments in programs sponsoted by state education agencxes

.79

.

part) mcr@sed by 10.8 percent during the same “peribd.

In table 10 ‘we saw thatym general, enrollments ‘n ‘adult
ducation programs were increasing most tapldly in the
locally-sponsored programs and Teast rapidly in the. federal

from thosé sponsored by community colleges. It"was not
possible to do this completely One problem was that
program coordinators in a few states did not make it clear
, whether the figures they reported covered state education

ones. This same pattem holds true for growth in eommurlrty . agencies or community colleges or both. The data from these

- coliege | enrollments, as 15 apparent in column 9 of table 13.

y In fact, .that same growth pattern 15 even smoother and

states~were placed in the tategory, “Both state education
agencres and community colleges.” A second ‘problem was—~
t the staté of Wisconsin ascribed all of its enrollments to

LY

stéeper for community colleges than for all of adul-t.,.~ tha

I

educatron in the public education system.

A -

ot
Cooperatwely—offered Programs

.

“Table 14 reports ., on t

“yocational education.” Since it was riot possible to allocate
the Wisconsin figure, it has been given its own category in
table L. Similarly, information on a large public school
nufritional program in New York is presented in its own

eategory’ Although the data in these last two categorigs are

»

-

he num?ér of adult educatron

students enrolled in progra red by more than one
agency (The figures may not qurte represent the national
.situation, smcle -eight states™did not submit statistics in this
category.) Of all the students enrolled in public adult
--education courses "in 196869, fl ,805 students or 105+
percent, were enrolled in cooperatrvely-gffered programs
These data can also be looked “at* accordrng to the
govemmental level ‘of the program’s sponsor. Students in.
cooperatively-offered programs were 12.7 percent of all_the

.. - ~Stidents in federally-sponsdred programs,sl4 percent of all

students in state-spopsored programs and, ndtably, only 1.8
percent in 1 locally-sponsored: prograns (These figures were
computed f,rom data in tables 14 and 1oy

G*F"’ﬂlerAnalysmofﬂteData oo

[ L

et

not‘inciuded with data on state edueatlon agencies and the
community colleges, they are part of the figures given for the
50 states and the'District of Columbia.

A second ntent behind the organjzation of text table L
way to “peel ‘away” the more inclusive statistics to arrive at
some “‘core’ ﬁgures which rep)‘_ffsent the most dependable or
conservative numbers of people enrolled in each kind of
program. To ammive. at this more dependable numbet, the
number of stydents enrolled in tire < cooperatively. ,
admrntstered ‘programs was subtracted from each of the
totals. This was done because in these prog;ams, thé degree
of nvolyement for the public education system was undlear.
Another ten-percent of the total ¥as ‘subtractedsto campen-

" sate for fhose_ students who ‘may hdve enrolled in two
- programs and breen counted twice. The resulting figures are, %,

'3

- -

-

Text table L presents summary data of enrollment figures  for all the categones conservative estimates. - -~
e o Table L. Components of adult education. enrollment statlstrcs (50 states,and D.C. }: 1968-69 8 d
. c e L v . ' Coop- . Minus »  Possible Conserva- .
AR P erating -, cooperat- duplicauq.n tive =, -
S . ro- ., agengy ‘lng agency {10%)- statrsucsg
) . 50,states and p. c 8,346,828 872,805 7,474,023 747,401 6,726,621 N iy
. State education agencies . 5,116,286 284,332 . 4,831,954 483,195 _ 4,348,759 \ .
F e - Community colleges . 1,275,961, 188,006 1,087,955 ° 108,796 . 979,F5%~———
. JBoth state education agencies and . ’ . : v .
\ community colleges 891,549 7%0,919 730,630 73,068 657,567 - Lo
. + Wisonsin; vocational education 653, 1032 239,548 413, 484 41,348 372,136 ’
o . h .. New York nutritional program 410 600 , --- 410, 000 4] 000 369, 000’ . <7
. /g’_ﬁ :j‘ - ’ ) o . 4
) . - v .
©on S e 88 ' , : .
- Q. ! ° : . . . T " Y
ERIC L L “73 S ' .
;, - P - . f - * S P . I




N P - ="~ U - ' . ., E b SO I TR T 1
LT SN S ¥ A e e T
: B CTITL T 0K e
_'-. »s ° o ’ o —‘ - i d‘ . : ) s T T ) .: :
’ Table 14, -Enrollments in coopetatwefy offered-adult education in the publlc educatwn system at each level of _;; ——
. ' . govemmental.sponsorshsp,by State or otmr ared: United S@ms 1968-69 © . et
‘ N s - -‘-'T '22-7—- P : o = R
- 3 EEN T TTIRE " e
- N Ta_ble 1 --Enrollments‘m .cooperanvelv fered adult educatxon in the publxc education oL T T L
t .o system at each level of govefimental sponsorship, by State of Other ‘Sre:f( - . -
’ *United States, 1968-69 . ’ .
.- . _ . o - e )
’ =1 1 of 1 sponsorshi perl
B . . \p-slt‘ate or = Total Level o gove'rmaenz-'f /Sponsors .'p . —-»-,--»‘ .,
F' S = — v -
er area . -Féderal * | Fstare , Local - '
‘;: G /~ ;.'2 E 5. . 4 0‘_' ,JS , ’
9 T 50 States and D.& 588,833 .+ 250,136 33,856 .
e + Alabama : . 1]1,09'3 U ’ , - , L . .7
T ) Aiaska s L, , 31 95 e
. Arlvona ¢ - + 2,565 - 307 S
- < - . Afkansas |, . - 6,797 . N .
PR ‘o . Lalifbrnia 22,540 - . - - 1
. Colorado 18,856 . ’ . - . .
. Connecticut ¢ 1 l;l - . - K
: ___ Delaware - ° 613 .
t District of Columbia — N - ‘\ , - - P
- . Florida 18,940 , °, 230 M 2,710 5 - . ) -
N Georgia 755 . 755 ' - - ’
~ . Hawaii . 2,563 - 2,563 \ - - SR e
~ Tdaho - 9 - - BT R -
I1linois 7,829 . 7,829 - © - . I
* Indiana 3,07 3,075 2 - G , A
~ - - = ‘e -
- Towa 100 - 100 - - >
Kansas. -~ 18,447 17,072 ) 1,575 - R
Kentucky - ' - - - o )
, £ouisana 200 200 B -
' hine 1,300 1,500 - -~ - ]
Pl
Maryland = 777 5,564 - 5,564 . -7 - 4 m
' ‘-!assachusens - - - . -
Michigan .- - - V' C
b Minnesota ’ 283471 24,471 - . *
- Mississippi . A « « = -,
= 4 ‘Misspuri “ ' 3,238 3,238 e N 4 ,
[N Montana 12,020 11,792 v 228 tooe
. _ Nebraska Y. 9,958 . 8,734 : 224 -
. Nevada 12,308 12,308 gy - s -, .
. New Yampshire - 3,188 3,188 - - - s
R N .
. New~Jersey s - - ° -
* N . New Mexico 3,130 406 1,724 - - .
. New York - 23,338 208 1,656 21,474 .
hd . North Carotina 3,601 3,601 - -
- North Dakota | ' - - - - .
- Eeh i [ ? . ¢ -
A Ohio — 420 - 420 . -
o) . Oklahoma ’ 1,070 1,070 » - -
‘. . Oregon 65,170 65,170 - .
R +Pennsylvania .- 72,398 - 55 . 72,258 85 . B
AR v . Rhode 1sland -7 2,280 281 1,999 - i
' ‘'« South Carolina . 1,350 r,350 .- ! -,
. *  South Dakota 9,010 - -
' f Tenhess¢e~= % 3,183 - — -
. Texas , . 35,680 - 9,502 - .
. \ Utah ' S 5,675 - 3 S50 LT~ =l .
. Vermont . R 983 . - o - . ' ¢
- . Virginia 2 V10,761 . - - . . .
. Washington . N 86,218 5,176 982 . L .
- . West Virginia 3,115 . - - 0= . 4
Wisconsin 79,548 16’0,000 - ..
. Wyoming 1,193 i - - 1
] o , Outlying areas 2,065 231 ~,834 - , .o
i L American Samea . - ’ - - - ) )
4 . *"Canal Zone ! - - .- v . —
a Guam : 23 23« . - - )
. Puerts Rico o 2,042 208 - 1,834 - - 7.
Trust Terr., Pac. Is. - - - . R . - -
- Virgin Islands — - - ;, - T - .
. ; .o 4 . n . s - -
h.-, - - . - -
; 59 , L
3 . - ) N ’ . [ -
. . A . — .-
» - N
* = kY
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+ of 1969 was asked a

. l The 1969 Adult Education Participation Survey

In M‘ay,‘ 1969, the Bureau uf the Census (Depariment of

Commeree) at the behest of NCESincluded sume questions .

bout pamupatrun in adult education in its monthly Current
opulation Survey (CPS). NCES hoped to_use the data to
assess the extent of the geﬁergl pubhce i ipgn 1n adult
education from  different spu sponsors or “'instructional fources.”
. Since NCES collectegd its data-for the present Surjey-frofi
nstitutions wf pub)“ education, the perspectivg pn adult
edﬂeauon n the Un ed States provided by this
narrower 1han‘1

cautyon .in eompamuns In) partieular, the Census suryey
offers d;{ta on the reiatlv use Of sponsors by tizetis i for

“screener»question, The question.
determined which household membenged 17 or over who
were not-Rull-time students had participated in adult educa-

*tion and the “‘instructional sourve™ ur sponsor of their
activities. Using these data, Census estimated that 13,150,
000 people had had une or more adpjf education activities
dunng the year prior to May, 1969, The categurnies suggested
as “insgructional sources™ are those listed in text table M.

P .. . el
Table M. Number and percent of participants in
public and nonpublic adult education programs

offered by selectéd squrces. 1969

) . Estimated ?ercent" of .
. . number 13,150,000
L. of © participants -
. . . s participants  estimated

',» . a i .
-~ Public or privateschool, ., 3,638,000 .- 27.7
~Lollege or umvcrsrty : .

“Hartime 3,312,000 25.2 .

. J6b traiping - '3,613,000 215 .
Correspondence courses 1,052,000 80 . ¢
Communily organizations 1,764,000 - 3.4 -
Tutor orp{ivaté nstructor 758,000
.Qther ~ 1,348,000 10 3

= -

[
‘Percemages total more than’100.0 becausc some studcnts partici-

. pated in more’ than one, adult eddcatxon activity with a different o

instructional scrvrce - ¢ .
‘ i

These data represent unduplicated «.uunts of mdmduals b)

.Xlso, some of the students counted in the

- L - ?ﬂ)’ .
o, < T I3 ,3__;: r-r's';; el

i-

Although the Census mtervrewers tried to help respon.’
dents place a course In the corre(( category, there was some
confusion since the distinction between the categories is not
always clearcut. For example, some people who were taking
vocational courses .at public schools_ may have “had . their
course counted as belonging to the category 30b training.””
*“college or

ivefsity part-time” category were undgubtedly attending
pubhc community_or ]umor colleges. «

Despite such confusion, the public schools emerge in the

Census survey as a major sponsor of adult education. ‘Text '

table M indicates that 27.7 percent of the participants in
adult elducation were‘l’lﬁki::ourses from “public or private’
schools.” (It is assumed that the majority of these partici-
patns were attending public schools because®the number of
private schools in this country which offer adult education
wourses is very small.) [Publisher’s Note. Later publications
by Ms. Okes in the FParticipation in Adult Education series,
which were mentioned earlier in another‘hote (p. 54) provide_

additional information on this difficult area. {’I’hese later ~

data were not avaifable to Ms. Okes 2
this report.) In particular, the.1975 a
pation.survey sponsored by NCES and

the time she prepared
ult education partici

will give specific statistics on privai_e and gublic grade or high
schools.]
The first nd de suivey -of pafticipation in adalt

education was cohducied b efisus Bureau in 1957 for

the U.S. Office of Education. Conducted twelve years before

the 1969 survey, this earlier survey turped up similar data,'!
John B. Holden, then wrth that office, played a significant

role in initiating thestudy Using the data reported by Wann

and Woodward (reference 47), he concluded: one-out of gvery,

four of the estimated’ 9,000,000 participants in adult

education were enrolied in programs sponsored by public.
boards of eq]ucanon (reference 14). -

, While propomons in adult education .statistics may

emphasize consxs/tencres between surveys, absolute-numbers

in different studies can diverge markedly for the same Fear,

This may be because, as text table 4 in this report shows, -

procedures and definitions have impacted sharply on results.
Consequently, ‘discrepancies shown in text tables L and M
should not be surprising. The survey of institutions by state
seems £0 yield Higher figures for adult education enroliment
in the public education systems than the 'national household
survey, but this may be because methodolo ical and tax-
onomic problems remain to be surmounted ﬁoth types of
surveys. .
For example, +in this (NCES) sarvey of institutions,
enrollments of 'people in prison and the armed forces were
included but they were omitted from the Census survey.
Dupheatlve registrations continue as a possibly serious

sponsor, It has been’ published by the US. Office of , ' problem in institutional data. Adults enrolled for 15 hours or

Education as Report No, OE 13041, “Participativn in Adult
Educativn, 1969, Initial Report.”’ (ref¢rence 26)
C X

Ph - e

" “mote were countcd in this sprvey, but they were,not counted "

in the national shrvey because there th\yerc considered
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" Table 15.~Instructional staff for adult education in the ‘public educatiop system, at each level of govemmental

R - ) ,sponsorship, by State or other area: United States, 1968-69 o
i “Table 1. --lnstructicnal s.taff -for adult edSca.non in the public educatxon systea, at each level of
I P govcrbacntal sponsorship, by State or other area: Unxth States, 1968-69
. i o A2l T - - N e
. . - ';l , i AJ
* " Federally. s ns[xfpd ) * N :
N State or N Total e Y. spo State- tocally
Ve i ) I( - other area Total Federal Selected 1/ Other sponfo;fd sponsored ~
- 3 R ;. l. . 1 - - . 2 . 3 4. 5 - 6 * 3 7 N
- - . . . - * 3 } :
S . 50 States and D.C 229,361 116,504 ° 115,582 922 .. 42,250 -« 70,607 -
g -— . «
- i State average , 4,497.3- 2,284.4'  —2;266,3 gs. 1" 828.4 1,384.5
- T )
RS Alabama _ ~ © 3,558 . 3,527 3.527 - 28 -
- Alaska * T o1.- 347 387 - . s . 47 a7..
=" Arizona . 1,460 . 0 1,417 1,417 - 8 35
~ « « Arkansas 5875 Y518 518 : 69 -
- . California gsss 5,703 5,703 " 6,741 4,155
. . 2
Colorado 2,368 . 2,225 2,225 - [ 143 .
. - T «  Connecticut . . 3,506 1,458 1,457 1 2,048 -
s Delaware 860 7 399 399 - 299 162
R .- e District of Columbia - 424 212 143 69 212 . -
7. Florida . 12,878 5,809 5,706 103 3,631 3,438
- —_ T — had T B 4 ‘ - .
. S e Georgia.  ——————mc&7DBRL, , 4,066 - 4,022 44 - -
- Hawaii- - -~ - . 949 L daz- 439 3 507 -
. . - Idaho | . 681 681 681 - - -
. ¢ * Illinois 11,720 4,037 4,037 - 7,683 -
. Indiana ' 3,650 2,368 2,368 - 1,282 -
. Towa | ‘ 5,201 3,018 3,018 - 2,014 169 -
Kansas ) 1,112, 820 820" - 292 -
‘ Kentucky 1,255 ©1,255 . 1,255 - - -
. °  Louisiana . 2,089 1,694 1,694 ° - 395 -
- i . Maine . 1,278 - 395" 398 - 883 -
7 - L
Marylagd - A.6 2,517, .. 2,857 160 1,147 1,018
Hassachusetts 3,79 1,173 1,124 - 2,655 -
e R Michigan 2,850 2,850 2,850 ° . - - -
' Minnesota” . 5,924 4,152 3,858 293 - “1,772
Mississippi 1,868 1,868 1,868 - - -
i — Missouri . 4,646 1,143 * 1,143 T 3,503
< ‘-~ Hontada ¥ . 10 - 473 ~"473 - . 637 '
. ) Nebraska. 3,939 2,449 2,449 - 66 1,424
' Nevada . . 541 L -54] - - - .
New Harpshire — 906 588 588 - —~ 85 233
. N . -
New Jersey 20,771 2,098 2,098 Y- L 1,196 17,477
New Mexico - s67 - . 295 291 o 4 220 52
- -, RewYork 32,629 '~ 5,433 5,401 32 1,968 25,228
- E North Carolina 5,251 5,069 5,069 - 182 .
- s North Dakota 219 219 - 210 - . - -
. o : - ¥
T Ohio * - 8,012 4,214 4,214 ‘- - 147 3,784 *
o o Oklalfora 1,696 , 1,69 1,696 - =~ - - -
..t L2 - A Oregomm—Y=———— 5408 177U 2,001, , 2,90) . _  ae~-iezte --H012 1,285 -=-
. . Pennsylvania 7,346 ., 3,625 3,628 - 3,690 —~ 31
Rhode Island £880 - 299 2997 - 82 199
' T T T soith ’garoﬁ'na T L 666 632 134 600 . _, 108 °
- . e~ South-Dakogh ~F 852 428 428 : - - I -
il Termessee - o 2,625 T 580 1,880 - 45 - 700
: - : ~fexas . 8,475 7,372 7,372 - - 1,103
- - - - --% yeap - -= 2,488 ¢ 1,446 * 17446 . - 1,03 8
R T e - L — . - 3 N
¢+ '~ Vemmont - 384 388 = 84, - . - , - .
.. Virginia 6,043 | 3,031 3,031, . 762 2,250
) - . Kashington 6,697 6,158 §,035 123 &3 486
L. © - Mest Virginis 3,654 3,268 3,268 - - 386
. Wisconsin . 9,082 7,782 ' 7,726 =56 1,300 -
§ .. Tt 'ﬁ‘yomng T 174 .. 174 174 . - - -
- —_ (%
\ ~ - Aﬁut.yinrarea! 2,338 1,564 1,564 - - 1,274 -
) o e S . —, .
Lt ."T  .anctican Sazoa ~ 8 - - - . - -
- : = © * ~Cdnat Zo?xc"- - i, -\ - - - -
¢ fuan . o .. 14 93 - 49 .
- Pucrto Rico 2,630 01,424 1‘,’54 - 1,29 -
. - . Trust Terr., Par. Is, 13 10 * 10, - 3 " -
ot ¢ e . Virgin.Islands 53« 37,48 37 - - s .16 -
i = - .g. . ) . e
E i .
- 1/ See table F for identification of the 27 selcctcd federally sponsofed programs, P ]
A - ’ -
. ¢ t A 61: 1 - . ,}1"’"
. = . "l
: oo B L’ - ' .. :
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full-time students. Thls'w'ould mahe the figures for the NCES
institutional survey high.

On the other hand, underestimations could arise in a
national sutvey because people may nut define or admit their

activities as adult education or because they may refrain .

- . E
:

. RN e .
the country may have such hughly concentrated participation
in adult education that they elude the full effectiveness of

current techniques of sampling and weighting to national )

estimates. Progress and value in adult education medsure ment

will profit from experience and cnticism, in Jadt, both afe

from cooperating fully with g‘hesuivey. Also, certain areas of  essential. . - o e g

~ e ) ) g N . ' . —— ¥ 2 ,14::: “; ; .,,?‘, . : :

- ) INSTRUCTIONAL STAFF__ := - . ’ T
_._./* N

The followmg seven tables onrinstructional staff, tables 15 « Full-t]me and. Part-tlme

through 21, are pattemed after those on enrollments. The -
statistics are presented state by state, for the years 1968-69
and 196970, by levels.of.governmental SEaBsUBhip, for full-
and part-ime_confmjtments, by selected . programs, for
community.calleges, and for cooperative programs.

A definition of “instructional staff” was given n the
mstxuctlons which ‘accompanted the form OE-2323 (A
sample “of this form appears in appendix). By that definitiod,

a member of the instructional staff could be someone who.

was teaching vne class or many. Nor was there a limit un
lass size. The definitjon of a “full-txnge" teacher paralleled
the definition used for a “full-t:me” student. 15 hours or
more of instruction per week. Counselors, libranans and
administrative persunnel such as supervisors, pnncipals and
clerks, were not considered “instructional staff.” )
While all of ‘the teachers caunted as instructsonal staff by

the present survey fit within the definition employed, there
-was still a great variety in what they taught and in the nature

~ of their responsnbliitles because the programs 1n whach they

R taught were quite different.

Figures on the numbgr of instructional staff in pubhc
adult education programs do not give much indication of the
variety of programs these teachers are teaching in but they
’ hn when put next to student enrollment figures, reveal a

good deal about how the resources of a particular program
are. ocated. For this feason, several tables showing the
ratios of students to teachers in seva?lbﬁ?g'rams foﬂow this

,  section on instructional staff. e————e . -
. ~ . N ~ ~=..{;,::__‘ ’!-'
Sponsorshlp e s
- .._’._,_ S i . . R
iy 4

Like their students, lea\.hers were involved in programs
qunéored by federal, state dnd Jocal levels of government.
_Table 15 indicates the lefnbutlon of the adult education

- *instnuctxonal staff teaching in the pubhc school system in
- 1969 ‘across chfferenf/c levels of government. Of the total of
;”9 261 ,.wm;xcludes_data on outlying areas, 50.8 percent
were teaching in federallysponsored programs, 18.4 in
»  state-sponsored and 30.8 in local ones. (The statg of inows
*combined its figures on instructional staff at the local level
with its figures at the state level. If they had not done this,
it is possible that’the distributjon between the state- and
“locally’sponsored programs might shift slightly.)

£ B
S

> these data are compazed.

Table 16 presents data un the number of full-time and
part-time instructors employed 1n each state dunng 196869
and 1969-70. The percentage change in the total number of
teaching staff has also been..plculated fur each state. When
I ith the data on numbers of
instructional staff cellected by Woodward in her 1958-59
study (reference 49)—£lthough these two surveys are nut
strictly comparable -we see that, uver a ten _year period,
"there has been an increase in the nutber of full Time teachers”
in public adult education. | Without- defining “full-time
-teacher™ and!"part time teachdr,” Woodward repOrts that 2.2
percent of the 80;500 public adult educatien teachers
surveyed were recesving a salary and employed full time. This
compares with 12.0 percent for, 1968-69 as defined as
ffll-time 1 this study (table 16, column 5). Another 89.8
percent in the Woudward study were pad fur thelr work and
emplo)ed part-time, while another 3.6 percent were already
employed as regulak schuol teachers and, recesved no addi-

‘tional compensation for teaching adults Finally,44 percent‘ -

"were yolunteers. -

Overall, growth n ‘the number of instructional staff
between 1968-69 and 1969-70 lagged behind grdsth in the
n r of studenti. According to figures in columns 11 of

»

able 16.and 1].of table 9, there was a 9.2 percent increase in |

the number of staff.and a 10.8 percent increase n the
number ufétudents (the state averages are 10.3 for staff and
11.1 for students). This same pattem surfaces again in"the
“studentstaff ratios computéd in the next section. .

* Statisties on growth in part-time and full‘tlme instruc:
tiohal staffs suggest that most of this growth was the result
of increases in full-time_staff. Both the national figures and

* the state averages .(columns 5 arrd 9 1n table 16) show that

proponjonally'_‘ihereA was a slightly greater number- of
full-ume staff employed in-1969-70 than there was the

previous yeps. Moreover, examinng the mdmdual state .

per»entages in tajfie 16 on this point for the two years, upe
finds that in 32 states there was a smaller _percentage o
parfime to full-ime  mstructional staff employed in }969-
70 than in 196869 (and no change fur 5 states). This
evidence 15 umsxstent with an observatnun made earher in tifs
chaptef that the pebh» education system has been tending to

_ mcrease its ommitment to aduh educ;auon and that. this
62 . L
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Table 16.-Changes in adult education-instructional staff, with pumbers for full-time and part-time instructors, and
A g . k . : 7 v ¢
< part-time as a perceht of total, for each year, by State or other area. United States, 196869 and 1969-70
Ay - - - . . - - -
v -z .- ! N . )" - . - - 4 R
Jable L.':.-—Changes 10 adul2 cducation Jnstructional staff, with nushers fur fullotize and part-Tike instructors, and parf-tisc as % percent of '
- : total, for each.year, bv State or other area;” United States, 1968-69 and 1969.70: - R . .
- - . - - -
_' -~ i ., - - - - : B 1 Changes 16 total
~ . 1968-69 3nsuctional Staff - 1963-70 instructionai -staff i insthuctional” staff, L
© + " Stateor - : — 196369 to 1969.70 . :
- other area N s . EN
- . - : part-t12¢ 1§ ¢ o Partotize ¢ - N .
. . * | total’ Full-Yice ¥/ Part-tize-2, | as percent | Total | Ruli-time 171 Partetame 2/ [as percert  wefrer B2 3o S
B v - . i of tgtal K . of total

T 2 g 3 P E 176 1 1 - s . B -
i . p = A S T
* 50°States and 8.C, 229,361 27,425 201,936 3/ M.n 250,381 31,765 - 218,588 3/ RT3

te average 4,497.3 ss¥ s . 3,055 47 85.0 4,909.4 Y 25.3 3,286.07 4/ 83.8 = A
§fabaza . 3,835 650 2,905 81.7~ 3,830 675 iast 8.4
Alaska . 491 235 356 52,1 8582 313 338 L 63.2
Ar:izona 3,460 447 1,013 6.4 1,935 » =96 1,138 £5.% -
Xrkansas 587 52 533 90.8 633 73 560 88.5
California 16,399 21_2,105 5/ 14.:96 5/ 873, 18,223 %/ 2,308 5/ 15,913 3 87,5 .
Colorade 2,308 763 1604 5.7 2,485 826 1,658 £6.8 ]
Connectisut 3,%06 167 3,339 4 95.2 33640 141 3,499 96,1
Delaware ~ .. 860 ¢ 130 736 54.9 865 143 -2 3.2
'Distrxc% of golimbia 424 142 "282 66.5 418 © 152 266 £3.6
Florida . 12,878 2,076 “Y0,802 - B83.9 13,719 2,1{8‘ 11,531 84,1 .

. - -~
Ceorgia 4,006 286 . 3,780 93.0 3,622 87 < 3,375 ——33.2 -
Hawaiy 49 1 848 93.9 1,072 1 1,071 25.9
1daho 681, R r 681 150.0 ~— 760 . 760 . 100-0 -

T1tiso1s [ 18- T 584 10,836 92.5 13,921 948 12,973 93.2

ind1ana 3,650 1,146 2,504 65. & 3,737 »1,522 2,225 55.4

N — o

Towa 5,201 845 4,356 83.3 5,172 969 "4,203 51.3 t .29 -6 :
Kanses 1,112 537 575 51.7 1,816 601 £18 a6.9 =36 -5.6

Lentucky }‘255 20 1,238 98.4 1,510 . ) 1,485 98.3 &5 20,3}

Louisians | 2,0%9 963 1,126 53.9 2,378 1,135 1,233 51.9 255G —~13.8

Zine -— 1,275 57 1,221 $5.5 1,432 53 1,379 96.3 154 12, —
JMaryland 4,682 251, 4,431 3460 —~ 4,995 252 . 3,743 4 95,0 313 6" N
Massachusetts 3,779 114 3,665 9°.0 /4,086 129 h3€: 1) 6.3 L= 8.3 '
Yichigan 2,850 356 2,494 §7.5 3,895 5§76 3,319, %5.7 1,84% 36,7 . *
Minnesota 5,924 520 5,404 91.2 5,857 549 5,308 0.6 =67 -1.1 .
Mi1s581551pp1 1,868 . 135 1,723 92.2 1,834 179 1,655 %3.2 -33 ~1.8

_ s -~ . A

Missgury 4,68 512 1,133 E 5,746 664 5,082 1,108 25,7 .
324 3 1,11 299 211 = . 1,088 349 739 .22 -2.0

braska 4 3,939 s 506 3,433 § » 4,138 533 3,599 199 5.1
Nevada ‘ 541 136 403 K .Sl 105 405 4 .3 -5.7
Seéw Hampshire 906 (511 846 9 -~ 700 75 ’ 625 -206 -22.7

N - -
New Jersey 20,771 328 20,243 L97.5 22,515 910 2},605 1,724 8.4
New lexico 567 164 - 403 7i.1 770 ° 188 582, 203 35.5 .
New York 32,629 3,582 25,077 ~89.1 36,286 3,797, 32,489 3,687 11.2
North Carolins 5,251 1,280 3,571 w56 7,362 1,706 - 5,656 2,1 o) | -
North Dakota 219 1¢ 209 45.4 261 16 245 . 42 9.2 .
P o= - * + »
ohio . 8,012 1,182 6,85 85.3 8,563 1,299 - 7,265 582 5.9
oklahoma -1,686 - 207 , 1,489 87.8 1,892 ° 267 - 1,625 196 1.6 ]
Qregon 75,198 511 *3,087 9.2 5,703 £03 5,100 503 5.7
—Pennsylvamia | 7,346 ~486 6,860 3.4 7,743 515 7,228 397 5.4
- ssg % 851 __ 96,7 987 41 * 926 - 167 12.2 .
7,374 ‘8 1,366 . .99.4 2,286 75 2,011 28.0 912 66.4 _
852 187 663 8.1 17 R § P - £33 74,1 « 2 .2 .
2,625 259 2,366 S8.1 2,760 2 2,539 92.0 L2 1 51— e K
8,475 818 657 90.4 8,525 916 7,61% .- 89,3 . 50 &
2,488 ~114 2,371 95.4 AL L33 . 2,83 7 95§ 481 9.3
—- 3 - . -
Versont . 354 34 320 90.4 | 353 b 303 85,8 <1 .3 - "
virginla ! 6,043, 269 * 5,774 95.6 6,155 292 5,863 95.3 112 1.9
¥ashington 6,657 1,675 54022 75.0 6,436 1,740 4,896 =3.8 -61 -9
West Virzinis - ° 3,654 209 3,445 9473 3,547 255 3,292 92.8 -107 2.9
Wisconsin 9,082 1,434 7,648 84.2 9,961 1,725 8,236 82.° &7 9.7
® wWyoming 174 62 112 6.3 P 174 62 112 64,4 ) L] L.

Outlying aress 2,838 . 420 - 2,418 85.2 7 3,206 542 2,668 83.1 308 13,0 .
Azeritan Sazoa - T, - -. L4 2 15, 36.6 4 1000 :
Canal Zome . - - - - - - - * . .. -

Godr” 142 35 107 75.4 137 37 160 , 73 5 _»3.5
Puerto Rito = 2,630 357 2,273 86,4 2,934 453 2481 84.6 ¥ 304 1.6
Trust Cerr,, Pac. Is. 13 13 - 1] 42 16 26 61.3 229 2251
Vitrgin islands 53 15 33 71,7 B 52 10 42 ‘80,8 . -1, -1.3 .
P . : - R -
ﬁ" ! 2 x i
1/ Fulltine is at least 15 héGrs of instruction per week, ¢ o,
7/ Part-time 15 less than 15 hours of instruction per week. > -. R v -
3/ ¥eighted by populous Statcs; to obtain national percent, figure across. . .
v3/ States are equally weighted; to obtain State average, add cojumn up and divide By 51,
3/ Full-tiee and part-tise ausbers and percents reflect approximation as described in table 10. footpers . for jotally sposored cossumity 3
<ollege adult education. . o ’ .
[ . - 3
- 63 . .
- ) . - 9 ‘4 . .
— —_—— » " . - ] .
- . s . 76 . ) - , r -, =
. R : e : - g ik
- * - - v - L] T o— - ———
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nerease 10 \.ummnmem 15 \.le.ul) endem 1n 1ts manner of
allocaung instructional resources.

Data 1n .olumn .9 of both tables 10 and 17 indxate
growth between 1968-69 and 1969-70 fur enroliments and
instructional ‘staff at each of the three levels of governmental
sponsyrship. The rate of growth, though, differgd most

_strikingly at the lowal level where-enrolimnets increased 23.3

. percent as cumpared tu

ly 10.1 percent for instructional
staff. - .

The pattern between the two years for decreases 1n
part-time mstructurs {ur increase 1 full-time instructors) is
nut the same as the pattern of growth in total staff fur the
three governmental levels. The data below show an in.rease
in part-time mstru«.turs fur § prugrams sponsored at the state
level.

: " Instructional staff .
* percent part-time
1968-69  1969-70
_'Federal 0.2 78.7
State 92.8 93.8 ~
Local s T 98] 97.8 .
. ~ - N -
A ~ - » -
Use of Voh&teers

Only three states reported figures on the number of
volunteer tean.hers involved 1n public adult education, “and all

_of these were teachers in special programs. In Colorado a ‘

Treligious group provided volunteer tutors for Spamsh
speaking Amencans enrolled in a Looperative program
sponsored at the local level. South Carolina reported on a

state literacy program which used volunteer teachers. Finally,

400 of Oregon’s 5,000 teachers were volunteers teaching in
three federal programs. New Careers, Job Corps and Small
BusinesseAdministration. Doubtless, there were many other
progzams_in public adult education which depended on
volunteer teacliers whose existence was not reported. .

The 27 Selected Federal Programs™ ’

-~

Tébleﬁizmsgﬁﬁhfh in the numbes of instructional

staff in each state to teach in the 27 federal programs. The
me trend is suggested here as was evident with statistics in
ble 411 on enrollments: the smaller states for the 27

‘programs expenenced a-larger percentage increase in the
- number of instructional staff than did the larger states. In

i

table .18, column 9, the average increas®in the number of
instructional®sfaff in the average state was 8.4 percent, which

was 13.5 percent larger than-the 7.4 national increase where

the larger states with greater numbers disproportionately
influence the percentage increase. Additionally, one can

“derive from unpublished data that the average staff increase

for programs for-the average state was 13.2 percent or 1.78
:. .

3

umes the percentage inurease for the national figures of 7.4
percent. As with the earlier analysis for the 27 federal
programs on enrollments, national totals mask differences
between the states, between programs, and between pro-
grams within a syte. . b
Table 18 .20s0 reports on the trend towards full-time
mnstructurs, reflected in changes m the numbers of
part-time and full-time instructors in the 27 programs
betweén the years 1968-69 and 1969-70. During that period,
the number of part-time teachers dechined frgm 80.2 percent

. « -

"to 78.8 percent. One might hypothesize that receiving federal

funding causes programs to employ more full-time teachers.
Thus hy puthesis 1s suppurted by data un page 65 which show
that for statesponsored programs the proportions of
full-time staff decreased between 196869 and 1969,70

+ while for locally-sponsored programs the increase in full-time
staff was only a fraction of what it was for the 27
federally-sponsored programs.

-~

The ‘Four U.S. Office of Education Programs .

. To some extent, the data on the number of instFuctional
staff employed to teach in these four Office of Education

programs complements that on enrollments in the same

programs. According to data taken fi¢n Table 12, 39
percent of all the students enrolled in public adultéducation
were enrolled 1n these four programs in 1968-69, they were
taught by 41.6 percent of the instructional staff (these
figures are based on data from table 19). Another comple
mentory statistic was that students enrolled mn the Adult
Vocational Education program, who represented 30.1 per-
cent of the enrollments i the four programs, were taught by
27.5 percent of the instructional staff.

The percentage increase in the number of jnstryctional
_staff for Adult Voumonal Education between 1968-69 and
" 1969-70, however, did not follow the pattern set by the
* other three programs (table 19, column 9). The figures below
show that the percentage increase i the number of teachers
in Adult Vocational Educatwn programs exceeded the
percentage increase in the nufﬁber of other public adult
educafiorf teachefs across.the country, althiGugh the percent-
_age increase in enrollments in adult educauon programs other
than Adult Vocational Education betweer the two years was
almost twice that of the percentage increase in enrollments in
Adult Vocational Education. \

»

Per'centage increasc, 196869 to 1969-70#“

i ?nrollmcnt . Instructional ,
s = staff
4 Total, 10.8 . 9.2 -
Aqmt Vocational .
““Education §.8 10.7
AH remaining adult
*, education 12.5

[y
°

r

8.6 ~

. . ¢

{

-
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Table 17.-Changes in adult education instructional staff at each level of governmental sponsorship, with
s, by State or other area. United States, 1968-69 and“1962-470 .

Tafle 13,--Changes in adult education instructional staff at each level of governacnral s?énsorshm, with muehcrs for

< , full-t¥8e and part-t1me 1nstructops. by State or other arca  Imited States. 196%-69 upd Iwew o

Y State or ‘other s
area and level
- of governmental
_sponsorship of

1963-69 mmstruct 1onal staff

I——

Y

'1969.70 instructional staff -

i
Changes :n total
rmstyrustional -tarf,
190869 1o 190)-T2

¥ N ~
adult education ;Total mli;zme 1/ lprart-tize 2/ Total Fu}l-ti:pai/ Part-time 2 Suster T Percent
. { H = ¥
1 -4 2 H 3 4 , 5 [ < - s 9
, o
50'States and .C > § g , % ] ~ .
rederal 116,50% 23,069 93,435 125,514 26,781 98,733 BN e
State 42,250 3,050 539,220 47,104 3,311 13,793 4,833 i1.%
local ! 70,607 +1,326 4 69,281 77,763 -1,701 “6,062 L0 oy
.
Alabama - - — ’ ]
Vederal * 3,827 646 2,881 3,79n 671 3,15 2o C.e
. TTltare ' 28 El 24 to34 3. 34t [ e
‘ Laga} ! - — - - - ” z’- PRF e ox T e .
' = c .

~-Alaska 7 ‘ - d
Federal 347 182 ¢ 165 189 213 LI 142 Rt
State 47 43 K 99 2 5 3z tie 6
Local ., %o 10~ 8 2 38 2% Ho gk

, - * -
+ * - -
Arizona - ‘ : L
Federal 1,417 444 + 273 1,802 45 1,144 183 31.2 ¢
State & 3 3 1 8 -~ . 5,0 3
Local » 35 - s 21 - i, -14 -,
" - . . .- . .
Arkansas - - - -
Federal 518 51 167 534 69 478 6 U
Atate 63 . 3 66 29 1 -X5 20 9.0
tocal - - - - = . - ‘ -
- - —> o Y = hd -
Califorma ‘ . . _
Federal 5,705 1,253 4,150 .5,7 1,519 4,480 96 i,
State 6,741 322 6,418 ".230 330 6,905 159 )
- Local 4,155 528 3,437 5,104, 060 4,538 1,039 5.0
“Colorade . . } . .
Federsd 2,275 “6i 1,464 2,524 A3 1,39 > iz
tate -~ - - - - - - ) e - -
-focal 143 3 9 £ (U i61 3 i:7 i~ it
- - N . 4 -

Lonncsticut -~ L)
federal i,i5% 151 1,308 i, 400 il6 P> 32 -
State 2,08 13 z,085 2,020 15 ) A ~ 2
Local - - - - R - -

fiplamare b ° ‘ )
federal 399 . [} - 335 36 [} =23 -
State 99 & 233 . 3% 53 " e B
facal 162 - 162 133 - L1 -ii.

,

pIstr;cy of LO1usb13 _

T Federal p H N § B4 206 L L]
State 32 42 1" 21z 2 ¢ -
tocal — - = o - I - L

. ) . _ - - =
tjoruda b ‘ e R ) - t oL
federzl 5,8 < 1,794 6,022 ~1,37¢ MR :
S-estates T 363 "280 3,996 =300 e 1.
Local . 3,138 . 3,701 - _ed °
- 1\; - - .
Georgia » . . - R }
_ o« Federal 3,066 - 286 - s,’{so' 3,622 M T -3 Ll
State ., - - . - -6 -
+  Local - . Y - - . . - - -
Y - " . .
» = - -
fawarl " - . _ R
* Federal 412 141 - 515 | I . 1 6.7 -
State 507 - 507, 537 B - 3 L
Logcal v . - - - - - - e T
1daho [
tederal . 681 - ¢ GR1 “o0 - o0 . | I
State - - - - . - - - -
 tocal - - . . . - - -
- R
f1lino1s . " oL i
' tederat 1,037 rer . 1,28 1,754 L] RSN = L
State 7,083 P " L.59) 9,187 A R 1,704 M
Local . - - - - - -

Cal >
//l‘
'y -
:
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. " . Table 17.~Changedin adult education tﬁgtructlonal staff at each level of governmental sponsorshlp, with
*
numbers for full-time and part- -time instructors, b\, State or other area Umted States, 196869 and 1969-70 Céntinued
L[4 * ~ . ‘ L4
hblc 13.--changes in adult education mstmct;ona?—‘staff at cach lcvel of governsental sponsorship, with nusbers forls N
full-tize and part-tjme imstructors, by §tate.or other area. United States, 1968-69 and 1969-70--Continuéd .
- ' i - =
. . s -
) State or other ’ A , Changes in total ’
area and level 1968-69 instructional s:aff;% 1969-70 ‘instructiona} staff instructional staff,
of governsental: ) ; ' 1968-69 to 1969-75
sponsorship of —
. ~ adult education Total Full-time 1/ Par:-tmgd‘z_!’/ |_Total {\ Full-time 1/ | Part-time 2/ Number Percent,
-
. 1 2 .3 P s % 7 8 - 9
Indiana ’ oz roe i ”_‘ - - -
tederal 2,368 1,096 - 1,272 =~ 2,837 1,454 1,383 469 19.8 .
State - 1,282 50 1,232 L 910 68 . 842 -372 -29+0
’ _Lozal « - .. - . - - - - .-
- v - , .
owa {
< Federal ¢ 3,018 837 . 2,188, - 2,908 959 1,949 . -110 4.2
= “rate 2,014 - 27614 ,082 . 2,082 68 3.4
Lotal 169 8 - 16T 182 10 172 13 7.7
- b - 4 o~
Lansas - - » -
Federal 21 52 300 855 582 273 35 4.3
State 292 o1 . ~ 275 151 19 -~ 142 -131 -44.9
- Local . - - - el - - - L. .
~ -
» -
Leatucky M -— . .
federal < 1,253 el 1,235 1,510 25 1,485 2535 B 20.3
State - - - - - - - - - .
¢ Local T - - .- - - - -
s *_ 3 .
Loursiana ‘- . N
Federzl 1,693 568 1,126 1,978 745 1,253 284 16.8
5%tate . 395 395 - 400 400 - s 1.3 .
L ! - - . - - - - - - .
0cat, ypmm | . B
Maine e T .
- Federal 395 57 338 432 53 379 37 ?.4
State ’ 883 - 883 1,000 - 1,000 * 117 13.3
Local - - 4 - - i - - . s —
. T : ‘ - o -
“arvland ‘ . : —
Federal 7 - 2,517 229 2,288 2,478 207 2,271 -39 -1.6 -
. State 7 3,147 “ 1,147 1,318 . 1,31 i1 119 *
Local ) 1,018 .o 996 i1,199 45 115 181 i.8
. N . »
° M3scachusetts - - . .
tederal. 1,124, 96 J.028, 1,183 199 1,076 61 S.-}
State 2,653 18 2,637 2,991 20 2,881 246 9.3
Local - - .- - . - - - —
- ‘ . /
- . Michigan ® , . . .
tederal 2,850 356 2,493 3,895 576 3,319 1,015 36.
Nate . - . - - - - .
Local . - ' . - - - - - L.
z ° -
¥inneFola .
federal, 4,152 49 3,712 1,080 464 3,0l6 .22 -1.6 ~—— .
T state i - - — I . . - - -
 1ocal L1772 G - 1,692 1,777 85y 1,692 5 3
. XINS13S1PPY N ’ ’ M - ' .
ircdi'r:d 1,568 145 _ 1,723 1,834 179 1,658 -34 ~%%
State . - - - - - - .
_ ' tocal , .- T e - . - T . — - -
- l .= T . -
- ., “issour: i it N T e -
federal 1,143 . 293, _ 830 2,610 183 1,625 K67 75,9
< p=d » - - -
State - - - - : - -
" ¥ Local £3,56% 232 3,283 3,736 279 3,457 i; 233 6.7 Lt . o
_ . N . b . .
-~ Yontina . - '
’ tederal 173 284 sy ' ss0 330 220 7 16,3
Al gti:c ™~ - - = = - - B ‘ - - - -
= ) acal 637 5 — o2 . ?ﬁ 1 - sto . 99 . -15.5
= - - - - - - .
T T em—— - tghrasra » -~ T - —— .
el e o2 kedersl T T T — 2,448 391 2,0%8 2,480 403 077 i L3~
State o T 's S S - e i 38 7 -mr.g’ . i
iacal * 1,424 166 1,318 I35 --125 1,474 75 12.3 -
2 S - - - . - _ _ = - - -
- - . . —_ _ _
seeads " - ‘. .
tederat ’ o L 136 - 10% 310 e 405 -3l -5.7
513tc = N B N - . - . . .
focal . T - - - - - - S 2
. -
- . . . . 1 >
P =
‘ - W0 - .
. . .
. . - [ BN .
&) . -, .- 7,9 - - -
EMC c o . R : m - c .
.- —_ i - . ; .ot - ‘ T e w Tt 1 ] .
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-~ a’ble 17.-Changes in adult educativon instructional staff at eachlevel of governmental sponsorship, with
numbers for full-time and parttime instructors, by Staie or other area: United States, 1968-69 and 1969-70—Continued T
” e ’ ’ ’ R -
. Table ls.--Change§ in adult educatjon 1nssructional st_affcat each level of ?overmcntal Sponsorship, sith nusbers for -
full-tize and part-tize instructors, by Stdte or other are3: United States, 1968.69 and 1969-70--Continued
* - . = ‘—
-
State or other . . Changes 1in total - ) -~
. area and level 1968-69 instructional staff s 1969-70 Instruct1onal stafr mstructioral staff,
) of governnental - ° ¢ . 1968-69 to 1969~
sponsorship of ~ - o .
/. adult education Totiu Fuli-tize 1/ | Part-tine 2/ Tota) Fullztive 1/ | Part-tide 37 Xupber Percent .
-1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 " 9 .
» * . - - L
New Hampshire . . .- ] o
P “ Federal 588 60 528 396 -5 321 ~192 . 2320 .
State 85 - 85 52 - 52 -33 + .38.%
-Local . 233 . 233 232 - 282 B e 8.2 .
. & - = . .
o New Jersey N . .
- Federal 2,098 . Sl6 1,582 2,332 896 1,336 ~F 23 i, < .
. State - 1,196 - - 1,196 1,417 U I T b 18,5
Lotal 17,477 2 17,465 18,766 4 . 18,752 1,288° o~ 71 .
. . ,
ew Mexico .
. Federai 7295 . 7L 248 420 Tes 351 B -42.4 %
State 220 117 - 103 295 119 el TN
. Local 52 - 52 55 . - 53 2 3%
B "
New York ,
: Federal 5,433 2,822 3,011 3,718 2,359 3,150 x5
\ State 1,968 I,130 838 2,133 1,238 . 901 e i
. e Local 25,228" - 25,203 Q& 3,429 - 28,42 3,201
e
- “orth Carolina . ) ‘
federal 5,069 1,73 3,816 1,676 3,196 L3 s
. State 182 b 155 90 30 HEg % 1.4
3 . *
Local - - - N - - - - -
- . T R -~
* \orth Bzkota .
: Federal L.t f a1y 10 209 239 16 233 3n i3 7
B, N State - - - 12 - 12 i R €
Local . - - - ""-"',‘ ‘l “« s . -
hio . . '
. Federal 3,214 1,58 3,046 1,347 1,282 3.26% 333 -.a ‘
. State 14 14 - 1~ 17 - ) - b 21.3
=~ - Local 3,784, S 13,784 < 4,000 . 1,000 216 5."
Ok }ahona . - . - - - - - -
‘ F 1,696 L7 1,489 ©",892 267 1,625 3-8 1.6
N s - - _ - ¢ - - . 8 - -
N Oregol ) . . _,‘ : -
. al- 2,901 447 2,454 3,283 533 2,750 382 13,2 -,
T i 1,012 R & + 1,000 1,115 v H 1,110 . 103 12,0
A . 1,285 52 1,233 1,305 ) 55 . *1,250 T3 Le
Pénnsylegnia . ) >, - ’ B .
federal 3,625 - 482 3,143 3,761 500 3,261 136 3.8
- . State 3,690 K 3,686 3,914 15 3,899 233 6.3
. Local . 3 - . 31 68 £ 68 3 1194 -7
. . . - " e .. Y " .
. Rhode Isiand - =
. Federal = 299 © 28 o 271 374 60 314 75 - 251
* State 82 I - o8I 88 v 1 87 , 6 °.3
~ Loca) 499 . -. 499 7 525 & . .- - 525 {3 §.2 °
» . . . .
) ) South Carolina A . - .
N ' ” Federal 666 8 658 ¢ 984 275 669 « 278 i1,
- State - 600 - . 600 -« 1,260 k4 - - 1,200 - 600 00,0 .
Local . 108 - 108 o | 42 - - - 132 34 it.s . =
‘ LT .. . - ~ - -
\ South Dakota B . | 4
- . Federal iz 160 - 268 7 410 189 221 - - 18 -2
State ; ; ; ; ; ; s
- / Loeal 424 27 397 ¢t 444 .32 412 .owt .
. - T 1. Tennessee <7 = \ - ’ ) - - -
. Federal -~ 1,880 - 259 - 1,621 1,985 — 221 1,764 105 3.0 ~
State 2=, 45 - - 45 55 ‘. - , 353 .o . _
“Locat 700 - 700 720 - - 720 = R
- - . =t e T ’ e
Texas - - - o ’ . , - E
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aJ able 17.-Changes in adult education jnstructional staff at each level of gover
numbers for full-time, and.@‘r_t-ﬁme instructors, by State or other area; United States,

instructional staff at each level of governmental
United States,

Table 13.--Changes 10 adult'eduCatw%\
full-tise and part-time instructors, by State or other area:

nmérztal sponsorship,'wit‘n
196869 and 1969-70—Continued
R L

°

with nusbers for
1969-70--Continued

sponsorship,
1968-69 and

- Iy

State or other
area and level

1968-69 instructional staff
of governaental .

1969-70 instructional
-

A

Changes 1in total
instructfonal staff,
1968.69 to 1569-70

staff

sponsorship of T —
adult education Total Full-time )/ |Part;tine 2/ Total Full-time 1/ { Part-t1mc 2/ Nuzmber Percent
t1 2 3 4 . S 6 7 8 9
’ g .
. vgah . ~ « R -~
. Federal 1,336 46 1,400 1,317 - 51« 1,266 -129 +8.9
<tate 1,634 PALY *966 1,642 - 82 1,560 608 58.8
o . Local 8 - 8 _ 10 ‘- 10 2 25.0
)
= Lermont ) R
rederal 354 34 320 353 50 =303 5T o~ eed ce3a
~ &zate - - . - . - - ' .= } -
Local Q . - - - , .. ~ - -
L3TRINIA o~ - -
. sederal o 3,031 8 . 2,853 3,061 197 2,864 - 30 1.0
. L7 Suate : 62 e - 762 w70 - 710 8 1.1
\ ‘_ccal 2,250 - 91 2,159 2,324 as 2,229 74 3.3
. : . . .
- aushingIon
- sederal 6,138, 1,671 o 3,48” - 6.08Z 1,72 3,314 L1466 -1.9
state ‘ 5 - 53 7 66 - 66 13 24.5
Loca} B T~ kY 182 52 12 516 42 " 8.6
. . - . .
aest WTEITIA
redersi . 3,208 209 3,059 3,172, 255 2,817 -96 -2.9
- tate - - - - - - - Coa . -
, tocal 356 - 386 375 - 375 -11 -2 8
.. . ,
- A1%.00810 . *
federsl 7 7,782 1,133 6.238 8,641 1,405 7,236 859 11.0
. . 5tate - 1,600 500 1,000 1,320 320 1,000 20 1.5
Lo¢2l - - -.a - ~~ - - -
-~ - . - . . *
wothy s - oo T ‘ T
i ederal %4 " 62 112 172 e 112 . 0 0
. State N - - RS - - -
Ltocal - - - - LI - - - » - * - -
- - - - * N
” gutlying arest ‘ ‘. ; N
e - s Federal 1,564 L 251 1,393 1,956 352 1,603 392 25.1
- . - state 1,24 169 1,108 1,250 190 ° 1,06¢ .4 -1
R totral - P - - - EY - - . -
. . & B v N
M imerican Samea -0 Z . . . .
- Federal - - . - 16 5 11 16 {o0.90
. = State - .- - . ! 25 21 va 5 100.0
: tocat - - £ : - - - -
- — - -
? ¢anal Zont- - - t. .- - I L
N . * F .
- (uan - - .
b federal . B R 35 58 94 37 57 ] 1 1.
State : 49> - - 49 _ 43 " . 43 - -12.2
Local . - - - -\ .= e - -
) puerto Rico N ) ) e
R . federal © 1,424 191 1,233 1,800 . w0 1,510/ 76 26.4
tate TR P71 - 166 1,040 1,134 383 971 .72 -6.0
.= weal o L - - - - - ’-
B Tmst‘Tcrr.,;i’ac: Is. H h ”
. - fFederal 10 10} - 12 10 2 - 2 20.2
- State g 34 - 0 6 . 24 27 900.0
focal - Y. - - - - . -
™
. - * __...__.____,_—.o-r“"’"
e virgin Islands 6 — B - ¢ -.r - . . — 7
" ., Federal z 37 35 -, - 32T 34 PR ' M 24 .3 -8.1
State__ __ w3677 RO io 18 - a8 - .2 -1uss
- o togal . T17 - 2 : - - . - - L.
R e : - &t
e = e 2T :-k:‘_ g —— - o~ B B - .
. . v ppeeere_Jo-umpeENUR B ’\
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. Table 18.~Changes in instructional staff for the 27 selected’ federally sponsored adult education progtams, with ndmbess , _
3 for full:time and part-time instructors, by State or other area: United States, 19§\_8-69 to 1969-70 )
- . . . . -~ i
Table 14.--Changes jn :nstructional staff for the 27 selec!i:dy federally sponsored adult edulation programs, with nusbers .
- - for full-time and part-{ize instnictors, by State or other area: United States, 1968-69 to 1969-70 :5'
. N - ~ - . - e
_ Ser
¢ . - N - - i Changes in total
; . 1968-68 instructional staff 1969-70 instrutiashal staff . instructig_ml staff, -
. State - i ~ ' 1968+69 T& 1969-70 .
other are - fd = N R
- ' o > Total Full-tiae 3/ Pan-f.me‘gl Total. j| Full-time 2/ ] Part-tive 3/ ' Nusber | Percent -~ n
. ’ ) 2 S s 4 ’ s ¢ 6 4 7 8 Y 9 - K
= &
— -
) * 50.States and D.C. 115,582 29,928 92,654 124,147 . 26,332 97,815 8,565 7.4 - i :
- o » = ™ -
-~ State average 2,266.3 +  449,6 1,816.8 2,434.3 $16.3 1,917.9 167.9 8.4 . {3:‘-&\
Alabanag “3,527 646 2,881 3,796 671 e3025 269 7.6 . \&ﬁ
Alaska , 347 R 2 v 165 403, 21 192 56 16.1 - B 0
. . Arizona 1,417 ~" 244 973 1,902 788 1,114 -~ 488 34.2
s Arkansas 518 3] 467 544 ' 69 475 26 5.0 ' -
. California 5,703 1,253 4,450 5,799 1,319 4,480 96 L7 - -
2 - .
. . Colezado 225 % 761, 1,464 2,324 «BE3 1,50} 99 4.5
Connecticut ~’ 11457 ' 154 1,303 o + 1,419 126 1,293 38 <2.6 -
P - Delaware 99 64 338 376 -6l 315 -23 5.8 | e
Distract of Coluabra 62 . -8, 144 76 68 1 ~! 7
. Florida 5,706~ 1,796 3,910 <55 5,923 1,879~ - 4,044 217 3.8 e
Georgia 4,022 286 3,7 3,599 248 3,354 ~423 -10.8 e
Hawar: . 419 - 43| 512 - 512 . 73 16.6 &
1daho . 681 - 681 *760 - 760 79 116 -
11lino1s = 4,037 792 3,245 4,734 850 3,884 697 “17.3
fndrana - 2,368 * 1,096 1,27 2,837 1,438 . 1,383 469 19.8 .
. =
. Towd ” 5,018 857 2,181 . 2,891 955 “wy  1.936 -127 ¢ - o
&
» Kansas 820 520 - - 3b0 855 582 273 33 33
Kentucky 1258 _ w20 1,238 1,51p . 23 10485 255 203
Loursiana 1,698 568 1,126 1,969 . 736 1,233 ”ws 16 2
Maine -~ 7395 . 53 338 432 » 53 379 37 9.4
. o -_ . v & - . -
Maryland 2,357 . 193 2,168 2,282 167 4 2,115 75 .32 .
- Massachusetts = 1,124 T 1,028 1,185 109 1,076 W 6l 5.4 R N
Michigan 2,850 356 5 2,484 «3,895 . 57 3,319 1,045 36 7 N
Minnespta 3,859 . 440 3,419 35787 : 464 3,323, 2 -1,9%
¢ Miss1551ppt 41,868 145 - 1,723 1,834 179 1,655 -33 -3 . =
- . . L4
s -
Missouri 1,143 293 850 2,010 383, 1,625 86 - 75,9 -
. Montana 473 284 189 s24 . 305 - 220 . 51 16.8 .
Nebraska 2,449 391 2,058 2,450 403'?_ 2,047 1 4N .
Nevada 541 136 40} 510 105 408 -31 5.3
“ew Hazpshire 588 60 528 396, * %775 Y3 -192 -327% .
New Jersey 2,098 516 1,582 2,332, 856 1,836 3¢ 1 2 . {
Kew Mexito 291 43 -+ 248 T4 © 6% _ 351 129 £4.3 .
© New York [4 5,401 2,414 2,987 5,682 2,550 3,132 281, 5.2, v -
North Carolina 5,069 1,283 3,816 7,172 1,676 5,496 2,103 a.s .
North Dakota 219 10 ™ 209 249 16 233 8 30 13.7 -
Chio 4,214 1,168 3,046 4,547 1,282 3,765 33° .79
- 7" Oklahoea 1,696 . 207 1,489 1,892 267 1,625 - 196 ¢ 116 __ =
Oregon 2,501 . 447 2,454 3,283 - §33, 2,750 . 382 13.2% -
Pennsylvania . 3,625 482 3,183 3,755 500 3,28 'Y 130 . %6 R
Rhode Island ‘ 299 28 =N 374 50 ' 3147 75 25.1 ~ b
. . ] .
ST South Csrolina 632 - 632 . 644 - 644 12 1.9 -
T - ‘g South’Dakora ™ 428 + 160 268 410 189 221, .18 -4.2 .
- . Tennessed 1,880 258 1,621 1,985 a1 ) 1,764 105 5.6 A -
Texas ~ 7,372 T w4670 6,702 7,229 681 6,539 -152 -2.1 s S
Utah 1,486 46 .1,400 . 1,317 : s1 1,266 -128 -8.9 - -
. . - I3 . - —~
———— £ e %k ry N — . .
- . Versont 15 S %8 . ... 30 . %383 so 303 4 =35 L .
. ¢ Virginia - 178 2,853 3,06% 197 2,864 30 f.0 s
. Mashington 1,637 """ 40T~ 5,920~ va . 1,688 T 4,232 =115 -1.9 -
. = . West virginia 3,089 - ~-ZFin2 1. ass 2,917 - -96 " -2.9
i ¥isconsin 1,228 "6,598 8,583 ° " - 1,399 4 7,184 857 .11.1 .
Wyoming - »- 7t 62 T o . 62 12 [ o -
L] -~ . —— R =
Outlying areas #5646 251 1,313 1,356 352. 01,604 . 392 25.1
[T~y r e Lewg - . I . * .
e -Aperican $amoa * - . - 16 s 41 16 100.0
' Canal Zone - - - - .- - [
T, ¢ Guan - 93 35 58 94 - 37 . O PG SuC 5 I
.. = . Puerto Rico ~ 1,4 191 1,233 1,800 290 & 1,510 - 376 %4
, N Trust TerrapPac. 1s. , 10 10 ~ 12 10 2 * 2 20.0 - —_
‘ virgih Isia 37 .15, 22 .M 10 24 %.5.1.
a' 4 Y~ _ - .
5 \d
» B . ’..:‘ . v ":
See table a for ‘Tdintification of the 27 selected federally sponsored adult education prograss.
- / Full-time is at. least 1S hours- of instruction psr wepk. * - [T . -
& ToToe s - -3/ Part~time-is less-than 15-hours -of.instruction pex.week. > _ Pl , v I ')f «- s PR
4/ Less than 0.05 percent. . : ” 3 . . -
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Tablc 19. CRanges i m mstrucnona! staff for the four, OE-sponsored adult educatnon programs, with numbens Tor full'tt me -~
and part-time tructors’ by State or other area: Umted Stftes -1968-69 and 4969-76 . .
- ":-; N /7 & . e . < Te ; —— = K4 o
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,Tgble 45, --Changes 1n instructional staff for the four DE-sponsured adult éduc:non prograns, with musbers for f}gu -time and part-tize instructors, 1
i by s(a;e or other area: United States, 1968\-69 and 1969-70 7 ’ S\ R e
. £ - ' _— & . I -
- ) e 'f- e . 9, - 3 - - .- fﬂ . DS Changes in, tofal "\ -
T - State or other area 1568-69 instiuctiona} staff 1969570 instructional staff oinstractional Staff, > » )
e and Foup.OE-sponsored - . . s FSS 1968-69 to 1869.70 - v
° 8dulr ation prograas o M - == .
s~ - B - Total Full-tine )/ | Part-time 2/ | 7Total® *| Full-aae 1/| Part-time g_)’ Musber Pereents P
. < P .

- j y -1 . 2 -3 ol s 6 T, L 9 .
s ” - - o $ M I » . - - R - .
v 50 States-and DIMtrict of Colusbia - - - . N ' N

- A Adult Basic _Education (ABE) ~ 21,368 2,478 18,890 21,840 2,733 119,107
=~ Adutt Yocational ddycatfon {AVE). -, 62,979 9,545 §3,434 69,706 - 11,5 8,137
Ciyil Defenise Adult Education, (CDAE) 4,577, - Rp s 432 5,498 IR
) « Manpower Developsent and Triliming (OT)°  69582° - ' 5,366 1,2 7,128 5,858 T 11 any
- Alabaga SR . . R S R
. . - ST 669 1 T 15 tT 654 . T6% 18 » 658
; . AVE . 748 393 375 L.l 398 . 330
. - . LOAE . ¢ 76 S I 7% 83 7 - - . 43
AN s 37 5o 37 . 37 - ' (7S
. . Araska N - . . e .
. ABE 54 21 . “10 / 1 LET 18
. 6 JRE™ . R 28
: - AV 8 4 38 30 . 8 . » 35
- W c 58 S8 , - 35 3 . -
. L . MOT 46 40 6 6, 54 ' ?
. ‘{;\_ — - . . - . \
‘ s N . Arizona - \ g R .
S . . e :35 . .12 s 165 155 - ? o148
- . 1,107 330 763 1,5 ? .
. ~ - i 0 [ “ ! 3f a es;r 92&3
2 R R R LB e 1o 105 9" * )
o Arkansas £ - y N
g ~ .- ABE s 8 38 457 ™ 1. " oass
- - t AVE L Y. - . . -
—— ks - ewm 3 —='r o« xCGDAE S . -z . o T mm - - -
T - . - T eam¥ . el
. . \_'::". ' .
A 3; 3 z-u?- & 900 40 860
24 53 3,850 250 500
& 20 20 & - 20 .
1522 S 3, 74 74 " -
Y - b g -
[ 4
175 e 20 200 - 40
. 138, 4 & 575 N 150 42§
C- 95 8 - 89
3w . % . 23 [
- ¢ - ’
10 484 462 12 A4S0
a4 ~ 547 662~ 3 623
- - 42 - 10 5. - . 10
100 200 s~ 7% 150
H i",".*rv;r-,»}; it S SN S AN I S i
7 e 65 > el 7 “g7 {
oz 2 -0 227 e, a7 b
[ 20, 7 \ - A
) T S - . 309, 0 -
H g ‘ | . i . ~ ’ ¢
o "o 8 n s - JETERAR NN £ ~L: X !
P % ® i e oo . 'T‘ 46 B T ! - 3 - ST has
P LR L, CDAE 8 - 3 by ] .- ? -6 -75.0
i * PR { ‘- wr 23 23 - .3, 0 - 7 30.4 .
! : i - N - z
3 \ -
1%0 . 240 61 69 . " .
1,588 - 3,043 M6, 3.3 o
- 50 20 »28.6 &
100 po., 0 Ly -, r
- 42 932 -~ f6- 5.0
ss 2,406 o 459, f16.9 4
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o . Table 19. —Changes in mstrucnonal staff for the four OE6 sored adult education programs, w.th numbers fér full-time
) ' and part-time mstructors, by State or.other area:~United States, 1968-69 and 1969.70-Continued . -
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A . Tabie i5.- Chanses in instrucgional staff, fox the four OE-sponsomd 3dult education prograss{ with muabers for fulletize and part-tise insu’uctdrs. ', .
) - . by State