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February,

"Rev. Jerome A. Schaeper
Superintenderlt of Schools
Archdiocese of Cincinnati
220 West Liberty Street
Cincinnati, Ohio 45210

Dea'r Father Schaeper:

The Office of 'Educational Services of the Center
for Values in Education, University of Dayton, is pleased
to submit this report of its study of the thirteen inter-
parochial high schools pf greater Cincinnati, The report
i cludes survey and analysis of-adrthistr"ator, faculty,
s udent and parent attitudes and ideas about Catholic
e dcation in the high schools, an analysis of the phi-i
losophies and curricula, and demographic and enrollment
data. Recommendations ih.each chapter reflect the study
Aeam's"best judgements regarding probable improvements
in 'the.schools in the light of the data and analyses.

976

The Superintendent, principals, staffs, faculties,
students, et.al, are thanked for their excellent cooperation
in the various phases of the study7"-They Are all to be\
commended for their openness andveillingned to allow the
study team to perform its task. '

4.

While the submission of this report represents the
iculminaton,Qf thellstudy team's maor effort, the work of

the looards, superintendent, principals, staffs, and faculties
LS realltjust beginning if the recommendations in this
report, are to beimplemented. It is thehesire of the Office
of Educational, Services to provide as much help as it can
in this effort. Therefore, if'you see ale.need for clarifica-
tions, corrections or more information icy' certain areas,

iv
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please coptac the Office.at any

As requested by the princip
an addendum to the. ttudy is also
contains the results of the sury

school's. It is hoped that
ticularlhelp'to,the principals,
faculties.

The reader is cautiQned,to
for the Catholic high schools.
of the-superintendent's office,

I

,4

t (
als and the Superintendent
submitted at this time. It

eyi for each of the thirteen
this addendum will be of par-
Superintendent, staffs-and

see thib report as a resource go-
It, in no way, represents-policies
the boards, or principals.

Sincerely,'

r .114111 .
.

John O. Geiger Director
Office of EducAiOnal Services
Cehter for Values in Education

t;
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CHAPTER- I.

ADMINISTRATION,'

Int$oduction

This chapter investigates the administration of the thirteen

high' schools and the,Superinteindent's office. Its basis is the

iaterviews condudted-with the Principals of the thirteen inter-

paro6hiathplic high schools of greater Cincinnati, the-Super-
,

4"
intendent and several other* administrators, iftluding some' from

\Vle chancellef and representatives from somellerof t*religiouN.
/

communities.
_

The chapter reports the iqterviews- conducted by theUniver6ity

team, presenting the questions asked 'and a summary of.the responsdt,

followed by an analysis of the.imformation.contained in the inter-
L /

views, and finilly, specific r4ecommendations that - address` themselves

to administrative. structure are made. 2.

1

Interviews
. .

.

.

I. Pool of Students Available for Schools
. ,

;1. Whatdo-yo consider to be the bmiseissue contributing
, $

, ,

high__. ..._.to the Problem of enrollment in the ig sChools?
.._

"4.

. The major reason given for enrollment problems'was the increase

in tuition in both the high school and thelifeeder.schools. Tuition

began on the elementolry level in 1970 -1971; high'schoolptuition

rates increlsed $140.00 pn the average in 1970-1971. The result was

a drop in enrollment.

A 00nd reason related to the, locatio of several high schools
,

and their feeder schools. Specifically, several administrators
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/ v
..

-- ' .
mehtioned that Purcell ,And itarian aide.'having' enrollment problem's

' . .

because of-the decreasing , ?umber of .feeder schools and potential
. .

.

- d ,, -.
, - - .

,
. .

students attending'these'4C*7)16: ,Yet theTe-ts no feasible way.
- . .- :-.

of redistricting fdedervichoois. Soitie/-People mentioned that Our-

Laofy of Angels, Regina and espeCially Marian are suffering-from)
. oomPetition from Summit, Ursula and St.'"Ursilline Academy. The

1 4Oblem is compo6nded.since the western part of Cincinnati is more
. .

4

heavily CaehOlie than the eastern part. 4

The third factors' expiessed,especially by those.schools in

suburbs,-wag'increased competition from public and private' Schools

perceived by parpnts to
. '44

be of a good qualityN 'frequentlyqo Less reuently It
. 1 c -

44.. i.

mehtioned were.ppecilic curricillar or personhel pKoblems, i.g, a"too
, , . -

liberal reli;gion,department, a too strict administration. In no
,

:licase was this third reason seen as being of an real significance.

2. In light of declining enrollments in Catholic high schools, ,

what actions hold th\mpst prom- .in meeting thiS challenge In your.

,--.
school? In the CiMbinnati area? - .

Overwhelmingly, the most expresserholution to.the-problem was

consolidation.' Specifically, almost-all of the administrators felt,

,there were too many high schools in the 114ht of declinineehrollpents.

Suggestions included: consolidating Regina and Our Lady of Angels,

with some students who would have attended Regina enrolling in. .Marian

and Mt. Notre Dame; closing Purcell or making it into A junior-senior
l'

.

, high sch6d1; and merging various high schools to achieve Co-education.

,
Secondly, some saw the solution As redistrcitinq feeder schools.

.

, 46

Two principals mentioned that the northern parishes presently

feeding into Regina, should be assigned tc; Mt.-Notre Dame. Many

-00
I r'

Yr

-`)
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"thought that ,'circumstances had` changed Sufficiently since the

mid-)

1960's (the last time. there ulas redistricting)". to warrant'

P.ra thorough review. Ali-agreed there wis a need to maintain highs' 41-

quillity and publiCize that quality.

3. How is it dfttermined which.feeder schools feed'ir

which' high scirols? 'Shout(' this arrangement ibe changed?

This is'a clear area of disagrernt because it is peen as

crucial tq the survival of specific hig'Ii schools; ,Some principals

aT,e-.verya satisfied, some want definite anges. Several principals L

are critical of the fact that there is a c. lict in -that the

boys' feeder systemis not'in all cases th same as the girls1.1.-.

4. Do ma admit all applicants? If the answer to this

question is no, what selection criteria do Loa use?

- Given decreasi:itl enrollments, the problem of sCree4ing ap-

plicants h.not'existed fo; most schools in the past few years.

Generally, all applicants are being accepted if they oome from 4,
.

.
feeder school in the high sch6o11.s area. gpecial.provisionS.

.
..- : ,

probation period, remedial prOgrams) are made'in,some schools'for,

-those students who
)

not be.prepared for'the high schEolcuntio
. 4

rittlum. Se'veral prin, pals mentioned .the poliby of not admitting-

both iCatholcs wha did nAltattend Catholic elementary schools and
. . .

' .

'

. '. '

non-Catholics who Appear-to be enrolling in the high school to

avoid desegregation in'the public schools.,

.
-5.. What' is the percentage .of drop outs from your ,school

,if ter: Freshman year? Sophomore year? Junior ye ,

'

X111 the high .schools report they are ,not expe-rfaii4 a

'great problem here. The drop out rate is low, especially when
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compared with the public sokools. Ten percent is perhaps the

averagio The one area of concern seems to be the Logs of students,

ome schools dues to ompetition from vocational schoots or

centers. Oneprinci
, .

years ago to identify and counsel protentiai drop outs had re-

1 mentioned that a. program initiated' ,a( few

if

suited in a lowering of khe rate.

-II. Tuition.and School CoSt

1. What are your thoughts concerning a greater degree of

-centralization in Such areas as: purchasing, curriculum;

"a'ccounti'ng, teacher recruitTent, policy development?

Generally, the principalt do not favor centralization or

*decentralization as a matter of principle. Rather, they want those

thin4swhich can best be centralized for efficiency and economy to
.

be centralized. 4On the other hand, there are areas 'in which they think

the high schools must remaip autonomous if they are to meet student

and community needs. Several principals stated that although some

centralization Was desirable, it 'was presently impossible,becallse the'

superintendent's office is understaffed.

There is a gentral (though not unanimous), agreement' tat
7

,purchasing could be vastly.limprord by an efficient cb-operative
41

purchasing' program. Generally the principals see this as a service

the superintendent's office could perform. However,in a

row.cases there is a desire to maintain'autonomy at least'in'those

areas vahere purchasing is done with merchants in the high school's

area.

In the area of curriculum, there is general agreement that the

high schoo)s should remain autonomous enough td respond to the

14
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4 ,
A

needs of 'stucints and community and to the expertise and interests

of faculty. The majority of principals do.want the superintendent's
'

office to.offer broad guidelines and advice in this area. Two

'principald mentioned the need for the:;;Silperintendent's office to help

establish programs for Students who need remedial help and the need

for E.M.R. programs at specified elemeritarynd high 'schools.. There.

is hope and confidence that the,Office for, Religious Ed cation will

40provide for greater uniformity,and direction in religi .

, .

theIn the area of accounting, most principals favor some cen-
, ,

.

tralized budgeting process. (Specifically, there seem to be pajoriti
.

, .

4,
support for budget hearings whereby .individual school budgets would,

be justified and/or modified with reasons based uponipriteria:about
.

which all schools are aware.
1

,
-,,

TeaCher 'recruitment dites not seem to be an 'area, of great con -

cern. However, there is a..Luling that the superintendent's office

could be used to facilitate' 406 tecruiting process Provided.that the.

Tinar.decision remains ,thetschool'Of . .

'' The majority, of principals think that there should be clearer

guidelines ffom the superintendent's office far policy development.

2. How are costs computed? Are zou satisfipd with. this

method?-

Generally, costs are computed by projecting costs (salaries,

'overheadi, etc.) based upon past budgets, aria then tuition determined

on the basis of projected-number of students. Many of the princi-

pals think this method is not sufficiently refined.

3. How do yc$u feel about the equalization formula?

There. is a strong support for the equalization formula. But most

think enrollment, pupil-teacher ratio, teacher salaries, length. of



- .

. of
.

service of lay-teachers, administratOrsv salaries, costs Of tuition

are factors that need to" retincluded.in any formula. Seyeral prin-
.

(

cipals questioned whether,all the findhcial.data was being presented

honestly by all the principals.

1
4. What is the' impact of total costs (charged,to-the student)

on enrollmentfigures?

Reasonable tuition increases ,(around ten percent) do not seem

to have too great an effect on enrollment according to most of the

principals, although some believe that, some parents may be reluctant

to send their sons and daughters to schools which cannot somehow'

assure them that tuition rates will not increase too significantly.

SoRie of the principal's are concerned about the tuition rates and

costs at some of the other schools. For instance they wonder about

the policy some high schools have of conducting.a great,number of small

classes on a regular basis. They wonder where tuition costs are

going when they 'do not see a significant increase in services; they

wonder if certain high schools are not paying too Much in teacherS'
.$

'or administrators' salaries:, c

Budget 'hearings (mentioned above) may help-to-clarify some of

the susoicions.raisedby the principals. At least, they could corIA,

tribute to open communication. oft

- '

'5. What kind of federal/state .funds are you receiving? Do you'

feel, that you )owe how to secure 'these funds or that you have a

readily available source that could help you secure these funds?

The schools were using auxiliary services prbvided by the state.

-Several schools havemorking relationships with local public schools

4.
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to provide .vocational- education programs.

The principal at. one high school that received over $350,000

in the paSt biennium mentioned the assistance of the Ohio, Catholic

.-Conference. Most,principals feltiplis,was an areawhererthe super-
s

.
y

inandent's office could and should be of assistance. Two prin-
.

cinils specified-that help from the office in securing funds,for.A,

remedial and E.M.R. proejiwAs would be very useful,

,

4 ..
. )

III. Belief in Importante of Catholic Educatioh ,

. .

Bcause of the nature, of the responses to the questions con-
. N..

. ,

twine. in this section, the administrators' responses to questions
"4.3'.,

.

one to-five of this section are reviewe d in the chapter on philos-4
ophy and curriculuM C see p.p. 110-:1121.

IV. -=,-FSith of ClientZlein School Personnel

1. How extensive' is parental and community involvement in

your school?

Many types of involvement were mentioned: paients' workshops,

"back to scho611: night.cr days, PTA bi-ganizations, boosters clubs, .

fund' raising efforts among atimni, an adviSory board:',made up oia

cross-section of the comMUnity. Newsletters are used by some of thee

schools to...inform the community of events wind school activities.

There,of courselis the practice of having representatives from the

community speak to students about careers or areas of interest. Two

schools did indicate that there has been a definite decline in the

PTA.

2. When do you'ask parents to have contact with your profeg-

sional Staff? For what purposes? With what results?

In addition to the points mentioned above, most schools have

t
I I



\

-8-

117

Some type-of orientation session for 'parents and their, children. A

couple of principals mentioned interim reports for parents of fresh-

men. One principal mentioned a Student Behavior'Board which con-.

tacted parents of problem students. in addition to the "back-)to

-School" 'program, one school permits parents tome in for a class,;

part of the day or the full day upori xequest.

.3. What role does your board in pdlicY making and
--7

operation ofthe*high schoot? *What do ma see as tile" Prime vale

of this board?

Generally, principals indicated that their boards are adVisory

rathef than-policy-making4bodies. They saw their,value as being a

sounding beard and sourceof professional advice and expertise. A

few principals saw them as actually making policy. A minority of
, . .

. ,

,

the principals aTei the board's role as' ip,eing insignqicant.

*
Thdre:appeqs to be great variance in the way botrds are used.

For instance, in one sc ool the board meets once every two weeks on

the average to consider and establish poliby. In andther,case the

*
bard has-not met for.over one and one half years.

4. To what extent do you.think *parents are not sending ther

children to.CathoIic--high schools because bf dissatisfaction on

their cart with Catholic, education in the elementary schools?

1,1

The vast majority of principals do not think that this is the

case. Some mentioned, however, that there needs to be greater com-

munication between the high schools and elementary schools, especially

in curricular areas (specifically, religion).

5. To what extent is your staff, religious and lay, committed\

to Catholic education?

Generally, the principal; referred to a feeling of cohesion and



care among their faculty. Specifically, principals mentioned a

facuity day of redollectionfaculty retreats, and low faculty

turnover rate.
4

V. Curriculum Changes and\ Catholic' Education

Because of the nature of the', responses to the questions con-

tained in*this section, the responses are included in the;eection

hilosophy and curriculum, see p.p. 110 -115).

41,
4

VI. Recruitment
- '

.-r.
,. .

1, What are the recruitment peCtedmres ,for the high schools?
7.--- .. ,

Are they tiedin with the efforts of other schools? .

The recruitment procedures for the.khools are Varitpd. Pro-

grams are presented in the elementary schools,by syeral schools.

Slide shows are employed. Some schools use students in these pro-

grams; one principal specifically objected to this practibe. More

than hIlf the schools also ,rely ondprograms. that 'bring the elemeh-
,

tary students and their 'parents into the high school th orientation

programs,A6lacement test ay ,(featur.ing lunch, performa ce by the

drill team, etc.), an open house with two door prizes of ne year

free_tuition,-and a testing program with academ3c scholarsh'ps

awarded to the top scorers. Three principals mentioned that they

distribute bulletins, calendars, and other 'kinds of-informat

the feeder schools.

2. How are recruiting
.1

res implemented? ,(Who is

responsible? What' other duties do -s this person have?)

Almost all the schools have specific person or persons

responsible for recruiting activit es. One school has a public

I

V .a

z
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relations committee composed of staff-acid :students yho plan and

implement ,procedures. .Another has a pOblic relations department'''.

which works with the gbidance department and-administration.
,p%

3. Are there Da recruitment procedures for the elementary
01

schools?

The principals stated that there were none that they knew of.

Several administrators stated that the elementary schools 'shuuld

start kindergartens andfirst grades since they ought man#

potential studentsire being lost at this stage. Secondly, man
,

felt the elementary schodls should initiate rec itment procedures,

perhaps with the assistance of the superintendent's office.
MO.

4. What methods are used to determine how successful your

recruiting efforts have been tin relation to time, clergy, money
I

expended?

Most of the schools have conducted enrollment studies of one

form or anO/441. Others rely on,inforr 1 feedback from feeder

school personnel or parents. -Generally, most principals felt that

recent efforts have been productilve.

VII. Miscellaneous Questions

1. What general recommendations would you make regarding school

enrollments, consolidations, administration, centralization of

services, finandes etc.?

In addition to the points Fade_ previously, the following
t'

recommendationp were made by the principals:

a. Increase communication betweed the schools.

b. Centralize salaries and tuition.

6



-11- 40'

F. consolidation: a. Move Purcell to Regina, phase,out Regina

and send the girls to Mt,. NotrehrDatne and Marian, while still

. using the facility atPurcell, especially the athletic fa-

cility; or b. Share Purcell with Marian, leading'to a coed-*
.

. ' .

. .. ).
.

.ucational institution.
4.

411

.d. Start long range planning procedures for the entire archdio-

cese.
4

e. Need to recognize that enrollments will continue to decline, -

that: feeder schools are down, and that definite plans.need

to be formulated.
t.

1f. Consider the possibility of making Purcell agiiiiior high

school which could'then act as a feeder School for the high
I.'

schools.

2. How so you see yoir relationship with the office the

superintendent?

.overwhelmingly,'the_principals reported that they ~were pleased

with the perfotmance of the superintendent. Generally, the princi-

pals srerce ire the stigerintendent as a Colleague whose experience as

a principal makes him gullifiedto :3erfo4 his responsibilities.

. However, the ambiguity as to his relationships with 'the principals

Was mentioned as ,a definite problem.

Several people mentioned that the superintendent's office was .,

understaffed (one staff member for every 4,200 students) and that

ifit is to give-greater service there would be need for an increase
t-

.

. . ,
.

in professional .staff.. Secondly, there was almost universal con-

fusion over the role of the central boaid education,,especially

as it relates to the superintendent, the high schools and the.local

boards.
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In what ways are you cooperati with other high schools?

With elementary schools? With colle es

Most frequently mentioned were th= monthly meetings with the

exchanges.

high school printriplas. Secondly, we e course, student and teachpr

One principal mentioned the po icy of having students tutor an

the elementary schools.

On the college level, two pri/ncipals speCifically mentioned ad-

vanced placeMent or. early enrollmeAt programs as presently working
/

or being planned. A few principals also mentioned that they took

student teachers from Catholic colleges.

4. In what ways, productive to you, can you see yourself and

your school cooperating with other Catholic institutions?

Areas mentioned in thiS"category were exchanging of students

for classes and working with elementary school& for greater artic-

Illation in the religion curriculum.

Analysis
A

The administrive Structure analys- is has three emphases:: (1)

the superintendent's office, (2) nature Qf various boards of educa-

tion, and'(3) policy responsibilities related to instructional per-.,

sonnel in so far as such responsibilities are gene to the functiion

of the superintendent ajboarAs of education.

1. The superintendent's pffice. Itiis evident the superintend-

ent's office is expected to assume the function of helping in the

dissemination of information and in the providion of practical as-

,sistance in the areas of federal, state,-and foundation funding'pos-

sibilities. , Individual schools a demonstrating some initiative
* 4 .

but admit the effort is Sporadic and not too effective, particularly
,

(

IIP A

I
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since no ollit school has the luxury of siDectalist-
.

Also, the super,intendents office is expected to be the vehicle

through which individual school administrators share experience's and

become aware of effective practices in schools other than their-own.

Further, the supetintendent's officaexpected to be the medium through-

which great communication occurs between.high-schools-and ele-

mehtary schools generally and siOcifically in the area of religious

studies.

The administrative structure-- neither horizontally or yertically

is at presknt capable of providing the variety of evaluative set-,

ices which would be mopt practical for the system (for example, vary-
.

ins.recruiting procedures are employed by given schools, but no for-*

mal information is availabl on their, relative effectiveness).

Many principals percetve the administiative structure is not

organized to provide leadership in determining budget priorities an,L

in justifying the many budgets whjIch are extant. Indeed? it seers

individual school administrators, along with their-"business managers,"

are making the significant budgetgly decisions.

Even though devoid of necessary supportive personnel, ,the'super-
C-

.

intendent's office Is perceived positively by individual school ad-
.

ministrAtors. This perception is attitudinal, however, and is not a

result of services rendered. It is recognized the superintendent is

experienced, knowledgeable, and willing to be of SIvice; however, it

is also recognized he is,incapable--regardless of knowledge, willingness,

and experience---of providing needed services minus a staff'and a clear

and authoritative description of his position. At present the sys-

temtem is fortunate in having a kuperintdndbnt so highly regarded. But

he is plagued by a structure he largely inherited a struc-
,

,t
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.

ture lirgely devOid-of,supportirn personnel and clear definition.

1r 2. The nature of various boards of'education. There seems toTi
be no uniform perception f the nature and-role of various, bards

6 ,

of education. Some-boards gke seen aS policy making entities, some
>,

are seen as merely advisory bodies, and some are seen as units Gon-
.

taining individuals who may render profeSsional adviCe based upon

.-,-_-4 . '

their expertise. * ... . ri,c-..---
, t

The traditional `role of a sch 1. board is,90f course,' to make

policy. ofessiohal educator se

and as secretary`toothe board. This report does not advocate that

CathofiC,schools adopt the public school model for boards of educa-

tion. Howe r, the fact that a board as a policy role; the fact0 ,

Ves as the source Of expertise

.

,

that board Members should be provided.i

prior to assuming board,membership--all
4 e

truction on-their function

elements of the public

school model worth noting. If'such elements are noted,-"the

boards--ineNding the Archd

pore consistency and will

wide directives which may s

directives be promulgated.

ocesan.Boar ill be chvicterized by

capable of implementing possiblesyStem-

rengthen all th -schoolS should such

Just as some confusion exists about the r s of the various

boards, it was also clear that: (1) there is little ity among
_

school people dn'their perception of the nitu o*;,..the Archdiocesan

Board, (2) there is very little understanding of liigfrelationship

)D.ptreen the A;chdiocesan Board and-individual school boards, and
40

(3) there is no clear delineation of the relationship between the

ArchdiOcesan Superintendent and the Archdiocesan Board!
.

It is at the Archdiocesan Board level (with the Archdiocesan

4

4

-

L.
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Ar.

Superintendent being a source of professional e per/tise) that-some

far ranging policids could be formed which have/the greittest likeli-

hood of strengthening the system through_impro ed quality of instruc-
.

tion and management (some of these possibiliti'es Will be mentioned

.under the "recommendations" in this' chapter).:

"IF

3.1 Policy responsibilities related to instructional 2ersonnel.

Generally, the peed for a greater degree of centralized authority in

-
the school system is'obvio4.us, particularly during a p r od when the very

A
.

.

'existence of Catholic formal education is threatened. The superintendent

in an atmosphere granting him greater authority ma?, in cooperation

with others, recommend several policies which could result in savings.

For example, methods of reducing cost of instructional personnel; alter-

atdon of policy on increments'-for leachers, the position of the

Office for Religious Education, and ,selection of personhelare all

areas in which a superintendent with',a "strong" job description could

function. Specific examples are contained in the next section.

Recommendations

It is recommended that the task force mandated in the Syno-

dal Document on Education convene a conference,of all major school

admiilistrators in the system for the purpose of,clarifyinq'and,,

strengthening the superintendent's role; the result of such a confer-
.

ence would be the completion of a superintendent's position descrip-

tion with the concurrence of major administrtors and with authori:-

tative approval and promulgationbx223rchbihop.

2. It is recommended that the superintendent's office le staffed

/with one full-time 14rson to provide Servicet"to schooli in the areas

of federal, statp,.and fouridation funding. This person might he par-
.

ticularly helpful, in securing funds for remedial and E.M.R. programs:
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3. It rsvcommended,that the superintendent's office be_

staffed;,in such a manner that { ineormation Pertainingto various
1 .

schools is1disseminated so f culties and administrators may bene-%
_fit from outstanding practice and policies 1,10 schools other than

I
their own.

:

-4. It is recommended th'at.the superintendent's office become'

the.vehicle through which greater communication between elementary -'

schools and high schools obtains, particularly in the Vital area of

religious education.

7

staffelo.provide the 'broad range of evaluative services needed to
4.,0

justify administrative, instructional-and financial practices-of

, 5. It is recommended that the superintendent's office be

schools in ther4g;iem.. . --\

- .

'
. , .

6,' It is,recOMmended that the superintendent's office-devise

a budget hearing system (in cooperation with individual school admin-

istraters) for the purpose of makingand'justifying priority decisions

for all entities with an interest.

7. -It is recommended that the superintendent's office be'staffed

in such a' manner that coordination and monitoring of the activities, of

yarioua schools' businesth managers occurs.

8. It is recommended that the superintendent, along with major

school administrators, implement:a system of cooperative* purchasing

(as distinct from centralized 'purchasing). Savings utilizing this

procedure should not be overlooked.

*Cooperative purchasing genefrally proceeds in the following manner:
(1).Various entities submit to the central-office list of agreed
uppn items in the approximate amount of'need; (2) the Central office
asks suppliers to bid on units of items needed and aveement is

. -

reached on prices; and (3) individual schools then contict suppliers"
and purchase the amount they desire at the previously agreed upon
price. -A fuller description of cooperative purchasing may be rendered.

°' if desired.
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a
O

qt is recommended that the Office for Religious Education,

in so far as religioUs educatidn is regarded as formal schooling,

be'placed under the'supeIntIndent'i authority.

10. It is recommended that the superintendentic
7
role in the

selection of,administrative and instructionaL pe'rsonnel be

1.

.. '

strengthened.'

.- -11.
. .

sIt iowbOAKed that each board of education have' an
',.-

.
.

. ,
- executive committee of not...greater than five members to maximiMize

the possibilities fpr effective action.

'12. ;It is recommended that the task force mandated the

Synodal Document on Education establish an archdiocesan conference for
. , ,. .

thd purpose of.alarifyi;ng the specifi,c'flinctions
.
of: (1) the

ArChdiocesan Board,. (2) ,indiqdual-boards, ( .4) the Archdiocesin Board

as it relates to individual boards, and (4).the relationship 4

c------ ,

betWeen the superintendent" the Archdiocesan Board. nce these
, .

clarification% are made they should be promulgated as policy by

.ihe Archbishop.
.

13. I

.

-strutted

a document

t is'recommendpd that board of education members be in-;

n their-roles (for example, they may be` required to master

on board offedueation.membership--such a fQrmal document

exists for instructionl purposes and is utilized by pUbliq school

0
\

boards),.

'(,-:1-J..
14. It is recommended that the high schOols Consider, the policy

-

'of awarding salary increments for acbonced Okudy to teachers whose
.

.

it.

formal advanced study is directly related to school deitide-. i'or
.

,
, .-..

.

- example, an increment for a master's degree in counseling -should ebt,
..,

.,,.
.

.
.

.

be awarded to a teacher Of history as long as enat teacher is,
44

,

d



a /. is:
teachin g history..

r
1

15. It is recommended that as attrition In teaching staffs

occurs, local boards Consider hiring certificated graduate stu-
.

dents.. The individual school could pay the student's tuition

plus the small stipend graduate students normally get from unI-
-

'versities.' the total cost is far less than the normal salary

for a teacher.

16. it is 'recommeqpied that tflre Archdiocesan Board develop 41--

- and publicize a, policy statement rich indicates the' criteria upon

which it determines which feeder schools.are identified with given

high schools'. The statement should contain a section specifying

te4ular intervals when the board will review the'relatioftehip of

feeder schools to high schools.

As

4

1
4

I



CHAPTER II

'FACULTY

Analysis

This, section primarily focuses upon faculty members' per-
.

cepons of the schools within which they'work. Certain faculty

members perceive specific aspects of their schools more positively

thin do faculty of other schools. Caution should be exercised-

in interpreting such perceptions to meap one school is "bette"

than another. Comparisons based upon the perceptions of different

individuals in aifferent schools are invalid, for obvious reasons.

However,,total faculty perceptigns of all schools and perceptions

within one,school are capable of exposing trends and patterns

/ which shou4 not be ignored.

Faculty members were asked to indicate their perceptions by

rating their regpective schools as "strong", as needing f"6-1e

"emphasis" in selected areas, and as mot-"offering" the. area under

consideration. Faculty perceptions were solicited Primarily in

-
the f011owing Areas: curricular and program areas, professional

area, services; and other individual categories.

Curricular and `program areas -.,

#
While 74.3% perceive religious educaiion as strong, 24.8%

felt this vital area needed,more emphasis. Schools perceived by
2-

the faculty as needing thegreaeest emphsis included: Purcell,

Moeller, Regina; and.Our Lady.of-,Angels. Similarly,',"mor4 and .

character building: were seek as Strong by 64.8% of all faculty.

Mariari, Regina, Our Lady 'of Angel's-, McAuley, and LaSalle were

V

`'"7.-,
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Perceived as strongeat'by their respectiiie faculties. Despite the

fict that both religious edudation and moral and character building

were perceived as strong., a much larger percentage of faculty see

their schools as sufficiently Catholic in atmosphere "(98.2%), and

as being places where,s4udents may profit by going to a Catholic

schoolas compared to a public high school.(95.l%).

Th general, 60.5% of the total faculty feels course offerings
v,

are adequate (courle Offerings at Marian, Regina, and Our Lady of An-
.

gels are seen as needing improvement). 'towever, it should be noted

areas such as: gcnei'al'education, fine arts, -and vocational education-

need emphasis. Purcell and Regina are perceived strongly in general

.education as is. McNichollas,in vocational, education. Correspopdimay,

McNicholas is seen as needing emphasis in fine arts; also,-- emphasis

in fine arts is needed at Out-Lady of Angela and Mount Notre Oeme.

The, college preparatory area, along with business education,

extra-curricular opportunities,and sports programs are perceived

as strong by an overwhelmingly large percentage of

Obviously,,some curriculum and program areas are aeen as needing

empheSisbecause certain,schools have not placed priority upon them
.

historically. Business educatioh, for exampre, heed not and should

nqt necessarily be vitkl to the CUrriculuM of, every high school.

Hqwever, certain areas must be strong and present in each school
I

if

d given schbol is to pretend, to have an educational mission and e47ti i
pecially'if the very p4rpose'of catholic education is taken_sriously.-

Also/ it is assumed therAre.siower learning studenta in each
. .

,

schOOl, yet 66.% ofallrespondents see this area as needing. more

emphasis'.

4
f



Professional Area

Potential problems may exist in e professional area..

Specific guides for contract negotiations' are needed. Evaluation

of faculty by appropriate persons is needed (particularly at Elder,
k

Marian, McNicholas, Purcell, Seton; Regina Our Lady of Angels,

.
and,Roger Bacon). LaSalle and Mother of Mercy are perceived strong

y
, . .

in this area, and perhaps an analysis by the supetintendeit's office

could determine what could be shared'with
..

other schools. It is not
.../ t

surprising that LaSalle and Mother of Mercy are seen,to be strong in

class visitation procedures while 50% of all respondents,feel this

area needs emphris.

'One interesting

that between faculty

agreementwith them.

parallel which deserves further attention is

input into a school'evhilosophy and goals and
,

Giherally, When data from all schools is

analyzed, it may be said that where input is seen as strong, then

agreement is seen as strontg. Even though only 31.6% feel input into

philosophy andgoals needed emphasis; and-even though only 29.5%

felt agreement with philosophy and goals,needed embasis, thiS area,
f

is crucial enough for such percentages not to be taken lightly.

Faculty members see themselves as willing to be moderators of

extra curricular activities. It is perceived this area needs morefi

emphasis at Moeller and Seton.

It is worth noting that 40.4% of the faculty see their Willing.-

nee's t have in-service training programs as needing emphasis, with

the gr test emphasis needed/at Purcelle Seton, Regina, and Roger,

Bacon.



Services

Guidance;-1-6Od, attendance, testing, and library services

are perc,eived as strong and needing little emphasis (with the

exception of Elder, Marian, Setbn, and LaSalle where food service
.

4

was thought to need emphasis). Healthand psychological services

need emphasis; indeed,ia large percentage of teachers are apparently`

not aware of the extent of theieavailability.
46,4*

Individual categories woo

Over-all, buildings are thought to be adequate and maintained.

(However, 79.5%"ofPuriejl faculty felt this area. needed emphasis).

The following areas were perCeived as strong for the most.part

(schools seento need eSiph.iSis on given items appear in parenthesis

next to the item)lA
Availability of instructional material.

Reputation of school (Our Lady of Angels)

Staff.ccibmittees-
.

Staff competency
(

Staff-administrator communication .(Purcell, LaSalle,'
Regina,, Meeller)

Staff esprit

Student government

Student opportunities to receive individual attention

Teacher-parent relatie&Ships

',Teacher- student relationhhips

Teacher7counselor relationships

Present staff assignment

Demerit or detention system

Student evaluation
Cs,

1
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Opportunities for parents to receive positive
comments about, student progress .(Seton)

a Ability grouping (Marten, Our Lady of Angels)

Opportunity for evaluation of rules by
students and staff (Purcell, Regina)

Uniform enforcement of discipline rules
(Elder, McNichol.as, Mother of Mercy,
Our Lady of Angels)

Two areas whift need eMpha#IS are pupil- teacher rati (particularly

.4

,

at Eider, McNicholasi, LaSalle, and Moeller) and teache -administratort,
1

i

a

relationship in decision miaking (particularly at Elder, Purcell,

Seton, LaSalle, Moeller, aid Regina).

Recommendation)
.

. It i recommended that religious education, as a function
4-

of_f9rmal schDoling,lbecome a curriculum area under the authority
.

of the superintendent' s office.
.1

- N

2. It i recommended that since the fine arts constitute a

legitimate re41m of meaning as important as any other, an arch -'

diocesan taskfqrce of educators and patents be formed under the
t'

direcpco of the Archdiocesan Fine Arts Coordinator to determine

Ilyhow it m achieve the emphasis teachers perceive it needs. A

specifib direction LkE the task force may be to determine how to make

.the best use of fine arts resources in the Cincinnati area.

3. It is recommended that the Superintendent form a task force

to determine how vocspi.onal andgeneral education (particularly for

;slower learning students) may receive the empbasis'teachers perceive

they need.

4. It is recommended administrators receive in-

service training in the areas contract negotiations, evaluati9n

of'faculty, and faculty development.
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. 'It is recommended that the Archdiocesari Coordinator for

Pupil Personnel Services work with the guidance counseldrs to make

teachers in the individual schools more"aware of the services

available and' the pgocedures involved injusing these services.,

6. It is recommended that since 56.4% of the faculty have

earned at least the master's degree,,the individual high schools

should formulate a policy which would deny increments in salary

for advanced education unless such advanced schooling is in an area

directly related to a teacher's function. The policy sho d not

be fetroacilve.

7. It is recommended that, as attrition occurs, the Super-
,

intendent consider forming arrangements with area-colleges and

universities whereby recent certificated graduates pay be employed

I by the school while undertaking graduate work. By subsidizing the

graduate student's tuition costs and by offering a modest stipend,

archdioCesatt schools may benefit from a better pupil-student ratio

with reduced costs. More details on this ttrocedure are available
4-

on request.

1
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Survey Results

Percent Number

College iireparation

Strong 81.8% -383
Needs emphasis 17.9% 84
Not available 0.2% 1

2. Business education
AP

i,

Stronv,. 78.8%
.

372
Needs emphasis 20.8% 98
Not available 0.4% 2

3. General education area (provisions for slower students)

4.

Strong 26.0% . 122
Needs .emphasis 66.8i 314
Not available 7.2% 34

Religious education

Strong 74.3% 341
Needs 24.8% 114
Not available 4

5.'Vocational education .(Homy ec., Draftingnical'Arts, etc.)

6.

7.

Strong 28.7% 133
)geeds emphasis .46.0% 213
Not available 25.3% 117

Extra curricular program

Strong . 78.9% 370 .

Needs emphasis 20.7% 97.
Not available 0.4% 2

Fine arts program

Strong A3.3% .199
Needs emphasis 50.7% 233
Not avail4ble 6:1%. 28

8. Intramural and or uarsity sports program ,

Strong 86.0% 399
Needs emphasis 13.6% 63
Not available 0.4%. 2



9. Moral and character building

Strong - 64.8% 296
Needs emphasis 34.8% 159
Not available 0.4% 2

10. Adequacy of course offerings

Strong 60.5% 280
Needs emphasis 38.9% 180
Not available 0.6% 3

11. Specific guides for contract negotiations

Strong 30.9% 135
NeedsNemphasis 44.6% 195
Not available 24.5% 107

124 ,Staff willingness to moderate extra-6urriculars

Strong 67.0% , 303
Needs emphasis 32.1% 145
Not available .0.9% 4.(

13. Evaluation-of staff by appropriat_ a persons {dept; chairman,
, or 4dmin1stration)

Strong 44.6%
Needs emphasis 50.1% 229
Not available 5.3 . 24

14. Class visitation by administration and or dept. chairman '

Strong 41.5% 191
Needs emphasis 50.0% 230
Not available 8.5% 39

15. Input into philosopthy and goals of the school

Strong 65.1% 299
Needs emphasis 31.6% 145
'sot available 3.3% 15

16. A4reemeht with philosophy and goals of the school

Strong 69.4% 322
Needs emphasis . 29.5% 137
Not available 1.1% 5
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17. Staff willingness to have in-service training progiamS
.

Strong-) 56.0i 252
Needs emphasis 40.,4% 182
Not available 3.6% 16-

4

18. Maintenance and adequady of /the building

Satisfactory -74.8% 353
Unsatisfactory, 23.7% 112
No opinion 1.5% 7

19.' Availability of instructional material

Satisfactory 86;1% 398
Unsatisfactory 13.2% 61
No opinion 0.6% 3

20. Reputation of the"Schod1-

Satisfactory 89.7% 408
Unsatisfactory 9.0% 41
No opinion 1.3% 6

21. Pupil-teacher ratio-

Satisfactory. 52.6% 246
Unsatisfactory 45.9% 215
No opinion- 1.5% 7

22. Staff committees

Satisfactory 69.9% 309
Unsatisfactory 18.3% 81
No opinion. 11.8.% 52

23. Staff competency

Satisfactory 89.6% 397
Unsatisfactory 8.6% 38
No opinion 1.8% 8

24! Staffmadministrator communications

Satisfactory 71.1% 330
Unsatisfactory 26.1% 121
No opinion 2.83. 13

S

,1\

%
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26..
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Staff esprit

Satisfactory 78.0% 35
Unsatisfactory 17.8% 8

No opinion 4.2% 1

Student government

Satisfaftory 71.6% 33
Unsatisfactory 19.9.% A
No opinion 8.5% 4

J

27. Stud nt opportunities to receiv individual attention

Satis actory 64.91 307
Unsa sfactory 32.1% 1152
No o inion 3.0% 14

28. *Tea her- administrator` relationsh p in decision-making

Satisfactory 57.8% 273,
Unsatisfactory 35.2% 166
No .opinion 7.0%, 33

29. Teacher-parental relationships

Satisfactory 74.5% .353
Unsatisfactory 18.5% 88
No opinion 7.0%- 33

30. Teacher-counselor relationships

Satisfactory 85.5% 400
,.Unsatisfactory `11.1% 52
No opinion 3.4% 16

31. Teacher-student relationships

Satisfactory 93.8%, 441
Unsatisfactory 4.7% 22
No opinion 1.5% 7

32. Your present staff assignment

-Satisfactory 88.9% 409
Unsatisfactory 10.2% 47
No opinion 0.9% 4



33.

34.
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Drit or detention system

Satisfactory 81.0% 376
NUnsatisfacto 14.0% 65
No Opinion 5.0% 23

Student ev ation (grading)

Sat sfactory 83.3% 389'
Uns tisfactory 13.1% 61
No opinion 3.6% 17

35. Opportunities for parents to receive positive comments

j

36.

about the student's progress
7

, 356 .

N
Satisfactoty 76.7%
Unsatisfactory 19.8%
No opinion 3.4%

Ability-grouping (levels)

Satisfactoty 66.2%
Unsatisfactory 26.7%
No opinion 7.1%

of students

310'
: 125

33
.

37. Opportunity for evaluation of rules by students and or staff
'

Satisfactory 67.4A 314
Unsatisfactory 24.0% 112
No opinion 8.6% 40

38. Uniform enforcement of discipline rules

Satisfactory,
Unsatisfadtory
No opinion,

39. Guidance sevices

Satitfactory

No opinion

40. Health services

Satisfactory
Unsatisfactory
No opinion

41. tood'services

.Satisfactory
Unsatisfactory
No opinion

,62.6% 293
,33.8% 158 .

\3.6% 17

89.8% 423
7.2% / 34
3.0% 14

53.2% 246
35.1% 162
11.7% 54

"Ng

63.2% 295
29.3% 137
7.5% 35



42. Attendance

43.
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'Satisfactory 94.2% 437
Unsatisfactory 3.7% 17
No opinion 2.2% 10

Standardized testing

Satisfactory 73.8% 343
Unsatisfactory 8.4% 39
No opiftiOn 17.8% 83

44. Library and ,1aboratories

Satisfactory 79.6% 359
Unsatisfactory 16.6% '75
No opinion 3.8% 17

45. Psychological Services-

Satisfactory 25.3% .#118

Upsatisfactory 45.7%* 211
No opinion 29.0% 135

46. To you feel that the s
by- going to a Catholic

Yes -

No
po.opinion

4

tlidents At your high
highschool (rattler

95.1% 449
1:3% 6
3.6% 17

I

40.

school profit
than _a - public one)?

47. Do you feel that the. high school where you work is:

Sufficiently CathOlicAin .**

atmosphere and therefore
different from the/public°
high school

No different in atmos-
phere than the'public
high school

98.2%.

1.8%

16.

1445



'48. Indicate your

49.

7.31 -,
A

cAtsification among the ,faqulty

.r

gious 29.0%
La

Indicate your highest degree

Associate 2.1%
Bachelor

gat .

41.3 %,
Masters 56.4%
Doctorate 0.0%
.Other 0.2%

135
330

10
195
266

0

1

a'

.1

Ca.

50. How many years of teaching experience have you had?
4

1 to'3 21.0% 104
4 to 7' 25%8% 122
8 or more 52.2% 247

4

J.

a

4/

A

11 .

;

.

4,
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,TER III

HIGH scHooLipTubnu SURVEY

Miring the compulsory education years, the choice of 'a school-

in a majority of cases, is rather limited. Alternatives to public

education are recogni2ed and usediy relatively few people. In

these cases,the choice is generally one which is made by sarents,,

especially during the younger yearS. However,' this may not be the

case as hildren grow 'older and enterginto the later years of

mandatory education.

While the cost of alternatiVe education is undoubtedly a

prime' consideration, there are often other fac3prs Whidh determine

whether a child atten4s a Catholic school. These may include
*

aspects of the educational experience which the student finds sat-
.

isfying of unsatisfying.
11

The purpose of the survey of students in this stay w*s to
4 a 1

attelkl7t to discover attitudes and feelings about school,that Aight
,.

...
.

s ,

be influential in either 'direction. If positive, t4ey should ,he
.

.a0*,.tarized for use in the future; and if negative, they, should
. -.

.

determine areas for study. At tht same time? -,the to 'give
o 00 '

sin overall'picturaf the, climate of thejlighsschoolsips seen
, .

. ,-.....

tilrough the, eyes of the student.,
,

. .

AY -.
,- A

0 . .
,

The survey instrument used was based ,on questions used in a- .-

.

. 110,
A .P 0 .

her of previous studies, in both public and privateschools, and

with other questions added as d6emed fecessary. Both the

`\/ .

4,

t.

,
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instrument used by the high school students and the shorter one

used in chapter IV were reviewed, by the administration for sug=

gestions an, addition.

The sample included a'20%-25% pbrtion of each one of the

designated thirteen Catholic high schools in the Cincinnati area.

Within each schoolthe administration was, requested to admini,ster
, .

the survey to the upper, three classes'. The reason .for eliminating

freshmen from)the sample was that this was a survey based on an

experience of time in the school. The administration of the in-

strument early in the school year 'to freshman 411d not be valid.

The sample within the school-was a number of homerooms in the

delSignated class area)s if the homerooms were randomly,giouped. If

this were not the case, then a class subject where there had been%.

no purposeful or predetermined'selection was used.

The.ff%al sampl% on 'which the survey results are based is

listed As'fol.lows.

oiTotaiRetull's '1950

-freshmen e 2 3%

I' Sophomores 31.6.$

3}.5%

4k4.441,
Sen

' 32.6k
t ;

Boys ....4.8.7$;

Girls...51.3%

A review of the questionnaire shows that of the 48 items,_alip
-.,,

fr .
__,

but a_few are "Yes", "No", or "Don't Know" responses. The analysis of
. 4 t.,

4 ...', ..

1 , I
e
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, these responses involves intergretation.which is necessarily some-

what subjective. It is through a thorough review and critique of

this analysis and°the acbompanyifigidata:by all concerned parties .

. .

hateducationally sound policies-and pkadtices can be developed.

Analysis of Composite
0

Taken as a-Whole, the, responses by the students reflect a

positive picture of Catholic education. The great majority4like

their school and over 75% would choose the school again if the

choice were entirely theirs, with an additional 13%, not certain.-

Students are positive in most reepecteaout staff and methods of -

teaching, generally feeling they are getting a'good education and

being well prepared for whatever lies beyond, high se ool..#,

Therefore,°,?rom this'Obint, the dealings will )32 with those

specific areas where it is felt some irtlorovement co d be mode.

When asked whether teaqhers rquirea too Amc homework, 50.9%
"40"

responded "no",.and 15%, /'not'tertais", This could indicate serious

consideration of a review ol the aca4mic requirements and standards

% set by the schools, and whether students are seriously being

challenged.

Questions-seven and nine ha*le to do With pupil-staff relktion-
....

e

ships. Staff and administratian'Should probably be concerned if
t 0

over 50% of their,studentd'fther feel,or are not sure.if there is
D

consistency and/or patience'in2dealing with'students, especially

since consistency #nd fairness are tremendous morale factors in any

organieation, Schools being no exception.

'

The matter of guidance, help and aimaptance, and perhaps the
lir

area of individual attention,' might be worthwhile examining more

so!''' 1

4{4'
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closely. Attetlion is called to the folloWingi
0

12. I am given enough help in making decisions.'

58A Yes

21.2% No

20.8% ?.

30. Help is available for an persOnal problem

I might have.

70% Yes

18% No

1?% ?

40. It is easy to get help when I need it.

6,0% Yes

19.2% No

20.8% ?

4 There are adequate guidance services

for my personal needs.

72% Yew

16.4% No

11.710?

The4"Yes",responsIs to each of these are in the majority percerit.

On the other hand,, the percent responses to the "No" and "?"

category, suggest definite needs. Either there is not enough help

hand guidance available, or else the students are not aware of 'what

is possible. In either case, arrangements are suggested to'deal
,

more definitely with a student's individual needs,.
.

`N.A significant percentage of the students seem to think there

Iks not a great emphasis on, student involvement in certain policy

areas related tp them since only thirty-eight

19'

6
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percent noted that students have a voice in setting schoolrules

-3fr-

and-iegulations.

A number of questio0 refer to.curriculam.and general school

offerings. Earlier, reference was made to the fact that students

felt they were receiving a good education. Responses to various

curriculum ques4ons seem 'to indicate a need to give serious'con-

sideration to curriculum revisions, additions, and perhaps changes

in techniques. While none of thfte indicate majorities, they are

sufficiently large to suggest areas for future study and inservice.

Classes are monotonous?

Courses challenging?

Subjects interes ng?

33% Yes

20% No

34i No

Greater variety of courses

needed?
(

50% Yes

More emphasis on the 3 R's? 73% No

Would you like to take

different courses? 30% Yes

With careful study, and planning, each school could strengthen its

curriculum within the limits of its individpal financial Ind

personnel resources.

The reason for going to a Catholic school (#4

'closely divided among tree reasons: "to obtain a superior

training in school subjects ", "to develop a strdng moral char?cter

based on religiops principles", and "to prepare myself for making.

a. good living". TheSe can all be considered as valid and good

reasons for attending any school. Only a self evaluation of the

philosophy of Catholic education and of these three reasons,will

4) is rather

; ,
t ;
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t A

determi:ne their equal validity....:4If there is disagreement, then

a program of awareness of the reasons and need for Catholic edu-
IP

cation is both desirable and necessary.

The rating students give academic training as opposed to

religious instruction shows evidence of the dissatisfaction that

has been voiced about religious instruction in the high schools,

Only 44.5% rate religious instruction very good or better as

opposed to 68.3%lor academic training.

Not each and,every question has been individually interpreted

in the interest of keeping the length of the report within reason.

It should be reiterated that the overall impression that one re-

ceives from the students is positive. The att t has been to
a-

point to those areas where improvements are desirable and possible.

Analysis of Individual Schools

k
In the previous discussion, the percent figures used in the

responses were the averages for all thirteen Catholit high schools.

The data were then analyzed and individual school percents com-

pared With the average. All schools were then tabulated Is to

their individUal responses to all questions. Those schools falling

considerably bdlow the average were noted for each question (see

Table 1): The difference was arbitrarily set at -10% points-

from the average. This was deemed reasbnable.in that if these had

been removed from the average4.the percent positive in most in-
.

stiinces would rise considerably. A review of the data shows this

to be true.

A complete-tabulation of the thirteen schools and all questions.,

3 ,- 50 shows that feh o the thirteen schools were below the average.,

'
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on eight or less of the questions, and that'there was no significant

grouping of the responses. It is suggested that each school review

its own data 14's-thls respect to dltermine the need for individual

action other than that suggested in_ the composite report: In some,

instances, even this action might not be necessary in that the re-
/

sponses were vety positive.

Three of the high schools, judging by student responses, have

student-horale problems. This is Manifested in their -lack of posi-

tive responses to many of the questions. The number of negative

responses is listed for each school as follows.

Elder 0

Marian 8

McAuley

.McNicholas

16

21

Mother of Mercy, 2

Purcell 2

Seton 3

LaSalle 6'

Moeller 1

Regina 5

Mt. Notre Dame 3

Our Lady of Angels 21

Roger Bacon 1-

In,the case of McAuley, the more negative responsestended.to

cluster around questions three through si,teen -- student, school and

staff relaionships._ Students at McNicholas tended to rate the

school On .a negative basis concerning the latter part of the survey,

f
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in terms of how good a job is being done, and the liking or interest/

in courses and those teaching. Students at Our Lady of Angels were

negative in their responses on student, school staff relationships

and on the matter of how well the school is doing as reflected in .

the latter part of the questionnaire, academic training, religious.

training, an preparation for making a living.

Condluion

A review of the data presents, on the whole, a positive picture

of Catholic education as viewed through the eyes of the student. Three

of the high schools do have a negativism among students that is unde-

sirable, and measures should be undertaken to correct this. A change

of approach to education by the staff could be a longstep-in that

direction. Sohool spirit and pride are well worn phrases1 but without

them it'becomes a dreary place for faculty and students alike. School

must be an enjoyable pla4 for effective learning.

On the othe9 hand, it is doubtful'whether the problem of de-

clining enrollment. of the several schools is a matter of student

attittde. 'Those riencing the sharpest enrollment drops are not

those Whose stude eem to be experiencing significant problems or

attitudes. Even those schools where students display some negative

feelings, the choide'for'the most part is still the Catholic school,

considering the alternative of another school.

'RecommendatiOn ._

1. It is recommended that the administration and s aff of

each school constructively review the findingi o the survey.
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.

tfir-P

The improvement of the areas o{ need t ulebe'the

theme of numerausin-setvice educa ion meetings,

form a basis for the study and the review of the

ichool'd philosophy, and lay the grdundwork for.

improving studestaff relationships.

I
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Survey Results

3. I like my school

Yes 80.7% 1521
No T 9.2% (173
f? 16.18 191

4. Most of the teachers are "up to date" in their ideas .

and actions

Yes 72.6% 1348
No 13.2% 257

13.5% '251 .

5. .MbSt of my teachers make their lesson assignments definite
and clear

Yes
No

68.2% 1268
18.3% -341
13.5% ,251

6. (Most of my chers require too much work outside the
'regular cla piiiod

4
Yes 34.1% 619
No 50.9% 955
? 15.0% 282

7. The school
my school

staff is consistent and fair in #ts dealings at

Yes 46.4% -278
No 30.1% 570
? 21:4% 443

8. Most of my- teachers' are easy to get acquainted with

C 12.3%
,xeS 75.3% 1413

230
? 12.4% 233 .

9. The principal and teachers are patient in dealing with
students

Yes 47.2%
No 25.7%
? . 27.0%

890
485
509

.3
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.

!10. I'm proud. of my high school

'Yes 76.4% 142.
..

$

,..

:71 '7°9
14.0%
'.9.5% 178

262 .

11. lost of Tri teachers hold themselves apart and do not
1Fix freely with students

1

Yes
No
?

18.5% 345
63.8% 1193
17.7%. 331

12.4 I am given enough help in making decisions in my school

Yes 58.0% 1079
No 21.2%. 394
? 20.8% 386

13. I would like to attend some school other than the ongI am now attending

Yes 18.5% 345
No 68.7% 1283

12.8% 239

14. Studelitsohave a voice in setting' schools' rules 'And
regulations

1 1Yes 33.0% 614
No 418. 898
? 347

.
.ar __ .

15. Generally, my parents areinterested in what I do at
school v

Yes 85.9% 1581 V"No 8.0% 147
? 6.1% '112

a'v

16. piscipline.at this school is too stric

,Yes 28.6% =,-531
No - 54.4% 1009
? '16.9% 3,14 f

17. I understand the present school rules and policies
regarding student conduct '

Yes 85.9% 1584
No 7.8% 144

6.3% 117'

a
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4

0"-

tModt..4 terachers.weftm
. . ,

.Yeb 78.1%* 1442
c .

-NO. 7.7% 143.4
? :----' VII 14.11 261

o ehjoy, teaching:

19. EActra-curriculaF activities _help me with my social
needs that 1.mannot4get in the-classroom situation

r 4*
%

4Yes
N6 -.1.i ?

20. I get
St my school

4.

.. 4 Yes
No'
.?

I.

f

_, .5%
4.9%,

.-6%

(

909
457
471_ S.

.
A

. *
t

along-reasonabXy well with other studeXs

,g4.7% 1704
` . 2.7% -.,a. 48

S 2.6% 7, 47

l'eSChers are fair in, grading me

- 4

Yes- to 111.1% '130,9
No 12.0% ..t- 221
? 16.9% -311

...
., b

22. The predent gr4ng sist.e.used in my schooj is
satisfactory to me . 4

It'll° Yes' ', 4'
.,

'75.41
15.21%

1362
No 274'

s? ,
., . 9..5% 171

'23.!""Mi classes are usually monotonous

. . '...
41p...,....., Yes .

-39.0% 70
33.6% 611

.No ' 4 '8

.. 4 ? ' 27.
,,

27.4% 497
.

24'. There shauldbe more emphasis on the three R's
. (Reading, tRiting....ig,z'Rithmetic) in my high school

/es
No

4

4.

/9

12.6%
72.7%
-14.7%

236.

1363
, 276

I

25. rthave difficultf in keePing my mind on what I am
studying

Yes
No

V-. ,
44.2% j---/825

` ' 4.4% I, 79111
'..'? 13.4% .251'

4
71-
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26. I find. mOst,of my cigurse challenging,
--__

Yes' ° 66.2% 1231
No 20.4% ' '379 .

.i,:

? . lf.4% 250'

27.- i think I am getting a good education -at my school,-
., 4 ,

Yes 80.2% 1487
4.

N6
7.6% 14t

., /- ? fifr 12.2% 227

-4
28. I have experienced considdrable difficulty in \

A 4 preparing for my classeb
%

.
I

000

29.

Yes 21.2% 392
No , ..- 65.2 %, 1211

t.?
13.74 255

40

I

We need a greater variety of course offerings

Yes 56.0ck_ 920
No 32.1% 591
.? 17.9% 329 .e.

.

to

- ,
.

.

30. There is help.available here at my school for
personal problem I might haire

)Yes .70.0%- 1276
. t

Ni ko 18.1% 130
? 12.0% 218

31.E I have been able to participate in the schdol
activities which 'interest me

AV 'Yes-
No

70.5% . 1284
23.0% 418
6.5% 118

p32. Our 441pol places'too much emphasis on grades

Yes
No

'35.4% 646
41.9% 764
22.7% . 415

any

P

0

33. Most of the subjects I am taking are very interesting

-Yes , . 43.9% 803
No 34.41 ' 629

21.7% 398

t

I

b
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34. t. would like to take a. different group_pf courser
than those in whi

Yes
No

t .1 ;

,

; am "presently enrolled:
'

Z9.9% .556'
A0,5% 939'
19:6, 364

35; I like most of the'subjeOts

Yes 65.5%
No 21.1%

11.4%

I am now taking

12.04

N77,

1

.
.

36. Teachers are generally ready and willing to help me
individually with my school work ,

Yes 65.8% 1201
No . 16.2% 296
? 17.9% 327 -

4 '37. I have been involved in deciding what subjeOli
will V offered at my school

Yes
No
?

31.4%
62.0%
6.6%

577
1139
121

38. My parents place too much emphatis on graded

Yes .

No (

?

38.7% 715
51.2% 947
10.1% ' 182

.39. At my school there is a variety of teaching methods used such
as lectutes, discUssions, independent study, team ts, ing, etc

(4- Yes 64.2i- 1184

.1, No .

24.9% 460

r-/-
A 10.8% 200*

40. It is easy to get.help,in my school when I need it

Yes
No

60.0% 1110
19.2% , '355
20.8% 385

4L. There are adequate guidance services for my personal
needs

Yes
No
?

,

720% 1334
16.4% '104
11.7%

ar
.316

1

:

J

i.

,



42. Most of my teachers ered6ompetent in their subject area

Yes 79,0% 1457
No . 8.2% -- 152

1

. ?
.1 12.7% 235

._

. .. /
43. Other students at. my high school consider this a good

place toe .. 0 4

''j .7

Yes-, 63.8% 1193 ..----

No 14.4% 269
? 1 '21.9% 4'09

.
. ,

I., o

44. Suppose someone were to ask Yodr "Why,are you going to a
Catholic school?" think-for a minute & then,mack.the reason
which id most like the one you have for attending a Catholic
high school. Be sure to give your Own personal reason.
Choose one

To obtain a superior
training in school subjects

,To develop a strong moral
character based on religious
principle

To form a grOup
true-friends,

0

Prepare far making
a good living

To become a patriotic.
American

-13.5i .6.05
t

24.2% 437

8.1% 146

.33.6% 6 7

0.%

45. If the choice of high scho*were left entirely up to you,
'would you -still attend this high school? Choose one

,DefiniteJ.y yes

Probatly

Uncertain-

Probably no:
.^4.,

...

Definite/1 no

40.4%

34.6%

13.3%

7.3%

4.3t

755

647

248

137

. 81 4
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V
46. Catholic schools like 'Other schools train their students'

in what might be called the "regular school subjecth" such
as'English, mathematics, social studies and science. How
-would you describe the academic training you have received
in your high; school? Choose one

V

.

, I
Superior 11.54 363

Very good, but
could be better 48.8% 907

Avekage
li

29.0A 539
.

Below average 1.44 fl 30

Poor
.

*
1.1% 21

47: In addition to "regular school'subjects", Catholic high
schools alp give-hpecial instruction in. the teachings and
practices of the Catholicreligion. How would you describe
the religious inAtruction'you havp

Th
received in your high

*school? Choose Me .

./ . , it
Superior

4 .
r

Very good,,but
could be better

Average

Below average

Poor

r

r.,

12.94

31.6%

40.4%

9.54

5.6$

236

579

739

174

103

,

48: You are often asked,by"friends,and relatives how-you are
doing in school. Supposejsetpadi_they w40'to.ask ypu
how well your. teachers aje dpihg in helping- you to learn.'
Considering your present,high echoed: class as a whole, how
well do you thlnk the teachors,:aho trove ,taught your class,
have succeeded in teaching you the regular-school subjects?

.

. Choose one'

?cceptionally
Well 16:14 296

. ,

k
,

Very well, but
could be betted 18.2% 700 44

Moderately well 37.64 690 -

Only fairly well 6.4% 118
v " 4 . -

,. Poorly- . 1.6% ----,?0



49. Some of the traits which all schools seek'to develop in
t4eir'students are studiousness, interest in learning
new things and a strong_liking for reading. Considering
your present clasi alt a whole, how well do you. think your
high-school has succeeded in developing these scholastic
traits.? Choose one

'Exceptionally 13.0% 245
ws well

Very well, but
could be better -32.9% : 619

Moderately well 39.9% 749

Only fairly well A 11.1% 209

Poorly 3.0% 57

50. It is generally recognized that education,has a "dollar
andcents" value-;.- that your schooling will help you later
on to Obtain a good job and earn esuitable living. How
well do you think your Catholic high.school is,preparing
you for your life work? Choose one

Exceptionally
well 30.2% , 565'NOW

Very well, but
could be Fetter

Moderately well

Only fairly well

Poorly

33.9% 631

22.8% 426

8.2% 153'

4.91. 91



CHAPTER IV

ELEMENTARY SCHOOL SURVEY

As A part of the total study of the Cincinnati Catholic High

Schools, a survey was made of elementary school students. The

purpose of this p6rtion of the study was to determine. attitudes

of elementary students toward their school and toward high school.

There are 80 Catholic elementary schools fn the Cincin-
.,

nati area which feed into the 11 high schoold. These "feeder"

schools vary considerably in size--from less than 100, to over

1,200. All schools were asked to take part in the survey, bUt.

participation was Voluntary. Fifty of the schools chose too take :

part. Only grades five,Ten, and eight were lied in the sample.

A total of 1,092 students took part.

Student Sample

Grade 5 27.2%

Grade 6 4.0%

Grade 7 31.3%

Grade 8 37.4%

Boys 48-.7i,

Girls 51.3%

.

Even though Grade 6 was not requested7bhe data was used.'

111
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A. COMPOSITE REPORT

aire 'used for high school students, the one

for the elementary students was quite short, consisting of only eleven

actual questions.

In responding to whether they want to attend a"Cathoiic High

School, 74.1% said they did, and only 10.6% did not. -.:Of importance

are those 15.3% who don't know. Some action should be taken to move

those persohs to the positiveside. In like manner, 74.0% said that

their'parents wanted them to attend a Cathblichigh school. Also,

22.3% did not know the preference of their parents.

Coeducation does not seem to be an issue'about which there is a

,definite consensus, with 44% for it, 34.1% not for it, and 21.9% not sure.

Attitude toward the present school is quite positive, with 82.4% ,

responding "yes". At the same time, 72.6% of the students indicated

that discipline was not too strict. __Only 15.4% said that 4 was.

When asked whether anyone from a Catholic high achopl had spokes

to their class about attending such a school, 73.2% responded hega- ,

.

.tively, and only 20.9% indicated that they,had. While most of their
...-

friends will go on to attend a-Catholic high school 4.8%), some

19.6% indicated that their friends, were, planning on going to a public
t o

school.

The reasons for attending ICatholic school varies slightly

from those given by,the high school students. The same three major

reasons were given butin'a slightly different order:
.
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Reason

To,otitain superior training

in school subjects

To develop strong moral

character based-on

religious principles

To prepare myself for making

a living

Other reasons

Elementary Elan School

23.1% 33.5%

34.8% 24.2%

r
25.2% 33.6%.

16.9% 8.7%

Elementary students similarly have a high regard for the academic

training they are receiving, higher than that of the high school stu-

dents, which in itself wad good.

Religious instruction seems to be received with high regard by

the elementary students, higher than their high school counterparts.

Elementary High School

Superior 37.6% 12.9%

Very good '33.8% 31.6%

.

Averhge
_

25.3% 40.4%-4

Belowdaverage 2,.5% 9.5%

Poor 0.8% 5.6%

9

Finally the students were asked to respond to a list of things

persons look for in a high school an to check four that they thought

4
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were important. Thepumber of 'checks each item reteived were con-

everted into a bar graph to illustrate, those receiving the most

VSttention.

WHAT THEY

ELEMENTARY STUDENTS ,

LOOK FOR IN A HIGH SCHOOL

REASON PERCENT RESPONSE

10 20 40 50 6.0 70 80 90 100

Interesting Classes

Job Preparation

Good Sports Prograir

Strong College Prep

Friendly Classmates

Religious Training

Extra, Curricular

Condition of Bldg.

Voc. Program

Small Classes

Hours Spent in
School

WWWWWWWWWWWWWWWWWWWWWW"mg
-=61.0

FLIMMILIMMAKIffi7
MMAPIEAKMAIEMEM,

0.6%

37,2%

F228.1%

g$phool 1.6%

Reason J toi .2%

56.7%

48.8%

68.6

r

-r
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B. INDIVIDUAL SCHOOL REPORT

Following the same pattern of displaying data as for the high

ischool report, a table is enclosed for all the elementary schools.

An "x" under a question on the number indicates where a school.

responded negatively by at'least .10 percent from the average of

all schools. Listed below are fhaNe schools having four or more

such responses and, at the same time, the high schools into which

they feed. Not counted in the responses were the questions on re-

cruiting and the reasons for Catholic education. The latter reason

should be individually reviewed by each school.

SCHOOL
ga.

NUMBER OF
NEGATIVE-RESPONSES

HIGH SCHOOL

St. Francis Seraph

St. Pius

St. Martin de Porres'

411_

Our Lady of the Rosary

St. Peter & Paul
(Norwood)

St. Bernadette

"a.

4 Roger Bacon
Our Lady of Angels

7 Roger Bacon
Our Lady of Angels

6 Roger Bacon'
Our Lady of Angels

4

7

Roger Bacon
Our'Lady of Angels

Purcell
Regina

McNicholas
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Table 2

RESPONSES OF 10%-OR MORE BELOW THE AVERAGE
,

BY SCHOOL

QuestionAumber Total

3 4 6 7 8' 9 10 11 12

St.. Agnes
0

St. Aloysius
0

Annunciation Pref X 1
C oed

St. Augustine X X X .3

St. Boniface
1

St. Catharine X X 2

St: Cecilia
0

Caries Borromeo

St. Clare

Cure of Ars

St. Francis Seraph

,

X x x x

0

5

Guardian Angels P ref

oed
X 1

Holy Family X X '2

Little Flower P ref X X 2

C oed
St. Margaret of

0
Cortona
St. Mark X 2

'St. Mary X

St. Monica
-X x X 3

Nativity
0

Our Lady of Grace X 1

Our Lady of Lourdes X

St. Pius X.XPrefXXIX
Coed

,X X 8,
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Table 2 cat.

glow 3 4 5., 10 11 12

St. Richard X X 2

St. Teresa X . 1

St. Vincent de Paul X X X 3

All Saints ' 6--

St. Aloysius Gonzaga X X X 3

.St. Ann - Groesbeck 3

St. BartholoMeia X 1

St. Clement 0

Corpus Christi s, X X X 3

St. Dominic-Delhi ,.
1-

St. Gabriel-Glendale 1

.

St. Gertrude, .

4
3

Gressie School
e

s X X 2

St. Ignatius . 0

Immaculate Heart
of Mary

X 1

,StJames X 1

St. John -Dry Ridge 1

St. Margaret Mary 0

St. Martin ,

,

St. Martin-de Porres

0

6

St. Miael X 1

, .

Our Lady of the . 4

Rosary
Our Lady of Victory

.

Saints Peter & Paul X
4

, 4

..."'
St. Saviour , X X R X 3

St. Bernadette' X 2

1 x .

St. COlumban X
.

X.
.

8

1

.7
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4

As was.peinted out earlier, the survey of elementary students
r-

epresents, a positi:kre picture of Catholic education from the point of.

view-of the students. They like their schools, are looking ahead

towards* Catholic high-school, and feel they are receiving goat,

,training both in the academi6s ani.religion. Their view of the

reasons for Catholic education might, 141 the writer's opinion, be

more closely aligned with the general Philosophy of'Cathiic edu-

cation than that of the high school student;. This, however, is fdrifik:

those in positions of responsibility to decide.

Ae
Recommendations

Recommendatiohs coming from this portion of the studyAre two

in number.

1. It is recommended that a mote effective recruitment. policy be

implemented; It must begin-earlier than the eighth grade. It must

capitalize on those areas which students believe to be,important in

*a-high school. It must be thorough enough so that all students

know whether their parents want them to attend a Catholic high school:

It must be a program carried on_byboth the high school and the

feeder school; it must be active enough so that..all stddents'are

aware of it A sturoltnt will take a much more.positve view of a new'

school when the student realizes the school wants hini or her."--

It is recommended that those schools having a high numberof

negative feelings about the qtestions asked ,evaluate themselves to

ascertain proper measures for the correction of these attitudes. This
. --...,.

is especially tr)iein the number of schools wnich feed into the same
/'

,,' ......-

high school. The effect that these attitudes have on enrollment can

only be guessed. Even so, these negative attitudes can persist, and

have future effects on the; high schools themselves.

A

44=



Survey Results
A 3. Dp' you want to attend _a Catholic high school?

yes 74,:1%' 727, - c
-

. ,)

$ 1
° lip ,*1-0.61._ .- 104

.

? 15.34 . 150. .
.

.41* . I W4

-4. Do yout parents
.

want you to go to a Catholic high school?_

Yes

No

74.0% .713 A

3.6% 35

22.31 215

5: Do you want' to go to a -Catholic high school that-hos girls
and boys. attending' ('CO-educiational)?

Yes 44.0% 424

No , 34.1% 328

? 21.9% 211

6. Do Yod like the school you are going to

Ye4) 82.4% 800

No 7.8% 76

? 9.8%,, 95

7. Is discipline at your school toli sakct?

Yes 15A% '149

*No 72.6% 703

1112.0i -.116

now?'

1. Has anclap sent from-a high schoor ever spoken t0 you.lor
your claillSothoiit coming to -aCatholic high school when you
-graduate from Niemenairy. sah9C1?

Yes

Ng,

21.0%

73.2%

5.8%

4'

203

7.09,

56,

0
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9.- Where are most of your, friends planning to go to high school?

is

Public 19.6% 194

Catholic 56.8% 563

Private 1.1% 19

21.8% , 216

'r
10. Why are you- `going to a Catholic elementary scho61?

:Superior
tea ining

Moral
charactel,

Form true
friends 4

Prepare.
my for

. a riving

Patriotic .
citizenship

23.1%

- 34.8%

12.5%

At5.2%'

*.

- 4.4%

225

339

122

245

43

to

.

11. How would you describe. the academic training you haveveceived
in your school?

Super or 32.3% 316

Very good 45.3,E 443.
.

Average '20.7% 202'

Below di .1.1% c 11. .

average 4,

Po6r 0.6% 6

.

12. How would,yod describe the religioh instruction yob haVe
received in your school? .

C -.
.

/--
q.

Superior . 37.."6% 367 .... it

IP 41111; 0,
1,

ti

Very good 33.8% 330
.

.

Averages 25.3% 247-

Below
average

2.5'% 24; 6

° Poor , 0.8% 8
4111.

It

--.0
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...CHAPTER V

- PARENTS OF STUDENTS ATTENDING
.

CATHOLIC HIGH.SCHOOLS. -40

Introduction -

Of the .204 parents of students attending the thirteen Catholic

high schools who wefe randomly selected to fill out-1, survey re- 'k

garding their perceptions of CatholiC dchools,u730 chose tofill out,,

ana return the survey. This represents a return rate of 36.5. I
.

This chapter presentd a sumiary and analysis of these returns'

and several,recommendations'based on the analysis. It needs- toy
be,

stressed that. these results. represent parents' perceptions;. they,heed
,

to.betalanced against-other data presented in.this report and'

available from other sources.
.

'

.

.

Taken at'a unit, however, it is hoped the results of.tNis survey
111

.

-
..

.

may be 116,1pfulto school aaministrators,'teAchers, high_schOol boards

,

'Of edtcation, and-,the Archdiocesan Board of Etaucation in,several ways:

C.-) Schools will become Mote cognizant of parental

likes,anddislikes...i'

6 . V

l
"

.
rb. Where.parentd& perceptions are inaccarate school

etficiali Will spend some energy in making them
. , ._

.0'
..,

more accurate.
f,

.. % '

c. . Future decisions dan be made more -wisely. .

.

.d. Dialogue will take place between schOol.officials,
. , .

parents and students'On the general subject of

making thekschool expeiience more productive.
.

1
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.

For purposes of summary and analysis, the survey results have

been divided into five areas: curriculai and programlareas,. in
Auding specific educationl'outcomest teachers' qualifications and

relaUonshipNwith students; services;, facilities; and individual.-

categories. It is mentioned in parentheses when responses of
.

-.

.

'parents whose children attend a specific high school deviate signif-

icantly from the average.
poi

Curricular and Program
,
Areas

In the area of curriculum it seems quite obvious thi't parents

are §ending their\children to Catholic high schools-despite a belief', ".
4

.

that public high schools'do a better job. in vocational and techniCal
J .

- education than CatF101ic high schools do. Omer 90% of the pareritS /
. ,.

, see public Schools-as superior,in this area. On the otherihand, almost.
. -

770% think Cathblichigh schoOls are doingi,:a better job of preparing
..

students for-college thah their public counterparts (parents from

Roger Bacon Were-most favorable in their responses; Seion and- -

Mt. Notre Dame high school parents were least favorable in this area).
er

Evidently the majority'of parents are satisfied with this'cur-

ricUlar emphasis since over 85% offaose responding indicated that

they feel Catholic schools were, in fact, preparing thdir children

for a career after high school (Elder High School was.most avorably

perceived regarding this variable)) and more than half of parents

feel at Catholic schools have the best curricular choices for their

tgild r n's academic needs.

- These results are signifigant when compared with the fact that ,

public schools are seen by parents...is offering a,greater variety of
, *

course offerings than Catholic scho ls (parents from-McAuley High

4
)
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- .

School see the greatest discrepancyin.yariety of course offerings;
A

Elder High School parents see the least degzee of discrepancy).
i- , ' . .'

Secondly, parents perceive nosignifiaaht diffefence between Cath-
,

:,t,-,,
. ,

olio and public_high schools in,the reallit34of ed4cational innovation

or'LLB -1__ majar exceptions to hiew are-Marian parents, more.of
,

whop see Cal olic schools as inp(Aiativi,-than is the nibrM; parents

.

from-Regina and Mt. Notre Dame,high schools indicated bhe# think-

Kr ,
. 2

Catholic-hig,h schools to be the least innovative),. But oniA:bout'
. ,

;

2% of the parerfts indicated thaAnnovatiye programs were a signik-
.

P _ . .

dcant factor in determining whickiligh s'ehool their. children would,
K

attend.' Thirdly,-over half of the,parentS (50'.6%)feel that Catholic

high schools -provide adequate.opportunities-for non-classroom
-* .

- /'
learning actiVitie",sr.-(Marian High Schooleceived exceptional support:

a- to 1.75% the parents'think this to-be the case; Roger Bacon re-
,

ceived the' leapt support (35I, in this area).
---'-,-,-- g, ,

,..-.
,

, ,.. .
,

In- the area of extra-.cuiricuIg.t.adtliiities, parentS think the
.-

; , , U
,

/ : .

Oblit schools have stronger,profframs (parents ftom Elder High .School
:

. ,

rallkedcatholdctrighschoolgthestrOngestinthis area, while patents
-

4 b
from Regina ranked Catholic schools the weakest in 'this

\ or

area) 0104WW'
. . / /V

other (land, it'hould be noted thatonly -about 4% of the parents indi-,
. N.. _. .. . ..

e

caled that the athleticTprogrampolan iMpottant part ofextra- ,

41,*
.

1 curricular activities, was* 'one' the foaft'-mcist signifirntsf.actdis,
(- ...

-., , ,
,

.

-
. .

in their choice of a fth school. And extra-curricular activities
.

,C were hardly mentioned by parents' in their pomments.) T
.

4
In terms of educational outcomes, almostall the parents

,

(703 of 721 who responded) see Catholic high schools as having

p

,stronger.discipline progiams than public high schools. Only'threp

'parents of 721 feel public schools are doing a better job, while
;

.
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4 ,
4 +44V ,- .1

fifteen parents see no significant -difference. imil ly, by an

overwhelMing-mVoxity (95%),-parents'indicated thit they' perceive
/

-, -

Catholic,Schools as doinga\better job of developing respect for-
.

person's and property than .public schools (Regina. parents were
,,

.
,-

especially supportive in this area). Over 83% of the parents think

--
Akatholic schools are a better. job of 'facilitating moral grow th

IL,- .

and honesty than is done dn public schools' (Marian and Roger Bacon

parents wore especially supportive/in this area).,

These xesults,appear not only to reflect a perceived superiority

of Catholic 'over public schools but also a'satisfaction with'what
.*

Catholic schools are doing_inthis area 'since almost 90% of the

parents feel that their Catholic high school 4p-lie1ping their child

develop high personal. values- end standards, while only _13:8%-. do not

.think their Catholic school isfulfilling this function adequately'
,

ar

'Furthermore, almost 60% af' the parents indicked that discipline was

one of four most signific4pt factors in deciding upon a Catholic.

C
-4igh school. And almost 44% indicated that personal growth in re-

,

sponsibility was one of the four most significant factors in their

,decision /

\ ,

r. i
Nor do the parents seem to feel that these outcomes are being

4 (

obtained at t -cost of other worthwhile objectives. Some 831k of

the parents.iIi dtcated that they feel their Catholic-high school is

* helping their don or daughter have positive feelings and a goodiself-
.

'image about him or herself v(the school ranked espeatilly high in this
I

.

area was LaSalle;,the least helpful school, as perceived by parents,,

was McAuley ). -Similarly, almost 90% of parents responding indicated

that. Catholic schools do a better job of facilitating' self ,-discipline
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and promoting hard work on .the part of students (Mt. Notre Dame

parents were,most 'supportive and McNiChplas parents least supportive

in this area). Purthetmore,-by an overwhelming majority (over 95 %),

parents indicated that Catholic school discipline policiesarellnOt

too strict_;

'In the area ofIreligious.educationl while a large majority ofI -
1 I A

,

parents would like to see more religioua on the faculties of the

school's, 85,% of them See Catholic schools as beir successful in
Ito

:propagating Catholid' values and morals_ in their chAildren (Mother of

MerciktRtger Bacon parents were most supportive and McNicholas

O parents!;_east supportive in this area). Apparently these parents do

wnot'seethis outcome as-being achieved at the expense of other areas
r

,since 96% of the parents disagree with the statement that Catholic

schools dyell too heavilyon religion', even, in non-religious studies.

Almost nine of every ten parents disagree with the idea that there is

little need for religious instruction-beyond the elementary school .

-level. Furthermore, more than half ofthe parents indicated that

"Christian atmosphere -was pile. of the four most important factors in

deciding upon a Catholic high school: -An almost equally large number.

/(44.-/%) listed religious training as one oPthe four most significant

factors.

In one important area;,parents do not overwhelmingly -see Catholic

schbols as doing 4eilor job.. In' the eyes of 39% of the parents,

Catholic sctioo do a.. ter job of, promoting intergroup, harmony be-

tween the ra .and ethnic group; than do publie sphools. A little

over 20% see the public school-effort as superior; while over 40%
. .

, ,

see so
o
significant Oifference,between the two systems iparents from

'

le.r
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Marian High School see Catholic schooldtkin the most positive'light

in this area; parents from Purcell are least,supportive'in this area).

On the other hand, only one of ten of the parents see Catholic schools

as being too'segregated (parents from Marian, McAuley and Purcell do

see segregation as more of a problem than do parents from other high

schocils)(

Teachers' Qualifications and Relationships wAlp.h Students

41' most significant finding is that over 9,% of. the parents'

perceive teachers in Catholic high schools as being more dedicated

than teachers in public high schools. At the same time, over 90%

indicate that they think teachers in Catholic high schools are at

least as knowledgeable as thetr colleaguds in public schools (parents.

from Marian High Schobl assigned the highest value to the knowledge

of Catholic high school teachers; McNicholas High School parents were

least silpportive.in,this area),

/n the, area of,relationships between students and faculty, three

out of-tour* parer-its. see Catholic schools as paying more individual

- attentionsto students th,a4i do publit schools. They also tend to
. ft o

think t1at students attending Catholic high schools have class sizes
, ---.

-

more favorable to student learning than students attending public

high schools. Similarly, More than three out ¢f foui of the parents
- .

feel that there is open communication between t child and ther vp,

teachers at their high schools (communications were/Seen as most open'

r
by parents of Marian High School studentt; at least open. by parents

t.
of.MtAuley ani dui. Lady of.Angels High School.students). .Similarly,

69% of t'ilp parents see dommunications between the administptipt91 and

students at their high school' as being open....(this tendency was seen

Aw

t)
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to' be the strod4t at Roger Bacon'and the weakest at McAuley High

School).

In terms of communication between the school and parents, four'

out of five parents think tqachers in their Catholic high school have

open communications with parents (parents of Roger Bacon students

were most, supportive and those associated with McAuley least suppor-
, rA\

tive in this" areal. More than 78% of the parents perceive communi-

cations as open between themselves and the administrators of their

high schools (again, Rogfr Bacon parents were most supportive in

this area). If\

Services

In the area of services, more thah-half of the parents perceive

/I Catholic high schools as doing.a poorer job in offering psychological

-services to students-than public 'schools (McAuley High School parents

perceive Catholic high schools as the weakest in thii area). On the

hand, only 27% of the parents think public high schools are

doing a better job of offering counseling services, while the re-

,ma3,rfing 73% think either that Catholic high schools are superior or

that there is no significant difference in this area (parents from

Elder High School have the most positive view of counseling services

at Catholic high schools; McAuley parents were least supportive in

this area).

In a related area, about 40% of the parents indicated that Cath-

olic high schools do:not offer courses for students with special

needs (i.e. handicaps, learning disabilities, etc.). About 23%

indicated that it is their understanding that such courses were

available while 38% indicated that they did not knoW whether'such

a
/



courses were being offered.

Facilities

'Parents do not perceive Cattielic school facilities is being

better than public school facilities. A large percentage see the
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4

Is

physical education, classroom, library and laboratory,facilities as

superior in the public schools. It is only in the area Of mainte-

Hance of the buildings that Catholic schools are given a higher

rating than 'public schools."

Individual Categories

4

Certain individual categories which, are often discussed as

. being related to the,selIction.of a Catholic or public high school

were a]. surveyed.

1. In the area of transportation, the responses indicate that

for most parents who send their child to a Catholic high school,

transportation is not>a major factor in 'their decision.

2. Over 50% of the parents indicated that the qualityof
4

education their child received in elementary school was a factor in

_-selecting a Catholic high school.

3. Parents were equally split as to whether there should be

an "open enrollment" policy for Catholic high schools. Almost

42% agreed and about 40% disagreed with the statement, "Our child

should have had the opportunity to attend any Catholic highsChool

in the Cincinnati area" (open enrollment received the strongest

support from parents associated with MariZI, Pullen. and Out Lady

of Angels high schools).

4.. There appears not to be strong support for co-education

among the majority of parents. Almost..60% disagree with the

is
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positioriNhat Catholic schools should be o-educational: On

ther hand,,it needs to .be poihted out t t parents of children

in the only co-educational. school McNichclas, support4d co- education

by 80%.

5. The area. of recr%itment ip one that seems to need strength=

enina. Only 17% of the respondents indicatig that a substantial

recruiting effort wasmade to insure that their child would attend a

Catholic high school (recruiting efforts were most perceptible to

parents from Purcell and, Roger Bacon high schools: McAuley High

School parents perceived the least recruiting effort). As equally

significant, only about 10% of the'parents were aware of substantial
40

efforts to recruit their children into Catholic elementary schools.

It seems important to note in this regard that only 47 of 730 parents

indicated that.their child made the ultimate decision about which

('high school he would attend; more than 91%-indicated that either they

alone or they "together with thei* child made the choice about which

high school the child would attend.

-6. Finally, parent were asked to indicate if they thought

Catholic schools are too expensive. Slightly over half of the parents

do think the schools are tod.expansive. When this, resonse was
--7>

correlated with par.'ents' reported ivcome it was found, that more than
.

60% of the parents whose income sas under $12,000.ihdicated that the

Catholic schools are too expensive. About 55% of patents, whose income

is $12,001 to $20,000agneed; while only 40% of parents whose income

is $2b,001 or above think Catholic schOols are too expensive:
.

These results seem. to indiCate that the choice of a Catholic

high school involveska definite financial hardship inthe eyes of

0
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the'vast majority of parents,whose fathily income is $12:000

or I7elow. Nevertheless, these parents are willing to spend the

money as long as they think it results in_a_superior education.,

whiCh seems to mean to them an e4ication which;" iri a Christian

atmosphere, promotes self-discipline, moral responsibility,

resOct fOr persons and property, good work.habits, and religious .

. trairiing as well as academic preparation.

Recommendations

1. It is recommended that a substantial increase be made in

the recruiting efforts of the thirteen high schools and their feeder

schools. These efforts should be particularly directed to parents

on a personaasis.
ime

2. It ib recommended that the recruitinq efforts highlight
-

the following parental perceptions: /

a. Catholic 'high schools -have a dedicated 'cadre of teachers.

b. Catholic high schools have a'discipline program that" has
4,

p

reasonable limits, is fairly enforcpd, and which promotes

self- discipline- end the develdpment of good work habits.

cf. Catholic high schools have faculties that 'provide

.individual attention to their students.

d. Students going to Catholic high schools receive suivior

acadeMic counseling:

Is

e. catholic high schools provi4ea climay that promotes

intellecttal and spiritual growth.

3. It is recommeked that before any plan; are Made. to implement'

co-educational high-schools, a considerable effort be made to make it

possible for parents to lee how this change will benefit their

children.
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4. It is recc/mmended that: c

a. It be communicated to parents that: increasingly

Catholic high schools are being4sked to serve

students, who come to higAschopl with serious

academic deficiencies.
. ,

b. At least one pie -high school center (grades 4 -B)

'be identitfied and staffed to handle such youngSters.

c. ikt least one high school. center he designated to

set up a program for such youngsters.

5. It is recommended that Catholic high schools spend the

major amount of energy and money,- -in strengthening already'strohg aca-

demic- programs as opposed to a'ttemotingto strengthen vocational-
,

-I technica& education, innovative educational programs and expanded

.4, variety of course offerings.

---6. It is recommended that .the high schools do all they can,

within'finandialllimitations, to give better suppolt, to extra-

curricular programs,

IVt

`,/

rt

eN.

c
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Catholic '23.1% . 150
-( Pul4ie 53.9% 350

No .diflerence23.0% 149

r
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Survey Results.,

1. Vocational an4Alechnical Education

'Catholic 4.8% 34
Public 90.5% 646
No. diffeyence 4.8% 34

2. College Preparation

Catholic 69.7% .492
Public 3.8% 27
No difference26:5% 187'

Discipline'

Catholic ;97.5%. 703
Public -0.4% 3

No difference 2.1% Z 15

. . Individual Attention

Catholic ib.4% 519
Public 8.3% 58
No difference17,33 121
,. .

P, 5-.-Txtra-cprriculaT Activities

Catholic 27.0% 191
Public 34.5% 244
No differenc98.5% 272

Physical Zducation Facilities

Catholic , 10. 7% 76
Public 68.5% '488
`No difference20.8% 148

7. Counseling Services

Catholic 40.6% 280,
Public 27.0% 186
No difference32.5 224

.
. 46 , .

4
8. Psychological Services

9. Variety of Course Offerings

Catholic 10.0% 70
Public 67.6% 472
No difference22.3% 156

.-%

4

1

0.
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4.- , '9,...-,
_, -

Facilities10. CAllproola'anddi.L'ibrary

Cathol4 -,, 1..6% .1:49.
. . ._../

S . Public' '' \ 44.1% .304
., :No' difference 34.3% . 237 *

3p.11; Lab,oratdry 4'acilities,
t

a I'Catholic . 'l0.5% -)71"Public , 61./ 4% 414
No.difference 28.0% .' . 189'

.

1,14 Maihtdnance 4 BuildirOb

Catholic 47..2%
-public , 19.'6%

differepetio
*13. Number of. students,

Catholic 4- 50.1Y' 33c it
24.3-% 16N

No diEfesence ') 172
441 ._

lore DediCAted Teachers
I

Tie , 83.3%- S87
a b1is 0.91S

No difage vice 15.9%; .

15.4 More owledgeablie Teachers

'Catholic 42..3% . 0/87
ic Public.. 8,0% 54.

IttO difference '49.43%. 338

1 'Innovativerducational Programs...

328
136
231

r class

.

I.

L

411

,,..
'Catholic 34.2% 4 -`E'r 226
Public "11.5% 4'48

,
'No diffeter\ce 34.3% 227 .

- .
17. 1?evelobianr cy.'Rdspect 'for Persons' ann Property,

..4
. Catholic .' - ''95.1% 683

Public. _ 01.4% 3
No dif f9reece 4.5% . 32

-. .-1# / .,
10 4, .

.1 . a- 5' 0. ,

.4

i

..
0*

,

"ss

A ."I
. ...

.

al s, .
`Ito

r
A

.- :.or
4 . '

#

A
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, 18. Transportation. vias a major fadtor inAljaciding what
highs school our child would attend?

IP

Yes 10.3% 75
4 No 88.7%. 646
Don't Know _ 1.0% ' 7

The4 quality of tie education that our child recieved
at the was a deciding factor`' for
'sending our childito.his/het high school.?

Yes 51.5% 371
No 4545% 328
Don!t Know 3.1% 22

20. Our.chltd should have had the opporttihitir to attend
any Catholit high schdt1 in the Cincinnati area?, .

*yes r

No

.
-Don"t Know,

41.9%
40.3%
17..8%

.

297
285
126.

.,
,_... Ii e

vo

-. .' 21. 'Catholic schools train children-in self -discipline -

.7'
* t .

Yes 38.8% 277
No 20.7% 148 '

:.

Don't. Know A0.5% 289._
, . if"'

....
,

* ) 23. Catholic schools train children to bp more
ally uprig

honest and
,

i morht,tan pubhlic ichoolsf
. ,

.

,o.
Yes 8.?:1%, . 593 .

NO . 7.0% . 50
Don't Kho Il71- .w 9.9r IP

24% Catholic school's' discipline polities that. are c
, .

too strict.
, ,

,,,

.

4 1o
I., .

r 't , Yes 2AW .:16

No ,... 95./i 696
Don'tKnow 2.1% -- =15 ,

. .

-1-25.. Catholic pchbols-should flame more-reiigious (sisters,'
brothers, priests) on theirifaculties.

.*'
.

...o eat
i

Yes 65.1% 462
NO

(
: ,16.8%:" 119'

Don't Know l8.2% ,--: 129 .
.

i4 '--..-',. i li %---

and hard *oAc better thin *public schools?

Yes 89.3% 649
No 4.0% 29
Don't Know "6.7% 49

22. iptholic schools tea h' children to like, ther races
ghd nationalities better than public 'schools? '

9
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26. Catholic schools do not offer courses for children

with special needs (i.e. handicaps, leatning disabil7
etc.).-

'
.

Yes 39.3% 284
. .

No 22.6% 163. ,

Don't Know 38.1% . 275

27. There was a-Substantial recruitment effort to get our
child to attend Catholic high: school when he/she left
elementary school?

**.

Yes 17.2% 125
No 77.2% 561
Don't Know 5.6% 41

-r

28: There was a substantial effort made to have us enroll
our child into Catholic elementary sc4zol.

J J J

Yes -

No ,

Don't Know

10.4%
86.9%
.2.8% .

75
628
20

29. Catholic schools atelfoo expensive
-.

376 I'Yes 52.6%
N4 - .39.6% 283
Doh'etKnow 7.8%. 56'

0 .

30: &atholip schools are too segregated.
.

4 _ . ft -.
'Yes, 9.7% 69

79.9% 570 e

Mll4t Know 10.4% . -7f -

_ -

31. Catholic school's dwell too heavily on reli4ioneven in
non-religiousstudies.

Yes 3.7% , 27
NO 9i.01 666
Don't Know 4.3% 11

32. *There is litile need for religious instruction beyon
the; elementary. level.

Yes ,8.1%, 58
No 89.O% . 637 ,

Don 't Know -Z.9% 21

,
33. The school old child presently attends isymepari

child for a c2reer after hihischool.

Yes 85.6%
f No '8.7% ,62'

Don't now 39

o r

4

rJ
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Qt.

,The school oUr child presently' attends is helping our
child to develop high personal values and standards.

Yes 89.6% 645
No 3.8% 27
Don't Know 6.7% 48

r r
0

35. The school our child presently attends is helping him/
her to have positive feelings and a good. selk,-image.'

Yes 83.0% 595
No 4.0%. 29

. Don't Mow 13_0% 93

a.

36. The chool-our child presently attends has the best
curriculum choices for our child's academic needs.

Yes 53.9% 383
No 21.4% . 152

. Don't Know 24.6%

37. The school our child presently attends provides adequate
y opportunities for non-classroom leal-ning activities

(field trips, special assemblies, etc.).

Yes -50.6% 361
No - 28.4% 203
Don't Know 21.0% 150

03.8: The sahool our child presentlattends should be co-
educational.

Yes 41.7% 173 .

No ' .7% 418
Oqn't'Know 15.6% 109

- 39. The sdh6o1 our child presently attends is instilling
A .

, Catholic values and morala,into our :children's sp4Fitual
growth.

..

, et"
Yes 84.3% 602
No 7.0% 50

'. Don't Know 8.7iNt.. 62.

.-,i
. _

40. The, school -our child presently attends 'has open communic ation
'between teachers and our child.

.' ,

,
V

,Yes ,'76-5% 547
.

No `;j g .8% P 6S
..,

-,
Don'; Know '14.7%. '105 .

_....4\

) , . . i
,

',41. -TIgie schoorstur cllild presen ly attends has open'commullication
'between teachers 4nd me - {pa ant) .

Yes 75
'No ,t 10.4W' 74, --

(Wt. Know 8,>0% 63

t

Nr

:**
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42.' The school our child presently attends has open
coMmunicat±en between otr child'and the administration.

Yes- _ 69.6% 483,
No, 10.6% 76 /PM
Don't Know 2Q.4% -146

*
43. The school,our child presently attends has'open

communication between me -(parent) and theeaddini-\ stration.
A

Yes 78.8%, 559
No 9.4% 67

.- DoR't Know 11.7% 83 r 6
44. Do you have any children at home who are younger than

your high school age*child who might attend Catholic
high school?

Yes 66.5% 482
No 33.4% 242
Don't Know 0.1 1

45. If 7yes", how many?

38.6% 187
2 32.0% 155
3 19.61 . 95 4111.*

4 4,7% 23
5 or more -

46. Our average kfamily income is:

below' t8,000, 5.1% 33
$8,000-12,000 18.9% 123
$12,000-20,000 46.2% 301'
Above $20,000 29.9% 195

_
,

47. Who made the ultimate decision about which high sChocil
your-child would attend?

It

tar

\>,/

Your child 6.7% 47
You(parentl 24.2%, 170
-Both 67/6% 4i5
Other 21.6% . '11

si
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.a1
tFom the list below, parents were askperito sel ct four -items

0

that were the most important in their,choice of a h gh school.
, ,

Tolirocess the data, weighted scores were used. If a parent indi-

cated that one choice was the single'lnost important factor in their

selection, a weighted score df 4 was assigned; if it was second
4#1#

most important, a weighted 'score of -3 was assigned,' if it was

-

chosen he tip third most important-factor, a weighted scare of 2
.

was assigned; and if jt was tlip foueth most important
,

factor, a

weighted score: of- 1 was assigned.

-Then the weighted scores' for each ohoice Were added. Obvi-

ousily ....the higher the sum ofthe'weighted score, the more important

it was to.parents responding. Choices were them'ordered.

F.

Christian atmosphere 1084

Discipline 1070

Religious training: 965

Personal growtilkort responsibility. 762

Co11ee Preparation Prograt 559' ,

JO
381Excellent teaching staff

Trdition an4 repuiati'on . '365
4

,

Dissatisfaction with other schools'. 298.

Indivi'dual'attention - .- ,1440 ,
,' .

.

1-Other 60

)Innovative.programs 29 /,:',

47
I

...

Athletic program

-11P

0.

a

'



CHAPTER VI

4.
PIIIRENTS OF STUDENIS...,NOT,AT7NDTNG

CAHOLIC HIGH SCHOOLS/.

Introducti9'

,Apprbximate y 1,200 randomly selected'parents of students who

had attended Cat olic elementary schools but who'aile now attending'
17- 1 ,

non-Catholi igh schools were requested to fill out, a survey indi-
I

`cating their perceptions of Catholic,schools.- 126 of these parents

chdse to fill of and return tlit surveys. This represents a return

rate of 10.-5%.*

This chapter presents a s y_and analysis' of th tugps,

' comparisons with the returns of the survey of parents of gtuden

,

who are attending Catholic high schOols, and a set of recommendations.
,
.,I

Again, it needs to be emphasized,that.the perceptions
.

ot this group:
.

of parents needs to be balanced with the Other information contained

in this report and available from other sources.

For purposes of'sumiary, analysis ai comparison, the survey
ti

results have been divided intr fiveareas: currciular and program

area, including specific,educaticrelOutcomes; teachers' qualifications

\and ielationships:with students; services ilities; and individual

categories.

In 0comparison to the other groups of pixents surveyed', this
'return rate is obviously' 'ow, perhaps indicting a lower leVel
of concern on the.part,of these parents/with thefuture of ,

,Catholic.h4gh schools.

-79-
I a
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- Curricular and Program Areas

Parents of students attendingolnon-Catholic igivehools by a

,percentage of 86.5 to 3.5 see public high schools as offering better

programs in vocat.onal and technical education than Catholic high

schools. 8.7%,of thp parents see no significant difference between

"the two. This perception close* parallels the.views,of parents of

students in Catholic high schools who indicated that they see public

high 'schools having stronger prOgrams in vocational and technical

education by a ratio of 90.5% to 4.8%.

This similarity in pefceptions is not as
2

true it the area of

college preparationohowever. By amargin of better than two to one

(42.9% to 17,5%), Catholic high schools are seeri as doing a better_ _

job ofpreparingstudents for college. A signifiCant 37.3% of the.

parent's see no difference between public and Catholic high schools

in...this area. ir117se percentages, though still "favoriig" Catholic

are,guite-different from thoie Obtained from parents of.

Catholic high-school students where 69.7%'(an increase of Q6.8A
percentage points) see the Catholic schools as doing a better job;

public high schools were seen as doing a better job by only 3:8% of
.

ts, ,
these parents (a decrease of 13.7 percentage points).. But it alN

needs to be.noted that only 25.4% of these parents feel that the

non-Catholic high school their child is attending is providing a.

better academic background` than the Catholic high school would have;

almost 44% indicated that they thought the Cathodic high school

definitely would have provided 0 better academic background. Sec
)0
ndly,

non-Catholic thigh schools are keen as not providing adequate oppo'r
X

tunes fovnon-classioom learning activilties IQIP a margin of more
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than two to one of these parents. %his is in sharp contrast to the

perceptions of the Catholic high schoolsmadwby parents of Catholic

high school students.

In terms of variety of courses and innovations, parents, of

non-Catholic high school students share the perceptions -of parents

of Catholic high school students. Parents see public high schools

as being stronger in the variety of course offerings than Catholic

high.schools (74.6% of the parents of non-Catholic high school stu-

dents favor public schools to 4.8% favoring Catholic hiX schools

in this area). Similarly, by 'a substantial margin (more than three

' to one).public high schools are seen by these,parentS as having

4stronger programs in educational innovation. However, it,should be

noted that these parents did not place a high level importande
,

.

. .

on this area when selpcting a high school. Only 11.9% listed
-

innovative programs hs on 'of the tour reasons why they selected a%
non-Catholic high. school fc) -their child. )

J,In terms of religious training, less'than10% of these parents

feel that Catholic schools dw011 too heavily on'religion even in

non-religious studies. "And only one out of every six feel, there is

little need for religiousfinistruction beyond the elementary school

*
level. iFurthermore, by a

'IP

margin Of three to one, this group of

Parents indicated that they-would preger to have more religious as

meMbers of the faculties of Catholic schools, fi

This view of religious education-also is-

that'a relatively insignificant peroentage of

that religious educationiwas a teason.tor selecting a non-Catholic

reflected in the fact
4

these parents indicated

. i
htigh school, and fewcomments.h(either positive`or negattve),about

I I

I
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'religious education were made do the,suryeys.by these parents.

- In the area of extra-curricular activities,, this group of

1)1/rents by a ratio of almost eight to one views public high schools

as having programs which are superior to those of the Catholic high.
1

schools. Parents of students in Catholic high schools concur in

this perception thbugh not by as wilde a margin. However, both

groups of parents infrequently mentioned extra-curricular activities

in their'comments nor did they indicate the area as one of the most

crucial considerations in the choice of a high school..
Aro

In the area of selected educafional Outcomes, this group of

parents generally sees the Catholic-high.schools as doing a better

job than the public high schools. :77% of the pafents responding

see CatholiC high schools as having stronger discipline programs

than public high schools. In the eyes of only 4% of the parents,
_ .

public high schools were stronger in discipline (as in other areas,
.. ,

-this set of parents have a less favorable view of Catholic high

4ift
v

s. cschools parents whose children ar tending Catholic high,

schools: 20% fewer see Catholic high schools as superior in this

area). Purthertore, by a margin of more than two to one (61.9% to /
9

26:2%) this group of parents seesCatholic schools a' g a better

job of promoting
.

self-discipline and developing habits of hard work

in students than Is done in public schools. And less than 5% think

the'discipline policies of Catholic schools are too strict. 11,L

These. positive percepisions of Catholid high schools are also

.reflected in the parents' views of other areas. As does the group

of parents whohave children in Catholic high'schgols, this group 4er

.-.
of parents, y tremendous margin (69% to 3.2%), sees Catholic high

$ ,



schools as having superior prograMs for developingN

persons and property' than do.public higli schools.

sees Catholic high schools as .doing a Setter, job of

respect for

Simil4Fly, they' '

trailing students

to be More honest and morally upright.than public schools by,a mar-,

gin of 52.4% to 30.2%. Finally, while 54% of the parents indicated

that the non-Catholic high' schoolttheir children are attending is

helping therwtohave positive feelings about themselves, this figure

does not compare too favorably when contrasted with the fact that

over.83% of the parents whose children are in Catholic. high schools

state that their high schools are fostering positive self-image.

In one final. area, there is a contrast between the perceptions

of parents' whose children are attending a non-Catholic high school

and-parents whose children are attending Catholic high schools.

These parents perceive the public schools .as doing a better job of

teaching students to like other races and nationalities than the
.

Catholic schools are doing., On the other hand,csimiiar to+the 'other

set of parents, only one ouof six of th e- a nts feel that Cath-'vs .

olic schools are too

Teachers' Qualifications and Irlatrsh with udents

50% Of the parents of childre attending non-Catholic,high4:, -schooit See teaches in Catholic hi scfrools as beinemore dedicated

than teachers in public high, school's;' 5,6% .see teachers ln public

high schools as more dedicated,. while 38.9% `Mink there is no signif=f

3.6An't diAereute.' Pithough these rceptions favor Catholic high
,

1 f
,

SC they air not as favorable as the,pedept4 iont of parents with
.

.

,!------childr in Cailkolic high schools where 83.3% ot'the parents think
1,

..,

,

teacp ers to the Catholic high schools are more dedicated, Ava !liiilf



Lq

t. WO.

A
margin (20.6% to 15.9%) teachers in-Catholic high schools are seen

as more knowledgeable than-teachers in public high schoOls. A

.sig4ficant 54.8% of....these parents see nb significagt difference

I
-84- 4

tetweemtilie two groups. The group of parents cited in theipreirious
A-)

chapter favors teachers in Catabolic 'schools in this area by a mar--

gin' -,of 42.3% to 8%, with 49.8% seeing no significant difference.

This general trend is also reflected in thel\area of individual

attention and class size. By a little,more tan a two to one margin,
V.

this group of parents sees Catholic, high sch6O16 as being superiot

to public hoofs in making individual, attention available to the

students'' However, this view is much less favorable than'the per-
.

ctncages of arents of students attending Catholic high

Similarly, t s grOpp of parents sees Catholic high schools as being.
/ go.- -

.

superior to p blic-high schools in the number of student* per class
,

t 0)Sy a margin 32.5% to 2k12% o 34.9% (Catholic high school to pub-

liclic high .1lool to no significant difference-respectively). Thib is

.'in contrast'to the parents of s tudents in Catholic high schools

where the respective figures were 60.1% to 24.3% to-25.6%,

Similar to the perceptions of parents ot.Catholic high school

students, this group of parents indicate4 that they think communi-
,

cationetween students and teachers and between students and

odAinistratOrs are better at Catholic high schoois.than they are at

'public high schools.

Services -

Parents of non-Catholid high schoolotrents see public high

schools-As hAving superior programk-in counseling by better than

two and one half to one. This is-a sigflIficantly higher figure than

r II

;
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the one presented by parents who have students ill Catholic high
- -A

schools. The views of the two grou6s, of parents patglel each ,other

in the area of psychological services; parents of non - Catholic high'

scIpol students also see public high scrioOls.as having superior pro-
.

. , .

grams. Finally, 43;7% of theie parents/indicated that t!ey do not .

I
. 04----

,

know whether Catholic high schools offer courses for children with

special heeds (i.e. handicaps, learning disabilities, etc.). Another
. 1 .

19.8%-feel that CatholiA. high schools Flo not of4e.r such courses.
,

...c. ,r r

..

F:2-i"1.-Ait"E.

. This group of parents' perceptions of facilities at Catholic
4

and public high schools parallels closely, those of parents with

children in Catholic high schools. By a wide margin they perceive

public high schools as superior in the physical widucation, class-

room., brary and laboratory fadilities incomparison with Catholic.

high schools. They, also think hatCatholic high schools ,are dding

a better job maintaining their buildings than the publichigh schools

are doing.

, Individual Categories
.f.

. . , -.

Six other areas whidh have been often discussed in relation to

the selection of a high school were &Mei-Surveyed.

1. 25% of the parents whose offspring attend4CathOlic elegy

mentary.schools but now attend non- -Catholic high schools indidated

that transtortation was a major factor in .deciding which high school

their child would attend.

t , 2. 20% of te/Parents responding indicated that the quality of

1,-

elementary school was a.significant factor in determining which

.high school their child would attend.

1

4
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,!3. By a matgin of 37% to 28.64, parents indl,c1ted thattheir

child "Quid have kati the opportunity eg attend any Catholic high

school in the Cincinnati area:

4. 21.4% of the parents indicated co-education was one

of the four major reasons that they chose rnon-Catholic high: ,a,

school. This percentage may relate to the fact that by about a
$ . 4

three to two raticv this grolipof parents indicated that they think

public schoolsoovide students with a more4balanced social life

,than,do Catholic high schools.' .% #

-5. Significantly, less than 30%Jof the parents indicated there

had been a.substantialleffort made to recruit their children for

Catholic high schogls. As, with the othe group of parent, this

group 'indicated there had been ern lest of an,effort to recruit'

.'their children for the Catholic elementatschools: Agarg,
A

respo e rate is important. given the fact that over'90%.4of the

Parents indicated that they or they together with their child made

the ultimate decision about which highschool the child would attend,
.

as opposed to the child making the ultimate d Sion.

__ 46. As was_anticippted, tht area of expen e and tuition appears

to 'be a very significant area for parents whose children are not
: 4

attending Catholic high'school For instance, three out_of.,fpur,of

these parerits indicated that they feel Catholic schools are toatex-
.

.A pensive. By a rrgin-Of more than two to One (62.7% to 30.2%),

parents indicated that their children are going to non-G4tholic

schools because the pfice of tuition at Catholic high sc ools is too

high for the r family budgetb. Similarly, '6t% of the par `s who

indicated to tioh as one of the four most important reasons for..
r

4

r
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chopsing a non-Catb6lic high schbol.lisfed it:as the single most

important factor in their decision.

Furthermore, there is an outstanding. difference-when tuition

as a factor in choice of high school is related to reported family

income among these parents. 68% of the parents whose family income
. .

.

.

is between $8,001 and $12,000 indicated that the non--Catholic

school. wass chosen tecaue the tuition Was deemed too ,high for the .
, 1 .

t: _
, ,

-family budget. Only 25% of-those whose income was $.20,000 or above

chose the Ron-Catholic high schoollecause the eatholic'high school

tuition was too high for the family,budget.

Recommendations

1. It is recommended that. in making policy deLsions and when

-7

in contact with'parentb the following perceptions Of both groups of
, 4

parents shoUld be emphasized:

a. Catholic high schools are very human institutins's.,

0 b. Catholic high schools provide an opportunity for stu-7

Ants to receive individual attention from a dedicated

teacher.

c. Catholic high schools are places where reasonable
.

't

.

And fair its are established for students.

d. Catholic school provide an atmosphere where students

can grow spiritually and morally as well as cognitively.
.

e. Catholic schools provide an atmdhphere thatads
r

childr.en to think better of., themselves:

2. It is recommended that the superintendent's officelland

Sigh schodl principals, in a spirit of cooperation, attempt to devise
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policies which will help to reverse the trendo parents with lower,
....' Ale

family incomes choosing 'publicb rather than Catholic hi 'bools'
-

primarily b.pcause of high tuitions, lest,Catholic high sdhoo(lS
.

become less represen"taitiye of the Catholit population at 0-r*.,

In this regard, recommendations contained in this report. wh.i.c.hAvolve

potential savings and measures for,insiging the continuation of

Catholic sohop3\-- should not be overlooked. '

1
.

3. It is recommended that, if :the high schools are going to

,take "thf responsibility for promoting inter=Sacial and -.inter-etlinic

understanding, the1y should adopt definite and visible programs in

this area. The schools should work more closely with the Archdi-

ocesan Urban' Schools Cbordinatand participate more fdlly.in

worksh5ps and conferences arranged or recommended by the superin-

tendeRt's office,to promote inter-racial and inter-ethnic under-

stAding. This seems particularly important since neither group

of parents gave the- Catholic schools very high ratings in this area.

4. it is, recommended lha; there be more opportunitiles.fbr

co-edubation in order ,to respond to what seems to be-desired by a

significant number of the Catholic population. This recommendation

should not- be interpreted as meng thet all high schools should

. move in this direction.

5. It is recommended that .Cathodic high schools not attempt to
'Ma*

compete with non-Catholic high schdols in variety of courses offered,'

etc.catholic schools must put the emphasis on the "quality of their

programs.

N.,
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Survey Results

1, 'Vocational,and Technical Education

getholic 3.2% 4

Public 87.9% 109,
No Difference 8,9% 134*-

2. College Preparation

Catholic 43.9% 54
Public 17.9%mich 22
No Difference 38.2% 47'

3. Discipline

Catholic 79.5% 97
Public .4.1% 5
No Difference 16.4% 20

4. Individual Attention

Catholic 43.3% 52
Public 18.3% 22.
No Difference 38.3%- 46

5. Extra-cudricular Activities

Catholic 8.9%- 11
Public 65.9% 81
No Difference 25.2% 31

-62 'Physical Ed. Facilities

Catholic 5.9% 7

Public 82.2%, 97'
No Difference '11.9% 14

7. Counseling Services

Catholic 17.8 21
Public - 45.8% 54
No Difference 36.4% 43

I'

8. Psychological Services

Catholic 12.7% 14
Public . 51.8% 57
No Difference 35.5% 39

9. Variety of Courbe Offerings

Catholic 5.0% 6

Public 78.3% 94
No Difference 16.7% 20

..../ * )!)

.4-

a

**9
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10. Classroom and Library Facilities

Catholic 11.1%
Public 51.3%
No Difference 17.6%

i3
60
44 II

11., Laboratory Facilities

Catholic 9.7%
PuhliC '66.4%
No Difference 23.9%

11
_ 75
27-

'12. Maintenance of Buildings

Catholic 29.6% 34
Public 22.6% 26
No Diffe ce 47.8% '5.5

13. N er of students per class

cat iic 36.3% 41
Public 24.8% 28
No Difference 3,8.9% 44

14. More Dedicated Teachers

Catholic /52.9% 63
Ptblic 5.9% 7

No Difference 41.2% ' 49

15. More Knowledgeable Teachers

Catholic
Public
go Differince

22.6%
17.4% ,

60,0%

26
20
69

16. Innovative Educational Programs.
4

Cathplic .4.0% 15 -

Public- 43.0% e46
No DifferenCe 43.04 46

17. Developing Respect for Perspns and Property

Catholic . 73.7% 87
Public 3.4% 4

No Difference 22.9% 27

411



18. Transportationtwas a major factor in dec ing
an what high 'school.our child would a nd.

Yea 24.8% 31-

72.0% 90
Don't now 3. 2% 4

4

19. The quality of the education that our child received
. / at the elementary level was a decidinvfactor for;

sending our child to his/her highltshool.

Yes ( 21.8% 27
No 71.8% 89
Don't Know 6.5% 8

20. Our child should have had the opportunity to attend
any Catholichigh school in the Cincinnati area.

Yes 39.2% 47
NO 30.0% 36

Know 30.8% 37

21. Catholic schools train children in self-discipline
and hard work better than public schools.

Yes 63.4% 78,--.
No 26.8% 33
Don't Know 9.8% 12

22. .Catholic schools teach children to like other races
and nationalities, such as Blacks, Puerto Ricans
and immigrants, better than public schools.

Yes 2510) 31 .

No _ 43.5% 54
Don't Know 31.5% 397-

23. Catholic schools train children to be more honest and
morallycupright than public schools.

53.7% 66
g p 30.9% . 38

't Know 15.4% 19

. Catholic schools have discipline,.
policies that are too strict.

Yes

Yea- 4.8% 6
No 85.5% 106
Don't Know , 9.7% 12

at
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24. Ca holic,schools have discipline policies that arestrict.

s -4.8%
No 85.5%
Don't)KnOw 9.7%

2

(_.

106
12'

5.' Catholic school .should have more religious (sisters,
brothers,)and iests) on-their facultiest_

Yes .8%
No ,17.2%
Don't Know 23.0%

73 .

21
28

A

26. Catholic schools'do not offer courses for children with
sPe ial needs (i.e. handicapsslearning disabilities; etc.).

Ye
No
Do

)

t Know

,34.4%
MS%
45.1%

42
25
55

27. There was a substantial recruittent effort to get our
child to attend Catholic high school when he/she left
elementary school.

YeS 28.8% 36
No 67;2% 84-
Don't rnow 4.0% 5

28. There was a substantial effort made to have us enroll
our child into Catholic elementary school,.

Yes 16.4% 20
No 82.0% 100
Don't Knows 1.6% 2 '

29. Catholic "schools are too eIpeilsive:

Yes
No-

.

Don't Know

76.6%
2202%
3.2%

95

4

30. Catholic schools aretOo segregated.

Yes 16.g% . 21
No. 66.4 %' 83
6on't Know 16:8$ 21

- _

31. Catholic schools dwell.tooltheavily on religion, even in
non-religious studies. i -

Yes. 9-.6% \ 12
No 79.2% i 99
Don't Knows 11.2% % 14
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1
4

32. There is little needfor religious instruction beyond
the eleventary level:.

Yes
Nd
Don't Know

17.4%
75.2%
7.4%

21
91
9
,

-33. The school our child presently attends proliides him/
her with a positive feeling about him/herself.

.

Yes 70.7% 87,

No 8.9$
Dort Know 20y% 2

t5

(

14. The school our child presently attends provides him/
her witlfe better academic background than the Catholic .

`schools: 1

Yes 26.0% 32
No f4.7% 55
Don't Know 29.34i' 36

. 35. The school °Ur child presently attends provides him/
her with substantial non-classroom learning activities
(.field trips, special assemblies, 1

Yes 55.7%
No -19.7% 24
Don't Ktiow 24.6% 30

3

36. The school our child presently attends provides him/
-.)

her with a mord-Ydr4riced social li1fe than is Available
at the Catholic schools.

Yes '46.0% -517

No 30.6% 38
Don't Know 23.4% '29

37. The school ur child presently attends ptoliides him/
her with a re adequate.system.of communication Te7±th
teachers t n the Catholic schools.4o.

Yes 23.1% 28
No 47.9% . 58
Don't Know 28.9W 35

The school our child presently at endi provides him/
her with a more adequate system or communication with
administration' (principal, vice prinqpal, etc:) than
the Catholic schoolsIdo.

Yes 26'.2% 32
. No .--. 39.3%. '48
Don't Knorr 34.4 %. 42

. .
1

' l

4
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39. The.school
/
our

/

child presently attends provides me
paient) with an adequate system of communication with

teachers.

Yes 66.9% 83
No 14.5% 18
Don't -Know 18.1% 23

40. The`school our child presently attends provides me
(parent)' with an adequate system of communications
with administration (principals, vice principals, etc.).

Yes 68.5% 8t
No 11.3% 14
Don't Know 20.2% 25 ,

41. The School our child presently attends was chosen be-
cause the price of tuition at the Catholic high school
was too .high for our family budget.

k t.

Yes 66.9% j 79
No 32.2% 38
Don't Know ..o.8s 1

42. The school my_child presently attends is

Public 98.2% 111
Private 0.9% ; I
(other than
gaiholic)
Vocational 0.9%
Training '

school

43. bo you have any children at home who are younget than
your high schgol age child who might attend a Catholic
'high school?

1

-Yes 72.6% 90
No 27.4% 34

44

\
If ryes", how many?.

1 40.0%
2 22.1%
3

r 17.9%
4 12.6%
5 or more q.4%.

38
, 21

17

45. .cnir average family income is (Please feel tree to omit
this if you ,find it personally objectionable)

below $8,000 7.1%
$8-12,000 33.9%
$12,-20,000 44.6%
$2b,000"&. 1.3%
above

1 8

38
t0

16

4

r

4
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46. iftrmade the ultimate decision a ut which ligh school
childyour would attend?

.your child 6.5% 8
you(paient) 38.7% 48
'parent &
child

53.2% 66
4.

another -- 1.6% 2
(specify)

so

/
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',401/ From the lit below, parents were asked to select four items '

that were the most important in'their choice pf a high school.

..To process the data, weighted scores were used. If a parent indi-
,

their_

A ,

cated that one choice was the single most'importantfactor

selection, ayeighted score of'4 *ias assigned.; if -it was second

most important, a weighted score of 3 was assigned; if it was
. \

.
. \chosen as therird,most important factor, a weighted score of 2

.

was assigned; and if it was the fourth most octant factoroa

weighted score of liwwas assigned.

4 Then the weighted scores for each choice were added.

ouslj the,higher the sum of the weighted score, the more important

it was to patents responding. Chojces were then ordered.

Tuition I 171

Personal growt in responsibility 127

College Preparation1/4Program. 111

Excellent staff 101

Discipline 95

Dissatisfaction with 'other schools 60

Tradition and reputation

Coeducation

Other

' Religious training

(Individual attention

Innoltive programs

Athletic-prograM

o .

57

50

50

43

36'

33

20

0

6



CHAPTtR VII

PARENTS OF POTENTIAL. STUDENTS

IntroguctiOn
4

k Vim.

.

'Fifteen hundred parents of potential students were sent surveys

to discov'er their attitudes and opinions-about Catholic education.' 4t,

Parents' names were randomly selected froM the fifth,1seventh and

-ei4ht-grade-classes of feeder schools. A total of 570 parents filled

out and returned the surveys. -This total-represents a,return of 313%.11,-
.

. r .(
This chapteilloonsistslof a summary -and analysis o*the resul& of thee .

,, 4

,survey' and several recommendations based on'the analysis.

,.,

As with the J y p.:tier surves sent to arents, this'survey attempted--'
, . dr.

...,
...-

to deterrineopiionregarding the relative merits of public anath-
-,

.

9olio schools and to indicate the &mportarice parents pp:ded on specific
.

,

areas. For Oirposes of summary and analysis he survey can be divided

Tinto five areas: .curricular and:program areas, teachers' qualifications

and re4tionshfp with students, seri/ices, facilities and individualN
fir zoi

categor:.es related to:selectionof high schools.

Curr4oular and Pro4am Areas

. .1In the area of curriculum,Nparents percei ChttholiC schools as

being clearly superior in the area of college preparatiOn. hey,think

the public schools are doing a superior jot.in vocational and tech- %
.

nical education.and 'in the :y of-courses whi4 a available to
,

students. In the area'of innovative educational programs they see

very 1 ttle difference -between what.Cithdlia and pubT

dotrig. However, innovative educational programs are

is 'achools a Ei

not parliLcu..rly

"gnificant to parents in deciding which high school their children

. .

V
'4-97-
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17- '
. .) , A.' '

. . .e.i.
will attend, whereas college preparation is important togalirge-

.
..7. ,

.

J
,

.

J

pqrcentage(of parents.' ;. '.'t

.

4 - . ' r 40

;
In program aceas,an overwhelm4agly large percentage of the parents

\...

Rerceive datholic schoo3,s as'doing a superior-job in developing disci-
..t

, . - pt..

pline, respect for per5,ohs and property, honesty and moral uprightness,,

rand the ability:to'workhard. Signific antly, they thin the.-Cathqlic 4

ichool's are accomplishing.these objectives without discipline policies

1/hich'are'too stipt:and in a wa7 which promotes Selfdiscipline.
"--7s,

Equally aS.signiticant, afinajoritx of parents indicate that the areas'
1

Of 'deVeloOing.personal growth'in responsib4irty and discIPINiheilill_

..

weigh heavily in determining which high school their children would
I k ---1 , 4, .

.attend. .

. .
.

In tpecific program areas, the vastmajority.of par'es,t.s think there
-, 4 =1 A

0

is need or religious instruction the Igh school 14;e1 and do not - ,n

4,

r

fell that,Catholic )ochools dwell too heavily on:religion, e.reh.ip non-
,

.

religio s 'studies.. Furthermore, a Majority ofthe.parents indicate-
..'

that religious training will be in impoprtant factr in their sel-Pction

of,a high school,- although theicaMments on the,surveystreflect
'

definit .disagreetent

i

over what' constitutes a
.

good religious education.
. _

.

In .an impo rtint related area, the.majority of parents do not see'
,

., A. r,
the Catholic'schoold as doing a significantly better job than public.

,

.
il z, ._

.

. %

. "

.--

Schools, only,about el% agree with the statement Chit Catholic schools

teach ciliidren%to likel other races 'and nationalities'better than public

sschools About 24% disagree with the statement'ana more than 39% feel
i

they do not know if there is a difference,between the4two syst .ems.

On the ther hand, while they dc not perceive Catholic schools as.

1.

superi this area neither do they, think they are too segragated.
go

$
gt

'Embiolo

-
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-..
.

.
,

An overwhelming 7e.:q.% disagree with the statement that Catholic schools.Catholic
. .

..are too segregated.'
4* J ,..1 . .

In,extra-currdcular activities, only abOlit 21% of the parents see
-.. _ ,, .

. 4"
Catholid schools as being stronger, while'-&-.about 42% think public

, .

schooli'are doing a bettlar job.' A §ignificantly late number ('37V

think 'there is basicaliy,no difference.' At, he 'saMe'tite,.onlX 4.6%
4 1 .

-1,ited the athletic'program, , an important'area in extradCurricular -
_

4, . h i., s'O- 1 . . .,,.

activities, as being one of the fourhost.important reasons they would -

.

send ,their children to a certain high sahpol.. None of the' Parents

_inentioned extra-curricular activities i ttieir,comments as being of

.significant concern.,

Teachers' Qualifications and Relation, p with Students'

Parents perceive teachers in'Cathol4c.schodls asbeing more dedacated.

While only-about 1% think public school teachers are more dedicated,

78,4% think ,Catholic school teachers are more dedicated. ',More than a

majority'of.the parents think -there basically no diffeence)in the

knowledgeableness of the teachers in public and Catholic schools. . At

'.the same time they think.therejs a smaller number of students per class
r

in Catholic schoolstir
Ave

These results are also probably reflected'.in the fact that the

vast Majority believe that students receive more attention

in Catholic choolp. This perceived superiority of Catholic school

teachers is signiffcantwhen it is noted that 48% of the parents,re-

sponding listed the excellence pf the teaching staff as ,being one - f

the forur things-that would be most important in determining which

'high ';Clio9.1 their children 'would attend.
.

,



A

Services . ,

I-i*hat IndividUal attention isa function 'of the faculty's dedication
.11

4

probably.repAlted in the extent to w 'ch parents see the Ciatholic

schools as inferior, or not .superior to public schools in specific
- !

,servicee_offved. Overwhelmingly, parents think that Catholic schools
4

:are iar behind in offering psl+holog4cal services to students; only

about 31% think Catholic Schools,are superior-in the area of counseling

services. Only 18% thought that Catholic schools were offeridg courses

for children oith special needs-(i.e. handicap's, learning disabilities,

etc.)

Facilities
4

Parents also-see Catholic schools as inferreeior in thiarea of

facilities. A large majority think the physical education arid labo-

ratory facilities are better in public schools. Similarly, only about
_

18% think Catholic schools offer superior classroom and library facil-
,

iti It is only in the maintenance of buildings that parents per-

ceive Catholic schools to be better Off.
:

t
Other Individual cltelorfes

Four areas that have been discussed as being significant in the

selection of a high school were surveyed. These were co-eduCation,

finances, transportation, and the, quality of Catholic elementary edu-.

cation.

Parents do not seem to be particularly concerned about the issue
.

. -1i . ' -

of co-education, nor does there seem to be' a oo eAsAs lgout the issue.

Forty-four percent 'agreed with .the statement that Cathblic,schoois
A

0 1 .

.should beco-educational; the majority indicated that they either did
i

not know or that th4k. thought they should be co-educational. At' thh

1



same,time, aninsignificant percAntage indicate that this will be one

of the four most important factors in deciding:dpon a high school for

their children.

In the area of finance., the Majority, of parents agreed with the 10.
f

e ..'
statement that Catholic echools are too expensive, an even latger.

percentage indiCated that Catholic schools deserve a larger share of
, . fir 3 4JO ..- i

/the (i,ax'f'abllars. Yet'onl ai'bunef 11% indicated that the sbAence of
.. ,-

)....

tuition would be one of the four deciding factors.in cieterminirigA

which high school their children will, attend. These results seep-to.
,, t.

indicate 'that-while the majbrity of parent eel that Catholic school

tuition is high, they think it is worth the price if it provides A

better education (e..pecialli-in the area of moral ind religious
.,'training, discipline, and college preparation)-and it.4oes not result

, .

* .

.

in too great a financial hardship. This conclusiom is supported.by

the fact that the most repeated comment on parental surveys was that
4)110,

tuition was too high for low income and /or large families. It is also
, ,..

supported by the fact that the lower, the Average family,income the

more.parents.tended to indicate that Catholic schoolth were too expen-
,

*
sive,and that tuition would be a factorin determining which high

school their chiTnten would attend.

'Somewhat surprisingly,. only about 24% of the parents indicate,

that transportation will be.a major factor in"the'decision about

which high school their child will attend. More tan 70% -disagreed

with-the statement that transportation will be a major factor. Thii

result perhaps relates to two other survez_questions. -About half of

the parents disagreed with the statement that the quality:of education

their child is presently receiving at his/her elementary school will_

i i t
A.
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t 0 0

be a deciding factor foswhicli high sabool he/she will attend; about.
I 41.

A3% agreed with the seatemillp. .At the same time, a significant num-
.. -..,--

ber (58.7%) feel that their child should have the opportunity to ;\-/
./.-

amend any Catholic high wfteol in the Cincinnati area.
--.0.1

*These three ,survey questidhs\taken to.4eler may indicate that
.

,.

a majority of parents of high school students want the

opportunity.to freely choose tie school (Catholic, priZ7i public)
.

,, .

that they thin will offer the best, education for their child. Theyv.

willfrneithpr automatically and willingly send theit child to the thigh
* .

school which the elementary school feeds into nor da they simply want

to send him/her to a high school because' it is the closest to their
6

home.

Recommendations

1. It is recommended that the elementary and secondary school3

with the Urban' Scholz:11s Coordinator from the superintendent's

office"develop and use programs designed to teach students

411 to understand and appreciate the many races and natiqnalities
.

4
that make up America''s*pluralistic society.

2. It is recommended that the superintendent's office publicize

the policies and procedures whereby adequate psychological' -'

and -counseling services are offered to all students attending

Catholic elementary schools.

3. It is redo ended that a study be undertaken of the
,,, , H

facilities on the elementary-level to determine what A

g'
facilities should be closed or consolidated to provide '.

for the most efficient use:
.

*

e10

.
1



I
1

/4. It is r commended that the policies which permit

0.

e A.

student- to-attend high schools outside of their

district be expanded to ,include the' case where

th6re is a strong "family tie" with a, school

other tha the one the student would normally

4

attend:

Ala

N

I

a

I
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Survey Results

1. Vocational and'Sechnical Education

Catholic
Public

. No difference

7.1%
88.8%

2. - College Preparation

3.

.476

22

Catho is 66.6% 351
Pub c .4.0% 21
No difference '29.4% . 155

Discipline

Catholic. 96.3%' 521
Public .9% 5

No difference\ 2.8%. 15

4. Individual Attenti

Catholic 73.3% 4384
Public 5.7% -30
No difference 21.0% 110

5. tra-CurriculAr Activities

.

Catholic -
Public
No difference

20.6%k
42

1p
3% I

37.1%

'109
22-4

-196 4

4

6. Physical Education Facilities

Catholic 8.8% 47' ./

Public 68.7% 369
No difference 22.-5% 121

7. Counseling Services

8.

Catholic 231.4% 160
Public 36.9% ,188
No difference 31.6% 161

Psychological Services

Catholic 19.1% 93
Public 56.8% 27.7

No difference. i(.2% 118

9. Variety of Course Offerings
r

Catholic 12.6%r 66
Public 67%2% 352
No difference' .20.21 =106

10; Clagsroom aridlLibrary Facilities
1

'1 4
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1
Catholic 17.8% 9
Public 43A% 2

No d4fference T.94

11.. Laboratory Facilities

Catholic. ,9.1%-
Public 60.2%
No dIfterence 30.7%

'199

45
"298
152

12. Maintenance of BUildings

Catholic '41.6% 217
Public . .19.7% 103
No` difference .38.7% 202

.13: Number of students per class

Catholic' 50.3% `''253'

public 24.3% 122
No difference 25.4%. 128

14. More dedicated Teachers

Catholic 78.4% 4'14

Public 1.1t 6
No difference 20.t% 108

15. More Knowledgeable Teachers

Catholic. -4 ,38.7%
Public 8.2% 4

No difference 53.1%.

-46. Innovative Educatio Programs

199

.

Catholic,. 28. 140
Public 3s.8% 150
No difference 0.5% k197

'17.. Developing Respect,for Persons and Prop y'

Catholic
Public
No difference

93.4% 499
.9% 5

5.6% -- 30

ti

.

I
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1
x.

_18. TrarisOoitation will be a.major f for in the decision
of which high pchool our 'child wil ttend.

23.8% 131
NO 70.2% 387 .

Don't Know 6.0% 34

19. The quality of edutationour.childis presently receiving
at his/her elementary school will be a deciding factor
for which high school he/she will attend.

Yes:
No
Don;t Know

43.0%
51.7%
5.3%

234
281
29

11

20. Our child should have the Opportunity' to attend any
Catholic h'igh.school in the Cincinnati area.

Yes
No
Don't_K4ow

58.7%
27.9%-
13.4%

320
152
73

21. Catholic schools train children in self-discipline and
hard work better than public schooli.

Yes 87.3% 480
Nto. 6.0% 1 313'

Don't Know 6.7% .37

111

22. Cathdlic schools ,teach. children to like other races and
nationalities such as Blacks, Puerto Rican's and immigrants
better than public schools.

Yes 37.2% 200
No 23.8%1 128-
Don't Know 39.0% 210

23. Catholic schools train children to be more honest and
morally uprigtly than public schools.

Yes 80.3% 437
No 7.2% 39
Don't,Know 12(5% 68

. ,
24. Catholic schools have discipline policies that are too

strict. , .

-,

,
.

t Yes 2.6% i 14
c
No 92.7% 1 508 .

Don't Know 4.7% 26

25. Catholic schools should have more religious
brothers', priests) on their faculties.

Yes
No
Don't Know

r.
67.0% 360
14.5% 78
18.4% 99 6

(sisters,
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26. -Catholic' schools deserveft larger share of the tax
dollar.

Vs 88.7% 477
No , 6.3% 34
Don't know :5.0% 27

27. Catholic schools do not offer courses for children.
With special needs (i.e. handicapg, learning disabil-

1

ities, etc.4.

Yes) 46.1% .251
No , 1842% 99
Don't know 35:8% 195

-

28. Catholic schools are too expensive.

Yes 60.0% 317
No, . 33.9% 179
Dbn't know 6.1% 32

-

29. Catholic schools are too segregated.

Yes 14.1% 76
No 74.7% 402'
Don't know '111.2% 60

30. Catholic schobls Oweill too heavily on re
in,non-religious studies.

k

Yes "9.1% 28.
. No , 88.6% 484

i- - -Don't know 6.2% 34
.r.

31. Catholic schools should be coweducational.

ion, even

Yes c38.6% 206
No 44.0% 235
Don't know 17.4%

32. ' There is little need- for religious instruction- beyond
the elementary school level.

'Yes 7.7% 41
No 89.1% 476
Don't know 8.2% 17

a



OM.

m
-108-

v

33. How many children do you have at home who. are not
yetin high school?.

1 24.7% 34
2 27.6% 150 t'7

3 244% 131
4 14.4% 78
5 or more 9.2% / 50,

34. Of these, how many
lic high school?

children will probably attend a Catho-

0 27.9% 124
1 29.0% 129
2 23.6% 105 2
3 19.6% 87

35. Our average family income is:

Below $8,000' 4.81 ' 24
$8,000 to $12,000 '14.7f 73 0

$12001 to $20;000 50.3% 249
$20,001 and above 30.1% 149

36. Who will probably make the final decision o
high schopl your child will,attend?

Your child 3.2% 17

You (parents) 36.1% 194

Parents and child
together

59.8% 321

Another source .9%

a
4

41.

11S.

11,

V

A
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_From. the list below, parents were asked to select four items
,

.

that will probably be most important in their choice of a high

school. TO proceps'the data, Weighed scores were used. *If a
, . r ...

parent indicated tl-}at one choice was the single most impOrtant

factor ilKthex)r selection; a weighted score of 4 was assigned; if

it was second most important ,a weighted score of 3 was assigned;

if was chosen as the third most important factor, a weightedit
store of 2 Oas assigned ;, and, if it was .the iourtp most important

factor, a weighted score of 1 was assigned.

iThen the ")weighted scores for each choice were added. Obvi- 1*
4

A6Usly t hiigher the sunk of the weighted score,' the more important

it was tol parents responding. Choices were then ordered.

Personal growth 'in re

Religious train

877

811

Excellent t ching staff _721

'1 74674

College Preparation program 600

Individual Attention 256
.

Tradition and Reputation 232

No tuition s- 152

a
Innovative programs, 83

Other 77

Coeducational 44

Not Coeducati/onaf 440

Athletic program v 37

1

0

4
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CHAPTER VIII

PHILOSOPHY AND CURRICULUM

a.

Philosophy and curriculum are'the ework of every school..

PuipoSes and justification_peepurpodbs can. provide direction and

7 _.- -'- I

spirit, to a school. Curriculum is a vehicle far the achievement 1

f

of purposes. It can serve as the tool throughwhichhich the faculty

and administration dialogue with the students, facilitating per- 1

sonal
1
grOwth and-Understanding. The purpose of this ch;Peer is

.

to review and anal.ze the philosophtes of education of the thin-

teen high schools, review the. curriculum in relation tothese

philbsoplieS and make specific recommendations.

Philosophies of Education

.;

The reason for the existence of Catholic schools is.as vital a
\

question, today as it has ever been. Lower enrdllment4, financial

difficulties, changes FA religious and other values, the declining

number of religious faculty and administrators, the changing social

and economic condition of the Catholic populatiel and the relation-
.

f

ship'of Catholics to non-Catholics in Ameridan society have don-
.-

.tributed.to an awareness of the need to explain theoietically and

to implement,doncretely-not only What is unique about Catholic'.

schools in general but unique about each Catholic/ school.
,

Th,principals of the thirteen high schools, identify the unique

purpose oneheir schoN to be that of bringing the message of Christ .

to their students(in the manner Christ*deliv ed His message. This

purpose, manifests itself in a Christian atmosphere in which adminis-

trators, faculty and students live and grow .together. Itis.an

-110-
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atmosphere of concern and compassion in which each sees Christ in

the other.
0

This purpose is reflected in the curriculum through the religion
,

courses, special programs concernedWith social issues, and in the

fact that faculty-and students have input into course offerings. It

is manifestel-in the fact}.hat faculty accept it as their responsi-

bility to develop directly Christian values in all of the courses

they teach.'
N\

Believing that the Christian person is the self-disCiNined

person, the principals think their discipline procedures are estab-
.

4

lished to,enable students to move from exteAticir
!,to

interior di.sc.ipline,
. 4

. .
..,

to a feeling ofd personal responsibility,by allowing freedom within

limits, from a concern only with self .o a love and coAceill for others,.

To the principals this means that discipline procedures are firm-but

knot oppressive-, sensitive to individual.personalities and characters.

It also means that Catholic schools are geared to reinforcing-those,
0

Christian principles developed in the home during adolescence. when

-traditionally there is a great deal of questioning of values. All

the principals are aware that parents lOok to Cathdlic high schools

to'fUlfill-this vital function.

This purpose is xeflected in. the factthat several adminis-

trationstrations have team involvement n' decision making', that faculty.are

hired not only on the basis of their academid. credentials but also

on the basis of their religious an l'commitments and that '

faculty are given the opportunity to make retreat§ and engage inAr

other religidus exper442es as a group. It means to the principals

that they ,havea responsibility to lemonstrate a concern for .their

e

' +t



studtnts'and faculty es persons.

In terms ofl.coungeli g, it-means that'there are religious

available for religioud counseling so that
4
the-religious'and moral

1

needs of the students can be cared for as well as the academic,

vocational and oth r needs.' It means that faculty and counselors
,

can meet together' o consider the whole persdn of the student.

This Catholic purpose is manifested very concretely in the fact

that administrators,- kaaulty and students'have the opportunity to

practice their faith together. Daily, weekly, monthly masses, stu,

dents and faculty:directly involved in the liturgy, praying tOg-ether,

.4;0!cf.
students involvement, in the comminkt,1*,etd.,_ in short, the' faith

- _community is the purPOse of Catholi 'education.

r

I

The written philosophy state of,the high schools reflect

many of the-same components the pincigald

frequently listed in the statements 'include the

1. To develop Christian chaawber which includes seeking

most

4,objdctives

following:

just solutions to personal, community, national end

world problems, recognizing the besiC dignity of the
4 1'

,individual, the for:7TM' of---a conscience which re-

sults in a sense of responsibility, growth through:

the liturgy and sacraments, an understanding of doc-

trine coupled with participation in the.apostolic

mission of the Church, and the integration of Christian

,values in human culture.

2. To develop qualities needed in the society such as

appreciation for and ability to perform,the respon-

sibilities of democratic cititenship,interpersonal
10.

tt.
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skills and community_aWareness, and vocational

_preparation..

3., To develop personal qualities as aripreciaticin

Jor'the cultui-e and heritage, physical atd, mental

'14pal-th, critical thinking \skills and proper

jupoirit.

;These objectives are most often justified by referring to:

1.. The Christian Oseage of salvation fOr man which

enables the person to develop to the fUllness of

consciousness the supernatural end of man and'en-

ables him to integrate the, secular and theo-piritual.
fp.N414,6 , .

, .

The'reality of Christian community as,,,being that

which is created by .sharing arid living the gospel

Jesus Christ.
$... ,

i
.

3. -The realities of a democratic society and t"
,

5'

,rights aresponsibilities of each person in

the society: '

4. The basic principles that educatioNis a pergonal

and scicial, process, guidance and d*

vital.medi' of educating, and that

scip lIne are

education is

everyone's tight and the duty of--the family -to

support
r:tvi .

The, fo llowing are most frequently giVen-in the Oilosopfiy,
.

4
statements as ways of' achieving thi-.objec

:

.

1. Provide an atmosphere of Christian community

which includes suCh.qualities

c3nsistency in word and action,
_

truth,4.ada'orientation'toivard

0
as trust,.respect,

, dedication to

pe sorihoodi

, 3

r.

4
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\20, Provide a broad array of educational experiences

,including a broad curriculum which includes prep- .

aration for rs, physical and health education,

cou es designed to

develop the culture

instructional and e

pass on and help individuals

and heritage, a variety of

tra-curricular activities.

3. Provide a faculty-an administration who have

integrated religious va

lives, who take the wh

ues with the rest of their

person-(including the

spiritual element) nto consideration in their

dealings with others, who Work with the guidance

departments Qin meetplg each student's needs, who

keep parents,informed:and work together with" parents

cooperate with4other educational, Institutions, Who

continue to update and refine their skills and

'knowledge, and who poject an .image of respect for

lifer

Curriculum
.

Changes in the curriculum have been made in the past five yeas

who

r

to better meet the objectives,pf the schools) In some cases this
4 ,

has involved major shifts from curriculum geared solely to college

preparation to remedial_ nd.general education programs. In other

cases, it has involved the introduction of new mAhodologies' or

courses. Such innovations asmodular scheduling, mini- courses,

seminars, team- teaching, - 'independent study, electives in religion

/on'the junior and senior levels, electives in Ehglish and advanced

-..11C.

4



4-4

401'
7,115-

el

placement have been introduced. In still other instance's it has

involved the introduction of totally new courses such, as communi-

cation arts, busineds law, computer praming, televisibn production,

psychology acid photogtaphy.. /
These courses have generally been well-received by faculty

(who in many cases instituted
.

them on their own initiative), stu-

dents, and parents, especially since they -often break away from

. "book-;centered" education, facilitate meeting individual needs, and

yet do not detract from the college preparatory or general education

curriculum.

Analysis

,While all of thephilosophy statements speak directly to the

.Catholic.natule of the school, there seems to be.a need to:

1. -d.arify the Meaning of-terms; Important terms and

phrases are used with no clearly stated defipitions.

For instance, such are used in various philos-

ophies As "Christian community," "crit /cal thinking,"

and "cultural refinemeneswithout any-explanation. If

.

such terms are used and given prominence,- they-should

be defined in" the context. each school means them to

haye. Otherwise they may, have the tendency to becbme

mere-slogans, empty of'anl, meaning.

2. Delimit and make explicit the responsibilities of the

schoOl.in relation to the. family. Since this idea

remains a cornerstonpf Catholic 'philosOphy of edu-

cation; aftd s,ince. all the principals indicated that

this was an essential Component in their thinking about

the educational procels, this ae to be an.importamtir-
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element to Include in any philosophy. This would

seem to especially important in the area of

diicipline since both school and p
.

ts seethis

as an Important area of shared resp sibility.

3. Specify in he context of each *school hovi the

stated objectives are to be achieved. With the

notable. exception of Mother of Mercy, ocedures

are not often,cIearly articulated in the philosophies'.

is-Pinstance;' tow is -P hristfan atmosphere" pro-

vided, howds "the ews of salvation integrated with

the rest of life," h are "loving, aware, generous"

people develped, how is "leadership potential" de-

veloped. If adminibtrators and faculty af to

fulfill their, responsibilities,' and see the fulfill-

Ment of these responsibilities as realiiation of the
-

4philosop their definite indications Must be given
4

'in the statement itself.

4, Integrate To Teach as Jesus-bid into the philosophies

of each school.' Ip some cases this statement has been

' Merely added in the form. of an, addendum or thg pre-

ientation of selected quotes.' BUt if the statement is

to be meaningful;its,:objectives, rationale and recoin-
, 11,

_fotendations.must be translated concretely and synthe-
,

4
sized directly into, the ongoing tradition and experi-

ences of eachlichooI.

5. Integrate into the school philosophies the concepts -44-__

teaching d6atrind, building cgmmunity and offering

I
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service. While the principals indicated these were L- a. 4

central objectives of the sc

I

Is they have not been

included in 'the philosophy statements-in explicit

terms in many cases.

A 'few poins that can be made about the curricula in relation

to.the philosophies are the-following:
APP.,

1. Provisions for students needing remedial help need

to be made in some of the schools. Perhaps in some

cases there,is -need for remedial reading and mathe-

matics course*. But certainly in 'all the schools there

is a need for teachers who are capable of teaching

reading through the-teaching of their own discipline

--history, science, art, etc.

2. If the philosophy of educa'ion of Catholic schools

is to be' fulfilleq then as clearly as possible there

should be in as many courses as possible an inte-

gration of kn4Wledge, Value's aila skill objectives.

Course descriptions an syllabi should reflect this

threefold emphasis in clearly .stated terms.

3, To fulfill the objective of integrating the news of

salvation witA the rest of life there should be's.

course or courses which are specifically designed to .

facilitate this proCess and have the student -con-

& jsciou4y reflect on this prOcess.
, .

4. -While Philosophy statements help to indicate

priorities in curricular offerings, there is also

need to develop procedures for balancing-departmental
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--.......---costs against:such priorities. If costs need to

1:;e '"u-e, it would not be in keeping with the

philosophies nor 'would it be educationally sound

to simply cut actoss the boaKd.

ti

Recommendations
i

1. 'It is recommen d tWat individual high schools or those,

located clos o each other release a religion, teacher

for one-fourth or one -half time to work witlfarents in

-
helping them understand the purposes and context of the

religion courses being offered to. their children and to

establish meaningful/communication between the

of.the religion 'departments and the parents.

faculty

2. It is recommended that'each high school institute a com-

plete testing piogrammof'aptitddes, interests and )achieVe-
.

ment. Direction and guidance for such a testing progra

should come from the coordinator of Pupil Personnel

Services in the superintendent's Office.

3. It is recommended that each high school institute piograms

by means of which each student for at least one'semester

during,each year-will-Engage in a social service activity

ip...the'commnnity. The program at a minumum could be a

part of an-extra-curricular activity, or preferably,

linked to the religion courses he or she is taking.

"ii!' -4. 4t is recommended that the superintendent's office

investigate ths possibilit,Les of developing forMal

agreements with colleges and'universities in the area

for early enroalments as well as courses carrying college
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.credit for students -who have the capability of ,profiting

from them.

5. It is recommended, that facUlty members be encouraged

and rewarded for developing interdiciplinary4courses,

:for teaching in a curricular area other than that in

which they are certified, and for deve ng courses

which involve a community service activi Incentives

for such enterprises might include a redubed teaching

load (in number of courses or students) ,f-or tie semester

prior to or during such an undert ing.

6. It is redommended-that each high school develop in-

services-programs that enable'-aculty ineach department

to articulate their needs as r6lated to individual

disciplines.*

-7. It is recommended that the high schools, with the .

assistance of a staff person from the superintendent's

office,deirelop plans for establishing remedial education

Aprograms and courses either -in each high School or in

selected high schools.
t .=-

8. It is recommended that each high school irttitute a

policy whereby, in-the senior year, each student has

1M the opportunity to develop a synthesis or.integration

between hieleligiousbeliefs, another discipline and .

. .

his life and career goa'ls.

J

L

* Thin program could perhaps best be conducted at a minimal cost
with the participation of college or university faculty from each
of the respective disciplines. From this initial needs assess-
ment, the faculty could determine what changes need to be made
and what future plans should be made for the future-in-service
programs.

Th.
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9. It is recommended that each.sichool institute a policy

whereby it determines the costs of individual,curricular

NY

areas. The procedure should include ways of limiting

costs or cutting back in specific arcs. A formula

could be developed which would include suck} factors as

student credit hours, departmental and'1overhead.costs.

While the formula would not cdnstitute the sole-criteria

for determining the future of a curricular area,

could serve as one useful criteria for making curricular

Aecisions. It can help to avoid the educational)

sound practice of.across the board cuts.*
. -

V

* The formula could-be the following:.

1

Total,Student Credit Salaries, overhead and Cost to school to
Hours in dollars & fees other departmental costs 7 operate the dept.

In this formula, student credit Tioti.§ are computed by dividirq the
tuition each student pays by the number of credit hours the average
student takes and multiplying this figure by-the number of stvdent.
credit hours offered in a department. -This dollar amount is then
.multiplied by the total number of credit hours offered in a given year
by a specific departmFt. This figure is then added to the total fees

_paid by the students in the specific curricular area. From this total,
departmental salaries and costs, as well as a fiRea)percentagp of over-
head costs are subtracted. The total represents the amount the depart-
ment is "costing" the school., \\ 4
For ipple, if the tuition is $609 and the average student takes
10 cr it hour6 per year, the cost of a student credit hour would
be $60. If the history department offered 15 one credit courses to
a total of 400 students, the total money "generated" in student credit
hors would be $24,000.. If 100/§tudents paid $5.00 for various
course fees in the history department, then the total amount "generated"
by the historydepartment could be $24,500.',If-Che history department's
faculty salaries totalled $30,000, other departmental-Costs were
,$500 and overhead costs were 5% of departmental salaries, the history
department's cost, to the school would be:

($24,000 +. $500) -'($30,000 + $500 + $1500) = $7,500

I)
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atiArTER, IX

DEMOGRAPHY

-

Four of 'the thirteen interparochial high schools of Hamilton

county have experienced a significant loss in enrollment in the past

five years. This declining enrollment has'eccurred dving a peiiod

of overall population decline in Cincinnati and economic recession

for the past few years. The purpose of this chapter and the next

is to review the significant demographic and &nrollment information,

make projections regarding future enrollments and make recommends-

tiotS regarding the future of the Catholic high schools based on these

projections.

DemograEhic Review of Hamilton County

Since,1960, the pate of population growth in Hamilton county

has been slowing. There seems to be two-reasons for this. The first

is a migration out of Hamilton county. Aecond reason is a de-
.

clining birth rate. For instance, whereas from 1960 to 1964 there

were 104,662 births, from 1970 to 1974 there were only:74,4158 im

Hamilton county. This represents a drop in births of some 14%.

This figure is reflective of the slowing of population growth in all

Llc.i
of Southwest Ohio. figures 1 displays the results of the Greater_

Cincinnati Hospital Countil and Cincinnati Power and Light analyses

of the population since 1960. Both of these organizations, especially

the former, are recognized for the'accuracy of their population

analyses.
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Projections for the future seem to indicate that this trend,

though leveling off somewhat;:will continue. OKI Population and

Economic Growth indicates the following projections for Hamilton
47,

County to the year 1995 for the ages tep to fourteen and fifteen

to nineteen:

Projected
Age 1970 1975 1980 /985 Decline, 1970-85

10-14 95,996 91,527 8,056 86,408 9,588
15-19 84,188 95,064 89,443 76,505 7,683

It should be noted that OKI's projections for 1975 were rel-

atively accurate except for the ages zero to four where the figures

were approximatefy 8,000 lower than indicated. Hence, the pro-

jections should probably be scaled down appropriately for 'the ten

to fourteen age_group in 1985.
A

Table 3 presents the decline or growth in population

specific communities and townships in Hamilton County betwe- 1970

and 1975. The follovitrig conclusions can be drawi from this infor-
1,

mation:

L. The areas surrounding Cincinnati have experienced

a population increase since 1970. But this increase

has not been uniform.

2. Communities.experiencing the most significant growth

have been:

'a.--In the east, Madeira, a 37.5% increases: Montgomery

in the northeast, a 28% increase pulation

since 1970. In the west, Harrison, a 14.1%increase

since 1970. To the Frthwest of Cincinnati,

Forest Park, a growth of 16.7%; Mt. Healthyoia
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Table 3
4

HAMILTON COUNTY POPULATION

Commupity

.A

1970 1975
qv/

Addyston 1,336' . 1,397
Amberley 45,574 5,649
Arlington Heights 476 '1,438
Blue Ash -- 8,324 9,184
Cheviot --' 11,135 11,203
Cincinnati 452,524 439,243
Cleves 2,044 2,040
Deer Park 7,415- 7,413
Elmwood P1. 3,525
Evendale 1,967 2,106
Fairfax 2.,705 2,706
Forest Park 15,139 18,171
Glendale 2,690 2,757
Golf Manor 5,170 5,378 4

Green Hills 6,092 6,443
Harrison 4,408 5,134
Indian Hill 5,651 5,962
Lincoln Heights 6,099 5,381
Lookland 5,288 5,342
Loveland % - 5,177 6,207
Madeira
Mariemont

6,713
4;540 4,545

10,738

Milford 52 51
Montgomery 5,683 7,890
Mt. Healthy 7,446 8,526
Newtown 2,047 2,0,0
North Bend `638 690
N. College Hill 12,363 12,679
Norwood 30,420 29,526
Reading 14,303 14,955
St. Bernard 6,0'80 6,316
Sharonville 10,985 11,947
Silverton 6,588 6,582
Springdale 7 8,127 9,786
Terrace Park 2,266 ,356
Woodlawn 3,251' 3,158
Wyoming 9,089 . 9,232

-124-
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Table cont.

HAMILTON COUNTY POPULATION

,

Township 19701 1975
'

Alderson .25,887 30,587
Colerain 50,971 56,750
Columbia 7,152 4,96Q

s. Crosby 1,747 2,016
Delhi 25,785 27,058
Gr4bn .49,91-7 51023 - s,

Harrison 1,818 lb, 2,181
Miami 5,023 5,392
Springfield
Sycamore

41,611
'22,733

44,287
24,015'

Thymmes
0

3,726 .4,493
Whitewate 3,318 3,709

t

I

ti

ir ,125'
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'12:7% increaserr>
/ `

3.' Townships (excluding communities"located
ithe

periencing the' most prominent' Ili'owth include:

a. Anderson to the east with a 15.4% increase;

Co lliltn to the West with a 10.2% irease;

Crosby t4 the west with a 13.3%.'increase:,

Harrison to the west -with a 16.83 increase

Oleace 1970.

4. The only communities around Cindinnati which have

experienced a prominent decline since r970 tTd to be

4

a

ft

°those to, the immediate' north, such as Lincoln Heights,

Elmwood Place,, Norwood, and Sharonville.
.1.

5. The only.township around Cincinnati whichhas-experiended

any decline since 19.70 had been Columbia with alLst a

30.6A decli e. All. the others have increased'sinde,1970.

e'has been growth in Most odbillie communities and

townskty-around,Cincinnati since 1970, thevate of growth
, r

seems to be-slowing; expecially in those areas immediately..

4

4
surrounding Cincinnati.

Demographic Review of Cincinnati

Looking at the city of Cincinnati itself, the following con-
#

*elusions can be drawn;
1 4 & 41*

w . The population ',has declined bectiuse:

a. The birth rate' is dropping dramatically (down

2Pper 1000 in 1970, to 15 per 1000 in 1973).

. 11/4y
1

40

A
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The rural migration to the, city

Tkere Uks-been a

in those areas where blacks and

formerly settled.

has declined

great decline
4

appalachians

c. There cont,inues to be an outward migration of

oig_ families to. the siturbs:from the city. As

families .are able to move to 'better neighbor-

.

hoods, in suburbs, there is no longer a group to

take their place. lience, .there has been an

increase in-abandoned homes..

d. There. is a high rate ,of mobility. ,Within one

year,. 1973, over 36% of theAISUsing units had

a change in occupants. $.

e. While the decline in population has been pervasive,

there are specific.neighboriloods whdre the decline

.10 .#. has been the greatest. Table 44 is ah outline, of

population growp and declineltn specific

neighborhoods between ],960 and 1973.° It indicates

that:

The east

the m
. go

- / Walnut Hills lost 7,957 peopleOpetween 196D
. . ,

and 19/3, a percentage dtcline bi-38.5. -The
.

side of Cincinnati has experienced
.

significant declines: ForAnseance,

nheighborhoo4 of Evanston lost 4,884 people '

between 1960 and 1973; a percentage declinetof

-26.3. During the same period,,MadismAri1N-
\

Eastwood neighborhood losi,2,2943 people, a

I .;

V.
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'POPULATION

Statistical Neighborhoods 1960

1 Avondale 28818.
2 Corryyille 7482
3 N. Avondale-Paddock Hills 6631
4 Over- .the - Rhine 30575
5 Mt. Auburn . 13223
6 Fairview-Clifton Heights 14801
7 Clifton 9635
8 Bond Hill 4 11t72
9 RoAelawn 11058

10 Hyde Park . 16104
11 Mt. Lookout 10567
12 Oakley 15052
13 'Madisonville-Eastwood 17447
14 Kennedy Heights 5603

,15 Pfeasant Ridge 10633
16 St. Adams 6535
17 Columbia -East End ,6911'
10 Riverside-SedamsvilleP 3777
19 Ferngank-Saylei-Park 3165

'IR-20 -East Price Hill 23170
21'.West Price Hill 23539
22 North Fairmount r 9287
23 South Fairmount. , 6810
24 Northwest Fairmount 4179
25 Lower Price'411 4136

--26 Northstae 13050
27 7866,Southpamminsvillt
28 West /End 29308
29 Evalibton 18550
30 East Walnut Hit 5350

. 31 Walnut Hills 20658
32 Carthage. 3975
33 Hartwell 5453
34 College Hill 1".198
35 -Mt. Airy b. '\ 2825

'36 Wihton'Hills 7944
tehliWestwood- q
Mt. Washington

22474
.g187

39. 1055,california
40 Camp Washington - 6132
41 River Road 1678
424 University Heights 11803
43 Queensgate 12641
44 CBD-Central iiVerfront 5953

-12g-
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1533.

18068
5.34
7458

12943
9688.

11277
10697
11904
10314-
17337
10040
14824
15149
7155

.

11456
3091
5196
3837
3493
22257
23570
6562
5571
9972
3195
12183
5018

13036
13706
5093
12701
3201
6108

20591
4619

11422
30272
13635

719
3221
1404
7891
543

22998

ti

r
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percentage decline of 13.2.

2) Some of-the:neighborhoods on .the west side of

Cincinnati, havetexperienced some increases
- ,

in population in he-recent past. For instance,

the Westwood neighborhood inekeased 7,799 in

population from 1960' to 1973, an increase of
,

2'5.8%,' Mt. Airy increased 1,794 from 1960 to

1973, an increase of 38.-8%., At the samd time,

Mt. Washington, on 'the far southeast part of

Cincinnati experienced a very,prominent increase

of 4,448, representing an increa of 32.6%..r
.

2. Using R. L. POlk:Company's Profiles of,Change data, it

appears that some ,migildleand-tipper7incorne households

At
are in fact moving to the central city., specifically,

in-the past, five years, the central business district,

the Mt. Adams `area, Apdahe "aver the Rhine" area are

experiencing an4influx,ofmitidle and 'upper-income house-

holds. However, these houteholds tend to be single'.

persons or individuals'whoiedchildren have:grown and
o'

left. the family home. Thus,` while there has been a

population incfegegin btlese neighborhoods,.; it has 'no
6

significant beacinvoon potentiallechool population.

Demogra hid Projections
P

It is'dicfidult to make projections forlpe future of Cincinnnati.

However, it seems important,to,mentifon.the'f011owing as'contri-
,

A
D

buting factors to growth or decline: -%

4
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1. While no direct relationship ,can be shown'between crime
0

rates and population growth ordecUrne,,according to

,Fedefal Bureau of Investigation figures,the serious

crime rate in Cincinnati rose over 150% between 1960

and 1970. Nhile the crime rate did increase in subur-

ban areas it has been at a considerably slOwer rate.
.

2. The' energy shortage and higher fuel costs may effect

the willingness of people to commute from the subujs.

The high Cot of material and labor fbr housing construc-

tion may lead to increased stabilizatioh.-

3. Economic conditions will play a strong part in determining

future growth and decline. The present recession, the

effects of.which were beginning to be felt in Cincinnati

as :early as .197.1, has probably pl;Sred.a significant role

in the present decline of births.

4.- Social values are undergoing a significant transformation,

the 'future of whicis hard to determine' 'or instance,

the large fatily of four, five or six children is ex -.

4
periending h greater decline than the small family

, of one or two children. his trend seems to be as much
t

a result of changes in social values as a result of

economic chan ?es. Hence, an economic uplift may not

result in as much of a birCE:increase as might other-

wise be-anticipated.

I

'

6
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B

Weighing all these factors together and,on the basis of past

developments presented above, it seems probable that population

growth in Hamilton and/surrounding counties will continue to

slow down and stabilize.. The population of Cincinnati will con-
.

tinue to decline but at a much slower-rate than previously.

)4.

0

4

1 J',
I
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CHAPTER X

ENROLLMENT FIGURES AND PROJECTIONS

Introduction

This chapter presents the enrollment figured and projections

4
for the public schools of Hamilton'county and Cincinnati; a review

\of Catholic school enrollments since 1970, enrollment projections

for the'interparochial Catholic highschools and recommendations

based on the projected enrollments of the Catholic schools in Cin-

cPlik,a.

Public School Enrollments /(T

While this study conoerns the Catholic schools in greater

Cincinnati, it is useful to consider the figures for the public

schools. 'These figures 'can;,help to determine the extent to which

enrollment decline in Catholic schools is a result of natural de-

cline because of birthrate and other factors and bow much can be

attributed'to factors unique to Catholic schools. Secondly, they

can serve as a check on the figures and projections developed for

11%

the Catholic schools. The following conclusionsabout enrollments

in the public schools can be drawn:
.

1. There has been an increase in enrollments in Hamilton

county since 1960. For instance in 1460, there were
J.

91,387 students attending public elementary schools: In

1970;there were 130,226 studerits attending elementary

'schools. in Hamilton county. In 1960, there were 41,141

students attending public high schools in Hamilton

-132-
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county; in 1970, that figute had increased to

48,235. This represehted a 29.8% increase on the

elementary level and 14:7i increase on the. high

school level.

2. There has been a steady decline in enrollment in

s

'Cincinnati public schools since 1960. Theenrollment

on the elementary level in 1960 was 62,253; in 1970

it was 57,579. On the high school level, the decline

was from 28,561 in 1960 to 20,275 in 1970. This

represents a decline of 7,5% on'the elementary level

and 'a 29% decrease on the high, school level.

4.3. This steady decline in enrollmen$t in."Cincinnati
..i,

public schools continued through 1975. On the.

elementary level, average daily membership declihed

from 55,570 on the elementary and 19,057 on the

secondary levels in 1971-72 to 46,358 on the ele-

mentary and 17,634 on the secondary levels in 1974-75.

This represents a decline of 16.6% on the elementary

and 7.5% on the secondary level..

4. This steady decline is.7jected into the future.

The Department of Research and Development for the

--Cincinn?kPublic Sc odfs pro,ects a further de-
,

cline oQ3.9% on,tiLe e'ementary level and a 21.4%

on they seen ndary]evel by 1979-80.

Obviously these en ollment trends and projections parallel

ratherosely population changes taking place in Hamilton

county and Cincinnati. A few points shodid be noted about possible

1

6
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effects of these chaniges on Catholic schools. If the factor of

overcrowding has played a role in convincing parents to send_their

children to Catholic rather than public schools, this will no longer

be a factor in Cincinnati. Nor perhaps will it be a factor in the

suburbs the very near future since, although exact figures'are

not available for Hamilton county, it appears that the growth of

pubic school enrollments is definitely slowing down. Secondly, the

potential nAber of students who could transfer to Catholic from

public schools, all other things being equal, will probably decline,

especialli in Cincinnati.

Catholic School Enrollments
et

The enrollment figures for the Catholic schools in Cincinnati

- are strikingly similar to those of the public schools. .From an

analysis ofethe available information the -following conclusions

can be drawnabout the enrollments in Catholic schools in greater

.Cincinnati since 1971*:

1. Both the elementary and high ischools have experienced

about a 10% decline in enrollments since 1971. The

elementary schools went from 33,504 in 1971-72 to

30,146 in 1974-75 for a 10% decline. The high schools'

went froM 13,061 in 1971-72 to 11,852 in i974.75 for a

9.3% decline. See table 5 for a breakdown on each high

school and its feeder schools.

* 1971-72 is used as the base year because of the tuition increas
of 1970-71. Using 1970-71 probably would distort the picture of
enrollment trends becapse of the enrollment decreases caused by

.

the tuition increases of $100.00 on the elementary level and $140.00
on the se level.

4



/ Table 5
1,

ENROLLMENT FIGURES FOR

FEEDER SCHOOLS AND HIGH:SCHOOL

(1970 - 1975)

4o0

High School Feeder Elementary Schools

Elder (Boys)

70-71, 1892

71-72, 1792

712-73, 1673

73-14, 1676

74-75, 1661

Difference

70-75,

71 -75, -131

70-71 71-72 72-73 ,73-74 74 -75
Difference
70-05' 71-75

St. Aloysiva 260 184 165 18' 172 - 88 -12
St. AugUstine 100 106 89 90 94 - 6 -12
Holy Family 261 190 194 165 158 '. -103' -32
St. Joseph 371 303 228 229 273, - 98 -3b
-St. Lawrence 450' 413 419 383 383 - 67 -30
St. Leo 195 139 140 167 186 - 9 +47
Our Lady of

Lourdes' 880 787 , 835 816 813 - 67 +26
Our Lady of

Petpetual.
Help 144 123 112 99 -88 - 56 -35

Resurrection 329 276 232 21,2 203 -126' -73
St.,Teresa 942 812 767 836" 793 -149 -19

A
St. Vincint

De Paul 99. 100 95 60 70 - 29 -30
St. William 957 868 893 829 794 -163 -74
St. Antoninus 925 866 -.7.811 841 789 -136 -77,,
St. Dominic 1103 9/9 ,972 964 946 -,157 -33
St. Jyde 840 744 270 766 740 -100 - 4
Our Lidy of
Victory 1271 1138 1080 1080 1070 -201 -68

Our Lady of
Visitation 697, 639 696 668 661 - 36 +22

Our Lady of
GraCe . /58 124 110 127' 138 - 20 +14

-
TOTALS 9982 8791 8108 8515 8371 -1611 -420

7135- I it;
3

L.



Table 5 cont.

ENROLLMENT FI6RES FOR

FEEDER SCHOOLS AND HIGH SCHOOLS

(1970 - 1975)

Htgh School Feeder Elementary Schools

Marian ( Girls )

70-71, 519

71-72, 511

72-73, 468

73-74, 450

74-75, 433

Differeirce

0-75,

71-75,-7

70-71 71-72_ 72-73

Cardinal
Pacelli

St.. Cecilia

Cure of Ars

St. FranCis
De Sales

Holy poss

St. Margaret
of Corona

St. Mary ,

St. M ew*

St. Anthony

380 357 380

355 311 330

274 242 202

202 155 11$

141 132 122LI
277 271 254

'457 434 418

227 165 150

250 224 244

TOTALS 2563 2291 2218

_ 73 -74 74-75
Difference
70-15_ 71-75

385 400 + 20 + 43

326 337 - 18 + 26

201 178 - 96 - 64

127 151 - 51 - 4

110 86 - 55 - 46

236 209 - 68 - 62

446 417 - 40 - 17

156 -227 -165,

223 232, - 18 + 8-

2170. 2010 -553 -281

* St. Matthew and St. Elizabeth consolidated to
form Gressle School, 1974-75.

-136- 4
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Table 5 cont.

ENROLLMENT FIGURES FOR

FEEDER SCHOOLS AND HIGH SCHOOLS. .

(1970 - 1975)

High School Feeder Elementary Schools

!McAuley (Girls

70-71, 1291

71-72', 1195

72 -73', 1095

73-74, .1090

74-75,-7115

Difference

70-75, -176

71-75, -

St. Clare

Little Flower

St. Richd:d

St. Ann

Assumption

St. Bernard

Corpus Christi

St. Ignatius

St. James
White Oak

St. John the
Baptist

St. Margaret
Mary

TOTALS

70-71 71-72

368 329

629 577*

206 169

995 865

951 748

265 289

353 330

76Q 724

1397 1301

457 335

977 807

Jar7358 6474

-137-

fi

72-73 73-14 74-75
Difference
70-75 71-7

305 269 272 - 96 - 57

565 545 505 .7,124 72

164 155 154 - 52 - 15
O

889 826 793 -202 - 72

731 698 689

-62
- 59

289 297 292 + i7 + 3

295 272 di 308 - 45 - 22

701 .690 662 - 98 - 62

/
1293 1247 1233 -164 - 68

329 321 341 -116 + 6

691 665 657 -320 -150

----

6252 5985 5966 -1452 -568

I3



Table 5 cont. '

ENROLLMENT FIGURES -FOR

FEEDER SCHOOLS AND HIGH SCHOOLS

(1970 - 1975)

High School Feeder Elementary Schools,

McNicholas
(Co-ed)

70-71, 1120

71-72, 1014

72-73, 1003

73-74, 987

775, -976

.Differen.ce

Guardia gels

'ImMaculate Heart
of Mary

St: Bernadette

St. Andrew

St. Louis

St. Thomas More

70-71

992 .

478

248

201

185

371

10-75, -144
TOTALS

71-75, -

,11111.-

2475 .

-138-

71 -72 72-73 73-74

860 738 772

4432' 441 457

244 _215 226

166 142 w ,130

161 156 149

250 v246 2411

2113 1938 1975

1 10
1 1,7L

74-75

879

475

234

2095

Difference
70-75 71-75

-113 + 19

- 3 + 43

14 -),D______
___.--- ---___

-380 - 18

7 W - 49

- 45 - 21

-121 0



-:Table 5 cont,.

- x

ENROLLMENT FIGURES FOR

FEEDER SCHOOLS'AND HIGH SCHOOLS

(1970 - 1975)

*

r.

High School\

Mother of
Mercy
(Girls)

70-71, 1064

71-72, 994

72-73,-.922

73-74, 88T

74-75, 864

ference

70 -'Q5, -100

-13071-

Feeder Elementary Schools

St. Cathex.ine

Our Lady of
Ldurdes

St.` Araysius

Si. Jude

Si. Martin
Cheviot

Our Lady of
Visitation

70.01 7142.
472r73-

860 780

880 787 1335

557 503 479 .

840 744 801'

695 617

697. 639 696.

TOTALS

IM

73-74'
Difference

74-75, 70-75 71-75

716 692 -205 -168.

1

816 813 :-.- 67 + 26

'5.22 - 35 + 19

766 740 '--100 - 4

660 632 -162 -i63
%.

669 661 - 36 22
fitA

4665 4228 4208 4135, 4060_ -605 .`168 .

A

-139- sv,

I
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Agit 44 .4

-High ,§choo«

r

-.%.'

'Purcell
(Boys)

70-71, ,p4,4
- r g

71-72, 861

. 72-73, 768

73-74, 767

74-75, 723

iffeienes

76,-221

71-75, 144'

; 40

s

I

' 4,1

S.
An.

fable 5 cont.
4

o

ENROLLMENT FIGURES FOR

`FEEDER SCHOOLS AND HIGH SCHOOLS
,

4
(197Q- 1975)

Feeder Elementa ..

St. Agnes

St. 'Anthony

. Assumption A
(Cloeed June "73)

OCardinal Pacelli!

lit. Cecilia

Cure of Are

St. Francis
De Sales---

Holy Cross

St..%.16seph

St., Margaret of
Cortene

St.:M;rk .4

Stt Mary

Nativity

Our Mother of
SOrrowi .

- St. Eliiabeth*'

St. Matthew* *.7'

4'St. Peter' & .1411
'Norwood e

Gr esslp Sch

ools

-70 -71

' 260

250

175

380,

355

274

20'2

1"41

37.

277

210

457

96f

,

257

234

'227

, 201

TOTALS ' 4832

'4 , A

t

1

72-73 73 -74 747-75

IDifference
70=79 71-75

, 222 209 208 175 - 85 - 47
*4 244 223'° 232 - 18' + 8

144 780 -1754111'° -144
357. t:380 385 .400 + 20 + )3
311 330 326 337 - 18 + 26
242 202 201 178 96 - 64

.

195 118. 127 151 - 51 4

132 122 110 86 - 55- 46

303 228 .229 -273, -_,B8 30
- /"'

271 254 236 209 , - 68 62

185 , 190 218 4259 + 49 + 7416"
434 418 406 417 - 40 17 4'
477 443 392 -408 -153 *-- 69

= 264
r242

248 240 - 17 24
212 206 158' -234 ---212
165 150 156 -227 -165

183 181 15.3 14,7, - 54 - 36
A

294 +294 +294

4281 3995 37?6 3806 -1026 , . -475

* St. tlizeb:eth& St. Matth Schlls consolidated
to form ,G?efitale- School, 1974-75.

1% 0

Ok

4440.44
,

1 A
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Table '5 cont.

ENROLLMENT FIGURES FOR4

FEEDER SCHOOLS AND HIGH SCHOOLS

(1970--. 1975)

A

3 : 4,

4

h School

Seton(Girls)

70-71, 1467

71-72, '1406

72-73, 307

73-74, 1293

74-75, 1A94

Difference

70-75,4; -113

71-75 -112,

Feeder Elementary Schools -

St. Aloysius

St: Augustine

Holy Family

St. Lawrence

St. Leo

Our, Lady of
Grace

Our Lady of
Perpetpal Help

Resurrection

St. Teresa

St. VinCent
De Paul

St. -William

t. Antoninus

t. Dominic

St. John -
Harr son

Our ISdy of ,

Victory

70-71 11 -72 72-73'

260 184 165

100 106 89

261 190 194

450 413 41A'

195 139 140

158 124 -110

144 123'''' 112

329 .'276 232 .

942 812 767
.

99 100, 95

957 868 893

925 866. 811

1103 979 972

374 288. .270

1271 '" 1138 1080

7568 6606 6349

t

401/

.141-
4

8

73-74 74-75
Difference

7d-75 71 r 75

'183 172 - 88 .- 12
90 94 - 6 - 12

158 -103 32 .

383 383 - i67 * - 30

167 . 186 ; 9 +,47
111

127 138 b20 + 14
_ .

99. 56k - 35

212 203 126 - 13

836 149 19

60 70 - 29 - 30

/IA. 794 -1-63 1- 74

841. . 789 -1.36 - "77

964 946 -157' - 33

-257. 255 i'(--119 -33 tk

`,

1080 1070 -201 - 68

6293 6139 -1429. -467
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Table 5 cont..

\

'7

..-0

ENROLLMEil FIGURES FOR

FEEDER SCHOOL AND,1-1GH SCHOOLS,'

(1970'- 1975).

qr

,/
High SchoOl

Boys

I,

St. Citherine

Flower70-71 6119

772 1127 St. Richard1..,

St. Aloysius672-.73, 1099
Bridgetown

73774, 1114 e

St. Ann
.

74..;75, '1129
Assumption

Difference
St.' Bertiaid

70-75, -4.0

71-75, * 2 St. Ignatills.

. St. James
White Oak

St. John the
'Baptist

St. John
Harrison

St. Martin

TOTALS

Feeder Elementary Schools

t *

0

Difference
70-71 71-72 72 -73. 73-74 74-75 70-75 71-75

897 860 780 71 -205 -168

629 577 565 545 505 -124 - 72

206 169 164. 155, 154' - 52 - 15,

557 503 479 508 522 - 35. + 19
-16

995 865 889 826 793 -202 - 72

951 748 731 .698- '689 -262 - 59

265 289 289 297 292 + 27 3

760 724 701 690 662 !Illk."98 -

1397. 1301 1293 1247 1233' -164 68

335 329 321 341 '' -116 + 6,

r. .

374 288, 270 .257 255 -11'9 - 31

794 . 695 617 -660' 632 -162 63%,

i

8282 7354 7107. 6920 6770 -1512 -584.1

4/.

1
10,
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Table 5 cont.

1

, I

:

ENROLLMENT FIGURES FOR
,----

.

FEEDER SCHOOLS AND HIGH. SCHOOLS

Y:
,,

I '(1970,- .975)

High School Feeder EIenientary schools

Moeller
(Boys-)

70 -21,

71-72,

72-73,

73-74,

74-75;

1094

999

943

95-9

943

Difference

.70775, -151

7175, - 56

A

All Saints

St. Gertrude

St. John
Deer Park

St.

Our Lady of the
'Sacred Heart

St. :Peter &
Reading

St. Say4or

St. Vincent

St. columban

Si. Susanna
, .

ToTALI.

Paul

'

4

.

70-71, 71-72 7?-73

700 690 640

609 563 522

'504 432

435 .350

405

384-

525 409 . 4119

404' 279 264

>

908 727

370 '317 273

4/2 376 ,395

281 . 265 289

5208 4460 4248

.443-

I 4

4.

73-74 .74-75
Difference
70-75 71-75

6397 6014 - 99. - 89

477 468 -141 - 95

421 409 - 25' - 23

389 362 - 73 + 12

383 36 )-,161 - 45

258, ,267 --137 - 12

r 735 6d2' -246 -117

277 263 -107 - 5.4

407 400 Y2 + 24". .;

289 zed + 5 +.21,'

1274 408 -1126 -378

ti

oni
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. Tabie 5 cdnt.
, 4

ENROLLMENT FIGURES FOR

FEEDER SCHOOLS AND HIGH SCHOOLS

(1970 - 1975)

High School

Regina
tGirls)

70 -71, * 757

71-72,

72-73, 555

73-74, 499

74-75,

Difference

70175,

71-75; -215')

6515

440

'44

p..

Feeder Elementary Sthoold

70-71 7L-72 72-73

St. Agnes

Assumption
(Closed J,drit.'73)

4St. Mark 4

Nativity

Our Mother
Sorrows

Saints

St.

of

4
Elizabeth*

St. Gertrude

St. John
Deer Park

'St. Matthew*.

St. Peter St Paul
4Norw6od

St. Vincent`.

Gressle SChool

260 222 .299

1

175 144 78

210 185 ,190

561 477 443

257 264 242,

-
*

700 690 E40

234 212 20E

-809 563 522
ft

1, 432 , 405

227 165 150
, -

. ,,,.

201 183 150
. ,

4'.*
'370 317 273r1

, -.,,-

. /

TOTALS 43438 3854, 3508
...

, . ,.

, i---
sceSt,Elitabeth and St. Matthew consolidated
to form Gres ale Schoo1,4119.7475.

Difference .

73 -74 74-75 70-75 71.05

-208' 175 -85 -47_

4.75 -144

218 . 259 + 49 +. 79

399 408 -153 - 69

248 240 - 17 - 24

63V 601 '- 99 - 89

'158 -231; -212

477 468 -141 95

421 409 - 95 - 23

156, .427 -165

-.. .

15 , 147 - 54 - 36

'2/7 \263.
. ,

-107 - 54.

.294 '+294 +290
'.

.3353, 326. -1044 -.590

I
.

X144 -,
.1

r



'Table 5 cont.'

ENROLLMENT FIGURES FOR

FEEDER SCHOOLS AND HIGH SCHOOLS

(1970 - 1975)

High School .Feeder Elementary Schools

70-71 71-72 .72 -73 73-74

Mt. Notre Dame
St. Gabriel

St. James

460 407. 399 190

V(Girls)
Wyoming 398 341 302 246

10 -71, 723

St. Martin
71-72, 630 .De Pprres 121 112 90 95.

72-73, 578 St. Michael 435 350 384 389

73-74, 593 Our Lady of the
,Sacred Heart 525 409 419 383

_74275, 548
St. Peter 61.Paul

Difference 4eading 404 279 264 258
70-75,-175

St. Saviour .908 779 -747 735*
71-75,- 82,

St. Columban 472 376 395 - 407

St. Susanna 281 265 '4' 289 289
ti

TOTALS', 4004' 3318 3269 ' 3192

r.

I

.445-

DiTriaTirar
74-75 70-75% 71-75

365 - 42

.227 -171 -114

100. - 21 - 12

362 = 73 +.12'

364 -161. - 45

267 -137 -

.662 =74t -117

op 41-
77 +'24'

r

286 + 5 + 21

3033 -W1 -285 '

*
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Table 5 cont.

ENROLLMENT FIGURES FOR

FEEDER SCHOOLS AND'HIGH SCHOOLS,

(1970 - 1975),;.

High School Feeder Elementary Schools

70-71 71-72. 72-73 73 -74 74=75

-Roger Bacon
Annunciation 238 210 - 168 .192 197.(Boys),

St. Bernard
70 -71, 1138 (Closed June '73) 151 168 179

71 -72, 1082 St.'Bonaventure 237 $ 183 139. 146 134
St. Boniface 299 187 184 215 .4200

72-73, 1078
St. Charles_

, 73-74, 1107 Borromeo 173

''368

156 158 144 130

St. Clare 329 305 269 272
74-75, 1081

St. Francis

Difference Seraph 221 214 195 191 206

70-75, -57 St. George 218 216 235 243 244

- 1 St. Monica 215 .191. 174 158 159

St. Pius 149 128 158 179 189

St. Bartholomew 797 719 610 '585. 538
St. Clement' 496 410 400 437 410

Corpus Christi 353 330 395 272 398

St. Gabriel 460 407 295 390 365

St. James
Wyoming

St. Margaret

398 341., 302 246 227

Mary , 977 807 691. 668 )542
'St. Martin

De Porres 121 11 95 100

Our Lady of,,the
Rosary, 517 472 421 353 346

St. Vivian 1010 884 787 775 '730

TOTALS 7198 6458 5491 5558 5412

I

-146-

do&

Difference
70775 71 -75

- 41 - 13

-151 -168

.103 - 49

- 99 + 13

- 43 - 20

- 46 57

- 15 8

+ 26 db+ 28

-- 56 32

-1/40 + 61

-259 4-181

- 86 0.

- 45 - 23,.

- 95 - 4

-171 -114

-320 -150

- 21 - 12

-171 -126

-280 -154

-1986' -1046

-11
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Table 5 cont. P

ENROLLMENT FIGURES FOR

FEEDER SCHOOLS AND HIGH SCHOOLS

(1970 - 1975) 4

High SchOO1 Feeder Elementary,Schools

Our lady
Annunciation

St. Bernard
(Closed June'73)

St. Bonaventure

St. Boniface

St. Charles
Borromeo.

St. Francis
Seraph

St. George

St. Joseph

,St. Monica

St. Pius

St. Bartholomew

St. Clement

Our Lady of the
Rosary

St. Vivian

70-71 '71-.72 72-73 73-74, 74-75

238

151

217

299

173

221

218

371

215

149,

797

496

517

1010

210

168.

183

187

150

214

21'6

216

191 '

128

719

410

472

884

.168.

179

.139

184

158

1915

235

228

1'74

158

610

400

421

787

192

146

215

144

191

243-

229

, 158

179

585

437

353.

775

197

134

200

_130

,20t

_ 273

T59

189,

538

410

346

730

of Angels
(Girls)

70-71, 829-

71-72, 789

72-73; 719

73t74, 653

74-75, 645

Difference

70-75, -184

71-75,-144

,TOTALS 5092 4348 4036 3847 3756

-147-

4

Difference
70-75 71-75

- 41 - 13

-151 .,-168

-103 -

- 99 + 13

Al - 20

,- 15 - 8

- 26 + 28

98 +,57

- 56 - 32

F + 40

-259 -181 --

86 0

-171 -126

-280 -154

=1336 -592

.
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2. The declining enrollments have been particularly,

significant in Catholic elementary schools in the

city of Cincinnati, especially in the center city

and on the east side. Thus for instance, elementary

schobIs feeding into Marian, Purcell, Regina and

Our Lady of Angels have'experienaq some of the

most significant declines, even though among these

schools are those which-have received special

support from the Archdiocese.

3. The declining enrollments on the high school le;tel

have beenparticularly significant on the east

eide of ancinnati where, as has been shown, the

greatest population declines have taken place in

the past fifteen years. Table 6 sows the'changes

Ilr

since 1971. The high schools experiencing the

,greatest declines have been Regina (32.8% decline),

Our Lady of Angels (18.3% decline), Purcell
( 16.6W

decline) and Marian (15.3% decline).

4. Declining enrollments are paiticularly diffibult to

deal with financially when they reiultin a school

being significantly under the number the school was

built to accomodate. Table 7 compares the high
4

school enrollments with'the size of the building.

Schools having particular difficulty when this

measure is employed are Regina (51.5% under bUilt

to accomodate')) Mt. Notre'D (45.2% under),

McNicholas (24.9% to 27.7% und ) and Mother of

Mercy (21.5% to 28W.under.Y.



0

Table 6

\

ENROLLMENt COMPARISONS

:HIGH SCHOOLS 1171-1972 vs: 1974-1975

High.School

Elber

lifIrian

McAuley t
.

McNicholas

Mother of .

Mercy

Purcell

Seton

LaSalle _

Moeller

Regina

Mt. Notre
Dame

4Roger Bacon ,

1 Our Lady
Of Angels',

TOTALS

71-72

. 1792

74-75

1661

'Change %Change'

-th . 7.3

511 433 -.78 -15.3 .

1195 1115 - 80 ( .- 6.7
. .

1014 976 - 38 .- 3.7

974 .864 -130 -13.1 i
-

867 723 ;144`. -16.6

1406 1294 -122- - S.0

1127. 1129 + 2
-t

999 943 - 56 5.6

655 440 -215 -32.8

...

630 548 - 82 -13.0

10&2 1 1081 1
or

-

799 645 -144 -18.3

13061 .1185 -1209 Awerag9, 9.3

ENROLLME COMPARISONS: ELEMENTARY VS. HIGH SCHOOL

1971-1972 and 1974-197$

1971 -1972 ..1974-1975 Diffe %Reduction

13,061 11,8524 9.3..High Schools;

Elementary'
Schools, 33,504 130,146 -3:,35S. 10.0

,-149=
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Table 7

ENROLLMENTS-AND SIZE OF BUILDINGS 1974-1975

High School # Built to # Under Built % Under Built
sACcomodate to Accomodate to Accomodate4

i

Elder .. 1400 +261' +18.6
.

Marian 6b0 -167 -27.8

McAuley 1100 + 15 + 1.5

McNicholas 1300/1350 -324/-374 -24.9/-27.7

Mothei of
Mercy 1100/1200 -236/-336 -21.5/-28.0

Purcell , 750/ 900 27/-177 3:6/-119.7

Seton 1400/1500 -106/7206 - 7.6/-13.7
.

LaSalle 950 +179 +18.8

t Moeller -1000 - 57 5.7

Regina 900 ,-460 -51.1

Mt. Notre
Dame 1000 -452 -45.2

Roger 1000 + 81 4 + 8:1

Our Lady
of Angels X00 55 - 7.9

9

N-150 -
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Enrollment Projections fo'r Catholic High-Schools

School enrollment projections; like population projections,

are difficult to make. They are somewhat easier to,make,for public

,schools since their less dependent upon effectiveness of re- 4

Cruitment and other factors. Nevertheless, the attempt must be

made if intelligent decisions are to be made about the future of

Catholia high schools in greater Cincinnati. Table 8 is,a break-
,

down-of enrollment projections for each of the thirteen high schools.:

Ahese projections T}ere arrived at by determining the rate at which

each high school has been recruiting students from the elementary "_

schooli, the number of available students who will be graduating

from the elementary schools, and the average rate of decline-or

growth after ninth, tenth andeleventh grades for each of the high
...

S.
schools. Slight adjustments were made in these figures, op the basis

.)'

of size of class and population projection's- For instance, the

drop-out rate at many schools tends to declinehen the class size

is smaller. Several,concl ions can be drawn from these projections:

1. By 1980 - 19.81, the total enrollment for all the

thirteen high schools will total approximately 10,065

which represents a further declikle of 15.1% from .

1974-1975.

2. In comparison to this average of 15.1% and considering"

over -all size, schogs that will probably experience

significant declines within the next few years if no
4

changes are made include:

a. Our Lady of Angels, 23.9% decline to 432 stu-

dents, 38.3%.under what the building was de-

signed to accomodate.



Table 8,

ENROLLMENT PROJECTIONS 1976 -77ito 1'980-81

Elder 1976-77 1977-78 1978-79 1979-80

9 468 412 442 426
i

10
I
-,484 437 396 412

11 415 470 423 382

12 395 407 462 415

1762 1726 1723 1635

Projected,Enrollment Decline 153

Protected Percent Enrollment
Decline . , 8.7%

Percent under built to
acromodate +14.9%

1980-81

431

406

398

374

1609

Estimated at approximately 75% of potential
students from elementary schools

ENROLLMENT PROJECTIONS 1976-77 to 1980-81

1-;

Marian -1976-77 1977-78 1978 -79 1979-80. 1980-81

9 93 81 84 85 67

10 98 98 90 . 89 90

11_ 104 91. 91 83 82

12 100 99 87 87 "'M

395 373 352 344 318

Projected Enrollment Decline 77
2k11,,

Projected Percent Enrollment --
Decline 19.5%

-4

Percent under built to
accomodate 47%

Estimated at:approximately 60% potential
students- from ekftentary schools

-152- k
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Table 8 Cont.

McAuley

ENROLLMENT PRO PIONS 1976-77 1980-81

1976 -77 1977-7 1978-79 1979-80 1980-81-

9 327 303 304 302 263

10 292 3Q2 273 274 272
I11 277 276 286 259 -- 260

12 244 268 267 277 250

1140 1149. 1130 1112 1045

'McNicholas

9

10

12

Projected Enrolltheht Decline

Projected Percent Enrollment
Decline

Percent under built to
accomodate .05%

Estimated at,approximately 75% potential
students frOm feeder schools

ENROLLMENT PROJECTIONS 1976-77 to 1980-81

1976-77

2;s

269,
.0

253

241

-

Projected

Projected
Decline

1977-78. 1978-79 ,1979-80. 1980-81

195 205 '202 -193

232 219 219 216

227 215 215

252 221 sill

903 857, 835

260

245

932,

Enrollment Dec Lind 146

14.9

-35.8 /38.1

Percent Etfrollmerit

Percent under built a
accomodate

Estimated at approximately 69% potential
"-students from feeder schools

-153- 1; 4 ,
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Table cent,

EOROLLMENT.PROJECTIONS',1076777-to 1980-81

MOther'of 14.4.cy 1976-77 1977-78 1812-79 1979-80 1980-81
.

9 V ,261. 233 Z36 229 20-5

10 250
.

2#2 ) 216b, / /24 . 211
v limp

11 --,215 . Z.40 232 208 220 lir
12 - 222 213 . 237 229 - 206

948 928, 921. 895.. 8101-4
..,

j.

. ., .

. ,
'Projected Entollment Decline 106

Projected Percent Enrollment . -,

'Decline 11.8%

Percent under built to
accomodate

.4

EstiMated at approxim#tely 87 % ,potential
students from feeder schools

ENROLLMENT PROJECTIONS 1.976-77 to.14 '84r8C'
,

Purcell

9

- 10

11

12

....

r
1976-77 1- 977 -78 1978-79' 197978'0 1980-81

"4,169 149 162 -.
.

149- 131
...___-

204 166
11

6 159 . 146

187- 191' '46 159 "." ,140 . 151

163' '179 1 3- 151 132

-4723. , 685. 6.50 t 598 560
9

-..
-

s -.

7 44 Pqjected Enrollbent Decline. 163 *
.

, . .. .

ojected Percent EnrollMeni'
Dpcline 22.5%'

',

. .- -, ,

perciiht..under built to ,

_ *Accomodate- ,

, . 25.3% to,37.8%,
,

. ,.
Estim

s

ated at approxi:Mately.65% potential'
students,from feeder schools

e
.

-154
c

.0
- *

-,...

.. 1 :--

. . 41 _ c.
;

ti

A
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. Table 8conp.--

'ENROLLMENT _PROJECTIONS 1976-1
41

Seton

10

11

12 R

197t-77

'

1,

296

.292

334

301

'1577-7R-

272'

. ;pit_

279

323

1978-79

309

259

269

269

1223 1155 1106

1979-80 1980-81

2612

2!:, 114

248 282

260 ) 239

1077, 1056

Projected Enrollment Decline,* 3:67

Projected Percent Enrollment
-Decline.

Percent under' built to
accomodate 4 24.5% ,to 9:.6%

Estimated at approximately 70% atential
students from feeder-schools

LaSalle

ENROLLMENT PROJECTIONS 197-77 to 150.8

.1978-7.79 1974.-80 980-81

235 243 ,244. a 203

1976-'iq 1977-78

. 9 24,2'

...

240 241 230- 236 '259
. .

.

0 2,94t 256 . 257 246 "4 242
... ,1 4

321 309 . 266, 1267 256
,----

k + 4

1109 1041 : 996 . 1993 '''. _940
v . .

Projected Enrollment Dedline 169..
',..

.... ,

10

:11

12

Projected. Percent
Decline

111

Percent under built to,
accomodate.

Estimated at ipprox
students from fee er

-155- I ,

15,2c
% 711'

e 52% potential
schools

(

r



Table 8 cont.

ENROLLMENT PROJECTIONS 1976-77 to 1980=81

Moeller 1976-77 197/-78 1978-79 1979-80 1980-81

9. 266 , 209 226 210 .20'3

10 "*. 1815 263, 21ip 223 211
, ,1

11 245 266 245 li5 205

40,

12
N

191 243, 263

/

243 , 193
.

987 981 944 871 812 , ,
'Projected Enrollment Decline 175 .

. t .-

Projected Percent Enrollment
.

Decline - 17.7%
. ,

Percent under built to
acoomodate 18.8%

-Y

Estimated at approximately 80% potential.
students from feeder schools.

I

9

g ENROLrMENT PROJECTIONS 197.6 -77 to 1980-81

Regina 197 -77.

07

1977-78

90

Of

1978-79

99

10 15 .04,102 9,1

11 11 . 108 97

12 -102 102 ,09

435 . 402 386

e

1979-130 1980-81,

:92 .72

97 '90

86- 91

81

365 '334

,PiojeCted Enrollment Decline" 101
1 .. '

Projected PerCent Enrollment'.
Decline 0 . 23.2%

-

) Percent under. built to
saacom4ate. 62.9A

Estima at'approiimately44% potential-
stude is from fdtder schbols,:

.

-156-
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. Table 8 cunt.

ENROLLMENT PROJEbTIONg-1976-77 to 198'0=81

Mt"Notre'Dame 1976 -77 197t-78 978-79 1979-80
\

9 143, 136 .136 123

10 155 130 123 123

11 116 147 112 115
.

12 126' 110\ 137 115

540 ' 523 518 476

Projected Enrollment Depl -ine 104

Projected Pvcent Enrollment
Decline 14.2%

Percent .under built to
acc$modate .56.4%

Estimated at apprgximatelyl6% potential
students from feeder schools

ENROLLMENT PROJECTIONS 1976-77 to 1980-81

Roger Efacon, 19'76-77 1977 -78 1978-791978 -79 1979-80

9 '282 , 249. 245 . 228

10 292 262 231 230

11
4

256 272 246 217

12 242 243 256 231,

1072 1026 979 908

Projected Enrollment Decline

Projected Percent Enrollment
Decline

Percent under built lie
accomodate

Estimated at aPpr

:223

19.9%

15..1%

tely 72% potential
students from e entary schools

57-
.

qt.

,R

1980-41.1

102.

110

115

109

436

1980 -81

210.

. 215

217

07

9

4.

4
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Table 8 cont.', A

ENROLLMENT PROJECTIONS 1976 -7iwto 1980-81
. A

Our Liadvrof Angels

9

10

11

12

Projected Percent Enrollment
Decline . 23.9%

0' PerCentunder built t6
accomodate 38.3%'

1976 -77 19'77 -78 '1978-79
S . I '

r,
%.111

146 ' 135, 135
e

135 41 122
. ..

/136 118 115
....

7

.

115 112 113

56g 515 ..487

Projected Enrollment Decline '136

1979-80 1980-81

- 114 97
.-

122. 9 .106
-

116 .. '116
t

w464: 432

-

Sn
44.

I.

6 .

RS

4'

.

4seiSa-ted-At-.appkoxitgttely 55% potential
studeilts*from feediesehools

. / I

IP

7

r

. .., 11. -
. ,

1
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b. Regina, 23.2W'decline to 3,34 students, 6
%

under what the'building was, designed to

accomodate.

c. Purcell,. 22.5% ecline,to 560-students,

9%

25.3% to 37.8% finder what the building

was: designif to -accomOdate.

d. Marian; 19.5% decline to 318 students, 47%

under what the building was designedtto

ac&modate.

e. Mt. Notre Dame, 19.2% decline to 436 stu -.

dents, 56.4% under what the building wds

designed, to accomodate.' 41

3. If all thirteen high' schools remain in existence, the

future of Catholic formal education will most likely be

in jelpardy since: \
a. It would be practically impossible to sup-

.

port financially all the schools, especially

since costs per student increase as the en-

&ollments 41 the schoolirdecline.
. _-

b. The quality of all formal Catholic education

y suffer as increased funds are required

foi these schools; for instance, larger arid

larger amounts of funds will probably be

needed from tJ equalization formula to.0ay.

_for,the upkeep of buildings only half used
4

and for a low student-teacher ratio neces-

'sitated by an 'attempt to maintain a full

curriculum for fewer students.

4.

^,

V,
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c.,N- An attempt to maintain all the schools will

probably result in the closing of others

(which.Couid'be viable) because the feeder

schools have been districted in Abh a way

as to .limit thqlootential enrollmelt.

4. Rising.opsts due to inflatidn and energy

Prices affecting both the Archdiocese's

resources ',arid parishoner oontkbutiond

may result incut backs; Unless thoug1061

s= decisions are made now, educationally un-

sound across-the-boar(' cuts will be:the

result. Already the finaKcial situation

of the,Archdiocese is "somewhat troubled";

for instance, 4975 was the first-- instance

of deficit financing.

e. Valuable human, physical'dnd financial

resources which could be used for other edu-

cations/ purposed could'be trained in the ,

effort to maintain institutions otherwise

not viable.

4. The several plans which have been suggested for

consolidations or closings which do not involve

the eliti 4-n Of. at least two schools on the
. , .

east. sof Oknnati will not have a significant

enou effect o1 enrollments: "For initeince:

.

a. The suggestioatto make Purcell into'

a junior7senior high school neither,'
--

i

1



solves the problem of enrollments at Marian,

Regina or Mt. Notre Dame, mpriW it feasible

Viven the enrollments in'the feeder Catholic

elementary, schools, the physical condition of

the bUilding, and the. generally negative rep-

utation of junior high schools in Cincinna

Neither is the concept supported 1py current

thinking about the needs of preadolescents and

adolescents.

b. The suggestion to phase out Regina,, move Purcell

to the Regina building and redistrict( certain

felder schools to Mt. Notre Dame and larian,

while solving Mt. Notre Dame's enrollment prob

3ems, will not significantly alter Marian's

enrollment problems. Evenwith such a change,

it is projected that 'Marian's-enrollment in

1980-81.would,be only abOtt 479; only 69 more

thari its present enrOtIment.. And this figure

is based om adding all the feeder school

possible to Marian. It would make no additional

feederschools] available to Our La y of Angels
/- 1

which needs them and: from a geogra heal

standpoint, deserves them._ Nor could a(y

additional feeder schoolfi feed Leto McNicholas

which, thotgh pot ilany drastic ,need, could

benefit from such an addieibh.

0

,)
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c, Theseggestion to consolidate Purcell and-
.

Marian is rejected because it does.not

solve the enrollment problems of other

schools nor is the Marian facility ade-

quate for athletics.

Recommendations

In the light of the population figures and projection , the

enrollment figures and _projections for the public and Cat olio schools,

the financial realitis of operating educationally sound high schools,

and the ArChdiocese's commitment to provide the beat education for

the largest, number of 'Catholic youth, the following recommendations

are made.' They,are designed to complement each other, and hence

should be taken as a totality.

1. It is recommended that'starting with the school year

1976-1977,'the feeder schools of Al S.aints,St. Gertrude,

St. John (Deer Park)' and St. Vincent Ferrer should feed

into Mt. Notre Dame. The addition of these four schools

to Mt. Notre Dame is logical for the reason that_the

schools presently feed into Moeller and are geographi-

111111

cally close to Mt. Notre Dame. Table 9 demonstrates"

the enrollment projections for At: Notre Dame to

-
.1980-1981 with these changes. This is a projected en

rollment increase.of 276 students over the projection

of 1980-1981:with the present feedeisohdoils maintained.

2. It is recommended that beginning in the school. year,\<.,i

1976-1977, the feeder school of St. Agnes which presently

feeas intoRegIna.and Purcell be added.to the school's
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presently feeding into Our Lady of Angels and

'Roger Bacon. Table 3 .i'"demonstriltes the,enroll-
,

mpnt projections for Our Lady of Angels and
40* ,

Roger Bacon with this change. This is a rela-

tively insignificant projected enrollment in-
.

4ckease overthe projection of 1980-1981 ford

Our Lady of Angeliand Roger Bacon.

3. It is recommended that in the school year

1976 -1977, the feeder'schooll, Cardinal Pacelli,

should be added to the schools piresently feeding

into McNicholas. Table 9 .demonstrates the en-

rollment projections for McNicholas, with this
.

change. 'This is a projected.. enrollment' increase

of 124 students over the projection of 1980-1981.

4. It is recommended that in the school year 1977-78,

thehigh schogls of Regina, Purcell and Matian

consolidate into a coedudational institution to be

A.-located at Regina. Table 5 demonstrates the en-

rollment projections as a result of this consoli-

dation. These projections are based on the changes

in feeder schools preViously outlined. This is a

projected enrollment of '820 Students_ in 1980-1981.

Regina was selected as the location foi the

consolidation since:

a. ThePurcell building is in very poorion-

dition. Secondly, it is in a bad location

in terms of'where the Majority' of Pukcell



Table9

PROJECTED ENROLLMENTS WITH REVrSIONS OF FEEDER SCHOOLS
.

1976 -77 to 1980-81.._

Mt. Not Dame 1976-77 1977 -.78 1978-7
k

9

211

195

'199

138

743

9 224 208

10 156 209

11 116 148

12 125 106

621 671

s

1979-80 19881

200 159-

198 187

187 190

187 176

772 712

PROJECTED ENROLLMENTS WITH REVISIONS OF FEEDER SCHOOLS

1976-77 to 1980411 .

Our Lady
__--

of,Angels 1976-77
ft

1973-78 1978-79 1979-80 1980-81

9 -th -142'-

10 135 13

11 136
,,

128
,

12 151 , 1p
4 580 543

146

130

133'
, i_

122.

.

118

133

124

128 .

101

108

126

119

531 503 454
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Table 9 cont.

PROTECTED ENROLLMENT§ WITH REVISIONS OF FEEDER SCHOOLS

1976-77 to 1980-81

f

Roger Bacon
..

9

10

11

12

1976-77

289

292

256

242

256

269

272

243

1978-79

251

237

'252

256

. ,

,1979-,80

235

235

223

237

19,80781

215

221

'22Z

211

41

3

'1079 1040 996 930 869

PROJECTED ENROLLMENTS WITH REVISIONS OF FEEDER,SCHOOLS

1976-77 to 1980-81

McNicholas-

'9

1976-77

6 256

1977-78

230

1978-79

."245

11179-80

24D

1980-81

-222

10 '269. 270 244 259 254

11 253 260 262. 239 253

12 241 245 252 250 230

1019 1005 1003 . 988 959

PROJECTED ENROLLMENTS 'WITH CONSOLIDATION

., 1977-78 to 19/10-81

,,-Consolidated
41Purcell, Regina
Marian

.9
41.

4.0

11
.

12

1977-78,

237'
0

2'34

lb4

,

380

1978-79

247

213 1

221
,

.369

- 1135 1050

1979 -,80 1980-81

, 233 , /206

.:4

222 210

203 210

211 194

869 8'20.

(
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students, live and .n ieims of operating a

coeducational institution.

b. Marian ls too small,to accomodate-ithe pxo-

jected number of students without sufficient

athletic-facilities or possibilities of

buildirig:such facilities.
..._

. .

c. Reginal.s in good physical shape, the building
..,,

-, ,
,,-

-

-

,

can be converted into a cbeducional insti-

.tution without too much difficulty, and' Mt. -St.

Mary 'is sufficiently: close for athletic

facilities.
)

it is recommended that the high'schools which are lobaied

close to each-other continue to develop and expand cooperative
4

progtems, curriculum and ,extra - curricular ctivitie% and that

they explore ways in which they can cut co s through such

cooperation: It seems esTcially.important for the future
. ,

survival of OuF Lady of Angels that it explore cooperative

ventures and even the podsibility of corisdlidation with Roger

Bacon. While consolidation is not-yecomnended for the preseht,

especially since total population in tIla area-of*some of, Our

Lady of Angels feeder schools has_ experienced some increase in

the relent past, if the enrollment continues to decline +this
1

may become a necessity. The problem is essentially that there

does
.

not appear to be any way to logically redistrict other'

feeder schools int Our Lady of Angels.

t.' It is recommended at the Archdiocese should explore several

uses for the Purcell Vitality. While the building is in

poor condition it may serve some useful purpo) or perhaps

I

54



-167-

be sold. The athletic facilityirwould surely be useful to
=AP .

the surrounding community for many purposes and it is

recommended that possibilities be explored.withcivic and
0

social leaders in the community,_

7. It is recommended that the bAiIdirig presently hcusin§

Marian could possibly be sold or used by the Archdiocese

--gperhaps to house adult or community educational services,.

Archdiocesarl offices, etc.
410 ,

9

8. It is recommendedthatin order to assure the center com-

munity of Cincinnati that the Archdiocese remains committed

'to secondary education, the Archdiocese should fully publicfZe

; the financial assistance available to assure minority.and/or

youngSters that they will hagethe opportunity to

attend,a Catholic high school, *including-tbe Stockman Scholar-
,.

ship Fund as well Ts local high school scholirship efforts..

Co4pled with this effort, the Archdiocese should increase its

recruitment efforts in the central city of CinZinnati.

9. It is recommended that beginning no later than 1977, the

Archdiocese should conduct a study of the elementary

schools in greater Cincinnati. This seemq necessary since:

a. There appears to Mb too many small elementary

scho9ls which may be too expensive.

-b: There appears to be too many small classes

."*(under twenty, students) which may be cre-

sting added expenSe.

ti

Va.
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MO

a

Cgtol datidlis may beimpsible, perhaps with
.

first7to fourth grades in bne building and

: t

.
t fifth to eighth in mother

.

r
. 0

a

d.' It does seem 2Mportarit to establish a 4finite

policy, regarding kindergardens and tbere-
. . -

establishment'offirst.and seconk..grades where
. - 4 .they ?}eve been'dropped. ..

\

Iltre Population declines in Cincinnati and the slowing
:610,<

of the gropth rite': Hamilton county are having

*ab

'and 411'haveose us effects upon the. elementary
0

.

,
.

ichill.nrollment. 1,4 , ,_.

t'is recakmended that the silpgr* tendent's office be- staffed
-)

*jr
00

,'* i,-,

. a perion: who can, co-9rdinate, encourage and oversetWe-... , . I
s *

,.... v
cillifing-proced6res as ,.well as be the source for developing

..-

elnformatt p reording 'succdssll recruiting efforts on both'*.
}

.. -

,, .
..

the-elemtaty and 'secondary levels. # .

.

.

, - Q ' '..
. -* ,

li.. ,I is recommended that the superintendent's office be4taffed-
,, .,

4
. .

,

.
a
with alpersqA respAsibleor g,,_f keeping and'accuratel

14,41' 0

enrollment ,population statistiai w ana 'making pro j'e'bt ions
0, - *

.

upon which uture decisions pan beomade fOnthe highlichool.
level,,this may be,pariAcularly Important in deciding the

(fut4ze of (41.adof,Angels and Mother.of Meiy High Schools.
, '

4

.

.4*
0

%,

.., k , ..... ...
\

. , w.1 .., ..its

Mb -.14F. . .

. 1 I 7: ,,
.
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.
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APPENDIX A

INTERVIEW SCHEDU1E FOR PitINCIMS

,

I. "Pool of Students Available for your. school -
......4P

A

.4 1.,'
1.. What do y6U consider to be the basi?'issue. contributing .

, a. - tO the problem of enrollment in your school?
15., \?.. .

4 ... *

0*

W

,

42. In light of declini*g enroll.ments in Catholic high schools,
,..'whatactions holdithe most promise'iri meeting this challenge
in your school? In the Cincinnati area? ,

-N 1. How ip iedeteihined" which feed6 schools'feed into which'i. .

high schools? Should this arrangement be changed?
. -

,

. 44. Do you dmit all appl4ants? If the answer to this
c..- question is no, what selection ct±teria do Volfuse?

. -*hat is'the percentage of drop outs aftek: Freshman yeax?----
*Sophomore year? 'Junior year?

,

a

I. Tuition and SFhavol Cost

1. What.. are your thoughts concerning a greatbr degree
of centralization in such areas a$:

purchasing:

4iparriculum:

accounting:

teacher recruitment:

policy ddVelopment
_ .

. How ate costs computed?, Are yqu latisfi.ed with this
'method?

. .44

3. 'How do you feel Ap qualization'formula? p

A. .What pis the impact of total costs (chargdd to the
-student) on enrollment ligures?

. .
' 11

t fun aa,. 5. ..What' kind of fedital/stat are you receiving?
. Do you feel that. you know how to secuvethese funds or.

that yonave a readily available siFirce-that could/
would-help you securq'these flaids? ,

mia

T.169 -
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a
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:III. Belief in Importance of Citholic Education f-

4. What are thereaso ns for the existence of this school?
Get a written philoSoPhy of education for the school r-
add as an addendum after getting at answer to this question.

2. Give me. examples of how this philosophy. is .implemented in:

a. curriculum

b.° discipltne 0

c. administration

d. counseling

What is Uniquely Catholic about this school?

A

4. What needs 9f Catholic students do yol.l.feel that-you are
meet#g that are not met or not met as well ill non-Catholic
schools?

-r

,5. Several surveys seem to indicate that patents who send their ,

children-td-Catholic §-0-6-ors place' Thigh .priority on
Catholic schools deVegOping respect And discipline in their
children. ,Do you believe that this finding is true generally?
gor the parets of your students? How successful do you feel
that mpur schbol is in meeting this expectation?

4041 ,
0

*
4

IV. Faith of your Clientele in School:ersonnel.
40

1. lc4extensiVe is parental and/or, community--involvement
ourdschool?, Be specif,ic:

2. When do you ask/parents to'have contact with your professiOnal
staff?' For what puiposes? With what results?.

3. What pole does your board play,in policy mOcing and operation
afAthe high school? What do you see ait.h& prime-value of
this board? *

4. To what extent,do you think parents are 'not Sending their
children to' Catholic high schools because of dissatisfaction
on their: part wit44Catholic education in he glemeptary
schodls? Share the major disSatisfactigub?

`5. Tg what extent-is yotir staff, religiottcand lay, committed
to.ettbolic education? Support,yourajudgment.

t- .

"ik ,'
$ .c

s. I

V



Y

-171-

V. Curriculum Chan - Catholic Education

1. What curriculum changes have been made in
years ifiyour high school?

"."

2.' How-have such changes been viewed by your
and..their parents?

the past five

students

, improving Catholic education (in what ways)

clgtracting from Catholic education (in 'what *Lys)

,3. To what extent your curriculum:

college preparatory

general

vocational

-

How does your curriculum meet or not meet the needs of
your students?

-' 4. In what ways are staff involved in the operation of the
school, including the selection of curriculum material?

5. In what ways are students involved in -'the operation of
the school.including'the selection:ofcurriculum material?

VI. Recruitment"'

1. What ;re the ruitment.procedures for the school?
Are they tied in with the efforts of Qther schools?

-4,2. How are recruiting procedures .implemented? .1(Who is
, responsible? What, other duties does this person have

when.ixplemented, etc;?)

3. Are there any recruitment procedures for the elementary
schools?' Please describe.'

4. Mhat methods are used',to determine how successful your
recruitineeffortm have been-in relationto time, energy
money expended ?. e

Pleise esctibe Idetail any cceasful recruiting.
strateg s ticefin ygur scho41 or any other
Cathol high school. in the Cincinnati area.

4

' %. / .

1.
.

4.1,
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VII% Miscellaneous Questidhs

es

.=172-.

1. In what ways are6.the facilities apf thischoo/
andthereby,hampecihg growth of rograms?

2. What general 'recommendations would you make rega
school.' enrollments, consolidations, administrati
centralization of services, finances etc.? /'

inadequate

A. How do you see your relationship wiih the office
Superintendent?

4. INwhat ways are you cooperating with other high
With elementary schools? With colleges?

ding

of the

,
schools?

5.- In what ways, productive to you, can your see yourself dnd
, your school cooperating with other Catholic institutions?

t

s.

4

4

ay

4

4
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P

MR SCHOOL STAFF WESTIONNAIRE .

PLEASE GIVekiS,YOUR OPINION ABOUT THE STRENGTHS Lis THE VARIOUS

.
. t 1

HIGH scHowCURRICULA# PROGRAMS AND PROFESSIONADAREAS ACCORDING
TO THE FOLLOWING DIRECTIONS:

.

.
''

IF YOU FEEL THE AREA IS PRESENTLY STRONG, MARK "A" ON
THEMARK-$ENSE CARD. J

IF YOU FEEL THE AREA NEEDS MORE EMPHASIS PLACED UPON: IT,
1 MARK "B"-40N IpEMARK-SENSE CARD. ..

IF` YOUR SCHOOL DOES Not -6FFER-THEAKEA CMD*THE BEST OF
YOUR KNOWLEDGE), MARK "C" ON THE CARD.

NEEDS .NOT .

CURRICULA AREA,. .STRONG EMPHASIS AVAILABLE

4 I/
.

1.-College'Pre,paratory: 4 A . 8 C

'2. Business Education A. B C

3. General Education Areas A B C .
' f"(provisions for slower

students)
1 4

4. Religious Education

5. Vocational. Edudition (Home-
Ed., Drafting, Mechanical
Arts, etc.)

PROGRAM AREA'
lk

Extra - curricular' Program

Fine Arts Program.

6.

7.
f.

A

A

A

-

'B d

B

8. /ntranyl and/or Varsity' A B
.Sports rogram

:

9. Moral and Character Building

10. Adkitiacy'of doursi Offerings
.

7

't PROFESSIONAL ARE \" ,

'_---- ,

11.. SpeCific'guides for contract A
negotiation

12 Staif yillitIgness-to A
moderate extra-curriculairs

13. Evaluation ot.Staff yly ,

appriwriate persons-
. -(dept. chairmen or

administration)
. -

C

3 I

B C

c:

1

, iT
4.--

o
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ti
PROFESSIONAL AREA (CONT:)

14. Class visitation by
administration and/or,
dept.:. Chairmen

15.,Input into. philosophy` and
. goals of tie school

16. AgreNtnt with philosophy
and goals f the school.

17. Staff will ngness.to have
jJ1-servi training programs\

PLEASE INDICATE THE
ABOUT THE FOLLOWING

IF YOU-FEEL THE

IF YOU FEEL THE

IF THE'CATEGORY

7

1
NEEDS NOT

STRONG EMPHASIS AVAILABLE

A-

A

c

B- i C

B C

/

CHOICE THAT BEST DESCRIBES YOUR GENERAL VIEWS
CATEGORIES ACCORDING TO THE FOLLOWING DIRECTIONS:

SITUATION IS SATISFACTORY IN THE CATEGORY,
MARK "A" ON THE MARK-SENSE CARD.

SITUATIOff IS UNSATISFACTORY IN THE CATEGORY,
MARK "B" ON THE MARK-SENSE(CARD.

DOES NOT APPLY TO YOUR 'SCHOOL, OR,I YOU
NO OPINION, MARK "C" ON THE CARD:

CATEGORY

18. Maintenance and Adequaty
of the building

19. Availability'of
instructional materials

20. Rep utation of the Othool

SATISFACTORY UNSATISFACTORY NO OPINION

A -B a. C'

21. Pupil-teacher ratio

22. Staff committees.
40

23: StAff comp'etenci

24.-Staff-administraioi-
communications

25. Staff esprit

.-26..bStudent government

I

27. Student opportunities o
'receim,indivphial

28. Teacher-Ladministkator reia-
.tionship in aCision-making

1116

A

A

B

13

B

A B

A

A

A

A

B

B

'B

B

B

B

4

C

C

"c

C

C

C

F
C

C

C



CATEGORY
, .

29. Teacher-parental
relationships

30..Teicher-counselor.
relationships

(-
31. Teacher- student

relationships

32. Your present staff
assignMent

3. Demerit or detention
system

\x

SATISFACTORY UNSATISFACTORY' NO OPINION

A

A

A,

A

34. Student evaluation
(grading)

. 4
A 2

35. Opportunities for parents to
receive positive comments

s about the student's progress A

36. Ability- grouping (levels)
Cif student's -A

37. Opportunity for evaluation,
of rules by students aid /or
staff ,

. .

38: Uniform enfokbement of
discipline rulei A

B

1B

B C

B°

B C

V

B C
A

KEEPING THEATSATISFACTORY, B=UNSATISFACTORY, AND CmiNOT.AVAILABLE
AND OR NO. OPINION FORMAT, PLEASE INF/CATE THE CHOICE THAT BEST
DESCRIBES YOUR VIEWS ABOUT THE FOLLOWING PUPIL PERSONNEL SERVICES
AT YOUR SCHOOL:

SERVICES SATISFACTORY UNSATISFACTORY NO PINION

39. Guidance services A B. C.

40. Health services A , B C

41. Food services ,A p , , C

_

42. Attendance - A Z C
, )

43. Standardized testing ' A B C

44. Li.bnar;and LtOooratorip A , B
.

C

41ePsychdlogical,deivices A B 1 C

t 1

C;
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FOR THE FOLLOWING QUESTIONS, PLEASE6CHOOSE THE ANSWER MOST CORRECT, '

AND MARK THE LETTER BEFORE IT ON YOUR MARX -SENSE CARD.

46.-Do you eel that the students at your hIgh-tdhoOi profit__
by goirfg to a Catholic high school (rather than a public
high-schoOl)?

a. Yes
b. No ,

C. No,opidion

477'Do you feel that the 'high school Where you work is:

a.- sufficiently Catholic in atmosphere, and therefore
different from the public high school

,b. no different in atmosphere than the public hightiechool

48. indicate your classification among the faculty.

a.' religious
b. lay

49: indicate the highest tieire, you have earned:

a. Associate
b. Bachelor
c. Masters
d. Doctoral 4

e. Otherh specify

ti

50. How many years-of teaching experience have youlad
(counting the present'school year Z5 -76)?

a. 1 to 3
b. 4 to 7
e. 8 or more

**

46 THANK YOU VERY MUCH FOR pult ASSISTANCE IN THIS MATTER.

a

e
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STUDENT OPINION SURVEY

DIRECTIONS FOR ITEMS ONE AND TWO:

1: On line one of the mark-sense card, indicate if you are a

freshman, sophomore, junior or senior. If you are a fresh-

man, mark A on the mark-sense card; if you are a sophomore,

mark B; if you.are a junior, mark. C; if you, are a senior,

mark D.-

2. On line two of the mark-senie .card,Iindicate

male or a female. If you are a male, mark

if you are a

on the mark-

sense card; if you are a female, mark,B.on the mark-sense

card:

DIRECTIONS FOR ITEMS THREE TO FORTY-THREE:

Below are forty -one statements about your high school. If you

agree with the statement mark A-on the mark-sense card provided;

if you disagree with the'statement 108ma if you are undecided
o t

about the statement mark C. Use only,the marking pencils to re-

cord your response and do'not mark in more than One

question.

A
. 4

S C

3. yes not ?

4. yes no
a

?.

5. yes NIO 2

6. yes no 2

I like my school.

Most of my teachers are "up-to-date" in their
ideas,ancraotions.

ce per
p

Most of my teachers make'their lesson assign-
ments definite' acid clears

Most of my teachers require too much wqrk out-
. side the regular class peiiod.

..177-

ab.

.f
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A B C

7. yes no ? The school staff is porisistent
dealings with students at my _school. JP_

8. yes- not, ? Most of my teachers are easy, to get acquainted
with. -

9. yes no ? The principal and teachers/are patient insleal-
ing with students.

10. yes no I'm proud of my high school.

11. ye4 no ? Most of my teachers hold themselves apart and
dd not mix, ftqgly with students-.

12c yes no I am given enough help_in makirig decisions in
my school. ;

13. yes no .? 'I would like to attend some school other than
the one I am now attending..

1 '.

' 14. yes no ? Students have a voice in setting school_rdles
and regulations. -

p -i-

15: yes no ? Generally, my parents are interested in-,what I
do at school. ,

,

.

16. yes no ? Discipline:at this -school is too strict.

.
L understand the presentschot-rdles and pol-'17. yes no

A.

pol-
icies regarding'studen uc

18. yes no ? st' o4 my teachers

19, Yes no ? Extra-curriculjkilier*
1. Social needm thaL I Ca4ifot

room situatibn.",

enjoy teaching.
,

me with' my
get In the class-

.

.- o
.

20. vs ? I get along,delporly.rell with theme other
students at my s ool.' ..

c
$

, 21. yes. no ? Teichers'are fair' in grading me.
. . ,

- 22. yes nO ? The-present grading system'used in my school
1 , . 'is satisfactory to me.

.
.

.-

23) uyes no ? My classes are usual .y,

.,01
.

. ,

24. 17%-mek 7 There should be more emphasis.ch the three
IP R's (Reading, 'Ritin and 'Rithmetic).in my

higliarsChobl. .

-r°

e
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wAtMl+

A B

yes no-

"6.26. yes no

. 27. ,yes no

28. yes no

29. yes no

0. yes no

31. yes ,no

32i yes

33. yes

-1797

4

? I have difficulty in keeping my mind on what
karastudying.

? I'find most of my courses challenging.

? I think I algetting a good education at my '-
school.

? I have experienced considerable difficulty in
preparing for my classes.

? We need a greater variety of coUrse offerings.

3 ? There is help available here At
V
school for any

personal problem I_might hale.
.

?. I have been able to:participate in the school
.activities, which interest meY

Our school plates tdo much emphasis on grades.

Most of the subjects,I ara taking \are very,
iAteresting. 4

14. yes, no would like to take' a different group of courses
than those in which I am presentlyenrdiled.

,35.1'yes o ?. I like most of the subjects I am now taking.

36. yes no ? Teachers are generally ready and'yillin to
help me individually with my, school wor .

37. yes no. .1 have been involved. in deciding what sUb'ects
+Will be offered at my schooi.

38. lies no My parents plice toolouch emphasis on grades.

4. "39. yes no ? At my school there is a,variety of teaching
methods. used such as lectures, discussions,
independentstudy, team teaching, etc.

' k

40. yes no Z It is pasyto gehelp in my schbol when r
need it.

41.- yes- ho ? There are adequate guidance services for my
.* . person41 needs.

'

,

42. yes no -1 Most of my teachers Ai competent in their.
subject area.

.



A

43. yes\V-no 7 Other students at my high school consider this
a good place to be

-480-

DIRECTIONS FOR_ITEMS:PORTY-FOOR TO FIFTY

Using the mark-sense card, indicate your,respbnse to each

of the following Seven items. Use only he
i

marking pencils to
r

record your response, land do not mark in more than one space

per question. 0 .'
'44. -Suppose someone were to ask you: "Why are you, ng to a

Catholic.3chool?" Think for a moment and then mark the

reason which is most like the one yop have for attending l,

a Catholic high school. Be.sure to give yoUr own per-

A sonal reason. Choose one.

aY To obtain a superior training in school subjects;
,

b. To develop
,

a strong- moral character' based on religious
principles;

,

,

.

,

c. To form a group of true friends;

d. To prepare myself for making a good 1j.ving;_

e. To become a patriotic Ainerican citizen._

45.. If the choice of high school were left entirely up to you,

-Would you still attend this high school? Choose dne.
.

a. Definitely yes;

b. -Probably ye%;

c. Uncertain;

lik, Probably no;
Y."

e. Definitely no.

Air

L

A

. .1

,



46. Sptholic schools like other school:s -traLntheir students

in what might be called the "regular school subjeats&

such as English, mathematics soc' studies and science.

How would you describe the academic training you,have
4

ceived in your high school? Choose one..

a. Superior;

b. Verydpod, but could be better; !.

1
c. Average;

d. Below average;

e. Poor.

0

6
47. In addition to "regular school subjeats", Catholic-high

Schools,also give special.lhstruction im,the teachings and

practices g,f the Catholic religion., How would you describe

the religious instruction you have received in iourhkp

school? Choose one.

a. Superior;

b. Very good, but could be better; s

. c. Average;

d. Below average0

e. Poor..
-

- (4'

16. You are often asked by friends-and relatives how you,akee

doint4 in school; Suppose instead they were to-ask you

how well y9ur teachers are doing in helping you tisolearn.

ConsideriAt your present high school class as a whole ,

how.vim I do you think ithe teachers, who, eve tau0Apyo
(7

class, have succeeded in teaching you the regular,schoiiI.

subjedts? .Choose one.
F4

.0"
v0
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a. Exceptionally-well;

1r

b. Very well, but.could be.better;
/--

.
lip "

c. Moderately well;

d,'.0nly fairly well;
it

P . .
. e. Poorly. ,

. .

49. Some,of the traits which all schopls seek toAleelop in

, 4 ._
, .

their students Ore studiousness, interest in learning new.
, . -So._

.

.

things and a strong liking for, reading, Considering your
, .

- present class as a whole,-how well do you think your high

school has succeeded in developing these scholastic traits?,

Choose one.

,-a.. Exceptionally well;

b. Very well, btit could be better;.

Moderately well;

d. Only fairly well;

0 e. Poorly.

56. It is generally'recognized that education has a "dollar

and cents" value--that your schoolthg will help you later

4

on to obtain a good job and earn a suitable- living. How

well do you think your Catholic high

you for your life work? Choose pne.

a. Exceptionally well;
* .

b. Very well, but could be better;

c: Moderately well;

d. Only fairly well;

e. Poorly.

school is preparing

Ir

..f °

.
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a.. Exceptionally-well;

b. Very well, but."could be better;

c. Moderately well;

d.',Only fairly well;

e. Poorly.
- ,

49. Some; of the traits which all schopls seek-to,deirelop in
,

.

their students ore
4
studiousness, interest in learning new

things and a strong liking for) reading, Considering your

present class as a whole,how well do you think your high

school has succeeded in developing these scholastic traits ?.
A

Chobse one.

,-a., Exceptionally well;

b. Very well, blit could be better;

Moderately well;

d. Only fairly well;

e. Poorly.

/
5a. It is generally recognized that education has a "dollar

4

. -

and cents" value--that your schoolfng will help you later

on to obtain a good job arid earn a suitable living. How

well do you think your Catholic high school is preparing

you for your life work?. Choose pne.

a. Exceptionally well;
#

b. Very well, but could be better;.

c: Moderately well;

d. Only fairly well;

e. Poorly.

oto
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DIRECTIONS FQR ITEMS ONEAND TWO:

ACITEMDIX D

ELMO:WARYlen.limMI11,,
STUDENT OPINION SURVEY'.

.1. On line one of the mark-sense card, indicate if you.are'irlithe

8th, 7th, 6th Or 01 grade.. .If you are in ;the 8th gride, mark

A on the mark=isease card; if yOu are ih ,the 7th grade, mark B

on the maFk-sense card) if you are' in the 6th grade, -mark C on

the mirk -sense card; if you are in the 5th grade, mark D on the

mark-sense card.

2. On line two of the mark-sense card, indicate if you are-a'boy

or a girl. If you are a boy, mark A on the mark-sense'card;

if you are a girl, mark B on thee_mark-sense card.

DIRECTIONS FOR QUESTIONS.TERZ: TO EIGHT:

Below Are SI) questions. If your` answer is YES, mark A on the

mark-sense card; if your answer i§ NO', mark B on the mark-sense

card and if you do not know the answer*, mark C on' the mark -sense

card.

A B

3. YES' NO ? Doyou want to attend a Catholic high school?

4..YES NO Do your parents want you to go.to a Catholic

high ;school?'

5. YES 0 ? Do you want to go to a Catholic high .school that
.

. ,

has girls and boysattending (coeducational)?

'6.
1 -;ES '

YES NO ? DO you like the school, you are ,going, now?
:z ,

g

.- 7. YES NO ? Is discipline at your school toe strict?

8. YES NO ?, Has anyone sent from a Catholic high school ever.

spoken to yft or yOur class about coming to

Catholic high' school? \46

)

' eA, s'



-184-

DIRECTIONS FOR QUESTIONS NINE TO TWELVE:

If your answer is A, mark A; if your answer iB B, park ,B; if

your answer is C, mirk C on the mark-sensd card.v_,

9, Where.are most of your f4inds planting to go to high schOol?

a. PUBLIC high. school;

, b. CATHOLIC high school;!,, ---- \
,.. /

_/ ,

kl

c. PRIVATE other than Catholid) high school;

d. Don't ow.

'10. Suppose someone were to ask you: "Why are you going to a

Catholic school?" Think for a_moment and then mark the

reason whibh is most like the one you have for attending

a Catholic school. Be sure to give your own personal reason.

Choose one.

a. To obtainJa superior training in school subjects;

b. To develop a strong moral character based on religious

principles;

c. To form a .group of true friends;
,

d. TO prepare myself for nuking a 'living;

e. To become a pattiotic American citizen,

11. Catholic schools like other schools train their students in

what might be called the "regular school subjects" sucliwas

"English, mathematics, social studies and science. How would

yoe describe the academic training you have,received,1in your

school? Choose one.

a. Superior;

b.. Very good,

but could be better;

c. Average;

_......,A./.0o1Nr average;

e. Poor.,

4
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12. In addition to "regular schbol subjects", Catholic schools

also give special instructibh in the teachings and practices

of the Catholic religion.. How would ybu describe the re-

ligion instruction you have received in your school? -Choose

one.

'a. Supeiior;

b. Very good, but could be better;

c. Average;

d: Below average;

e. Poor.

13. The list below,mentions mpny different things people look

for in 'a high school. Choose four you think are important

and put a check mark (J) in the space in front of the item.

1( 4FMEMBER; ONLY CHEef POUR.)

religion classes
(Catholic training)

athletics, 'sports

interesting classes_

condition 'of the school
--7buildings

extra-curricular activities -___preparation for a job
or a career'

college preparation

hours spent in school

friendly classmates

vocational preparation

#

THANK YOU FOR YOUR HELP.,

4

small class size

small school size

other (something not
listed here, please
write it here) ,



APPENDIX E

PARENT QUESTIONNAIRESTUDENTS ATTENDING CATHOLIC H SCHOOLS'Y

UNDER THE FOLLOWING AREAS OF EDUCATION; WOULD YOU PLEASE INDICATE
WHICH, IN YOUR OPINION, HAS THE STRONGER HIGH SCHOOL PROGRAM: THE
CATHOLIC SCHOOLS OR PUBLIC SCHOOLS. IF YOU FEEL THERE IS NO
SIGNIFICANT'DIFFERENCE BETWEEN THE TWO,FPLEASE CHECK THE NO
DIFFERENCE COLUMN.

AREA - CATHOLIC
-t

;PUBLIC NO DIFFERENCE

1. Vocational and Technical
Education

.

.

2. College Preparation
. _

.

.

3. Discipline

4. Individuil Attention
0

,

,5. Extra-curricular
Activities

.

.

.

6. Physical Ed. Facilities

7. Counseling Services
,--4

_

8. Psychological Services
.

9. Variety of Course Offerings

10. Clasroot and Library
Facilities

.

.
.

°

.

11. Laboratory Facilities

12. Maintenance of Buildings -.\

--.

13. Nuhber of students per
class

c

1.

. .
.

114. More Dedicated, Teachers
.

.

,

1,,

edleable TeaChers15. More KnowL

L. Innovative Edubational
. Programs

.

.

.

.

_

17. Developing Respect for.
PerSons and Property

1, .
-4-

r

486

1.
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FOR THE FOL ING STATEMENTS PLEASE "FLECK (4.TBEHRESPONSE YOU
FEEL IS BES .

YES NO DON'T KNOW

OMMIa...1=

. -

11.

vf

18. Transportation was a major factor in deciding on
what high school our child would attend.

-

19. The quality of the gducation that our child reo-
ceivea at the elementary level was a decidiPIng

--factor for sending our child to hisYher high
school.

0: Our child should have had the opportunity to .

attend any Catholic high school in the Cincinnati
I. area

..
.

21. Catholic schools train children in self -discipline
and hard work better than public schools.

22. Catholic schools teach children to-like other
races and nationalities, such as Blacks, Puerto

1-Ricans and Immigrants, better than public schools.

23. Catholic schools train children to be more hones't
and morally upright than public schools.

24. Catholic schools,have discipline policies that
are too strict.

25: Catholic scho9ls should "have more religious
(iisters, brothers and priests) on their faculties.

26. Catholic schools do not offer.courses for children
with special needs. (4e. handicaps, learning
disabilities', etc.).

27. Ther was a substantial recruitment effort to get
'ou hila to attend Catholic high school when
he e left elerrientaty school.

28. There was a substantial effort made to have us
enroll our child -into Catholic elementary school.

29. Catholic schools are too expensive.

30. Catholic schools are too segregated.

31. Catholic schools dwell too heavily cm religion,
even in non - religious studies.

32. There is little need for religioueinstruction
beyond the 'elementary school le'vel.

C
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t

a

THE SCHOOL OUR CHILD PRESENTL
-ANSWER)

.YES NO DON'T KNOW

r 111.

wwww.ii

mwol

-188-.

ATTENDS: .(PLEASE_ CHECK THE APPROPRIATE

33. is pkeparing our childifo m career,aftek high y
.school (college, work,'ocational education, etc.).

34. is helping
values and

35. is helping
and a good

our child to develop high personal
standards. *

him%her to have positive feelings
self-image.

36. has the best Curriculum choices for our child's
academic needs.

37. provides adequate opportunities for non-classroom
learning activities (field trips, special
assembii,o, etc.).

t

38. should e
.

co-educationalt -./ ,

394 is insti lin Catholic values and morals into
ourchild's spiritual growth.

40. haeopen communications between the teachers and
our child.

4L has open communications between tea chers and
me (parent). ,

42. has open coMmunidations between our child and the
administration (principal, vice - principal' etc.).

43. has open communications between me (parent) and ,)

the administration (principal, vice-pripcipal, etc.).

-GENERAL DATAPLEASE CHOOSE THE ANSWER MOST NEARLY CORRECT AND
PLACE A, CHECK IN THE SPACE PROVIDED

4A. Do you have any children at home who are younger than'your high
school age child who might attend Catholic high school?

-e
Yes
No

45. If "Yes",'how many?

1

2

3

4

5 or'm;re
44.



or

-189-

46. Our family income is:.
(Please feel free to omit this if-you find it personally
pbjectionable)

below'$8,000
-7--$8,001 to $12,000

$12,001 to $20,000
above $20,000

47. Who made the ultimate decision about which high school your
child would attend?

__your child
,you (parents).
parents' and child together
another.source (specify)

48. Fromithe list below, please select the four items most important
in your decision of a Catholicjiigh-sch361-fonyour child. Rate
these items from 1 to'4 (1=mos5 important, 4=least important)
in the space in front of the items.

Innovative PrOgrams

Tradition and Reputation

,.Excellent Teaching Stiff.

Christian Atmosphere

Athletic Program'

College Prep Program

Personal GroWth in
Ressponsibility

Discipline

rhdiVidual Attention

Religious Training

Dissatisfaction with
other Schools

Other-(specify)

PLEASE RETURN THE QUESTIONNAIRE IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY
OCTOBER 10, 1975. NO, STAMP IS NEEDED. THANK YOU FOR YQUR
ASSISTANCE.

4
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APPENDIX ,F

PARENT QAESTIONNARE.-StUDENTS NOT ATTENDTM CATIPOLTC ;ode ; SCHOOLS

1,11=1M

UNDER THE FOLLOWING AREAS OF EDUCATION, woup_ygu PLEA INDICATE
WHICH, /N*YOUR OPINION, HAS THE STRONGER HIGH SCHOOL PROGRAM: THE
CATHOLIC SCHOOLS OR PUBLIC SCHOOLS. IT. YOU FEEL THERE IS NO SIG-
NIFICANT DIFFERENCE BETWEEN THE TWO,PLEASE CHECK THE NO DIFFERENCE
COLUMN. ' k

RREA CATHOLIC -PUBLIC NO DIFFERENCE

1. Vocational and Technibal
Education

.

.
... .

2. College
A

Preparation - w

3. Discipline
..

,

. Individual Attention
.

. ,

5., Extra-:Curricular
Activities ,

.

N

. Physical Ed. Facilities

. Coun4eIing Services

8.

Am

Psychological Services

I
.

.

,

-

9,. Variety Of Course Offerings

lb. Classroom and Library
.Facilities

,

t

11. Laboratory Facilities
4 '

12. Mainterrance of Buildings .

13. Number of students per
class

.

i .

14.
...,

More Dedicated Teachers
.

:15. More Knowledgeable
- .

16. Innovative Educational
Programs ti

.

17. Developing Respect for
Persons and Property
,

7190

4.

V
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a

..
4 4-191-,

K

t

. _ 0

TOR THE FOLLOWING STATEMENTS PLEASE CHECK (') THE RESPONSE YOU
FED IS BEST.

YES NO DON'T KNOW - .

=11111.4.

.111111M,

.110.waso.

as. Transportation was a major factor in deriding
on whit high school our child would attend:

19. The quality of the dducitiohthat bur chi fa
received at the elementary level-was a de-
.ciding factqr for sending our child to his/
her high school.

)20. Our child shqpld have had the opportunity to
attend 'any Catholic high school in the ,Cine
cinnati.area. .

21. dathqlic schools train, children in self-
discipline and hard work better than public
schools

22. Catholic schools teach children to like other
faces and nationalities, such as'BlaCks, Puerto
Ricans and immigrants, better than public schools.

23. Catholic schoold train cAildren
4 alp morallwpright than public

Catholic schools have discipline
are too strict.

24.

--4
to be more honest
schools.

policies that

4
25. catholic schools sh ould have more religious

(sisters, brothers and priests) on their, faculties.

26. Catholic schools do riot offer courses for child-
with special needs (i.e..handicaps, learning

disabilities, etc.).

Thdre was a substantial recruitment cffort to
get out child to attend Catholic higA school
when he/she left elementary school.

WWW141.

0101.111.1.0.. Palarlar

28. There was a substantial effort madeto brie us
enroll our childento Catholic elementary school:

29.

3k

Catholic schools'are too expensive.I
.

'Catholic-schools are too segregated.

Catholic schools dwell"too heavily on religion,
even in non-religious"studies.

32. There is little need for religious intruction
beyond the elementaiy school level.

sk
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HE SCHOOL OUR CHILD PRESEN'rtV ATTENDS: (PLEASE CHECK THE
APPROPRIATE ANSWER)

JES410 DON'T Mow

provides
- . Atim/herself.

I.

.......-......e

her ifith a positive feeling, about

,

.........r,

34.

35:,

provides him/her with a bettei academic back-
ground than the Catholic schools. -

provides him/her with substantial non-classroom
learning acti'ities (field. trips, special as-
semblies, etc.).

,
.

....-=-.--7----- ,

f.=- ..1111-

.11igoiYelm agiliommmo

_

36. 'provides him/her with d more balanced social
life than is available at the Catholic schools.

37. provides him/iter with a moreidequate s7ttem of
communicailons with teachers than the Catholic
schools do.

38. provides him/her with a more4adequate system of
communications with achirnistration (princi,p4a,
vice-principal, etc.) than the Catholic schools do.

39. provides' me (parent)' with an adequate system of
communications With teachers.

40. protides in (parent) with an adequate system of
communications with administration (principal.,
vice-principal, eto.).

41. wasi chosen because the price ofetuition was too
high for our family budget.

GENERAL-DATA -- PLEASE 0160SE THE ANSWER TO EACH QUESTION AND PLACE ,

A CHECK IN THE SPNE PROViDED.

42. The school my child presently attends.is:

public J

Private-(other than Catholic)
vocational training schobl

..

. .

43. Do youhave Any children at home who are young than'your high
school age child who migh attend Catholic high school?

. 11.

Yes--1

\

A

k



4

If "Yes "', how many?".,

;
< .

45. Our average family income is: ..(plekite feel free to
is you'find I.& personally objectioqable)

r

3

or more

`

4

-..-ibelow $8,000
$8,081 to $12,000

..:::$12,001 to $20,000
----$20,000 and above

46 Who made the ultim4te
child would attend?'

decision about which high sc

your child
you !parental
parents and child together
anothersource (ftpeCify),

47. From the,list below, please select the four items.most important
in your decision of a high schoolJor y5.5377child.'%Rate these
items from 1 to 4 (1 = mostmportant, 4 = leas gbrtant) in

omit this

of }Til

.4

the space fn.Ma of the items.

P\5tep. Program

....,:iersonal Growth in,
Responsibility'

..Individual Attention

--.--Religious Training-

Dissatisfaction with'
.other schools

....Co-educational

....Athletic Program

--1 Innovative Programs
4.
...Tradition and Reputation

.

Teachin/ Staff'-

-........No Tuition:
4
Other

7( .4*

PLEASE/RETURN THE QUESTIONNAIRE IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY
OCTOBER 15, 1,75. NO.STAMP IS NEEDED. THANK YOU FOR YOUR
'ASSISTANE

A

J

e
1'

r.)1. 4

R
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PARENT' QUESTIONWAXRE=--POTENTIAL Eraicioiron STUDENTS
...--. . , ,,, ,

,.--.;'''

. .

) UNDER THE, FOLLOWING AREAS OF ICDUCATION, WOULD YOU6PLEASE INOCATE*,
WHIO, IN YOUR OPINION, HAS THE STRONGER HIGH SCHOOL PROGRAM': 1'HE
.CATHOLIC SCHOOLS OR.PUBLIC'SCHOOLS.. liF YOU FEEL THERE IS NO.SIG- I-

N1FIIINT,DIFFBRENCE BETWEEN'THE'TWOj.PLEASE CHECK THE.NO.DIFFERrkeE 4 4er
COLUMN. .

.

t

111,

"APPENDIX 'G

r

AREA . CATHOLI PUBLIC NO DIFFERBNCE:.,
d 4

1. Vocational and Technicir
0,Education . 4

1/4 :
d

.

.

. I
. e.

t

,

;
.

1..

...,

.J
.

. 2. 'College Preparation
. .

4

, . :
3. Discipline %

.

4: 2ndividual Attention,
.

. .

5.'ExtracurriCular .

'Activities
.

_

,

,
.

.

.

1
.

6: Physical Ed. Facilities
,

.

'

.

.

.

.

4!

. *
...

7.,Counseling Servicei
, .

8. Psychological Sery ces ..
-

...,

k 9: Nagety of Course Offerings
. .

.

10. Classroom and Library
Fac ilities :

(

.

.

°

_

.

11. Laboratory Facilities .

.. .

.
-,,.

,

.

,

.0 .

12. Maintenance.of Buildings*
,

.

.

,

.

13. Number of studghti per
class

.

.,

/ 4%

. ..,

:70,1

.
-

..,

'14, More Dedicated,
:

Teachers
_ -w .

15. More Knowledgeable .

teachers ,.

0

.

,

16. Innovative,Educational
'Programs' .

.

,

,

,

_
A

.

.

17!' Developing Respect' -for
Persons and Property

.

. .
.

. .

..:.

,

.

r 194A.

r
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FOR THE FOLLOWING STATE0kNTS PLEASE CHECK +I) THE RESPONSE YOU
FEEL IS .BEST.

YES'NO DON'T KNOW

Trnsportition will be'a major,factor,in ,&e de-

,

Nk,

=01.

O

....1
cision of which high school our child will attend:,

.\19:. The quality,of edilcation 'our child is presently
,reteiving at hiS/her,elementary school will be a
deciding factor,for which high School he/she will
attend.

20.-Our child should have the opportunity to attend
any. Catholic 'high school in the-Cincinnati 'area.

21. Catholic schools train children in self-discipline
and harcLwork better than public schools.

22. Chthofis 'schools 'teach children to like othen
races and nationalities, such as Blacks, Puerto
'Ricans and-immigrants, better than public schools:

23, Catholic schools train children to be mare honest 4r.

and morally upright than public schools.

24. "Catholic schools have discipline policie' that
are too strict.

25. Catholic schools should have more religious
(sisters,' brothers and priests) on their faculties.

26. Catholic schools deserve a large;- share of the
tax dollars. o

b

27. Catholic schools do not offer courses for Children
with'special needs (i.e.'handicaps, /earning
disabilities, etc.).

28. Catholic schools are too expensive.*

29. Catholic schools are too segregi'ted.

30. Catholic schdols'dwell too heavily on religion,
even in non-religious studies.

31. Catholic schools should be co-educational.

32. There is, little need for 'religious Instruction
beyond the elementary school level.

.1



GENERAL DATA--CHECK THE RESPONSE MOST NEARLY CORRECT IN THE SPACE
PROVIDED. -

33.. Hbw many children do you have at home
school?

2

3

4

5 or more

34. Of these, how many
high school?

0

1-

2

4 or more

who are not yet inhigh

4

hildren will probably attend a Catholic

4

35, Our average'family income is: (Please f-71 free to milt this
if you find it personally objectionable)!!

below $8,000
$8,001- to $12,000_
$12,001 to $20,000
$20,000,and above

36. Who will probably make the final decision of
your child will atteik,

your child
it ,you (parents)

parents and child together
another source (specify)

which high school

37. From the list below, please select four items most important in
your decisiOn of a high school for y9u child. ,Rate these items
from 1 to'4 (1 = most important, 4 = leait important) in the
spacei-IE-Tront of the items.

College prep program
Personal gibwth in
responsibility
Discipline
Individual attention

---Religious training
4thletic program
Not co-educational

Innovative program
Tradition and reputation
Expellent teaching staff
NQ tuition emst
Other (specify)

Co-educational

PLEASE'RETURN THE QUESTIONNAIRE IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY OCTOBER 15,
1975. NO STAMP IS NEEDED. THANK YOU FOR YOUR ASSISTANCE.


