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c. Method * ) 73
.. The study team, in consultation with CES- developed a“scheme'to.

¢ \ . T B v “
‘ [ Y -ii- . . .
. 5 . ‘ ;
' .7 - EXECUTIVE SUMMARY . - ~ - .

PR . . ' Yo E ’ . g}. )
. Purpose),. Scope, Method, and Product - | - S e
-Thenproject reported here—was'designed'and implemented to {
- .

analyze the requests to! the National Center for Education Statistics

.

(NCES) for postsecondary education data and compare these requests to ’

. peation, e 5
. previously identified issues._ N A o

v

-

&3

(log entries) and files df‘;ebter requests. 'Logs and~letter files 5
l Vo
from the Statistical Information Branch of NCES from January 1977
by j 1—’ ' A ..

through December 1977 were. included.in the study.

7
~\
o~

[}

‘code the requests- Each log entry ‘and letter request for 197Z;was,7

-

" reviewed and coded if it dealt with postsecondary education._ Nine

' variables were coded. date,~affiliation of requester, publications .
N .

sent, type of response, trend or projection, educational level of e

request, student attributes, practical descriptors, and issue areas.

Coding vas checked keypunched add edited“before the dhta ‘were '

analyzed. Results of the analyses were prepared and reviewed by NCES
. ‘% . .

~and reviséd to produce a final report. _ ' , o i»

-

» The report focuses on .the’ two sources of requests about postsec--

‘ondary information received by NCES summaries of telephone @equests K



. 11— ‘
: TTD.-lProduct :. f‘?( b*;f" ' | \ij '._5 .i‘“_ . '_ﬁfj
.{ ". ‘This is a summary version of the final report prepared by Educa—-"a
- tional Testing.;ervice. Its preparation reflects and has benefited |

I A
,from input from ETS and.NCES %{aff but the report is solely the ‘f'i‘

14

t ’ \ ’
. . ) d o RN
~ responsibility of Efs. N . B , g N 7~‘le"'
. " II. Data Collection Procedures”'_ ;;?l» T o cL I
- . / . . L} . . ‘
L . . "~ !
G I Given the project s ultimate goals--to determine the range and fre-

b X '
quency of requests for, postsecondary edu!ation%lodata to compane the
L S \ ;!
. information requests to issués identified in Task l, and to recommend
C . ¥l /‘% .

e a procedure for fogging in requestsr-the following procedupés were. - -
' . ‘ ] B : ..
o established. . T
w * - i ) LI . ) r ) 'S
o . A. DQVelop a Codﬂng Scheme . ;? ‘ N T : -

A single coding scheme was developed for both letter and phone re-

LN

quests for information._ Drafts of the coding manual, code sheet and

°coding form were prepared and reviewed by NCES staff and by ETS project.

@

staff. Revisions were: incorporated into the coding scheme. Nine major
- variables were coded for each postsecondary information request: date, '
aﬁfiliation of requester, publications sent, type of response, trend or

' projection,.educational level of request, student attributes, practical.[
. ' -descriptors, and issue areas- . - I -
" B. Code and Check Postsecondary Requgsts for Information ' _ )

| N by s

.All log entries and letter requests: during 1977 were reviewed and

those dealing with postsecondary education were coded. All work.was ,' P

checked by another coder. é ' _ ’ ' . o,

LI . *q v ) [ . ~
s




' C. Keypunch and Edit Coded Material

- III. Results‘

three categories.

A, Sample Compéred to the Population :

'Thisistud(u’as c0n3erned dnly th the area of postsecondary bq
[ .

\\ education, therefore, oniy a portion of the requests to NCES during
\\ /J I T ‘o y .
= the 1977 year were coded. For the logs 2,426 of the 4, 211 entries J..--“

..\ N
\

" (or. 60 percent) were coded. Eighty pe cent (or 2 514 out of 3 131) of .
.~ the Ietters were coded.

/ ~ * * B. Description of, the Variables in Te 's of Their. Occurrence

o - ceived in January, February, ‘and Marc + The heavy months for responses.

t

Letters were predominantly from

firms, and ﬁostsecondary institution .




- N ( N . ' e '._ , e
S _ S ;o a K AR o
i - Four hundred twenty-sevenl og.enﬁries7concerned trends or' *
!ﬁ‘ o projections while only five let ers specifically requested thig )

-'4.f_ information. : L o : o S L
. - - . .' A\ o ) . ) ._' - .‘
Most log entries were concerned with higher education or all levels

of education. )Letters were more spread out over the categories of -

. - graduate and professional higher education, general postsecondary,
_ .
o and all levels: of education.

L /kf '"'Information'requests dealing with sex were.recorded more often

°
— .

.than‘requests for information on race, foreign students, adult students,.
-or veterans. ., . o - ‘ BRI

- i

Most log entries concerned enrollment (either both umder?raduate
. R B ' - . . 4 . | Y -

- and graduate or-notlspecified). 'AlsO'frequently mentioned’were.degrees

conferred (both or not specified), and characteristics of students.
A S :
Letters most often requésted information on job opportunities and on'i_

faculty, staff and'salaries. ~

N e

. o a:?~The most frequently identified subissue areas from the log entries

e ; were Institutional Governance and Management - Enrollment and Curriculum’.
and Processes - Preparation for Employment. |
E _C. Descriptions of the Variables‘in Relation to. Each Other )
) | ¢ Cross-tabulations of the mbnth affiliation of requester,.response ‘
" / . . , . :
- type trend or projection, educational level of request, student attri- i

o butes, practical descripto;sfkand issue.areas wvere. prepared and are’
presented inldetail in Appendix B. Since 0ne majdr purpose of,the study
-was to compare'postsecondary information requests to postsecondary issues
identified in Task - 1, the . summary of resu1ts §f the cfoss-classifications
wiIl focus on issue areas. i; . ' ‘. “.'_" o rl -

e B |
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'.very few,letters could be assigned to an “1ssbe. 'For ghe log_entries, i

~

-vi-

g : A

o - ' : R v
.

-~ The most;interesting'findings concerning issues were in.relation

1

to the log entries. Most letters were requests for publioations and

N . )

.'Institutional Governance'and;Management - Enrollment Curriculumiand’f

_the most frequently occurring subissue area. ..

(I

-

, Processes - Preparation for Employment General Student Characteris-"

LN

tios, and Institutional Governance and Management - Facilities ocdur '

SR 4
,most frequently over all educational levels of requests. -At the“

A\ ..

nontraditional and adult education level General Lifelong Learniqg iS*f'

.. -

’.vf-. . .
.

~

4

- In relation to the studEQtichaqacteristics variable, subissué

- A ‘-

.ﬁ .

areas occurring most fre uent y were Curriculum‘and Processep - Prepw
! .

. 4

aration for Employment, Institutional Governance and ManagemEnt -

’,

- "

: quently cross-classified with Institutional Governance and Manage—

; entries: . R f.".'. S SR

_ Enrollment and General Student Characteristics. Information abOut

. v
N

sex was‘most often asked in relation to Curriculum and Processes -

‘o . "'o‘ .'

Preparation for Employment while the racial category is most fre-

-

ment~- Enrollment.v ."jyfy 7[,' e . '\Q ,: -
The following is a list of practical descriptors and subissue :

v v .

.-areas which were most frequently cross-classified according‘to the log

. . -
B
@

-

1. Enrollment = Bo,th Undergraduate and Graguate vs‘nstitu:_" N
tional Governance and Management - Enrollment, ) .7,-,‘fﬁ}§

-

l

" 2. Degrees Conferred - Both Undergraduate and Graduate y8. .

.
. -

Curriculum and Processes - Preparation}for Employment, ; .

. ’ . e, . . . .
3 . . \ . . . i

A . "4'—'



-vii-

3. Student Characteristics vs. Gerneral Student Charactefistics,

and \ ' 2 .
4. Institutional Characteristics vs. InstitPtional Governance
and Management - Facilities.

1v. Summary.and Recommendations

,

_The summary and Tecommendations section contains a summary of

t&pical tefephOne'and.letterlrequests, a qomparison of issues identified

. By the content analysis (Task 1) with issues identified by the logs and

letters, and, reconmended procedures for logging requests.

AR >
. 5‘-»’

-, C AL Sugggry of Typical Telephone snd Letter Requests . . o
' - AR

rrie

gl

b3

The typical telephone call wsa gade in February, from a business

or consulting-firm, for- information Ncég collects. Publications

‘

_were uaually not sent. Information on trends, projections, or student

.att' tes were usually not. requegted Q'lost request's concerned

¢

enrollment in higher education and were related to the Institutional

.8

Governance and Management - Eniollment subissue area.

The typical letter request‘was quite dégferent- It was ansveried in

- June and only publicatiens were sept (usuaig; the Education Direc e
A
The letter requests us lly did not ask about trends or projections,

educational level, or &tudent attributes- No specific information relsted

L ,} _‘l

to practical descriptors or’ issue areas qgs giyen. N

i

B. Comparison of Issues Identified in;ﬁhg,zwb'TasLs - t

&

Cautioh should be used in comparing results from the two proce= '
dures for identifying:issues for the following rsasons'

1. People will usually request information that thsy know is

A "l' o, svailable. (Thus, 1f information is not availsbls from NCES




) ~viif- .
-‘ i
/ on an emerging isue, the request will not necebsarily go to
NCES.)
2. Inferences were made concerning vhat issues were related to

"what log entries. L

3. A majority of requests may well be for information on current

L4
e

prsblems taéher than emerging issues.
The -specific subissue areas ocCUfring EOst.frequently in Igsk 1
do not corresfond with subis;ue areas tdentified in Task 2. Tﬁé
project staff recommend the Précedu?es developed for Task i to iden--
" tify emerging issues in postqécdgdary education. Houeyer, activities
such ag those used in Task 2 uﬁuid be appropriate fof.prep;éing sum-
maries of ac%ivities of-the Statisticaj Information Branch (i.e., for
accountability purposes). . T e

C. Recommended Procédurea for Logging Regueats‘

The proj;ct staff recommends adoption of a procedure similar to
P the coding syﬁtem developed for ghis'project for purposes of lunnari;-
ing th; actiy};ies of the Statigtical Information Branch. A method of
coding 1nfornatipn vhen A qeqﬁest i8 received, entering the'inforpation
~on an 1nter§ct1ve computer system, and using staﬁdardized gdicihg and
summary report pr;gramn is adggested- ?ample coding procedures for
,postsecondary education reqheuts are prelénted, It 1l}réoommlnded

_that the procedure be expanded to include elementary and secondary’

education levels.




INTRODUCTION N

- / N .,‘ﬂﬂ',.

v

In October, 1977, Educational Testing Service (ETS) began work on a '

project entitled "Development of a-Syatem for Empirical Determination of J

"

Issues in'Poataeeeqdary Educ;rion. Actﬁvitiea for Taak 1,‘"Content Analyais '

.0f the Pronouncemen;a of Educational Opinion Leaders,ﬂ began in October.end
a'final report has been submitted. - Task 1 1nv01ved'a Eontenf analyaia of

121 documenta, speeches and journal articles to identify emerging isaues tg
poatsecondary education. Activities for Taak 2, "Anaylaif o£ Specific

__Requesta to the Natiqpal Center for Education Statistics (N%FS) for Educational
- .
Data," began in January, 1978, and are aunmarized in the folloving report.

The purpoaea of Task 2 are to. deternine .the range ‘and frequency of te—

q‘ats fOr poptsecondary educational data, to comp_ﬁre the information re-
- . : ' . ‘
quests to issues identified in Task 1, and to recommend a procedure for

logging in requests. Procedures, discussed in detail ‘in .the next section,
included'the orientation of the ETS project staff to the Statistical, Infor-

mation Branch of NCES, development of data collection procedures, data
: ' ~

collection and quality control. Results aré& presented in the third section

of this report and recommendations are presented in the final section.

Pt
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PROCEDURES S
The purpose of this section is t describe the procedures developed for -
the collection of data on the info ation requests abou /postsecondary
edécati addres?ed to NCES. first week of the project,\Cheryl o
. wild rk Kutner\and Robert Bre nan et with George/ . Brown, the NCES .
projec monitor, and Vance C 1t and Lee Eiden of thé NCES Statistic;l - i
co! Infprm tion Branch (SIB;'to scuss current problems and procedures for f
S lo gi g in the requests for uca ional‘data. We were g‘gqn sample reports
| pr pa ed by the Statistha ation_Branch reviewed procedures,lletter
. fiie , and logs and discu sed pdssible limitations of the' study. '

. . R ¢ \
NCES receives reques‘s or 1nformatioh’in two forms by telephone and

. byll tter, ‘These reques 8 are for all levels of education, although only

poSt econdary education equ s's vere included in this study. The»letter v

. v ‘ g ‘
specific topics. Theae ££1es also include ‘;/ﬂ</

itten a name, address and the-name of‘a pub-
'l1icdtion. TheJ'irepresent phone reggcsts for publications which\are

*

rout nely handled by the secretary.' If the phone requé%ts,ask about more

T A ﬁ‘e iden of the' SIB. When these gentlemen respond to a phone request, the
. Yy

The specific reqyest 18 occasionally recorded also: When the specific

[
(=» B
~
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If it had been possible to contact the person who made the requestg,different

v, .
,

;",information m ht have been obtained. * . :’ oo R

_» To facilitate coding and analysis as described in the proposal a -

system was develop%d that would allow the coding of information from both

[

%
© the logs and the letter requests.f Inspection of the logs, letters, and

.. ) N .
. Y- . .. - w .

3. ) isample reports and discussien with NCES staff identified nine:ddfé&rent o : ”'-f
. ~categories needed to record the information included in each entry (an entry '

A “.

) is ‘defined as the informatibn from a single letter or phone call) These ‘-ll

categories are described briefly below.: A more detailed description of :-_ ) .}?;

' | : Wi, B

:§> these categories is presented in Appendix A.

3
. ’

. £l

,l) The date -of the phone call in the case of the log requests or che y

’ ',date of response to a'letter. =~ = '-3 . '(” R

.~ 2) The affiliation of . the requester would identify the type of

X,

»organization-or'institution of the caller or letter writer. It' I

LR

' could include postsecondary institutions, foundations, businesses,‘.g'f‘

i TR o
‘federal government and education&l organizationgu,”{ o D L
. ' e _ e A
- ' 3) The publications sent would identify which of the,manl NCES o o \
y publications were s%nt'to'the'person who‘called or wr,te;. tf the I \
P } o | : Vo - <
. publication was unavailable, it would not be coded. K. T
o | ] . L ' : ’ ,‘.\ P D
. . . . . )
m *In the proposal it was suggested that follow-up phone calls be. made to .
//. those persons who requested’ information from NCES in ordér to identify
" the- issues involved in the request. Random phbne calls to individuals who ‘
had called NCES during 0ctober, November, and December, 1977, were made. * . - o

The result proved to be disappointing. 0f the 20 calls attempted 4
individuals did not remember why they had called, 5 provided information
~on the purpose of their call, and 11 could not be reached. Since: it seemed
-reasonable to assume efforts to contact those who: phoned NCES earlier than
the sample- period would be even less successful, this step was dele ted -
' from the data gdtherng process. , - [

. . . VT ] ) ) .
' o o . ) . ‘ ;
. X B ‘2 - . : . L A
. \ . . X o 5 v : . .




4) e type of response would identify whethff or not. NCES collected

v
' .
i d

s >

that type of information, if the caller oF writer was referred to
. Lo ‘} R
a1other source, or if only publications were sent. .

J/ 5) Whether or not the caller or writer wanted information about a. trend

A

P}

: '2§§f@uhgther the. requesteruwas interested in community colleges,funderh

)

t
P

ora projection. .jJ e ”‘ﬁ_ S o : P

: natupe of the request. These descrip ors would be based on examples
|

9)

'_education or ar combination of a11 levels.

‘ conferred revenues and expenditures,

'tion pertained to[an i58ue area.,?

-Curriculum“and Processes - Preparaqi‘n.

5requests about degrees granted pertAine

e _n L ‘e J L . ' C . ., ,
.

6) . The:educational level of the request'would give information about

\ el

~ /

graduate education, graduate or professional educ’;ion, nontraditional

'education,,vocationa1/technica1 education, general postsecondary,

':"
v

\

'.7.Student attributes wpuld indicate whether the request dealt with

'questions-abOut sex, race, foreign students, adult students, or

“ e T S I

_Veter8n8- - o e " [ " ‘)‘ N o L . n
. > . . \ . " -j_,,)., L s

The practical descriﬁtors“would give nformation.abOut the‘gnperal IR

e T4

LN

o£ summary reports provided'by NCE& an inc1ude\enrollment degrees

2

.
nd libraries.

iwould.be_related‘to the

"

ichfrequestsafor infdrma-‘

1
Issue areas and subi88ues (from Task 31

i
5

request. Assumptions were made abo t
OEe el ample is the assumptiog that

_to the subissue area,“ f S

fibr Employment.: mlso the

Lo

issueVAdmissions;was used t& code’ reque 'jfabOut high school graduates

entering~coflege}

' .
- . P

S




After these categories were established, codes were developed to’ clas-
sify he information in each category. This was done in several ways l) by
A
going over the log entries and the letters, 2) by looking over the: Summary
.Reports prepared by NCES ‘and. 3) by gathering staff ideas about what was

. LN . 2 v
‘important informationain relation to identification of.issues‘in postsecon- :

;-dary education. S . o :> "li ”_] ‘; o ﬂf ' g:nb.'-: ;
| After tpe codes.were delineat/d a Code Sheet was. developed and alCoding ﬁﬁu%
f'Form was then designed. “Finally, a Coding Manual was developed. These ma- ‘
ﬁerials then went through a. two;step revision prbcess.: In stepuone,vsome |
‘sample coding was® done and revdsions and changes were made. Hhen this was o
.;completed, the draft materials were presented to the ETS project staff
5George He Brown, Vance Grént, and Lee Eiden, for review._ Their'comments and

suggestions were incorporated in the second set of revisions. Ultimately,

"final Code Sheet (see Figure l) and a final Coding Form (see Figure 2) were

\ . : .

developed. Figures 3 and 4 demonstrate how the system works . Figure 3
gives some examples of the log entries which are then coded ‘in Figure 4

The . final ‘form of the Coding Manual .can be found in Appendix A of this !://"_:

or report. o ',_. -'.;. ‘ Vf . ". ’ . B

. N ‘L ) ) ', o ) ’ e ’ . .

' -._ With the system completed, training of the coders could begin.. Because -
\

of their location and staff availability, the ETS Education.Pdlicy Research‘i '}
: Institute (EPRI) office staff in. Washington, D. C. coded the letter requests.-;
Training for this group (Robert Brennan, Mark Kutner, and Tin-Swe Thant) . ;df“g.ﬂi
. began by reading and discussing the Coding Manual including coded examples.- .

1

The staff was then instructed to code a group of letters. During this N

v

:coding,_guestions were answered as they'arose. Thelcoding_was-then-cheched -

v
i
! L4




Spaces’

N

2

K

~ 14;17 Entry‘Number
".Line Number

19-22° Date:

Month/Dgx

23-24 Affiliation of Requester

lr‘)ﬂ_

'01,

-

03

A

05

‘

07
' -08

/09

10 -
11 -
. 1:3 -

;gf$i4:f:
1=
16 =

02

06.

Postsecondary Institutions

"Foundations S

Educgtion Organizations .

Media-

State/Local Governments

_Federal- Government
Congress L o
-Exécutive Branch p -
“HEW: Educational Agencies
HEW: Other Agencies

. .“. .

Private Citizens _
- Miscellaneous Organizations

.Organizations
1?98tsecondar§ Libraries
Other Librarfes = =~ .
Elementary/Secondaryt’

Institutions T

25-30 ]leications (see attached list)

3 =" Both

-31 v TyDe of Response
l - Information NCES collects
2 - Information.requested in a
- form ‘different from what,
. - NCES collects
"3 - Information not collected
" by NCES:
4 - .Caller referred to another
. - " source . | :
. 5 = Information about nature
~ of NCES '
6..= Publication only sent
7 = Information requested =
supply not available -
,"32 - Trend or Projection . '
1l = Trend ‘
2 - Projection = -

-

Business and Consulting Firmsi’l
.Foreign and. International':.'“

“36-39

" NCES Code ‘Sheet .
- 2

~“Figure 1° A.e.

33f3&f¥Educational Level of Request.

©0L

02

03

04

05
06

. 07
- 08

09

Community/Junior Colleges
‘Undergraduate
Graduate and Professional
Higher Education (both Under-
- graduate and Graduate)
Nontraditional/Adult Ed.. .
Vocational/Technical/ .
" Proprietary ‘
General Postsecondary :
Both Secondary & Undergraduate.
‘All Levéls

1
r
3
4
5
6

Student'Attributes

= Sex - ‘ a ._i;.'
- Race - ! ot Lo oo
- Both .

- Foreign Students .

= Adult Students

Veberans ‘

. .s.ol:
02 -

- 03

04

05

06

07
- 08
~09

10

N ¢

12

15

16

17

18

99

3

13.
14

.Practical‘Descriptors:

" Enrollment

—-—

Degrees Conferred

Undergraduate -
Graduate . .
‘Both - - L '

Undergraduate
Graduate
Both
Faculty,\Staff & Salaries
Revenues and Expenditures
‘Regidence .and. Migration of
Students L
Facilities and Living Arrange- '
ments .
"How; Students’” Finance Education
Adult Education '
Institutional Control" -
Characteristics of Students'-
Job Opportunities ' P
Libraries =

- Institutional" Characteristics

. Student Chatges and Fees
Not Applicable =

4o

40-48 - Issue Areas (see ‘attached list)‘
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- ﬁ‘._',l' . o _8_
o : ‘f ‘ : Figure 3 ’ | B L ) ¢
- s ] . ’] . . ’ ~ * N .
' "\ S Examples of the Log Entries* :
. _ IR 3 ' N . » N S / {

HlDate ' Name and Address | Entrx : . Requegt¥* S ; Action -
*5/31/717 Example'l 9 % discuss projections”dfrl 5/11 discussed .
IR Gulf & Western o ., S higher ed. enrollments . ' T

. . e - . - .
6/1/77° Example 2 lO. ' women w/ degrees in ~ 6/1 provided - '
o c Western Electriccbq+ _ - elec/chem/mech eng.. " data on degrees’
o . s o . # women w/law degrees from.1974-75
 # women enrolled in eng. ' R
" 6/3/77 . Example 3 . . 21_ . ° .* copy " 6/3 sent with
L OPA-OE B T H. Ed. Dir., 1976-77}' . notecard
6/7/77  Example 4 - . 38 trend data for o - 6/7 will send
o ‘Brown University v earned degrees conf. » ' Proj. '
L Providence, RI 02912 - * (partic. 1975-76) ..~ 6/9 sent oo
* ' po e . : L o w/notecard = -
S _ S | _ : . . A
4/28/77° Example 5 . ' . 4 . . - o Salaries in h.

Member of Congress

_“4/28777v“m' -'EgapplefG . _-ﬁl'lhig\;n;\\

ed. 1975-76. ',fr

s

o . males- 20-21'anq

g - Freelance Writer: .- ¢ - o S ' 22-24 years of -
Jter s ot :
, . B PR 3 - ) - school completed
: I B S S Voo e ' o
&/28/77 Example 7 . - .- i e T e ;Foreign students.
- % Philiadelphia :'a'ra' | s . in the U.5. and 10
: o ﬁational Bank. , ! ; s top countries: frqq
‘ Co i . ' o A which they came, -
: S C T o 1974-75 -
a B ’ 3 4
| . \
| L L A
5*Requester i@entificatlon deleted. S o f-f _.-b :ﬁfii' : iﬁﬁj ';fﬁ
‘**Formats of logs kept by Vance Grant and Lee Eiden were slightly different. The .
actual request was not always recorded and had to be inferred from the action. e
o ! ! .. } . . . . ; ’ : ’ - ' pﬁ‘. " o '_ . . ‘.. ] -\ ‘. ) ' '2:\.
. 3 . . ‘ f.:" ~
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and problems discussed. The procedure-of coding,'checking, and discus%ing
%“':'”ﬁég continued until consistency among the coders_was reached. . B
o .‘Theulogs were coded at the ETS Princeton office. Tﬁleelcoders were‘

iﬁ}V? trained to use the system. 'These were‘Joseph Darlington, H0pe Melton, and. f'“‘ﬁ;ff

= ».Rose Marie.LaVala. All three had ‘at, 1east a chhelor 8 degr“
familiar with research and higher education.- '
Training for coding the log entries began by~having the coders reig and

=3
discués the Coding Manual. The next step vas’ for the coders to. check wor,k -

-

‘_that had already beeﬁ done. Thig wasqthen checked and discussed to be %urel' o
:‘V(:he coders understood the system. They then tried coding some eutrieé’and B

.these were ohecked and discussed. Eb coding proceeded, rEgular meetings';.
lfwere he1d to”check the’coders work and to answer their questions..zf

| All work was checked by another coder.l Each entry was.checked againpt o
;c"vthe original for accuracy and if necessary,.changes,'correctionsf or addi-- .
?:fffutions were made.j After this quality control procedure was gompletedx the 5 ‘
1ldata were prepared for analysis._ The first step was a fina1 check of the : L

S

LY

.

JCoding'Forms-tO‘insure their‘accuracy. The data were . then sent. to Key Entry, - yﬁ

where they were transcribedfonto computer discs and verified. Fina11y, N
a . ; ¥ n
o computer edit of the data was performed and error\resolu?ion completed.-

' : . ‘-t; »

: iEdit and error resolution inc1uded several specific!steps:? 1). A11 entries

B ‘were checked to make sur'e: they had a line number -a’ date an affiliattoq,_ : .fff"

and a type of reaponse. These four categories were mandatory for each ,',

entry. 2) A11 out-of-range codes were checked. .3) The issues and subissues ?f.:mff

~

.were checked to make sure they were,coded in the correct apaces and.inbthe “ -‘7“;..

correct sequence.. These édit procedures continued until all errors Iocated

:




S, .
b0 .
. 2 -

ell-
Y Y - - o
were corrected. When these steps were completed, the data were ready for

-
(3

analysis. -
The initial plan was to inclnde a sample of posteecondary'education

>
e 4

data requests.fron 1975 and 1976 and all poetéecondary education'data re-
d‘Queete from 1977‘15 ;ﬁé data base. Data from_l917 were felt to be the most
-important, since it'was the first cqlendar year eorresponding to the\nev'.
government fiscal year, therefore these data were coded girst. Coding and'ﬁ @
L

_checking of the 1977 data required more than the’ time originally allotted

for this’ portion of Task 2, 80 data from the earlier two years were mot
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RESULTS ;.

Three types of analyses are presented in the following section: 19 ;,

conparison of the postsecondary educstion requests and the total requests

.g\

. received by NCES 2) the number of times each category of the nine main .\.}.

-

varisbles occurred, and 3).cross-tsbulation_of_pairs of variables. The log
. - . = . >

entries and letter requests are presented independently. ,
. . X LY
J

p1e Cogpared to the Population

»

-

NCES collects data abhout many areas>of edncatiOn. ‘The present study
was concerned with only the area of postsecondary_education-‘ Thsrefore,
bnly'a.portion of the entries for,the year 1977ldes coded. -This portion
consisted of the foilowing:- 1) all entries tnat dealt with aspects of
postsecondary education; 2) entries that were resuests fpr publications,
'either general or that/dealt with postsecondary education; 3) entries that
dealt with general educational questions or general questions about NCES;
;hnd, 4) any entry t t did not specifically relate to elementary or secondary
education. For the logs, 2,426 out of 4, 211 entries were coded- This
represented 60 percent of the-entries. Eighty percent or 2, 516 out of 3, 131 _

of the letters were coded. Some of the log and letter entries required more

- M

than one line to cede‘all the information im the entry. Therefore, 2, 536

1lines were used to code .the 2, 626 log entries and 2,514 lines for the 2,383

the L . , It

1etter entries. ' : . o ., 7

o
she A

_ Deséription of-the,Variebles in Terms of Their Occurrence-- —

This section presents the frequency distributions for the nine main“gﬁ

variables-month affiliation'of requester, puh@icatiOn, response type’

9,
o,

SR 23
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> S

—
v

trends, education level of request, studen; attributes, prhctical descriptors,

-and_dissue areas. _ .

Table 1 gives the breakdown of the log and letter requests by month.

As can be seen, there were more telephone calls intJanuary, February and

. w?

ﬁarch, while the heavy beriod for response to letters was "June, July and
. s LR ' .

October (for 1977 only). .

.

Table 1

Frequency afd Percent of Log and Letter Requests by Month

Logs Letters

Month Frequency  Percent Frequency Percent '
" January 1262 10.8 217 9.1
February 303 12.5 .3 .1l
March +287 11.8 152 6.4
April | 237 9.8 188 . -7.9
May 218 9.0 119 5.0
June |, 221 9.1 328 - 13.8
July 106 A 255 10.7
August 192 7.9 200° 8.4
September . 169 7.0 212 8.9
October n 7.0 .270 11.3
November 173 7.1 205 8.6
December : 87 3.6 234 / - 9.8
Total 2,426 100.02 2,383 100.0%

1 . - . * ¢
" Table 2 shows the breakdown of the 16 codes in the yar?&ble affiliation
of requester. Persons associéted with business and consulting firms most
often (18.92) called to request ihformation, followed by persons from

3
Jpe letter requests for postsecondary

'''''

1 - -

education information ptimarily came from postsecbndary institutions
(29.0%), postsecondary Iibraries (11 32), private citizens (11 12), aqd
business and consulting firms €¢11.0%). It appears that.the various parts of

the”federa%ﬁﬁBGérnment--Congress,‘fhé“ExechtiVé“Bqﬁhtﬁ,“KﬁH”HEw==ErE*mUrE““”““f“
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likely!to call for information instead of writing. There is a large dis- \

crepanﬁy between log and letter requests by the ‘media; they called for

- inform ion relatively more often than they wrote (10.1% compared to.l. 01 of \

‘ " the respective totals) Private citizens were almost twice as likely t% oo
. ¥

‘write for information as to call. It seems that postsecondary libraries and

other libraries seldom called for infnrmatiqn (.72 and ‘1.4%) but they did .

'

write for it (11.3% and 5,21).

hTable 2 | o '

.

Frequency.and Percent of Log and Letter Requests by
Affiliation of the Requester

, : . b . Logs : Letters
Aft?liation Frequency Percent Frequency Percént
Postsecondary Institutions ' 411 16.9 ~ + 691 29.0
Foundations 3208 1.3 9 o :
Educational Organizations. 219 9.0 79 3.3
Media ‘ . 245 10.1 .25 1.0
_State and -local Governments 69 . 2.8 " 97 Y
Congress . ) 131 ', 5.4 41 1.7
Executive Branch ~ o 259 10.7 114 4.8 _
HEW: Educational Agencies 183 7.5 34 1.4 &
HEW: Other Agencies ; 42 1.7, . 14 .6
Busifss and Consulting Firms 459 ©  18.9 261 11.0
Private Citizens . . 148 6.1 265 11.1
Miscellaneous Organizations 121 5.0 _ 16 - 3.2 _
Foreign and International Drg. 31 1.3 " 73 3,1 3
Postsecondary Libraries ' . 16 o7 270 11.3
Other Libraries 34 1.4 123 5.2"
Elementary & Secondary ‘Schools 26 1.1 211 8.9
Total | 12,426 99.92%% 2,383  100.1%*

N ) .
*Discrepancy from 100% due to rounding error.

Table 3 shows the most frequently sent NCES publications. ‘Because éhere

were over /6 codes on the original publications list provided by NCES‘(see'

o - | o ; ‘. i 53(?_ -

15
=z \




_ are presented. ‘The table is arranged so that the publication sent the most ,

.frequently 1s at the top and the/gublication sent the least frequentky is at

| -15-

Appendix A), only those publications requested a total of 100 or more times

@

the bottom. Bear in mind that this arrangement isxacross both.letter‘and

" log requests. The publication most frequently requested and sent in'both

. the logs and the letters was the Education Directory, Colleges and Universities.-

J
The people who made letter requests then seemed most . interested in the Digest

Hof Educational;§tatistics and The Condition_of Education- It iéj“ﬁteresting

to - note that these were, not fdentified as being sent from the_log-entries.

-
-

| Almost 10 percent~(9,9Z);of;the phOne-requests“were for'publications;not on

-\ © 7 .. Table3

Most Frequently Sent Publicationsffrom'Letter and Log‘kequests ,

B L - e I .Logs - »'Letters

Publicaéion . . » _Frequency Percent . Frequency fercenc"
ucation Directory, Colleges & Universities - 1467 19.7 360 10.6.
gest of Educational Statistics - oL - R X 9.5
e Condition of Education o : - - 321 9.5
ojections in Educational Statistics 71 9.6 - 249 - 7.4
blications List Sent - o : ) 43 5.8 . 266 7.9
em Not on Publications List S 13 9.9 . 159 4.7
atistics of ‘Trends in Edcation 16 2.2 © 179 ¢ 543
rrned Degrees Conferred, Summary Data * 22 3.0 136 * 4.0
ojects, Products, and’ Services of the S C e f
National Center for Educatiop §tatistics - 11 1.5 © . 145 4.3
Llaries, Tenure, and Frihge B fits of® ' : '

oy 9 : 1}2 134 4.0
111 Enrollmept in Higher Education - 39 5.3 . - 81 = 2.4
istructional Faculty in Instiqptions of. - : St e T
Higher Education
men”s Representation among lecipients of : :
Doctors’ and First-Professional Degrees -~ 3 0.4 115 3.4
men’s_Participation . in. Firgg-Professional K Z
Degree Progrghs in Medicine, Dentistry, - C S .
Veterinary Medicine, andggé_f 1 0.1 + 112 3.3
ble Total ‘ : f o 434 ~ 58.7% 2,580 76.32 @
tal Publications Sent o ' - . 740 ' 3,383 - *i



third mosgafrequentl \seht publication.»

Table 4 ilrustra‘gs the major

Al

the log and letter entlies.

requests for publicati ns.

‘provided information,NC S collects.

:.15.1 percent of the los entry responses wvere to send publications.

the list given to us by$ NCES._ Projections‘

in Edudational Statistics.yas the
. \ - .

\|

difference in type of response between

~

The letter requests were’ predominantly (94 71)

The phone requests most frequently (54 SZ)

\’

In contrast to the letter requests,ll

Another '

interesting point fs tha; for 14. 9 percent of the phone requests, the caller

was referred to another 8

. lettet requests and 1 5 p'r.ent of

collected by NCES..,.

pqice\of information. Only l.1 percent of the

v

the log ‘entries were information not

“; Frequency and Pe:ceht of Log and Letter Requests

Letters
Frequency Percent

Logs

Y

Frequency Percent

- Information NCES Collects | l,380‘ 54,5 20, - 0.8
.Information Requested in a Fo . _ ‘ : o '
Different from What NCES Collects . 46 1.8 10, .. 0.4
Information Not Collected b§ NAES 39 - - 1.5 o271 1.1
Caller Referred to Another Source: 377 4.9 . 5;‘ e 243
- Information About Nature of C 261 - 10.3 ’ - 0.1
Publication Only Sent ' - 383 15.1. 2381 94.7
Informétion Requested - Supply ot ,f! - : _ ' L
Availgble. N 48 1.9 "L 16 - 067
Total T \ '2,534% .. 100.0% 2 514*w © 100.0%

°

§ *The table totals shown here are l rger than those that

2. because ‘the lipes, rather than" 1
counted. Often the log entry.or 1
L~~to code all of the information.

\
|
!

pear in Tables 1 and
dividual letter or g entries, are being
tter request required ‘more than one line

b
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The code information not collected by NCES deserves a little -more .
definition. A total of 66 entries were given this code. They fall into’
ten'different categories:- | -
1) Questions related to community colleges. There were three3of
?'; ' ,1~: these all from the logs, asking for information about the age of o
: .the students, the starting salaries, and retention rates.
2) Questions related to'employment. There_were*seven altogether, five
from the logs and two from'the-letters.. The log-entries:were

interested in openings available in higher education, manpower -

~

_ I\.recruitment criteria, employment for undergraduates, employment of

>

college teachers, andvdnformation about people who are not enrolled %
. S
in college and not in the work force. 'The letter requests were

interested in the percent of students who get jobs in their field

<

and the\\ﬁucational training leVels of workers in the heating,
ventilating, ortair conditioning business..'._‘An N L

3) Questions related to ‘the’ handicapped. There were two log entries
and three letter requests for a total of seven questions relating to
the handicapped. The log.entries dealt with expenditures.and .
facilities while the letters were interested in education of the
deaf incidence of physical handicaps by age, and colleges and

_ universities with graduate programs in learning disabilities.
4) Questions re%gted to discrimination on the basis of sex. All four '

{

of tﬂhaﬁ‘ﬁﬁestions were from the .letter requests.' Three dealt with

. discrimination in education and the other one wanted information about&

Title IX in relation to discrimination in athletics.




v
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L

K ".5) Questions about minorities. Eight questions from the logs related

fto-minorities. Four people wanted information about earned degrees

conferred, five bylrace and one by ethnic group. Thelother requests
asked'about‘medical'specialties by race and money spent.hv,collegesl

”'for recruiting minority students. _
N ( / ) ' ’ . ' . .
6) Questions regarding institutional characteristics. Of the seven
Lo S

questions which dealt with ‘institutional characteristics,‘four

. - . . »
were from the log entries and three from the letter requests.
The'loggentrv questions asked about the 50-100 top’schools, a
ranking of college departments, schools not listed in the Education

_Directory, Colleges and Universities, and schools that do not

charge average college tuition to senior citizens. The letters.

‘ asked for information on art schools and art education, data on’

undergraduates in schools and colleges of business, four-year

.institutions with business programs, also data od small instikutions
especially financial and number of closings within the last 10

) years. |
.7)3Qpest1ons related to educational programs and process.-‘Three'”

different topics occur under this main headin These are A) five

(_J ; enrollment questions from the logs, B) four achievement questions :
L 'from the logs and C) five general questions, ehree from the logs and

two from the letters. . : . _., o p" Py
fAA.fiEnrollment questions were:asked four times aboutvspecific
"courses and once about adults enrolled in specif;w courses.

. é'“
‘B. Achievement questions wvere asked three\tgmes in relation to

oo i\\ 'colleg achievement and once- in regards ‘to the difference in

el * A . T .ot B - ) -

B . . - - . . . o . ) .
R ‘ s o . ’ .

."'.‘ ’ . N . ) . : 3'.4 '

=
1

-
A




l-,achievemenf between college students receiving college aid and

those who do not receive aid.

g ) C.‘-General qnestions from the logs>dealt with change of majors,

gdata on transfers, and the college attendence of Irish—Americans,

.Italian—Americans, etc.- The letters were concerned with.graduate
programs in bilingual education and special education.“ Also

with the percentage of . students entering medical school from

»n

o individual colleges.

(

8) Questions related to funding. The three log entries about fundingl
related to per student cost of higher education, monies received :
from the Federal Government _and funds to Texas institutions from
HEW g One of the two letter requests dealt with the correlation
between per pupil expenditures and academic achievement. The otherf:
. ‘dsked about the availability and source of public education and

health grants. coo T o (

’

'9) Questions about students. The six requests in,this category are :

— evenly split between -the log entries and ‘the letter requests. The
' 3

log requests dealt with ‘the number of divorced women with childrEn ’

b who are attending college, the expected earnings of Harvard Ph. D.,

. and the number of veterans who have graduated from college.' The

letter requests asked for information about the marita1 status of

_ people enrolled in college, data on.cultural groups by geographic
A S N\ \ .
. ~ areas, and data on_ the age ‘of" persons attending or employed at-
instiﬁgtions of higher education.

:,“

-lO),General questions.b There were seven. general questions three from

the logs and four from the.letters.._The'three log entries'asked




"~20<

*about,the United Nations University,:personnel:characteristics of
'members of the State Boards of Education,.and’a reportlthat was

: unfamiliar to the person answering the call. The 1etter requests
asked for documentation description of HEGIS, statistics on

]
>

feducation related unions and associations, literature on in-se ice'
teacher education, and information ‘about research studies on computer
~assisted learning and other_learning devices. =

able 5 shows that of the 2 383. letter requests, only five dealt

_with Questions about trends or projections in education, while 427, of the fes

2,426 log entries. mentioned this type of information- Most of the. entries,

" which were given one of the codes of this variable, dealt with information g
about trends (77 5% in the log entries) ': o
: .'- ; o S ,
~ ’ d Table 5 | -
Frequency and Percent\of Log and Letter Requests by
Trend or Projection

o . S . Logsg.: }va " Letters
. - = . __Frequency Percert l;iequency‘Percent
. Trend . ) ’ - .' 331 77-5 1 ’ 20-0
©* Projection. . 61 - " 14.3 3 7 60.0 )
 Botht . . 35° 8.2 1 20.0
Total Y . 427 100.0% ' 5 . 100.0%

N r
i

Table_6'presents the”frequencies of requests that were coded'at the .

various educational levels. The majOrity'of log requests.(53.31).were‘for

hg 'higher'éducation information. The letter requests most frequently concerned
"'all levels of education (28 OZ) “The following levels were infrequently Q"
requested in either the logs or I;FteFiéf community and junior colleges (l 5%
' o . }
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o : Table 6 B
/_ Frequency -and Percent of Log and Letter Requestg ol
' ’ by Educational Level of Request Co
o Logs _' _ _Letter%ma
" Educational Level ‘e , Frequency-Percent . Frequency Percent
Community/Junior Colleges. . 28 1.5 3 2.2
Undergraduate .- * - .-+ 137 ~ 143 .. 14 10.1 ,
. Graduate ‘and Professional 166 8.9 26 17.3
Higher Education (both.Under- _ T - o
' graduate and Graduate) - o 1,088 .- .58.3 N 23 16.5
. Nontraditiomal/Adult Education - - 40 . ' 2.1 = . T 5.0
- Vocational/Technical/Proprietary = 44 . 2.4 ? 1 0.7 -
. General Postsecondary - . .32 1.7 - .25 18.0
“Both Secondary and Undergraduate . 66 3.5 3 2.2
All Levels T . ‘ 266 14.3 39 __28.1
C reeals L L T : 1,867 100.0% © 139 100.1%*
‘ *Discrepancy from, 100X due to rounding error. - - R X
: . D B [
2. 22 respectively), nontraditional or adult education (2 l% and 5. 0% '71

re pectively), vocational technical or prOprietary (2 42 and 0. 72 re- Y
‘spectively); or. both secondary and undergraduate (3.5% and 2 22, respectively)
‘A

~0n1y 139 letters requested information on 2 specific educational level (letters

"/ Tt .
that only requested a publication were not given a. code for this variaBle) “

The frequency with which people requested information on-student attri-

i butes is recorde? in’ Table 7. Four ﬁundred eighty-nine such requests were .

i

coded from the logs and only 46 from the letters. Most frequently, requesta

were for information according to sex (47272 of log requests and 66 9% of ' (j
* . ;'\1 ."f_':'-r, e .
letter requests) Next frequently, requests for racial inﬁormation were

.
B

'f--recorded (34.2% for logs and 10.9% for letters) - Others asked_for»iﬁforma-"

FaRa

tion about bOth sex and race, or for information on'foreign-students,
ii;9§91t.3t“4¢0t3sv°r veterans-'. ' R E S

i

- ) ¢

R V]
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’ ‘ . Table 7 L ,~
Frequency and Percent of Log and Letter Requests
’y Student Attributes o < e

“Request for Informati A Logs © Létters
. Frequency Percept ~ Frequency Percernt

Dealing with:

. Sex N ,/ - o231 47,2 028 60,9
.. Race . o 167 3.2, ... 5 . 10.9 ..
. Both Sex. and Race Aﬁf A 4.3. 0 7,10 27
. Foreign Students 19 , 3.9 - =ty e ‘
Adult Students = | Y 8.6 - - -3 6.5 v
.Vetergns L . v 9 - . 1.8 - -
] ] v ] . ;
Total‘. o 'f"ﬁ o 489 100.0% . - A6 . -100.02
oo -;f / ' R Heo oo N
Frequency of re uests for practical desoriptor classifications for ‘ .

léetters and ‘1ogs areﬂ'-presented in T{ble 8. Again, very few~(l45) practical’

.

descriptors vere ap*?qed to letter requests. For iogs, 2 390 prhctical de-

1

scriptors were cod d. Log requests vere most frequently about enrollments -
/
both undergraduate and.graduate (21 81),‘and degrees conferred - both .

undergraduate and draduate 113 2%) Two other categories--characteristics

v, '(.

of students and institutional characteristics-—oecurred more than 200 times

- ,_ . L "
v_-_.\ .p '

: in the logs- For the letter requests, the most frequentlygrequested canegories

’ were job opportunities and faculty, suaff and salaries which occurred 25

and 22 times (or 17.2% and 15. ZEaP:teSpectively. Information rpquested




10 - requests by letters

14

¢

-

Ty

Table“8

Cer
[

Frequency and Percent of Log and Letter Requests

. ¥,og entries or leoters that were fu11y coded ‘but could not be related to a
pecific practi@h descrigtor were given this code. S : :

]

**Discrepancy from 100% is due to pounding error.

'.» .«-_ )

Frequencies of requests for information re1ated to issue and’ 8ubissue

areas are pregented in Table 9.

Many more of the log eﬁtries cou1d be related to. issues.;

-4‘.‘

ment and. Faculty and Personne1 - Affirmative Action.

e

Only two subissue areas received more than

‘c

Curriculum and Processes - Preparation forrEmploy-

‘\‘:’l .

The most

M.-" ol L.
"|

N

= ; w"‘ , by Practical Descriptors v
e ;'l‘n", P :
SR S ’ Logs e : ~ Letters
Frequenty Percent Frequency Percent
Enrollment. h : _ ’ - W
Undergraduate 4 137 " 5.7 205 ey 3.4
Graduate g A, 66 2.8 U 2.8
Both or not specifieg . : i%&;g *’522 : - 21.8 o 9. 662 .
Degrees Conferred . . )%~ ”ft)k. . - o R
Undergraduate . 4 i ’ 83 35 7. 4.8
~@raduate T 101 6.2 12 e 843
-"Both .or not specified - 315° 13.2 12 - ""8.3 .
?9cﬁlty, Staff, and Salaries - 150 - 6.3 22 152 .
ReVenuesia d: Expenditures 184 . 5.6 8 © 5.5
. Residence: and Qigration of Students 37 1.5 9 6.2
'Facilitid§ and Living Arrangements : 10 - 0.4 - -
 How Stud§2t% Finance Educatio 3udhn 1.0, 1 0.7
Adul cation o : ? “3? 33 1.6 4 &4 2.8
Institutional Control =~ 3.7 - 2 S Y
Characﬁeristics of, Students i 246  10.3 - 9 " 6.2
Job Opportunities : , ] ' 49 2.1 . .25 17.2
Libraries 8 ‘ ' 5 0.2 . - -
"Instituty onél Characteristics © 230 9.6 12 8.3
Student Chargeg and Fees S92 . 3.8 L= -
Not Applicablek. ® T 63 2.6 ok 2.8
Total = & . < . (3390 99.9%%%- 145 100 1%k,
. - //_.

s

o7

£
-1

K]
.




ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

. .- . .4 . . L .
' . . R . o . L o . e

(631 or 26,0%) . and. Curriculumland pro;essefs

LA Y.

,mployment (419 or 17.32). A ba‘rop m the humber of:"

-|,_|

'These re?ults are consistent

_where the top three \

1
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. , Table 9, . .
Fregq cent of Log and Letter léequests ’
by Issue Aceas . °
[ ] .
- L L Logs . Letters
Code Issue/Subissue-Area : .. Frequency Percent Frequency Percent
10 - _ 106 ° - &.4 5 N 0.8
, - 11 = Endowments ...','.,. 5 . ..:0.2 I 0.8
12 - Federal Aid ’ 28 1.2 .3 2.5
13 - State Aid RN B ~0.3 » -
14 =, Tuition-and Fees BPS0 NI ) B ' 3.7 4 3.4
15 - Public vs. Private A 79 3.3 - -
16 - Health of Institutions’: 16 - 0.7 4 3.4
| Total ,-,’g,. S 333 - 13.8 13 10.9
Institutional Governancé. o
.. and Management i = ,
20 - General Institutional Govetnance, S nr - -
and Management w5 0020 ) S ‘-
‘21 - Management Systems Tt -
- 22 =" Productivity - ' ' -
.., 23,~"  Division of Fun(ung / -
‘ ‘24r<° Accreditation SN " -
"+ "25 = Institutional Gdals . , -
- 26 -+ Enrollment ' - 5.9
.27 - "Facilities w3ed
“Total. . | L %
: ’ . 3 :
: Student  Aid" o i o ot
30 -~ General Student Ald:. I & : 0.5 - -
31 ~ & Federal Programsh,'- el 5 1042 + -
32 - staee, Programs ~ 1 - - - -
33 '~ .‘Institutional Programs S 4 0.2, - -
34 = - Tax Relief. : L= = - -
35 = Selective Erititlement ) ' - - - C - Ve
. 36 = Who Benefits- ' - G- s - -
37 = Default Rates on Loans - = M- -
. Total . o 23 - - 8.9 w0 0.0.
_ Curriculum and Processes - Yo
40 -~  General Cu;riculum and Processes yATRE 0.9’;,. - -
41 - Grading - . F200 f0.1 & - - -
42 = iNew Programs and Cour%es 57 2.3 N «B8 - 6.8
43 - Preparation for Employment , 419  17.3 b 17 4.4
. 44 - Retention ' .. ) , 59 - 2.4 f:-) e
45 - Quality ° - 6 0.2 R TR -
46 ‘= Institutional- Climate .. S S e “ vz ., ==
g Total =~ R 565 23R 25 7 t21.2
./ ? L Ye
' 'I:"i"‘ :.;.! : "a ‘ 41 “‘_‘ . .




Table 95KContinuéd)
¥

. Freduenc&'and Percent of Log and Letter Requests

- R by Issue Areas . -

et T . Logs Letters
Code Issue/Subissue Area i Frequency Percent :Frequency Percent
Research , : .
50 - 'General Research N v g - -
51 = Federal Control o - - , - -
52 - Setting of Priorities = - e e - " -
53 - . Ihstit_utioﬁal Concerns v = - - .‘e_ - -
Total : : 4 v 0.2 , - 0. 0.0
" ‘Legal ' ’
60 - General Legal AR - - -
61 - State Aid § - - -
62 - Constitutional Issues ' - - - &2
v ' Total 0 0
‘ Admissions
70 - General Admissions : "6l - -
71 =  Recruitment ' 2 - -
72 - Selection S 1 1 0.8
73 = Affirgdtive. Action T2 8 6.8
74 - ‘Tﬁansfén/Migration - .29 2 1.7
iy, TogRL o 95 11 9.3
'~ﬁfdéiit§“and Personnel : 3 B
80 - 'General Faculty and Personnel -85 3.5 -1 5.9
81 - _Faculty Renewal and Development 1 Ve 1 0.8
82 - . Retirement - - - -
83 - Tenure/Reward System 68 2.8 ' 3 2.5
84 - Collective Bargaining 1 ST 1 0.8
85 - Academic Freedom - # - -
86 - Affirmative Action _9 0.4 11 ,. 9.3
Total 164 6.7 23 “19.3
Values and Benefits of Post-
secondary Education
90 - Geferal Vilues and Benefits of . -
Postsecondary. Education 3 0.1 - -
91 -  Manpower/Job/Career Training 32 1.3 afe3 7 7.6
92 - ' Edugational Outcomes -~ ° 11 0.5 e }// 5.9
93 -  Economic Return 33: 1.4 5 4.2
. 94 - Personak Return™ ' - = W S - -
- Total . . - 79 3,3 2] 17.7
M Y Ty t e
v M ; \ g
. , L) _ N y
: ’ Yo
r ’ 8 » :

e
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Table 9 (Continued) o ' e
Frequency and Percent of Log and Letter Requests
o by. Issue Areas

- R = Logs Letters

Code Issue/Subissue Area Frequency Percent Frequency Percent
. o ] ' ’

“ . Government Regulation Aid Policy
100 - General Government Regulation

. Ald Policy - 1 - - -
® 101 - Federal, State and Local ‘ 4
o Relationships [ 2 0.1 1 0.8
102 - Lobbying . : b= = = =
Total .. . 3 0.1 1 0.8
‘ Lifelong Learning B

110 - Genersl'Lifelong Learning 34 d.4 1 0.8
111 - Institutions 2 0.1 -. -
112 - Programs 2 0.1 , 2 1.7
113 - Students -9 0.4 1 0.8
114 - . Vocation - - - -
" Total 47 2.0 4 3.3

Student Characteristics ~ . )

120 - General Student Characteristics 175 7.2 3 2.5
121 - Resident/Commuter . 10 0.4 1 0.8
122 - Family Characteristics 11 0.5 2 1.7

123 =  Full-time/Part-time .26 1.1 - -

124 - Working Student o ' 3 0.1 - -
125 - 'Nationality _15 0.6 - -
: Total ‘ 240 9.9 6 5.0
999 - Not Applicable* : 78 3.2 3 2.5

‘Grand Total o 2,428 100.0 112 99, 3%

*Letters or log entries that were fully coded but did not relate to an issue '
were given this“code. .

**Discrepency from 100% due to rounding error.

o
s
&

o
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Description of the Variables in Relation to Each Other* ' .

" The . second phase o£.the data analysis was to compare.pairs of the vari-
» : -
ables in a matrix format callid crogss-tabulation. This, permits observation

i
1

of the rariation‘in the relationship between two variables. Cross-tabulations
are arranged in'groups'in the order in whichﬂthey appear on the Code Sheet.
'Tberefore, month is the first’var;able. All of the varisbies, broken down
by month, are also arranged so the order fol}ows the varianles as they |
appear on the Code Sheet (see Figure 1). | )

. Month. Tabies Ia and Ib give the cross-tabulatien for month and.
affiliation of requester for the logs and letters, respectively. ‘By looking
at thegceils in these tno tabie‘, one can see how many entries fall into
each gell (upperff%ft-hann box), what percentage of the colunn‘tdtal this
represents (upper right-hand block),.whatunercentsge of the'grsnd total the
cell represents (lower right-hand block; if this is blank, it represents
1ess than 1 percent), and what percentage of the row total this represents -
(lower 1eft-hand block) . The last’ column and row give the totals. As can
be seen in Table Ia, businesses and postsecondary institutions msde up the
larges't parts of the to{‘ai sample. Business and consulting firms phoned in

the'largest'ngmber of requests, with their peak period January through June.

Postsecondary 'institutions’ peak periods extended from January through March. -

AY

*All tables'referred to in this section are presented in Appendix B.

44
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The letters (Table Ib) showedAa steady flow of'responses,to,requests
) 1 .‘ T . T e :

‘from postsecondary institutionslacross'the whole year. The heayiest

'periods of response to the letter requests for 1977 was June, July, and

[l

_October. : ' . )/<\

' Tables IIa'and'IIb'give the crbss-tabluation of publications sent-by
month for the logs and letters. The beginning of l977 was a heavy time for
: publication requests in the logs.. This tapered off at the end of the year.

:The Education Directory, Colleges and Universities enjoyed a continuous

popularity throughout the. year. This‘was_true<o£;the letter requests also

(see Table IIb).: Responses to'letter"requests most frequently occurred

v

o : o L A7
during June and 0ctober.v The Digest of Educational Statistics vas in con-

stant demand also by people who wrote in Ior publications.

Educational level of request is displayed by month in Tables IIla
and.IIIb. Requests about higher education were the mos frequent and vere
spread out fairly evenly across months for the log requests (see Tablei
‘IIIa) Requests that dealt with all levels were the nextlhighest group and
these also spread evenly across the year.. Very few (only 28) requests.' ?5;’~
concerning community and_junior,colleges occurred,;none,in-JuneszJuly, dr .
August. Table lIlb shows that the"pattern for the let.er requests was
slightly different. Responses to information requests about all'levels was
.the.highest group and these;requests‘clustered in October, November,.and

December, as did most of:those about théjbthérhleveLS- Note that onlrté

total of 139 letter requests were coded according to educational level.
. 1 . - , .o o




) ".'?(l
the issues in postsecondary education identified in Task 1. Tables Va and

Vb show the issue areaSQand subissue'ateas broken down by month. Questions?

e : : RIS ..»-» e
- ol '." B .." N

Table Va). Quest ons relating to student cha cteristics, although much

¢ , . {

|

smaller than the f rst two were still very evenly spread across time. The

(2

_letter requests (Ta le Vb) were different. Curriculum and.Procgsses -

Preparation for Emplo\ ent was ‘the most,frequently coded.subissue (lb%), but

L

it was not as evenly spread'out as it.was 'in the log requests. Tke second

largest-group.(92). Faculty and'?ersoénel - Affirmativeikction, _was more

~

vconcentrated at the end of‘the year. Values and Benefits of Postsecondary

Education -‘Manpower/Job Training/Career Training came next with 8 ‘percent.

oy

Affiliation of the Requester- The second major cross-tabulation of *

LN

variables is bv affiliation of the néquester. There are five of these;

1

“

~ a
The first displayed in Tableé VIa and VIb,_compares affiliation and publica--!

tions sent. As,can be. seen from the row totals for the log entries in

Y . s X .
\ . : N
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Table Via, business and consulting firms received 22 percent of the publica-‘”“”

tions sent and postsecondary institutions received 20 percentx Both affiliation

. groups frequently received the Digest of Educational Statisticsiand rojections

g of Educational S;gtistics. Of the publications sent to postsecondary institu-
tions, ll percent received The Diges and 10 percent received rojections.*
This represented 22 percent and 21 percent, respectively, of the total number

of these publications sent.- Also, these two publications each made up 12

percent of the publications sent ‘to business and con'ulting firms ‘while for

. each publication these requests represented 26 percent and 27 percent, - e

. respectively, of, those that were sent. The Edutat Directory, Colleges '

‘and Universities was the other publication most frequently sent to tﬂese two,ﬁ
1 N . o . ‘ﬂ.“ -

.

affiliations. o ..1 - . o ..i - :
The letter.requests, Table VIb show a slightly.different picture.

In this table, four groups frequently requested publications. These include'

the two discussed when'. dealing with the logs plus private citizens and post-'_‘

secondary libraries. The two largest groups are postsecondary institutions )

-and, postsecondary libraries. It is interest ng to note that-for both of

-these_groups, no large percentage of any one ublication was sent. Only the

* Education Directory came close for the postsecondary.institutions- but

scanning across the Education Directory, Colleges and Universities row, one

finds that this was the most frequently sent publication for all affilia-
tions but postsecondary libraries. The other two largest groups were business

and’ consulting firms and private citizens. Business\aniﬂconsulting firms,bn ‘

again were most frequently seat, The Digest and Project ns, along with the Jb

Higher E&Scation Directogy Private citizens received.fJur publications

‘ - ".Iv... .. ' ,: , .,-' ¢ 47 " .' . .
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L . .
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ii:most often. __ggst The Condition of Education, Higher Education Directory,
and Projections. = ':{; “:b l o o e - |

" Tables VIIa and VIIbfpresent educational'leveliof'request’crossetabulated
with'the affiliation’of‘the requester.-.As can be seen, most of the requests
\ dealt with questions abOut higher education. The second ranked category was
\ all levels, with graduate and professional ranked third. By looking across

'-_ECcolumn percents for higher education, one can see that it represented"

ore than half of  the requests for all but one\of the affiliations (48% to

B woT

H

';”The all levels code. represents'between 8 percent and 26 percent of f;

the requests when looking across the affiliation columns.. Business and

]

consulting firms requested more information about community and junior Lﬂ{,

(I

colleges (292) and undergraduates (28%) than the other affiliations.

The letter rebuests Table VIIb, present a similar picture. Postsecond- g
. ary institutions and private citizens made the majority of the requests, 35
. ,__ i g . -
, percent and 26 percent respectively., Again, higher edubation.(27%) and all

"'!

o levels (25%) made up the majority of the requests fromPpostsecdﬂda :institu- o

» q..,w '.l (,4 P
tions. Also requests for information about the graduate a;d prg p; r"\

""J, J %

. level (19%) and" general postsecondary level (15%) Were freq:“

and consulting firms usually asked qugsttons at the generall ok ,f?

»
\

.few over all requests (6%) Private citizens showed a much larger tendency
”(26%) to write in their . requests. Their interests seemed to be mostly at.
‘Eb”the graduate and professional level (31%) with higher education questions
‘;}‘asked the. second most frequently (19%) ' . ': . .
Tables VIIIa and VIIIb give the results of.cross-gﬁéulating affiliation [

" ﬁof requester with information about student attributes. 1These~include sex,

o




.

race, nationality, age, and military involvement. Of all the log entries
. f _.\1 .
given student attribute codes 47 percent were -in the sex category. Only

| —

three affiliation categbries, educational organizations, congress, and the

_educational agencies iJ the Departmgnt of Health Education, and Welfare
(HEW), were interestedin race. Thirty-four- percent of the log entries

., dealt with questions gbout race. Congress was also very interested in adult_
. . . AR _

h

students~(241) The ékecutive branch of the federal governmerit had the most
interest in veterans (44%), but only 2 percent ‘of all questions given these "

_.codes inquired about veterans. It is interesging to note that business and

4
.s,‘

' consulting firms showed' the moat interest inugpreign students (37%)
The 1etter requests (Table VIIIb),show that postsecondary institutions v

- most frequently (432) were interested in information related to the student
PRl ‘ .

attributes category. Their largest area of.interest was the sex category.

. . ' ! ’
Seventy percent of the postsecodd;ry institutions questions were given this

\

lcode:\\This,cell contains 50 percent of the questions about sex and 30 )

,,‘-.- --1.1.

percent of all: of the codings in this table. The next largest group was

V.
.\" \

private citizens. They asked 15 percent of the questions that could be.

coded in this ‘manner and they, too, were interested in infotmation according

e

to sex (43%). None of the- letter requests dealt withlquestions about

'foreign students and veterans, and only a few (7%) dealt with adult students.

-,'«

Affiliation by practical descriptors, Table' Xa describes the log -

"

entries by'each of the groups. As can be seen,”the questions by all groups '

-dealt mostly with the enrollment - both category. - Only . the executive

branch miscellane0us organizations, ana elementary or secondary institutions




. _'3 4_

'were more interested in degrees conferred -'both which was of secondary
el ’
overall interest. \The third and fourth largest areas of interest were

characteristics of students and institutional characteristics, respectively.
_The affiliation groups split with postsecondary institptions media, all of
- L

the government groups except the educational agencies of Health Education,

'and Welfare, and miscellaneous organizations more interested in-student

-

: — . . . : !
chara%teristics'than Institutional characteristics. The rest, except

T

' business and‘consulting.Eirms whichfuere evenly split' were moreiinterested
in. institutional characteristiqs than in student characteristics.
Table IXb gives similar rfsults for the letter requests. Postsecondary.

° institutions were interested in faculty, staff and salaries (27%) . |
' Private citizens, on -the other hand were interested in questions related to

job opportunities (242), as were persons affiliated with the media (29%),
state énd local government (27%), and elementary and secondarx institutions

(302). a | -

Table Xa‘again‘shoﬁs that questions>about the subissue Institutidnal

';éGovernance and Management - Enrollment generated”the largest interest

foor all”the affiliations. TWenty-six percent of the“questions related to.

, this subissue. " Curriculum and Processes = Preparation for Employment which
is. related tolthe practical.descriptor degrees conferred was the ,next
largest concern. The executive branch was also very interested in this :
subissue. ’Student Characteristics - General was‘the next subissue of
interest. The media seemed to be the most interested | -this type of issue
(19Z), followed by business and consulting firms (16;4/znd-postsecondary

-binstitutions (15%). _ - R . o S s

¢
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Postsecondary institutions who wrote for information were primarily
interested in the subissue Faculty and Personnel - Affirmative.Aption.n

A

Table Xb shows that 19 percent of their questions vere in this area. -

,, n

L Twelve percent of their questions dealt with the subissue Curriculum and J

Processes - Preparation for Employment- Private Citizens also were inter- 5-
"o : “‘
-_ested in the subissue (132), as -well as in Value3~and Benefits of College el

fEducation - Educational Outcomes. '45. e -“\ T ST e

P

Response Type. This variable is used in the third major breakdown. It

18 cross-tabulated with educational level,-student attributes, practical T

,~descriptors, and issue areas. Table XIa compares response type with educa-
O , \\ .\.
‘tion level for the log entries. As can be seen for all response types, the
. \ - 1Y ) o .

”.alevel labeledyhigher education received the most codes (58%)., Responses‘

. abotit all levels occurred the next most frequently (142) Also most of the i

.responses were information-NCEs collects (74%). The column labeled caller'
referred‘to another source was the second most frequent code under response
. v

| type (192) e _ g ‘ )
. i . )
The letter requests show a much different picture (Table XIb)”“The

L4

educational level of requests was more evenly spread and in the majority
of - the:. cases, publications were snnt;p'Referrals to other'sources of informa-

- tion was the second most frequent type of response- The questions coded

‘with the leyel graduate and professional vere the most frequently referred
" A nq‘ " : ;
to another source " (24%), with questions about the category all levels

\ ‘1
referred next most f}equently (22%). Thirty—five percent of the all levels |

- . "'v&‘l

K category and 30 percent of the gradqate and professional level questions

e
oy
-

o N .

- asked aﬁhut information not collected by NCES.
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:» Table XIla compares response type with student attributes. Ninety-three\t

DR .

percent of the questioﬁs that dealt wit”-the sex were coded in the information

J
o - ....., 2 , "‘

fNCES collects category. Eighty percent of the questionpﬂth&t deabt uith the

'race were referred to another source, 67 percent of the questions that dealt

_th bOth sex and race were also referred. Questions dealin

< “*1, &
Es but 56% of the

s,.

Y,
\ﬂ Lestioﬁé about veterans gere referred ‘to another souree. ~1;
- ;
;lhi ‘ Half;of\the 46 letter requests that could be coded in this manner -

!

were requests for publications (see Table XIIb) . Thirty-five percent “of the

gm\

NCES c llects category. Eighteen percent of'the questions were referred to -
-anoth r_source.‘ '

s

/Table XI1Ib shows the comparison bet'Weena response type a
Esdriptors for the letter requests. Thirty-nine percent of the requests ' %lﬁf

given a préCtical descriptor,doda were requests for_publications. Twenty-nine"

.....

percent ﬁere referred to another source. Requests that dealt with faculty,
- ;#‘ " N .
staff and salaries (21%) and job opportunities (26%) were most often ’

', referred. . } ';.' "»-';" o o ’.
. S

- The next set of ta&les (Tables XIVa and XIVb) compare%;'



Y}

collectedfby NCES catego;y and only?18 ‘percent of se were referred to

another source. Twenty-eight percen of the entri ,coded as infbrmation

with this subissue. Requestsf_l_

S L. ] - SN L . 4 ‘ T B - . N ...
’ for'EmployNEnt- '”ﬂﬁ" - - ".i '_4'f'; /ﬁ”“-~

~

I_end or. Projection.= The fourth major comparison of variables is by

the set of codes designating 3 trend or a projection. These codes 'are

' cross-tabulated with the variableslpractical descriptors and issue areas.j

*The - majority (79%) of a11 the log entrie ‘f |

XVIa and XVIb for issue areae.

\ , I( ' ". ’
coded as either a trend or''a’ prpjection were coded as a trend' this is

t:

consistent across all. practical descriptors. The pradtical descriptor j




;..'f'.' . ' f ' va' ' i Rk .

- . . BRI . B

B | ; Bt RS
;code enrollment - both was most frﬁquently coded with one of the trend or R ”;f
7;projection code@ (28%) Degrees conferred - bothﬁwas the next most frequent ;{;

(132) Only five of." the 1etter requests inquired about trends or projections

s ) T T T S T TS
(Bee Table XVb) v f..;-" 1 :%j.;f~ o I‘ﬁ, B :f r’v.~*\'- s

T{icoded as requesting both‘a trend and‘h projection. Table XVIbeshows again f

. lthat?there were too few letter req_l -

ficonclusions. - | . i ':1#
t ducational Leuel of Rqugst- In thehfif' é'{

S o 7 Yoot e,
gories in Tables aXIXa and XIXb. As d.escribed. eﬂrlier in Table 6 th’e ! \/ _
5fmajority of re uests for ﬁnformation were in tPe higher education category. S .

At the higher education Level, information was. also requested ‘oh

foreign students (32 ofothe higher education éEquests), adult students (31)
: " - ¢ o .". : . N . .v, ' 4 LA
s R . ..., [ 54' . . ':’!{.., , e
’ '.b . -. ‘,. - “.:’;’ , .



- 4and¢veterans'(§2) Few requests concerning any of these categories were in

K .
conjunction with requests for community or junior collegé information,i, “
. . 5 o

vocatiopal, technical or proprietary information, or general postsecondary

info;mation. Requesti for”’ information at the nontraditional or adult

_L' : (L_. ——

T e = _,,___

education level usualﬁy concerned adult students (94 percent of this education

level) All other educational levels most frequently asked about sex or

.‘.‘ b
PO

race.

. R
LB ey "?*;- . -

Tdble XVIIb pﬁesents the same breakdown for letter requests. Only
=il

39 lettprs specifically asked for information concerning one of these ' g

2

‘categqries,  Most (591) of these 39 letters asked for information about the
BRI ' " e, Lol S
attribute'of sex. 6 No letter requests asked for information concerning

veterans and only three (81)~at the nontraditional or adult education level,

‘ wgasked about adult students.- No requests concerning student attributes were -

RY

‘coded in gpnjunction with the following educational levels of requests:
. .

'{ﬁpmmuﬁity and'junior colleges, undergraduate, or vocational, technical, or

)
PRI 14
AR

5:proprietary.
! i
. Tables XVIIIa and XVIIIb present cross-tabulations of educational level

°
.

" versus pﬂttwl desciptors for the logs and letters requests, respectively. .

‘fIn the logs, &he majority of the requests were for enrollment - both -

unaergraduate and graduate (2213 Ranking second, third and fourth were
, -
degrees conferred - both updergraduate and* graduate (131). characteristics,

-. . A

“of . students (102), and institutional characteristics (102) Fiftyfnine

. .4

fl.percent of the requests across allwprac;ical descriptors were at the.higher

A

" education level with the same first (30%) and second (21%) ranked practical ’

a : - : . .

a

0 . *

characteristics rank third (10%) and student characteristics ranked fourth,Vk

descriptors as for the total groUp. However, at this level institutibnal-“ .

RA
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(81). At ‘the next'most frequent cttegor& of educational 1evel of pPequest, :
’ - ‘ .
all levels, enrqllment - both undergraduate and gradgyate st{ll ranifed fitst ’
o . & ¢ ¢ !

(212), but ,studeat characterisbiqﬁ ranked sesond (20%),° revenbes ahd expendi-
. '

1 3
tures ranked thi'rd (192), and faculty and salaties ranked fourth (8%). Ap.

e a3 . . o - .
the community and junior, college level, the moet frequent practical descriptor

- *~ 1 *

. was enrollment - undergraduat (392). At the undergraduate level, enrollment -

"

undergraduate (37%) and both undergraduate and graduate (392) occur most - o

& an o
- . e i

frequently.

. Graduate degrees confer!ed (472) and graduate enrollment (262) are : N :
;5 most frequently, and almost exclusively,J;sked at the graduate and profes-v .
v 5 ; R -
sional education lev;l in the log entries. Nontraditional or adult educational
. level request; generally are for informatdon about adult education (642)
‘Lettep requestsmgere very rarely categorized into practical descriptdrs.
Overall onIy"the job opportunities and-faculty, staff, and salaries * i
categories were used more than id tim@s (18% and 15%, respectively) Only

\

higher education (202) and all levels (lSZ) of the !ﬁucational level of the

&
request occurred pore than 25 times. With samples this small, conclusions !

are.difficult to drav.. Howevert, it;ﬁppears'that‘requests in the all levels .
, XA . ' : ‘ )
category were generally about facu;ty, staff, and salaries, and, at the

-graduate and professional_level, about‘jobuopportunittes:

Tables,XIXa'anq XIXb present issue areas by ‘educaticnal level of s

. ' r
- - N

request for logs and .letters.respectively.' over all educational levels,
N . T Ce _
_ the following subissug areas- appeared most frequently Institutional -
i )‘ »

A
Governancg and Management - Enrollment (630 ot 26 percent of the total),

Curriculum and Processes - Preparation for Employment (419 or 17 percent of
. . -

the ’ total), General Student Characteristics (175 or 7. percent of the total),

g
3

3 . o
. . . R

. o . , .
- i . l,'\ ¥ . . . A 5 o -
) e ; : ', .- .
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and Institutional Governance and Management - Facilities. (153 or 6 percent

of the total). At the community and junior college level, Institutional
¢ : o

' Governance and Managemént - Enrollment occurred most frequently (33%), but .

i

%nly 39 issue entries were categorized‘pt this level. At the undergraduate

level, the graduate and professional level as well. as the higher education
h -
level, Institutiongl Governance and Management - Enrollment and Curriculum

and Processes - Preparation for Employment were.the most‘frequent_subissues.

At the nontraditional and adult education level, General Lifelong Learning

- (591) was the dost fréquently occurring subissue. .area. Institutional

Gjﬁernance and Management - Enrollment (26%) and General Curriculum and

Process (27%) occurred most frequently at the vocational, technical, or

‘..

proprietary education level. Requests concerning the higher education levelé'

were most frequently classified under the General\Admissions issue category
\(431) The' all levels category most frequently otcurred with General
. r . . A

‘Student Characteristics (17Z)Aissue.

“

‘ Table XIXb shows that only 114 subissue areas were coded in conjunction

[

with education level of request for the letters. No single subissue

area received more than 20 categorizafions, with Curriculum and Processes -

3 "

,‘

Preparation for Employment occurring nost frequently (lSZ) The most -~

I
ubissues vere classified at the higher educacion (242) and all levels (252)

categoried. = A ; _ e

Student Attributes. The cross-tabulations between student attfibutesv
v

+and practical descriptors and issue areas make up the sixth major comparison

of variables. Tables XXa and XXb present cross-tabulations'of student
attributes with practieel descriptors for logs and lettérs, respectively.

Across the six student attributes, three déscriptors occurred with the

o
1

.15;7r :_"j- :. . : .
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* ‘ . : - .
greatest frequency: 1) enrollmeht - both undergraduate and graduate (24%), -

2) degrees conferred - both undergraduate and graduate (22%), and‘::/;yﬁdent
characteristics (152). lnformation about sex and race were asked £0T most often P

(47% and 35%, respectively). The third most frequent category, adult students,

appeared'most often in the practical descriptorbcategory adult -education.

Of the letter requests. only 42 categorizations appear for both the

N

student attributes and practical descriptor variables (Table XXb) . Sex and

both sex and race categories occur most frequently (57Z and 242, respectively),

L]

while foreign student?‘and veteran categories do not appear . The most .
frequent practical descriptor is faculty, staff, and salaries {33%), almost

always classified‘with.a codiné of sek‘(93%).

Information on.the student attributes variable versus the issue areas’
appears in Table XXIa and XXIb for logs and letters, respectively. The -

three most frequently occurring subissue aﬂeas in conjunction with this
A

variable were Curriculum and Processes - Preparation for»Employment_(302);

Institutional Governance and Management - .Enrollment (312),3and General

~

Student Characteristics (102). Information about sex was asked most:-often

in relation to Curriculum and Processes - Preparation for Employment (417), . L

. ~
'

while the racial category appeared most often in congunction to the Institu-
|
tional Governance and Management-- Enrollment subissue (33%) For this ,; .
'_subissue 45 percent of the entries were given the sex code and 38 percent 'l~v -
-the race code. - Seven percent of the entries related to.this subissue were -
also related'to adult students. Fifty—two pedgent of the entries that'could‘
.be coded wi;h a student attribute and were related to the General Student
| Characteristics issue were inquiring about the race category, while thirty-five

@
percent were inquiring about the sex category.

7 -

L]
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Only 35 categorizations appear in ;able XXIb-, Over half of these .

_letter requests related. to the sex category. One third of the categoriza#

..

tions appear in the Faculty and Personnel - Affirmative Action subissue

" £

Practical Descriptors versus lssue»Areas- Tables XXIIa and XXIIb

'

presenththe final variable breakdown.‘practical descriptors versus issue _ﬁ?

’

aréas. The most freguently occurring subissue areas in the log entries:
were Institutional Governance and Management - Enrollment (910 or 27 percent
of the total), Curriculum and Processes -~ Preparation for Employment (546ror
16 percent of_the total), and General Student Characteristics (262 or 8
percent‘of the,total)-"The‘most frequent:practical descriptors vere énroll-‘
ment -'both undergraduate and graduate (l72'or 23 percent of the total),
_degrees conferred - both undergraduate and graduate 6424 or 3 pefcent of the
total), characteristics of students (359 or 11 percent of the total),. and
?’ institutional characteristics (313 of 9 percent of the total) Institutional l
| Governance and Management - Enrollment and enrollment - both undergraduate
. and.graduate occurred most frequently with each other, as did Curriculum and.
‘Processes - Preparation for Employment and degrees conferred - both undergrad-
uate and/g;aduate.- Subissue area General Student Characteristics occurred

: )

most’ frequently with the studentg7 characteristics practical descriptor, as di‘

Institutional Governance and Ma gement - Facilitieﬁ with institutional

characteristics.

The grand total;of frequeﬁcies in Table XXIIb, practical descriptors
°e..t

a8 .
versus issue areas'é%& the letter requests, is only 122. Only one subissue
: ' . ,‘, A ]

) area, Curriculum and ?rocesses - Preparation for Employment had- ‘more than

)

w89
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20 occurrences. The‘most_frequént préctical de
s. N singlé cell in the table contains 10 or more entries,
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' letter-and log-requests, to compare'information'requests to issues identified
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SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS

. . y PN o Sl T

in Task 1. and to’ recommend a procedure for logging in requests.

‘2t
R e . !

T , . : S
" o .

ical Teﬂe hone or Lo' Re uests

»

is possible to describe typical telephone and le ber

Table 10

Lot g
Description of Typical Reqhests T : L
Variable - ____Log. _ ' " Letter _ P
Date - February : Co June e
‘Affiliation . ~ Business_& Consulting Firm Postsecondary Insfitution"”
Publication Sent . (usually none ‘sent) i “Education Directory N
Type of Request -~ . - Information NCES Collects . Publication Only Sent:
Trend/Projection (usually not specified)  (usually not’ specified)
Level of Request . Higher Education - (usually not specified)
Student Attribute == (usually not specified) (usually not specified)
. .Practical Descriptor Enrollment - ° . (usudlly not specified) . *
_ Issue Area ' : Institutional Governance " (usually not specified) .
s AN and. Management-Enrollment oot s T

- : -

3.
. ¢
L
! I

Log entries most frequently’dere in February;from a business or

consulting firm fdr information NCES collects. Pub ications were usually

i“ 4 )
not .sent. Information on trends, projectibns, or. student attributes were

usually not requested. Most requests concern enrollment in higher education..

;The requests were most.frequently related to the'Institutional-Governance

a.id, Management - Enrollment subissue area. o N

Ly
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. . PO .

The typical»letter request was'quite differentf- It was'answered

R ¥ Ry

in June and usually only publications were sent. The person requesting

e

“the publication was affiliated with a postsecondary institution and usually

~ < _

requested the Education Directo;x. 'The letter request ﬁmually did not

'"'.specifically ask about trends or projections, educational level, or student

attributes. No specific information to relate the request to a pr’ctical

7

o descriptor or, issue area was given.

s.f,-_informati’;rom NCES usually have ‘an idea of ,what information is. available.,

L co _‘ 0w el

‘.
A\l

| world, the information will not necessarily be requested of NCES.' Second

'.yf ‘

inferences were made cpncerning which issue log entries and 1etter requests '”

Tl .
- ‘, ., .' A

were related to.. If pdople were asked directly the i83ue q& concern, quite-

s~ ,. &

different classificationsgpfght occur. Third, the focus of Task 1 was

v

on identifying emerging issues while a majqrity of requests will be for oy

‘7' . "'_ ,”~
3 T

information on current problems.,,y-{‘ e

-

" . The most frequently occurring subissue anegs 4n. the 1038 were: 1) Insti-

- tutional Governance and Management - Enrollment, 2) Curriculum and Processes -
_ Lo . S :
. Preparation for Employmentt 3) Student Characteristics - General' and

i
. :\.

&) Institutional Govgrnad& and Manageme?t - Facilities. Very few issue
é “; ‘ i) .

areas could be identdfieg\from letter requests.. Log entries, such as *
. ‘1;' .

ot lmﬁf
"higher education enrol t by type and control “' "degree credit enroll-

l
T

ment," "women in education," and enrollment by various age groups were
PR e
‘ii“« «'. (\f1

L . SRR




“include "degrees by fields, W‘"d

s
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coded as Institutional Governance and Management d‘EnrOllment-ifExamplesbof

log entries related to Cdrriculum and Processes - Preparation for EmpLoyment
LAY “p ,.
\\\9

og;or 8 degrees and, percentage of woméﬁ and

"degrees by level." Student Cﬂaracteristics - General was coded for . log

L. . KN
&, \%

_at ahy level. However,ZStudent Characteristics - General ranked sixth at

the General Postseconda y Level in Task ls The highest ranking subissue in -

v } &

' Task 1, Government Regulation and . Policy - Fede;al State and Local Relation-

ships, received aléost no’ entries from the logg;nd 1etter requests.

The.difference in results from‘the two tasks exists, although the .

exact Teason is unknown, several reasons were ﬁ?esented earlier to suggest
1

that more Weight should be given: to Task 1 results for the purpose of

identifying emerging issues. S .
: . _
Although results of the content analysis are éonsidered a more appropriate

procedure for identifying emerging issues, summarization of information

_ requests.tozthe Statistical-Infoxmatioanranch is useful to NCES for other‘:

Wl
PG
]

~entries such as "educational attainment," "percent of ages 20-24 completing o

é; high school and college,' and ‘veterans. InstitutionaI‘Governance and
' Management - Facilitiesjsample entries include "institutions by type,_" E
"institutions by size," "libraries," and number‘"f schools : ﬂ;g- ;ﬁ

-k
._«.v‘t t"
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¥ . - : ' *

;?-JburpOses.’ For axample, this summarization can be uqed to: evaluate the ‘

gt

information ooﬁlected by NCES. The facf that over 600 requests were received

is)ﬁ)
for 1nfopmation about enroldment provides ample : evidence of. the usefulness
e .
of this information whether or not it relates to' an emerging issue.A

= -

Summarizations such as. these also provide NCES with information abOut

. ,u K )‘

ot
AL..

consjttuency - who calls and writes for information. Rnowledge of - the o

Based -on the anticipated usefulness of such summary information for p

.‘—self-evaluation and planning by NCES, the project staff recommend that NCES

oo

7 institute a systematic procedure of recording information requests and

Lot

analyzing these requests using standardized computer programs. .

5

o Recommended Procedures for Logging,Requests

The adoption of a procedure similar to - the coding system developed in

, Task.z,qwith some alterations, would be an advantageous method of data ~

'collection. The system used at the present time creates a large amOunt of

data in a form that does not easily lend itself to statistical interpreta-

W

tion- Also,.coding the logs as they stand now depends on a 1arge amount.of .

L subjective interpretation by the coder-J.A more systematic and standardized

P -
A d

method which might include the use of an interactive computer system for

. 64

. A,
&
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processing of thesefdata, would result in more useful analysis of the
_plethora of information reQueats now being processed through the Statistical

.Information Branch ofANCES. Preparation of the mbnthly reports could then

-1,.,: A

be assigned to an’ assistant 80 that the r”f ssional staff time currently

o 0.5

_devoted to this task could be: freed fo : }t of other ‘tasks ’such as 'jé]?‘

‘secondary information requests received by the Statistical Information Branch

of NCES is described.. Thfh includes expansion of the coding' bstem developed ‘

sy

during Task 2 80 that it will allow for recordlng the entries now. made . in .

. the’ logs directly,onto a codin%-form. Recommendations are also made about

;;wha?’postsecondary education vbriables should be coded. ’SeVeral questions
iffo_r ﬁCES to aﬁswer are also~presented. o ?.» R T

‘;,3 One general alteration needed is to. expand the entire system to include

N

' questibns at. the elementary and secondary levels. All the variables-should

. be examined in terms of elementary and secondary levels and any necessary

codes should be added. Whether letter reque:;s should be included in the
'system is a second question to be answeréd by NCES.Y Letters are not very

' helpful in yielding information about practical descriptors and issues.

3 ‘r

'HOwever, they do provide information on publications sent.’ If NCES'desires'

summary information on publications sent, letter requests should be incorgbrated

"into the coding system. e S , ' - B PR
. One recommendation is to" reformat the Coding Form to: allow more space

J

for comments (see Figure 5) Entries, similar to those now present in the f'_wl

log books, could be written in this space and coding of the variables could

-\\ .
IR .
'”'éﬁ,

B ol
W 5]
B .. .

C)
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be done following the conversation.. In this Way, instead of using a log

o book the informatlon would be entered directly on to the Coding Form where '

.of paper. ' ‘,-'_i -

‘number cou1d be de1eted since it serves no usefu1 function on the expanded ~

‘to include only the month. The yearb month and date range of the series is‘

'already present in the codes -at the top of the page.» It is d0ubtful that any

‘ try to create as complete a,list of publications as possible for future SN

analyses. Vo -oh

it would be in a form that could be more easily analyzed. Telephoned

pub1ication.requests could be recorded directly onto the Coding Form and

this w0u1d eliminate the present system of writing them down on smallipieces '; )

R TR i<..~

coding form. Line number however, should remain because;it is often
“,:.. et u

'-necessary to use more than one 1ine to" record the data of a single phoue or *ﬂ7.;‘s

1etter request, this also would allow additiona1 1ines fog comment.f T

It a1so seems appropriate to reduce the coding of the date of“the entry o n;f

~ Y N . 4_

.useful analysis can ‘be. performed by the day on which a request is- rsceived.u%fﬂ*

The codes included under affiliation bf requester seem to inc1ude Qﬁ;?
a11 necessary groups.4 If the system is expanded to inc1ude elementary and B SR

secondary data it might be advisable to inc1ude one or more codes for '

‘ ,'elementary and secondary 1ibraries.~ Also the code for elementary and "

el . -

secondary institutions might be broken into two Codes.

It'might a1so be necessary to increase the: number of spaces for the

lcodes for publications Sent. A problem enc0untered in'coding the pub1ications'

. ’. o ’

:was that some of them did ‘not appear on our lists. It would be advisable to }

A

. Ty
S

s

. v
- .
=F-
f,l'r,." g
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Tir At present it appears that the variable type of response covers R
moemibituations but it might be agzzgable for the Statistical Informatiom
R AT AT : T }"v
Branch to study these codes and see if. any should be altered or new ones* o
L created. The variable educational level of request seems to inc;nde all
:[m; necessary codes for postsecondary education, although it would be necessary »

- » : .
to expand it to. include elementary and secondary data- One problem.that R
the code general postsecondary could be dropped without any loss of informa—-»_.”;-l
tion-‘-l ' : l,- o s o '] : o s ‘4. : R w ,. N o .. o .

_,if' : As for the variable practical dedcriptors, extensiVe changes could be L

. s made. The' first of these would be to expand the humber of practical de8crip- TR
tors for each coding line, possibly to fourébut maybe more. Also,‘theccodesff“T
A
should be expandedlto the point where a sepaﬁate coding of issues is unneces-h'ﬁﬁl'

'lgﬁm-lar informhtiOn. Also the present categories trend or projectio'

K] ; r
,stu ént attributes could be iﬁéluded under the expanded prag
, _,i : ] o
wgich‘és;shown in Figure 6- In addition to the expapsio§ ah

"-8 ] ‘,’,

a 4. . ¥ X
RS ve - ‘e . B N
. . (v'_ . o P . L. '
: . . N ’ . o - B
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Figure -6 . Lo
e ';Expanded“Practical.Descriptors . ' . .
o :‘ : ‘Code Name . - ‘i . ¢ L ) © " Code Name
Enrollment _ ' - Adult Education’
General - . . S General
Asgociate = ' »- S Programs
Baccalaureate, . ' - 'Students"
‘Undergraduate - ' Institutions
Master’s ' - ' "' Institutional Characteristics’
Doctorate ‘and’ Professional _ "General’
Graduate : L o Government Regulation and Policy
By Field or Course T o Facilities
- Admissjions ) **ff~ ' o Collejﬁs with Particular Student
Retention o # + /  Populations

.Degrees Conferred S ) Public vs. Private
General Student Characteristics
Associate . ' ’ General
Baccalaureate Family Characteristics
Undergraduate Full-time/Part-time

_ Master’s - . " How Students Finance Education:
- Doctorate and Professional Race
' Graduate . R - 7 Sex
By Field : ‘ , . Veterans

Faculty and Personnel | - o . Handicapped

General : - Job Opportunities

. Salaries . B General

Sex , ‘Manpower/Job "Training/Career

Race K 5 S Training o

Tenure _ L Types ‘of Employment and Their )

Collective Bargaining ‘ T Relationship to Education

Part-time/Full-time Curriculum and Processes :
) Affirmative Action '  ‘General , ‘ '"".
Revenues and Expenditures- . : . Programs ’

Fedéral Aid ' - .. Quality :

State Aid " ‘Tibraries ' .

local Funding : * General - ‘

Basic Student Charges o o

Student Aid n - .

Residence and Migration of Students R T o L 1
General ~ S
Migration and. Transfer - : e 8
Foreign Students S N,
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. Coding Manual foy NCES Coding Form . o . g
. }' . | . ) - K ‘ | » . ] ' ¢ -
Instructions - - ' ' e
Put name in uppé? right-hand cozner next to "Coded by." . )

In upper leM-hand. corner, fill in space 1 with appropriate number (1 for

Grant 8 log, 2 for Eiden’s log, 3-for letters) 0
s : ) . pl ) -
Next fill in the date. . . ' I .
.. ‘ . . 6
» . )
- For the logs Record the date on the first page of the log book in ' . .
i .spaces 2-7 and the dnte on the last page of the log book .
S ‘ in spaces '8-13. N » - ‘

For lette®s: Arrane the le’tters within‘a folder by date of response.

‘Then, in spaces 2-7, plt the date of the earliest re- .

. : RO sponse and, in spaces 8-13, put the }at&at d‘e of re- 3
sponse. . ® ¢

<

’3\’_ .

Engty number = In the log bcoks and the letter files,. number the entries
’ starting withi 0001 and continuing ¢hrough the end of the

- log or file. These numbers will be used ® identify each .
: entry in the log book or each letter. Record the nifber
.on the coding form as you code each entry- e , ]

PEAN

v,)

jine number - “Sometimes, while coding an entry, it will be necessary td

SR . use’ more than one line. ' This column will be used to in~ .
dicate tﬁis occurrence. One of the most common reasons
for using two lines would be a situation in which two
"questions dealing with different educational levels,are"* .
asked within ore entry. In this instance, the information
for the firgt question and its level weuld be recorded on
line 1 and the second question with its level and informa-
tion would be recorded on line 2. If there is no need to

} _use two lines for the entry, it can be left blank and be
® " coded with a 1 when the form has been completed.

Date - ‘ The month and day of the particular log entry or letter
will be recorded next. The first two 'digits will record
the month and the second two the day. The year can be
picked up from the information given at the top of the
codin‘g form.

.
o

Affiliation ' ' ‘ .

of Requester - This information on the coding form will give the type of

. organization or institution with which the caller or the
letter writer is associated-, A two-digit code has been
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developed for this information. The coding was designed to
" coincide with the breakdqwn of the opinion leaders developed
. for the content analysis and the breakdown NCES uses in its
- analyses. ' -

)
!

- 01 - Pestsecondary Institutions - Al('persons assoclated

. ' 'with postsecondary institutions. ,This includes. com-

‘ . _munity amd junior- colleges universities vocational
technical schools, proprietary schools, etc.

L3

02'- Fousdations - All, persons associated with foundations. .

, . . These, include Carnegie, Rockefeller, Russel Sage,
» A Ford, Educational Research Funding Council Robert
. ’ Wood John.on Foudation, etc.
' ' fv;': 03 - Educational Organizations (nonprofit) = All persons
L -associated with organizations involved with education.

These include Educational Teting Service (ETSY4, American RN
* Council on Education (ACE), Stanford Research Institute -

v M (SRI), Américan Chemical Society, Student National
S " . Educational Association (NEA), American Federation of ,
’ 'Teachers,.Council for Private Education, Buredu for - o *
. * Social Science Research etc.
. N 4

.04 ~ Media - All persons asSociated with radio, television,
newspapers, magazines, etc. :

[N

. A
05 - State‘gnd Local Government - All persons associated

th state or ¥Yécal governments. This includes elected .
 ®fficials or-their representatives, state ‘departments of
B - ‘ . education, and state agencies. ¥ Co .

a ,»4

Fedefal Government - To faq[litate the coding of, requests
from those involved. with the federal goVernment it has
é been broffn down into ‘the folloulng categdfies oot
‘- Congress ~ AlMWelected members of Congress and théir .
® < represe"htives, the: Library of Cdngress, Copgres-
‘v ¢ - plonal Budget Office or the House and Senate Budget
: committees, General Accounting Office (GAO), Office of
“Techmhlogy sessment, !Fouse Committee on Ageing, or
. . . any other Congressiona commgttees.

07‘- Ex&uti\e Braﬂh - All persons representing the execu-
- t#ye branch of governmenf agd all federal agencies ex-
v . cept HAI. These include DeparPment of Defense, Census
d ‘Buregy, U.S. Civgl Service gommission Department of °
Labor, Bureau of YLabor Statistics, Equal Employment -
- ® Oggor unity Commission,. Army Corps of “Engineers, .
: i¢e of Science aad Technology, Counéil of Economic
) Advisory, etc’ . T e
- . : 4 o ' ‘ . - _ . .

. » . .
| et K . . ’ e - .
’ ) . .
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08 - HEW: Educational;Agencies - All'persons representing
' an educational agericy under HEW. These include Office
- of ,Edutgtion (OE), National Institute of Education
- (NIE), Fund for the Improvement of Postsecondary
* . Education (FIPSE), etce.

09 - HEW: Other Agencies - All other agencies under HEW..
These include National Institute of Health (NIH),
- Office of Civil Rights (OCR), Public Health Service,
Social Security, etc., .

10 - Business and Consulting Firms (profit-making) - All.
persons- involved with a business or a consulting firm.
This includes organizations such as ‘Market Data .
Retrieval, Ralston. Purina Company, Opportunity -
Systems Corporation; IBM, Taft Corporation, Mathe-
-matica, publishing houses, etce

I1 - Private Citizens - All persons who are not affiliated
: with any of the {abave or whose affiliation cannot be

identified.
_ - l%- Miscellaneous Organizations .- All persons as’sociated g ‘
- _with organizati#ns that do not f1it any of the above

. ‘categories. These include B‘nai Brith, Defenders of
_ . Wildlife, League of Women Voters, Institute for Energy
! o Analysis, etc. ' ; :
13 - Foreign and International Organizations - All persons
associated with foreign governments or international
- agencies. These include foreign embassies, foreign '
ministries of education, .UNESCO, etc.

14 - Postsecondary Libraries - All persons asscciated witﬁf“
" a library in a postsecondary institution. o
. e ) <

R " : ) - : .

"+ . 15 - Other Libraries - All persons associated with a library
that is not involved in postsecondary education. This
does not include the Library of’pongress.

16 - Elementary[Secondary Institutions - All persons &sso-
ciated with elementary or secondary school systems.
This includes teachers,‘administratots, counselors, etc.
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If any of the logzentries or letters request an NCES publi-

Publications -

' -~ cation, a two-digit code will be included to indicate this.

A\ . The codes can be -obtained from_the following list. If no o
“publications are requested, these spaces will be left blank.
~.General Statisticsi_- I - R j'iﬁ‘

0l - The Condition of Education
:02 - Digest of Educational Statistics L e

_vf03‘- Projections .of Educational. Statistics

. 04 - Statistics of Trends in Education

EA
-

. Elementary[Secondary

'.\”'1

An elementary or secondary education publication except

05 -
' Educat#on Directory : .
. 06 - Education Directory: Public'School Systems
' é’ 07 = Multiple elementary or secondary educatiop publications o
- % 08 - Consolidated Program Information Reports (CPIR) )
) 09 - National Longitudinal Study (NLS) of the High School P
Class of 1972 by :
Postsecondary ) ' ' . o R
e . '\fa
10 - Associate Degrees and Other Formal Awards Below the Bacca-
_ laureate, 1972-73 and 1973-74
11 -'Associate Degrees ‘and .Other Formal Awards Below the Bacca-
. laureate, Summary Report
12 - Barriers to Women Participating in Postsecondary Education:
A Review of Research and Commentary
13 = Basic Student Charges
14 - Earned Degrees Conferred, Summary Data
- 15 - Earned Degrees Conferred, Institutional Data
- 16 - Education Directory, Colleges and Universities
17 - Fall Enrol nt in Higher Education -
'18.- Fall En ent in Higher Education (Analytic Report)
19 - Manual fdr Budgetigg and Accountﬂng for Manpower Resdurces’

in Postsécondary Fducation
Financial Statjstics ih Instftutions of Higher Education

-Current Funds, Revenues, and Expenditures

Financial Statistics of Higher Education: Property
Higher Education Facilities InvEntory and Classification
Manual = .3

‘Higher Education Finance Manual . o .

Institutions of Higher Education Index by State and Congres-'

.s8ional District

Inventory of Physical Facilities in Institutions of Higher
Education

Students Enrolled for Advanced Degrees

Vocational Plans of Full-time College Sgudents

.



28 - Women 8 Participation in First-Professional Degree Programs
. in Medicine, Dentistry,: Veterinary Medicine, and Law
29 - Women”s’ Represéntation among Recipients of Doctors and

. . " First-Profegssional Degrees :
30 f Numbers of- Employees in Institutions. of Higher Education
31 - salaries, Tenuré, and Fringe Benefits of Instructional Facul-
ty-in Institutions of Higher Education
» e
Educational Technology and Libraries
32 - Handbook X: Education Technology: A Handbook of Standard
e . Terminology and a Guide for”Recording and Reporting Informa-
H ' N - tion about Educational Technolpgy ' “
. : 33 - Library Statistics of Colleges and Universities, Summary Data
oo 34 - Library Statistics of Colleges and Universities, Institutional
» Data B “a
35'~ A General Information.System for Educational Technology
. (ETGIS): A Conceptual Scheme
36 - Brpadcast and Production Statistics of Public Television o
o Licenses
- 37 - Employment Practices of Public Television Licenses
S 38 -~ Financial Statistics of CPB Qualified Public Radio Stations
; 39 - Financial Statistics of Noncommercial Television License
- Holders
40 - Financial Statistics of Public Television;Licenses ,
41 - National Inventory of Library Statistics Practices: Data
.7 _Collection on the National, State, and Local Levels : '-_'9?
o - 42 - Social and Economic Characteristics-of U.S. School Districts
ST 43 - Status Report on Public Broadcasting
o .. 44 - Summary Statistics of CPB-Qualified Public Radio Stations
© 45 = Summary Statistics of Public Licenses . o
T ghrvey of Federal Librariesl, o o . )
". " Adult and Vocational Education .
“ e N . .
;o' 47 - Adult Basic Education Program Statistics: Students and Staf$ .
Lo " Data . ' .
BRSO 48 = Adult Education in Community Organizations _ o - :
49 - Adult Education in Public Education Systems ' L ‘,
50 -.Directory of Secondary Schools with Occupational Curriculums ‘

P

® " Public and Nonpublic -
‘ 51 - Directory of ‘Postsecondary Schools with Occupational Progra!ijf y
52 = Participation in Adult Education : .
i .53 - Vocational Education. Characteristics of Students and- Staff f}'

. - v ‘
State. Educational Records and Reports Series i < . 3 o
S 54 - Combined Glossary.' Terms and Definitions from the Han‘dbookt <
; -+~ of the State Education Records and Reports Series' - < {‘5\ k
- pt
L4 ,. t ” , " ' ‘
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55

\ - ﬂandbook II CRevised) Financial gAccounting, Classifications,
. . and. Standard 'l‘erminology for Local and State School Systems
56 ~ Handbook IV:, Staff Accounting (Revised) ,
' 57 - Handbook V:' §tudent/Pupil Accou }:ing (Revised 1974) Stan~

. dard 'I’erwinblogp‘tvi G®de for Managing Student Data in Ele-
mentary ande Secondary Schoo?é, Comnmnity/Junior Colleges, and
. ¢Adult Education' L :
58 - Handbook VI3 ,Qtandard Terminology ﬁor Curriculum and Instruc- -
o tion'in Local and State' School’ Systems :
59 - Handbook VII: The State Education Agency. A Handbook of '
" . Standard ’I‘erminology and a- Guide “for Recording and Reporting

- .

Information about State Eduction Agencies o

) . - } ) RYe o
- . . E 3 . . L 4 . . A
-, Miscellaneous : . . IR e
. J v 0 -8 ' S oot - -,

- 60" - A Bibliography of Demand -and Supply of Education Personnel
61 - A Proposal for a "SIR" Adjusted Index of Educational Compe—'-
. tence o . co LT

6%‘.- Projects, Products, and Services of the National Center for R v

o
%

: Educ‘tion Statistics !
f Federal Agency Educat:[on D'at Tapes.
A Con tium SR '
. Y f .‘2 . . » . . s -;’.‘,. . .A v . ‘ ‘-‘_ .t ’_ ,)'.‘.: ..
65 - -._';4'2 or disconinued publicatiof SR L e R
66 ~-Rufoji@Plon sent was spécific to:gh ‘request ST e ce
locate items-on publicgfions list . %, L

. AEERES S T T ]
. 80 —‘Cager Informa

(] "

tion Off ice,r

81 =»D ‘Reader, 1 Page i
$2 -'Delr Reader,’ 2 Pages Y I
N - 83 - Dear Friend. R Voo
'@ 8% - Dear St 2 ) B ‘.
85 9 GPO form“letter oo
Tl
‘ . N N l‘.?,‘.,‘?., “
: oo
! vy o \
'“j '-:\ 'l. "I




.Type of L s & . ) . . .
Response -'f"¢ A one-digit code- will be recorded to indicate the. type of

-gg*response the caller or writer receives from NCES. They are:
7 \

1 - Information: NCES collects - All requests for which the
information asked was given completely will be coded with
- al- Co . i .

A B : ' . . -
' g , ‘,,/«."2,- Infor@ﬁgn requested in a form different from what
' R A NCES collects - Any entry or letter for,which NCES has*

e

ddg@.but not in the form requested will. be coded with a
2, xamples of this are: "We have annual data on
gper’s in business . tau;ht, not on M.B.A. degrees per

Wor '"We get statisticg on enrollment, not on' appli-
g . .
‘s - ) '

}"-[#sm-stimated if these requests are not usually entered in
”:{1» the. log. o . : .

B by _{ v .
. “ bﬁ%}% - Caller referred to another source - 'I‘his number will be

"
re W

> Jo - coded when the caller or writer is referred to another
source’to obtain the requested information. Examples of
this are: "Source of data on family and' demograﬁhi

" trends" or "Source of data on veterans in higher
education." Also, questions concerning race will be
given this code, since NCES refers all of thesﬁallgr

to the Office of Civil Rights.(OCR).~ . 7

o X o’ - oo

5= Information about nature of NCES -.Responses- to general
B requests about the nature of NCES and its data collec-

. ‘ . tion procedures- For example 'Kinds -of data we do-
SR - and don”t collect.' “ : =

...

o o : ‘ -

2 : 6{-;Pub\ications only sent’ This will be used to indicate
éﬂ . all réquests whose sole purpose was to ask for a publi-
’ * tion. . ' ‘ o

ﬁa? . - 7 - Information requested - supply not available - This will
o "'~ be .used to indicate the inability to supply the‘infor- -
R (mation reguested, especially publications, because i !
1s not available at that time. o
. Trend or . o ’ : C
Projection - This information on the coding form will give an indication - "
“of whether or not' the request or response deals with trends

‘or projections. If this. column is left blank, it will = o0
S :j--indicate the absence of either -a- trend or a projection. A
(. : e

, o . 1= Trend - qndihates that the . information requested covered

Sl a period_d! moge than one year. An exampéf would be: . -
- o o Y o o i ‘ . .E i
;‘ ' . T ' _‘ ' . . - ' ; ‘ ' m CE ‘ 'v.. ° w
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* "Doctor 8 degrees in agriculture ‘and ‘natural resources,
11972 to 1975." You would-mot code 1 for this request:
"Enrollmendt in postsecondary occupational programs,
1975-76-" o N

£ ‘2 - Projection -~ This will indicate a request that requires
an extrapolation of present data. For example: "Pro-
jected teacher supply and demand "o I
3 = Both - When a response includes both trend and projected
- information. For example:. "Trends in. college enrollment,
present and projected." . ~ .
' Educational Level
" of Request = This two-digit code will give information about the type
' ‘of information requested according to the educational
- " level of the request. If information is requested: for more
‘ ' _ than one level, a different Iine will be used to code the
S T information requested at .each level. _ ) ‘ :
I § iCommunitz[Junior Colleges - All requests dealing with
S __two-year ‘colléges. An example would be: "Two-year T
colleges and’ their enrollment trends." FEE R
o . )
o 02 - Undergraduate - Al requests dealing with four- or '
five-year degrees_or four- or- five-year: institutions.
Examples: . "Bachelor’s degrees, 1975" or "Eercent of
full-time freshmen receiVing financial aid 1972-73 "o

« N

03- - Graduate and Professional - This code-will be use
for all requests that deal with graduate or - profes-,
"~ ‘sional. -degrees or institutions. An example of this -
would be: "Master’s degrees in interdisciplinary

o - fields, 1973-75." | S S

Ob'k'ﬂiger Education'(Both Undergraduate and Graduate) -
This will be used in cases where both undergraduate

.
R i

- _ .and graduate information is specifically reqqested. .
e ‘An example. is< "Bachelor s and master 8. degrees, b
o -1975." ' o . , v .
/ . . ‘

05 - Nontraditional/Adult Edueafion - This codeﬂincludes
~ all requests involved with-adult or nontraditional
education. Examples.would be: . ""Median school years

N . - completed by adult women, 1947-1964" or "Adult educa- 4
' ‘tion in colleges and universities, 1969-1975."
T et ' ‘ ' 3

06 - Vocational/Technical Pro rietary - All requests that
~ deal with vocational, technical, or proprietary
- schools or information. Examples would be: "Listing
of ﬂostsecondary schools with vocational programs" or

Joe

' o .

l;fii(;; | o - - ‘;» _i_ '7'7'- T
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PN a "Where to get info on inﬁormation systems for. vocational
education."

07 -'General Postsecondary - All requests that do not -
. . . .  deal with.a specific level in postsecondary education.
e ' . An example would be: '"Foreign students in the U.S.
o, g : "~ and+“American students overseas, latest data.'

¥

08 - Both Secondary and Undergraduate = All requests that
f\ dealgwith a comparison between high' school and college-
: - 8tudents, especially freshmen.’ Examples would be: .
T "Long-range ‘trend in high school graduates going on to
" . _.college" or "Trends in high school grades and first= "
time freshmen. ' . .

.
v

09 - All Levels—~ All requests that deal with a question
- about education in general from elementary to life~-
iong learning

Student This column will be used to indicate whether or not a ques-’
Attributes - ~ tion dealsjywith sex, race, foreign students, or the adult
: . students. 'If pone of' these is the case, this column will
~ . be left'b‘lank._ : S

o v 1= Sex - When in gimation is requested that pertains to o
. R v_  the sex of studengs or facuity, this code will be used..
s ' .. ‘Examples: ."Women doctor’s degrees, 1970 to 1975; women
' '~ full-time institution: faculty, 1972-73 and. 1975-76" or
"Higher education by sex, salskies, 1975-76 S

' 2 - Race’- This code will be,used if a request involves

;f A o : /" questions about race. An example: "Enrollment data: -
- L _ total, black Hispanic, 1975 " N Lo :
T \3 - Both - If a, request dealquith both race and sex, this :

"code will be used. For example: "Degrees available by
level, field ~and sex; . not by-race.

4 - Foreign~Students = This will indicate requests for in-
formation about foreign students. For example?
"Foreign studénts in U.S. and American students over-
seas, latest‘data‘" T 'j',- G T e

$s - Adult Students - This will indicate requests for infor-
_ ~mation about older students. For exampleé: "Adult .
'"'V © .. " education in colleges and universities, 1969 to 1975.™
. 6 - Veterans - This will indicate requests for information .
,giﬁp ' -, about veterans. For example: "educational:attainment
' "of veterans." - RN e

1

'
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Practical : '
Descriptors - A two digit code will be used to give an actual. description;
. ... - . of the type of “information requested. The discriptors '
e - 7. follow-NCBS s breakdown ‘of ‘the way their information is
. : scollected Sh}!hgsome revision. Also two sets of spaces
(32=33 and: 34-35) will be allowed for coding so that two
different descriptors can’ be’ coded. The codes are:

I VA Ear K

.‘,.mﬁ£g~-»m‘~,.,_{01_03 - Enrollment - Will be broken "down_ into three cate- | T

P gories, in order to make finer distinctions in the

data. The three categories are:

01. - Undergraduate —'Enrollment questious tha7 deal '
' .with undergraduates.4 - '

. . .02 - Graduate - Enrollment questions that deal with "5
e : — graduate students. . \*-. :

03'—'Both - Enrollment questions that deal with both _
 graduate and undergraduate or postsecondary stu—
'dents. in general. . .

04-06 - Degﬁees Conferred - Will be treated in. the same
S :manner as enrollment. ' S .

,.;i '., 04 e_Undergraduate
05 - Graduate

- 07 —“Facultyi,Staff, and Salaries - Questions about fac-

. ulty characteristics, concerns, and/or salaries

~ will be given this code.. Examples: "Faculty and
faculty salaries by .sex (trend data)" or "Women e

i full-time institution faculty, 1973~-74 and 1975-76"
A ' or3"Higher education salaries or tenure, 1974—75." o,

_ | 08 —'Revenues -and Expenditures - Questions abouc insti-:
o < - tutional finance will.be. given this code. For - \";
' " example: "Educational exPenditures by source of '

N - funds;- 1975 76 "o TR o

° ’ 3

09 - Residence‘and Migration of Studentss- Questions
: .dedling with mobility of students will be given -
8  this code. For.example: '"Residence and migration
of first-time students, in- and out‘of New York." -
_ This code will also refer td foreign students in dqgf
the’ United States and the countries they come ‘from.

N .
LA ’

Lt . . . ' . ) ..
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: 10 - Facilities and- Living,Arrangements,- Requests‘% ‘

e information about the physical’ structpres, build-

B o . ings, and housing involved in gostSecondary educa—
o tion will be given this codes y'For example: _

"Living,arrangements of college students, 1971 "

ﬂi__il - How Students Finance Education -‘Requests for in- ,
e i nformation about financial ;aid .and the cost of pose-"
v ' secondary education will be coded using this number.
For example: "First-time freshmen receiving finan-

cial aid“ (NLS data)._a_ : .

L S 12 - Adult Education - All questions that pertain to

' ‘ - the adult as a student will be. given this code |
number-. Fgr example: Median schoolayears com= . .
pleted by dult women, 1947 to: 1964. ’ i

N .- comparison between public and private institutions.
' ' For' example: "Public and private universities,
- 1975-76." ' S - v
. o . . - :
Characteristics of Students - This.will ‘be used to
code rehuests about student descriptors.

p

»15 = Job Qpportunities - This'category will include ‘all

: request$ abeut ;what’ happens after education. For
- examples "Where to get information on employment
L. outlook dn various fields o .

LY

o
;o

that deal specifically wié' iibraries.

- 17
B include all requests 'thaj
postsecondary institutio' ’“’wuding_questionsgﬂ}
ébout defunct institutions T
: : . : , Student Charges and’ Fees - This category wi ¢in-r

TR © . clude* all réquests. that deal with tuibion, es,
D e + . and/ox charges paid by students. This is o%en
' referred to as "basic student charges T

"

[o o]
) - -

T

L3
©
,\o .
[

- Not Agplicable - This code will be used if the en~
try. is fully coded but cannot be described in terms’
of any of the other Pradtical Deacriptors, or if it

‘svi: o _ . does not apply to the entry. .For example: "Whereﬂ» o

. to.get information‘on‘CpEP tests.”

’,

i

oo~ 13- Institutional Control - All questions that -ask for a .

Institution_l Character-st 3 This category will) '

Libraries -‘This category will include all requestsv..jiﬂlgp



'lnstitutlonal‘Finsncea

. L]

Vli Issue'Afees'-“ -.Three-digit codes will be used to aséociate the :equests

-7

L 212- . L
N A
o x . s . ‘:-

.;withlthegissue and subissues areas developed in Task'’l.

" with only miror redefinement. Three sets of issues and
Jsubissues (spaces 40-42, . 43-45 and. 46-48) ‘can be coded..
-: ;following pages with examples of each.l RO

I'—

Example of

5 'flssue’A;ess TR L ERaY ‘i Entrﬂes/Requestsvvﬁr

Y

i

10 - Gemeral T+ - : Revenue

.o o -,'~ExpenditurEs by source :
o S _Higher .education expenditures.
- - Federal funds for higher: education

ll - Endowments -; . . . [Informatidn regarding most current -

figures on endowment funds

12 - Federal Aiql Lo L
" 13 - State Aid SRR T Amount of money private institu-

“ISTFiBubiie Vs;.ﬁfiustj : *';u:ffk 2 Publfc and nonpublic, enrollment-'.

B e e "~ “tionms receive from the public T

S ‘ RO AL ‘section . .
o e %2 fund revenues from State goVern-
R BSOS ment, 1966-67 and 1974-75

. .

o w’,' S - st L 0.' ."f{a'-._- ) _ progframs ' .
14 - Tuitieni’and Fees ~ * 'Tr,_, “Qther 'student costs,
. X ”,i ,.'ﬁ ) A 4:. | .A“‘.‘ - ' sy Student char,ges and fees

0 e e T LT 'f* mBasic ‘Btudent’ charges . ff L

oL S T Tuition -and: fees. received from
IR 4 RN . students, 1972-73

ot ) , tpercentages) from 1978 ‘to 1979
e BSC.r pu%lic/private same times -

- SR jv;' public two-year college
S - enYollment;

WAt 'f +and. at%endance status
, Li.tevenuﬁ‘receipts from private
st ﬁéburcgs'7; e

The twelve issues and their gltbissues are listed 13 the o

-,

i

Possible sources o‘Fdata on aid*-'

e ﬂIncreape ‘in enrollment and. BSC '

- . 'Copy‘l 1976 OFE, by control, sex;?
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. 1ssue Areas.. " ... T Entrieejgequests
S T !-’

. '\.‘

L Full time eﬁuivalent enrollment in
private colleges, L970—1q75
Degree*credit enrollment in- priv&te

LI

instituticns = by dttendance stagusg .

i for "ndergradute, first. profes-jd
~-signal and gtaduate_degrees fork

year 51970—26

last 10 years : A

Cwso IR I ST Art cle on’ college %losings T

L JERE Colleges established in’ 1960ito * = -, '

o ¥ "ﬁ.t:‘:u-' ;V'f L "rf*ﬂ;7*'2w‘;;' '1969-70 = hist&rical .data on,f” ’f<1x21
S SRS TR TR, ndeer pf closings',?“47.;i, RS

Institutional Governance and: Management SN - SRR
‘20~ Generdl r.,A T , ' .-Lf WN*?é-
o2l = Management Systems Lt B
22 Productivity ‘.‘_*‘-".-:'_,.1

o 23 ‘Division of Funding .. '~ - o' AR o . R

L 24 Accreditation . 1q“:“fﬁf:}ff4 ‘Public-accreddted higher education

A e e Discuas higher- education cr teria “} f
' Lo S "~fjl‘:‘~’f”fﬁ of accreiltation Lo g P &/” o

_fﬁﬁ,‘7“25* Institutional Godls .. o7 >
Lt 26 Enrollment,%vﬁz,ig‘fﬁjk‘ S Institution by type with
s L e g T ey or more’ “students - U
RN e o e ae o L M Highek: education“

ool T < g - ups
ST hVT Trends in degree credit enrollment
‘“f.f'LL”-'7-- Trends and projectioﬁ of enrollment
LR . inAth-year collegesfslm' L '
T ) R e IR A * Women"~ in- higher -education -
R R I f<&' Women and total graduate students
AT e T e Number éf schools Lo v
Coa T L e o T i Institutiod: By, type |
RN TP '1 1 Institution by 8ize -
B R Institutions attended priqarily byt‘”
Lol "‘.j_‘d_; Negro students co ,

\‘-’:
3

P

3.;.~u A
S A
. B

e

- . ‘. 5 X :v._" .

Student Atd e Lo Te
- 30 - General ?,.f L Lo " % full-time freshmen receiving
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: | i
. 4 ', Example'of
Issue Areas . Entries/Requests =
. o " Where to Iook for gdata on student
aid recipients
Source o _n%gut financial
assis A "
s -» Soutce p éggudgnts
finadc gi '
b Where to get'data on'“student loan
v . e, " programs
. ' N *~f'4§ . Where to get data on'r student loan- ‘.
&5 L ,programs
31 - Federal Programs + - - -
" . 32" - State Programs‘ : ‘ : S .
.33 = Institutional Prbﬁrams - “Amount mqnies spent natidnally on re-
D oW = cruitment of minorities by college.
. 34 - Tax Relief ’ , . - ’
@ - '35 = Selective’ Entitlement ' : -
36- - Who Benefits .. - . - ’ : v
37 - Default Rates on Loans K ' - o
urriculum and Processes ' : ’ 3 o . >
QEF 40 - General’ - ' . .Vocational .education C

Where to’ get information on infor---.
_ mation systems for vocational
P ‘ education ‘ K s
' Information regarding the operation
’ : of vocational/technical schools
- &l - Grading . Statistics on grade inflation . !
42 - New Programs and Courses Institutions offering degrees in . . .
Information concerning enrollment
" in course area of computers -
how much used :
Differences between degrees in '
_ . L ‘music and music educatipn;-how
- S S , we obtain degree data :
. .. ' 43 - Preparation for Employment Degrees by fields BN
' R S ’ 'Degrees by data ol
o oo ‘Degree-student/full time/part time
. .. Degree by level ~
- . Degree in fish, game, and wild-life
. oL . S : . managment
et : . ‘ . Trends in degree-creditdgnxollment‘
: s " Doctor’s degrees and percentage of -
el o &+ women :
. _ S ' Degree ‘and enrollment for advanced
oo . ' o ' g degrees in industrial\telations

. ) . [
R - . . . 0 - . .s.

¢




° . . ‘- . N
/ ‘» ‘ Y
¥, =15=
» Py, .
¥ ' g .- ,
- . % : T Example of
' Josue AY®as @ _ P Entries/Requests P A
: . .. *®
m. . ) : ';‘;%‘. — %{; %, r . .
b4 - Reeention : o % completing college
e Y ™ -~ 2 §f first- time freshmen who earn
bachelor 8 degrees '
: Retention rates,: clasa of 1976;.
educational attainment by sthtes .
. ' . - X students
’ - - - graduJ!!ng high school
i % - - going on tvollege
. , - graduating with degrees
- ‘\45‘-; Quality t - Rapking of differeggls departmeénts
7 P T -« of higher educat: for specific
v . . 2 . subject areas . ' .
e 46 = Institutiohal Climate Informagtion on number of students
' : ' ~ residing on campus
Research . o ‘ .
_ 50 - General S 4 R&D funds
4 ' ' ' Possible sources of data on educa=

.. tional research and. develobment
(wanted State data)

Agricultural educatiom - capital
investment (current and cumula-
" tive) for research and extension

51 - Federal Control

+ 52 - Setting of”?riorities , : . !.
.53 - Institution}l Concerns : . ‘ .
, 4 . :
Legal Issues ; S )
" i 60 - General ' o
" 61 - State Aid )
62 - Constitutionl. Issues b
Admissions - , : ‘ '
. ?Q - General o "< High school graduate in “75 and
: . : : o T p first-time. college enrollment in
: - " - - R ‘715 . : s
a : ' e High school graduates and percent
.£ ' _entering collége; .
L ’ ' Bachdlor’s degree recipients ‘who go :
' ' to, graduate school E
71 - Recruitment ; ~ Amount monies spent nationally on re-
S : o Co ) cruitment of minorities by Ttollege’
72 - Selection ‘ ' o We get statistics on enrollment, not.
' ¥ . on applications
.73 - Affirmative Action RN ‘Trends in higher education enrollment
- o : . by sex ' o

v . " Amount monies spent nationally on re-
) L . cruitment of minorities.by college




Issue Areas

74 ~ Transfer/Migration
’ »

Faculty and Personnel
S 80 - General

0 L]

81

ment
'82 -~ Retirement

83 - Tenure/Reward System

84 - Collective Bargaining
. 85 - Acadenic Freedom

<86 = Affirmative Action

Values and Benefits of Postsecondary
Education -
90 - General
91 - Manpower/Job Training/ -
. Career Training:: '

Faculty Renewal’ and Develop— )

Example of
Entries/Requests

-

. Residencés and migration, *75 - number

of first-time students from New York
Residences and migration of college
students, 1972

Faculty data vs. institutional staff

Administrative personnel in colleges
-and universities . )

Latest report on total faculty for
1972; possible source of data on
faculty—student ratios in 2-year

" colleges

Ratio faculty/students for a11
U.S. scheols :

" American students and teachers abroad

% black higher education faculty
% black tenured faculty,

% blacks in graduate school
trend data - v

Projected demand'for,college teachers."'

Faculty salaries

Numbers, - salary, and tenure, full— _
time dinstitutional faculty, 1974~
75 'and 1975-76

‘Questions on the. 1975—75 Salary, v

Tenure, and Fringe Benefits '

. Check on available data - number. of

faculty by academic area °

3Infornation ot collective bargaining ‘o

torszwhg are women
Men
~facu ties and competitive,salaries

?

e

College graduates by’ occupation

Teacher supply/demand . *

Employment outlook by fieM '

~Advanced vocational programs

New graduates prepared to teach
Manpower accounting iy

°

in higher education e
Z .
Faculty and salary by sex _
. Percenx of women in adminis@lation
No E. D‘C. (totals) and % wo for
1966#67 and 1974-75 admi tra- 7

womeén employed on- college .o



- ‘_ Example of .
Issue Areas o C Entries/Requests’
i | ( * Working on Affirmative Action Re- '

port - women and minorities avail-
able for euployment in higher
education teaching positions -
_ . . , : locate EDC 1972-73 institutional
. R ‘ o " data.
: ' ' : Need for employees in field of pre-
. e school education career outlook’
92 - Educational Outcome - What Data relating degree by field to
Does Society Get - What =~ - type of employment
Does Student Get Bachelor’s degree recipients who go
. ) ». to graduate school
. : - ' : Occupational outlook and salary
' o ‘offered
3 , . L Occupational outlook in day care areas
' T , Sources of data on personal income
. s "and educational attaimment
o - o Best sources of data on college grads
o, ST , in population is Census, p. 20
' 93 -'ﬁbonomic Returns - »{ g Employment of new graduates

Al

) . Balary offers to persons receiving
L g SN ' PhD degree ’
. T T . ‘Income by year of school completed‘ . .
: e ' College enrollment, population 25 and .
' ) £ ' over, 1974 and’ 1975¢ sources of data
\'-”~ on income ‘and employment statistics -
Information on best career areas to
S . - ) . . enter;j projected needs of colleges ¢
A f ' in future to deal with changing
S I SR orientations
Sources of data on. salary offers to
' , new graduates
94 - Personal Returns "‘ _ . : ‘
Government Regulation and Policy e T . "
100 - General ‘ ~ Cost of federally mandated studies-

- < ' - - to colleges/universities °
101 - Federal State, and Local - Increasing Access to Postsecondary

~ ""Relation , .~ Education: The Federal Role
102 T_"L_O'bbylng ' : - - o S

%

.LifelOng&ééarning - o ; o :
110 - General o Adult education
o . . : Enrellment - various ‘age groups
‘ ' S Reports on Basic adult education” -
. L S - Final report, adult education . .
©. 111 - Institutions o - Adult education participante, pro— ‘
R ' grams and types of ing tutions,"

\) - N . . anTrn . an=n




- P 7
. : ‘ o P ' -18-
o y ) .
.
i L _ . v Example of _
: ' IssuefAreas - : o . Entries/Requests .
" . ' » - ' ’
" N < h
112 - Programs =~ - . Y Adult vocational programs : S
‘ et . ) .+ Adult education participants, pro;
' ¥ L o grdms and types of institutions, . e
P L, ' 1969 to 1972 i Co
v 113 - Students vﬁ& P + Adult education participants, 1957 CLe
S it FANE . 1969, 1972, 1975 . i
A “? ' ; Trends in ages of college studants:
| - o g 1966, 1974, 1976 - . ,
s : Z college students who are 25 and over .
R .« & * @ ' and 35 and over, 1972 and 1976; sbg-
. ) ‘ _ . : -ﬁ’_ : ments of college enrollment tﬁit have - .
-’ . . ' ; , .. increased fastest jn recent years

.114'- Vocatidn 'ég
i’

’ Stu‘ent Characte!istics - :
120°- General " , Educational attainment ’ .
' Z ageg 20-24, black or. white, com-
, . - pleting high school and college"
.8 I [ : - ., Persons with one or more years of
: ) college, 1975, total college

* . o o : ‘.enrollment, 1977 .
<o : v N o 20-21 and 22-24 by years of school
o ' g R ' .~ completed, 1975
- v ‘ S o Z students : : .
, ' ' - graduating high school . _
v v St .+ = going on to college .

! ) - graduating with degrees oy
' © 2l=year-old population, 7/1/74 . .‘r :
Educational attainment of veterans

- Males 20-21 and 22-24 by year of | ,

» .
Co . ~ _ school completed w
121 - Resident/Commuteqt_' : Living arrangements of college S S

- -students, 1971
. . . P Distance from home to college,
L o "+ freshmhen, fall 1976

122 - Family Characte:istics . . Income of first-time college stu-:
- dents’.parents. "~ . .

' ‘_ . (‘\ '; Source of data on relationship be—
BN e (// .' twiﬁn educational attainment of T

ers” and sons
Z adult population with four or more

_{ . e ‘ ;‘;' ' _.years, of college, 1940 to 1976; ‘
S . supply and demand for teachers 'ﬂ_w
. - . : s . . :
' '| /:,'_. ': u ;I’ ' ‘
S &
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

et )‘"

f,gDegree students - full time/part time

* Fotal college enrollment, estimated
{uhﬂ time andgpartxtime, 1976 and

. 1 77 NS "‘Y';‘»' '

- Latest bFE report ‘~.institution data °

brdken into full time/pqrt'time_‘




