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L f/j o+ INRODWCTION
\ \ i,

:Hlstorlcally, large numbers of Alaska's high school. seniors have looked ‘

L v,

"out side" for pursu1t of postsecondaé@ educatlon In an epé?rt to Gocu-'
ment this pattern and to try to understand the underlylng motlvatlons,

*

this annual survey of Alaska s seniors has deVeloped _The flrst survey
report was publkshed for fthe ..1977- 78 academlc year; - thls report. repre--

'sents the sixth in the series.

ELl
J'l
A ’

DUring’the fall of the 1982-83 school year, Alaska high school seniors

were asked their opinions of their overall high school experience, their

rneed for.additional‘assistanQe in selected academic and career planning
’ N ‘ - ( ' )
areas, and general demographic information, as well as what they planned

to do after high school graduation., Su¥vey results, cam be used for

administrative and academic planning within the state o~nd £~ “=oror 4y
stud-nt rorrweliny ond ac isement.’
\ - 4
’
' o . ]
.
S

“]- ’ ) .



'METHODOLOGY*

k) - I

A written questionnaire, consisting of eighteen questions, was sent to
~all 215 Alaska public and priyate schools identified as having a twelfth,

grade.

\

-

~ ) o

For,ﬁ982—83, it was estimated thét'there were 5,830 students enrolled in

the twelfth grade in Alaska. Of these 5,830 seniors, 3,505, or 60 per-

I's

cent, responded to this survey. Slightly more than a third (1,306, or 37

percent) were seniors eniollgd in Anchorage area schools. Students from

t ;
Fairbanks accounted for 6 percent, Juneau fg;BB percent,  and the remain-
Sy b .

der of the students in the state accounted for\ 54 percenr

our general groupings of quest.ons wepe inc uded in the guestionnaire.
¢ : ' ‘ ‘
These were: - , -

1.  those deséribing demographic characteristics gf the student
N . .

e

(sex, race, primary home language, income, etc.);

2. those describing the high school éxperiences of‘_the' student
(evaluation of school exp;riences; and idengifigation of
possible areas of weakness); |

3. thnce describing he poo.seco Jary plans of the respondent

(occupational choices, choice of college, post-high school

¥

’ splans, etc.); and
4.  those describﬁng the more detailed . plans of that group of
respondengs. planning‘ to pursue ‘some type of postsecondary

l/t

education.



- - RESULTS AND ANALYSIS - .
N N _ . ;

+A. Demographic Data* ' ; R - ¢
: . . .. i \
The demographic ~data indicate- that the students, who responded are a

highly ,representative sample of ihe general genior pgpulation.: This

conclusion is based upon‘previéus §enior survb&s and current yeaf esti-

_ mates and projections. Apbroximétely‘half thg respond;hts were male (52
percent) and hélf were %ema}e (48 péréent); 67 pergznt\were Caucasian, 22
‘percent - were Alaska Native, }xpercent were Black, énd small percentages
//4ére Oriental, Hispanic, or 6ther; ?3 percent.indicated'ahnual fémily
incoges‘of $l5;000‘0r more; 56 pé;cgnt indicated'annual fa&ily incpmes of

N .
. % T el R
$25,000 or morg; and -93 percent were -from homes where English -is the

v .

] -
-primary language spoken. (Details of these results are presented_in

)

‘Appendix B, Tables 22 to BO)lgx

)

” L
Y
N

B. High School Experience

Ranking‘of High School Experiences. Réspondgﬁfs were reqg.csted to evalu-

ate QETigsé aspgcté of their high schooi experiences using the following
i . .

descriptors: outstanding, average,\boor, or not provided. Those charac-

téristics receiving the highest number of "outstanding" responses were: .

Counselin and,Guidancé Services, Athletic and Recseational Facilitiés;

-

Libra and Learning Center Facilities, and Vocational Training, as
2t -

. £ ' S
indicated in Table 1. This response' is very similar to the responses of

: . X /4
recent years. -Also consistent with responses from éﬁ@ﬁ years were “those

characteristics receiving thé least number of "outstapding" responses.
R . . ) &
‘5‘ .
™~ N
s ‘%\\ }g

~




i i E L R R - ,: J -
N - . !
- - v

‘V'They were Grades,\ Marks, or Promotion Policy," School Rules and
. R .o _ ~
Disciplire, and Variety of Coyrses. It is interesting to note ‘that’
Laboratory Facilities wa$ separated\qyt for the first time this year.-and

it received the lowest.number of ”outstandihg" responses.

- Y .
: - TABLE 1 .
DISTRIBUTION OF "OUJSTANDING" RESPONSES
FOR. HIGH SCHDD%{CHARACTERISTICS o
LN L ‘ .
N , ) .
mg , : "OUTSTANDING" RESPONSES
CHARACTERISTICS : Number - ., Percent

Counseling and‘Guidan Services 1,212 - . 34.6
Athletic & Recreationi{facilities 1,206 34.4
Library, Learning Cent®r Facilities 1,001 28.6
Vocational Training _ 981 28.0
Quality of Instruction 830 - . 23.7
Special Help for Students 794 22.7 »
variety of Courses : - 744 21.2

1 School Rules, Regulations, & ) '
Discipline i E .. 685 | . "19.5
Grades, Marks, Promotion Policy < T 529 ‘ 15.1
Laboratery Facilitieg : 436 ] 12.4
Overall High School EXperience . 1,066 30.4

Table 2 presents the "poor" -responses to the high school char

.
-

tics. As “was- tgﬁé _for’ the past two years, Quality of Iﬁstruction,

[ .
Vbcatiqnal'Training, and .Grades, Marks, or Promotion Policy received the
, . \‘l\‘ - . \
“fewest "poor" ratings. School Rules, egulations, and- Discipline,

LLaboratdry Facilitieé, Counseliné and “Guidarice Services, ang\Athletic and

~Recreation Facilities Teceived the highest Humber of "boop" ratings.

» -

—_—

-~

~

b=

i“} . 11 . o ' v




TABLE 2 _ - ,f‘ :
_ DISTRIBUTION OF "PODR" RESPUNSES ‘ T
J7(" FOR HIGH SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS

TPOOR" RESPONSES -

CHARACIERISTICS } Number | . Percent
Schogl Rules, Regulations, & {~\ : SRR d
Discipline, : gag” 24.2 .
Laboratory Facilities * g 809 .o 2301
*Counseling and Guidance Services : 501 \ 14.3
Athletic & Recreation Facilities z = 475 13.6
Library, Learning Center Facilities T 473 13.5.
variety of Courses N 466 » 13.3 ~
Special Help for Students. b S 446 12.7 - .
Grades, Marks, Promotion Policy b ' 286 B 8.2 ,
Vocatignal Training 1285 8.1 -
Quality of Instruction ' 228 ) 6.5
9.8 :

Overall High School Experlence . 344

Although 83.4 percent of the seniors “rated their overall h1gh school«

I3

experlences ‘as "average" oI« "outstanding", ‘this represents a decrease
t V
from last/§ear when nearly 90 percent of the senlors fid so. Whlle it 1s :

N

- encouraging that a substantial number of seniors 1nd1cated general satls—\v

l .
factlon with their’ high school experiences, the Commission w1ll pay

spec1al attentlon to this response in subsequent surveys to see 1f the

-

downyard trend contlnues, A more complete listing of rlsponses to hlgh

school experlences and characterlstlcs may be found in Table 27 of

' i
k4

Appendix B. C .
¢ ¢ @ . .
1

-3

A comparlson of Tables 1 and 2 shows that Counsellng “and Gu1dance

Servlces again evoked strong respo&pes _from the senlors It ranked .

[y ) ' « v

highest in "outstanding" ratings and third hlghest in "poor" ratingss
{

Even so, ‘80 pefcent of the senhiprs rated Counsellng and Guidance Serv1ces
- as "average" or "outstandlng" , It is- also apparent - that Laboratory

" Facilities evoked strong negative responses; it rankea lowest  in
4 . . : P
"outstanBing" ratirgs and second highest in "poor" ratings.

- = T,
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Further dndlyﬂs of seniors' evaluation of their nigh school experiences,
was conducted Uy comparing the assessment of respondents. trom smafl and
{

large  schools. snall  schools  Were  identiticu as  schools with 200

stucdents or tewer;s large schools had more than (0U students.  lable 3
™

¥

shows  the pereentages ot "outstanaing” responses tor small and  large

SChioo s I almost every cast, senliols ’Rium large schouls had ygreater
policentloges Uha Whose Toom small schuuls. I paltledlar, there were
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Areas of Improvement. Seniors were asked if they felt a ‘need for addi-

tional assistance in the' four areas of writing, re€eding, mathematics, and

L‘
career planning. Table 4 shows that over half of the seniors felt a need

) .
for more assistance 1n mathematics and career planning and approximgtely
40 percent indicated a need for assistance 1n the dreas ot writing and

reading. It should Le noted that, In relation tu last year's responses,

a hiigher pricentage of sciilyls expresscd %nccu tor addltlondgl asslslaice

Lo all four arcas

[ Lom /.ﬂ‘ G opedounl Lo 2 0 pervent,

From dJo o Lo Sy 7

arwd  Lie o malh

[l STU N

L

rilute EAFRESSED NebU FUR R bHE

ALLTLTANCE

IN SLLECTED AREAS

poeteenlaye

Lo nll{l!lgy the pritentages lncledased uvel D poulnls

Charngoe  was

(T T NEEDED NOT NEEDED R
‘ TYIY Ui JOSTSTANCE No. % NO. % | 1UTAL
Lxapressing Ldeds 1n wiltlng L, 56/ 9.8 2,058 ol 2 3,420
lmproving reading skilles L,a05 471 1,98l 7.9 S, a24
Improving math skills 1, /%5 =509 1,691 49.1 5,006
Deciaing on Careet /oo at Lo 1,738 S0L6 1,700 0% .4 5,038
| |

»
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Those seniors planning to attend a postsecondary educa}ional institution

'

(technical, business, two- or four-year college) after high school
indicated less of 4 need tor assistance In all dreas than did those
planning to works I-time or thbse who were undecided about post-
graduation plans.  Ihese data dre presented 1o Table 5 and dlso reflect
Thee oplolon Lhal Uee greatest oeed for Lhose sceoluls ;1ldﬂﬂli|gwtk) wUlK wads
&
Tol o addlllonal  aesl.larce L caleecr  plannlily Mutcover, BHclc was o«
dubltantlal poacetlage i acaoe o Liuse seridloa o planiling O wolh
coodlog g s ol o Wl Cupran g b Lasl cad’ vy Lov palllilc vlal
1 pror oL f I O e L T R Sa T I RN I aLolulanue 1.
B S N R R TS B ( wo P U e conlul s paaninlogy SCHhoud
'

11‘44 [N,,‘y.,vn] Pl Vu»lrl_ L ‘J[tf(ll,\")\ twitivs o alca. we e Tl 1!]!“[()\/(’[] ”l‘]t‘l\
Sl and aoditronal anslatance o cescel and/or coucattonal planning.

\

fapLe o
Crelore ARG Lottt D bu PURDTHERC Ans IO TANCL TN Db it 7
ARE A BY INDTCATED PUST-HIGH SEHOUE AN,

Do sl iUl PUANL EURTHLRC SUHUOL ING
’ | NLLOLD L NUT NLEDLD

ot Ut nAsDloiargt. No. ] % NO . ph TUTAL

ot A 2l - . 4 -
[,)\LJI(";'.UI(]{ Leleeass 1 wi 1t 157 9.8 b, 597 S 2,1 1n
[mproving reading skitls #si7 38.6 L, su0 ol.a 2,117
liproving math Skl I, ua TV I, 080 ./ Jy Ly
e ddhing on Career/Zbdoeat ton RIS I, 117 S0 LS
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As a student's yearly household income increased, the need for assisfance .
. . . oy ‘

in all areas decre

&, . ) /
yearly nhousenold income was -less than $25,000 indicated that they needed
assistance in improving math skills and decidging on career or continuing

. a9%
education. There is little dgifference between the students whose yearly
A

household 1ncome was between $25,00U and $40,000 and those students who

came  Trum a houschuld whuse licone was wvel  d4u,uuy. Ihese dJdala ate D
proesented 1o lable o It shwold be noted, howevet, thal the need ful

k] .

T L Ao byl 1Ny walh Sklllo and ,g)(,\,lUllnj ot Folure catcer wl cdaca

Clovesd 4 tace 1s eviderdl Tor o Glgdfleant purcealayge o studuats liac

4

SpecUlve of 1 amlly Lo

(AL o
¢ SUNTUR EARFRESSED NEED FUR FURTHER ASSISTANCE
IN SELECTED AREAS BY HOUSEHULD INCOME
CXPREDOED NCED FORON T T T ANNUAL HOUSLHOLD INCOME ,
CASLTOTANCE IN: A 1 UNLER b5, 000 [ $25,000 TU $40,000 | OVER $40,000
i~ No. f L No. % NO. %
TLoaprcoenlog 1duas Lo willling 535 455 294 36.5 388 332
Iwproving readlimg skills 566 48.0 317 39.4 416 35.6
Improving math skills ol7 57.4 380 47.72 516 44
Deciding on Career/tducat on J 658 5.8 583 47.6 J 537 J 45.9
—— - { L L L L I 8 .

7

, ¥

ased. More than vélg of those seniors whose annual

N

Porte detall oo oced Tor 4sSistance by vanled levels of annual houschold

income 1o presented

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

in Rppendix B Talsle 28,
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C. Postsecondary Plang .

_—

A number of questions regarding postsecon

. . o
seniorsﬁ and based upon the responses, the seniors were di

?

groups, those planning gducational pursui

¢

ts and those not.

.

A
\

dary plans were posed for ehe
vided into two

Those plan-

ning some form of education were thegh asked to respond to additional

“gquestlons which wllil Le Jlscussed later in this repurt.

e LG ofpnnioi o to Uw questlon curkcandoyg U

_)(:}IJ\JL_) wl Cunlairwa Liv lable 7

Conlloe wltn Some fooam b poual e

M pesceslaye

condary eduavatlon

pouobl hilgh

schuul

b

slane  of

uf Lhwuse pluanlong Lo

L4

v
Lhe ;)SJL seve.al ,oaro, Taon 20 D 1n 1V0L tu ol o tnls ,cal

as liciBaocd

uluu\nl,

e number ol sENlols nol plannling any postsecunddly educatlon was L, a0,
Al

ol 38.4 percent ot the total respondents.

However,

it should be noted

that thils oumber tocludes 377 students who did not know what they were

gulig Lo du, s0 e nunbel of sludents aclually

lovoulved 1o pustsceunddly

cducallou. cunld livicasce. - \r‘
TR SYRN§
vk ,Huu«:lAUN \Jf‘ E,AISA\I'\. L.
cwo o JIKELY ACTIVITY AFTER HIGH ik
ACTIVIIY NUMI3ER PERCENT
Attend a 4-Year College 1,400 40.0
Attend a 2-Year College 408 11.6
Attend a vVocational-Technical School 349 . ~10.0
tnter Into Apprentice Training 105 2.9
Hecome a Full-1ime Homemaker A5 0.9
Join the Military , 140 f.0)
Get a tull-=Time Job I 15.7
Don't. Know Yet 577 108
Other 210 . 6.
. e , S | VS
total | 5,505 1000

o
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D.  Similarities and Differences Between.Those §enfors'Planning
e ! . ' { 2
Postsecondary Education and Those Who Are Not vl '\

Sex. In examining the plans of the seniors and differentiating by éék,'
b as presented in Table 8, one £an see that certain activitie%’are more
likely for ohq sex than the other. For instance, 65.2 percent of fqmale’
seniors Intend to enroll in some torm of postsecendaly education,»WHile
58 5 percert of male senlouis have Lhe same Intention. A ldigcx Jdiffer .
ciee  cah be scen when focusing upon two  or four-year postsecondaly
Lo tllallons S/ 0 peteenl of female scordore tntend Lo emaoll 1o ellhel

a two ycat o fout yoal wollege, whitle oiidy a6 U potcent ul Lhe male

sutlulo Capaees e sanre guslic

TABLE &
DISTRIBUTIUN OF SENIDRéLBY MUST LIKELY -
ACTLVLITY AFTER HIGH SCHOOL ANDTBY SEX OF RESPONDENT

» ACTLVITY No. % No. %
Alttend o 4-Yedr Lollege ob6 557 152 446
Attend a 2-Year College 190 10.3 216 13.2
Attend a varational-Technlear ool 225 12.3 122 Y 7.4

R _ - i [ 4 A ) ~
L B Subtoutal 1,071 58.3 1,070 65.2
tnter Into Apprentice Training 72 3.9 30 1.8
Become a bull-Time Homemaker 8 0.4 25 1.9
Juin the Military 116 6.3 20 1.5
Get a tull-Time Job . 252 13.8 224 13.6
Don't Know Yet , _ 210 11.5 164 10.0
Uther 107 5.8 105 6.4

o o Subtotal 765 4l./ b2 0.8

- o lotal 1,856 | 100.0 | 1,642 | 100.0

Ny [ 5
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Race. The race of the senior respendents was a significant factor in
/ ’ -, . - J - .

. \ .
determining postsecohdary plans. As illustrated, in Table 9, almost 49
’ ’ » R - . ’ - / ) .
percent of Alaska Natives intend to pursue some type of postsecondarys
. \ :
education, while 60 percent ana 66 percent of Black and Caucasian |,
N
seniors, respectively, indicated the same desire. A slightly diffegenf
picture emerges when thls year's seniors are compared to last year's.
e peteentage of Alasha Nallves lntendlng Lo pulsuc sume, Lype 0f post
r , <3 (
secondaly cducallon lintcased fUOm 42 to 4y peicenl. U the outher hand,
U peavcnilaye of Biack scendors wlith thal Intenl decsicascd slygnlfleantly,
3
faa £ Lo o e wnid Hatlve senileto, however, cunitline L0 hdve a madl,
lygte o Jer cotayge ol v e ldeu Lespainina s tha a., ulhet gloup, and Ulhcy

alsu Lad e hlgler poscentage O thuse plannloyg Lo enter into appredtlce

tralning

TABLE ¥
ULLIHIBUIT LUN ur SENIORS by MUST LIKELY
AGT1IvIEY AR TER HIGH SCHOOL AND BY RACE OF RESPUNDENT

FéLAbKA NATIVE |  BUACK

——— PN

CAUCASIAN |ALL UTHERS

vty L No. | X | No. L J No. .4L A 1.No. F A
Allcnd a 4 Ycal Lulleye 188 24.0 LU 58.1 l,U/U 45 o luz 38.
Attend a 2-Year College 90 11.4| 16 | 15.2 269 | 11.5] 331 12.
Attend a Vocatiunal-
Technical School 105 15,5 7.1 6.7 209 8.9 28 10.
Subtotal 3873 48.7 | 63 60.0 1,548 66.0] 165 60.
tnter Into Apprentice 1
‘Training 35 h.4 2 1.9 56 2.4/ 10 3.
Become a Ful}~rimc
Homemake T ' ) U.6 | 1.0 25 1.1 2 0.
Join the Military 42 5.5 110 9.9 74 5.2 4| 5.
Get a Full-Time JJob 1027 15.0 18 17.1 330 14.0 30 11.
Don't Know Yet 170 21.6 ) 4H.4 175¢ 7.5 27 10.1
Other 50 6. b 6 Y7 157 Y81 " 2w 8.
- SUULOLul 404 SL.3 1 42 | 4000 197 34.0( 109 39.%
- lotal /87 | 100.0 | 105 [100.0 | 2,345 | 100.0| 208 | 10U,
_17-
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School/pize. ~ There is a striking difference Between tthé seniors plan-

of ,
ning to attend a four-year college ard those, seniors

’undecidedfabout their
Puture when differentiating by sizé of school they attend. Table 10 shows
fhat only 26.2 percent.of sehiors frgm small schools plan te -attend a

tour-year college compared to 43.6 percent of seniors from large schools.

Moteovel, 21.4 percent ot senlors from small schools do not know what they

plan Lo Jo aftel ygraduatlon coumpated Lo only 8.1 peleent  from ldarge
sehbouls
[W2YS [ S YV !
coaodouaore o o tORS bY Mus Lideod o ALTLVLTY
AFTER HIGH SU00L AND BY SIZE OF SchoOL  IN
WHILH THE SENIUR 1S ENROULLED
LARGE SCHQOLS SMALL SCHOOLS
ACTIVITY No. % NoO. %
N
Attend a 4-Ysar College | 1,174 43.6 190 6.2
Attend a 2-Year College 320 11.9 77 10.6
Attend a Vocational-
Technical School 257 Y.o 8o 11,8
k B — -+ . homom e Tx-- —— 4
+ subtotal 1,751 65.1 i 353 48.6 |
tinter Intou Apprenlice
Trai..ing oL L. 20 4.0
pecome a Fall 1Tlake .
Homemaker . ) u.Y > 0./
Join the Military 94 f 3.5 41 5.6
Get a Full-Time Job 376 14.0 89 12.72
Don't Know Yet i 218 8.1 155 21.4
Other ~ 162 6.0 49 6.7
b
~Subtotal 940 34.9 374 51.4
* Total 2,691 100.0 727 100.0
Household  Lncome. ™ Annual  household  income has continued™ Lo relate
strongly to speciftic postsecondary plans of  Lhe seniors over the past

four years.

A comparison was made of Lhe responses of those seniors from

NES

5
&

R
s
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_/postsecondary act1v1t1es at a four-year college. \Th"

‘>

[
N

< 4

. ¢ ' i '
households with annual imcomgs ofﬂleés than $25,000, $25,000 to $40,000, and
R \ - i .

 more than $40,000. The results of this comparison are presented in Table 11.

. As h0usehold income increases, -so. does the tendency of seylors “to puT sue

howev'r” does not hold

A

true for attendance at two-year colleges or vecatj#nal/technical schools. In
fact, the higher the household income, the less likely it is for seniors to
qaltend VVCaLioﬂdl/Léuhnlual schools. Alsu, as ' household 1icume increases,

uncertalnty about postsccondaty plans decieases. Almost 17 percent of those

seirtluls whouse Nouschiold linumes were leuss Lhan 2D 000U dndleated that Uy diu

ool huw whiat Uhey  Inlonded Lo do afler yladaallon, whille conslderably less
Uhae LU percent ol those sladedts from rwouschulds 1o hildghier liwone Drackets
CA%;L)DCJ Lhe sance wwwcilalnly.
2]
TABLE 11

DISTRIBUTION OF SENIOGRS BY MUST LIKELY
ALTLIVITY AFTER HIGH SCHOOL AND BY ANNUAL HOUSEHOLD INCOME

4

INCOME UNDER $25,1 000 $25,000-$40,000] OVER $40,000
=

ACTIVITY No. % No. . x No.
Attend a 4-Yeal e
Collegye >l L7 355 441 628 55 8
Attend a ¢ voat
Colleye L3y 110 tul Le. > lea lu.6
Attend a vatatl.. ...
Technical Schoo: I 1.y 82 10.2 81 0.9
Subtotal I 599 | 50.8 | 538'A“t”6¢.8 833 71.3
7
Enter Into Apprentlte
Training ) 49 4.2 L 18 2.2 25 2.1
Become a Full-Time ‘ '
HomemakeT 16 1.4 - 9 1.1 4 0.3
Join the M%lltary 62 5.5 33 4.1 | 34 2.9
Get a FullfTime Job L85 15.6 95 11.9 132 11,3
Don't Know Yet 198 16.7 63 | 7.8 78 6.7
Other 71 6.0 49 6. 1 63 5.4
Subtotal 581 49,7 267 53,2 336 8.7
lotal 1,180 100.0 805 100.0 [1,169 1 100.0
N

. /-
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' -Grades Earned. The seniors were asked to indicate .what their grages had

\

been in high school, whether they had earned mosfly/ A's, mostly' B's,\_)-&

mostly C's, or mostly below C's. 4 !
s o4

As one might suspect, ana consistent with surveys from the past two years,

those senlors who earned mostly A's and B's indicated their intention to

114
leL'b\lC\\_PUbLbCL,UHUdLy educdllon far moreé frequently q;,h'dl‘l those earnlny

@
lowel grades. As lable }"iz indicates, nearly 84 p“(:ruent of. thuse senlors
carnlig muslly A's planned Lo yo v Tur mute sehoollng, whille cunslderably
smallel pelCentayecs ate cyvldenl Tur sehdols wlL(h luwel ylades. Ilhere 1s,
howevel, a ollght Lol Sleady upwatd licod of  scnlors with lowel yrades
planndnyg to attenu postsecondary ilnstitullons. tor seniors earning mostly
B's, the percentage planning to go on. for mOITe schooling increased from
64.3 to 66.6 from 1981 to 1983. For seniors earning mostly C's, the

percentage change was from 42.3 to 48.2, and for seniors earning grades

below C, the percentage change was from Z1 ¢ Lo 25.9.

ERIC o 0

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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TABLE )2 ‘ o
DISTRIBUTION OF SENIGRS BY MOST LIKELY L o

*(T] VITY AFTER HIGH SCHOOL AND BY GRADES EARNED IN HIGH SCHOOL
! L s L L ]
, o L A B's % (s Below C's
/ACTIVITY ‘ No. ¥ No. ! No, ¥ No., ¥
Attend a 4- Year College | B8 N5 46,0 | 254 21.2 5 1 46
Attend a 2- Ye,ar CoHege 9 50 9.2 1 202 12.3] 145 12.1 10 9,2
Attend a Vocationdl Techmcal School 19 351 13 8.31 119 14,9 1 10.1
U _i .‘ . : A G SR GRS S [
uptotal | 457 | 83.711,088 | 666 518 1 48.2 | 26 | 2.9
tnter lntu Apprenticé Iratning J 130 4 251 50 4.2 5 4.6
Become a Full-Time Howemaker 2 04 16 1.0 N 0.9 4 3]
Join the Military | 5 09 51 35 N 59 b 5.5
Get a Full-Time Jou (] 381 186 1141 A4 ¢0.2 0. 1.5
Don't Know Yet - 3] 6.8 158 971 160 13.3 18 16.5
Other \ 17 3 8] 5.3 88 1.3 20 18.3
bl 89 6.3 545 33.4 | 62 5.8 43 16.1
AR o — s +\_ i RS
Total | »d6 | 100.0 7,633 | 100.0]1,199 | 100.0 | fo9 | 100
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Occupational Choice. Seniors were asked to choose a first and second

)

ocCudational preference from a list of 58 technical and professional
occupations. Bufiness Management “and Computer Programming are solidly

" the most populap choice$ by the sehiors. Aviation Careers was also very  /
- . > "i . ’ . ’(\/ - :

popular. The top four choiges in descending order of “popularity, were:

~,
Flrst Plefetdine i Secund Preférence
. ’ :
Business Managemes it . cumputer Programming
Computer Programning A Business Management
Education ‘ Aviation Careers
Ayiation Latecss Social Sciences
[ R P T O R T R P I  I ;Li\,’.,.. G d e gqudle athedly o Lelweeny Ui SRR
with, the exceptlon of Busline.s Management . The male seniors picferred

the more technical and trade occupations while Elementary/Secondary

education is clearly the choice of female seniors. The top four choices,

in deSCenuing/order of pupdlarity, for male and female seniors were:

Malc Sciilols remale Seniors
2
Comgoutel Proyglafng ., tileaentaly/Secundary bducal Lun
Business Managemert Business Management
Automotive Repair Office Oucupations
Heavy Equipment Opu. Accounting
- * v
5

ERIC ‘ e
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A furtherd‘analysis was. conducted to relate: d%éﬁpatidngl ‘preference to
[ o
race of respondent As 1n the past there seemed to be no particufar;

patterns of ochpatxggg;/preference based upon race.. Indeed, for Black s

13

Hispanic, and Oriental students, no clear preference for occupatlonal
T ‘ 5 : ‘
" choices. were evident. The top choices for Alaska Natfwé %nd CaUcas;an

senibrs were: %
¥ : . ‘ )
RO Alasha tiallve . Lautaslian
‘ E]
- /
LuslieSs Management Buslicas Management
Commercial Fishing Computer Programmihy
AetOuntlng Elementary/Secondary tuvcallo
tlementary. Lecondar, oo o0 Business & Commerce, General
' .. EVTNY SO PENE B RUVETRS ERIY) Poolond codun, o G %
A .eparale pé}tluu of  Ue  suivey was e clea Ly vblalidinyg  more

e

information about those seniors. planping to pursue postsecondary

coucafion. Although the number of seniors indicating plans to attend

. ~ )
school lmmediatély after yraduation was fairly consistent at about 2,150

10 1espue Lo a number of Cruss check 1lems (such as 1ncome levels, sex,

- A
arnd Tace), Uw Lolal fwmbet of senlours lespurddling Lo specific QUesyluns
r ¢

o Lthiuo iy biadrcased Lo o /0o Il hiteased Tlygute s assumed lo

Pl

Irn aude nobl ooy Uwose wenilors wloe o post hilgh ehoul plans, LUL alsu

a wumbel who woele undeCided and were responding in o suppositional

>

manner. That is, suppose I were to attend, then how would 1 answer?

O -18- 3
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State of Attendance. Seniors were asked to indicate the state in which

they planned to pursue their postsecondary education. The evidence is
clear that Alaska has increasingly become a more popular choice the past
wf

four years. In 1979-80, 31 percent of the high school seniors  indicatéed

7 =

that they pianned to pufsue théir postsecondary education in Alaska.
That percentagé increased to 36.5 percent in 1980-81, 40.6 percent in
1981-82; and this year the percentage is 42.7 percent. Table 13 provides
detailed information regarding where the students intend to pursue their
postsecondary education activities. As. in previous years, Washington,
California, Oregon, and Colorado are the most popular states for those

o

seniors who intend to enroll in institutions out—offstate.

L%

» / TABLE 13 "

. ' « DISTRIBUTION OF SENIORS BY ;
N INTENDED STATE OF POSTSECONDARY ATTENDANCE !
STATE NUMBER PERCENT T\

Alaska 1,190 42.7

Washington 300 10.8 v

California 296 10.6

Oregon 152 5.5

Hawali 112 4.0

. | Colorad$ . 110 3.9

Arizona 78 o 2.8

Texas 54 A\ 1.9

Montana i 42 1.5

Idaho . 4] 1.5

Utah 35 1.3

Other* 376 . 13.5

Total 2,786 100.0 ~

*Including foreign.

LY : :
P i ,
- when the intended state of attendance was cross-referenced with the

 seniors' grades - in high school, no single state seemed to draw heavily

A

from any pagticylar grade group.
| SR .

27
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The distribufion for a few selected states is presented on a percentage~
\

basis in Table 1l4. It appears that those seniors electing atteﬁdance in
Alaska are heavily represenﬁed by those earning mostly B8's and C's while
in high scﬁool, but this distribbtion is largely due to the normal
distribution o% all seniors (also\presented‘in Table 14). It shouid pe
noted, however, that the percentage of seniors planning\to Pttend school
in‘Alaska; and who earned mostly A's, is steadily increasing. In 1980-81
the percentage was 8.8, in 1981-82, 12.6 percent, and this fyear it is

1

14.3 percent. ' : ' .
w i »

3

. TABLE 14
PERCENTAGE qZSTRIBUTION OF SENIORS BY®SELECTED
STATES OF PLANNED ATTENDANCE AND BY GRADES EARNED IN HIGH SCHOOL
SENIORS' -

GRADES ALASKA | WASHINGTON | OREGON | CALIFORNIA | COLORADO | ALL SENLORS
Mostly A's| 14.3 23.5 18.4 24.0 19.1 15.7
Mostly B's 50.3 50.2 59.9 46.0 39.1 46.8
Mostly C's| 33.8 23.9 20.4 27.7 39,1 34,4
Below C's 1.6 2.4 1.3 2.3 2.7 3.1 %

Total | 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Another way of examinihg these same data is to compare Alaska's drawing

‘bower, within the grade distribution of seniors, to the drawing power of

"outside". This is presented in Table 15 and differs from Table 14 in

that the question addressed in Table 15 is: of those seniors earning

most}y A's (or B's, C's, etc.), how many plan schooling in Alaska; while

the guestion fn Table 14 is: of those seniors planning schooling in

In the analysis

Alaska, how many earned mostly A's (or 8's, C's, etc.)?
4

which led to Table 15, it was discovered that 66.5 petcent of the seniors

earning mostly A's in high school who planned postsecondary attendance,

it for "outside" of Alaska. It 1is very significant that this

.- g

planned

28

-20-



percentage has declined sharply over the past three years; in 1980-81,
83.7 percent of the <seniors earning mostly A's planned postsecondary

education 4butside" of Alaska.

TABLE 15
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF SENIORS BY %
GRADES EARNED IN HIGH SCHOOL AND BY
PLANNED POSTSECONDARY ATTENDANCE IN OR QUT OF ALASKA

SENIORS' GRADES 4  ALASKA 0UT -OF -STATE TOTAL

Mostly A's 33,5 66.5 100.0

Mostly B's 43.1 56.9 00.0

. Mostly C's 48.3 51.7 | doo.0
’ Below C's 34.6 65.4 100,0

It is important to try to un@erstand yhy those seniors earning mostly A's
) pfan to attend postsecondary institutions outside of the state. Although
a more detailed presentation is found later in this report, the survey,
contained a question which asked the seniors to indicate which factors
were important in their decisions about institutions. O0Of those seniors
who earned mostly A's and.intend to enroll in an institution of Alaska,
the most important rezgon was the "availability of program" followed
closely by "reputation or prestige of the school”. THis finding
parallels very closely the research regarding "brain drain" in other
states. As noted in last year's report, Maryland provides a good example
of that research. The Maryland State Board for Higher Education conducts
an annual survey of high scho;l seniors who were semi-fimalists in the
National Merit and National Achievement competition. They find that the
most important factor in college choice cited by studeTts going out of

\

state is "institutional reputation". Having a quality\‘program in the

/
student's major is the second most important reason.

Q -21-
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For thoseé Alaskan students who intend to enroll in institutions within
the staﬁe, the most imdé;tant reason was "low tuition and expenses" and

s

the second most important reason was ."program availability"-.

wWhen addressing the qUestion of "brain drain" then, we find that a higher
percentage of Alaska's higher-grade-earning seniors are indeed looking
"outside" for their postsecondary schooling. This 1isy howevgr, not

unlike the experiences of other states.

(4

Alaska Attendance. When asked which institution in Alaska they planned
to attend, 36 percent of fhe responding seniors indicated the University
of Alaska-Fairbanks, followed by the University of Alaska—Anchorage,&with
17 percent. 1(,The responses to this question are presented in Table 16.
L

It is interesting to note that the fourth and sixth most popular
institutional choices of the seniors were- the Alaska Vocational Technical
Center at Seward and the Alaska Business Col%gge }n Anchorage, -
respectively. This pattern is consistent over several years and the
survey continues to show that these two institutions, which are dedicated
to preparing perions for employment iﬁ selected occupational and cafeer

fields, have strong drawing power.

230




TABLE 16 B
DISTRIBUTION OF SENIORS BY
CHOICE OF ALASKAN POSTSECONDARY INSTITUTION

'

INSTITUTION NUMBER PERCENT
Anchorage Community College : 148 12.4
Chukchi Community College 5 0.4
Kenal Peninsula Community College 30 ¢ 2.5
Ketchikan ‘Community College 5 0.4
Kodiak Community College ] 4 0.3
Kuskokwim Community College 15 1.3
Matanuska-Susitna Community College 14 1.2
Northwest Community College 3 0.3
Prince William Sound Community College 4 0.3
Sitka Community College 7 0.6
Tanana Valley Community College 7 0.6
Extension Center Near Home 3 0.3

COMMUNITY COLLEGE SUBTOTAL . 245 20.6
University of Alaska-Anchorage 201 16.9
University of Alaska-Fairbanks 432"~ 36.3
University of Alaska-Jdneau 17 1.4

UNIVERSITY CENTER SUBTOTAL 650 54.6
Alaska Bible College .9 0.8
Alaska Pacific University : 68 5.7
Sheldon Jackson College 38 3.2

PRIVATE COLLEGE SUBTOTAL | 115 9.7
Alaska Business College 54 4.4
Alaska Vocational Technical Center at Seward 78 6.6
Trade, Technical School - ) 1.8
Hutchison Career Center : 12 1.0
Kotzebue Technical Center 15 1.3

OCCUPATIONAL SCHOOL SUBTOTAL 180 15.1

Total 1,190 100.0
)
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Reasons for Institutional Choice. Why a senior chooses to attend a

particular institution is a gquestion of great interest to those persons.
involved in postsecondary education. The seniors were asked to indicate,
from a list of 16 possible reasons, which factors were important in their
decisions about ipstitutions. The seniors were to pick the two most

important reasons and also the least important reason affecting the

choice of the postsecondary institution they planned to attend.

The most important reasons for institutional choice were "availability of
program", "closeness to home", anq "reputation or prestige of school".
This was followed ciosely by "low tuition and living expenses" ‘and
"geographic loeation". "Availabiltity of program" stands out because of
the large number of seniors ind;cating ft as the most important reason
for attending school. (See Table 17.) Also, it has continued to be the
top choice since 1978. The léast importpnt determinants of college
seiectidn for the seniogg were "friends will be there," '"religious
atmospheré," "close to home, " and sorority/fraternity/student

organizations on campus".

~
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“ . TABLE 17
REASONS FOR SELECTING A
~ POSTSECONDARYAEDUCAT IONAL IMSTLTUTION

; J © | SECOND
N \ | MOST IMPORTANT | MOST IMPORTANT | LEAST IMPORTANT
REASON | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Numbeg| Percent
Availability of Progran 611 | 4.0 | 6| 9.4 8| 23|

Close to Home | 308 | 12.0 323 | 12,4 292 1 115
Reputation or Prestige of School 286 | 11.1 206 | 7.9 | 134 5.5
Low Tuition and Living Expenses 212 | 10.6 § 25| .9.8 | 143 5.6
Geographic Location 260 | 10.2 382 | 14,7 211 8i.3
Encouragement from Parents/Relatives 3 1 9.5 28 | 9.9 109 2{3
Availability of Jobs While in School 99 | 3.9 137 | 572 125 4 9
Availability of Financfal Ald o | 3.7 | 165| 6.3 79 3.1
Friends Will Be There 77 5.0 ‘1834 7.0 417 16.3
Intercollegiate Athletics | 2.8 104 | 4.0 140 5.5
Intramural Athletlcs 0| 2.7 84 | 3.2 139 5.5

| Encouragement from Teachers 6| 24 75 2.9 64| 2.5
Religious Atmosphere : 5 | 2.1 5 | 2.1 318 | 12,5
Encouragement from College Representatives 211 0.8 351 13 38 1.5
Availability of College Housing 19 0.7 58 | 2.2 76 3.0
Sororities/Fratetnities | 14 0.5 B LT 200 Z.9
ﬁtal 2,51 {100.0 | 2,611 {100.0 | 2,543 | 100.0

v ) 5

T
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As was shown earlier in this report, more seniors intend to enroll in
{b—state institutions than in past years. A major reason )For the

increase of in-state attendance is the availability of low tuition and

-

living expenses. To explain furthe;; the reasons why students attend

. ¥ . . 4 g, .-
in-state or out-of-state institutions, institutional choice was

cross-referenced with the state, oF’ planned attendance, the results of .

which are presented in Table ;B. Also, those factors affecting choice

were further analyzed on an in-state basis. A cross-tabulation was run

#
between reasons for institutional choice and Alaskan institution

indicated. The results of those data for selectedyinstitutions are shown
in Table 19.

Y, - | . N
4 ¢ . N
A very consistent pattern exists among those seniors who intend to enroll
out;of—state. In sell cases -except Hawaii the principal reason for
institutional choice was "availability of program".~
For those stgﬁenté/attending institutions within the state, the principal ~

factors affecting institutional selection were "low tuition", "closeness

to home", and "availability of program".

3

N
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“ TABLE 18
REASONS FOR SELECTING A POSTSECONDARY
EQUCATIONAL INSTITUTION OISTRIBUTED BY STATE .

STATE \ ' PRIMARY REASON sEb@NéﬂRv REASON
Rlaska - Close to Home . Close to Home
Washington . Availabikity of Program Geographic Location
California * Availability of Program Geographic lLocation
Oregon Availability of Program | ° Geogréphigglocation
Colorado Availability of Program Geographic® Location
Hawaii, ° Geographic Location Geographic Location

A 7
9’ .
* v
N TABLE 19 o ‘

REASONS FOR SELECTING A PARTICULAR
ALASKA POSTSECONOARY EQUCATIONAL INSTITUTION =

A
i s
INSTITUTION ‘ PRIMARY REASON SECONOARY REASON

Univ. of Alaska-Fairbanks | Low, Tuition and Expenses| Close to Home
Univ. of Alaska-Anchorage | Close to Home Close to Home
Univ. of Alaska-Juneau Availability of Program |[*Close to Home
All Community Colleges Close to Home | Close to Home
Alaska Pacific University | Availability of Program | Close to Home
Sheldon Jackson Encouragement from Friends Will Be There
’ _ Parents/Relatives ~
Alaska Busingss College Availability of Program | Availability of Jobs
Alaska Vocational- | Availability of Program | Close to Home

Technieal Center

E
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Familiarity with Financial Aid.. - The seniors were asked about their

familiarit& with, and intent to use, various types of financial aid
available for postseconda;y education. As one can.see in Table 20, the
program with which éhe seniors’ were most familiar (when ﬁombining
familiarity "with intent to uSe) is the Alaska State Student Loan
“Program. Four out of five of the students responding "to this survey are

a ¢
aware .of the program.

TABLE 20
SENIORS' FAMILIARITY WITH AND INTENDED
USE OF SELECTED FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS

=]
FAMILIAR WITH INTEND TO USE . Total
PROGRAMS Number | Percent | Number | Percent Percentage
a ‘ ’
fRell Grant : 389 11.1 152 4.3 15.4
GSL (Guaranteed Student Loan) 1,187 33.8 375 10:7. 44.5
Alaska State Student Loan 1,309 37.3 1,502 42.8 80.1
Native Corp. Assistance 956 27.3 180 5.1 32.4
CETA ) 1,171 33.4, 119 3.4 37.8
BIA " 950 27.Y - 159 4.5 31.6
| ROTC -~ 1,708 48.7 104 3.0 51.7
SEIG (State Educational
Incentive Grant) , 539 15.4 121 3.5 18.97
~
S £
. f
Y 1
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Plans to Return ‘to Alaska Those senlors planning postsecondary

.
Leducation of Alaska were asked if they planned to return to qhe state .

after complet1ng their schooling. In 1980-81, 72.2 percent indicated

that they did plan to return to Ala:;a T' percentage decreased
sllghtly to 69. l percent ‘in l981 82 but 1ncreaseo almost 10 points to °
77.6 percent this year. There remains, however, a strong relationship

between the distance one intends to go 'away from the ‘state and the

. intention to return after schooling. A regional distribution is

. presented in Table 21 which indicates that, in general the propensity to

return decreases as the student attends school farther away from Alaska
)

TABLE 21 ' S
DISTRIBUTION OF SENIORS PLANNING ATTENDANCE
"QUTSIDE" BY REGION OF ATTENDANCE* AND BY %?
INTENTION TO RETURN TO ALASKA AFTER SCHOOLING

|

REGION OF PLANNED " PEr ONT i RE
ATTENDANCE oo

Northwest
West
Southwest
| Midwest
} South

' Southeast?
East .
Northeast

VbV~
O W ooWwm
— 0N WO W o\l

e

** REGIONS: Northwest: WA, OR, ID, MT; West: CA, HI, Nv, UT, CO, WY;

Southwest: AZ, NM, TX, OK; Midwest: ND, SD, NE, KS, MN, WI, MI, IA, MO,
IL, IN, OH; South: FL, GA, AL, MS, LA, AR; Southeast: VA, NC, SC,

@,

TN, KY; East: PA, NJ,”MD, OE, WV, DC; Northeast: ME, VT, NH,

NY, MA, CT, RI. .

t
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SUMMARY 7 12

Alask/gg}hlgh schoLl'senlors have now responded to six consecutive annual
surveys Responses have been generally con31stent over the 51x-year
perlod, and support the following conclusions. ///i N

1. Most seniors are generally quite satisfied with theitr high school
experiences. Those partlcular areas which have received the highest
number of "outstanding" marks are ceunseling and guidance 'services and
athletie_and recreational facilities. Combared.to last year, there‘was\av

decline in the percentage of seniors expressing satisfaction with their

overall high school experience, from 90 to 83 percent. It remains'to be

. seen if this represents a trend.

2. Seniors from -small schools are not as satisfied with their higﬁ‘

school experience as seniors from -large schools. This is particularly -

?

evident when considering variety of courses and library and learning

center facilities. A

3. Regardless of whether {pey plan to pursue further eehooling, many
seniors feel that they need assistance in improving meiggmatics skills
and in developing career or educational plans. - . '1

4. Those seniors who have higher hOUSeHold ing%mes’ and who earn
higher grades are more llkely to plan sceooling beyond high school than
are othér seniors. |

5. Proportionately, considerably fewer seniors from\ small schools
plan to attend four-year coileges than seniors from laree,scheols. Also,
a much larger percentage of seniors from small schools are undeeided

. ] >
about what they plan to do after graduation than seniors from large

schools.

\ o 38



6. The percentege of students who choose tovremain in Alaska for
postsecondary education has increased in the past three years. Another'
way to look at this statistic is to say .that, although a majority of
seniors Stll% go "dut51de" for their schooling, tpe percentage Qf
students leaviqg\the state iS‘contipuing to dlmlnlsh. .

s

7.  There “doed not seem to be a direct correlatipn between grades
eerned in high school and geographic choice. Although many students in
E"ail ‘grade categories are drawn "outside"v the tendenty to ‘blan
out;of—state attendance is h&ghest among those|seniors who earned mostly
A's in hlgh school. IndtitUtional reputation and availabii}ty .of
programs are the reasons that "A" students c1tq for ch0051ng their
schools. Other state$ .have reported similar propensities among their
higﬁerLgrade—eerningiseniors.' : e - |

8. %Reggrdless, of the grades they‘ earned ~“in higH school, senidrs
choose particuier out-of-state educational institutions primarily because
of the avallablllty of tertain d&ograms Students choose particular
Alaskan 1nst1tut1qns because of avallabillty of programs and prox1m1ty

S

9. The University of  Alaska's Fairbanks and Anehorage campuses
.continue to be the top choices for thSse students who remain. in Alaska
for further schooling; ’agéih this year over 50 percent of in-state
students indicated that they plan to attend ore of these institgtions.

10. Approximately 16 percent of students remaining in Alaska plan to
attend vocational—teehnical and private proprietary schoels. Those

" ;
institutions with the greatest drawing power are Alaska Business College

and Alaska Vocational Technical Center at Seward.

}
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‘11, A high proportion of fhe seniors planning to aftend school
out-of-state also plan to fetd?ﬁ to WAlaska"after' completiég theix
’ schooling. This proportion has incréased dramatically over last year.
,T Future surveys will ascertain if this upward tfend will continue.
T \;
The information from this survey is compiled on an_inaividuak_high school
obasis;and returned to each participatiﬁg school. This feeéback enables
the §ecohdary officials.tq'better plan or respond to and for the high
school sfudents; needs. The«iaformation and results are a¥3o used on a
statewidg;basis for planning and analyaia of postsecoadary resources'FarJ

k4 ) . - Y

Alaskans. -
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PL.ACE | IN THE RESPONSE SPACE FOR “'YES" AND 2 FOR “*“NO’’ for questions 6 through 10.
9

6. English is the language most frequently spoken in my home. .. .. . o
7. 1 have had the following employment experiences:

held a regular part-timetjob while in school.
held a full-time job during the summer. .. ... ... . ..
participated in work-study or distributive education while in schooi
supervised the work of others

never worked

moN® >

& | need assistance 1n the following educational arcas:
A expressing my ideas in wriing
B. improving reading speed or compichension
C improving math skills
D deciding on a carcer, occupafton or educational plans

v 1 pian to takc o1 have alicady taken the ACT (Amcnican Collvpe Taaang Progaoasty

10 1 plan to take or have taken the SA 1 (Scholastic Aptitude Lest)
\

L dems i aie s haan peaden o coeelyed i laghe Lot [

(Place che appropnate number in the Space provided )

1 Mostly A's 3. Mostly €75
2 Mostly B’ 4 Mostly below C's

12 1isted below are a number of charactenstics of your high school. You are asked to rank cach onc on how
beneticial it has been to you That 15, how well did 1t contribute to your experience as a student? Pleasce
use the following ranking <cale and use your own experience for}lhc ranking. not what you have heard

*y

trom others

I Outstanding 1P oo

Averape 4 NOU g ovidad (4o apphoatilc

B Qualtly Hb sthiadtd

¢ Counscany or guidan.

1> Speaal help or prograns for s o o« Ly
b Sphool rales, regulations and discipline

o Assignmient of grades or marks

oo Athletie o recreational tacthtes

i Labrary and learning centers 5

I [ aboratory tacthties '

Vocatonal trammg andustnad, business, home cconomies, ete )

ko Saostaction wath your hagh school expernience overall

Q ‘l.f
ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

RESPONSE
(Enter | or 2)

RESPONSE
(Enter 1, 2,
1 or 4)

e SPOMNSE
(Fnter 1,2,
Vo1 4)



' RESPONSE

(Enter 1-9)
13. What are you most likely to be doing this time next year?. ...
Use the following list to indicate your response. (Choose only one answer.)
1. Don’t know yet.
2. Join the military.
3. Get a full-time job.
4. Become a full-time homemaker.
S. Enter into apprentice training.
6. Attend a V(‘Eational—tcchmcal school. .
7. Attend a-four-year college.
8. Attend a two-year college.
9. Other: . _(Please specify).
/
14 Please inlticate by number your hrst and sccond occupational choice, choosing from the list in Table A,
located on page 4 of this survey. v
RESPONSF

(Enter 10-99)

A My st occupational cholee te [

B My second occupational choice iy R

IF YOU DO NOT PLAN TO GO ON FOR MORE SCHOUL MG, SKIF THE REST OF THE SURVEY.

. RESPONSE
¢ (Fnter 1-52)

15 Using the code Tound m Tabie B on page 4 of the survey, mdicate by number the state in which you plan
to attend a postsecondary institution o . e [
RESPONSE:

oo

(enter 1-22)
16 If your answer was Alaska in question 15, indicate which Alaskan institution you plan to attend by using

the list in Table C on page 4 of the survey. (If you are not going to schoolin Alaska, skip this question). . e
RESPONSE
- (enter 1-17)
17 Regmdless of where you arc going to school, why have you made that choice? Use the number codes

below to select the two most important reasons and the one least important reasan for your choice.
¢ i
A Most important reason for my selection L L e

B Second most important reason for my selection S . A
(¢ Least important reason for my selection

I Intramural athletics/recreational activities 10 Avatlability of program

2 Sororities/ fraternities/student organizations on vamipas 11. Availability of financial aid

3. Geographic location/weather/climate 12. Close to home

4. Encouragement from parents/relatives 13. Religious atmosphere

S Encouragement from teachers/principal/counselor 14. My friends' will be there

6 lincouragement from college representative 15. Avuilubilitly of campus housing
7. Availability of jobs while in school 16. Intercollegiate athletic program
8. 1ow tmtion and hving expenses 17. Other (please specify)

9. Reputation or prestige of school
RESPONSE
: ] (enter 1 or 2)
18, Do you plan to hive i Alaska upon completion of your chosen

program?

1. Yes 2. No

Q | ! . ‘1‘
ERIC | |
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TABLE A
LIST OF OCCUPATIONAL CHOICES

PEEASE CHOOSE THE NUMBER OF YOUR FIRST AND SECOND OCCUPATIONAL CHOICE FROM THE LIST BEEOW SELECT THE OCCUPATIONAL AREA
THAT BEST HIES YOUR GOALS, AND FILL IN THE RESPONSE BUANKS ON PAGE 3 OF THE SURVIEY WITH THE NUMBERS YOU HAMVE SELECTED

10 AGRICUL TURE OR ANIMAL SCIENCE ~ 47 DATA PROCESSING
11 FORESTRY SCHENCH 48 COMPUTERSYSTEMS ANALYSIS '\
12 FORESTRY PRODUCTION & PROCESSING SO FORUIGN T ANGUAGES HUMANITH S » \
TVNATL RAL RESOURCE MANAGEMENT SEREFLIGIOUS STUDIES THEOL OGY \
14 FISHERIES SCIENCE S5 HOME FCONOMICS FANLY TIFE SKIT LS )
PO COMNMERCIAL TISHING : &0 TRADE & VOCATIONATL . GENERAL ]
16 SEATOOD PROCESSING . 61 AVIATION TEHCHNOLOGY R4
20 ARCHITEC TURLE 62 AL'TO REPAIR (F NGINE & BODY)
21INTERIOR DESHON 61 CARPENTRY & CONSTRUCTION
24 0HEE SCIENCE GENERAL (ANATOANY 64 DIESELE TECHNOLOGY
y HACTERIOTOGY BIOTOGY L BOTANY  ECOLOGY GENETICS, MARINI 65 TLECTRICTTY (HOUSE WIRING)Y
BT OCY 7001 0G)Y | T ) 66 HEAVY TQUIPMENT OPERAHIONS
2O CONMMUNEEY OR SOCTAL SERVICES (L AW ENFORCEMENT, FIRE 'R 67 WELDING & METAL FABRICATION
THCTION PUBLIC ADMINISTRATION SOC AL WORKN PARKS AND Rl 68 COSME TOTOGY
CREATION MANAGENENT P TC ) 69 AVIATIONAL ASSOCIATED € AREFERS (CONNHERCEAL PIHOT,
26 1AM SSTEWARDESS FTO)
DTNOCTIAL SCHENCES (ANTHROPOU OGY  ARCHABROL Oy CRIMINGT Oy S ELEMENTARY AND ORSECONDARY L DU CATION
ECONONMICS HISTORY, POLITH AT SCHENC B, SOCTOL OGN RO ENGINEERING, G NERAL
PSYCHOTOGY b Te) Rl AFROSPACE ENGINEERING
YOOBESINDESS & CONMEROE G NERAL B2 EI O TRICAE ENGINEERING
VIONCOO0 NTING VAL CHANIC AT ENGINTERING
VOOANDNVERTINING S EINE OR APPLIED ARTS. GE NEKRAL
VUBANKING K6 CONMMERCIAL ARITS
N N I A R A N TR KTOMLUSH .
VOOV et e TN T HONS K8 DRANA
e RECRE NVERON & TOL RISNM 90 HE AL FH PROPESSION GENE RAL
FRANSPORTATION & PUBUL v 91 NURSING
WECONNDNTOVTIONS GF NER AL 92 DENTISTRY
SO RN NN 9V AEDIC AL, M D
42 BROADC ASTING (RADIO & Tv) 94 C HIROPRAT K
40 ADVERTINING 9S MENTAL HEALTH
A CONMPUTER & INTORNMATHON SERYICES 96 PHIYSIC AL SCHENCE GENERAL 1GEOLOGY | PHIYSICS, OCEANOGRAPHY
16 CONMPUTE R PROGRANINING » NMATHEMATICS, CHIENISTRY BT )
W OTHER
~7 TABLE B
LIST OF STATES
USE THIE T P OWING NUNBER CODES TO ANSWER QUESTION 14 ONPAGE 3O THE SURNEY (INTDHRCATE INWHICHSTATE YOU PLANTO ATTEND & -
TPONTSECONTIARY INSTHIL THON
VIRV TRSNE v OUTSIANA WoOHo
\LASKA D5 A VOKRLATIONA
VOAKRIZON A J1OMARYLAND « ORFGON
VKR ANS A 22OMASSACHE Sy s WOPENNSYLVANIA
COANLTEORNT JVOMICHIOGAN 40 RHODE IS8T AND
U OTORN DG 24 RIINNESOT A A SOUTH C AROL A
CONNBC IO, 2SONUSSINSIP Y 42 SOUTTHEDAROTA
<O DD AW AR 26 MISSOU Ry 4 TENNESSEHT
GOSN TRICT O 2OMONTANA a4 FEXAS
T ORI JHONEBRASK A 45 LT AL
I bRy M00ONENYADA 46 VERMONT
oA WONEW FEANMPSHK / 47 VIRGINIA
PUH N O MONEW T RSEY AR OWASHINGITON
R [ B T ; VONEMW ONTE NI A9 WESE VIRGINITA
Ty \ ONEW Y ORK AWISCONSIN .
e M , VEONORTILC ANROTINA MW Y ONTING
1R AN S 'SONOR I DAROT A \2OTORIIGN - .
ORENTLUCRY
TABLE C
ATASKAN l'()\‘l\l-,('()Nl)A](\' INSTIHHUTIONS »
Cl TR EOTTOM PG SNEATHE R COUTS 1O ANSWTR OULSTIOR T ON EAGE Y OL THE SURMNEY (18I0 AT W HICH AT ABK A INSTITUTION Y OL I‘I"\"\N 10
(NRT T \
UONE NN L COL Tl 2RO ZLB0E TECHINICAL ¢ LHITTR
NEVSRON Hl“.IHl".‘.v( OL LGl PR SKRORMWINL CONINIUNIYY O LG
CONE NSRS NI LIV T RSTEY L MATANESKRA SUSTINA CONMUNTTY cotblal
VOAEANK Y VOOCNTIONAT T CTINECAL CTNTTR 1S NORTIEWT ST COMMUNILY COLTL G
VS W AR . e PRINCE WL TIANM SOUND COMMUNTLY COLTT L '
SOANCTHOR VGE CONINUNITY O G ' LYSTH T DON TACKRSON Ceb Lol
G CTIURCH CONNMENITY COPT G PR STERA COMMURTEY cOE TG
PNTESEON N RONE AR TTONMLE . 19 FANANA VALTEY CONMAUNITY OO
[ N IR KR N I R Jlllk(lullll MO CHINTCAL INSTETUTE D BDSINE SS U TIATH S RO
O GORTHAT IS A COMAURTEY COLLT O] MUV T RSTEY OF AL ASKA ATHCFTORAGI
E lC 10 R ECTHKN AT COMMENTEY COLTT G X LN LICBTY OF AL VYR AL FATRBANK S .
HRODIAR CONNMENELY COLTE G SUOUNIVERSTTY OF AL ASKA L TUNT AL ‘1 .‘)
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TABLE 22
DISTRIBUTION OF SENIORS BY SEX
SEX " NUMBER PERCENT
Male 1,836 52.4
Female ' 1,642 46.8
No Response ' 27 §.8
L TOTAL 3,505 100.0
TABLE 23
ULISTRIBUTION OF SENIUKS by RACLE
RALE - NUMBER | PERCENT
Alaska Ndtlive 787 22,5
Black 105 3.0
Oriental 61 - 1.7
Caucasian 2,345 6£6.9
Hispanic ; R 1.2
‘Other J 133 3.8
No Response L3 0.9
- TOTAL 3,585 100.0
A -7 % :
) R W
TABLE 24
DISTRIBUTION OF SENIORS
UAL HOUSEHOLO INCOME
ANNOAL  INCOME ‘NUMBER FERCEIT
under $8,000 305 5.6
$8,000 to 14,999 339 9.7
$15,000 to 24,999 538 15,4
$25,000 ta 39,999 805 72350
$40, 000 or over L, 169 554
No Response ’ 551 10.0
10 5,505 100.0
¢
! K
/
‘
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TABLE 25
DISTRIBUTION OF SENIORS
BY PRIMARY HOME LANGUAGE

PRIMARY SPOKEN HOME NUMBER PERCENT
LANGUAGE
English - 3,190 91.0
Other 295 8.4 .
No Response 20 0.6 {
I |
A o TOTAL 1 3,505 100.0 o
. [ABLE 26
LISIRIBUTION UF SENIUKS
! BY WORK EXPEKIENCE
- L YES ] A‘_,.__,EQ_M, o A»NU RESPUNSE D ATOTAL
J Tvrt ob woRk [ NOL T % NO. | % NO. | % NO . %
Part-Time. Job 2,423 169.1 1,040 | 29.7 42 1.2 3,505 100.0
Full-Time Summex ’
Job 2,647 | 75.5 817 23.3 41 L’Q ' 3,505 100.0
work Study . 1,109 {31.6 | 2,302 | 65.7 | 94 2.7 3,505 | 100.0
1 Supervised Others  |1,442 [41.1 | 1,977 | 56.4 | 86 | 2.5 3,505 | 100.00
? No Work Experience 322 | 9.2 | 2,992 | 85.4 | 191 | 5.4 3,505 | 100.0
‘ 1
TABLE 27

DISTRIBUTIUN OF SENIOKS BY RATING
OF SELECTED HIGH SCHOOL CHARACTERISTILS

-  SENIOR RATING
HLGH SCHOOU G rbAG TER IS TG | OUTSTANDING AVERAGE POOR
o o No. % No. % No. %
variety of Courses- L 744 ) 21.2 2,215 63.2 266 | 13.3
Wuality of Instruction 830 | 23.7 2,365 67.5 228 6.5
Counseling Services : v 1,212 34.6 1,596 45.5 501 14.3
special Help, if Needed 796 | 22.7 1,820 |=~51.9 au6 | 12.7
School Rules and Discipline 685 19.5 1,857 53.0 B49 | 24.2
Grades, Marks, and Promotion 529 15.1 2,630 75.0 286 8.2
Athletic & Recreation
Facilities /7 . 1,206 | 34.4 1,710 48.8 475 Hﬂké
Library & Learning Centers 1,001 | 28.6 . 1,886 53.8 473 1 1%.57T
vVocational Training 981 28.0 2,152 61.4 285 8.3
Overall Satistaction & 1,066 30.4 1,857 3.0 344 9.8
N f
~() -




A TABLE 28 .
T ' DISTRIBUTION OF SENIORS BY NEED
FOR ADDITIONAL ASSISTANCE AND BY HOUSEHOLD INCOME

«l/ R
7 » ' : -
ANNUAL AREAS OF ASSISTANCE |
HOUSEHOLD WRITING READING MATHEMATICS CAREER PLANNING
INCOME YES .1 NO YES NO YES NO # YES NO
+
Under $8,000 167 124 176 115 201 93 187 109
$8,000 to $l4,999 154 175 159 172 1941 137 195 135
$15,000 to $24,999 214 316 231 300 282 249 276 254
$25,000 to $39,999 294 | 495 317 | 471 380 | 413 383 408
$40,000 or over 388 |+752 416 724 516 637 573 612
No Respunsc 145 196 la4 199 182 162 160 182
: A .L e .L . JL JL JL,.‘; - R N P
IABLE 2y
Ulonaiout Lot OF SENIGHL u. AbE S
EARNED IN HIGH SCHOOL AiD dY SEX
MALE L FEMALE TOTAL
L GRADEDS Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Mostly A's: 216 39.6 330 60.4 546 100.0
Mostly B's 768 47.3 856 52.7 1,624 100.0
Mostly C's 765 64.7 418 35.3 1,183 100.0
Below C's 82 76.6 25 23.4 107 100.0
No Response 5 27.8 13 72.2 J 18 - 100.0
L . . 1 4 4 —_—— . — e
in [ Lese |52/ | Les2 | oarz | 3,478 | 100.0 |
[}
1AL L DU
o LU hons UFSERIUNG L Gl .
LARNED N HLIoH CHOUL Anb oY RACE
o KA NATIVE  BLACK CAUCAS LAY OIHEK |
i NO. % No. % No] % [ No] % .
Mostly A's 75 9.5 / 6.7 4271 18.2 351 14.8
Mostly B's 377 | a7.9 30 | 28.6 1,113 ] 47.5 102 | 43.2
Mostly C's 302 | 38.4 62 | 59.0 745 31.7 41 31.4
Below C's 26 3.3 6 5.7 551 2.3 21| 8.9
No Response 7 0.9 0 0.0 71 0.3 4 1.7
TOTAL 787 1100.0 105 1100.0 _'2,5135 lUU.U 236 {100.0

4] -
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