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INTRODUCTION

This volume of the statistical almanacs is a compendium of descriptive data from: the
first wave of data collection of the National Longitudinal Transition Study of Special
Education Students (NLTS). It reports on characteristics, experiences, and
achievements of youth who were categorized as having leaming disabilities by the
schools or schoul districts they attended as special education students in the 1985-86
school vear. Eight companion volumes provide similar information for youth classified
into other disability categories; an overview volume in the series presents data for youth
in all 11 federal disability categories.”

Toprovide a context for understanding the nature of the data reported in the
statistical almanacs, the following sections of this introduction describe the procedures
used to collect information, the sample of youth on which the study is based, statistical
weighting procedures, and the generalizability of study results. As an aid in interpreting
the data, the introduction concludes with a discussion of caveats that readers should
keep in mind as they use NLTS data. Appendix A provides additional information about
selected variables presented in the almanacs that clarifies their interpretation.**

Purposes of the NLTS and the Statistical Aimanac Serles

The NLTS was mandated by the U.S. Congress in 1983 to provide information to
practitioners, policymakers, researchers, and others in the special education community
regarding the transitior: of youth with disabilities from secondary school to early
adulthood. The Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) of the U.S. Department of
Education contracted with SRI International to determine a design, develop and field test
data collection instruments, and select a sample of students for a study that would meet
the congressional mandate. in April 1987, under a separate contract, SRI began the
actual study.

In the field of research on youth with disabilities, the NLTS is unique in several
respects. For many years, the research base on youth with disabilities has consisted
largely of studies of relatively few youth who were in particular disability categories, in a
few school districts or a single state, or in a specific educational placement or treatment

" Allve 'umes of the statistical aimanac series are listed at the conclusion of this introduction.

**Variables discussed 1 Appendix A include IQ scores; items related to self-care skills, assistive devices
receipt of support services; grade point average; and items concerning alterations made 1o the home,
seccndary school enroliment and completion status, enroliment in a special school, and participation in
occupationally-oriented vocational education.
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program. It has been very difficult to paint a broad picture of students from this
fragmented research base. With the NLTS, findings are based on a sample that is large
and nationally representative. The data presented here were collected in 1987 for a
sample of more than 8,000 youth who represent the national population of secondary
special education students who were ages 13 to 21 in the 1985-86 school year. The
sample permits us to estimate with fairly high precision many of the characteristics of
youth with disabilities and their experiences in adolescence and early adulthood.
Further, the sample is nationally representative of 1985-86 secondary special education
students both as a whole and for those in each of the 11 federal disability categories
separately (see the "Descriptive Results" section for definitions of these categories ).
Therefore, for the first time we know what the transition experiences were for youth with
leaming disabilities, for example, and how they differed from those of youth with
orthopedic impairments or multiple handicaps.

The NLTS is also unusual In its longitudinal design. The students for whom data
were gathered in 1987 are being retained in the study so that follow-up data can be
collected about them in 1990. These follow-up data will enable the estimation of trends
in experiences as youth age. For exam,,le, we will be able to describe the movement in
and out of jobs and in and out of school that often characterizes youth in their early
adult years.

Finally, the NLTS is extremely broad in scope, gathering information on a wide
range of characteristics, experiences, and outcomes of youth with disabiities, including
the following:

» Individual and family charscteristics (e.g., demographics, disability-related
characteristics).

« Independent functioning (e.g., residential independence, financial
independence, functional abilities).

« Soclal experiences (e.g., belonging to school or community groups, socializing
with friends).

« School programs (e.g., courses taken, support services provided, educational
placements).

« School characteristics and policies (e.g., type of school attended, policies
celated to mainstreaming, programs available for special education students).

« School achlevement and completion (e.g., grades received, absenteeism,
dropout/graduation behaviors).

« Employment characteristics (e.g., rates of empinyment, job types and duration,
wages).

+ Postsecondary education participation (in vocational schoc’s and 2-year and 4-
year colleges).




* Services provided by the school and other sources (e.g., job training, physical
therapy, counseling).

* Parental expectations for youth Ir. the areas of education, employment, and
Independence.

This breadth of scope provides the most comprehensive picture yet available of youth
with disabilities during adolescence and early adulthood.

Many pecple will be interested in using information from the NLTS for a variety of
purposes, and data and findings will be available in a variety of forms. The LTS project
staff from OSEP and SRI will publish reports, papers, and articies on a wide range of
topics and offer presentations of findings to many appr\opﬁate audiences. However, the
richness of the database wili support many analyses that are not on the research
agenda of the NLTS project itself. For those interested in analyzing the NLTS database
to address their own research questions, a data tape and documentation are available
for purchase. Others will have questions that can easily be informed by NLTS data
without the need for additional computer analyses. The statistical almanacs are
intended to satisfv this type of information need.

'NLTS data are compiled in the form of statistical almanacs as a way of informing
audiences about the breadth of information available from the study. The format of the
almanacs is intended to givu users a broad understanding of the secondary school and
transition experiences of youth with disabilities as a whole and to permit comparative
analyses of the experiences and outcomes of youth in each of the 11 federal disability
categories. When the NLTS is completed, similar almanacs will report follow-up data,
permitting users to identify trends in experiences over time.

Compenents of the NLTS

The NLTS has several components:

* The ParenV/Guardian Survey. In the summer and fall of 1987, parents were
interviewed by telephone to determine information ¢n family background and
expectations for the youth in the sample, characteristics of the youth, experiences
with special services, the youths' educational attainments (including
postsecondary education), employment experiences, and measures of social
integration. Parents rather than youth were selected as respondents for the first
wave of data collection because of the need for family background information and
because, with most students still being in secondary school and livicg at home,
parents were believed to be accurate respondents for the issues addressed. This
surve)rf‘c\;vlll be repeated in 1990, when youth will be interviewed if they are able to
respond.

* School Record Abstracts. Informaion has been abstracted from students'
school records for their most recent year in secondary school (either the 1985-86




or 1986-87 school year). This information relates to courses taken, grades
achieved (if in a gradr 1 program), placement, related services received from the
schoci, status at the end of the year, attendance, IQ, and experiences with
minimum competency testing. School transcripts will be collected in 1990 for
youth who have been in secondary school at any time since the 7986-87 school
year.

+ Schoo! Program Survey. Schools attended by sampie students in the 1986-87
school year were surveyed for information on ensoliment, staffing, programs and
related services offered to secondary epecial education students, policies affecting
m education programs and students, and community resources for the

* Explanatory Substudies. Studies involving subsamgles of youth are looking in
greater depth at students' secondary school programs, the patterns of transition
outcomes achieved by 1'outh who were out of secondary school, and the
relationship between school experien.es and outcomes. Subshdies are ongoing,
and data from them are not included in this aimanac series.

The NLTS Sample

The NLTS sample was constructed in two stages. A sample of 450 school districts
was randomly selectad from the universe of approximately 14,000 school districts
serving secondary (grade 7 or above) special education studer.s,” which had been
stratified by region of the country, a measure of district wealtt involving the proportion of
students in pcuerty (Orshansky percentile), and student enroliment. Because not
enough districts agreed to participate, a replacement sample of 178 additional districts
was selected. More than 80 state-supported special schools serving secondary-age
deaf, biind, and deaf-blind students were also invited to participate in the study. A total
of 303 school districts and 22 special schools agreed to have their students selected for
the study.

Analysis of tha potential bias of the district saimple indicated no systematic bias that
would have an impact on study results when participating districts were compared to
nonparticipants on several characteristics of the students served, participation in
Vocational Rehabilitation programs, the extent of school-based and community
resources for the disablec the configuration of other aducation agencies serving district
students, and metropolitan status (see Javitz and Wagner, 19€0 for more information on
the LEA sample). Bias may exist, of course, on factcre for which data were not avaliable
for such comparisons.

wmmmwmwmummmmdwmzmawa:
education students are Jerved directly by school districts; Moore et al., 1988). However, instructions to
d“Mhmmmwmmetmmestudanuumlmmthoir
district fo such cooperatives or special service units. Despite these instructions, some districts may have
underreported students served outside the district.

Y 10




Students were selected from rosters compiled by districts, which were instructed to
include all special education students in the 1985-86 school year who were in grades 7
through 12 or whose birthdays were in 1972 or bafore; whether or not they were served
within the district or outside the district (e.g.. in a state-supported residential school).
Rosters were stratified into 3 age groups (13 to 15, 16 to 18, over 18) for each of the 11
federal disability categories and youth were randomly selected from each age/disability
group so that approximately 600 to 1.000 students were selected in each disability
category (with the exception of deaf-blind, for which fewer than 100 students were
served in the districts and schools included in the sample).

In part because of the time lapse between sample selection and data collection,
many students could not be located at the eddresses or telephone numbers provided by
the schools. Of the 12,833 students selected for the sample, about one-third could not
be reached by telephone for tha parent interview. (For mora than half of these,
addresses and telephone numbers were not provided by the schools/districts from which
they were sampled.) This relatively high rate of inability to reach sample members
confirmed the importance of including in the NLTS a substudy .f nonrespondents to
determine whether those who were reached for the telephone interview ‘were a
representative samp!a of the population to which the study was intended to generalize.
To identify whether bias existed in the interview sample, interviewers ./ent to 28 scheol
districts with relatively high nonresponse ratas to locate and interview in person those
who could not ba reached by telephone. Of the 554 sought for in-person interviews, 442
were found and interviewed, a response rate of 80%. A comparison of telephone
interview respondents with in-person interview respondents showed that the telephone
sample underrepresented lower-income households. The sample was reweighted to
adjust for that bias, as described in the next section.

Of the 10,369 sampled students for whom addresses or telephone numbers were
provided by schools or districts, soms portion of the needr.d data was collected for 84%;
the response rates for individual components of the study were as follows:

N Besponse Bate
Parent interview 7619 71%
Schoof records 6241 60
School survey 6672 64

Wélghting Procedures and the Populaticn to Which Data Generalize

Youth with disabilities for whom data could be gathered were w=ighted to represent
the U.S. population of special education students in the 1945-86 school year who were
in grades 7 through 12 or at least 13 years otd. Ber.ause it is a sample of students at
various ages, ths NLTS sample does not ge:neralize to youth who had dropped out of
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school before that age. For example, the sample of 18-year-okis generalizes to youth
who were 18 and still in secondary school in 1985-86, not to all 18-year-cids with
dmﬂﬂn.manyoiwhommayhavoleftamnmmqo.'

in performing sampile waighting, three mutually exclusive groups of sample members
were distinguished:

(A) Youth whese parents responded to the telephone interview.

(B) Youth whose parents did not respond to the telephone interview but were
interviewed in person.

(C) Youth whose parents did not respond to either the telephone or in-person
interview but for whom the we obtained a record abstract.

A major concern in weigirting was to determine whether there was a nonresponse
bias and to calculate the weigh's in such a way as to minimii.e that bias. There was a
potential for three types of nonresponse bias:’

(1) Bias due (O the inability to locaﬁ respondents because they had moved or had
nonworking telephone numbers.

(2) Bias due to refusal to complete an interview (only 3% of those avziiable to be
interviewed refused).

(3) Bias due to circumstances tnat made it infeasible to locate ar process a
student's school record.

Of these three types of nonresponse, the first was believed to be the most important, in
terms of both frequency and inluence on the analysis. Type 1 bias was also tha only
type of nonresponsge that co’:id be estimated and corrected.

The magnitude of type 1 nonresponse bias was estimated by comparing responses
{0 items avallable for the three groups of respondents (after adjusting for ditferences in
the frequency with which youth in different digabiiity categories were selected and
differences in the size of the LEAS selected). Group A was weaiihier, more highly
educated, 2nd fess Ilkely to be minority than group B. in addition, group A was more
likely %0 have students who graduated from high school than group B or C (which had
similar dropout rates). Groups A and B were compared on several additionsl measures
for which data were unavailabie for group C. Theyouﬂmdncfbodwmotwoqfoups
were smilas on these additional items, including gender, employme~t status, pay,
functional skills, association with a social group, and length of time since leaving school.
Adjusting the weights to eliminate bias in the income distribution eliminated bias in

" We aseumed that nanrespordents who coukd not be located because LEAS did not provide student names
mmm»mummmmummmmmmmu
identified. The remaining nonrsspondents would presumably have been distributed between the {'.. se
types of nonresponse mentioned above.
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parental educational attainment and ethnic compositior , but did not affect differences in
dropout rates. It was also dstermined that groups B and C were large enough that if
they were treated the same as group A in the weighting process, the resuiting dropout
distribution would be approximately correct.

Weighting was accomplished using the following steps:

+ Data from groups A and B were used to estimate the income distribution for each
disability category that would have been obtained in the absence of typs 1
nonresponse bias.

+ Respondents from all three groups were combined and weighted up to the
universe by disability category. Weights were computed within strata used to
select the sample (i.e., LEA size and wealth, student disability category and age).

+ Weights from three low-incidence disability categories (deaf, orthopedically
impaired, and visually impaired) were adjusted to increase the effective sampie
size. These adjustments consisted primarily of slightly increasing the weights of
students in larger LEAs and decreasing the weights of students in smaller LEAs.
Responses before and after these weighting adjustments were nearly ideatical. In
addition, because there were only three deaflind youth from medium-size or -
smaller districts, who had large weights, they were removed from the sample to
increase the effective sample size. Thus, NLTS results do not represent the very
small number of deaf/blind students in medium-size or smaller LEAs. =

+ The resulting weights were adjusted so that each disability category exhibited the %
appropriate income distribution estimated in step 1 above. These adjustments
were of modest magnitude (relative to the range of weights within handicapping ”
~ondition); the weights of the poorest respondents were multiplied by a factor of g
approximately 1.6 and the weights of the wealthiest respondents were multiplied E
by a factor of approximately .7.

Estimation of Standard Errors

The tables in the "Descriptive Results” section present d- - ¢or the fuli sample of
youth with disabilities and for imgortant subgroups, as define .12 beginning of that
section. Most of the variables presented in the tables are repo..2d as percentages of
youth in the full sample or in the subgroups. In some case s, rather than percentages,
the figures refer to means, such as the mean wage earned by employed youth or the
mean number of students enrolled in schools attended by youth. Percentages and
means are weighted to represent the national population of 3, suth with disabilities and
youth in each disability category. However, the percentages and means are only
estimates of the actual percentages and means that would be obtained if ail youth with
disabilities were included in the study. These estimates vary in how closely they
approximate the true measures that would be derived from a study of ail youth. To aid
the reader in determining the precision of the estimates, for each percentage and mean
the tables present the approximate standard error and the unweighted numuar of cases
on which the statistic is based.




To determine the precision of a particular percentage or mean, the reader can
construct a confidence interval for the estimate by multiplying the standard error by 1.96.
The result is the range around the estimate within which the true measure would be
found 95 out of 100 times. For example, the NLTS estimates that 88.8% of youth with
disabilities attended a comprehensive secondary school during their most recent year in
school. The standard error of that estimats, .9. is niultiplied by 1.96, letting us assume
with 95% confidence that the true rate of attenciance at comprehensive secondary
schools falls within a range of +1.8 percentage points, or 87% to 90.6%.

Readers may also want to compare percentages or means for different subgroups to
determine, for example. whether the difference in employment rates for males and
females with loaming disabilities is statistically significant. To calculate whether the
difterence between percentages is statistically significant with 35% confidence (often
denoted as p<.CS), the squared difference between the two percentages of interest is
divided by the sum of the two squared standard errors. If this product is larger than
3.84, e difference is significant. Presented as a formula, a difference in percentages is
statistically significant at the .05 level if:

(P, - Pp)?
> 1.962

e 2 2
aE1 +352

where P1 and SE , are the first percentage and its standard error and P2 and SE o are the
second percentage and its standard error.

The standard errors for the NLTS were computed using procedures that differ from
standard calculation routines. Such routines assume a simple random sample.
However, the NLTS used a stratified cluster sample design, which introduces design
effects that reduce the precision of estimates for a sample of a given size, compared
with a simple random sample. The design effects within the NLTS affect the precision of
estimates to varying degrees for different subpopulations and different variables.
Pseudo-replication is widely accepted as a variance estimation technique in the
presence of design effects. However, it is not cost-effective for estimating the standard
errors of the thousands of variables and subpopulaﬁons‘tabu!ated in the 10 volumes of
the statistical almanacs. Therefore, pseudo-replication was conducted on a limited
number of variables to calibrate an approximation formula that is cost- effective for
purposes of the almanacs, using the following procedures:

+ Aset of 25 variables representing the parent interview, school program survey,
and record abstract was identified for the purpose of developing a statistical
approximation formula; these included 16 nominal variables and 9 continuous
variables.

s 14
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- Standard errors of the weighted means nf the selected variables were estimated in
two wayn. The first procedure involved pseudo- replication. For each variable,
standard erors were ‘calculated for students in each handicap category and for
the total sampie (300.standard errors) using a puﬂaﬂybalanoadexpenmemal
deslnnspodmhowswemswemtobealloeahdtowhaﬁ-sanphs The .
sample was spiit on the basis of the schoo! disiricts and special schools from :
which youth were originally sampled. Districts and schools were pairec on the
basis of enroliment and a measure of poverty, amdonememberofead\palrwas
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assigned to each haif-sample. Sample weights for studenis wre compited for ; %
each half-sample as if thcse in the half-sample wére the only study participants. ,§
The following formula was used to estimate the standard error of the mean for . ?ﬁ
students in all conditions: g

Standard error = [(1/16) E; (M, - M}2]'"2 ;

where M; is the mean calculated for students in one of the 16 half- samples), M is

the mean response calculated from the full samy\a, and the summation extends
over all 16 half-samples. (Note that responses to questions from the school
program survey were attached to the records of students in the responding
schools so that means for these items were computed using student weights.)

« The second estimation procedure involved an approximation formula based on an
estimate of the effective sample size for each handicap category and the tctal
sample. The sampling efficiency (E) for a group was calculated using the
following formula:

E=M,%M>2+S,2?

where M,, and S, are the mean and standard deviation of the student weights

over all members of the group. The approximation formula for the standard error
of the weighted mean of nominal variables is:

Standard error = [P(1-P)/(E x N)]'”2

where P is the full-sample weighted proportion of "yes" responses to a particular

; question in the group, N is the unweighted number of "yes" or "no” responses to
] the question in the group, and E is the sampling efficiency of the group. The
approximation formula for the standard error of the mean of a continuous variable is: %

Standard error = [S2/(N x E)]} 172

3 where S? is the variance of responses in the group for the continuous variable
3 (computed with frequencies equal to full-sample weights) and N is the unweighted

1 number of respondents to the question in the group. These formulas were used to
A compute a total of 300 standard ervors for the same variables and groups
3 addressed using pseudo-replication.
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» To assess the accuracy of the standard errors produced by these formulas, we
used scatter plots to compare them with standard errors produced using pseudo-
replication. For both nominal and continuous variables, the approximate bx .t fit
was a 45 degree line. That is, on average, the formula based on estimates of
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sffective sample size neither systematically overestimated nor underestimated the
standard error obtained using pseudo-replication, arguing for use of the more
cost-effective estimation formulas. However, because error remains in the

astimates that might result in underestimating the true standard errors in some
instances, we took a conservative approach and muitiplied the standard errors
produced using the estimation formulas by 1.25. The vast majority of the standard
emors so obtained wvere larger than the standard srrors obtained by pseudo-
replication. Thus, the standard errors included in the aimanacs vsere calculated
using the effactive sample sizg estimation formuias and increased by a factor of 1.25.

Caveats to Users of the Data

G niinimize the potential that data in th9 statistical almanacs will be misinterpreted,
the user should keep i mind th.e following considerations.

« Estimation of Sampling Errors. The data tables contain approximate standard
errors for means and percentages; the previous section instructs users in how to
use them to calculate confidence intervals and to determine whether differences
between estimates are statistically significant. Users should interpret data in light g
of the standard 2rrors. Percentages or means bassd on subgroups with relatively B
few cases have a ccnsiderably greater margin of error than those based on larger ’

subgroups.

 Subgroup Definitions. The "Descriptive Resulis" section begins with a definition
of the subgroups for which data are reported. Users should be clear about the
definition of these groups to avoid misinterpreting the brief labels contained in the
tables. Of particular note are the subgroups based on the youth's designated
disability. Assignment to a disability category is based on the primary disability
designated by the youth's school or district in the 1985-86 school year. Category
definitions, assessment methods, and rules of thumb for categorizing students
vary widely between states and often between school districts within states. NLTS
data should not be interpreted as describing youth who truly had a particular
disability, but rathar as describing youth who were categorized as having that
disability by their school or district. Further, youth who had been institutionalized
more than a year are included in the base on which statistics are calculated only
for Tables 1, 3, 4, 8, 28 through 35, and 38; they are excluded from other tables
because of the skip logic of the interview.

» Sources of Data and Data Rellabllity. Each table indicates the source of the
data reported in it (e.g., parent interview, school records). The confidence the

- user places in the data should be based in part on a recognition of their source.
The accuracy of parent reports about their adolescent or adult chi*dren may vary
S depending on the subject of an item. For example, parents were expected to be
quite accurate repurters of data on family characteristics, uut to be less aware of--
and, therefore, report less accurately on--the kinds of services their children were
provided in school or by other agencies. When two sources of data were available
for a given item (e.g., parei.. . aports and school record indications of whether the
youth graduated or dropped out). consistency checks were performed. For many
variables, a high level of agreement was found; for otiier items, larger
discrepancies were noted. Appendix A presents decision rules used to resol /e
such discepancies. However, for most items, only one source of data was

TR NG
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available, making it impnssible to verify the accuracy <! the ~asponses. Specific
_ data items potentially subject to bias are discussed in Appendix A.

ltems of a Sensitive Nature. A few items in the parent interview asked parents
to report what thiey might consider negative behaviors on the part of their children,
such as whether the youth had ever been arrested or been fired from a job. The
tendency for respondents to give soclally acceptable answers to such items raises
the questio.. of the accuracy of parent raports for sensitive items. Although there
is no objective validation of responses available to the NLTS, several factors
suggest that parent reports produced generally valid data for these items: a low
level of nonresponse to such items; a reasonably large number of respondents
reporting negative behaviors (e.g., parents of 21% of youth who had been out of
schou 1 to 2 years indicated the youth had bzen arrested; 32% of exiters from
secondary school were reported to have dropped out of school); and strong
evidence of construct validity based or: observed relationships among variables.

Missing Data. Missing data result f.om item nonresponse, the absence of the
whole instrument from which an-itein w . taken, or a logical skip of an item
because it was inappropriate to a parti..iar respondent (e.g., some items were
asked only of parents of youth with particular kinds of disabilities). Missing data of
all kinds were eliminated from calculations of percentages and means. Hence, the
reported percentages and means are based on those for whom the question was
appropriate and who answared the questior;. The approximate standard errors
increase as the sample size decreases, drawing the user's attention to statistics
that are based on parti- ularly small samples.
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TITLES IN THE NLTS STATISTICAL ALMANAC SERIES

The National Longitudinal Transition Study of Special Education Students Statistal
Almanac, Volume 1: Overview.

The National Longitudinal Transition Study of Special Education Students Statistical
Almanac, Volume 2: Youth Categorized as Leaming Disabled.

The National Longitudinal Transition Study of Special Education Students Statistical
Almanac, Volume 3: Youth Categorized as Emotionally Disturbed.

The National Longitudinal Transition Study of Special Education Students Statistical
Almanac, Volume 4: Youth Categorized as Speech Impaired.

The National Longitudinal Transition Study of Special Education Students Statistical
Almanac, Volume 5: Youth Categorized as Mentally Retarded.

The National Longitudinal Transition Study of Special Education Students Statistical
Almanac, Volume 6: Youth Categorized as Visually Impaired.

The National Longitudinal Transition Study of Special Education Students Statistical
Almanac, Volume 7: Youth Categorized as Hearing Impaired.

The National Longitudinal Transition Study of Special Education Students Statistical
Aimanac, Volume 8: Youth Categorized as Orthopedically Impaired.

The National Longitudinal Transition Study of Special Education Students Statistical
Almanac, Volume 9: Youth Categorized as Other Health Impaired.

The National Longitudinal Transition Study of Special Education Students Statistical
Almanac, Volume 10: Youth Categorized as Multiply Handicapped.
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DESCRIPTIVE RESULTS

This section of the statistical almanac presents data related to special education
students categorized by the school or district they attended in the 1985-86 school year
as having leaming disabilities. This category is defined to include youth having a
disorder in one or more of the basic psychelogical processes involved in understanding
or using language (spoken or written), which may manifest itself in an imperfect ability to
listen, think, speak, read, write, spell, or to do mathematical calculations, including:
perceptual handicaps, brain injury, minimal brain dysfunction, dyslexia, and
developmental aphasia. (It does not include students with learning problems resulting
from visual, hearing, or motor handicaps, nor mental retardation). The tables describe:

* Youths' individual and household characteristics

+ Characteristics of students' schools and educational programs
 Programs available to secondary students with disabilities

« Services received by youth with disabilities

 Youth outcomes.

Each table in the volume has two parts. Part A presents data for the appropriate full
sample of youth categorized as having leaming disabilities and for youth with learning
disabilties in the following subgroups:

« Community. The type of community in which the youth last aitended secondary
school, based on Department of Commerce definitions of metropolitan statistical
areas (MSAs), is describud as urban (central city within an MSA), suburban (area
surrounding a central city with an MSA), or rural (areas outside MSAs).

+ Gender. Youth are distinguished as male or female on the basis of parent
reports, school rosters, or, in the absence of these sources, inference from the
student's name (for a minimal number of cases).

» Agein 1987. Youth are categorized by age as 15 or 16, 17 or 18, or 19 or older
on the basis of birthdates provided by schools or parents.

+ School status. Using parent and school reports,’ youth are categorized as:

- In-school. Enrolled in secondary school in the 1985-86 school year and still
enrolled in secondary school at the time of the parent interview.

- Out 1 Year or Less. Enrolled in secondary schoo! in the 1985-86 school year,
and enrolled in secondary schocl at some time in the year before the parent

* See Appendix A for more detailed information on construction of the schoo! status variable.
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interview, but no longer enrolled at the time of the intarview. These youth
include dropouts and completers of the 1986-87 school year.

- Out ? to 2 Years. ‘Enrolled in sacondary school in the 1985-86 school year,
not enrolied in secondary school at the time of the parent interview, and not
enrolled at any time in the year before the interviaw. These youth include
dropouts and completers of the 1985-86 schoo! year.

Part B presents data for youth with learning disabilities in the following subgroups:

« Household Income. Youth are distinguished as to whether parents reported the
annual 1986 household income bef.:2 taxes as less than $12,000, $12,000 to
$24,999, or $25,000 or more.

« Ethnicity. Using parent reports. youth are categorized as Black, White, or
Hispanic. Youth from other ethnic backgrounds (e.g., Asian, Alaskan native)
are too few to distinguish as a separate category.

+ Head of household education. Using parent reports, youth are distinguished
according to whether the head of household did not complete high school, was a
high school graduate with no college training, or had some college education or a
college or graduate degree.

Note that many items in the almanacs permitted more than one response so that
percentages often wili not add to 100%. Sample sizes vary among tables for the same
group because of differing respnrr-g rates for items taken from different instruments.
Also, the sampie sizes for subgroups may not sum to the sample size in the total column
because of missing values for the variables used to define the subgroups. Some items
refer only to specific subgroups (e.g., grade point average for students receiving
grades). Appendix B contains data tables that present the size of these subgroups (e.g.,
the weighted percentage and unweighted number of students who received grades).
Statistics based on subgroups of fewer than 15 respondents are omitted. Standard
errors are in parentheses.
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Table 1A: DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS W mm VITH LMIWD[S’MUUES . RS
€~ unity _Gender ._auum Sohool Statwe - _ -

‘ Out 1.year- Out -2
Cheracteristics of Youth Total b Soburbe fural Mo Femle 1616118 o st b Ml
Percentage of youth: ) k -
15 or 18 years old 34.8 3.0 329 M1 32.1 4.3 100 0.0 0.0 8.3 1.7 4.0 -
( 2.0) (4. 3) ( 3 4) ( 3 4) (2.3) (41) (0.0) (0.0)(0.0) { 2.7) (2.5) (1.7)
17 or 18 years old 10.7 38.6 4.5 35.8 0.0 100 0.9 46.0 38.2 3.4
( 2.1) {4.3) ( 3 6) ( 3 B) (2.4) (400 (0.0)(0.0) (0.0 (2.7) ( 4.5) (3.9)
19 to 21 years old 2.0 2.5 25.1 2. 248 2. 0.0 0.0 9. 5.1 $5.4 70.4
(1.8) (3. 7) ( 3 l) { 3 0)' ( 2 l) (3. 4) (0.0) (0.0) (1.0) (1.2) (4.7) (4.1)
Nore than 21 years old 0.6 0.9 0.5 0.0 00 23 0.1 0.7 2.3
(0.3) { 0.8) { 0.3) ( 0.8) 0 4) {06 (0.0 (0.0)(1.0) ( 0.2) { 0.8) (13
Numbar of respondents 1191 203 387 38s 85 24 284 420 & 610 238 323
Average age 17.3 7.2 17.3 113 1724 171 15.86 17.4 16.6 \8.8 19.1
(0.1) ( 0 l) (o0.1) (0.1) (0.1) (0.1) ( 0 0) ( 0 0) ( 0 l) (0.1) ¢ C.1) (0.1)
Number of respondents 1191 87 38S 85 24 610 38 k)]
Percentage who were male 73.4 74.7 .2 100 0.0 67.8 76.7 78. 72.3 76.8 75.7
(1.9) ( 4. l) (a. 2) (3. 2) (0.0) (0.0 (3. 7) (2. 8) {a. 0) ( 2.5) ( 4.0) ( 8.9)
Number of respondents 1189 283 , 87 W © 895 284 420 485 610 238 n
Percentage who were: X
~n Black, not Hispanic 21.6 4.4 78 8.6 a.s ay 2.2 .4 2.1 22.4 2.9 1.3
w (1.9) (4.6) {2.1) (2.3) (2.2) (38 (3.6)(3.0)(3.1) ( 2.4) ( 4.4) (3.7)
White, not Hispanic 67.2 30.7 85.8 5.0 68.8 62.7 63.6 69.8 68.1 €8.2 na 0.0
(2.2) (4.2) (2.7) ( 2.9) (2.5) (4.5) (4.2)(3.3)(3.6) ( 2.8) { 4.8) ( 4.0)
Hispanic 8.4 7.4 3.3 5.1 7.4 11.3 9.9 7.2 8.3 8.5 5.5 10.8
(1.3) (3.5) (1.4) (1.8) (1.4) (2.9) (2.6) (1.9)(2.1) (1.6) ( 2.4) { 3.1)
Amerfcan Indian/Alaskan
Native 1.2 1.2 1.6 0.7 1.3 0.8 23 0.5 0.9 1.2 0.6 1.7
{ 0.5) (1.0) (1.0) (0.7) (06) (08 (1.3)(0.5)(0.7) (0.6) (0.8) (1.3)
Asian/Pecific Islander 0.6 0.5 0.7 0.7 0.5 0.9 9.7 0.6 3.5 0.7 0.0 0.8
( 0.4) (0.7) (0.7) (0.7) (04) (0.9) (0.72)(0.5 (0.6) ( 0.5) ( 0.0) (0.9)
Other 1.0 1.7 0.8 0.0 0.4 286 1.3 06 1.2 0.9 0.9 1.3
( 0.5) (1.2) (0.7) (9.0 (03)(1.8) (1.9) (0.5 (0.8) ( 0.6) (1.0) (1.1)
Number of respondents 994 259 338 300 51 243 7240 355 399 543 ¢} 25?7
Percentage who spok2 at home:
English 97.8 9.4 998 97.5 97.9 97.4 9.3 98.3 9.2 97.8 98.5 97.1
(0.7) (1.7) (0.4) (1.3) (08) (1.5) (1.1) (0.9 (1.5 ( 0.8) (1.3) (1.7)
Another spoken language 2.1 3.1 0.2 2.5 1.9 28 1.7 1.3 3.8 2.0 1.8 2.9
(0.7) (1.6) (0.4) (1.3) (e (1.5) (1.1) {o0.8) (1.5 ( 0.8) (1.3) (1.7)
No spoken language 0.1 0. 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 03 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0
(0.2) (0.6) (0.0) (0.0) (0.2 ( 9.0) (0.0) ( 0.4) (0.0) ( 0.3) ( 0.0) ( 0.0)
Number of respondents 962 247 36 294 725 w 232 336 3N 525 185 51

Source: Parent interviews.
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Teble 1B: DEMOGRAPHIC mm:sﬂcs OF mmo ViTH umun mmums . -
—toveshold Incong mmm ws o
Under 12,000- $25,0 Mo um,mt (] wo!  Beywnd
recte >iati Youth $12.000 $24,998 gnd Ov.r  Rlack White Hispeaic ~—Diplone
of youth: -
15 or 16 years old B4 35.. RN 85.7 . S8 8.4 8.2 *
(4.9) (4.1) (3.4) (s. 0) ( 2. C) ( l S) J(3.8) (3.6) ( 4.8)
17 or 18 years o¥d N1 421 4.4 4.3 4.2 .8 4.7 8.3 N,
(49 (4.2) (3.5 {s. l) (2N l‘t) ( 4.0) (3.2} ( 4.6}
19 to 21 years old 2.3 223 &8s 3.4 .4 28.3 .2 Hr
(4.5 (3.5 (13.1) (4.4) (23)( 7 4) ( 3.5) (3.2) ( 4.0)
Nore than 21 years old 0.4 0.6 0.4 0.6 O 0.2 0.5 0.5 N.4
(0.7) (0.7) (0.5) (0.8)(0.4)(0.8) ( 0.6) ( 0.9) ( 0.8)
Number of respondents 192 b4} m 19 708 % k2] K w7
Average 39e 173 1.3 174 17.3 172.3 17.1 17.4 17.3 17.2
v (0.2) (0.1) (o0.1) (0.2) (0.1) ( 0.3) (0.1) (0.1) (0.1)
Nusber of respondents 192 n n 14 08 [ 1] 8
" Percentsge who were male .G 1.6 132 73.8 75.7 65.0 72.0 Nn.s 1.8
5 (4.5) (3.6) (3.2 (4.6) (2.3)(8.2) ( 3.6) (3.2) ( 4.3)
. Nusber of respondonts 192 amn 39 194 708 (] N k] o
> Parcentage who were:
- ~N 8lack, not Hispanic 37.5 19.8 9.6 100 0.0 0.0 28.3 2.4 12.0
P~ (¢9) (3.4) (21) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 3.8) ( 3.1) { 3.1)
White, not Hispanic 4.3 8.6 8.3 w0 106 0.0 54.5 %.3 8.8
- (5.1) (4.0) (2.6) (0.0) ( 6.0} ( 9.0) ( 4.0) ( 3.5) ( 3.8)
! Hivpanic 11.9 10.4 2.1 0.0 0.0 100 16.0 s.3 2.4
. (3.3) (2.8) (1.0) (0.0) (0.0) (0.0 ( 2.8) {1.7) (1.4)
Amrican indian/Alaskan
Native 1.1 2.2 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.9 1.2 1.5 0.5
{1.1) (1.3) {0.5) (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) ( 0.9) (0.9) (0.7)
Asfan/Pacific Islander 0.0 0.0 1.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.6 1.8
(0.0) (0.0) (1.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.6) (1.2)
Other 1.2 0.0 1.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.3 0.7
(t.1) (0.2) (0.9 { 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) (0.0 (1.1) i 0.8}
Number of respondents 192 m 39 194 706 65 kr .} 388 b))
; Percentage who spoke at home:
N English 9.3 97.5 99.1 100 99.7 75.0 9.3 9.5 98.7
Y (1.9) (1.3) (0.7) (0.0){0.3)(7.7) (1.5) (0.9) (1.1)
Another spoken language 3.7 2.0 0.9 0 0.3 234 33 1.8 1.3
(1.9) (1.2 (0.7) (0.0) { 0.3) ( 7.5) (1.4) ( 0.9) {1.1)
< No s~oken language 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.7 0.4 0.0 0.0
(0.0) (0.6) (0.0 (0.0) (0.0) (2.3) ( 0.5) (0.0 ( 0.0)
Number of respondents 19] 270 391 186 686 63 k £ 365 t&])

Source: Parent interviews.




Table 2A: -

HOUSEHOLD - CMRACIER!ST!CS OF -YOUTH-WITH- Mlﬁ DlSAlll.lTlES
c:—mity . Gender gg iu 1987
L!mu M 2
Characteristics of Households Total Urban Suburben Rural Male Femsle 15-18 17-1 Q In-Schoo M_ {Years-
Percentage in households with: -
A single | rent 34.3 §5.3 2.9 25.2 32.7 387 .4 3.1 36.0 32.7 M2 - 41.7
( 2.3) (4.7) (3.4) { 3.7) (2.8) (4.6 (4.2) (3.8) (3.9) { 2.8) (5.2 (S.1)_ -
Neither natural parent 5.2 44 41 7.4 4.8 6.1 5.0 5.1 5.3 5.3 8.8 29
(1.1) ( 2.0) { 1.6) ( 2.2) (1.2) (F2.3) (2.0)(1.7) (1.8) ( 1.4) ( 2.7) (1.8)
Other disabled children 18.4 2.4 166 16.5 15.8 25.8 20.2 185 159 - 18.9 18.6 18.1
{ 1.8) (3.9) { 3.0) ( 3.1) (2.00)(4.2) (3.8) (2 9) ( 2.9) ( 2.3) ( 4.3) ( 3.8)
Disabled head of household 10.1 11.4 8.4 10.0 9.5 1.7 5.8 1.7 8.7 9.0 11.1 13.6
(1.4) (3.0) ( 2.2) { 2.5) (1.3} 03.1) (21)(27) (2.2) (1.7) ( 3.3) ( 3.5)
Number of respondents 894 31 314 28 671 223 218 307 369 495 176 3
Average number of children in
household 2.5 2.7 2.4 23 24 2.6 2.9 23 2.2 2.8 2.3 2.1
( 0.1) (0.2) (0.1) { 0.1} (0.1) (0.1) (o0.1) (0.1) (0.1) ( 0.1) { 0.2) (0.1)
Number of respondents 930 242 315 285 699 231 227 321 3w 512 178 242
Percentage with head of household
with highest education being:
Some high school 37.8 47.6 29.0 38.2 36.7 40.6 347 38.8 40.3 37.3 Kt X ] 4.7
( 2.3) (4.7) ( 3.6) { &.1) (2.6) (4.7) (4.2)(3.7)(3.9) ( 2.9) (5.2 (5.2)
High school diploma 39.1 3.5 39.6 40.0 40.9 34.1 40,3 38.4 38.5 3.1 ». 33.8
( 2.3) (4.5) (3.9) (4.1) (2.7) (45) (4.3)(3.7){3.8) ( 2.9) ( 5.3) (5.1)
Some college or 2-year degree 14.5 9.5 18.8 148 13.7 18.8 17.3 12.3 14.0 14.5 14.6. 14.2
(1.7} (2.8) (3.1){3.0) (1.9) (3.6) (3.4)(25)(2.7) ( 2.1) ( 3.9) {3.6)
4-year college degree or more 8.6 6.5 12.6 7.1 8. 8.5 7.7 0.4 7.1 .1 12.1 3.3
( 1.3) (2.3) (2.7) ( 2.2) (1.5) (2.7) (2.4)(2.3) (2.0 (1.7) ( 3.6) (1.8)
Number of respondents 927 233 317 283 698 229 227 320 380 510 178 239

Source: Parent interviews.
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P istics of 1ds

Parcentage in households with:
A single parvent

Neither natural parent

Other disabled children

Dissbled head of household
Mumbér of respondents

Average nusber of children in
household .

Number of respondents
Percentage with head of household
with highest education being:

Some high school

High school diploma

Some college or 2-year degres
4-year college degree or more

Kumber of respondents

Source: Parent interviews.

Table 28:  HOUSEHOLD CHARACTERISTICS OF YOUTH.VITH LEMNING DISABILITIES

<,

” —tousehold Incoms Ethetcity - : :
Under’ '12,000- ~* $25,000 o Mo High'SchooT ‘High School ™ Beyond
$12,000 $24;909. and Over  Black White Hispanic  __ Otplomp - _ Diploms = [igh School
63.9 34.0 11.0 63.0 23.1 45.6 37.1 35.1 . 8.8
(4.9) (4.0) (2.3) ('s.2)- (.2.4) ( 8.7) {3.9) (3.6) (4.3)
51 43 5.8 78 43,09 3.7 4.7 6.5
{2.4) (1.8) (1.7) (3.0) (1.2) (1.7) ( 1.6) ( 1.8) (2.3)
200 21.1  15.3 5 18.5. -23.9 25.8 14.1 13.8
(4.1) (3.5 (2.6) (3.9) (-2.2) (1.9) (3.5 . (2.6 (-3.3)
169 12.6 3.3 11.6 9.9 9.3 18.1 1.7 0.9
(3.8) (2.8) (1.3) - (3.5 (1.7)(5.1) A3.1) - (2.0 (2.9
168 261 388 164 645 58 300 350 234
2.5 2.6 2.2 28 23 2.9 2.7 2.2 2.3
(0.2) (0.1) (01) ( 0.2) { 0.1) ( 0.3) (0.1) ( 0.1) ( 0.1)
191 270 180 660 &4 328 385 - 2

1}
50.7 45.7 17.0 4.0 30.9 69.5 100 0.0 0.0
(5.1) (4.3) (2.7) ( 5.4) ( 2.6) ( 8.1) ( 0.0) { 0.0 ( 0.0)
39.8 371 40.2 38.3. 40.4 24.1 . 0.0 100 0.0
(5.00 (4.1) (3.5) {5.3)(2.8) (7.5 ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0)
8.1 109 23.8 104 17.9 2.8 0.0 0.0 62.6
(2.8) (2.7) (3.1) (3.3) ( 2.2) { 2.9) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 4.8)
1.4 6.2 19.1 2.3 108 3.6 0.0 0.0 37.4
(1.2) (2.1) (2.8) ( 1.6) ( 1.8) { 3.3) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 4.6)
19 27 391 179 658 64 324 366 237



Table 2A: HOUSEHOLD CHARACTERISTICS OF YOUTH WITH LEARN!NS DISAML!T!ES (Conc'lu&d)

Commun ity Gender ___Age_in 1987 _ Schoo 1f§; tatus

| 19 or Out 1ysar Out 1 -2
haractcristics of Households Total Urhan Suburban Rural le Female 15-16 17-18 older In-Sctvol _or less Yoors

| |

Percentage in household with - - e
1986 annual income:

|
%
|
1

Less than $12,000 3.1 45.1 15.6 29.3 29.9 .S 32.6 28.4 33.2 31.4 27.3 3.3
(2.3) (4.9)(3.1) (3.9 ( 2.6) ( 4.8) (4.4) ( 3.5) ( 3 9) ( 2.9) (5.1) (5.1)
$12,000 to $24,999 34.3 349 34.2 35.4 35.9 29.8 34.6 358 3.5 33.7 3.7 © 38.0
( 2.4) (4.7) (4.0) ( 4.2) (2.8) ( 4.6) ( 4.5) ( 3.8) ( 3.9) ( 3.0) ( 5.4) (5.3)
$25.000 to $37.999 17.6 13.7 21.7 18.4 18.4 15.6 16.8 19.0 16.6 19.0 15.8 13.4
(1.9) (3.4) (3.5)(3.4) 1 2.2)  3.6) (3.5 ( 3 l) ( 3.1) ( 2.5) { 4.2) ( 3.7)
$38,000 to $50,000 10.4 4.0 16.0 - 12.2 10.8 8.9 9.9 9.9 10.3 13.2 7.6
(1.5) ( l 9) { 3 l) ( 2.8) (1.8) (2.9) ( 2 8) ( 2 S) ( 2 s) (1.9) { 3.9) ( 2.9)
More than $50,000 6.6 4.7 5.0 11.2 8.8 5.6 10.0 1.8
(1.2) ( l S) ( 2 8) (1.8) (1.3) ( 3.2) ( 2 2) ( l 8) { 2 3) (1.5) ( 3.4) ( 2.9)
Number of respondents 846 286 266 636 210 299 343 466 163 217
Percentage in households that
received:
Social Security Disability
Income 7.2 8.3 8.8 5.7 8.2 47 3.8 87 9.8 5.7 9.9 11.9
(1.2) (2.3) (2.3) (2.0) (1.5){ 2.0) (1.7) (2.1) ( 2.3) (1.4) ( 3.2) ( 3.4)
Social Security survivors
benefits 6.7 84 65 6.1 6.9 6.1 §. 1.3 1.3 7.0 6.4 5.4
(L2) (2.8) 2.9)(2.0) (1.4) (2.3 (2.0) (2.0) ( 2.1) (1.5) ( 2.7) { 2.4)
Supplemental Security Income 6.1 7.2 4838 3.8 §.3 8.4 2.9 8.1 1.6 5.6 5.9 8.9
(1.1) (2.5) (1.7) { 1.6) (1.2) ( 26) (1.5) (2.1) ( 2.1) (1.4) ( 2.5) ( 3.0)
Medicaid or equivalent 16.6 28.4 8.5 11.7 16.1 17.% 17.0  15.3 17.9 16.5 15.5 18.2
(1.8) (4.3) (2.2) (2.7) ( 2.0) ( 3.6) (3.3) (2.7) ( 3.0) (2.2) ( 3.9) ( 4.0)
Aid tc Families with Dependent .
Childre. 12.3 22.2 7.4 6.8 11.8 13.8 16.3 10.7 9.3 13.5 3.3 9.7
(1.6) (4.0) (2.1) ( 2.1) (1.8) (3.3) (3.3) (2.3) (2.3) (2.1) ( 3.1) ( 3.1)
Public assistance 1.1 23.8 5.5 5.5 9.6 15.5 12.7 11.0 9.0 11.3 8.4 13.2
(1.5) (4.0) (1.8) (1.9) (1.6) ( 3.4) (3.0) (2.4) (2.3) ( 1.9) ( 3.0) ( 3.5)
Food stamps 22.5 36.4 12.6 18.7 21.8 24.6 27.4 219 16.6 24.3 16.9 19.7
( 2.0) (4.6) (2.7)(3.3) 2.3 (4.1) (3.9) (3.1) (2.9) ( 2.5) ( 4.0) ( 4.1)
Other benefits 12.5 88 9.9 18.4 3.2 105 14.2 10.4 13.6 12.4 14.4 11.4
(1.8) (2.7) (2.4) ( 3.3) (1.9) (2.9 (3.1) (2.3) (2.7) ( 2.0) ( 3.8) ( 3.3)
None of these benefits $6.4 45.4 66.8 57.0 56.5 56.2 §2.9 59.6 56.4 56.3 §7.4 §5.7
( 2.4) (4.7) (3.8)(4.2) (2.7) ( 4.7) (4.4) (3.7) (3.9) ( 3.0) (5.3) (5.1)
Number of respondents 919 238 315 7219 691 228 223 317 3 504 176 237

Source: Parent interviews.
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Table 3A: CHARALTERISTICS OF leTIES IN WHICH YOUT“ \llm lmlln DISABII.ITIES mmeo SECWM m’

tas
*

__Comunity _.s.an . _&9_"'_&7
TN . 3
- 19 or TN Out, 1 year
Cmitg Characteristics Total Urban Suburban Rurs Halg Femle 15-16 17-18 older ° jin-School _or |
.:i’iiﬁtlg. who attended school ;
in area that was:
Urban 28.2 0.0 26.4 33.0 30.8 26.3 27.6 29.5
(2.0) { 0 0) { 0 0) ( 0.0) (2.3) 41) (3.9)(3.0) (3.3) { 2.6)
Suburban 35.8 0.0 100: 0.0 36.7 334 33.9 3.2 37.8 34.8
(2.1) " (0.0) {0.0) ( 0 0) L(25) (41) (3.9)(3.3)(3.6) { 2.7)
Rural 36.1 0.0 0.0 . 36,9 33.6 35.4 37.4 3M.7 35.7
(2.1) ( 0 o) {0.0) ( 0 0) (2.5 (41) (4.0)(3.3)(3.6) (2.7)
Number of respondents 1055 387 385 788 265 25 389 410 567
Percentage unemployed in county
in which youth attended schoo!l 1.7 Lol 6.7 9.2 7.7 1.6 8.1 2.3 7.7 1.7
{0.1) {0.2) (0.2) (0.3 ( 0.2) ( 0.2) (0.3)(0.2) (0.2 {0.2)
Nu!ber of respondents 1191 283 387 385 895 294 284 420 487 610
Avarage monthly salary for
service occupations in county
in which youth attended schon? 1465 1631 1533 1233 1457 1486 1456 1475 1460 1464
(11.3) (20.1) (16.7) (11.4) {1..9) (23.4) (zo 4) (18. 0) {19.3) (14.5)
Number of respondents 1191 283 387 385 895 294 420 487 610

Source: Bureau of Labor Statistics.
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Table 38:  CHARACTERISTICS OF COMAMITIES 1N WICH YOUTH WITH LEMNING OISABILITIES ATTEWOED SECONOMY SCHOGL

—touseiold Income Etwigity Moud of Yoysehod's Edvcation

Under 12,000~ $25,000 Mo High Schoo) High School  Beyond
Commn ity Characteristics _ $12.000 26,90 sod Over  Black White Hisomnic - Dinme _u""m_ 1 1
Percentage who attended school
in area that was:
Urban 4.7 3.2 1.4 2.5 13.8 5.1 .0 2.2 21.1
(5.4} (4.1) (2.9 (5.0) (1.9) ( 8.7) ( 4.1) ( 3.0) { 4.0)
“uburban 18.2 3.8 4.4 13.7 45.2 144 27.4 3.5 4.8
(4.2) (4.2) 12.0) (3.8) (2.8) ( 6.4) (3.7) ( 3.9) (4.9)
Rural 4.2 35.0 3.2 13.8 4.1 205 3.6 4.3 3.1
(5.2) (4.2) (3.5 (3.8)(2.8) (7.3 ( 4.0) (i ( 4.8)
Number of respondents 168 250 382 170 45 58 293 33 215
Percentage unesp ioyed in county
in which youth attended schoo!l 8.0 1.5 1.2 7.4 1.4 8.9 1.7 1.5 7.4
(0.3) (0.3) (0.2 (0.2) (0.2) (0.8 (0.3) (0.2) { 0.3)
Number of respondents 192 n 39 194 708 ] 324 k4 Ay
Average monthly salary for
service occupations in county
in which youth attended school 1475 1481 14 1594 1413 1858 1487 1458 1517
(28.0) (22.9) (19.8) (26.8) (13.6) (49.9) (21.8) (20.3) (28.9)
Number of respondents 192 n k 194 708 66 k -] 88 ™

Source: Bureau of Labor Statistics.

/.{ 34




School

Fiet

o

19 ¢er

13-16 17-18 oider

oo '

Teble #A:  DISABILITY-RELATED CHARACTERISTICS OF YOUTH VITH LEARNING DISABILITIES

A mA s IR TR
.
.nw

tgle Femle

_Commnity

cos

Urben Sybyrben Ryrsl

Tota:

f Youth _

1]14]

Learning dissbility

g
S
:
t
:

disability that ws:

20”00..0000.71’
- lofloooooooﬁlo

y W P s W

57'01000’9002020
00‘2110000001111

r e WP W wr W

zoslq.looooooo.lozoc

- e e e - e (W e

.’757'.11'..&0.0.1&3’7
10‘1000000001010“

Gt Wt W W W e e

- e e e em,  em  em e
IOSIlooooooooozl‘
-— wt wr wr wr wr wr
— e em e em  em e e
‘3‘97713003‘5008“

....... . s
NP =~O0OO0O0O0O0O0OOmMmumON
-— e wr Wt e e

71—"35‘500352’.1

NO w l!°°°°°°°l°i°

S W W W wr W e

289‘55“003‘1-‘.25

losloooooooooozl”
- e wr e e wr wr

o e, S, AW gm, e e ey

NN OM—=OWOOMUPT®ON™

N BN ~OO~OO0CO0000
-— -— - A4 - - - -
— - -— — — —— — —

vneNognvTumnoSnnaTy

N=mONCOOOOOOOM NN

s W e wd e e

06700“3‘3111‘86J’l
20511000000010101

((((((((

Emot tonal disturbance
Speech impairment
Mental retardation
Visual fnpairment

Hard of hearing
Oeafness

Orthopedic impairment
Other health impatirment

w
P

Number of respondent:
Percentage with parents vho said
youth began hav! 3 trouble

with disability at:

R S B
T AN I b Y

— e, e, e e
CTONCTRAOC®

ZS’QJJJJJJW
7110‘2“2510.

Y e W e e

61.18192.0”
626263““33
-— e wr

o g ey e, e

59011956721

612172“3323

— e S — -
- — -— - -
ss.Kq.lgzzoss”
WNetet M) O W et N
ol ~

M e e

o em e e e
771203‘986

725283&‘622
-t
- s wr wr

NN MO NP OO

(((((

019293‘285

521153"‘ L X X

- s wr

o e e e e

et WP NNt PN

./.LLI.&&M.C.-I.Z.&

6221331‘522

o e e e e
WNODOWMMOMN

.D.L.LO..D.L“.L.I..I.“
-
- =Tl e o
»
o
- 0
-~
M S $
$ 4 5 ° 3
- . ® ¢
- L 8
T « © ¢ @
-} g 3
" " e
e 0 & S o
N.m.w.n o
E ™
I K i
£ &
= S 8 ¥
h\lm.‘t =
® " o R

Parent interviews and students’ school records.

Source:



]

Diploms M

Head of Housshold's Education
gh School

No High School Hi

Diploms

ic

Ethnicity

Black White Hi

$25,000
and Over

Household Income
12,000 $24,999

Under 12,000-

Table 48: OISABILITY-RELATED CHARACTERISTICS OF YOUTH WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES

Percentage with an additional
Learning disability

disability that was:

£
>
8
s
[ 4
2
>
2
&
3
0
M

31412100110021422

- e e W e e

0137120000005911“
NNt OO0 O0O0OmONMmMm
- o W e el e e

loazlloooooooo.los

- e e el e e e

93‘815001500001‘“
NV IPTNNOONNNDODOOODY ™

— — — —
058514140

zloszooooo

- e e e

59874886004455201
1051100000000021”

- e w e e e

4053190088007734”
AN~ OO0 N—~N

- W W e e e e e

315200000000212..1

- W e v e mer e e

o ...mm
g i

2: 5 1
:Eile §fs
cEiEs_ %
EERRE RN
2 &2 3§ s3835¢s5°F

Percentage with parents who sai
youth began having trouble

with disability at:

3985222857"

— e e e

58756°la°3n
513163“3923

- e e e

1154686925“

..........

62211203922

(((((

..........

3013997506$

.....

723172%3513

— e e e

™ em e emm e

599513529‘“

N OO NNN
-t w

— — — — —

e e e e
NO PP ot 00t © et P

.......... w0
8321‘3“5931
-

- T o O

@
e
-
® o 5
o O o “
s O O ® 0w C
~ rw
S « © 8 &
w 8 o >
- » = N
[ I — e
g § & 5
L s .
35” [ ']
£ 5§ o o o B
r*ttru
- e
Bu3sm

4

Parent interviews and students’ school records.

Source:



Yoars

Out 1.~ 2

Out 1 ysar

or_less

Y
;

o
w
5.
w
[ d
Z -
=1
wd |
-
Z.
“ ‘,
[
m,
ol
GE
. Gy
=
ﬂ.w
&
.
=
s
—
&
m
o
o
S
w
(-4
g
=
—
-d
[
3
[ d
o
<
-
(4
-
L
Cl
—

In-School

19:0r

15-16 17-18 older

in 1987

A

Gender

5

i

rban Rural

ity

Urban Subu

Total

Percentage with parents who said
youth began receiving special

services for disability at:

£
2
>
-
(-
[
(24
P
-~
[ ]
A
[ 9
o
2
2

.......... -

— oy e e g,
~OOWNET NN O
..........

~ e e e e,
OCOO0OV—_ON=aNwT
~ -t

- e

- - - -—
CO=mOmmNNTITO®
- w0 ~

e e e ey
ODOODVDN—M®™m
"~ -t

- e e -
A e e e

ey e e
SN MOOWNN

COO0OWM—w NN~
~ -t
- Nt

652

(2

— ») — o— —
minnineBn S«
~N

e g, ey, gy

— — — — —
—~ me e e e
MNWRAMMNIN~NOIN
.......... ~
O OQesamn N~ TN

~ -—)

e ey e e

‘-.08‘0»‘.3268&

COOO®WmMmNW—®D
~ -—)

- et et e

3 to 5 years of age
6 to 12 years of age
More than 12 years of age

Under 3 years of age

Birth

Number of respondents

Percentage with 1 of:

o— — - — - —
289898 a8nTny

e et et e et e

\I\I\I\I\I)

O O vt D) N I )
gognN-~=

N

~ e om  em e e
NN NODNONONDWOWO
............ —
ooooslmsnssl‘

- et et

D e T T
QO MMV NMNDNWN = @O
............ ~

- e e e e e

e e e e e,

006687204818«”

000041“‘13512
vy

N et e S e

T e e e e e,
WOMmemDNOAODNNTOwT ™
............ P- 3

et it et et e

~ e e e e e

QON~NONDNDEAR NN =D

............ ©

QO MO MU N =
w o~

33650220683‘“
000041“312515
[22]

" e et e et

o~ e e e e e,

w0 ©
- e e e

- - e e e

677710328062&

COOOWN—mwMHw~NNN
o o)

QO EmmOMemtOMU N —
w o~

et et et e

- e~ - -
NN DN DTN O

............ -
— b e b b e
[
-
3
g
o ]
-— [
- b
b= c e
M e 2 °
(=] [=d (=3 -— -~ [
ol (2] "~ ()] - « nm
b=
5 & 2 &8 & &
(=4 =
o« - - - - -~
o L2} [ 2] ~ N b 4

174

86.9
(1.4)

153

86.5
(1.5)

39

87.5
( 0.9)
410

85.4
211 278

{1.4) (1.0) (1.1)
193

87.2 87.9

180

(0.8) (1.4)
58

88.2 84.1

86.8
272

8.3
282

(1.7) (1.2) ( 1.0)
144

84.5

(0.7)
748

87.1
tudents’ school records.

-

Parent interviews and

Number of respondents

Average IQ
Source:



B I R e N e R I P R g AR SRy T AN i B ey
Ry e SR L R AR R S 65 R R S R ORI VAR R ER SRR e R R e
s Py R - e L . SN >

-—— -— -— — — o— -— -— -—— -—— - —
NoNYNNgneRy  vhoaNeITNTeS Mo &g

_Diploma  _Diploms  High School

.
-‘
. ) — A) — -—— — -— -—— — -— - -—
. ;nEmanany  ©fe8nTeRmiele oWe
B - .« . o S e e s e e . .
N ~ QOO NNM®O™Ma) 000021“424622 ”lz
Aty v\«.,.. - — — A S — A 4 A — — — — el
F\.,,WR A 4
“',\« ,
S s
m‘f\ - — -— Led -— —— — o~ -— -— L ond — L ond
e nneB NNBemg 2D4BeG-SunTely Ty
B Sk OO~ NTMA~AMN 002132“534211 “I.I.
28 g RC® =
4 "y - — — — — — — — — — — — e
[ =
M
(-]
o g o e o oo
OCONNAN D 'ND OOO0O~VWOWODWONWN om
R "~ -t -y o o [ )
b m L d L L d ~o — S — S — — — —
o~ om|
- Lo ~ #
— A 4 - — e A2 d — —— A d S — e QA*
m —— — o— - - - - - - o, - - -
L OO et (O N L) ot B o oozzs‘ws7szz o) o
w [ ] ~ o~ - @
A 4 L4 — — — A 4 — — A d — — —
m o
-9 B m h — — -— -— -—— -— — -—— - -—— -— -—
; 8 ; AN ReNnNndg ofetefobnTong wig
m ScdcanNgmma®l ococon~gevsenal o-8
Y [N ~ -t o
R m < A A A A 4 — — — — — — — —
-
_ - - ™ e e o~ e e ey e e -—
4 o K OCOONNNNTOMmN QOO NSO PN D ~o - (4]
B “w - A ~ - (-] ~ «© ©
kY [ ) —~— L L L d — — — — — — — — [
; = - o
o s 8 s o e © s ePm s s s s s s s s s e e .« .
n o~ —
e L d o) - et e e N - —
« -h
X 3 [*3
. m @
N o~ c“
-, o c
> . 3
N ] 2
Fad -] %)
4 = . ©
: 2 wo 5
v - . @
" {34 g . . g ¢
{ £ - - - 3
3 28> o 5 E 2 £ $
3 Eef & g 5 ° % £ % 2
> lln - -4 < n o [ 3 [ 3 u
v | N.Vb - - o 2 o 2 2 c
: '“ O o W. N = o “ “ -~
-4 [ @ — « []
3 [ P - [ ” b £ — - [ -
k4 ) tm.ﬂ [% [ 3 [ ~ -~ c
3 555 £ 5 8 T %5 3% £%5 % g
B (-] [
. 2 2 5 1 4 S - em O O O e B - O = o
; & (2] ~ .m e W) N D e —
- “ ("2 ] - -~ [ 4 L
. - -~ F -4 = -~ Q Q Q Q .M [ '] .
! 8 $=2¢ 8 8 ¢ 2 §°9 & & &£ & 5 2 2 2 S
! u t"ll o™ - [ - e - - -
[ “ (-9 < o




Table 5A: PARENT REPORTS OF SELF-CARE SKILLS OF YOUTH WITH L

Reported
Self-Care Skills of Youth

Percentage able to dress
themselves completely:
Very well
Pretty vell
Not very well
Not at all well

Number of respondents

Percentage able to feed themselves:

Very well
Pretty well
Not very well
Not at all well
Number of respondei‘s
Percentage able to get places
outside the home:
Very well
Pretty well
Not very well
Not at 21l well
Number of respondents
Average self-care skills
scale score:*
Low (3-8)
Medium (9-11)
High (12)

Number of respondents
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Community

Urban Svburban Rural

(0.7) ( 0.0) ( 0.0)
240 314 288

97.4 98.1 100
(1.5) (1.1) ( 0.0)
1.2 1.7 0.0
(1.0) (1.0) { 0.0)
9.9 0.0 0.0
(0.9) (0.0) (0.0)
0.5 0.2 0.0
(0.7) ( 0.4) (0.0)
240 314 288
9.6 99.0 98.8
(1.7) (0.8) (0.9)
1.6 1.0 0.6
(1.2) (0.8) (0.7)
1.5 2.0 0.6
(1.1) (0.0} (0.7)
0.3 0.0 0.0
(0.5) (0.0) (0.0
240 314 288

0.5 0.2 0.
(0.7) (0.4) (0.

19 29 3.
(2.5) (1.4) (1.
91.6 96.9 96.4
(2.6) (1.4) (1.6)
240 314 288
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EARNING DISABILITIES

_MAge in 1987
19 or Out 1 year
15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less
96.3 98.1 945 96.9 95.5
(1.7) ( 1.0) ( 1.8) ( 1.0) ( 2.3)
3.7 1.6 5.4 2.8 4.4
(1.7) (0.9) (1.8) (1.0) ( 2.2)
0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0
( 0.0) { 0.0) ( 0.2) ( 0.0) ( 0.0)
0.0 0.3 0.1 0.2 0.2
(0.0) ( 0.4) (0.2) ( 0.3) ( 0.4)
225 324 384 514 176
99.6 98.3 97.8 98.7 98.3
(0.5)(1.0) (1.1) (0.7) (1.4)
0.4 08 1.8 0.8 1.1
(0.8) (0.7) (50) ( 0.5) {1.1)
0.0 0.5 0.1 0.4 0.2
( 0.0) ( 0.6) ( 0.2) { 0.4) ( 0.4)
0.0 0.3 0.3 0.2 0.5
(0.0) (0.4) ( 0.4) ( 0.3) ( 0.7)
225 324 384 514 176
98.7 98.6 96.9 98.5 95.8
(1.0) (0.8) (1.4) (0.7) (2.2)
0.0 0.9 2.3 0.7 3.0
(0.0)(0.7) (1.2) { 0.5) (1.9)
1.3 0.0 0.7 0.6 1.1
(1.0) {0.0) (0.6) (0.5) (1.2)
0.0 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.2
(0.0; (0.4) (02 (0.2) ( 0.4)
225 324 : 514 176
0.0 0.3 0.4 0.2 0.6
(0.0) (0.4) (0.5) (0.3) (0.9)
4.2 3.0 6.5 4.0 5.8
(1.8) (1.3) (1.9) (1.2) ( 2.6)
95.8 966 93.1 95.8 93.6
(1.8) (1.4) (2.0 (1.2) ( 2.7)
225 324 34 514 176

Out 1 -2
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4.4
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95.6
(2.1)
243
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* The self-care skills scale is formed by summing responses of the items related to dressing, feeding, and getting around. For each item, a value was
assigned ranging from 1 (youth were reported to do it "not at all well”) to 4 (youth were reported to do it “very well”). Summing the items

produces a scale with values from 3 to 12.

Parent interviews.
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Source:
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Table 58: PARENT REPORTS OF SELF-CARE SKILLS OF YOUTH WITH LEARNING DISABILITICS

Percentags able to dress
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“not at a1l well”) to 4 (youth were reported to do it “very well").
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le with values from 3 to 12.
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Medium (9-11)

High (12)

Average self-care skills
Low (3-8)

scale score:*
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Table GA: PARENT REPORTS OF FUNCTIONAL SKILI.S o ’"dml VITH LE'RH!“G DISABIUUES

Reported
Functiona) Skills of Youth

Percentage able to ook up phone
numbers and use the phone:
Very well

Pretty well
Not very well
Not at all well
Number of respondents
Percentage able to tell time on
a clock with hands:
Yery well
Pretty well
Not very well
Not at all well
Number of respondents
Percentage able to read/understand
common signs:
Yery well
Pretty well
Not very well

Not at all well

Number of respondents

Source: Parent interviews.

_— e e e

~ N
D e e O A NN

Ne o o o o o o

Lrf O

DOOON I WM

N .

FwadNwno D™

OO MM (2= AW W

Total

- et et e

Commnity
Urban Suiurban Rur~1
56.6 59.2 67.8
(4.7) ( 3.9) (3.9)
30.6 29.8 23.9
{4.4) (3.7) (3.6)
8.7 7.0 4.2
(2.7) (2.0) {1.7)
41 41 4l
(1.9) {1.8) (1.7)
238 317 286

7.3 76.6 80.7
(43)(34)(33)
18.4 19.0 14.6
(36)(31)(30)

(26)(16)(18)

(14)(0'5)(00)
1 317

78.4 86.3 86.1
(3.9) (2.8) (2.9)
15,5 11.0 12.8
(34)(25)(28)
4.9 0.7

(20)(13)(07)

0.0 0.4
(10)(00)(05)
237 318 284

—Sender
Mole Female
9 69.0
(2.7) ( 4.4)
9 195
(2.5) (3.8)
59 1.5
{ 1.3) ( 2.5)
4.2 4.0
(1.1) (1.9)
637 232
79.1 70.2
(2.2) ( 4.4)
16.5 18.0
(2.0) (3.7)
4.2 8.6
(1.1) (2.7)
0.2 3.1
{0.3) (1.7)
702 230
82.6 87.1
(2.1) (3.2)
15.1 7.2
(2.0) { 2.5
1.9 5.1
(0.7) (2.1)
0.4 0.6
(0.3) (0.7)
696 232

Age in 987

19 or
15-16 17-18 older

60.0 67.0 58.4
(4.4) (3.6) (3.8)
7.5 24.8 303
(40)(33)(36)

6.2 6.8
(21)(18)(22)

(22)(11)(16)

7.9

(40)(29)(33)
21.9 13.6 15.2
(37)(26)(28)

(22)(14)(12)

1.2
(07)(08) (0.9)
25 320 38
83.6 83.6 84.4
(3.3) (2.8) (2.8)
142 129 11.5
(3.1) (2.5) (2.5
1.8 3.2 3.4
(1.2) (1.3) (L4)
0.4 03 07
(0.6) (0.4) (0.7)
24 319 385
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Table 68: PARENT lEMfS OF FUNCTIONAL SKILLS OF YOUTH.WITH LEARNING DISASILITIES

Reported
Funct ione) skiTls of Youth _

Percentage sble to ook up phone
numbers and use the phone:

Very well

Pretty well

Not very well

Not at 21l well

Number of respondents

Percentage able to tell #ime on
8 clock with hands:

Very well

Pretty well

Not very well

Mot at 2l well

Number of respondents

Percentage able to read/understand
common gigns:

Vary well

Pretty well

Not very well

Not at all well

Number of respondents

Source: Parent interviews.

—tousehold [ncome
Under 12,000~  $25,000
$12,000 $24,999 gnd Over
61.6 59.5 @63.9
(5.0) (4.2) (3.5)
28.0 30.4 28.2
(4.5) (4.0) (3.2)
66 65 59
(2.5) {2.1) (1.72)
5.8 3.8 4.0
{2.4) (1.6) (1.4)
190 265 391
74.4 76.0 19.4
(4.5) (3.6) (2.9)
14.7 20.5 14.9
(3.6) (3.4) (2.6)
9.4 2.9 4.5
(3.0) (1.4) ( 1.5)
1.5 0.7 1.2
(1.2) (0.7) (0.8)
182 270 as?
80.6 82.% 88.9
(4.1) (3.3) (2.3)
13.8 13.4 1.1
(3.6) (2.9) (2.3)
5.0 3.2 0.0
(2.3) (1.5) (0.0)
0.5 0.9 0.0
(0.72) (o0.8) ( 0.0)
189 266 390

—fthnicity
Black White Hispenic
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84.6 75.8 65.9
(3.9) (2.4) ( 8.5
10.8 18.3 2.4
(3.3)(2.2) (7.4
2.8 5.0 123
(1.8) (1.2) (5.9)
1.8 09 03
(1.4) (0.5) (1.1)
183 662 61

8.7 859 67.6
( 4.1) ( 2.0) ( 8.8)
121 11.8 26.8
(3.5)(1.8) (8.2
3.8 2.2 .3
(2.1) (0.8) (4¢.1)
1.3 0.2 0.3
(1.2) (9.2) (0.9)
181 662 59

Mo High Schoo! High Schoo)  Beyond
2 it Mo nigt ool
0.5 3.2 58.4
{ 3.9) { 3.6) (4.7)
27.4 2.1 X ]
{ 3.6} ( 3.4) ( 4.0)
5.8 4.7 10.5
(1.9) (1.8) { 2.9)
3.¢ 3.0 7.1
(1.5) (1.3) ( 2.4)
318 kX a3
75.8 81.3 70.4
{ 3.5) ( 2.9) ( 4.3)
17.8 . 22.
(3.1) ( 2.5) { 3.9)
5.3 5.2 .
(1.8) (1.7) { 2.2)
1.2 0.5 1.8
(0.9) ( 0.5) { 1.2)
322 363 238
17.8 86.4 88.9
{ 3.4) ( 2.8) { 3.0)
18.7 11.2 10.6
( 3.0) (2.4) { 2.9}
5.3 1.7 0.5
’1.8) ( 1.0) ( 0.7)
0.8 0.7 0.0
( 0.6) ( 0.6} ( 0.v)
320 362 236
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Table 6A: PARENT REPORTS OF FUNCTIONAL SKILLS OF YOUTH WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES (Conc luded)

Reported
Functional Skills of Youth

Percentage able to count change:
Very well

Pretty well

Not very well

Not at all well

Number of respondents

Average functional skills
scale score:*

4tc8

9 to 12

13 t0 15

16

Number of respondents

* The functional skills scale is formed b

phone.
“very well”).

Source: Parent interviews.

S
@))]

Community Gender _Age in 1987 School Status

19 or Out 1 year Out _ - 2

Total Urban Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years
70.9 70.5 69.4 709 74.4 60.9 70.8 71.6 70.0 70.9 69.6 72.3
{2.2) (4.3) (3.7) ( 3.8) (2.4) (4.6) ( 4.0) { 3.4) (3.6) rz7) (5.1) { 4.6)
21.8 2.8 225 2.8 20.2 26.3 23.1 21.4 20.7 21.6 2.4 20.2
(2.0 (3.9) (3.4) (3.9 (2.2) (4.2) (3.7) (3.1} (3.2) ( 2.5) (4.7) (4.1)
5.7 §.7 6.6 53 4.0 10.4 43 6.6 6.1 6.0 5.0 5.0
(1.1) (2.2) (2.0) (1.9 (1.1) (2.9) (1.8)(1.9) (1.9} (1.4) (2.4) (2.2)
1.6 0.9 14 2.0 1.3 2.4 1.9 0.4 3.2 1.5 1.1 2.5
{ 0.6) (0.9) (1.0) (1.2 (0.6) (1.5) (1.2) (0.5 (1.4) (0.7) (1.1) ( 1.6)
930 e\ 315 287 699 231 226 321 383 514 176 240
1.4 1.7 1.1 0.9 09 2.9 1.9 07 1.9 1.7 0.2 1.3
{ 0.6) (1.2) ( 0.8) { 0.8) (05)(1.6) {1.2)(0.6)¢1.1) ( 0.8) (0.5) (1.2)
12.4 16.6 11.4 9.9 10.8 17.0 12.0 10.2 16.4 11.6 15.8 12.8
( 1.6} (3.6) (2.6) ( 2.5 (1.7) (3.68) (2.9 (2.3)12.9) {1.9) (41) ( 3.5)
40.2 40.6 44.8 40.7 419 35.4 48.5 37.3 33.1 2.7 37.3 31.3
{ 2.4) {4.7) (4.0) (4.2 (2.7) (4.6) (4.5 (3.72)(3.7) ( 3.0) (5.4 ( 4.8)
46.0 41.0 42.7 48.6 465.4 447 37.6 51.8 48.5 43.9 46.5 54.6
(2.4) {(4.7) (4.0) ( 4.2) (2.8) (4.7) (4.3)(3.8)(3.9) { 3.0) (5.5) (5.2)
9] 231 313 28 68X 230 22 312 37 503 17 237

y suming responses of the items reiated to counting change, tclling time, reading signs, and using the
For each item, a value was assigned ranging from 1 {youth were reported to do it "not at all we

11") to 4 (youth were reported to do it
Summing the items produces a scale with values from 4 to 15.
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Table 68:

Reported
Functional Skills of Youth

Percentage able to count change:
Very well

Pretty well

Not very well

Not at all well

Numder of respondents

Average functional skills
scale score:*

ato8

9 to 12

13 to 15

16

Number cf respondents

——

* The functional skills scale is formed by summing responsec
phone. For each item, a value wa
“very well”). Summing the items produces a scale with val

Source: Parent interviews.

PARENY REPORTS OF FUNCTIONAL SKILLS OF YOUTH WITH LEARNING NISABILITIES (Concluded)

Head of Ho: sehold’s Education

gh School High School

Household Income
Under 12,000- $25,000
$12,000 $24,993 and Over

2.2 66.5 12.7
(4.6) (4.0) {3.2)
21.8 25.8 19.0
(4.2) (3.7) (2.9)
3.8 6.8 6.3
{2.0) (2.1) (1.8)
2.2 0.9 2.0
(1.5 (o0.8) (1.0)
189 27 389
2.7 0.7 1.1
(1.7 (0.7) (o0.8)
13.8 13.6 10.9
{3.6) (3.00) (2.3)
38.0 45.1 39.6
(5.00 (4.3) (3.5
45.5 40.7 48.3
(5.2) (4.3) (3.6)
18 26 384

s assigned ranging from 1

_Ethnicity
No i
Black White Mispanic Diplome
82.5 68.6 55.3 73.8
(4.1) ( 2.6) ( 8.9) (3.6)
15.6 23.0 31.2 21.9
(3.9) (2.4) (8.3 (3.4)
0.6 6.7 10.2 3.7
(0.9) (1.4) (5.4) (1.5)
1.3 1.7 2.2 0.6
(1.2) (0.7) ( 2.6) ( 0.6)
181 662 61 319
1.5 1.6 0.4 1.2
(1.3) (0.7) (1.2) (0.9)
9.8 11.8 25.5 13.9
(3.2) (1.8) { 8.3) ( 2.8)
31.9 41.7 443 3.2
(5.1) (2.8) (9.5) ( 4.0)
56.8 4.9 29.9 4.7
5.4) ( 2.8) ( 8.7) (4.1)
176 655 $5 311

of the items related to counting change, tell{
(youth were reported to do it “not at all well”

ues from 4 to 15.
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time, reading signs. and using the
to 4 {youth were reported to do it



Assistive Devices Reported Used

[0 ]
o
e
o
o

Percentag2 who used for hearing
assistance a:
Telecommunications device
" Telephone amplifier
Hearing aid
Closed captioned TV
Other hearing assistance
Number of respondents
Percentage who used for mobility
i assistance:
f‘ A wheelchair
Crutches, a cane, or a walker

Modif ications to a car

Iy

Prosthetics/orthotics

Computers to aid meb:lity

Number of respondents

; Percentage who used for visual
: assis.ance:
A se2ing eye dog

|
|
:
|
|
|
}. Other mobility assistance
|
|
|
|
|

Braille or large print
3 readers

An opt icon/optiral scanner
Computers to aid vision
Other vision assistance

Number of respondents

A
)

Q -
i; EMC Source: Parent intervi ws
l

-
-
rd
"

Age in 1987 School Status

Urban Suburban Rural Male Female

19 or Out 1 year Out 1l -2
15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less . JYears

OATA RELATED TO THIS TOPIC WERE NOT GATHERED
FOR YOUTH IN THIS DISABILITY CATEGORY.
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Assist ive Devices Reported Used

Percentage who used for hearing
assistance a:
Telecommunications device

Telephone amp15€fer
Hear ing aid
Closed captioned TV
Other hearing assistance
Number of respondents
Percentage who used for mobility
assistance:
A wheelchair
Crutches, a cane, or a walker
Modif icat fons to a car
Prasthetics/orthotics
Computers to aid mobility
Other mobility assistance
Number of respondents
Percentage who used for visual
assistance:

A seeing eye dog

Braille or large print
readers

An opticon/optical scanner
Computers to aid vysion
Other vision assistance

Number of responde ts

g Source: Parent interviews,

:} TeT e T ek Tasde LI T e RS S ¥ e RN l«-:;é‘:‘:.{,fu,",’-f}‘;;;L'iﬁg.;':?}x\m?gé{n )

Table 78: ASSISTIVE DEVICES REPORTED USED BY YOUTH WITH LEARMING DISABILITIES

Household Income Ethnicity Head of Household's Education

Under 12,000- $25,000 {o High School High School
$12,000 $24,993 and Over 1 Hispanic Diploms Diploms gg Schoo

DATA RELATED TO THIS TOPIC WERE NOT GATHERED
FOR YOUTH IN THIS DISABILITY CATEGORY.
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Table 8A:

Parent Expectations

Percentage with likelihood of
graduat ing from high school:*

Definitely will

Probably will

Probably won‘t

Definitely won't

Number of respondents

Percen.age with likelihood of
graduat ing from 4-year
college:

Definitely will

Probably will

Probably won't

Definitely won't

Number of respond:nts

Percentage with likelihood of
graduat ing from 2-yoar
college:**

Definitely will

Probably will

Probably won‘t

Definitely won't

Number of respondents

*  Of thcse with @ child who had rot g-aduated yet.
** 0f those with a child who had not received a 2-year diploma and had not attended

percentage.

Source: Parent interviews.
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EXPECTATIONS OF PARENTS/GUARDIANS FOR FUTURES OF YOUTH WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES

Total

Age in 1987
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Commun ity Gender Schog) Status
19 or Out 1 year Qut 1 -2
Urban Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years
42.1 61.6 60.6 54.8 53.8 58 8 55.9 31.2 61.2 7.0 5.2
( 5.5) (4.7) ( 4.9) (3.3) {(5.7) (4.6) (4 1) (6.9) ( 3.0) (5.2) { 4.8)
47.1 26.0 26.2 31.1 3.0 33.0 31 . 3.1 31.3 42.9 36.7
( 5.5) ( 4.2) (4.4) ( 3.1) (5.5) (4.4) (28)(7.0) ( 2.9) (10.1) (10.4)
8.0 7.8 8.6 9.5 5.7 6.5 8.0 19.4 5.5 27.9 33.6
( 3.0) (2.6) { 2.8) { 2.0) ( 2.6) (2.3) (2.2) { 5.8) (1.4) {9.2) {10.2)
2.9 4.6 4.6 4.5 4.4 1.7 4,7 15.3 2.0 22.2 24.5
(1.9) (2.0) (2.1) (1.4) (2.3) (1.2) (1.7) ( 5.3) { 0.9) { 8.5) { 9.3)
158 206 185 425 148 206 270 97 474 50 49
9.7 3.8 3.4 46 7.3 6.1 4.7 5.1 5.5 6.8 2.6
(3.0) (1.6) {1.5) (1.2} (0.6) {2.2) (1.7) ( 1.8) { 1.4) { 2.8) {1.7)
340 21.0 19.7 20,9 31.0 30.2 23.6 14.5 28.4 13.1 10.7
( 4.8) ( 3.3) ( 3.4) {2.3)(46) (4.3)(3.4)(29) ( 2.8) { 3.8) { 3.3)
26.5 36.3 39.4 36.7 29.4 37.1 31.9 34 35.2 32.1 33.4
(4.4) (3.9) {4.2) { 2.7) ( 4.6) ( 4.5) ( 3.7) { 3.9) { 3.0) {5.2) (5.1)
29.9 38.9 37.5 38.4 32.3 26.5 3¢.9 45.8 30.9 48.0 53.3
(4.6) (4.0) (4.2) {2.8)(4.7) (4.1) (3.9)( 4.0) (2.9) ( 5.6) { 5.4)
211 304 272 641 208 205 291 353 468 167 21
2.6 3sg 21 2.4 4.0 2.9 2.9 2.5 3.2 2.3 1.7
(2.0) (1.8)(1.4) (1.0) (2.4) (1.9) (1.5) (1.4) (1.3) {1.9) (1.5)
30,4 19.1 2%.1 2.4 27.6 27.9 23.0 19.6 27.8 16.0 14.8
(5.7) (3.7){ 4.3) (2.7) (5.5) (5.2) (3.9) (3.6) (3.4) { 4.6) (4.2)
25.5 39.3 33.2 35.3 25.8 37.7 28.9 3.1 33.2 32.3 34.1
(5.4) ( 4.6) ( 4.6) ( 3.1) (5.4) (5.6) (4.2) (4.3) { 3.6) { 5.9) { 5.5)
41.5 37.8 39.7 39.9 42.6 31.5 45.2 437 35.8 49.5 49.4
(6.1) ( 4.5) ( 4.8) (3.2) (6.1) (5.4) ( 4.6) ( 4.5) ( 3.6) ( 6.3) (5.8)
141 232 212 500 138 134 217 287 323 13 18

See Appencdix for percentsge of

See Appendix for

94
o

youth that were in or out of secondary schoul and had not graduated.
a d-year college in the past year.




Table 88: EXPECTATIONS OF PARENTS/GUARDIANS FOR FUTURES OF YOUTH WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES

Household Income Ethnicity Head of Housshold's Education
Under 172,000- $25,000 No High School High School  Beyond ‘
Parent Expectations $12,000 $24,993 and Over Black White Hispanic Oiploms Diploma _ High School s
¥
Percentage with 1ikelihood of 1
graduating from high school:* g
vef initely will 4.5 48.9 69.0 39.7 61.1 36.2 45.1 54.7 68.7
(6.4) (5.0) (4.0 ( 6.5) ( 3.3) (10.3) ' 4.9) { 4.6) (5.2)
Probably will 4.5 325 .S 43.8 2.4 519 &7 4 18.3
{6.4) (4.7) (3.7) { 6.7) { 2.9) (10.7) ( 4.8) ( 4.4) ¢ 4.3)
Probably won't 1.5 12.4 3.2 9.1 88 1.2 9.7 7.0 9.0
(3.9) (3.3) (1.5 (3.8) (1.9)(5.5) ( 2.9) (2.3) (3.2)
Definitely won't 2.5 6.2 3.4 1.3 5.7 4.6 5.5 37 4.0
(2.0) (2.4) (1.6) ( 1.5) (1.6) ( 4.9) ( 2.3) (1.7) (2.2)
Number of respondents 113 mn 240 106 412 39 193 221 154
bercentage with likelihood of
graduat irg from 4-year
college:
Definitely will 6.4 4.8 4.7 6.0 3.4 103 5.2 4.6 6.5
(2.7) (1.9) (1.8 { 2.8) (1.0) (7.8) (1.9) (1.6) ( 2.4)
Probably will 27.8 216 21.9 359 18.6 38.5 26.9 22.0 20.5
(50 (3.6) (3.0 (5.7) (2.3) (9.6) (3.8) (3.2) ( 3.9)
Probably won't 28.9 3.0 42.2 29.2 37.4 16.6 26.5 39.4 33.3
(5.1) (4.1) (3.5) ( 5.4) (2.8) ( 7.4) ( 3.8) { 3.8) (4.7)
Def initely won't 36.8 41.6 31.1 28.9 40.6 25.5 4.4 34.0 34.7
(S5.4) (4.4) (3.4) (5.4) (2.8) (8.6) { 4.3) ( 3.7) ( 4.6)
umber of respondents 156 250 376 148 627 50 278 338 22
Percentage with 1v.elihood of
graduat ing from 2-year
college:**
Ocf initely will 1.4 3.9 14 30 5.3 0.6 3.8 4.1
(1.6) (1.5) (1.6) (1.7) (1.1) (6.1) ( 0.8) (1.7) (2.3)
Probably will 202 23,5 26.9 33.3 21,0 29.4 20.6 23.5 2.7
(5.4) (4.3) (3.8) { 7.0) ( 2.7) (12.4) (4.1) (3.8) (5.1)
Probably won't 28.7 314 393 27.7 346 17.6 28.8 35.2 36.3
(6.1} (4.7) (4.1) ( 6.6) (3.1) (10.4) ( 4.5) ( 4.3) { 5.5)
Definitely won't 49.6 42.7 29.8 37.5 4.4 42 50.0 37.4 3.9
{5.7) (5.0 3.9) (7.2) (3.2) (13.6) ( 5.0 (4.9) (5.3)
Number of respondents 109 192 288 98 496 28 209 25 166

* Of those with a child who had not graduated yet. See Appendix for percentage of youth that were in or out of secondary school und had not graduated.
** Of those with a child who had not received a 2-year diploma and had not attended a 4-year college in the past year. See Appendix for
percentage.

Source: Parent interviews.
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Table 8A: EXPECTATIONS OF PARENTS/GUARDIANS F~R FUTURES OF YOUTH WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES (Concluded)

Commun ity Gender Age in 1987 School Ststus
19 or Out 1 year Out ] -2
Parent Expectations Total Urban Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 i7-15 older in-School _or less Years
Parcentage with likelihood of
gettiny & paid job:*
Defir.itely will 4.9 8.3 52.2 54.9 60.1 44.7 60.3 54.4 39.3 57.2 55.3 3.4
{ 4.7) {7.6) (8.7) (8.7) ( 3.7) ( 8.2) (6.8} (8.3)(9.4) ( 5.3} (13.1) (12.6)
Probably 43.0 J9.6 47.9 43.0 9.8 49.1 39.7 45.6 48.2 42.2 42.6 50.3
(4.7) (7.5)(8.2) (8.7) (5.7) (8.2) (6.8) (8.3)(9.6) { 5.3) (13.6) (13.3)
Probably won"t 1.3 2.1 0.8 1.0 0.0 4.0 0.0 0.0 8.1 0.5 1.2 8.1
(1.1) (2.2) (1.8) (1.7) ( 0.0) (3.2) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 5.2) ( 0.8) ( 2.0) {12.6)
Definitely won't 0.7 0.0 0.0 1.2 0.0 2.2 0.0 0.0 4.4 0.0 0.9 1.3
(0.8) (0.0){0.0)(1.9) {0.0)12.4) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 4.0) ( 0.0) (2.9) { 6.9)
Number of respondents 219 85 64 61 145 74 93 65 61 155 k)| 3
Percentage with likelihood of
living on their own:**
Definitely will 54.4 40.2 61.9 58.7 §T0 46.8 53.5 57.7 50.1 56.0 51.3 4.7
( 2.5) ( 4.9) ( 4.1) ( 4.4) (2.8) (5.1 ( 4.6) ( 4.0) ( 4.4) ( 3.1) (5.8) ( 6.2)
Probably will 35.6 46.5 31.0 3.9 4.8 37.8 37.6 33.2 3.5 34.8 8.6 36.9
(2.4) (5.0)(3.9)(s.) (2.8) (5.0} { 4.5, (3.8) ( 4.2) ( 3.0) (5.7) ( 6.0)
Probahly won"t 7.8 10.3 5.2 1.7 6.8 10.5 6.9 7.2 10.0 7.4 6.3 12.0
(1.4) {3.1) (1.9) ( 2.4) {1.9 (3.2) (2.3)(2.1)(2.6) (1.6) (2.8) ( 4.0)
e Definitely won't 2.2 3.0 2.0 1.7 1.3 4. 2.0 1.9 3¢ 1.8 s kKR
wn { 0.8) (1.7) (1.2) (1.1) (0.7) (2.2) (1.3) (1.1) ( 1.6) ( 0.8) (2.2) ( 2.3)
Numbe: of respondents 797 206 288 251 60? 195 210 286 30t 476 153 168
*  Of those with a child not already employed See Table 43 for percentsge not working for pay.
** 0f those with a child not already living on his/her own. See Table 38 for percentage ‘ot living alone or with a spouse/roomate
Source: Parent interviews
e
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Table 88:

Parent Expectations

Percentage with likelihood of
getting a paid job:*

Definitely will

Probably will

Probably won't

Uefinitely won't

Number of respondents

Percentage with likelihood of
living on their own:**

Definitely will

Probably will

Probably won"t

Definitely won't

Number of respondents

*  0f those with a child not already employed.
** 0f those with a ch1ld not already living on his/her own.

Source: Parent interviews.

EXPECTATIONS OF PARENTS/GUARDIANS FOR FUTURES OF YOUTH WITH LEARNING DISA3ILITIES (Concluded)

Houssho 1d _Income
Under 12,000~ $25,000

$12,000 $24,999 and Over
33.7 S1.7 n.3
{8.8) (8.2) (7.1)
9.1 39.9 26.8
(8.9) (8.1) {6.9)
1.2 1.3 1.9
(2.0) (1.8) (2.1)
0.0 1.2 0.0
(0.0) (1.8) (0.0
59 §7 76
42.1 476 722
(5.7) (4.6) (3.4)
46.8 435 21.0
(5.7) (4.5 (3.0
9.4 7.3 4.4
(3.4) (2.4) (1.5
1.6 1.6 2.5
(1.4) (1.1) (1.2)
148 230 357

Ethnicity

Black White Hispanic

S1.9 S57.9 48.6
{ 8.6} ( 6.3) (14.4)
46.8 39.1 S50.6
( 8.6) ( 6.2) (14.5)
3 16 o038
(2.0) {1.6) { 2.6)
0.0 14 0.0
(0.0) (1.5) ( 0.0)
65 123 22

40.8 62.1 17.4
(s.8)(29) (7.7)
43.5 29.9 49.¢
(59)(27) (10.2)

6.3 20.8
(34)(15)(82)
1.7 12.9

(os)(os)(ss)
145 581 47

See Table 43 for percentage not working for pay.
See Table 38 for percentage not living alone or with a spouse/roomate.

Head of Household's Education

Mo High School High School  Beyond
Diplome Diplome _ High School

38.6 65.3 61.3
(7.9) (7.2) {9.2)
3 3.4 35.6
{ 8.0) {7.1) (9.1)

1.5 1.1 1.7
{1.9) (1.6) ( 2.4)

0.9 0.2 1.5
{ 1.5) (0.7) { 2.3)

75 83 56
“.4 56.8 64.3
(4.5) ( 4.0) (4.7)
42.9 33.3 23.4
(4.4) { 3.8) (4.5
10.1 7.6 4.5
(2.7) (2.1) { 2.0)

2.6 2.3 1.8
{1.4) (1.2) {1.3)

256 318 17




Table 9A: TYPES AND GRADE LEVELS OF SCHOOOLS ATTENDED BY SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES

Community Gender Age in 1987 Schoel Status
19 or Out 1 year Qut 1 -2
School Characteristics Total Urban Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years _
Percentage whosa school was a:
Comprehensive secondary school 95.2 91.0 97.2 98.2 95.0 95.5 95.2 946 96.1 93.9 96.8 99.9
{ 1.0) (2.7) (1.2) { 1.0) (1.2) (1.9) (1.8) (1.6) ( 1.6) (1.4) {1.8) ( 0.3)
Special school for students
with disabilities 1.6 3.4 1.0 0.0 1.9 0.7 1.6 1.6 1.7 2.1 0.7 0.1
{ 0.6) (3:.7)(0.7) ( 0.0) (0.7) ( 0.8) (1.1) (0.9)(1.1) ( 0.8) (0.3) ( 0.3)
Yocational/technical schoo? 2.0 4.4 05 0.5 1.6 3.0 1.4 2.6 1.7 2.5 1.3 0.0
{ 0.6) {1.9) (0.5) (0.5 (0.7) (1.5) (1.0) (1.1) {1.1) ( 0.9) (1.2) { 0.0)
Other type of schoel 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.3 1.4 0.8 1.8 1.2 0.4 1.5 1.¢ 0.0
- ( 0.5) (1.0) ( 0.8) ( 0.9) ( 0.6) ( 0.8) {1.1) ( 0.8) { 0.5) (0.7) (1.1) { 0.0)
Humber of respondents 955 240 359 3 710 243 246 368 341 544 207 193
- Percentage whose school served
. grades:
| K through 8 or 12 7.8 1.6 6.6 13.3 8.7 5.4 .06 7.0 4.9 9.5 33 4.1
: {1.2) ( l 2) (1.9) { 2.6) {(1.5) ( 2.0) (2.6) (1.8) (1.8) {1.7) (1.8) (2.2)
; 6 through 12 13.1 8.1 25.9 13.3  12.2 10.7 15.3 12.6 12.6 17.5 10.6
| { 1.6) { 1.8) (2.1} ( 3.3) { 1 s) (3.0) {2.6)(25)(27) ( 1.9) (3.8) ( 3.5)
6 or 7 through 8 or 9 7.1 9.0 4.8 8.2 7.2 16.8 2.0 1.p 8.9 2.9 1.8
: {1.2) (2.7) (1.6) (2.1) { 1.4) (2.3) (3.2) {1.0) (0. (1.7) (1.7} ( 1.5)
| o> 9 or 10 through 12 71.4 84.0 80.4 52.5 70.1 74.9 619 74.5 80.7 66.1 76.2 83.5
| ~ (2.1) { 3.4) (3.0) ( 3.8) {2.5)(3.9) ( 4.1) (3.1) (3.2) ( 2.7) { 4.3) (4.2)
} Ungraded students only 0.7 2.2 0.0 0.0 0.8 0.4 0.0 1.2 0.8 1.0 0.1 0.0
| ( 0.4) {1.4) (0.0) (0.0 { 0.5) (0.5) {0.0) (0.8){0.7) { 0.6) { 0.3) ( 0.0)
l Number of respondents 954 240 359 344 710 243 246 368 341 544 207 193
|
|

Source: Survey of Secondary Snecial Education Programs. Data are for the aost recent year in school.
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Table 9B: TYPES AND GRADE LEVELS OF SCHOOOLS ATTENDED BY SECONDARY STUOENTS WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES

Household Income Ethnicity iv:ed of Househoid's Eduation
Under 12,000- $25,000 No High Schoot High School yond
Schoo) Characteristics 412,000 124, and Over Black White Hispanic Diploxa Diploma  High Sc
Percentage whose school was a:
Comprehensiva secondary school 91.9 95.6 94.7 91.1 96.4 86.5 93.5 95.1 95.3
(3.2) (1.9) (1.7} (3.4) (1.1) (6.7) (2.2) (1.8) {2.2)
Special schoo) for students
with disabilities 3.4 0.0 3.1 1.9 16 4.8 1.7 1.6 3.3
(2.1) (0.2} (1.3) (1.6) (0.7) ( 4.2) (1.1) (1.0) (1.8)
Vocational/technical school 2.7 2.9 1.4 6.0 1.0 4.8 3.0 1.5 1.4
(1.9) (1.5) (0.9 {2.8)°0.6)(4.2) {1.5) (1.0) (1.2)
Other type of school 2.0 1.5 0.8 0.9 1.0 3.9 1.9 1.8 0.0
(1.6) (1.1) [0.7) (1.1} ( 0.6) { 3.8) {1.2) (1.1) {0.0)
Number of respondents 141 225 336 145 589 49 257 301 193
Percentage whose school served
grades:
K through 8 or 1- 7.6 6.6 9.6 1.3 9.6 2.7 4.5 i0.3 1.7
(3.1) (2.3) (2.2) 1 1.6) £ 1.7) { 3.2) (1.8) (2.6) { 2.8)
6 through 12 9.9 13.6 12.3 5.5 14.7 1.7 15.3 11.8 5.9
{3.5) (3.2) (2.5) (2.7) (2.1) ( 2.5) ( 3.2) (2.7) ( 2.4)
6 or 7 through 8 or 9 12.0 5.5 5.3 10.6 5.4 12.6 10.9 4.4 6.2
(3.8) (2.1) (1.7) (3.7) (1.3) { 6.5) ( 2.8) (1.72) ( 2.5)
s $ or 10 through 12 68.2 74.2 72.1 82.1 69.7 18.2 68.4 71.9 79.5
0 (5.5) (4.0; (3.4) { 4.6) (2.7) ( 8.1) (4.1) ( 3.72) (4.2)
Ungraded students only 2.3 0.0 0.7 0.0 0.6 4.8 0r 1.1 0.5
(1.8) (0.2) (0.8) ( 0.0) (0.4) (4.2) ( 0.8) ( 0.8) { 0.7)
Number of respondents 141 225 336 145 589 49 257 301 193

Source- Survey of Secondary Specia! Education Programs. Data are for the most rece it year in school.
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Table 10A:

Student Enrolliment

Avirage enrollment of:
A1l students

Secondary special education
studerts

Kumber of respondents

Average secondary schoo! enrollment

of students categorized as:
Learning disabled

Emot ionally disturbed

Speech impaired

Mentally retarded

Deaf/hard of hearing

Visually impaired

Orthopedically impaired

Other health wmpaired

Multiply mpaired, deaf/blind

Number of respondents

Percentage in schools with
minority student enrollment of:

10% or less

11% to 25%

26% to 50%

More than 50%

Number of respondents

Source

6o

-

STUDENT ENROLLMENT IN SCHOOLS ATTENDED 8Y SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH LEARNING OISASILITIES

Total

1004
(30.8)

92

{ 3.5)
904

57
( 2.4)

{ 0.9)
1
(0.2)
3
{ 0.5)
2
{ 0.2)
1

900
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Survey of Secondary Special Tducation Programs

Community Gender Age in 1987 School Status
19 or Out 1 year OQut 1 -2
Urban Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years
1408 1087 618 955 1134 1008 984 1036 984 1025 1063
(69.8) (46.3) (27.8) (33.8) (67.3) (58.6) (43.6) (58.5) (38.6) (64.9) (75.8)
145 93 49 91 94 90 92 94 93 88 86
{9.5) (3.8) (2.8) (4.1) (6.8) (6.9)(5.2) (5.9) {’.6) { 6.3) ( 6.3)°
229 337 329, 671 231 229 382 323 517 191 186
86 59 32 56 58 56 58 56 58 56 51
(7.2) (2.71) ( 2.¢, {2.9) (4.7) (4.8) (3.8) (3.7) { 3.3) (4.2) { 3.8)
18 12 5 11 12 11 12 11 13 9 9
( 2.2) ( 1.2) { o.?) (1 ?) ( l.;) { l.g) { l.g) ( l.?) ( l.f) (1.2) { l.?)
(0. 8) {0. 2) {0.1) (0.2) { 0.8) (0.6) {0.3) (0.3 ( 0.3) {0.2) ( 0.4)
3 3 3 4 4 3 2 5
(1. 4) (0. 6) { 0.5) ( 0.6) (0.8) (0.7) {0.9) (0.9) ( 0.6) (0.7) ( 1.3)
1 2 2 2 1 2 2 2 2
(0. 7) (o. 3) (0.1) {(0.3) (0.4) (0.4)(0.2) (0.5) ( 0.3) (0.7) ( 0.5)
2 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
(0.5) (0.1} (0.1) {0.1) { 0.3) (0.2) ( 0.2) ( 0.3) {0.2) {n.2) ( 0.4)
4 2 0 2 2 2 2 2
( 0.?) ( 0.:) { 0.(11) ( 0.?) (0.7) { 0-;5) {o. 3) { 0 " { 0.-‘1') n ;) { \‘-!15)
( o.g) ( o.f) ( 0.{) (o0 i) (0.2) (0.2) (0. l) (o. 2) (0.1) ( 0.?) ( o.?)
1
{0.9)(0.3)(0.2) (0.3)(0.4) (0.3 (o. S) (o. 4) { 0.3) ( 0.3) ( 0.5)
227 235 328 669 228 227 351 322 514 190 186
8.3 52.1 70.4 48.4 42 2 45.9 47.5 46.3 46.2 46.1 52.5
(2.6) ( 3.8) ( 3.6) (2.7) ( 4.5) (4.3) ( 3.6) ( 4.1) ( 2.9) { 5.1) (5.7)
6.7 25.3 13.8 16.1 15.8 13.2 17.1 18.6 14.5 18.0 22.0
{2.4) (3.3) (2.7) (2.0) (33 (29)12.7)1(3.2 { 2.1) ( 3.9) ( 4.7)
25.4 16.5 6.0 16.1 14.5 17.1 15.2 14,0 16.6 13.1 13.1
{4.1)(2.8) (1.2 ( 2.0) { 3.2) (3.3) (2.6) (2.9) (2.2} (3.4) ( 3.8)
59.7 5.9 9.7 19.4 27 5 23.7 2.2 21.1 22.7 22.8 12 4
(4.7) (1.8) { 2.3) (2.2) {at) (3.7)(2.9)(3.4) (2.3) ( 4.3) (3.8
234 351 328 687 236 240 356 329 530 199 186

Data are for the most recent year in school.
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Table 108: STUDENT ENROLLMENT IN SCHOOLS ATTENDED 8Y SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES

Household !acome Ethnicity Head_of Household's Education
Under 12,000- $25,000 No Hich Schoo! High School
Student Enrollment $12,000 $24,939 and Over . Black White Hispanic Diploma
Average enroliment of:
Al students 1008 1010 1020 1224 912 1430 998 987 1109
(84.8) (56.8) (52.9) (83.3) (36.0) ( 163) (56.4) (57.8) {73.4)
Secondary special education
students 107 97 81 123 80 140 96 91 94
(10.4) (7.9) ( 4.5) (10.8) ( 3.7) (21.3} {7.0) { 6.8} (7.3)
Number of respondests 135 216 314 138 558 43 244 288 178
Aver=ge secondary schooi enrcliment
of students categorized as:
Learning disabled 63 61 50 n 50 95 60 56 57
(7.3) (5.5) (3.3) (7.7) ( 2.6) (18.2) (5.3) ( 4.5) (5.2)
Emctionally disturbed 15 9 12 15 10 19 12 10 14
(3.00) {1.2) (1.7) (3.1) (1.0) ( 3.9) ( 2.0) 1.2) ( 2.5)
Speech impaired 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 t 1
(0.5) ( 0.3) (0.2) (0.6) {0.2) (1.0) (0.2) . 0.3) { 0.4}
Mentally retardec 4 4 4 3 3 3 4 4
(t.3) (1. 0) (0.8) (1.3) (0.7) (2.2} ( 0.9) (1.0) (1.1)
Oeaf/hard of hearing 1 2 3 1 3 2 2 2
(0.4) ( 0. 6) (0.4) (1.0) (0.2) (0.9) (0.3) ( 0.5) ( 9.0)
Visually impaired 1 1 2 1 3 1 1 1
(0.4) (o. 2) (0.2) (0.5)(0.1) (1.4) (0.4) (0.2) (0.2)
Orthopedically impaired 2 2 1 3 2 3 2 3 2
(0.9) (0.6) (2.2) ( 0.9) ( 0.3) (1.2) ( 0.4) (o. 7, { 0.4)
Other health impaired 0 1 1 2 0 1
(0.2) (0.2) (0.2) (cC. l) 0. l) (0. 7) (0.2) ( 0.2) (0.3)
Multinly impaired, oceaf/blind 1 2 1 2 1 1
(0.4) (o0.8) (o0.1) (1. 2) (0. l) (1. 7) (0.8) 10.2) (0.3)
Number of respondents 134 215 312 136 557 43 242 288 177
Percentage in schools with
minor ity student enrollment of:
10% or less 33.9 46.0 57.9 6.6 62.7 1.9 41.9 50.1 46.4
(57) (4.7) (3.8) (3.0) (2.9){2.7) ( 4.4) (¢.2) (5.2)
11% to 25% 6.3 16.2 15.7 123 16.0 10.4 8.7 14.9 18.9
(2.9) (3.5) (2.8) (4.0) ( 2.2) { 6.0) ( 2.5) (3.0) (4.1)
26% to 50% 18.0 16.2 14.4 19.¢ 16.3 13.4 13.9 15.6 21.9
(4.8) {3.5) (2.7 (4.8) (2.2) (6.7) (3.1) (3.1} ( 4.3)
More han 50% 4].6 21.6 12.0 61.2 5.1 74.3 35.6 19.4 12.8
(5.9) (3.9) (2.5 (59)(13)(87) ( 4.3) (3.3] ( 3.5)
Number of respondents 136 215 330 141 571 250 289 191

Source: Survey of Secondarv Special Education Programs  Data are for the inost recent year in school
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Table 10A: STUDENT ENROLLMENT IN SCHOOLS ATTENOED BY SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH LEARNING OISABILITIES (Concluded)

~

Coraunity Gender _Age in 1987 School Status
19 or Out 1 year Qut 1 -2
Student Enroliment — Total Urban Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School! _or less Years
Percentage in schools with Jow
incone student enrollment of:
Less than 10X 2Ll 6.2 43.8 8.0 1.1 21.0 19.7 20.8 23.7 19.3 23.1 30.3
( 1.9) (2.3) (3.8 (2.1) (2.2) (3.8) ( 3.5) (2.9) (3.9) (2.3) { 4.3) (5.2)
10X to 25% 36.0 3.0 32.0 44.2 36.7 34.0 32.0 38.0 38.9 35.3 39.0 35.4
: (2. ( 4.5) ( 3.8) ( 3.9) (2.6) ( 4.4) ( 4.0) ( 3.5) ( 4.0) ( 2.8) ( 5.0) { 5.4)
26% to S0X 25.¢ 30.2 -18.2 29.3 24.5 28.8 28.0 26.5 20.1 27.7 23.3 17.8
(2.1) (4.4) (2.9)(3.5) (2.3) ( 4.2) (3.9) (3.2) (3.3) ( 2.6) ( 4.3) ( 4.3)
More than 50% 17.3 32.6 6.0 18.5 17.7 16.2 20.3 14.7 17.3 17.8 14.7 16.5
( 1.8) (4.5) (1.8) ( 3.0) (2.1) (3.4) { 3.5) (2.5) (3.1) ( 2.3) ( 3.6) { 4.2)
Number of respondents 92 229 355 33 694 232 238 358 332 530 200 188
0f students in schools serving
12th grade, percentage in schools
. with student graduation rate of:*
: 50% or less 4.6 15.1 0.8 1.3 4.5 4.7 4.8 5.2 3.1 4.8 5.6 2.2
(1.0) (3.7) (0.7) (0.9) (1.2) ( 2.0) (2.0) ( 1.6) (1.5) (1.3) (2.4) ( 1.7)
51X to 75% 18.8 22.3 11.6 19.8 17.1  23.1 15.4 20.2 20.6 19.1 19.1 16.9
(1.9) (4.8) (2.5) (3.2 (2.1) ( 4.0) { 3.5) (2.9) ( 3.4) ( 2.4) ( 4.0) ( 4.4)
76% to 95% 55.0 50.6 57.9 55.1 6.5 651.3 §5.3 53.9 56.8 52.7 §4.8 65.9
w (2.4) {5.1)(3.8) (4.0 (2.8) (4.8 (4.8) (3.6) (4.2 (3.1) (5.1} (5.5)
o More than 95% 21.6 6.9 29.6 23.8 21.8 20.9 24.5 20.7 19.5 23.4 20.6 15.0
{ 2.0) (2.6) (3.6) {3.4) (2.4) ( 3.9) (4.1) (3.0) (3.3) ( 2.6) ( 4.1) ( 4.2)
Number of respondents 861 205 335 310 639 220 196 345 320 479 196 177
Of students in schools serving
12th grade, percentage in schools
with college (2- or 4-year)
attendance rate of :*
25% or less 20.2 17.9 13.5 26.5 20.7 18.8 19.0  19.8 22.5 19.9 20.2 22.9
(2.0) (4.0) (2.7) ( 3.5) (2.3)(2.8) (3.8) (2.95(3.5) ( 2.5) ( 4.2) ( 4.9)
26% to 50% 41.0 347 36.6 51.4 41.3 39.9 39.7 41.6 41.7 42.0 39.9 36.2
(2.4) (5.0)(3.8) (4.0 (2.8) (4.7) (4.7) (3.7) (4.2) (3.1) (5.1) 5.6)
51% to 75% 29.9 31.8 39.0 19.7 29.8 30.2 31.5 29.3 28.8 28.7 29.8 35.8
(2.3) { 4.9) (3.9) ( 3.2) (2.0) ( 4.4) (4.5) (3.4) (3.8) ( 2.8) ( 4.8) (5.6)
More than 75% 8.2 15.6  10.9 2.4 8.1 11.1 9.8 9.4 7.0 9.5 10.¢ 5.1 *
(1.%) (3.8) (2.5 (1.2 {1.6) (3.0 2.9) (2.2) (2.2) (1.8) ( 3.2 2.5) &
Number of respondents 844 195 324 314 629 213 190 336 318 469 188 178
* See Appendix for percentage of youth that attended schools serving 12th grade. .
Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs. Data are for the most recent year in school. K
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Table 108: STUOF' OLLMENT IN SCHOOLS ATTENDED 8Y SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES (Concluded)

Household Incoms Ethnicity Head of Household's Education
Under 12,000- $25,000 No High School High School
Student Enro)lment $12,000 $24,999 and Over Black White Hispenic Diploms Diploma gg
Percentage in schools with low
income student enrollment of:
Less than ‘0% 5.6 19.3 315 4.8 26.1 12.8 14.1 19.0 31.4
(2.7) (3.7) (3.6) (25s)(2.6) (6.9) (3.1) ( 3.3) ( 4.9)
10X to 25% 25.1 45.8 353 32.2 39.7 18.6 31.5 38.5 4.2
(52) (4.7) (3.7) (5.7) ( 2.9) ( 8.0) ( 4.2) ( 4.0) { 5.2)
26% to S0% 5.9 21,4 253 34.5 2.5 13.5 21.6 30.4 17.9
{5.7) (3.9) (3.4) (5.8) (2.6} { 7.0 ( 4.0) ( 3.8) ( 4.0)
More than 50% 33.5 13.4 1.9 28.5 9.8 55.2 26.8 14.2 6.5
(5.6) (320 (2.1) (5.5 ( 1.8) (10.2) ( 4.0) (2.9) ( 2.6)
Number of respondents 138 217 326 140 576 45 252 293 184
0f students in xchools serving
12th grade, pe +ntage in schools
with student g: uation rate of:*
507 or less 12.6 . 2.2 2.8 11.2 1.9 17.5 6.8 5.9 2.3
(4.4) (1.4) (1.3 (4.1) (0.8 {8.2) ( 2.4) ‘2.0) (1.6)
51X to 75% 24.7 17.9 14.7 27.8 16.7 20.8 27.0 13.6 13.9
(57) (3.7) (2.8) (58)(2.3)(8.9) ( 4.2) ( 3.0) ( 3.7)
76X to 95% 52.9 55.1 61.0 §7.0 55.8 52.3 51.9 60.5 56.7
(6.6) (4.8) (3.9) ( 6.4) ( 3.0) (10.8) (4.7) ( 4.2) ( 5.4)
More than 95% 9.9 4.8 25 4.1 ’S 6 9.4 14.3 19.9 27.1
(3.9) (42) (3.3) (2.6) (2 7) (6. 3) ( 3.3) ( 3.5) ( 4.8)
Number of respondents 117 203 312 124 41 227 274 175
0f students in schools serving
12th grade, percentage in schools
with college (2- or 4-year) .
attendance rate of:* .
25% or less 281 15.4 16.0 26.4 17.6 18.3 23.6 18.2 12.3
(6.0) (3.5 (3.0 (5.8) (2.3) (8.9) ( 4.0) ( 2.4) ( 3.6)
26% to 50% 38.0 47.7 40.9 36.2 43.6 27.4 4.4 46.2 33.4
(6.4) (4.8) (4.0) (6.4) ( 3.0) (10.3} 13.7) ( 4.3) (5.2)
SiX to 75% 29.2 2.7 30.6 27.1  30.0 40.9 25.7 28.3 37.6
(6.0) (4.3) (3.7) (5.5)(2.8)(11.3) (4.1) (3.9) {5.3)
More than 7¢% 4.7 9.3 12.6 10.3 8.8 13.4 6.3 7.3 16.8
(2.8) (2.8) {2.7) (4.0)(1.7) (7.8) ( 2.3) ( 2.3) ( 4.1)
Number of respondents 115 203 302 118 539 37 74 270 167

* See Appendix for percentuge of youth that attended schools serving 12th grade.

Source' Survey of Secondary Special Education Prugrams. Data a's for the wost recent year 1n school.
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Table 11A: STAFFING CHARACTERISTICS OF SCHOOLS ATTENDED BY SECOMDARY STUDENTS WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES

Community Gender Age in 1987 School Status
19 or Out 1-year OQutl -2
Staffing Characteristics Total Urban Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years
For students in secondary schools,
percentage in schocls whose FIE
special education staff included: .
Fewer than 5 professionals 37.0. 39.& 56.7 37.0 37.0 39.7 35.5 35.5 37.5 31.9 40.2
{ 2.2) ( 2 5) { 3.7) { 3.8) (2.6) ( 4.4) {4.2) { 3.4) (3.9) { 2.8) {4.7) (5.5)
5 to 10 professionals 32.7 30.8 33.4 2.7 3.7 29.7 31.2 325 35.4 31.0 4C.4 33.3
(2.2) (4.3) (3.6) (3.5 (2.6) ( 4.2) (4.0) ( 3.3) {3.9) (2.7) ( 4.9) (5.3)
11 to 25 professionals 22.8 41.7 25.3 5.2 21.6 25.9 20.0 24.7 23.5 22.6 23.1 22.8
(1.9) (4.6) (3.3)(1.7) (2.2) ( 4.0) ( 3 4) (3.1) { 3.5) (2.4) { 4.2) {4.7)
More than 25 professionals 1.6 19.9 1.9 42 7.6 7.4 7.3 5.5 8.9 4.6 3.6
(1.2) (3.8) (1.9) ( 1.6) (1.4) ( 2.4) ( 2 5) (1.8) (1.9) {1.7) { 2.1) (2.1)
Number of respondents 949 239 358 340 - 707 240 244 366 339 540 205 193
For students in secondary schools,
average ratio of secondary
special education students to
special education professionals 12.8 9.6 155 12.2 12.8 12.9 13.3 124 12.8 12.8 12.0 14.0
(0.5) (0.5) (0.8)(0.9) (6.5) (0.9} ( l .) (0.6) {0.6) ( 0.5) { 0.6) {1.0)
4ymber of respondents 903 232 337 324 672 229 31 323 £°6 191 186
Percentage in schools with:
Case managers for special ed.
students 86.2 89.6 90.5 78.2 84.6 90.5 85.3 85.6 84.6 88.8 81.0
(1.7) (3.2) (2.3)(3.4) (2.1) (2.9) (3.3 (2.7) ( 2. 8) (2.3) ( 3.4) { 3.3}
Staff responsible “or finding
Jobs for special ed. students 51.8 63.4 57.6 36.9 51.6 52.3 43.6 545 59.4 49.1 60.5 54.6
(2.5) (5.0} (3.9) (4.0 (2.9) (4.9) _{4.56)(3.8)(4.2) (3.1) ( 5.3) (5.8)
Number of respondents 831 201 328 292 626 205 206 321 304 4¢8 176 178
Of students ir schools with nondis-
abled students, percentage in schools
whose portion of regular ed. staf*
receiving inservice training on
special education was:*
10% or less . 56. 59.9 58.4 52.2 55.8 657.5 58. 55.5 54.0 56. 59.9 52.3
.5) (5.3) (4.0) ( 4.2) (2.9) (5.0) (4. 7) ( 3 8) ( 4 4) ) (5.5) (5.9)
11X to 25% 4.2 9.3 1.2 6.3 9.8 6.2 7.4 6.2 9.7
(2.2) (2.3) (2.2) (1.4) (3.0) ( 2 3) ( 2 0) ( 2 5) (2.7} ( 3.5)
26% to 50% .5 4.2 6.2 4. 4.0 31 3.7 2.8
(1.7) (1.6) { 2.0) (1.2) ( 2.0) (16)\19)(15) (2.1 {1.9)
More than 0% 33.3 28.0 34.4 33.2 28.7 32.2 30.7 34.4 30.¢ 35.2
(5.1) (3.6) (4.0 (2.8) ( 4.6) (4.5) ( 3.6) (4.2) (5.2) (5.7}
Number of respondents 184 n 290 600 191 196 308 288 166 172

——

* See Table 9 for percentage of youth in schools other than special schools that served only disabled students.

Sour: " : Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs.
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Data are for the most recent year in school.




Table 118: STAFFI%5 CHARACTERISTICS OF SCHOGLS ATTENDED 8Y SECOMDARY STUDENTS WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES

Housel1d Income Ethnicity Head of Household's Education
Under 12,000- $25,000 No High School High School  Beyond
Staffing Characteristics $12,000 $24,993 and Over Black white Hispanic Diploma Diploma__  High Schoo!l
For students in secondary schools,
percentage in schools whose FTE
specia i ecucation staff included:
Fewer than S professicnals 21.5 34.2 458 123 4.6 11.5 29.1 36.6 2.3
(4.8) (4.4) (3.8 (4.0) ( 2.9) ( 6.3) ( 4.0) ( 4.0) (5S.1)
S to 10 professionals 37.7 32.4 30.3 35.6 32.4 33.1 35.1 32.6 30.6
(5.7) (4.3) (3.9 (5.7) (2.8) { *.2) (4.2) ( 3.9) ( «.8)
11 te 25 professionals 44 4.1 20.1 38.7 18.0 30.1 22.3 19.6 22.5
(5.1) (4.0) (3.1) (5.6)(2.3)(9.0) {3.9) (- 3.3} ( 4.3)
More than 25 professionals 6.4 9.3 3.8 128 & 252 8.5 1.3 4.7
(4.4) (2.7) (1.5 (4.0) (1.2 8.5 ( 2.5) ( 2.6) (2.2)
Humber of respondents 141 22 333 144 586 49 257 296 192
For students i, secondary schools,
average ratio of secondary
special education students to
special education professionals 10.6 12.4 13.9 10.6 13.7 8.7 11.7 11.3 15.4
{14) (08) (0.8 (0.7) (0.7) ( 0.9) (0.7} (0.7) (1.5)
Number of respondents 135 21 315 138 559 43 u 287 180
w Percen.age in schools with:
> Case mana_ers for special ed.
students 73.4 89.8 86.8 91.0 86.3 74.2 85.0 86.0 88.2
(5.2) (3.0) (2.8) (3.7) (2.2) ( 9.6) ( 3.3) ( 3.1) ( 3.6)
Staff responsible for finding
Jobs for special ed. students 49.1 54,2 55,0 60.7 48.1 60.5 46.4 55.9 59.5
(6.4) (4.9) (4.0 ( 6.3) (3.1) (20.2) ( 4.6) ( 4.4) (5.5)
Number of respondents 12 196 294 123 519 40 23 258 133
Of students in schools with nondis-
abled students, percentage in schools
whose portion of regular ed. staff
receiving inservice training on
special education was:* -
10% or l:cs 63.7 53.5 S6.7 59.5 58.6 49.6 55.9 58.0 60.7
(6.4) {51) (4.1) {6.7) ( 3.1) (11.0) (4.7) ( 4.5) ( 5.6)
11¥ to 25% 6.6 6.1 10.6 26 8.0 183 1.8 5.6 10.5
4 (3.3) (2.4) (2.6) {2.2) (1.7) { 8.5) ( 2.6) ( 2.1) {3.5)
26% to 50% 0.7 7.0 4.6 1.6 5% 7.6 6.3 2.7 5.5
(1.1} (2.6) (1.7) (1.4) (1.5) (5.8) ( 2.3) (1.5) ( 2.8}
#ore than 50% 29.0 3234 282 36.8 27.9 4.4 30.0 3.7 23.3
(6.0) (4. (3.7) (6.6) (2.9) {9.5) (4.4) (4.3) ( 4.9)
Number of respondents 114 1t 281 112 500 39 221 246 153

_— Lo
* See Table 9 sor percentage of youth in schools ather than special schools that served on& '(?isabled students.

EMC Source: Survey of Secondary Spec.ial Education Programs. Data are for the most recent year in school.




Table 12A: POLICIES OF SCHOOLS ATTENDED BY SECONOARY STUDENTS WITH LEARNING OISABILITIES

Community Gender Age in 1987 School Status
19 or Ou: 1l year Outl-2
School Policies Total Urba: Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years
FAINSTREAMING
Uf students in schools with nondis-
abled students, percentage in schools
that expected mainstreamed students
to keep up without special help* 36.8 49.9 40 9 23.0 35.4 40.6 40.6 34.9 343 38.2 31.0 35.2
( 2.4) (5.3) { 3.9) ( 3.5) (2.8) ( 4.9) ( 4.6) (3.7) ( 4.1) ( 3.1) ( 5.1) ( 5.6)
Number of respondents 817 192 322 297 616 200 204 314 299 457 173 178
Of students in schools witk nondis-
abled students, percentage in
schools that gave teachers witk
mainstreamed students:*
Special inservice training 4.0 46.0 .49.4 36.1 42.4 48.2 42.1 445 46.9 441 42.5 47.3
) ( 2.5) (5.3) (3.9} ( 4.0) (2.9) ( 5.0) (4.6) ( 3.8) ( 4.3) (3.2) (5.4) ( 5.8)
Consultation services 97.1 98.3 97.6 95.6 96.7 98.3 97.4 96.2 98.3 96.3 99.1 98.5
( 0.8) (1.4)¢1.2) (1.7) (1.0) (1.3) (1.5) (1.5 (1.1) (1.2} (1) (1.4)
Special materials 51.5 44.8 48.9 58.5 51.6 51.2 46.9 54.4 53.2 50.2 54.1 55.3
- ( 2.5) (5.3) { 3.9) ( 4.1) (2.9} (5.0) (4.7) (3.8) ( 4.3) ( 3.2) (5.5) (5.8)
- Classroom aides 28.6 30.3 29.7 25.8 28.7 28.2 28.5 3.4 289 27.9 31.5 28.0
; ( 2.3) (4.9){3.6) (3.5) ( 2.6) ( 4.5) (4.2) (3.5)¢(4.0) ( 2.8) (5.1} (5.2)
~ w Reduced class size 10.3 4.1 11.3 13.0 9.7 11.8 6.6 10.3 16.1 9.0 13.2 14.1
. o (1.5) (2.1) (2.5) (2.3) (1.7) { 3.2} (2.3) (2.3) (3.2 (i.8) (3.7) ( 4.0)
, None of these 0.4 1.2 0.0 0.3 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.9 0.0 0.5 0.0 0.0
: ( 0.3) (1.1) (0.0) { 0.5 (0.4) (0.0) (0.0) (0.7) { 0.0) ( €.5) { v.0) { 0.0)
Number of responcents 818 193 324 295 616 201 203 316 299 458 173 178
o GRADING
Of students in schools witih noundis-
abled students, percentage in schools
that graded mainst; amed students:*
On same stancerd as regular .
- education students 6-.3 B8l.1 72.9 48.5 66.1 %6.7 7.6 65.1 66.4 68.1 60.0 64.5
. ( 2.5} 1 4.3) (3.7) ( 4.3) {2.9) (4.9) (4.5) (3.8){4.3) (3.1} ( 5.5) {58)
On different standard 32.6 18.9 25.2 50.5 33.0 31.5 30.6 343 31.3 31.1 37.1 35.5
- (2.4) (4.3) (3.6) (4.3) { 2.8) ( 4.8) (4.4) (3.8)(4.2) ( 3.0) (5.4) ( 5.8)
0id not grade mainstreamed
s. udents 1.1 0.0 1.9 1.0 6.2 1.8 1.7 0.0 2.2 0.9 2.9 0.9
( 0.5) (0.0) (1.1) (089) (0.6)(1.4) (1.2) {-0.0) ! 1.4) ( ~.6) (1.9) ( 0.0)
Humber of respondents 758 182 297 274 572 185 192 295 211 427 162 1€3
* See Table 9 for percentage of youi. in schools other than special schools that served only disabled students.
Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs. Data are for the most recent year in school.
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Table 12B: POLICIES OF SCHOOLS ATTENDED BY SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH LEARNING OISABILITIES

Household Income Ethnicity Head of Household‘'s Education
Under 12,000- $25,000 No High School High School Beyond
School Policies $12,000 $24,939 and Over Black White Hispanic Diploma Diploma  High Schoo
MAINSTREAMING
Of students in schools with nondis-
abled students, percentage in schools
that expected mainstreamed students
) to keep up without special help* 40.9 36.1 37.0 37.2 35.0 45.7 38.7 35.9 37.0
. (6.5 (4.8) (4.0 ( 6.4) ( 3.0) (10.6) ( 4.6) { 4.3) { 5.5)
A Number of respondents 114 195 288 120 505 42 226 250 160
5 Of students in schools «#ith nondis-
abled students, percentage in
> schools that gave teachers with
3 mainstreamed students:*
) Special inservice training 8.0 4.2 45.6 42.1 44.4 459 43.7 43.3 4.8
|58 (b.4) (4.9) (4.1) { 6.5) ( 3.2) {(10.6) (4.7) { 4.5) {5.7)
- Consultation services 95.) 67.3 98.1 96.2 98.0 89.2 97.6 95.8 97.0
(2.8) (1.6) (1.1} {2.5)(0.3)(6.6) (1.4) {1.8) {1.9)
R Special materizsls 46.1 48.4 56.7 52.8 %52.5 46.7 50.1 4.8 53.0
R (65) (5.0 (4.1) ( 6.6) { 3.2) (10.7) (4.7) { 4.5) {5.7)
Classroom aides 21.9 23.7 34.5 24.7 29.0 46.8 23.5 31.8 33.3
(59) (4.2) {3.9) {5.7) ( 2.9) (10.7) ( 4.0) { 4.2) { 5.4)
o Reduced class size 6.7 7.9 13.2 3.9 12.2 1.3 5.6 8.7 16.7
s . (3.3) (2.7) (2.8) ( z 5) (2.1) (5.6) (2.2) ( 2.5) (4.2)
None of these 1.4 0.0 0.4 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.9 0.6
(:6) (0.0) (o0.5) ( l 7) ( 0 3) (0. 0) (0.0) ( 0.9) { 0.9)
Number of respondents 116 196 285 . 229 250 160
GRADING
Of students in schools with nondis-
abled students, percentage in schools
that graded mainstreamed students:*
On same standard as regular
education students 69.7 69.8 63.3 718.6 63.3 70.4 70.7 66.6 65.0
{6.2) (48) (4.2) (5.7) ( 3.2) (10.2) ( 4.4) { 4.4) (5.8)
On different standard 27.4 29.2 35.8 ?1.4 35.2 26.2 27.0 33.4 32.7
: (60) (4.7) (4.2) (5.7) (3.1 {9.8) { 4.3) ( 4.4) (5.7)
i 0id not grade mainstreamed .
students 2.8 1.0 0.9 0.0 1.8 3.4 2.3 - 0.0 2.3
" (22) (1.0) (0.8) (0.0) (0. 8) (4. o) (1.4) ( 0.0) {1.8)
; Number of respondents 110 179 259 110 472 214 236 139
: * See Table 9 for percentage of youth 1n schools other than special schools that served only disabled students.
y Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs. Data are for tr2 most recent year ‘n school.
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Table 12A: POLICIES OF SCHOOLS ATTENGED BY SECONDARY STUGENTS WITH LZARNING DISABILITIES (Continued)

Community Gender Age in 1987 School Status
19 or Out 1 year Qutl -2
School Policies Total Urban Suburban Rural Nale Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or lass Years
GRADING (CONCLUDED) —
Of students in schools with non-
disabled students, percentage
in schools that graded special
educat ion classes:*
On same standard as
regular classes 26.8 34.1 21.0 27.8 25.8 29.7 30.4 25.6 23.3 27.3 21.5 29.1
( 2.3) (5.3) {3.3) { 3.8) { 2.3) ( 4.7) (4.4) {3.4) ( 3.8) (2.9) ( *.7) ( 5.4)
0.* standard different from
regular classes 72.4 65.9 78.7 70.4 73.5 69.2 68.4 73.5 6.7 n.7 78.0 70.9
( 2.3) (§.3) (3.3) {3.8) ( 2.6) ( 4.8) (4.4) (3.4) (3.8} ( 2.9) { 4.7) ( 5.4)
0id not give grades for
special education classes 0.8 0.0 0.3 1.9 0.7 1.1 1.2 0.9 0.0 0.5 0.0
(0.5) (0.0) (0.5) (1.1) {05)(1.1) (1.1) {0.7) (0.0) ( 0.6) (0.8) { 0.0)
Number of respondents 179 17 309 591 187 196 305 278 441 160 170
PRIMARY SCHOOL FUNCTION
0f students in schools with
learning handicapped youth,
percentage in schools whose
primary intent relative to
such students was training in:**
Academic skills 58.2 61.9 69.2 45.6 56.8 62.1 60.9 59.0 51.9 58.5 54.8 59.4
( 2.6) (5.5) { 3.9) (4.2) ( 3.0) (5.1) (4.7) (4.0) ( 4.5) { 3.3) ( 5.8) ( 6.2)
Independent living skills 37.6 31.3 29.0 50.4 37.9 36.7 37.5 35.1 42.5 37.1 42.0 36.9
( 2.6) (5.3) {3.9)14.2) (3.0) (5.1) (4. 7) (3.9) (4. o) ( 3.2) (5.7) (6.1)
Skills for employment 4.2 6.8 1.8 4.0 5.3 1.3 1.6 5.9 5.5 4.4 3.3 3.7
(1.1) (2.9) (1.1) (1.7) (1.4) (1.2) (1.2) {1.9) (2.1) (1.4) (2.1) ( 2.4)
Number of respondents 737 169 n 281 G656 180 191 2719 267 417 154 157
SUSPENSION/EXPULSION
Percentage in schools in which
special education students:
Could not be suspended or
expelled 21.3 17.3 24.8 20.2 222 18.7 17.1 241 22,5 20.0 24.5 4.8
(2.1) (3.9) (3.5) (3.3) {2.4) ( 3.9) (3.5) (3.3) (3.7) ( 2.5) ! 4,8) (5.1)
Could only be suspended 21.5 22.9 21.6 20.6 22.2 19.5 20.1 21,5 23.6 20.8 4.4 16.9
(2.1) (4.4) (3.3) (3.3) (2.4) ( 3.9) (3.7) (3.1) {3.7) ( 2.5) { 4.8) (4.7)
Could only be expelled 12.4 11.8 11.2 14.4 11.2 15.6 8.6 140 15.4 10.0 15.6 21.7
(1.7) (3.4) (2.5 (2.9) (1.8) ( 3.6) (2.6) {2.6) (3.2) ( 1.9) ( 4.0) ( 4.9)
Could be both suspended
and expelled 449 47.9 42.4 449 44.4 46.2 54.2 40.4 38.5 49.2 35.5 33.6
( 2.5) { 5.2) (4.0) { 4.1) (2.9) { 5.0) (4.6) (3.7) ( 4.3) v 3.1) (5.3) (5.8)
Number of respondents 820 200 316 294 616 203 206 320 294 469 169 123

¥ See Table 3 for percentage of youth 1n schools other than srecial schools that served only disabled students.

** See Appendix for percentage of youth in schools that served learning handicapped students.

Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs. 0ata are for the most recent year in school.
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Table 128: PO! JCIES GF SCHOOLS ATTENDED 8Y SECONDARY STUDENYS WITH LEARMING DISABILITIES (Cont inued)

- Household Income Ethnicity Head of Household's Education
Uider 12,000- $25,000 No High School High School Beyond
Schodl Policies $12,000 $24,999 and Over Black White Hispanic Diplome Diploma  High Scheol
GRAD ING (COMCLUDED
- Of students in schools with non- .
s disabled students, percentage
%, in schools that gracad special
’ education classes:*
On ssme standard as
regular classes 34.0 26.4 23.0 31.4 23.4 46.2 30.9 27.6 22.2
- (6.4) (4.5 (3.6) (6.3) (2.8) (10.9) ( 4.5) {4.1) { 4.9)
: On standard different from '
> regular classes 64.3 73.1 75.9 68.6 75.8 43.1 68.0 1.5 76.7
: { 6.5) (4.5 (3.6) (6.3) { 2.8) (10.9) { 4.5) ( 4.2) ( 5.0)
= Did not give grades for
special education classes 1.% 0.6 1.2 0.0 0.8 4.6 1.0 0.9 1.2
9 (1.7) {0.8) (0.9 (0.0) (0.6){ 4.6) { 1.0) { 0.9) {1.3)
! Number of respondents 108 185 2n 111 484 40 214 239 150
PRIMARY SCHOOL FUNCTION
Of students in schools with
3 learning handicapped youth,
4 percentage in schools whose
4 primary intent relative to
3 o suwch students was training in:**
© Academic skills §5.5 §7.8  62.0 §9.1 59.1 56.4 61.7 §7.0 58.7
(6.9) (5.3) (4.2) (6.9) (3.3) (11.1) { 4.8) {4.7) { 5.9)
Independent 1iving skills 38.5 38.6 35.3 34.5 37.5 38.0 35.3 37.5 37.3
( 6.8) (5.2) (4.1) ( 6.7) ( 3.2) (10.8) { 4.7) { 4.6) { 5.8)
Skills for employment 6.0 3.6 2.7 6.4 3.4 5.6 3.1 5.5 4.0
(3.3) (2.0) {1.4) (3.4) (1.2} {5.1) (1.7) { 2.2) (2.3)
Number of respondents 102 170 265 105 455 38 204 226 143
SUSPENSION/EXPULS 10N
g Percentage in schools in which
special education students:
4 Could not be suspended or
3 expelled 16.0 21.9 22.8 21.5 22.1 18.1 23.6 20.6 19.2
(4.7) (4.2) {3.4) (5.3) (2.6) ( 8.2) ( 4.0) ( 3.6) { 4.5)
Could only be suspended 24.8 20.7 19.5 23.8 20.§ 27.3 22.7 17.2 25.2
(56) {4.1) (3.2 - (5.5) ( 2.6) (9.5) { 4.0) ( 2.4) { 4.9)
Could only be expelled 14.4 10.4 11.6 5.8 11.3 19.3 9.3 12.2 13.6
(4.5) (3.1) (2.6) { 3.0) ( 2.0) ( 8.4) ( 2.7) { 2.9) ( 3.9)
Could be both suspended
and exps1led 44.9 47.0 46.2 49.0 46.1 35.3 44.4 50.0 42.0
(6.4) (5.0 (4.1) { 6.5) { 3.2) (10.2) (4.7) { 4.5) { 5.6)
Number of respondents 118 190 292 123 508 42 226 256 16

*See Table §

’

for percentage of youth in schools other than special schools that served only disabled students.
See Appendix for percentage of youth in schosls that served learning handicapped students.

Source: Survey of Secondarv Special Education Programs. Data are for the most recent year in school. 7,)




Table 12A:

School Policies Tota)

“YSPENSION/EXPULSION (CONCLUDED)
Of youth in schools that could
suspend or expe! special ed.
students, percentags in schools
that did not arrange alternative
placements for suspended/expelled

stucants 63.7

( 2.5)

Number of respondeiits 787
GRADUATION

Of students in schools with 12th

grade, percentage in schools tnat

required for a regular diploma that:*
Specfal ed. students meet same
standards as regular students (9:.2)
Students pass a minimum

competency test ( 8.5)
1.4
Number of respondents 173
Of students in schools that
requircd minimum compentency
tests for graduation, percentage
in schools whose special
education students were:**
Exempt from such tests ( 4.2)
1.
Held to same testing procedures
standards as other students (42.8)
3.5
Given extra help in taking
the test 50.4
( 3.6)
Given a modified test 12.4
(2.3)
AYlowed to meet different
standards 18.8
( 2.8)
Number of respondents 410

Cr —~nity

Urban Suburban Rural

56.0 69.7 62.9
(5.2) (3.7) (4.1)
196 308 214

95.7 94.3 85.2
(2.3) (1.9) (3.0

4.3 57 148
{2.3) (:.9) (3.0
177 311 219

2.5 9.8
(24)(!8)(38)

51.0 36.1 42.5
(6.6) (5.4) (6.4)

51.6 50.7 47.2
(6.6) (5.6)(6.5)
11.3 149 10.4
{4.2) (4.0) (4.0)

6.3 35.1 10.6
(3.2) (5.3) (4.0
119 162 127

_Sender

'3
ot
L]
-y
-
1

64.3 &2.0
(2.8) (4.9
591 195

5.2 4.0
(1.9) (2.6)

40.2 48.7
( 4.2) (..6)

49.8 51.7
(4.2) {6.6)
10.2 17.4
( 2.6) ( 5:0)

17.4 22.0
(3.2) (5.4)
25 114

POLICIES OF SCHOOLS ATTENDED BY SECONDARY SYUDENTS WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES (Concluded)

Age &, 1097
19 or © -Out | ysar
15-16 17-18 older In-School or less
57.9 64.2 72.1 57.8 74.6
{£7) (3.7) (4.0) (3.2 ( 4.9)
200 303 284 al 168
92.5 91.3 90.6 91.1 9.9
(2.7) (2.2) { 2.6) ( 1.9) { 3.0)
7.5 8.7 9.4 8.9 8.1
(2.7) (2.2) ( 2.6) (1.9) ( 3.0)
170 09 94 420 170
7.3 4.0 2.9 5.9 2.0
(3.6) (2.1) (2.1) l2.1) ( 2.1)
.Y 39.9 46.9 4.4 40.2
(6.9) (5.2) (6.2) ( 4.5) (1.2)
47.6 55.8 43.8 50.9 50.6
(7.0) (5.2)(6.1) 14.3) (7.4)
8.3 15.5 2.1 10.6 12.1
(3.9) (3.8) (4.0 ( 2.8) { 4.8)
1.4 16.2 4.7 6.0 20.0
(5.4) (3.9)(5.3) (3.4) ( 5.9)
90 168 152 219 95

* See Appendix for percentage of youth in schools with 12th grade that served nondisabled students.
** See Appendix for percentage of youth in schools with 12th grade and nondisabled students that required minimum competency tests for graduation.

Source:

50

Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs.

Data are for the most recent year in schoo!.

School Status
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Years
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Table 12B: POLICIES OF SCHOOLS ATTENDED 8Y SECONCARY STUDENTS W1TH LEARNING DISABILITIES (Conc luded)

School Policies

SUSPENSION/EXPULSION (CONCLUDED)
Of youth in schools that could
suspend or expel special ed.
students, percentage in schools
that did not arrange alternative

placements for suspended/expelled
students

Number of resrondents

GRADUAT 10%

Of students in schools with 12th

grade, percentage in schools that

vequired fcr a regular diploms that:*
Special ed. students meet same
standards as regular students

Students pass & minimum
competency test

Number of respondents

Of students in schools that

required minimum compentency

tests for graduation, percentage

in schools whose special

education students were:**
Exempt from such tests

Held to same testing procedures/
standards as other stuents

Given extra help in taking
the test

Given a modif ied test

Allowed to meet different
standards

Number cf respondents

* See Appendix for percentage of youth in schools with 12th grade that served nondisabled students.
** See Appendix for percentage of youth in schools with 12th grade and nondisabled students that required minimum competency tests for graduation.

Source: Survey of Secondary Special

Househo1d Ir.come

Ethnicity

Hesd of Household’s Education

Under 1zooo-

$12,000 $24,999 and Over
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51.4 62.1 175.8
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119 487 Y
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7

Data are for the most recent year in school.

¥o High School High School
Diploms Diploms ﬂ

6.7 7 62.7 ki

(4.7) ( 4.5) ( 5.5) 3

219 241 158 g

%.4 9.5 9.6 E

(2.9) ( 2.6) (33) -5

9.6 8.5 8.4 3

(2.9) ( 2.6) (3.3) g0

207 242 152 T
3
8

6.7 6.3 3. ¥

(3.2) (3.2) (2.9) A

3.4 51.1 a3 =

(6.3) (6.7) (7.5) X

52.8 4.1 53.2 H

( 6.4) (6.7) (7.6)

13.8 11.3 10.7

(4.4 (4.2) (an

12.4 15.8 23.9

(4.2) 1.9) ( 6.5)

124 16 8




Table 13A:

Coordinat ion Characteristics Total
Of students in schools with
mildly learning impaired
students, percentage in schools
whose curriculum for such students
was coordinated with/parallel to
the regular ed. curriculum* (7g.:)
Mumior of respondents 81
Percentage in sciicols with at leact
wonthly contact with.
State vocational rehabilitation
agency (VR) 23.6
( 2.2)
State developmental disabilities
agency 8.7
(1.8)
Yocational schools 28.6
( 2.4)
Colleges 5.3
(1.2)
Men:1l health agencies 21.4
(2.1)
Social service agencies 27.2
( 2.3)
Number of respondents 630

COORDIMATION IN SCHOOLS ATTENDED BY SECOMDARY STUDENTS WITH LEARRING DISABILITIES

Community Gender Ace_in 1987 Schosl Status

19 or Out 1 year Out 1 -2

Urben Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years
75.0 82.3 75.8 789 77.0 78.2 78.5 78.2 77.7 81.4 78.6
( 4.5) (3.0) ( 3.6) (2.4) (4.2 (3.9)(3.1)(3.6) ( 2.6) (4.3) (4.8)
197 318 287 608 201 204 314 292 458 17 172
342 221 15.4 24.7 20.7 220 24.1 25.3 22.4 28.7 4.5
(5.1) (3.5)(3.1) (26) {4.2) (4.1)(3.3)(3.9) (2.7) (5.2) (5.2
8.5 9.0 8.7 7.5 11.6 6.2 10.0 10.0 7.8 7.2 15.1
(3.3) (2.6) ( 2.7) (1.8) (3.6 (2.6) (2.6) (3.0 (1.9) (3.4) (4.7)
27.3 M7 2.2 28.9 27.9 26.1 28.6 32.4 21.7 27.3 36.2
( 4.9) {3.9)( 3.6) (2.7) (4.7) (4.3) (3.6)(4.2) ( 2.9) (5.1) {5.8)
1.9 105 2.4 5.4 5.2 6.1 41 (.8 5.0 7.5 4.3
(1.5) (2.6) ¢ 1.3) (1.4) (2.4) (2.4) (1.6)(2.3) (1.5) (3.1) { 2.5)
15.6 22.8 22.8 21.7 20.4 19.1 23.7 20.4 21.3 25.5 17.4
( 3.9) (3.5)( 3.6) (2.5)(4.2) (3.8)(3.3)(3.7) (2.7) (5.0 ( 4.6)
22.4 283 28.9 26.4 29.2 242 29.1 28.1 25.5 31.8 30.8
( 4.5) (3.7) (3.9) (2.6) (4.3) (4.2) (3.6)(4.1) ( 2.8) (3.3) ( 5.6)
157 22 222 468 161 158 242 230 364 126 138

* See Appendix for percentage of youth who attended schools that served nondisabled and mildly learning impaired students.

Source:

84

Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs.

Data are for the most recent year in school.

55




Table 138: COOROINATION 1N SCHOOLS ATTENDED BY SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES

Household Income
) Under 12,000- $25,000
Coordination Characteristics $12,000 $24,999 and Over
Of students in schools with
mildly learning impaired ’
students, percentage in schools
whose curriculm for such students
was coordinated with/parallel to
the regular ed. curriculum* 68.5 81.2 19.7
(59) (3.9) (3.3)
Number of respondents 121 193 283
Percentage in schools with at least
monthly contact with:
State vocational rehabilitation
agency (VR) 25.2 245 25.6
(5.8) (4.4) (3.7)
State developmental disabilities
agency 5.7 4.2 10.3
(3.5 (2.3) (2.8)
Yocational schools 26.1 29.1 27.4
(5.9) (4.7) (3.8)
Colleges 4.2 3.5 8.4
(2.8) (2.0) (2.4)
Mental health agencies 16.5 21.6 2.5
(5.0) (4.3) (3.6)
Soc {al service agencies 2.2 2.8 2.3
(5.5 (4.5) (3.9
Number of respondents 89 146 230

* See Appendix for percentage of youth who attended schools that served nondisabled and mildly learning impaired students.

Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs.

Ethnicicy

Head of Household's Education

8lack White Hispanic

79.3 78.9 76.1
(53)(26)(90)

499
31.1 248 15.0
(6.2) (2.8) ( 7.6)
6.7 8.1 26
(3.8) (2.0) (3.7)
27.1 29.0 20.7
(6.2) (3.0) (8.9)
0.0 6.8 10.4
(0.0) (1.7) ( 6.9)
14.2 24.8 20.8
(4.7) (2.8) ( 8.8)
21.1 27,9 21.8
(5. 6) (2.9) (9.0
394 35

Data are for the most recent year in school.

Ko High School mgh Schoo?
Diploms 0121u gg

80.8 73.7 80.6
(3.7) ( 4.0) ( 4.5)

231 251 155
19.3 27.9 29.8
(3.9) (4.2) (5.3)

8.7 5.5 6.6
(3.1) { 2.3) {3.1)
29.7 24.6 25.5
(4.5 ( 4.0) {5.1)

3.6 4.0 10.6
(1.9) (1.9) ( 3.6)
16.9 20.5 28.4
( 3.6) ( 3.8) (5.2)
24.8 24.2 28.9
(4.2) ( 4.0) (5.3)

167 203 128




Table 13A: COORDINATION IN SCHOOLS ATTENDED BY SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES (Concluded)

Community Gender Age in 1987 _ School Status
) : 19 or . Out 1 year Out 1 -2

Coordinatjon Characteristics Total . Urban Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less _JYears
0f students in schools serving e
12th grade, percentage in schools &
whose staff contacts with the b
state VR agency resuited in:* .
Referrals of special education i
students to VR 82.8 84.2 84.5 79.7 81.6 86.2 81.4 83.0 84.3 .4 79.1 84.9 p
{ 2.0) { 4.0) ( 2.9) { 3.5) { 2.3) { 3.6) {4.0) ( 2.9) ( 3.2) { 2.5) { 4.6) { 4.2)
VR staff involvement in K
writing IEPs 21.3 24.2 23.2 16.7 22.0 19.2 20.5 21.8 21.2 22.3 20.9 12.7 g
{ 2.1) {4.7) { 3.4) { 3.2) { 2.5) { 4.1) {4.1) (3.2) (3.6) {2.7) { 4.5) { 4.5)
VR staff being ascigned to . LB
ogoing work in the school 32.9 42.8 34.2 24.5 33.6 30.7 28.0 37.2 31.1 31.3 33.5 37.3 -
{ 2.4) { 5.4) { 3.8) (3.7) { 2.8) ( 4.8) { 4.6) ( 3.8) { 4.1} { 3.1) { 5.3) { 5.7) 3
VR anc chool staff collaboration . B
in developing programs 32.5 38.4 348 26.5 32.6 32.3 28.5 35.4 32.5 31.1 35.4 34.5 S
{ 2.4) { 5 3) { 3 8) ( 3 8) { 2.0) ( 4.8) {4.6) (3.7) (4.1) { 3.1) {5.3) { 5.6) i
No WR coritact or nc action taken 12.5 13.9 8.9 15.4 11.9 10.0 12.8 14.0 8.7 3
{1.7) { 3 2) { 2 4) { 3 3) { 2.1) ( 2 9) {3.7) { 2.5) { 2.6) ( 2.2) { 3.9) ( 3.3) v
Number of respondents 172 185 310 268 170 306 296 422 166 175 %
Percentage in sciools that usually g
or always: &
When students changed schools: p:
Transferred IEPs 48.2 57.8 40.8 48.8 43.0 46.1 59.5 45.9 34.5 §5.7 36.1 23.9 i
{ 2.5) {5.2) (3.9) (4.1) { 2.9) { 5.0) {4.5) (3.8) {4.1) {3.1) { 5.3) ( 5.0) e
Transferred files 49.5 57.5 41.8 51.9 50.1 47.9 61.4 469 35.6 57.2 36.3 26.1 D
{ 2.5) (5.2)(3.9)(4.1) { 2.9) ( 4.9) {4.5) (3.8) (4.1) { 3.1) {5.2) ( 5.1) ;;j
Discussed student needs with i
other schools’ staff 32.6 3.2 30.3 30.1 32.1 33.9 41.6 29.7 23.5 37.7 24.1 16.9 B
{ 2.3) {5.1) { 3.6) ( 3.8) {(2.7) ( 4.7) {4.58) (3.5 (3.7) { 3.0) { 4.7) { 4.4) ;;
When students became clients s
of service agencies: 5
Sent files to agencies 40.6 47.5 34.8 41.9 33.9 424 43.4 38.1 31.6 45.4 33.8 24.2 s
{ 2.5) { 5.3) ( 3.8) { 4.4) { 2.9) ( 5.0) {4.8) (3.8) (4.2) { 3.2) { 5.4) {5.2) %
Discussed student needs with 3
agency staff 36.7 40.9 32.1 38.3 36.8 36.5 45.2 34.1 28.5 42.1 28.4 19.7 ’
{ 2.4) { 5.2) { 3.7) { 4.1) { 2.8) ( 4.9) {4.7) ( 3.7) ( 4.0) {3.1) {5.1) ( 4.7) K
Number of respondents 780 191 322 257 587 193 195 300 285 443 165 163 X

* See Appendix for percentage of youth in schools that served 12th grade.

Source:

Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs.

Data are for the most recent year in school.
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Table 138: COORDINATION IN SCHOOLS ATTENDED BY SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES {Conc luded)

Househo1d Income Ethnicity Head of Household's Educat ion
Under 12,000- $25,000 . No mgh School High School. Beyond
Coordinat ion Characteristics $12,000 ;24, and Over Black White H isgni Diploma Diploma IE
0f students in schools serving
12th grade, percentage in schools
whose staff contacts with the
state.VR agency resulted in:*
Referrals of special education
students to VR 80.7 86.8 82.6 86.4 839 82.3 81.1 83.2 1
(5.3) (3.5 (3.2 (4.7) (2.4) ( 8.4) ( 3.8) { 3.5) { 4.0)
VR staff involvement in
writing 1EPs 18.1 20.5 29.8 23.0 23.5 11.4 5.6 25.7 a1.1
(5.2) (4.2) (3.9 (5.8)(2.8) 17.0) { 3.5) { 4.1) ( 5.4)
VR staff being assigned to
ongoing work in the schoo! 40.3 30.8 33.6 4.6 30.8 23.5 34.8 33.7 33.9
(6.6) (4.7) { 4.0) (6.9) (3.0) (9.3) (4.7) ( 4.4 { 5.5)
VR and school staff collaboratiin
in developing programs 29.1 34.4 36.3 3.8 30.8 27.0 30.1 31.3 40.1
(6.2) (4.9) (4.1) (6.8) (3.0)!9.7) ( 4.5) { 4.3) {5.7)
No VR contact or no action taken 13.5 10.4 10.7 8.9 11.8 13.3 13.5 10.5 10.8
(4.6) (3.3) (2.6) (3.9)(2.1) (7.4 ( 3.3) { 2.8) 3.8)
Number of respondents 109 184 272 109 484 40 212 238 154
N Percentage in schools that usually
or always:
When students changed schools:
Transferred IEPs §5.0 52.4 49.2 63.2 49.7 37.4 54.0 47.8 53.9
{6.3) (5.0 (4.1) ( 6.4) (3.1) (10.1) ( 4.7) { 4.5) ( 5.6)
Transferred files 56.1 54.1 51.4 63.1 50.9 43.0 54.3 51.4 54.4
(6.2) (4.9) (4.1) {6. 3) { 3.1) {10. 3) ( 4.6) { 4.4) { 5.8)
Discussed student needs with
other schocls' staff 35.5 30.8 37.3 40.3 35.1 24.1 33.2 35.0 36.3
(6.1) (4.6) (4.0} (6.5) (3.0) (9.0) ( 4.4) ( 4.3) ( 5.4)
When students became clients
of service agencies:
Sent files to agencies 38.6 45.9 43.0 46.3 41.9 33.6 4.9 39.6 43.9
{6.4) (5.1) (4.1) (6.7) (3.2) (10.4) ( 4.8) ( 4.5) (5.7}
Discussed student needs with
agency staff 40.9 39.5 39.9 46.8 38.3 34.] 41.6 39.7 37.4
(6.3) (5.0) (4.0) ( 6.6) ( 3.1) (10.1) ( 4.7) ( 4.4) ( 5.5)
Number of respondents 115 186 282 117 493 40 221 247 157
* See Appendix for percentage of youth in schools that served 12th grade.
Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs. Datas are for the most recent year in school.
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Table 14A:
Commun ity
Programming Characteristics Total Urban Suburban Rural

Of students in scheols with 12th
grade, percentage in schools
that usually or always:*
focused 1EPs for seniors on
the period after secondary
school 12.5 13.5 10.9 13.6

(1.7 (3.8) (2.5) (2.9)
Had staff who worked with adult
service agencies or post-
secondary schocls to prepare for
special education students’

transitions 16.4 24.2 16.1 t1.8
(1.9) (4.7) { 3.0) ( 2.8)
Number of respondents 776 179 307 278

Of students in schools with 12th
grade, percentage in schools that
had a special program designed

to help the transition of special

education students* 14.3 19.6 15.8 9.4
(1.8) (4.4) (3.0) (2.9
Number of respordents 775 175 309 a8

Aver age number of years school

transition programs opureted 4.3 45 51 2.5
( 0.5) (1.0) (0.7) (0.5)
Number of respondents 105 32 50 23

* See Appendix for percentage of youth in schools that served 12th grade.

Source:

Gender

(2.0) (3.2)

i6.8 15.3
(2.2)(3.7)
s87 188

13.3 16.9
( 2.0) ( 3.8)
585 190

(06)(09)

TRANSITION PLANNING IN SECONDARY SCHOOLS ATTENOED BY STUDENTS WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES

Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs. Data are for the most recent year in school.

_Age in 1987 School Status
19 or Out 1 year Outl -2
15-16 17-18 older In School _or less Yaars
16.3 11.6 14.0 10.2 8.3
(3.7) (2.5 ( z 5) (2.3) ( 3.3) (3.3)
3.8 13.0 19.6 10.1 8.1
(43)(26)(29) ( 2.6) (3.4) (3.2)
173 295 425 167 1%
13.4 136 16. 13.6 15.6 15.6
(35)(26)(33) (2.2) { 4.9) (4.4)
170 311 294 426 170 170
39 46 4.3 4.4 4.6 3.9
(1.0) (0.7) (0.9) ( 0.6) (1.1) (1.1)
a2 0 o« 54 2 %
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Table 148:  TRANSITION PLANMING IN SECONDARY SCHOOLS ATTENDED 87 STIDENTS VITH LEARNING DISABILITIES

HousehoId In.n - Ethnicity — _VYeud of MM' Mim
. Under 12, ooo- $25,000 . ¥o mdl School High School
Programming Characteristics $12,000 $24,999 and Over Black White Hispanic Biplome Diplome Q
Of students in schools with 12th
grade, percentage in schools
that usually or always:*
Focused 1EPs for seniors on
the neriod after secondary .
schoo 4.0 13.3 13.8 8.5 13.8 23.0 11.6 14.7 15.1
(4.7) {3.5) (2.9 ( 4.1) ( 2.2) { 9.5) ( 3.1) ( 3.2) { 4.1)
Had staff who worked with adult .
service agencies or post-
secondary schools to prepare for
special education students’
transitions 23.7 16.8 17.7 19.8 16.4 22.3 16.9 18.2 18.3
(5.8) (3.8) (3.3) (5.6) ( 2.4) (9.1) { 3.7) { 3.6) { 4.5)
Number of respondents 108 183 271 106 487 37 211 241 155
Of students in schools with 12th
grade, percentage in schools that
had a special program designed
to help the transition of special
education students* 21.1 8.8 15.5 24.4 129 10.1 14.2 13.1 18.2
(5.5 (2.9) (3.0 (6.0) ( 2.2) ( 6.9) (3.4) ( 3.1) ( 4.6)
Number of respondents 109 184 278 106 492 k¥ 212 u 154
Average number of years school
transition programs operated 4.0 3.5 4.8 5.2 4.1 - 5.0 3.7 3.5
(1.1) (1.2) (o0.8) (1.2) ( 0.6) ( 1.0) ( 0.9) ( 6.7)
Number of respondents 21 15 43 23 6] 6 30 28 28

* See Appendix for percentage of youth in schools that served 12th grade.
Source: Survey of Secondary Special €ducation Programs. Data are for the most recent year in school.
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Table 15A: EDUCATIONAL PLACEMENTS OF swoms VITH LEARNING msmunes m Tlill MOSY RECEM m ll SECMV scm : .
Community —Gender Age in 1987 Sd_w_sss_._‘

. 19 or Out 1yoor Outl-2
tducational Placements Total Urban Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years
Percentage in:
Grades 7 or 8 14.0 13.7 9.5 16.2 12.7 11.4 360 2.8 0.5 17.9 4.8 6.1
(1.7) (3.6) {2.3) (3.0 (1.9) ( 3.6) {4.3) (1.2) ( 0.6) ( 2.4) ( 2.2) ( 2.6)
Grades 8 or 10 “4.1 46.1 45.1 42.2 4.1 44.2 58.5 51.2 9.4 53.6 20.7 23.8
( 2.4) (5.2)(4.0) (4.0 (2.8) { 4.7) ( 4 4) (3.8) (2.4) ( 3.1) ( 4.3) { 4.6)
Grades 11 or 12 3.5 3.6 41.7 41.6 40.8 36.2 4.2 87.5 26.0 72.5 68.1
(2.4) (50)(39)(4.0) (2.8) (4.5 (15)(37)(28) {2.7) ( 4.7) (5.1
Ungraded progrars .24 36 3.7 0.0 2.4 2.2 2.8 1.8 2.6 2.5 2.2 2.1
W 07) (1.9) (1.5 ( 0.0) (0.9)(1.4) (1.5 (1.0) (1.3) ( 1.0) ( 1.6) ( 1.5)
Number of respondents 881 198 320 306 652 227 222 325 33 475 184 210
Percentage in:
Special schools for youth
with disabilities 2.0 4.2 1.4 03 2.4 0.9 2.2 2.0 1.7 2.8 0.7 0.1
(0.7) ( 2.0) (0.9) (0.4) ( 0.9) ( 0.9) (1.3) (1.1) (1.1) ( 1.0) ( 0.5) (0.3)
Regular schools but in no
regular education classes 7.2 12.3 6.8 3.0 6.7 8.5 10.4 4.0 8.2 6.7 9.0 6.6
(1.2) (3.3) (2.0) (1.4) (1.4) ( 2.6) 12.7) (1.5) ( 2.3) (1.5) ( 3.0) fan
Regular education classes 3 {
for nonacademics® only 26.7 419 22.2 22.2 26.9 26.2 23.6 27.9 9.2 25.1 31.2 21.2
(2.1) ( 5.0) (3.3) (3.4) (2.5 ( 4.1) ( 3.8) (3.3} ( 3.8) (2.7) ( 4.9) ( 4.8)
Regular education classes
for some academics™ 54.7 313 50.6 64.1 55.0 54.0 55.4 55.2 52.9 £5.5 47.6 60.6
(2.4) (4.7) (3.9) ( 3.9) ( 2.8) ( 4.6) f4.4) (3.7)1s5.1) (3.1) ( 5.3) { 5.3)
A1l regular education
classes 9.4 10,2 9.0 10.5 8.9 10.4 84 109 8.0 9.9 11.5 5.5
(1.4) (3.1) (2.3) (2.5) ( 1.6) ( 2.8) (2.5) (2.3) ( 2.2) (1.8) ( 3.4) ( 2.5)
Number of respondents 897 208 320 309 664 231 226 331 340 483 186 215
Average percentage of class time e
in regular education classes: -
As a whole 62.8 47.3 654 7.7 62.5 63.8 §8.5 67.0 61.9 63.0 60.9 66.3 55
(1.6) (3.7) { 2.6) ( 2.0) (1.8) (3.2 ( 3 2) (2.2) (2.7) ( 2.0) ( 3.5) ( 3.2) A
In grades 7 or 8 58.5 51,1 569 72.0 52.0 72.4 -—- - 58.8 - -——- R
( 5.2) (1*.3) (11.4) ( 4. l) ( 6.2) (8.3) ( 5 2) (5.2 =
In grades 9 or 10 63.4 44.2 68.3 71.8 63.5 63.3 60.8 67.1 52.2 64.4 51.4 68.6 f”:§
( 2.7) ( 55) (4.2) (3.6) ( 3.0) ( 5.5) ( 4.0) (3.3) (9.2) ( 2.8) ( 8.7) ( 6.2) is
In grades 11 or 12 66.6 §2.3 68.9 71.5 67.9 62.8 --- 69.8 64.8 67.4 64.9 66.9 ?
(2.1) (59) (3.1) (2.7) ( 2.3) ( 4.5) (2.9) (2.8) v 3.4) { 3.8) ( 3.6) 42
In unaraded programs 15.9 A L 9.8 --- R --- .- “- 12
(6.5) ( 6.6) G
Number of respondents 333 190 303 285 623 209 204 311 318 450 177 196 4
* Academic courses include English/language arts, mathematics, science, social science, and foreign language. Other courses are considered 11}*’&

nonacademic.

S
S

s

Source: Students® school records. Data are for the students’ most recent year in secondary school. 9 4 &



Table 158: Eumnom. PLACEMENTS OF STUDENTS WITH LEARNING DISABlLlTlES“ In Tlﬂl MST RECENI TER ll SEMY m

__ Housshold Income Ethntcity uﬁ_&mmm_
Under 12,000- . -$25,000 lolﬂﬂn Sdno‘l Hiﬁ\ School _ Beyond
Educational Placesents $12,000 $24,999 and Over 8leck Vhite Hispanic Diploms _Diploms  High Schuol
Percentage in: %
Grades 7 or 8 16.0 11.9 7.3 200 9.3 7.9 18.7 7.9 _8.8
(4.7) (3.3) (2.2) (5.2) (1.9) ( 5.8) ( 3.5) 2.4) ( 3.3)
Grades 9 or 10 38.2 48.7 45.2 .1 4.5 58.8 40.7 47.1 50.3
(6.2) (5.1) (¢<.1) ( 6.3) ( 3.2) {10.6) ( 4.7) 4.5) { 5.8)
Grades 11 or 12 40.4 37.5 48.3 35.8 41.5 32.0 41.8 42.2 35.8
(6.3) (4.8) (4.1) ( 6.2) ( 3.1) {10.0) (4.7) ( 4.4) ( 5.5)
Ungraded programs 5.4 1.9 1.2 6.1 1.6 3.2 0.8 2.8 5.0
{29) {1.4) (0.9) (3.1) (0.8) { 3.8) { 0.9) ( 1.5) { 2.5)
Number of respondents 118 190 294 123 516 40 23 258 163
Percentage in:
Special schoois for youth !
with diszbilities 4.5 2.5 2.3 5.3 1.9 1.9 5.2
(2.5 (2.2 (1.7) (2.0) (59.9) (4.7) {1.3) (1.2) { 2.5)
Regular schools but in no
regular education classes 11.6 8.8 3.8 12.4 5.2 11.7 6.2 1.6 10.8
(4.1) «.8) { 1.6) (4.2) (1.4) (6.7) ( 2.3) ( 2.4) ( 3.5) 2
Regular education classes ;
for nonzcademics® only 429 27.0 140 40.6 22.1 43.7 3.5 27.9 14.1 .
(6.3) (4.4) (2.9) ( 6.2) ( 2.5) (10.3) ( 4.4) ( 4.0) ( 4.0) ;
Regular education classes ,
for some academics* 38.2 s50.2 63.1 37.3 858.7 32.% 51.2 52.9 53.6
(6.2) {5.0) (4.0 (6.1) (3.1) (9.7) (4.7) ( 4.4) (5.7)
A1l regular education
classes 3. 134 148 7.2 11.7 6.8 7.1 9.8 16.3
(2.2) (3.4) (2.9) {3.3)(2.0) (5.2) (2.4) ( 2.6) ( 4.2)
Number of respondents 120 197 297 128 520 43 227 265 166
Average percentage of class time
in regular education classe.:
As a whole 4.8 63.53 72.8 49.8 68.0 40.% 57.9 62.5 65.8
(4.1) (3.2) (2.6) {4.4) (1. 9) { 8. l) (31) (3.2} ( 4.0)
In grades 7 or 8 --- 524 71.5 51.0 66.3 --- 52.1 --- ---
{:0.1) (10.9) (10. 2) (7.7) (9.4)
In grades 9 or 10 459 d2.4 76.0 46.6 69.6 45.9 $3.9 63.5 66.1
(7.9 (5.0) (4.2 (7. l) ( 3. 2) (10.1) (5.1) { 4.9) { 6.9)
In 4. ades 11 or 12 4.4 68.8 70.8 57.7 --- 60.5 65.5 68.8
(5.6) (4.3) (3.3) (68)(24) { 4.2) {3.7) {5.3)
In ungraded programs --- --- == Rt - == .-
Number of respondents 111 181 278 120 488 36 214 245 153
- 30
* Academic courses include English/language arts, mathematics, sciencr 3soctal science, and foreign language. Other courses are considered

nonacademic.

Source: Students’ school records.

Data are for the siidents’ most re.out year in secondary school.
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Table 16A: COWRSE-TAKING BY STUDENTS VITH LEARNING DISABILITIES IW THEIR MOST RECENT YEAR IN SECONDARY SCHOOL

Course Yak ing

Average percentage of class time
spent in academic* subjects:
As a whole
In regular education classes
In special education classes
Number of respondents
Average percentage of class time
spent in nonacademic* subjects:
As a whole
In regular education classes
In special educatior classes
Number of respondents
Percentage taking English/language
arts classes:
As a whole
In regular education classes
In special education ciasses
Number of respondents
Percentage taking mathematics
classes:
As a whole
In regular education classes

In special education classes

Number of respondents

* Academic courses include English/language arts, mathemaics, science, social science,

nonacademic.

"Source: Students’ school records.

Community

Urban Suburban Rural

59.3 52.5 54.1
(1.7) (1.6) { 1.5)
19.6 319 323
( 2.8) ( 2.2) ( 2.0)
39.7 20.6 21.8
(3.0) ( 2 0) (1.7)

192 287

(1.1) ( 0.8) (0.9
3.8 83 4.3
(0.8) (1.5 (0.9)
192 303, 287

97.3 94.0 95.9
(1.7) (1.9) ( 1.7)
28.5 55.6 46.1
(4.8) ( 4.1) ( 4.2)
72.2 45.4 59.6
(4.7)(4.1)(4.1)

192 303 287

79.8 749 72.6
( 4.3) ( 3.6) ( 3.8)
23.8 43.7 4.0
( 4.5) ( 4.1) ( 4.2)
56.4 32.6 30.4
(5.3) (3.8)(3.9)

192 303 287

Gender

(1.5) (2.5)
6271 210

13.3  16.5

(1.0) ( 1.7)
6.6 10.6

(o 6) (1. l)
6.7 5.9

(0.9) (1.4)
627 210

94.7 94.6
(1.3) (2.2)
43.5 50.0
(2.9) (4.9
57.5 52.3
(2.9) ( 4.9)
627 210

74.3 78.6
(2.5) ( 4.0)
38.9 41.2
(2.8) ( 4.8)
37.1 37.5
(2.8) ( 4.7)

627 210

Data are for the most recent year in school.

and foreign language.

Age in 1987 Schual Status

19 or Out { year Out1=-2

-16 17-58 older In-School _of less Years
§9.6 53.9 48.2 56.7 48.4 51.9
( 17) (1.3) (1.8) (1.1) { 2.4) ( 2.3)
30.9 30.2 23.9 30.6 24.6 21.0
(2.5) (2.0)(2.0) (1.7) ( 2.6) ( 2.8)
28.7 23.7 .2 26.1 23.9 24.8
( 2.5) (1.8) ( 2.1) (1.6) (2.7) ( 2.6)
205 312 321 451 177 200
17.0 12.4 13.1 13.6 16.0 12.6
(1. 8) ( l l) ( l 5) ( 1.0) ( 2.3) { 1.5)
8.4 7.0 7.8 7.9 7.6
(o. 9) ( 0 8) ( 0 9) ( 0.6) (1.1) (1.2)
8.6 5.9 8.1 5.0
(1.7) ( 0 9) { l 3) ( 0.8) ( 2.3) ( 1.0)
205 312 32 451 177 200
95.4 97.3 89.1 97.1 88.8 92.7
(2.0) (1.3) ( 2.6) (1.1) ( 3.4) ( 2.9)
46.5 47.5 39.4 48.3 40.7 38.5
(4.7) ( 3.8) ( 4.1) ( 3.2) (5.3) ( 5.4)
§7.5 54.3 57.2 55.9 54.4 59.7
( 4.6) ( 3.8) ( 4.2) ( 3.2) ( 5.4) ( 5.5)
205 312 321 451 177 200
92.1 75.4 51.0 84.0 54.7 59.2
(25)(33)(42) ( 2.3) ( 5.4) (5.5)
45.1 43.2 24.6 43.8 26.4 34.2
(4.7) ( 3.8) ( 3.7) ( 3.2) ( 4.8) ( 5.3)
48.4 33.3 27.6 41.5 29.4 26.2
{ 4.7) ( 3.6) ( 3.8) ( 3.1) ( 4.9) ( 4.9)
205 312 321 451 177 200

Other courses are considered
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Houpohold Income Etmicity u_w_mm_w.umm_

a'«,

Under 12,000- $25,000 ] mu!‘ School Iﬂ Schoo'l - Bayond
Course Taki $12,000.§24,899 and Over  Black White Hispenic - _ Diploms High School
Average percentage of class time ) K
3 spent in academic® subjects: R
) As a whole 528 542 55.2 53.0 57.9 55.4 53.3 55.2 Z
: (2.5) (1.8) (1.5) ( 2 3) ( 12) ( 4 6) (1.9) (1.5) (2.2) “
In regular education classes 15.8 28.3 36.4 2.2 N4 24.7 27.8 33.3
(2.9) (2.6) (2.1) ( 3.3 ( l l) ( 8 0) (2.%5) (2.3) (3.1)
. In special education classes 37.0 25.9 18.8 .4 37.9 30.7 25.6 21.9 ;
Y (3.4) (2.6) (2.0 ( 3 4) ( l 5) (7. o) ( 2.5) (2.4) (2.9 .
Number of respondents 112 13 278 218 ¥} 14, )
Average percentage of class time "
spent in ncnacademic* subjects: .
As a whole 13.1 14.9 13.7 9.0 14.2 18.3 13.1 12.8 16.4
(2.4) (1.7) (1.2 ( 1 5) ( 1 o) ( 5 6) L) (1.2) (2.1)
In regular education classes 5.8 8.6 9.0 1.3 6.9 10.1
(1.2) (1.1) (0.9) ( l 2) ( 0 7) ( l 9) v 1.0) ( 0.9) { 1.3)
In special education classes 1.3 6.3 4.7 5.8 5.9 6.3
(2.1) (1.4) (0.9 ( l 0) ( 0 B) ( 5 3) {1.4) {0.9) (1.8) !
Number of respondents 112 183 278 216 r1 Y] 153
~ Percentage taking English/language
©  arts classes: ‘
As a whole 95.7 937 96.2 99.3 94.7 946 96.3 94.0 96.0 B
(2.7) (2.5 (1.6) (1.1) (1.5) ( 4. 9) (1.8) { 2.2) ( 2.3)
In regular education classes 6.3 M6 593 29.0 51.3 36.5 3.5 4.5 55.7 ;
(58 (5.1) (4.2 (5. 9) ( 3 3) (lo 5) (4.7) ( 4.6) ( 5.9) P
In special education classes 75.2 55.0 45.9 15.7 66.4 55.2 45.4 :
(5.7) (51) (4.2 ( 5 6) ( 3 3) (10 5) ( 4.6) ( 4.6) ( 5.9)
Number of respondents 112 183 278 489 216 7 153
Percentage taking mathematics
classes:
As a whole 76.2 79.2 75.8 81.5 75.2 80.8 74.8 79.6 78.8
(56) (4.2) (3.7) (5. l) { 2.8) { 8.6) (4.2) ( 3.7) ( 4.9)
In regular education classes 2.5 38.3 53.2 25. 439 27.2 31.§ 41.4 48.0 v
(55) (5.0) (4.3} (s. 7) { 3.3) ( 9. 7) ( 4.5) { 4.5) { 5.9) :
In special education classes 55.3 41.1 25.8 56.6 33.4 43.8 39.3 4.5 *
(65 (5.1) (3.7) ( 6 5) ( o l) (lo B) ( 4.8) { 4.5) ( 5.6) "
Number of respondents 112 183 218 216 47 153 |
* Academic courses include English/language arts, mathematics, science, social science, and foreign language. Other courses are considered :
nonacademic. ;
. :
©Q  Source: Students’ school records. Data are for *+he most r-sent year in school. ‘J:, *
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Table 16A COURSE-TAKING BY STWENTS wnn LEARN!NG DXSMXUTXES IN Tltllt MST RECEI‘L YEM Ill SECMARY SCMOL (Cm\hd;d)
. Q! in 1987

Course Taking

Percentage taking science classes:

As a whole
In regular education classes
In special education classes
Number of respondents
Percentage taking other academic*
classes:
As a whole
In regular education classes
In special education classes
Number of respondents
Percentage taking nonacademic*
classes:
As a whole
In regular education classes
in special education classes
Number of respondents
Percentage taking nonsubject-
specific special education
classes**

Number of respondents

MRS .
— —

~ Cm-n Yy

4.2 77.6

( 4 l) (3.6) (3. 5)
31.1 50.0 55.8

( 4.9) (41)(42)

52.5 2.1

(5.3) ¢( 3.6) { 3.6)

192 303 %

85.9 88.7 85.6
(3..) (2.6) (2.9)
1.3 75.5 78.5
(4.8) (3.5) (3. s)
3.1 357 23.8
(4.9) (3.9) (3.6)
182 303 287

7.3 9.7 6.6
(2. a) (2.4) (2.1}
192 303 287

19-or
15-16 17-18 older

79.3 5.3 323
(3.8) (3.8) (4.0
51.4 363 22.0

(4.7) (3.7) { 3.5)-

20.0 20.0 10.8
(4.3) (3.1) (2.6)
20 312 32

5.7 75.7 16.8
( 4.0) (3.3) (3.6)
46.1 47.7 467
(4n(sa)(4n
30.6 29.4 334
(4»(35)(4m
a2 31

95.2 87.5 75.5
(2.0) ( 2.5) (3. 6)
80.8 76.6 62.
(sntsn(Au
37.6  20.2 28.0
(4.5) (3.5) (3.8)
205 312 32

7.2 9.1
(2.4) 1 2.0) (2.4)
205 312 3

IS AL

mi Stgtg

Out 1 ysir « Out -2
In-School _or-less Ygg

66.6 38.2 0.9,
{ 3.0 -( 5.3) 5.5
3.2 22.5 3.9
(3.2) ( 4.5) (5.2)
24.5 16.2 0.1
(2.7) ( 4.0) (3.4)
451 177 200
76.3 5.8 76.3
(2.7) ( 4.9) (4.7)
46.8 .7 “.5
(3.2) (5.2 (5.5)
30.7 20.0 34.0
(2.9) (4.9) (5.3)
451 1”7 200
90.0 83.5 78.4
(1.9) ( 4.0) ( 4.6)
77.5 69.3 71.3
(2.7) (5.0 ( 5.0)
32.6 25.8 29.8
( 3.0) (4.7) (5.1)
451 177 200

*  Academic courses include Enylish/language arts, mathematics, science, sucial science, and foreign .anguage. Other courses are considered

nonacademic.

**  Nonsubject-specific special education courses could include study skills courses, general life skills curriculum courses, etc.

Source: Students’ school records.
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Data are for the most recent year in school.
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Table 188: COURSE-TAKING BY STUDENTS VITH LEARNING DISABILITIES IN THEIR NOST RECENT YEAR 1IN SECONDARY SCHOOL (Concleded) )

—Household Incoms Ethnicity Hopd of Hoysehold's Sducat
Under 12,000- $25,000 No High School High'School & od
CourseTaking §12,000 §24,999 ond Over  Black White Hispsnic  _ Oiploms  _Oiplome Wi 1
Percentage taking science classes: )
As a whole s5.8 S58.1 .2 67.8 5.0 3.3 82.3 83.4 59.2
(6.5 {51 (42 ( 6.1) ( 3.2) (10.6) ( 4.8) ( £.4) (5.8)
In regular education classes 46 38.0 M« .9 40.1 18. 2.3 37.9 4.6
(5.7) £5.0) (42 (6.0) (3.2) (8.9 ( 4.5) ( 4.5} (5.9)
In special education classes 32.4 208 16.3 3.7 1.8 23 2.8 26.0 18.8
(6.1) (4.2) (3.2 (6.3) { 2.5) {9.0) ( 4.0) ( 4.0) ( 4.¢)
Nusber of respondents 112 183 a 121 409 39 26 1Y) 153
Percentage teking other academic*®
classes:
As a whole 4.4 751 NS 78.7 15.2 122 na 75.4 81.7
(5.7) 145) (3.6) (5.3) ( 2.8) (9.7) ( 4.4) ( 4.0 ( 4.6)
In regular education classes 8 4S5 5.0 31.7 50.5 2.8 37.8 45.0 53.1 )
(5.8) (5.1) (4.2) (6.1) (3.3) (9.9 (4.7) ( 4.8) (5.9) "
In special education classes 8.7 319 2.6 4.2 2.7 439 35.8 2.8 8.0 3
(6.6) (4.8) (3.6) ( 6.5) ( 2.9) (10.8) ( 4.6) ( 4.3) ( 5.4) 5
Nusber of respondents 11 183 78 121 48 3 216 129 153 32
Percentage taking nonacademic*® -
N classes: R
N As a whole 82.9 888 89.9 §4.3 87.2 8.6 8.5 86.4 9.1 .
(4.9) (3.3) (2.6) ( 4.7) { 2.2) { 6.6) { 3.6) { 3.2) 2.8)
In regular education classes 62.6 79.6 8.9 723 715.% 68.5 3.5 713.8 76.4
{6.4) (4.2) (3.9 ( 5.8) ( 2.8) (10.1) ( 4.3) ( 4.1) ( 5.0)
In special education classes 86 308 287 5.7 3.1 .S 2.8 35.1 3.8
(6.4) (4.8) (3.9) ( 5.7) ( 3.0) (10.8) ( 4.3) ( 4.4) (5.7)
Number of respondents 112 183 278 121 489 k) ] A6 (Y} 153
Pircentage taking nonsubject-
specific special educatfon
classes™* 7.6 11.1 8.6 5.5 94 S4 7.4 12.2 .
{35 (3.2) (2.4) (3.0) (1.9) { 4.9) (2.5 ( 3.0) ( 2.8) !
Number of respondents 112 183 a 121 489 ] 216 W 1

*  Academic courses include English/language arts, mathematics, science, social science. and foreign language. Other courses are considered
nonacademic.

**  Nonsubject-specific special education courses could include study skills courses, generai life skills curriculum courses, etc.

Source: Students® schoo)l records. Data are for the most recent year in school.
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" Other vocational education includes training in prevocational skills, work exploration/work experience, and on-the-job training.

Data are for the students’ most recent year in secondary school.

Parent interviews and students’ school records.

Source:
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Table 178: VOCATIONAL EDUCATION PARTICIPATIM 8y SYMITS utm LE'R‘!IIG NSABIUTIES
IN THEIR MOST RECENT YEAR IN SEW Y SCHOOL.

___Housshold tncome Ethnicity _Head of Household's Educstion
Under 12,000- $25,000 Nc High School H'gh School = |
Vocational Education Courses 12,000 $24,999 and Qver Black Vhite Hispanic Diploms Diploms  High Schpol
Percentage enrolled in:
Any vocationsl education §5.4 594 88.3 §7.2 62.0 49.6 58.6
: (5.4) (4.3) (3.6) {5.4) (2.8) (8.98) ( 4.1)
Occupat ionally-oriented
vocational education 45.9 535 549 45.7 54.5 42.0 48.5
8 (5.4} (4.4) (23.9) (5.5) ( 2.8) ( 8.8) (4.2)
Home economics-oriented
vocational education 2.9 18.0 21.6 1.8 23.2 16.1 20.5
5.6) (4.0) (3.8) (5.5)(2.8) (8.2) ( 4.0)
Other vocational education* 10.5 8.0 1.3 8.6 103 6.1 9.3
(3.3) (2.5) (2.4) (3.2) (1.7) ( 4.3) ( 2.4)
Number of respondents 112 183 278 121 489 39 216
Average hours per week in:
Any vocational education 4.9 4.2 5.1 4.3 5.1 2.8 4.5 4.9 4.2
(0.7) 0.5 (0.4) (0.6) (0.3)(0.8) ( 0.5) ( 0.4) ( 0.5)
Occupat ionally-oriented
vocational education 3.6 3.3 3.6 3.0 38 2.1 3.4 3.8 2.8
(0.6) (0.4) (0.4) (0.6) (0.3) ( 0.6) ( 0.4) ( 0.4) ( 0.4)
Home economics-oriented’
vocational educat fon 0.9 0.7 1.2 08 1.0 0.6 0.8 0.9 1.2
(0.3) (0.2) (0.2 (0.2) (0.1) ( 0.4) (0.2) (0.2) ( 0.3) .
Other vocational education* 0.7 0.4 0.5 0.7 0.5 0.2 0.5 0.5 0.6
(0.3) (0.1) (0.2 (0.3) (0.1) ( 0.2) (0.2) (0.2) (0.2)
Mumber of respondents 112 183 278 121 489 3 216 r{}) 153

* Other vocational education includes training in p- vocational skills, work exploration/work experience, and on-the~job training.

Source: Parent interviews and students' school records. Data are for the students’ most recent year in secondary school.
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Yocatifonal Education Courses Jotal

Percentage tn any vocational
education courses in grades:

7or8 -
Sorlo 74.1
( 3.6)
11 or 12 86.6
( 2.3)
Ungraded programs 73.5
(12.8)
Number of respondents 879
Average hours per week in any
vocational education in grades:
7or8 -
9 or 10 4.7
( 0.4)
11 or 12 8.5
( 0.4)
Ungraded programs 9.1
( 2.3)
Number of respondents 876
Percentage in occupationally-
oriented vocational education
courses in greies:
7o0or8 ---
9 or 10 64.0
( 3.9)
11 or 12 76.2
(2.9)
Ungraded progrems 57.6
(14.4)
Number of respondents 873

Source: Parent interviews and students” school records.

Community

75.5 72.4 75.0
(71)(60)(61)
85.1 90.1 83.9
(5.6) { 3.3) { 4.0)

198 319 305

39 44 55§
(07)(05)(07)
8.1 84 8.9
(09)(07)(07)

e Py -ve

198 3t 34

61.5 62.8 65.4
(8.1) (6.5) (6.7)
71.7 78.1 78.2
(7.1) ( 4.6) ( 4.5)

197 316 303

Tem -1‘& ‘:zs v ,3;-?1{‘": ):

Tablc 17A:  VOCATIONAL: EDII:ATION PARTICXPATIO“ BY; STUDENTS - VITH: lEMllﬁ
IN THEIR MOST: RECENT YEAR IN SECONOARY "SCHOOL (Con )

&mr\ Ky
Male female
76.0 70.0
(4.1) (7.1)
87.7 83.7
(2.6) (5.2)

75.2 ee-
{15.2)

651 226

5.0 4.1
( 0.5) ( 0.6)

8.6 8.4
1 3.5) (0.8}

8.2 ---
( 2.4)

648 226
67.6 55.5
(4.5 (7.7}
78.6 69.f
(3.2 (6.o)
61.5 ---
(17.2)

648 223

M_om 987

19 or
15-16 17-18 older

72.2 77.3 61.§
{5.2) (4.6) (14.7)
67.7 87.5 86.7
(25.4) ( 3.6) (3.1)

222 328 33

42 55 3.3
(0.5) (0.5) (1.3)
=== 85 87

(0.6) ( 0.8)

21 34 331

5.5 71.6 43.0
(57)(49) (150)

o h (e

—— -~ -——

221 324 328

Data are for the students’ most recent year in secondary school.

DlSAllt l'l’ ZS
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Table 178: VOCM!OIAL muon PART!C!PAHM!Y STIRNTS UITN lE'Rﬂlﬁ DISMILIHES;
IN THEIR MST lECCNT YEAR IN ssm

Vocat jona) Education Courses

Percentage in any vocational
education courses in grades:

7Tord

9orll

1t or 12

Ungraded programs

Number of respondents

Average hour’ per week in any
vocational education in grades:

Jor8

9orl0

11 or 12

Ungraded programs

Number of respondents

Percentage in occupat ionally-
oriented vocational education
courses in grades:

7ors8

9orl0

il or 12

Ungraded programs

Number of respondents

Source:

Parent interviews and students’

MIQ !’m’ .
Under 12, 000- - $25,000
$12,000 $24.990 and Over

77.3 76.2 76.8
(97) (69) (‘20)

85.9
( 6.4) (sﬂ (3.5)

- - o

18 189 293

4.6

{ 1 0) { 0 8) { 0.5)
9.4 7.2 8.2
{1.3) (0.8) (0.7)

18 189 291

66.0 68.3 62.8
(110) (76) {6.8)
75.9

(83) (60) {4.7)

17 187 290

school records.

\g m {Continued

Emu

Black \_m_m Hispanic

13.6 1.1 73.6
(99)(43) (13.8)

94.2 87.6
(47)(32)(159)

123 514 40

38 56 33
(08)(05)(09)
9.5 8.1 56
(1.3) (0.5) (2.3)

123 512 40

60.4 70.9 59.0
(11.0) ( 4.8) (15.4)
77.9 74.5 66.4
(83)(38)(160)

—ew o -

123 508 40

107

"o mgh School High School :
_Diploss -

77.1
{7.9)
83.7
( 4.9)

223

64.8
{ 8.0)

( 6.0)

221

Data are for the students’ most recent year in secondary school.

Diploms g,e_.m e

80.5 70.8
{5.9) {8.3)
87.2 85.0
{ 4.0) (5.9)
258 162
5.2 4.8
{0.7) {0.7)
8.3 6.8
(0.7) ( 0.9)
257 161
n.e 59.7
(6.7) ( 8.9)
78.4 74.2
{5.0) {7.3)
255 161
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Table 17a. VOCATIONAL smnon PART!CIPATIM oY’ STWENIS \ﬂm LEM!IIG DISMILITIES e AR
IN THEIR MOST. RECENT YEAR IN SECMDMY SCMOOL (Contimod) ‘ - ST
Community Gender . ___Age in 1987 School Status - -
19 or Out 1 year Out 1.- 2
Vocational Education Courses Total Urban Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Yorcs
Average hours per week n
occupat ionally-oriented
vocational education in grades:
7or8 - eee e-s wee e== e e== e - - - -
9 or 10 3.5 3.0 31 40 39 25§ 2.7 45 1.8 3.8 2.0 3.1
{ 0.4) { 0 7) (0.5) (0.7) (0.5) (0.5) (0.5) (0.5 ( 0 9) (0.4) (0.7) (1.2)
11 or 12 5.7 50 53 6.5 5.9 5.1 --- 58 6.1 5.3 5.6
{ 0.4) (0.9) (0.7) ( 0 6) ( 0.5) { 0.8) (0.6) ( 0 6) (0.7) (0.8) (0.7)
Ungraded programs 5.4 mem ews . §3 --- eee  ees  eee - --- .-
{1.7) (2.1)
Number of respondents 858 193 310 300 636 220 217 317 3 463 179 204
Percentage in vocationat
education courses in:
Regular education classes 60.9 43.2 66.0 68.7 63.9 53.1 45.1 70.2 67.6 $8.4 64.7 69.5
( 2.4) (S. 2) (3. 9) ( 3.9) ( 2.8) ( 4.9) (4.7) ( 3.5) ( 4.0) ( 3.3) (5.2) 5.1)
Special education classes 16.5 20.1 5.6 16.5 1.6 13.0 15.8 22.7 16.1 21.9 13.7
(1.9) ( 4 a) (3.3) (1.9 (2.2) (3.6) (3.2) (2.8) (3.5 (2.3) (4.5) (3.8)
Number of respondents 838 303 287 627 210 205 312 32 451 177 200
Average hours per week in
vocational education courses in:*
Regular education classes 8.0 §.7 8.2 9.3 8.2 7.6 56 88 9.6 7.6 8.4 9.8
{ 0.4) (0. 7) ( o 7) ( 0.5) (0.4) (0.7) (0.6) (0.5) (0.7) (0.4) ( 0.9) ( 0.9)
Special education classes 1.9 3.7 0.7 1.9 2.1 16 19 23 2.0 2.4 1.2
{£.%) { 0.8) ( 0 4) ( 0.3) (0.3) (0.5 (0.4) (0.4) (0.4) (0.4) (0.5 ( 0.4)
Number of respondents 671 146 250 233 506 165 137 250 27 37 151 168
* Of those taking vocational education.
Source: Students’' school records. Data are for the students’ most recent year in secondary school.
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A

__Jmﬂwuua__
Under 12,000- §25,000
Vocat fona Cour $12,000 $24,999  and Quer
Average hours per week in
occupationally-oriented
vocatfonal education in grades:
Tors .- ve- vee
9 orl0 3.8 3.9 3.2
(1.1) (0.8) (0.5
11 or 12 8.6 4.6 5.5
(1.3) (0.7) (0.7)
Ungraded programs . - vee e
Number of respondents 114 182 287
Percentage in vocational
education courses in:
Regular education classes 48.6 64.1 70.1
(6.6) (4.9) (3.9
Special education classes 2.1 16.4 12.7
(58) (3.8 (2.8)
Number of respondents 112 183 as
Average hours per week in
vocational sducation courses in:*
Regular education classes 6.9 7.8 8.1
(1.0) (0.7) (0.9
Special education classes 4.1 1.4 1.3
(1.1) 10.4) (0.9
Number of respondents 87 148 238

* 0f those taking vocational education.

Table 178: YOCATIONAL EOUCATION PMHCIPA"M‘!Y 5“!!!“ Ulﬂl Lmllﬂ olsmums
IN THEIR MOST RECENT YEAR 1N SECONOARY SCHOOL )Cu\t

— Ethnicity

Black White Hispanic

- mme —aw

3.0 41 31
(0.8) (0.5) (1.0)
§5 3.1

6.0 .
(1.4) (0.5) (1.6)

119 503 38

45.3 69.7 36.0
(6. S) ( 3.0) (10.4)
5.9 133 26.3
(5.7) (2.2) (9.6)
121 489 39

64 8.6 4.3
(1.0) (0.5) (1.2)
34 15 3.8
(0.9) (0.3) (1.6)
93 46 7

167

Source: Students’' school records. Data are for the students‘' most recent year in secondary school.

No High School High Schoo!
Diploms Diploms

Beyond
High_School

1



Yable 17A: VOCATIONAL EDUCATION PARTICIPATION BY STUDENTS WITH LEMNING OISABILITIES

IN THEIR MOST RECENT YEAR IN SECONOARY SCHOOL *(Concluded)

_Commynity

3
!
3

or lesg

19 or

15-16 17-18 older

Male femle

Vocational Educction Courses

~Yoors

Percentage of vocational education

students studying:
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Table 18A: SERVICES AND PROGRAMS AVAILABLE IN SCHOOLS ATTENDED BY SECONDARY STWENTS VITH LEARNING DISABXLITIES

Community Gender - Age in 1987 ' School. Status
19 or Out 1 year Outl -2
Ser-ices/Programs Total Urban Suburban Rural Hale Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years
Percentage in schools with:*
Chapter 1/Title 1 49.4 45.3 45.0 56.9 48.7 51.0 51.3 50.5 43.9 50.0 48.3 4.2
{ 2.3) { 4.7) ( 3.7) ( 3.8) ( 2.7) ( 4.5) { 4.3) ( 3.5) ( 4.0) 2.9) {5.0) { 5.6)
Bilingual education 39.7 62.8 50.8 10.8 39.5 40.4 40.4 405 37.2 38.8 40.3 42.9
{ 2.3) { 4.5) ( 3.8) (2.4) { 2.6) ( 4.4) { 4.2) ( 3.5) ( 3.9) { 2.8) ( 4.9) { 5.6)
State compensatory programs 53.8 53.6 47.7 60.8 53.9 53.5 51.9 55.4 S53.9 54.1 50.4 58.5
(2.3) (4.7) ( 3.8) (3.7) {2.7) (45) (4.3) (3.5 {41) (2.9) { 5.0) (5.5)
None of these 57.8 50.. 63.0 59.1 57.0 59.8 51.1 57.6 69.5 51.9 69.6 75.8
{ 2.3) {4.7) ( 3.6) ( 3.8) (2.7) { 4.4) { 4.3) ( 3.5) { 3.8) { 2.9) { 4.6) { 4.8)
Nusber of respondents 955 240 355 3M 710 243 246 368 341 544 207 193
Percentage in schools that
made available to secondary
special education students:
Life skills programs 88.2 81.6 90.9 89.6 88.4 87.6 87.4 87.;7 90.5 87.0 88.8 93.4
{ 1.6) { 4.1) { 2.3) { 2.5) {1.8) { 3.3) { 3.1) (2.5) (2.5) {2.1) { 3.5) { 2.9)
Vocational assessment/
counseling 90.8 89.6 93.0 889 90.8 90.7 85.4 92.9 95.3 89.9 91.9 94.3
{1.4) (3.2) { 2.0) { 2.6) {1.6) { 2.9) (3.2) {1.9) { 1.8) {1.9) { 3.0) ( 2.7)
Work adjustment training 84.9 91.5 84.2 8.3 84.3 86.3 82.0 86.5 86.3 83.9 88.9 85.3
{1.8) {2.9) (2.9){3.1) {2.1) ( 3.4) { 3.6) { 2.6) { 3.0) { 2.3) { 3.4) { 4.1)
Work exploration/exper ience 64.2 72.6 73.7 4.2 63.4 66.3 56.1 69.5 66.7 63.1 65.4 68.0
{ 2.4) {4.6) { 3.4) { 4.1) { 2.8) (4.7) { 4.6) { 3.5) { 4.1) { 3.0) {5.2) {5.4)
Specific job skills training 70.0 65.3 74.2 68.0 69.8 70.2 62.2 73.4 175.6 68.3 69.2 79.8
{ 2.3) { 4.9) { 3.4) { 3.8) { 2.5) { 4.5) { 4.5) (3.3) (3.7) { 2.9) { 5.0) { 4.7)
Job deve lopment/placement
services 65.0 71.5 68.6 55.7 64.5 66.6 56.0 68.9 72.1 61.9 73.8 70.4
{ 2.4) {4.7) ( 3.6) { 4.1) { 2.7) { 4.6) { 4.6) { 3.5) ( 3.9) { 3.0} { 4.8) {5.3)
Postemp loyment services 39.2 51.1 42.8 24.8 38.0 42.4 31.0 43.3 43 37.9 43.1 41.2
( 2.4) (5.3) (3.9)(3.5) ( 2 a) ( 4 9) ( 4.3) (3.8) 4.3) ( 3.0) ( 5.4) (5.7)
None of these 1.1 1.1 0.6 1.7 1.3 1.2 0.6 1.1 1.2 1.0
( 0.5) {1.1) (o0.6) {1..) { 0 6) { l l) {1.0) €0.8) (0.7) {0.7) 1.2) 1.1)
Number of respondents 829 196 325 295 628 199 208 317 304 470 mn 179

* Programs may be for nondisabled and/or special education students.

Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs. Data are for the most recent sear in school.
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Table 188: SERVICES AND PROGRANS AVAILABLE 1 SCHOOLS ATTENGED 8Y SECOMDARY STUOENTS VITH LEMNING DISABILITIES

——Household Income Ethnicity MM_LM_
Under 12,000- $25,000 No High-School High School - .
Sarvices/Programs $i2.000 524,999 and Ger  flack White Hispenic  _ Diploms . . Diplme. Migh sohool .
Percentage in schools with:*
Chapter 1/Title 1 9.1 457 4.5 9.1 4.5 337 47.6 4.8 “4.0
(5.9) (4.8) (3.8) ( 5 9) (2.9) (5. 8) ( 4.4) (4.2 (5.1)
8ilingual aducation 35.7 4.5 8 3.3 76.4 38.3 39.5 4.2
(5.6) (4.6, {(3.7) ( 5 !) ( 2 8) ( 8.3) (4.3) ( 4.0) (5.1)
State compensatory programs §5.3 524 4.1 $0.1 S51.4 54.3 55.3 8.9
(5.9) (4.8) (3.) ( 5 9) ( 2 9) (9.8) (4.4) (4.1) (5.9
None of these $39 57.1 3.1 47.9 59.1 54.8 $6.8 §5.2
(5.9) (4.6) (3.8) ( 5 9) ( 2 9) (s s) ( 4.4) (4.1) {S5.1)
Number of respondents 14 225 336 589 257 301 193
Percentage in schools that
mide available to secondary
special education students:
Life ski11s programs 86.3 85.9 88.8 80.8 £9.0 86.3 83.0 88.1 91.?
(4.4) (3.5) (2.8) (S5.1) (2.0) (7.2) (3.5) ( 2.9) (3.1)
Vocational assessment/
counseling 87.9 909 93.0 82.2 93.4 897 88.1 92.3 9.9
{4.1) (2.8) (2.1) (5.0) (1.6) ( 6.3) ( 3.0) (2.4) ( 3.0)
Work adjustment training 78.5 839 87.8 88.7 82.¢6 81.9 79.5 84.3 90.8
{5.3) (3.6) (2.7) (4.1) ( 2.4) { 6.8) (3.9) (3.2 (3.2
Work exploration/experience 61.3 69.8 66.7 67.1 684.0 75.2 §7.1 67.7 78.4
{6.2) (4.5) (3.8) (6.1) ( 3.0) (9.0) ( 4.6) (4.1) (4.8)
Specific Jjob 2xills training 63.8 68.6 n.2 72.6 70.5 47.5 61.9 70.9 73.9
(6.1) (4.6) (3.7 ( 5.8) ( 2.9) (10.5) { 4.5) ( 4.0) ( 4.9)
Job deve lopment/placement
services 62.5 S54.1 68.5 89.7 840 70.0 60.5 64.7 3.8
(6.2) (4.7) (3.8) (6.0) (3.0) {9.5) ( 4.5) ( 4.2) ( 4.9)
Postemp icyment services 6.6 3377 4.8 48.5 3.8 48.6 35.3 43.1 40.7
(6.1) (4.9) (4.0) ( 6.6) ( 3.0) (10.5) ( 4.4) ( 4.4) {5.5)
None of these 1.3 1.2 07 2.8 0.6 0.0 1.5 0.8 0.8
(1.5 (1.1) (0.7) (2.1) (0.5) (0.0) (1.1) (0.2) (0.8)
Number of respondents 119 193 289 120 516 43 232 256 160

* Programs may be for nondisabled and/or special education str~ants.
Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs. Data 25 for the most recent year in school.
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Table 18A: SERVICES AND PROGRAMS AVAILABLE IN SCHOOLS ATTENDED BY SECONDARY STUDENTS
WITH LEARNING CISABILITIES (Concluded)

Community " Gender Age in 1987 School Statiis
. 19 or Out I year Qutl -2
Services/Programs Total Urban Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years”
Percentage in schools that usually
provided when needed:*
Speech/ language therapy 97.3 96.9 97.6 97.8 97.1 98.1 98.8 95.6 98.4 97.2 96.4 99.4
{ 0.8) (1.8) { 1.3) (1. 3) (1.0) ( 1.4) {1.0) (1.6) ( 1.2) {1.0) { 2.1) (1.0)
Physical therapy 63.5 50.8 69.7 68.7 62.7 65.7 65.0 60.4 66.9 64.5 59.2 65.5
{3.1) { 6.4) { 4.5) ( 5.3) { 3.6) (6.2) { 5.4} { 4.8) ( 5.4) { 3.8) { 6.8) { 7.6)
Occupat ional therapy 61.1 57.0 64.1 62.7 60.0 64.2 61.0 59.4 64.5 60.9 66.3 56.4
{ 3.0) {6.1) ( 4.5) ( 5.4) ( 3.6) { 5.9) {55 (47)(s. 2) { 3.8) {6.2) {(71.7)
Hearing-loss therapy 78.8 72.3 86.2 78.5 78.8 78.8 713.7 81.8 81.5 78.0 70.5 92.5
{ 2.6) (5.3) { 3.4) ( 4.7) ( 3.0) (5.2) {5.0) {3.7) ( 4.4) ( 3.2) { 6.6) { 4.0)
Psychotherapy/counseling 75.1 719.3 75.8 70.7 4.4 77.1 4.2 75.0 76.9 75.4 74.4 76.0
{2.4) { 4.5) ( 3.6) ( 4. 3) { 2.8) ( 4.6) {4.3) (3.6) (4.1) ( 2.9) {5.2) (5.7)
Medical services 60.6 67.7 64.4 51.5 61.1 59.1 62.2 59.6 59.9 61.7 48.4 71.8
{ 2.9) (5.6) (4.4) (5. 0) { 3.3) (5.8) {53)(4.3)(5.2) (3.5) { 6.4) { 6.4)
Adaptive physical education 18.2 71.6 85.0 74.7 77.5 80.4 9.5 7178 1.1 79.0 75.6 76.5
{ 2.3) { 5.0) (3.0) (4.3) (2.7) ( 4.5) {4.1) (3.5 (4.1) . ( 2.8) (S5.2) ( 5.6)
Social work services 74.3 83.9 70.8 69.2 73.5 76.4 78.2 71.3 3.8 75.1 74.0 72.3
{ 2.4) {3.9) (3.8) (4. 2) (2.7) ( 4.6) (4.1) (3.7) (4. l) ( 2.9) { 5.0 {5.7)
Special transportation 94.0 92.1 97.4 91.0 93.7 84.9 92.4 95.1 94.3 93.5 91.4 99.7
{1.3) { 3.0) ( 1.3) ( 2.6) ( 1.5) ( 2.4) (2.7) (1.8) (2. 2) (1.7) (3.3 (0.7)
Human aides or tutors 92.4 91.6 93.6 91.3 92.1 93.3 90.3 92.9 94.7 91.7 93.9 94.1
{ 1.4) ( 3 0) { 2.0) ( 2 5) {1.6) ( 2.6) {2.9) { 2.0) ( 2.1) {1.8) (2.7) ( 2.9)
Physical aids 59.8 66.6 59.8 59.8 63.1 54.9 63.5 58.3 57.6 70.0
{ 3.1) ( b l) ( 4.7) ( 5 2) { 3.5) ( 6.2) { 5 6) { 4.8) ( 5 l) ( 3.8) ( 6.9) (6.7)
None of these 0.4 0.4 0.7 0.0 0.5 0.0 0.6 0.4 0.6 0.0
{0.3) {0.7) (0.72) (0.0) { 0.4) (0.0) { 0 0) ( 0.6) ( 0 6) ( 0.4) ( 0.9) ( 0.0)
Number of respondents 504 133 207 153 381 122 133 190 178 288 100 101
Prrcentage in schools serving non-
disabled students that had:**
Regular education classrooms 92.7 89.7 96.7 90.6 91.4 96.1 93.7 93.9 88.8 93.6 88.9 93.0
{1.3) (3.2) (1.4) ( 2. 4) {1.6) (2.0) {(2.3)(1.8){2.8) { 1.5) ( 3.4) { 3.0)
Part-time resource rooms 93.7 86.0 99.0 94.1 93.6 93.9 94.6 915 95./ 92.8 96.6 95.2
{1.2) {3.7){0.8)(1.9) {1.4) ( 2.4) {2.1)(21)(1.8) {1.6) { 2.0) { 2.6)
Pull-out/itinerant services 85.9 89.4 89.8 80.) 84.5 89.5 86.1 85.7 86.0 84.7 89.3 81.7
{1.8) {3.3) { 2.4) ( 3.3) (2. l) {3.1) (3.2) { 2.7) ( 3.1) (2.3) { 3.4) { 3.9)
Self-contained classrooms 69.1 83.0 69.3 60.1 69.5 68.2 69.9 68.1 69.8 68.6 72.2 67.7
{ 2.3) { 4.0) ( 3.7) { 4.0) {2.7) (4.7) {4.3) { 3.5) { 4.1) ( 2.9) { 4.9) { 5.6)
A1l of these 58.2 66.1 63.4 48." 57.4 60.4 59.3 58.5 56.0 58.8 56.8 57.9
{ 2.5) {5.0) (3.8) (4.1) { 2.9) (5.0) (4.6) (3.7) ( 4.4) ( 3.1) {5.4) {5.9)
Number of respondents 822 192 325 299 620 201 206 317 299 462 172 179

»

See Appendix for percentage of youth in schools that reported having students in need of these services.
** See Table 9 for percentage of youth in schools other than special schools that served only disabled students.

Source: Survey of Secondary Special tducation Programs. 0Qata are for the most recent year in school.
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Table 188: SERVICES AND PROGRAMS AVAILABLE IN SCHOOLS ATTENGED BY SECONOARY STUDENTS

Househo1d {ncome _Ethnicity id' §
Under 12,000- $25,000 No High School Hish School  Beyond
Services,'?rograms 12,000 $24,999 and Over Black white Hispenic Riplome viploms  High School
Percentage in schools that usually
pravided when needed:*
Speech/ Tanguage therapy 97.6 98.7 97.5 97.0 97.3 95.7 97.1 97.8 9.3
(2.0) (1.2) (1.3) (2.3) (1.1) ( 4.3) (1.7) (1.3) ( 2.2)
Physicz | therapy 52.8 68.4 64.0 54.4 68.0 539 59.7 65.9 60.4
(8.8) (6.1) (4.9) (8.4) ( 4.0) (13.0) {6.2) ( 5.6) ( 6.7)
Occupat ional therapy 6.8 62.6 65.1 61.0 62.8 57.6 59.1 65.6 60.7
(8.4) (6.1) (4.8) ( 8.0) { 3.9) (12.6) ( 8.0) ( 5.4) ( 6.5)
Hearing-~loss therapy 1.3 85.5 1.7 1.5 81.0 837 81.8 7.8 13.4
(7.4) (4.5 (4.3) €7.2) (3.2) (9.9 ( 4.8) (4.7) ( 6.1;
Dsychotherapy/counseling 78.8 76.4 11.6 7.2 11.9 93.4 19.3 69.1 17.3
(6.2) (4.7) (4.0) (6.1) (3.2) (5.3) { 4.3) ( 4.6) ( 5.0)
Beuica) services 63.1 63.4 56.6 66.6 56.1 66.8 65.5 60.0 83.7
v1.5) (5.7) (4.8) (7.2) (3.8) (11.3) (5.3) (5.4) ( 8.5)
Adaptive physical education 7.1 72.1  80.8 78.8 75.2 848 13.6 80.3 78.3
(6.0) (5.0) (3.5) (6.0) (3.0; (8.5 ( 4.7) ( 4.0) ( 5.0)
Social work rervices 83.8 7.1 70.1 83.6 709 719.1 72.8 15.% s
(5.2) (4.8* (4.0) (5.2 (3.1) (9.1) ( 4.6) ( 4.1) ( 5.2)
Special transportation 90.9 95.5 95.0 88.5 95.5 93.0 91.1 94.4 96.2
(4.0) (2.3) !1.9) (4.4) (1.4} {6.3) ( 3.0) (2.2) ( 2.3)
Human afides or tutors 95.3 92.5 91.4 89.8 93.0 98.4 91.9 93.5 9.7
(2.8) (2.8) (2.4) (4.2) { 1.7) ( 2.8) {2.7) (2.3) ( 3.0)
Physica) aids 61.1 59.7 s2.3 $5.0 60.8 45.3 §7.2 59.9 §3.5
(7.8) (6.1) {5.2) (7.6) (3.9) (14.0) (5.8) ( 5.6) ( 6.9)
None of these 00 0.0 0.8 0.0 08 0.0 0.4 0.5 0.6
(0.0) {0.00 (0.7) (0.0) {0.5) (0.0} ( 0.6) ( 6.6) ( 0.9)
Number of respondents 65 115 188 74 302 25 132 150 112
«ercentage in schoo’s serving non-
disabled students that had:**
Regular education classrooms 91.0 92.7 935 91.9 93.9 93.6
(3.8) (2.6) (2.1) ( 3 6) ( l S) ( S 7) { 2.6) ( 2.2) { 2.8)
Part-t ime resource rooms 92.6 93.6 93.2 82.1 92.8 90.3 94.0 96.4
(3.4) (2.4) (2.1) {5.1) ( l 2) ( 5.6) ( 2.8) ( 2.2) ( 2.1)
Pull-out/itinerant services 86.2 7 84.6 84.7 858 92.4 86.3 36.4 84.0
{4.5) (3.4) (3.0) (4.8) (2.2) (5.7 ( 3.3) (3.1) ( 4.2)
Self-contained classroons 16.7 12.6 62.6 77.0 66.5 8.7 69.3 12.9 69.3
(5.5) (4.5 (4.1) (5.6) (3.05(7.1) ( 4.4) ( 4.0) ( 5.3)
Al of these 65.1 61.9 S53.1 59.6 58.1 19.1 s7.4 63.5 59.7
(6.3) (4.9) (4.2) (66)(32)(88) (4.7) ( 4.4) (5.7)
Number of respondents 116 197 287 119 S 42 228 253 160
_ ild

L]

Source:

WITH LEARNING OISABILITIES (Concluded)

See Appendix for percentage of youth in schools that reported having students in need of these services.
** See Table 9 for percentage of youth in schools other than special schools that served only disabled students.

Survey of Secondary Special £ducation Programs.

Data are for the most recent year in school.
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Table 19A: VOCATIONAL EOUCATION PROGRAMS PROVIDED 8Y SCHOOLS TO SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH LEARNING - oxsmums

g!m! §'n!!! ' .

Community —Sender Age in 1987
19 or Out 3 year Out 1-2
Services/Programs Jotal Urban Suburan Rural Male female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Yoars
Percentage in schools with vocational
classes designed specifically
for students with disabilities $3.0 61.6 89.2 40.5 52.6 54.2 49.7 55.0 54.5 §3.2 50.4 $6.0
( 2.5) (5.1) (3.9) ( 4.0) 1 2.9) ( 4.9) (4.6) (3.8) (4.3) ( 3.1) (5.5) { 5.8)
Number of respondents 836 197 327 302 830 205 210 321 308 472 176 179
! Percentage in schools that helped
A students with disabilities in
regular vocational classes by:* '
g Making physical adaptat fons 4.0 36.6 48.1 43.9 43.7 .6 43.5 43.5 456 4.2 39.2 47.8
{ 2.6) (5.4) (4.0) (4.2) ( 3.0) (S.1) (4.8) ( 3.9) ( 4.4) ( 3.2) ( 5.5) (5.9)
%ﬁ Increasing teacher contact 4.1 72.6 77.8 72.0 71.9 80.4 77.2 711.2 15.0 74.3 79.3 66.4
2 (2.3) (5.0) ( 3.4) (3.9) (2.7) (4.1) (4.0) ( 3.6) ( 3.9) ( 2.8) ( 4.6) ( 5.6)
£ Providing human aides 45.4 §1.1 549 30.5 43.5 50.6 45.7 47.0 1.8 46.8 4.6 40.0
z L5 (5.6) ( 4.0) ( 3.9) (2.9) (S.1) (4.8)¢3.9)(4.4) £ 3.3) ( 5.6) (5.8)
;7 Simplifying instruction 64.4 48.7 70.2 67.5 62.3 70.1 62.1 65.2 68.3 63.2 63.4 70.5
~ (2.5) (5.6) (3. 7) { 3.9) (29) (4.7) (4.7)(3.7) (4.2 ( 3.1) ( 5.5) ( 5.4)
{jﬁ Other accommodations 8.6 7.8 10.0 7.0 89 8.0 6.6 9.8 9.8 1.5 129 9.7
. (1.4) (3.0) (2.4) (2. l) (1.7) (2.8) (2.4)(2.3)(2.6) (1.7) (3.9) ( 3.5)
&. Number of respondents 781 174 313 287 590 190 193 300 288 433 164 175
M m
R U Average percentage of vocational
’ course time spent in:
' Classroom instruct fon 61.6 §9.4 61.1 63.8 61.7 61.2 .8 59.3 60.8 62.5 59.4 60.3
. (1.5) (3.1) (2.8) (2 S) (1.7) (3.2) (3.0)(2.2)¢2.5) ( 1.9) (3.2 ( 3.6)
) Work experience at school 12.3 10.8 12.8 12.2 12 1.7 9.9 13.1 144 12.1 12.5 13.2
: ' ( 0.9) (1.5) (1.5) ( 1.5) (1.0) (1.8) (1.5)(1.4)(1.6) (1.1) ( 2.0) ( 2.1)
: Communiiy-based experience 15.2 21.2 141 12.5 15.6 14.1 13.2 16.3 16.4 14.5 17.8 15.9
f (1.0) (2.3) (1.5) (1.5) (1.2) (2.0) (19)(16)(16) (1.3) (21 ( 2.5)
}\ Number of respondents 741 172 284 rif4 560 180 181 286 an 416 160 157
‘g.
|
|

* See Appendix for percentage of youth in schools that served nondisabled students and placed disabled youth in regular vocational education classes.

Source:

Survey of Secundary Special €ducation Programs.

Data are for the most recent year in school.
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Table 195: VOCATIONAL Emﬂﬂ PROGRANS PROVIOED BY SCHOOLS TO SECOMOARY STUDENTS WITH wum NSMIL!TIES

—tousehold Income _Efhnicity Mmm__
I o 7
Under 12,000~ $25,000 No High School MHigh School  Beyond
ices/Programe $12.000 $24,999 and Gver  Bleck Vhite Hispenic  __ Diploms . _Diplows  Migh Scheol :
Percentage in schools with vocational . .
classes designed specifically ) o
for students uith disabilities 49.6 609 4.8 80.3 4.2 @35 56.8
(6.4) (4.8) (4.1) ( 6.4) ( 3.1) (10.0) {4.7) { 4.4) {5.68)
Nusber of rescondents 121 198 293 1222 519 “ 29 ' ,,%
Percentage in chools that helped 3
students with disabilities in
regular vocstional classes by:* -l
Meking physical adaptations 31.3 €4 4.5 3.4 3.4 450 a1 8.9 45.9 5
(6.3) (5.0) (4.3 (6.7) ( 3.2) (11.4) ( 4.8) { 4.5) (s.9) ¥
Increasing teacher contact 76.2 #3.8 75.2 70.7 74.5 @&6.5 66.8 76.3 76.1
(5.6) (4.9) (3.7) {6.2) (2 l) (10.8) ( 4.5) ( 4.0) { 5.0) 2
Providing human aides 39.7 45.7 S0 4.1 45.7 60.8 45.0 4.3 49.7 3
(6.7) (5.1) (4.3) (6.8) (3. 2) {11.2) { 4.8) ( 4.6) 15.9) ,
Simplifying instruction §7.3 80.7 ¢S.¢ LXK .9 60.2 62.9 B
(6.7) (5.9) (4.1) (6.8)( 3. 1) (ll S) { 4.7). { 4.6) {s.7) £
Other accommodstions 7.1  10.8 8.5 6.8 10.2 1.8 9.4 10.4 R
(3.5) (3.1) (2.4) (3.5) (2.0 ( o.z) { 2.6) (2.7 (3.6) 5
. Nusber of respondents 108 185 270 113 @& 218 7 150
™ *»*_
@ Average percentage of vocational E
course time spent in: dg
Classroom instruction 67.4 59.6 58.8 63.7 61.7 S5.4 64.1 60.4 §7.2 R
{3.7) (2.8) (2.5 (5.9) (1.9 ( 8 3) (2.7) { 2.7) ( 3.5) s
Work experience at schoo! 10.2 13.8 14.3 11.7 134 13.3 13.1 12.3 "
{1.9) (1.8) (1.7) (2.0) (1.2) ( 3 6) (1.2) (1.7) (2.2)
Community-based experience 15.5 14.4 18.2 16.4 139 2.0 13.2 18.7 17.1 s
(2.8) (1.7) (L. (2.9) (1.1) (S5S. l) (1.7) (1.8) ( 2.4) 2
Number of respondents 102 118 262 107 462 38 204 213 ial g

* See Appendix for percentage of youth in schools that served nondisabled students and placed disabled youth in ar vocational education classes.
Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs. Data are for the most recent year in school.
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Table 20A: VOCATIONAL ASSESSMENT/COUNSELING PROVIDED BY SCHOOLS TO SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH LEARNING DISABILIT:ES

&5
&
B
i3
PRy
SR
5
s
s

Community Gender Age in 1987 Scnool Status
19 or Out 1 year OQutl - 2
Service Characteristics Jotal Urban Suburban Rural Male female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or Jess ._Years
Foa
Percentage in schools that —-55
provided vocational assessment/ b
career counseling to secondary 5
special education students 30.8 89.6 93.0 88.9 90.8 80.7 85.4 929 95.3 8s.9 91.9 84.3 %
(1.4) (3.2) (2.0) ( 2.6) (1.7) ( 2.9) (3.2) (19)(1.9) {i.9) { 2.9) ( 2.8) E3
Number of respondents 843 200 331 302 636 206 212 325 306 477 178 179 »_;
po
0f students in schools providing £
vocatis 1al assessment/counseling, 3
percentage in schools that s
provided it: Py
Routinely to all students 78.3 79.7 78.3 85.2 77.  79.5 80.3 77.0 77.8 17.7 79.6 80.4 o
( 2.1) (4.9) (3.3)(3.1) (2.5) ( 4.2) (3.9) (3.3) {3.7) (2.7) { 4.5) { 4.8) %
Routinely only to special
education students 12.4 13.9 12.3 10.4 12.7 11.5 8.0 15.1 13.6 12.9 2.3 9.2
(1.7) (3.7) (2.7) ( 2.6) ( 2.0} ( 3.3) (2.7) ( 2.8) ( 3.0) (2.2) { 5.7) ( 3.5)
Routinely only to those
with some disabilities 3.1 4.8 4.1 0.8 3.0 3.3 4.3 2.! 2.3 3.6 0.1 3.5
( 0.9) (2.3) (1.6) { 0.7} (1.0) (1.9) (2.0) (1.2) (1.3) {1.2) {0.3) r.2)
Occasionally to special
o education students 5.3 3.6 49 2.1 5.5 4.7 6.8 40 55 4.7 8.0 5.1
~ (1.2) (3.2) (1.8) {1.2) (1.4) (2.2) (2.5) (1.5) ( 2.0) (1.4) ( 3.1) { 2.6)
Rarely or never to special
education students 1.0 1.1 0.5 1.6 1.0 .0 0.5 1.5 0.7 1.1 9.0 1.8
( 0.5) (1.1) (0.6) (1.1) (0.6) (1.0) (0.7) ( 0.9) (0.8} (0.7) ( 0.0) (1.6)
Number of respondents 773 185 307 a1 584 188 182 301 290 433 165 167
0f students in schools providing
vocational assessment/counseling,
percentage in schools providing
it in:*
Grades 7 or 8 18.0 16.2 18.7 18.7 90 15.1 8.5 11.2 11.2 21.7 10.4 7.8
( 3.2) (6.4) (4.9)(5.6) (3.8) (5.9) (6.6) ( 4.1) ( 4.6) ( 4.3) ( 5.4) (5.1)
Grades 9 or 10 78.2 §0.4 B84.5 68.8 78.6 77.2 73.6 77.6 86.6 77.4 79.0 82.4
(2.7) (51)(3.6)(5.1) {3.1) (5.3) (5.2) (4.1) ( 3.8) ( 3.4) ( 5.8} (5.7)
Grades 11 or 12 81.8 81.6 81.3 82.2 82.5 79.3 75.6 84.6 85.4 80.1 81.0 90.4
(2.3) (4.6) ( 3.6) ( 3.8) ( 2.6) ( 4.6) (4.8) (3.2) { 3.6) ( 2.9) (5.0) ( 4.9)
Ungraded classes 58.6 59.0 71.3 41.8 61.4 50.9 55.6 63.5 54.3 61.7 53.4 51.0
( 4.2) (8.8) (5.8)(7.3) ( 4.8) (8.3) (7.9) (6.3) (7.3) (5.3) (9.1) (9.6)
Number of respondents 289 68 126 92 214 74 71 105 112 154 63 70
* See Appendix for percentage of youth in schools that served each grade level. =
Source: Survey of Secorndary Special Education Programs. Data are for the most recent year in s<.i00l. Py




Table 20B: VOCATIONAL ASSESSMENT/COUNSELING PROVIDED BY SCHOOLS TO SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES

— Household Income Ethnicity Head of Household'~ Educat ion
Undey 12,000-  $25,000 No High School High School  Beyond
Service Characteristics $12,000 $24,999 and Over Black White Hispanic Oiploma Diploma _ High School
Percentage in schools that
provided vocationa) assessment/
career counseling to secondary
special education students 87.9 90.9 93.0 82.2 93.¢4 89.7 88.1 92.3 91.9
(4.2) (29) (2.1) (5.0)(1.6) (6.4) { 3.1) ( c.4) (3.1)
Number of respondents 122 199 298 124 524 M 234 262 16
Of students in schools providing
vocationa) assessment/counseling,
percentage in uchools that
provided it:
Routinely to all students 81.6 79.1 73.1 5.4 78.6 71.3 77.0 - 78.5 76.2
(5.2) (4.2) (3.7) ( 6.0) ( 2.6) {10.1) ( 4.1) ( 3.8) { 5.0)
Routineiy only to special
education students 14.0 10.4 14.1 13.6 12.8 10.0 13.0 13.7 11.8
(4.6) (3.2) (2.9) (4.8) (2.2) {6.7) { 3.3) {3.2) { 3.8)
Routinely only to those
with some disabilities 1.5 2.8 4.4 3.1 29 6.8 2.6 2.7 4.3
(1.6) (1.7) (1.7 (2.5) (1.1) ( 5.6) { 1.8) {1.5) ( 2.4)
Occasionally to special
educat ion students 1.9 1.7 6.3 5.1 4.7 1.9 6.5 4.0 6.7
(1.8) (2.8) (2.0 (3.1) (1.4) (1.2) { 2.4) (1.8) {2.9)
Rarely or never to special
education students 1.0 0.0 2.1 1.8 1.0 0.0 1.0 1.1 1.0
(1.3) (0.0) (1.2) (1.8) (0.6) {0.0) (1.0) {1.0) (1.2)
Number of re:pondents 110 182 278 106 492 38 212 244 152
Of students in schools providing
vocational assessment/counseling,
percensage in schools providing
it in:
Grades 7 or 8 19.2 196 15.9 13.3 16.2 20.8 22.1 17.7 12.8
(7.4) (6.8) (5.0 (7.9) ( 3.9) (10.5) { 6.5) (5.7} { 6.0)
Grades 9 or 10 70.6 82.9 82.6 76.5 79.8 74.6 79.1 81.3 76.0
(7.3) (4.7) {41) (7.1) (3.3) (10.8) { 4.9) (0 { 6.3)
Grades 11 or 12 73.3 81.0 84.8 78,5 813 711.5 79.3 85.5 75.8
(6.7) (4.5) (3.5) ( 6.4) { 2.7) (10.5) { 4.5) (3.7 ( 5.6)
Ungraded classes 5.4 543 62.8 47.9 67.4 43.6 56.5 64.7 58.0
(9.6) (8.7) (6.7) (11.8) ( 5.1) (14.2) ( 8.0) ( -.3) (3.1)
Number of respondents 53 64 104 38 178 24 80 89 63

* See Appendix for percentage of youth in schools that served each grade level.

Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs. Oata are for the most recent year in school.
(08
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Table 20A:

Service Characteristics Tota)

0f students in schools providing
vocational assessment/counseling,
percentage in schools that:

Used formal assessment of

student interests/skills 80.

Gave students information
about alternative careers 91.

Recommended specific careers 70.

Recomnended specific training/
education 74.

Informed students about co)leges/
training programs for students
with disabilities .1
{ 2.4)
Number of respondents 17

Scurce:

Survey of Secondsry Special Education Programs.

VR e D S R PATUE gTeee

Cornunity

Urban Suburban Rura)

74.0 79.7 59.;
( 4.8) (3.3) (4.3
184 308 269

e2Y

VOCATIONAL ASSESSMENT/COUNSELING PROVIDZDL BY SCHOOLS TO SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH LEARNING

DISABILITIES {Concluded)

Gender _Age in 1987 School Status
19 or Out 1 year OQut 1 -2
Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years
w
80.5 80.1 76.8 82.3 82.0 79.8 79.5 84.5
(2.4) (4.2) (4.2) (3.0)(3.5) ( 2.6) { 4.5) { 4.5)
81.8 92.2 93.1 90.5 92.8 983.0 85.8 983.5
(1.7) (2.8) (2.5) (2.3)(2.3) (1.7) (3.9) {31
71.7  68.5 66.2 73.1 73.2 70.6 69.6 71.8
(2.7) (4.9) (4.7) (3.5 (4.0) {3.0) {s.2) {56)
713.9 77.1 73.0 70" 75.6 74.3 72.§ 75.0
{2.7) (4.4) (4.4)( { 3.9) ( 2.8) {5.0) { 5.0)
70.4 73.1 66.1 73.8 73.2 69.2 72.9 77.6
{(2.8) (4.6) (4.7)(3.4)(4.0) (3.0 {5.0) {5.2)
581 189 182 300 289 43 164 168

Data are for the most recent year in school.
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Table 208: VOCATIONAL ASSESSMENT/COUNSELING PROVIDED BY SCHOOLS TO SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES (Concluded)

Household Income Ethnicity Head of Housshold's Education
Under 12,000- $25,000 No High 3chool High School  Beyond
Service Characteristics $12,000 $24,999 and Over Black White Hispanic Diploms Diploms  High School
0f students in schools providing
vocational assessment/counseling,
percentage in schools that:
Used formal assessment of
3 student interests/skills 82.8 77.7 80.6 84.0 81.5 61.5 80.7 76.0 83.6
% (5.1) (4.3) (3.4 (5.2) (2.5) (10.9) (3.9 ( 4.0) ( 4.4)
: Gave students information
X about alternative careers 86.8 929 96.1 93.9 92.4 78.8 90.4 93.9 92.8
4 (4.6) (2.7) (1.) (3.4) (1.7) { 9.2) ( 2.9) ( 2.2) (3.1)
k- Recommended specific careers 65.5 77.0 75.4 75.6 72.5 59.4 67.9 75.8 76.8
4 (6.4) (4.4) (3.7) ( 6.1) ( 2.9) (11.0) (4.6) (4.0 (5.0)
- Recommenced specific training/
3 educat fon 62.8 76.7 79.9 79.6 74.5 66.2 69.1 72.5 86.2
3 (6.5 (4.4) {3.4) (5.7) ( 2.9) (10.6) ( 4.6) ( 4.1) (4.1)
*; Informed students about colleges/
training programs for studenty
with disabilities 60.6 9.6 78.7 76.6 70.2 58.3 65.2 7.4 78.2
(6.6) (4.8) (3.5 (6.0) (3.0) (ll l) ( 4.7) (4.2) (4.9)
Number of respondsnts 109 181 n 105 490 212 241 152

06

Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs. Data are for the most recent year in school.
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Table 21A: WORK ADJUSTMENT TRAINING PROVIDED BY SCHOOLS TO SECONDARY STUDENTS wITH LEARNING OISABILITIES

Service Characteristics Total
Percentage in schools that provided
work adjustment training to
secondary special ed. students (84 9)
1.8
Number of respondents 839
0f students in schools providing
work adjustment training,
percentage in schools that
provided it:
Routinely to all students (56.8)
2.7
Routinely only to special
education .tudents 28.7
{ 2.4)
Routinely only to those
with some disabilities 8.1
{1.5)
Occasionally to special
education students 6.4
{1.3)
Rarely or never to special
education students 0.0
{0.0)
Number of respondents m
0f students in schools providing
work adjustment training,
percentage in schools with
training in:*
Grades 7 or 8 16.8
{ 3.1)
Grades 9 or 10 71.6
{ 3.0)
Grades 11 or 12 80.2
( 2.3)
Ungraded classes 52.9
{ 4.3)
Number of respondents 286

Community

Urban Suburban Rural

91.5 84.2 823
{2.9)(2.9) (3.1
200 331 298

6 49.8 63.9

{ 5.3) (4.3) (4.4)
25.9 29.6 29.1
{ 4.7) { 3.9 ( 4.1)
4.8 154 2.6
{2.3) (3.1)(1.4)
10.6 5.2 4.4
{3.3) (1.9) (1.9)
0.0 0.0 0.0

{ 0.0} { 0.0) (0.0)
185 276 245
18.3 7.7 26.9
{6.8) (3.4) {6.2)
74.4 66.7 75.9

(5.7) { 4.8) ( 4.9)
79.4 76.2 86.3
(47)(38)(33)
69.1 50.1 45.6
{8.3)(6.4) (7.4
68 123 92

R T

Gender Age in 1987 _
19 or
Male Female 15-16 17-18 older
84.3 86.3 82.0 86.5 86.3
(2.1) { 3.4) {3.5)(2.6) (3.0
632 206 209 324 306
§5.2 61.1 65.2 49.7 51.7
{3.1) ( 5.2) (4.9) ( 4.1) { 4.6)
30.6 23.7 21.9 34.0 28.8
{ 2.9) { 4.5) (4.2) { 3.9) ( 4.2)
8.0 8.3 8.5 8.0 7.8
(1.7) { 2.9) {2.8) { 2.2) { 2.5)
6.1 6.8 4.4 8.3 5.6
(1.5) {2.7) {2.1) { 2.3) { 2.2)
0.0 0.0 2.0 0.0 4.0
( 0.0) { 0.0) {0.0) { 0.0) { 0.0}
530 180 171 278 262
15.5 20.8 27.8 10.2 9.2
{3...(6.7) (6.6)(4.0)(4.1)
724 69.5 69.1 70.7 77.2
{ 3.5) (5.9) (5.0) { 4.6) { 4.8)
80.4 79.6 76.7 80.2 85.4
( 2.6) ( 4.5) {4.6) { 34)(3.5)
54.9 47.3 §2.3 57.0 46.2
( 5.0) { 8.5) (7.9)(6.5) (7.3
214 n n 105 110

* See Appendix for parcentage of youth in scheols that served each grade level.

Source:

139

Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs.

Data are for the most recent year in school.
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Table 218: WORK ADJUSTMENT TRAINING PROVIDEQ BY SCHOOLS TO SECONOARY STUDENTS WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES

Househo1d Income Ethnicity Head of Household's Education
Under 12,000- $25,000 No mgh Schoo! High Schoo!
Service Characteristics $12,000 $24,999 and Over Black White Hispanic Diploms Oiploms _g!i_S_cm
Percentage i schools that provided
work adjustment training to
secondary special ed. students 8.5 8.9 8.8 88.7 8.8 8.9 19.5 84.3 90.8
(5.3) (3.7) (2.1 (4.1) { 2.4) (6.9) L8 ( 3.3) ( 3.3)
fumber of respondents 119 199 297 124 520 4 23, 260 165
Of students in schoals providing
work adjustment triining,
percentage in schoo's that
provided it:
Routinely to al} students 61.2 59.2 48.1 62.1 53.4 55.5 60.8 §5.5 4.3
(7.0) (5.3) (4.4) (6.7) ( 3.4) (10.8) (5.0) ( 4.9) (5.9)
Rutinely only to specia)
education students 26.2 4.7 4.1 26.0 316 17.8 24.0 30.9 3.3
(6.4) (4.7) (4.1) ( 6.0) (3.2) (8.3) ( 4.4) ( 4.5) ( 5.6)
Routinely only to those
with some disaby1ities 2.2 8.2 11.4 3.8 9.9 3.7 7.0 7.0 11.4
(2.6) (3.0) (2.8) (2.6) (2.1) (4.1) ( 2.8) ( 2.5) ( 3.8)
Occasionally to special
educat fon students 9.3 7.9 6.5 8.1 §.1 2.0 8.2 6.7 1.0
o (4.2) (2.9) (2.1) (3.8) (1.5) (9.2) (2.8) ( 2.4) ( 3.0)
N Rarely or never to special
educat ion students 0.0 0.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0.0) (0.0) (0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0)
Number of raspondents 97 165 256 111 431 40 192 215 147
Of students in schools providing
work adjustment training,
percentage in schools with
training in:*
Grades 7 or 8 20.9 13.3 15.3 21.2 16.9 1.9 28.1 9.7 9.4
{7.8) (58) (4.8) (9.5 (4.0) (9.2) (7.2) ( 4.4) (5.2)
Grades 9 or 10 66.5 72.0 713.5 70.4 73.2 65.2 70.9 69.6 0.6
(7.5 (6.1) (4.9) (7.3) (3.8) (12.8) (5.9) ( 5.4) ( 5.7)
Grades 11 or 12 1.1 79.2 81.2 75.2 81.2 NS 76.6 79.5 18.7
(6.8) (4.8) (3.5) ( 6.3) ( 2.8) (10.5) {4.7) (4.1) (5.1)
Ungraded classes 61.4 51.8 49.9 62.7 54.3 46.6 46.1 50.1 60.6
(9.5) 8.9) (7.0) (11. 4) ( 5.4) {14.6) (8.1) ( 7.6) (9.0)
Kumber of respondents 53 62 103 176 a3 13 87 63

* See Appendix for percentage of youth in schools that served each grade level.

Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs. Data are for the most recent year in school.
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Table Z1A: WORK ADJUSTMENT TRAINING PROVIDEO BY SCHOOLS ™0 SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH LEARNING DISABILIT_ES (Conc luded)

Community ___Gender _Age in 1987 School Status
19 or Out | year Qutl - 2
Service Characteristics Total Urban Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-18 nlzar In-Scheol _or less Years
Of students in schools
providing work adjustment
training, pircentage in
schools with trairing in:
Production sk 65.6 6.7 67.7 61.7 67.5 60.5 60.6 67.5 69.3 64.6 68.2 68.6
{ 2.6) ( S 1) ( 4.0) ( 4.4} 3.0) ( 5.2) { 4.9) { 3.3) ( 4.4) ( 3.2) ( 5.4) ( 6.0)
Relat ionships with coworkers/
superv isors 96.3 98.2 94.1 96.3 96.2 94.4 97.8 96.4 96.4 96.6 95.1
(1.0) ( 2 0) (1.1) (2.1) (1.2) (2.0) (2.3) {1.2) { 1. 8) (1.3) ( 2.1) ( 2.8)
Attendance/punctuality 93.5 9¢.7 99.6 100 $9.3 100 99.6 100 98.5 99.8 99.2 98.4 v
( 0.4) (1.2) (0.5 (0.0} (0.5 ( 2.2) ( 0.6) (0.0) ( 1.2) ( 0.3) { 1.0) (1.6)
Appropriate dress/grooming 96.4 96.8 99.5 92.4 96 ¢ 96.3 95.8 96.4 7.0 95.9 97.2 9.8 ¥
( 1.0) (1.9) { 0.6) ( 2.4) (1.2) ( 2.0) ( 2.0) (1.5) ( l 6) (13) (1.9) (1.9)
Job-related practices
(e.g., using sick leave) 79.3 83.3 80.6 74.3 79.4 19.1 76.5 80.3 81.7 77.5 84.9 81.4
f2.2) ( 4.0) ( 3.4) { 4.0) ( 2.6) ( 4.4) {4.3) (3.2) (3.7) ( 2.8) ( 4.1) ( 5.0)
Work skills (e.9.. counting
change, completing forms) 86.4 87.2 83.2 8.2 88.2 81.5 83.6 8.9 81.%5 85.3 89.1 87.8
(1.9) ( 3.6) (3.2) (2.98) ( 2.0) ( 4.2) (3.7) { 2 7) (3. ') ( 2.4) { 3.6) {4.2)
Use of transportation 63.0 74.0  67.3 49.0 65.7 55.7 §7.6 65.1 66.9 61.0 68.1 65.5
O ( 2.6) ( 4.7) ( 4.0) ( 4.5) ( 3.0) ( 5.3) ( 5.0) (3.9) (4.5 ( 3.3) ( 5.4) (6.1)
w Number of respondents 713 187 276 245 532 180 173 276 264 396 156 154

Source: Survey of Secondary Speciai Education Programs. Data are for the most recent year ’n school.
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Table 218: WORK ADJUSTHENT TRAINING PROVIOED BY SCHOOLS TO SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH LEARMING DISABILITIES {Conc luded)

Service Characteristics

Of students in schools
providing work adjustment
training, percentage in
schools with tratning in:
Product ion skills

Relaticonships with coworkers/
supervisors

Attendance/punctuality
Appropriate dress/grooming

Job-related practices
(e.g., using sick leave)

Work skills {(e.g., counting
change, completing forms)

Use of transportation

Number of respondents

Househo I¢ Income

Under 12,000~
$12,000 $24,999 and Over
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Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Progrars.

$25, 000

Ethnicity

Black White Hispanic
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8.9 69.0 34.6
( 6.3) ( 3.2) (10.5)
87.3 85.7 100
(2.2) (1.4) ( 0.0)

100 99.2 100
(0.0) (0.6) (0.0
98.5 95.8 929
(1.7) (1.4) (5.7)
82.9 78.8 82.2
(5.2) (2.9) (8.5)
0.8 85.4 89.9
(4.0} (2.5) (6.7)
72.4 61.3 61.0
(6.2) ( 3.4) (10.8)

113 430 40

Data are for the most recent year in school.
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Table 22A: WORK EXPLORATION OR WORK EXPERIENCE PROVIOEO 8Y SCHOOLS TO SECONOARY STUDENTS WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES

Community Gender Age in 1987 School Status
19 or Out 1 year Outl -2
Service Characteristics Total Urban Suburban Rurail Male female 15-16 17-18 plder In-Schuol _or less Years
Percentage in schools that provided
work exploration/experience to
secondary special ed. students 64.2 72.6 73.7 471.2 63.4 65.3 56.1 69.5 66.7 63.1 65.4 68.0
(2.4) { 4.7) (3.5) { 4.1) (2.8)(4.7) ( 4.6) (3.5){4.2) { 3.0) (5.1) { 5.6)
Number of respondents 842 200 331 301 635 206 211 325 306 476 17 179
0f students in schools providing
work exploration/experience,
percentage in schools that
provided it:
Routinely to all students 50.9 58.5 38.9 62.7 49.0 56.0 49.4 48.8 5 49.7 51.8 56.8
(3.1) { 5.9) (4.5 {5.9) ( 3.6) ( 5.9) (6.2) ( 4.6) { 5.3) { 4.9) {6.7) (7.2)
Routinely only to special
educat ion students 25.8 24.4 323 15.1 26 23.6 24.3 29.1 21.1 26.9 25.6 17.4
(2.7) (5.1} ( 4.3) { 4.4) ( 3.2) {5.1) (5.3) { 8.2) { 4.4) ( 3.5) (5.9) { 5.5)
Routinely only to those
with some disabilities 9.7 8.0 11.9 8.5 11.3 5.6 10.8 10.2 7.4 10.1 5.3 13.8
(1.8) { 3.2) (3.0) (3.4) { 2.3) { 2.8) (3.8) (2.8)(2.8) ( 2.4) { 3.0) { 5.0)
Occasionally to special
educat ion students 12.5 9.0 16.0 11.0 12.1 13.5 13.7 11.1 13.6 11.9 17.0 10.5
(2.1) { 3.4) (3.4) {3.8) (2.4) {41) (4.2) (2.9)(3.7) + 2.6) (50) ( 4.4)
Rarely or never to special
educat ion students 1.1 0.1 0.9 2.7 1.1 1.2 1.9 0.7 1.0 1.3 0.2 1.5
10.7) (0.4) (0.9){2.0) (0.8)(1.3) (1.7) {0.8)(1.1) (0.9) ( 0.6) {1.7) ;
Number of respondents 539 155 238 139 398 140 121 217 201 297 115 121 o

0f z*udents in schools providing 3
work exploration/experience, N
percentage in schools with X
work experience programs in:*

Grades 7 or 8 1.4 4.4 0.9 0.0 1.9 0.0 2.9 0.9 5.0 1.5 2.1 0.0 &)
( 1.0) {(3.7) (1.2) { 0.0) ( 1.3) { 0.0) (2.7) { 1.2) { 0.0) { 1.4) { 2.5) ( 0.0)
Grades 9 or 10 37.3 48.7 35.0 33.2 36.0 43.4 39.5 39.4 32.6 39.3 29.1 40.3
(3.9) (8.0)(5.9)(6.7) (4.5 ( 8.0) {7.3) ( 6.1) ( 6.5) ( 5.0) (7.7) (9.1)
Grades 11 or 12 13.7 78.0 79.8 62.5 723 778 n.3 7371 71.2 73.3 71.9 77.3
(2.7, (5.1) (3.9)(5.3) (3.2)(5.2) {5.4) (4.0) (4.6) ( 3.5) (5.8) (6.2)
Unaraded classes 44.8 55.0 50.9 30.9 46.6 39.6 4.2 49. 37.4 49.6 34.4 32.0
( 4.3) (8.9) {6.6) (6.8) { 5.0) ( 8.6) (8.0) (6.6) (7.2) ( 5.6) ( 8.5) (9.3)

Number of respondents 280 68 1 93 213 66 68 104 108 14 65 65 :

* See Appendix for percentage of youth in schools that served each grade level.

Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs. Oata are for the most recent year in school.
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Table 22B: WORK EXPLORATION OR WORK EXPERIENCE PROVIDED BY SCHOOLS TO SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES

Househo1d Income Ethnicity Head or doucehold's Educatioi:
Under 12,000- $25,000 No High School High School  Beyond
Service Characteristics  _ $12,000 $24,999 and Over Black White Hispanic Dipluaa Diploma _ High School
Percentage in schools that provided
work exploration/experience to
secondary special ed. students 61.3 69.8 £6.7 67.1 64.0 75.2 57.1 67.7 78.4
(6.3) (4.6) (3.9) (6.1) (3.0) (9.1) (4.7) ( 4.2) { 4.7)
Number of ~espondents 121 199 298 124 523 44 234 262 165
Of students in schools providing
work exploration/experience,
percentage in schools that
provided it:
Routinely to all students 62.0 51.5 41.5 63.8 46.7 56.0 54.6 §3.0 41.5
(6.1) (5.9) (4.9) (7.5) (3.9) (11.8) ( 6.1) ( 5.5) ( 6.3)
Routinely only to special
education students 21.1 22.8 345 20.2 26.0 33.! 22.4 27.1 29.8
(6.8) (5.¢) (4.8) ( 6.3) { 3.5) (11.2) (5.1) ( 4.9) (5.9)
Routinely only to those
with some disabilities 8.7 13.4 1.9 8.1 11.1 0.0 10.0 10.5 9.6
(4.7 (4.0) (2.7) ( 4.3) ( 2.5) ( 0.0) ( 3.7) ( 3.4) ( 3.8)
Occasionally to special
education students 8.2 10.5 15.5 7.8 14.6 10.5 11.7 8.8 17.2
(46) (3.6) (3.6) (4.2) (2.8)(7.3) ( 3.9) (3.1) ( 4.8)
Rarely or never to special
educat ion students 0.0 1.8 0.6 0.0 1.5 0.4 1.4 05 1.9
(00) (1.6) (0.8) (0.0) (1.0){1.6) (1.4) ( c.8) (1.7)
Number of respondents 73 136 196 87 330 34 139 168 126
Of students in schools yroviding
work exploration/experience,
percentage in schools with
work experience programs in:*
Grades 7 or 8 0.0 4.2 1.3 6.9 0.0 o.0 2.0 1.1 2.2
(0.0) (3.6) (1.6) ( 6.0) ( 0.0} (0.0) ( 2.3) ( 1.8) (2.7)
Grades 9 or 10 41.2 38.7 38.0 43.5 357 56.6 45.4 35.9 37.5
(8.9) (8.0) (86.5) (10.4) ( 5.0) (13.9) (7.5) ( 6.8) ( 8.6)
Grades 11 or 12 67.0 75.8 78.5 72.4 75.5 68.5 69.6 75.0 82.0
(7.7) (5.3) (4.2) ( 7.1) ( 3.4) {11.0) ( 5.6) ( 4.9) (5.1)
Ungraded classes 4.7 50.8 46.6 43.8 46.3 45.2 33.6 58.5 54.3
(9.7) (8.9) (7.2 (11.7) ( 5.5) (14.2 {7.7) (7.7} (9.3)
Number of respondents 53 62 98 38 170 24 18 86 61

* See Appendix for percentsge of ycuth in schools that se-ved each grade level.

Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs. Data are for the most recent year in school.
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Table 23A: JOB SKILLS TRAINING PROVIDED BY SCHCOLS TO SECONDARY STUDENT: WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES

Community Gender _ Age in 1987 School Status
19 or Out 1 year OQut 1l -2
Service Characteristics Total Urban Suburban Rural Male female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years
Percentzge in schools that provided
job skills training to secondsry
special education students 70.0 5.3 74.2 5.0 69.8 70.2 62.2 73.4 75.6 68.3 69.2 79.8
(2.3) (5.0) (3.4) (3.8) (2.7) ( 4.6) ( 4.5) ( 3.3) { 3.8) ( 2.5) { 5.0) { 4.8)
fumber of respondents 840 201 330 299 634 205 208 325 307 473 178 180
0f students in schools pro-
viding job skills training,
percentage in schools that
provided it:
Routinely to all students 83.0 80.3 79.2 90.4 3.7 8l.4 78.9 83.3 87.9 82.2 83.2 88.0
(2.2) (4.9) (3.7) (2.9) « 2.5) { 4.5) (4.8) {3.3) (3.2) ( 2.9) { 4.8) ( 4.2
Routineiy only to special
education students 7.9 7.2 10.9 3.6 7.7 8.3 10.7 7.9 4.5 8.7 6.5 4.4
(1.8) (3.2) (2.8) {1.9) {1.8) { 3.2) (3.6) (2.4) (2.0) (2.1) (3.2) { 2.6)
Routinely only to those
with some disabilities 27 3.1 2.9 2.4 2.2 4.1 3.2 3.4 0.9 2.8 2.5 2.7
(1.0 (2.1) (1.5) (1.5) (1.0) ( 2.3) (2.5 (1.68) {0.9) (1.2) ( 2.0) (2.1)
Occasionally to special
education students 6.1 9.4 6.5 3.6 6.1 6.1 6.5 54 6.8 6.0 7.9 4.9
[ 5.a, (3.6) (2.2) {1.9) (1.8) { 2.7) (2.9) { 2.0) ( 2.5) (1.8) (3.5) { 2.8)
Rarely or never to special
educat icn students 0.2 0.0 0.5 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.6 00 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.0
(0.3) (0.0) (0.6) (0.0) { 0.4) ( 0.0) ( 0.9} ( 0.0) (0.0) ( ©.4) (0... ( 0.0)
Nusber of respondents 610 149 245 207 455 154 132 241 237 331 126 146
Of students in schools pro-
viding job skills training,
percentage in schools pro-
viding it in:*
Grades 9 or 10 48.2 §0.9 35.1 60.2 48.9 46.3 4.1 49.6 52.0 46.5 50.2 52.4
( 3.8) (7.6) (5.8)(6.1) ( 4.4) ( 2.5) (7.1) (5.8) (6. 5) ( 4.8) (8.1) ( 8.5)
Grades 11 or 12 84.7 77.8 89.0 85.1 84.7 84.6 81.3 85.1 88.7 83.3 82.8 93.3
(2.1} (48) (2.9) ( 3.5) (2.4) ( 4.3) (4.4) (3.1) (3.2) (2.7) ( 4.7) ( 3.4)
Ungraded classes 47.3 35.0 52.4 4.1 51.2 35.8 45.9 51.1 42.1 48.9 45.4 40.3
(4.3) (8.5) (6.4) (7.4) ( 5.0) ({ 8.2) (7.9) (6.6)(7.2) 5.5) ( 8.9) ( 9.5) g
Number of respondents 287 69 123 92 215 ) 70 106 111 15 65 68 &
* See Appendix for percentage of youth in schools that served each grade level. ki
Source: Survey of Secondary Spx cial Educatior Programs. Data are for the most recent year in school.
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Ethnicity

Table 23B:
Household Income
Under 12,000-  $25,000
Service Characteristics $12,000 $24,999 and Over
Percentage in schools that provided
Job skills training to secondary
special education students 63.8 68.6 .2
(6.2) (4.8) (3.7)
Numbe- of respondents 12i 198 298
Of students in schools pro-
viding job skills training,
percentage in schools that
provided it:
Routinely to all students 85.7 83.8 79.6
(5.4) (4.4) (3.9)
Rout inely only to special
education students 9.7 6.3 8.6
(4.6) (2.9) (2.7)
Rout §nely only to those
with some disabilities 0.0 3.7 3.2
{0.0) (2.2) (1.7)
Occas ionally tu special
educat fon students 4.6 3.2 8.6
{3.2) (2.9) (2.7)
Rarely or never to speciai
educat ion students 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0.0) (0.0) (0.0
Number of respondents 85 142 214
Of students in schools pro-
viding job skills training,
percentage in schools pro-
viding it in:*
Grades 9 or 10 53.0 45.% 51.6
9.1) (7.5) (6.1)
Grades 11 or 12 76.8 80.5 89.1
6.3) ( 4.6) ( 3.0)
Ungraded c lasses §1.2 52.1 48.5
(9.7) (9.0) (7.0)
Number of respondents 83 51 104

lack Vhite Hispanic

72.6 70.5 41.5
( 5.8) ( 2.9) (10.7)
124 522 43
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66.0 49.6 ?23.1
(30)(50) (11.4)
83.0 8.3 43.9
( 5.5) ( 2.4) (11.8)

38.8 54.0 34.0
(11.5) ( 5.4) (13.8)
8 1 a3

* See Appendix for percentage of youth in schools *hat served each grade level.

Source:

Survey of Secondary Special Education Progra:s.
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Data are for the most recent year in school.

JOB SKILLS TRAINING PROVIDED BY SCHOOLS TO SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES

Head of Household's Education

No High School High School
Diploma @

70.8
( 4.0)
262

—
[ X 3
-

-0 0 N W ~N W Ny Ng
. Py PR Py P
(N

8.

—

—

=X-J o oo
—

-
—

73.9
(5.0)
165

~4

—
[l w w0 oy~
.« . o« . o

—

—
—

—

-

-
wo
o o
—

~NwWO O pus - d oo o -
— —

—
-t e
~N .




Table 24A: JOB DEVELOPMENT AND PLACEMENT SERVICES PROVIDED BY SCHOOLS TO SECONDARY STUDEMTS WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES

Service Characteristic

Percentage in schoois that provided
Job development/placement services
to secondary special ed. students

Number of respondents
Of students in schools provid-
ing job development/placement
services, percentage in schooi»
that provided it:
Rout inely to all students

Rout inely only to special
education students

Routinely only to those
with some disabilities

Occasionally to special
education students

Rarely or never to special
education students

Number of respondents

COf students in schools provid-
ing job development/placement
services, percentage in schools
providing it in:*

Grade 10

Grade 11

Grade 12

Ungraded classes

Number of respondents

Community
Tota) Urban Suburban Rural
65.0 71.5 68.6 55.7
( 2.4) (4.7) (3.6) ( 4.1)
841 201 331 299
50.4 55.2 42.1 57.6
( 3.1) (6.0) ( 4.7) ( 5.5)
27.8 271.3 37.6 14.9
( 2.8) (5.4) ( 4.5) ( 4.0)
8.1 56 7.8 11.1
(1.7) (2.8) (2.5) ( 3.5)
13.0 9.3 12.5 15.9
(2.1) (3.5 (3.1) ( 4.1)
0.8 2.6 0.0 0.4
( 0.6) (1.9) (0.0) {0.7)
554 150 225 171
42.2 49.5 40.0 38.7
(3.7) (7.5) ( 5.5) ( 6 3)
67.1 67.4 69.3 63.9
( 2.9) (6.0) ( 4.4) ( s 1)
78.2 5.5 78.5 7b.0
(2.5, (4.8) (3.8) (4.3)
39.8 57.1 42.9 23.7
( 4.2) (8.8) (6.4) (6.3)
284 69 12t 9l

Gender Age in 1987 Schoo) Status
19 or Out 1 year Qu:l - 2
Male Female 15-16 17-18 older Ja-School _or less Years
64.5 66.6 56.0 68.9 72.1 61.9 73.8 70.4
{ 2.8) ( 4.7) { 4.6) ( 3.5) ( 4.0) { 3.0) { 4.8) {5.5)
634 206 211 324 306 475 177 180
48.3 56.1 449 53.4 51.8 51.9 40.3 56.5
( 3.6) { 6.0) (6.2} ( 4.6) { 5.2) { 4.0) { 6.3) {7.1)
28.8 25.0 32.7 27.7 21.8 29.4 29.1 16.9
{ 3.2) { 5.2) (5.8)(4.1) ( 4.3) ( 3.6) { 5.8) {5.4)
8.0 8.2 7.0 9.0 7.6 6.6 10.9 11.6
(1.9) ( 3.3) {3.1) (2.7) ( 2.8) ( 2.0) { 4.0) { 4.6)
14.0 10.2 15.1 8.0 17.5 11.2 19.6 12.9
(2.5) (3.7) (4.4) ( 2.7) { 3.9) { 2.5) (5.1) { 4.8)
1.0 0.5 0.4 0.9 1.3 0.9 0.0 2.0
(0.7) { 0.8) {2.8) 0.9)(1.2) {0.7) ( 0.0) { 2.0)
414 139 119 218 217 296 128 124
39.8 48.4 37 3 44.5 45.6 41.0 33.9 55.8
(4.2) (7.3) {6.6) ( 5.7) { 6.3) { 4.6) { 7.6) ( 8.3)
65.5 70.8 61 5 68.6 71.9 64.0 69.5 76.9
{ 3.5) { 5.5) {5.8) (4.4) ( 4.7) { 3.9) {5.9) ( 5.9)
17.7  79.4 72 5 79.3 84.0 75.5 82.6 84.8
{2.9) { 4.6) {51)(3.6) {3.7) (3.2 { 4.6) { 5.0)
43.2 30.1 36.7 37.0 50.0 39.1 42.1 39.5
{5.0)(7.8) (7.7) (6.4) (7.3) ( 5.4) ( 8.9) ( 9.5)
212 71 70 104 110 150 64 68

* See Appendix for percentage of youth in schools that served each grade level.

Source:

i
o

Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs.

Oata are for the most recent year in school.
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Table 248: J0B DEVELOPW 10 PLACEMENT SERVICES PROVIDED BY SCHOOLS TO SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH LEARNING OISABILITIES

Household Income Ethnicity Head of Household's Education
Under 12,000- $25,000 No High School High School
Service Characteristics $12,000 !24, and Over Black ¥hite Hispanic Diploma Dip)
Percentage in schools that provided
Job development/placement services
to secondary special »d. students 6..5 ©64.1 68.5 €9.7 64.0 70.0 60.5 64.7 13.6
(6.2) (4.8) (3.8) ( 6.0) ( 3 0) (9.7) ( 4.68) ( 4.3) (5.0)
Number of respondents 121 198 298 124 “ 23« 260 166
Of students in schools provid-
ing job development/placement
services, percentage in schools
that provided it:
Routinely to all students 52.1 52.4 44.9 57.3 50.6 24.6 53.7 51.3 31.3
(8.1 (6.2) (4.9 { 2.2y (3.9) (11.0) (5.8) (5.7) ( 6.4)
Routinely only to special
education student 30.3 27.6 30.3 20.7 27.8 +61.6 21.3 <i.? 31.4
(2.5 (5.6) (4.5 ( 6.3) ( 3.5) (12.4) (5.2) (5.3) (s.1)
Rout ine)y only to tiose
with scme disabilities 2.9 9.4 7.6 10.1 1.6 0.v 7.9 ¢.C S.4
(2.7) (3.6) ¢ 2.6) (4.7) (2.1) ( 0.0) ( 3.2) (2.7) ( 3.8)
Occasionally to special
educat fon students 14.7 10.2 15.8 1i.9 12.6 13.7 10.5 10.2 21.2
(5.7) (3.8) (3.6) (5.0) (2.6) ( 8.8) ( 3.6) ( 3.4) ( 5.4)
Rarely or never to special
educat fon students 0.0 0.3 1.5 0.0 1.4 0.0 0.5 0.8 0.7
(0.0) (0.7) (1.2) ( 0.0) (0.9) (0.0) (0.8) (1.0) (1.1)
Number of respondents 78 124 207 88 342 30 152 163 122
Of students in schonls provid-
ing job development/placement
services, percentage in schools
providing ft in:*
Grade 10 36.5 4.5 45.3 46.1 42.3 34.6 36.6 46.9 42.0
(8.1) (7.5 {s.0) (9.4) (4.7} (13.3) (6.7) ( 6.6) (7.8)
Grade 11 52.2 63.4 74.5 67.3 68.9 42.2 58.6 68.1 71.3
{7.9) (6.2) (4.4) (7.5) (3.72) (11.9) (5.9) {5.4) (5.9)
Grade 12 71.3 17.5 19.7 76.9 2:i.3 9.0 76.7 76.8 78.2
(7.0) (5.0) (3.8) (6. 2) ( 3.0) (12.45 ( 4.8) ( 4.6) ( 5.3;
Ungraded classes 51.4 41.9 34.7 44.6 36.1 54. 7 33.8 50.3 41.5
(9.7 (8.9) (6.7) (11.7) ( 5.3) (14.2) (12.7) (7.9) (9.0)
Number of respondents 53 61 102 38 173 r{] 80 84 64

* See Appendix for percentage of youth in schools that served each grzede level,

wource: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs. Data are for the most recent year in school.
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Table 24A: JOB DEVELOPMENT AND PLACEMENT SERVICES PROVIDED BY SCHOOLS TD SECONDARY STUDENTS
WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES (Concluded)

Community Gender Age in 1987 School Status
19 or Out 1 year Qut 1l - 2
Service Characteristics Total Urban Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years
0f students in schools providing
job development/placement services,
parcentage in schcols that typically:
Referred studc...s to potential
emp loyers 86.3 93.4 88.5 176.2 83.9 92.7 83.7 87.1 88.2 86.0 82.9 92.0
(2.1) ( 3.0) ( 3.0) ( 4.6) (2.7) (3.2) {4.6) (3.1)(3.4) ( 2.8) ( 4.8) ( 3.9)
Transported students to/from
interviews 55.€ §7.3 58.4 50.1 6.4 53.4 50.7 56.2 60.6 54.8 59.6 55.8
. (3.1) (6.0) ( 4.7) (5.5) {3.6) (6.1) {6.2) (4.6) (5.1) { 4.0) ( 6.3) (7.1)
Trained in interviewing skills 89.5 91.6 89.4 87.1 89.7 89.0 86.1 91.8 89.7 89.2 89.3 91.1
(1.9) (3.4) (2¢2)(3.7) (2.2) (3.8) (4.3) (2.5 (3.2) ( 2.5) ( 4.0) (4.1)
Peviewed interview experiences 77.2 76.7 80.7 72.5 7.3 17.0 79.8 76.2 176.0 78.4 74.5 74.3
( 2.6) (5.2) ( 3.8) ( 4.9) {3.0) (5.1) (5.0) (3.9) (4.5) { 3.3) { 5.6) { 5.3)
Helped prepare resumes 73.9 65.9 82.5 68.6 73.0 76.5 75.9 €69.7 18.9 72.0 79.4 74.1
(2.7) (5.8) (3.6)15.1) (3.2) {5.1) (5.3)(4.2) (4.3) { 3.6) {5.2) { 6.3)
Worked with employers on job
modificat ons 56.5 §5.2 60.8 50.9 56.6 56.3 48.2 61.8 657.1 56.2 62.2 51.6
(3.1) (6.1) ( 4.7) ( 5.5) {3.6) (6.0) {6.2) { 4.5) (£.2) { 3.9) ( 6.2) (7.2)
— Number of respondents 548 146 224 170 407 140 116 214 218 290 126 125
9—- 0f students ir schools providing
job developmer.t/placement services,
average number of special educstion
students who:
- Received job placement services 21 32 15 21 21 22 22 20 22 20 20
- { 1.3) (34)(16)(14) (1.6) ( 2.4) (29)(20)(18) (1.8) { 2.8) { 2.0)
Were placed in jobs 12 18 11 12 12 12 12 12 12
(0.7) (17)(09)(10) (0.8) (1.4) (15)(10)(12) { 0.9) (1.5) { 1.4)
Number of respondents 510 138 201 166 378 131 102 205 203 263 121 119
0f students in schools providing
job development/placement services,
average percentage of special ed.
students receiving job placement
services who were placed in a job 62.7 61.2 66.7 59.7 63.4 61.% 61.4 63.4 63.0 62.4 64.0 62.4
(1.8) (3.4) (2.8){3.3) (2.1) ( 3.4) (3.8) (2.6)(3.2) (2.3) (3.8) ( 4.1)
Number of -espondents 491 135 193 158 362 128 99 197 195 252 119 113
Source: Survey of Seccndary Special Education Programs. Data are for the most recent year in school.
Q bad 0
ERIC .40 146




Table 248: J0B DEVELOPMENT ANO PLACEMENT SERVICES PROVIDED BY SCHOOL= TO SECOMDARY STUDENTS
WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES (Concluded)

Household Income Ethnicity Head of Household's Education
Under 12,000~ $25,000 No High School High Schoo!  Beyond
Service Characteristics $12,000 $24,999 and Over 8l ite Hispanic Diploma Diploma  High School
- Of students i= -chools providing
5 job develow:t/placmnt services,
percentage in schools that typically:
‘ Referred students to potentfai
H employers 89.6 90.7 87.2 92.5 83.9 95.3 83.6 92.5 89.8
4 (4.9) (3.7) (3.3 ( 4.1) (2.9) (5.5) ( 4.4) ( 3.0) ( 4.0)
2 Transported students to/from
i interviews 53.0 S57.0 64.0 85.2 &5 385 S0.5 63.1 62.9
{8.0) (6.3) {4.8) (7.5) ¢ 3.9) (12 3) (5.8} { S5.5) ( 5.4)
Trained in frterviewing skills 9.4 91.1 86.3 94.7 87.2 96.0 95.1 87.6 87.1
(3.7) (3.6) (3.4) (3.5){2.6) ( 4.9) ( 2.5) { 3.7) { 4.5)
Reviewed intervie- experiences 4.7 834 75.2 713.5 77.6 82.6 77.8 80.5 76.0
{7.00) (4.7) (4.3) (7.0) {3.3) (9.9) (4.9) ( 4.5) (5.7)
Helped prepare resumes 713.8 715.0 73.6 71.8 76.1 67.6 75.6 74.8 71.4
(7.1) (5.5) (4.4) (7.1) ( 3.4) (12.2) (5.1 { 4.9) ( 6.0)
Worked with employers on job
wodif ications 53.2 S1.7 60.9 59.4 55.8 36.6 48.7 60.1 59.6
(8.0) (6.3) (4.9) ( 7.8) ( 3.9) (12.3) { 5.9) (5.5 ( 6.5)
— Number of respondents 7 123 204 85 333 29 150 162 12,
S Of students in scrools providing
Jjob deve lopment /placement services,
average niwber of special education
students who:
Received job placement services 29 20 19 30 22 22 22 20
(4.9) (2.4) (1.9) (4 6) (1. 4) (4.3) (2.8) (26) (2.9)
Were paced in jobs 15 12 11 11 16 11 14 12
(2.1) (1.4) (1.0) (19)(03)(32) (1.1) ( 1.5) (1.4)
Number of respondents 69 120 185 13 26 146 145 110
Of students in schools providing
job development/placement services,
average percentaye of special ed.
students receivizg job placement
services who were placed in a job 56.5 61.6 64.6 58.0 63.1 61.2 55.0 65.1 65.9
(4.3) (3.7) (3.1) {(4.4) (2.3) (7.85) ( 3.3) { 3.4) ( 4.0)
Number of respondents 65 114 178 60 300 25 137 1°9 108 R
Source: Survey of .-Secondary Special Education Programs. Datu are for the most recent year in school.
" ERIC 137
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Table 25A:

Service Characteristics

Percentage in schools that provided

postemployment services to
sscondary special ed. students

Number of respondents

Of the students ir schools pro-
viding postemploynent services,
percentage in schcols providing
it in:*

Grade 10

Grade 11
Grade 12
Ungraded classes
Number of respondents

Of the students in schools pro-
viding postemployment services,
percentage in schools that
typically:
Contacted only students after
emp loyment

Contacted only employers after
emp loyment

Contacted both stucents and
employers after amployment

Number of respondents

Of the students in schools pro-
viding postemployment services,
average number of mcnths contact
was maintained with student/

employer after employment

Number of respondents

POSTEMPLOYMENT SERVICES PROVIDED 8Y SCHOOLS TO SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES

Community Gender Age ir 1987 School Status

19 or Out i year Qutl -2

Total Urban Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years
39.2 51.1 42.8 24.8 38.0 42.4 31.0 433 4.3 37.8 43.1 41.2
{ 2.9) (5.3) (3.9) (3.9) {2.8) (5.0) (4.3) (3.7} ( 4.4) { 3.0) (5.4) (5.9)
834 196 327 301 628 205 209 321 304 470 175 18
15.3 23.1 13.4 11.6 16.0 13.3 14.2 15.5 16.5 13.0 20.8 19.6
{ 3.0) {7.5) (4.2) ( 4.5) { 3.5) ( 5.6) (5.4) (4.6) (5.2) ( 3.6) (7.0 (7.2)
40.9 58.6 42.0 22.9 38.4 47.8 37.8 43.1 4l.1 40.3 45.3 36.2
{ 3.6) (7.4) (53) (5.7 (4.2) (7.1) (6.9) (5.4)(6.2) [ 4.6) { 7.5) (8.2
56.0 72.4 59.9 36.9 53.7 62.0 49.3 58.0 60.5 §5.8 57.1 54.2
{ 3.4) (6.1) (5.0) {5.7) (3.9) (6.3) (6.7) (4.9) (5.6) ( 4.2) {7.1) (7.8)
20.0 36.0 18.7 10.4 22.2 13.5 17.6 205 22.8 20.8 21.8 14.7
( 3.5) (8.9) (5.1) (4.5 (4.2) (5.9) (6.2)(5.3) {6.3) ( 4.5) (76) { 6.9)
27 63 121 92 208 70 67 105 107 14 : 68
5.4 5.2 6.5 0.0 6.3 3.4 2.3 L2 9.5 6.5 5.3 0.6
{1.9) (3.3){3.1) (0.0 (2.4) (2.8) (2.6) ¢2.8) (4.0} ( 2.6) ( 4.0) (1.9)
9.3 1 0.0 u.0 0.5 0.0 0.0 00 1.3 0.0 0.0 2.5
{ 0.5) (t.5) (0.0) (0.0 (0.7) (0.0 ( 0.0) (0.0) r1.5) { 0.0) ( c.0) ( 3.0)
9.2 93.8 93.5 100 93.3 96.6 97.7 948 39.2 93.5 9.7 96.9
{1.9) (36) (3.1) (0.0) (2.4) (2.8) (2.6) {2.8) (4.2) ( 2.6) ( 4.0) (3.4)
314 93 135 73 230 83 65 121 128 m 66 73
11.0 13.8 9.7 10.4 1.5 9.5 10.9 11.5 10.2 11.4 9.9 10.1
(1.0) (2.8 (1™ (1.7) (1.2) (1.5) {2.8) (1.5) { 1.4) 1.4) { 1.7} (14)
248 68 1l¢ 59 184 64 oy 97 104 133 s7 57

* See Appendix for percentage of youth in schools that served each grade level.

Source:

4
. :.

Vs &
.

Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs.

Data are for the most recent year in school.
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Table 25B: POSTEMPLOYMENT SERVICES PROVIDED BY SCHOOLS TO SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH LEARNING DISABI.:TIES

Household Income Ethnicity Head oi Household's Education
Under 12,000~ $25,000 No High School High School  Beyond
Service Characteristics $12,000 $24,999 and Over Black White Hispanic Diploms diploma High School
Percentage in schcols that provided
postemployment services to
secondary special ed. students 36.6 37.7 4.8 48.5 36.6 48.6 35.3 43.1 40.7
(6.2) (4.9) (4.1) ( 6.6) { 3.1) (10.7) ( 4.5) ( 4.5) ( 5.6)
Number of respondents 121 193 296 120 520 43 233 256 164
Of the students in schools pro-
viding postemployment services,
perceniage in schools providing
it in:
Grade 10 13.0 17.1 17.3 17.2 17.3 9.1 9.7 23.6 14.3
(6.3) (6.4) (5.1) ( 8.5) { 3.9) { 8.6) (4.7) ( 6.2) ( 6.2)
Grade 11 29.7 41.9 4.4 5S40 40.7 2.9 41.1 43.7 42.9
(8.1) (7.4) (6s.0) ( 9.5) ( 4.6) (11.9) (7.0) { 6.6) (7.6)
Grade 12 42.9 §7.8 6l1.4 63.9 56.4 32.6 §3.4 60.7 52.9
(8.2) (5.8 (5.4) { 8.4) ( 4.2) (12.9) { 6.5) { 5.9) (7.4)
Ungraded classes 2.8 27.0 17.8 25.2 16.3 3.6 14.3 32.6 14.7
(8.2) (8.0) {5.4) (10.4) ( 4.1) (14.5) ( 5.8) (7.3) ( 6.6)
Number of respondents 52 ol 100 37 i73 21 17 85 61
Of the students in schools pro-
viding postemployment services,
percentage in schools that
typically:
Contacted only s.udents after
emp loyment 0.4 12.6 4.5 5.0 6.8 5.9 5.8 7.1 2.1
(1.4) (5.8) (2.7) (4.3) (2.6) (7.1) ( 3.7) (3.7) { 2.5)
Contacted only employers after
emp loyment 1.6 0.0 0.0 1.5 0.0 0.0 1.2 0.0 0.0
(2.7) (0.0) (00) (2.4) ( 0.0) { 0.0) {1.7) { 0.0) ( 0.0)
Contacted b¢f>th students and %.0 874 9.5 G35 93.2 o .
employers after employment 8. . R . . 1 3.1 92.9 97.9
(3.00 (5.6) (2.7) (4.9) (2.6) (7.1) ( 4.0} (3.7) ( 2.5)
Number of respondents 45 69 118 54 188 23 85 102 65
Of "the students in schools pro-
viding postemployment services,
average number of months contact
was maintained with student/ , 9.2 02 11.2 6
employer afte: employment 10.8 12. . . . --- 10. 10.2 11.7
(2.8) (2.3) (1.4) (2.1) (1.3) ( 1.8) (1.5) (2.7)
Number of respondent: 25 55 100 41 152 12 59 7 S

* See Appendix for percentage of youth in schools that served each grade level.

Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs. Data are for the most recent year in school.
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Table 26A: LIFE SKILLS PROGRAMS PROVIDEO BY SCHOOLS TO SECONOARY STUDENTS WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES

Service Characteristics Total

‘Comnunity

Urban Suburban Rural

Percentage in schools that provided
life skills programs to secondary

special education students 88.2
( 1.6}
Number of respondents 829

0f students in schools provioing
1ife skilly programs, percentage
that provided it:

Routinely to all students (70.4)
2.4
Routinely only to special
educat fon students 15.8
( 2.0)
Routinely only to those
with some disabilities 12.6
(1.6)
Occasionally to special
educat fen students 3.2
(0.9)
Rarely or never to special
educat ‘on students 0.0
(0.1)
Number of respondents 724
0f students in schools providing
life skills programs, percentage
providing it in:*
Grades 7 or 8 33.1
( 3.8)
Grades 9 or 10 79.7
( 2.4)
Grades 11 or 12 78.1
( 2.4)
Ungraded classes 68.4
(4.0
Number of .espon¢ nts 289

81.6 90.9 89.%
(4.1) (2.3) (2.5)
199 325 295
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24.2 29.9 414
(7.2) { 5.6){ .5)
74.1 77.7 85.6
( 5.8) (3.9)(3.4)
74.4 77.4 8l.1
(5.2) ( 3.7} ( 3.7)
68.4 65.7 71.0
(8.3) (6.1} ( 6.6)

69 122 95

* See Appendix for percentage of youth in schools that served each grade level.

Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs. Oata are for the most recent year in school.
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Gender Age in 1987 School Status
19 or Uut 1 year Out 1 -2
Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years
88.4 87.6 87.4 87.7 90.5 87.0 88.8 93.4
{1.9)(3.4) ( 3.1) ( 2.5) ( 2.8) (2.1) ( 35) ( 3.0)
629 199 208 317 304 470 171 17
71.8 66.4 69.6 71.9 68.9 69.7 71.2 72.9
(2.8) (5.1) ( 4.6) (3.7) ( 4.3) ( 3.1) ( 5.4) ( 5.4)
14.2 20.6 17.9 12.3 19.0 16.9 11.0 15.8
(2.1) { 4.4) ( 3.8) (2.7) ( 3.5) ( 2.5) ( 3.8) ( 4.5)
11.3 8.4 8.7 12.9 9.1 10.4 13.2 8.9
( 1.9) { 3.0) (2.8) (2.8) ( 2.5) ( 2.1) (4.1) ( 3.5)
2.7 4.6 3.8 2.9 z.9 3.0 4.£ 2.4
( 1.0) ( 2.3) (1.9) (1.4) (1.5) (1.2) ( 2.5) (1.8}
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.2 0.0
(0.1) ( 0.0) (0.0) (0.0) (0.3) ( 0.0) { C.5) ( 0.0)
550 173 179 274 271 4u5 147 164
32.2 35.5 46.1 25.1 21.4 38.1 25.5 11.6
{4.3) (7.6) ( 6.7) (5.5)(5.8) (4.8 (7.3) ( 6.2)
79.3 80.7 76.4 80.6 83.0 78.4 84.4 79.8
(2.9) (4.7) (4.8) (3.7) ( 3.9) ( 3.1) ( 4.7) ( 5.8)
77.9 78.4 71.8 78.4 85.7 75.4 85.7 79.9
(2.7)(47) ( 5.0) ( 3.6) ( 3.4) ( 3.1) ( 4.2) ( 5.2)
72.8 55.6 66.3 74.2 60.9 69.3 6¢.1 63.2
(4.4) (8.5) (7.4) (57)(1.1) ( 5.0) (8.2 ( 9.4)
217 71 72 106 111 154 65 68
L2 g )
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Table 26B: LIFF SKILLS PROGRAMS PROVIDEO BY SCHOOLS TO SECONOARY STUDENTS WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES

.. Household Income Ethnicity Head of Household's Education
Undur 12,000~ $25,000 No High School High School  Beyond
Service Characteristics $12,000 $24,999 and Over Black White Hispanic Oiploma Diploms _ High School
Percentage in schools that provided
Vife skills programs to secondary
special education stucents 86.3 85.9 88.8 20.8 89.0 86.3 83.0 88.1 91.7
{4.4) (3.5 (2.6) (5.2) (2.0) (7.3) { 3.6) { 2.9) (3.2
Number or respondents 122 197 289 122 516 a 233 258 16
Of students in schools providing
life skills programs, percentage
that provided it:
Rout inely to all students 61.5 72.4 69.7 63.3 71.0 53.8 65.0 69.4 .9
: { 6.6) (4.8) (4.1) (6.9) { 3.1) (11.7) ( 4.9) ( 4.4) ( 5.6)
Rout inely only to special
education students 24.0 15.8 13.5 19.5 14.4 34.7 21.3 18.0 11.¢
(5.8) (3.9) (3.0 (5.7) (2.4) (11.2) ( 4.2) ( 3.7) ( 3.8)
Rout inely only to those
with some disabilities 8.2 10.5 13.1 11.3 12.3 4.2 8.6 10.4 17.1 W
(3.7) (3.3) (3.0 (4.5 (2.2) (4.7) ( 2.9) ( 2.9) { 4.5) “
Occasionally to special . "
education students 6.2 1.3 3.8 5.8 2.2 6.9 5.0 2.3 2.8 kS
(3.3) (1.2) {1.7) (3.4) (1.0) ( 6.0) ‘32 (1.4) (2.0)
e Rarely or never to special
p< S education students 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.1 0.0 0.0
(0.0) (0.0) (0.0 ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 1.5) ( 0.3) ( 0.0) (0.0) %
Number of respondents 108 169 253 105 451 35 195 225 145 ' i
Of students in schools providing o
life skills programs, percentage )
providing it in:*
Grades 7 or 8 25.8 36.9 37.1 4.8 354 17.4 38.2 30.2 30.7 ¥
(8.2) (8.0) (6.3) (9.7) { 4.9) (10.4) (7.3) ( 6.6) ( 8.0) 'y
Grades 9 or 10 n.i 789 83.4 739 81.7 7.2 80.0 75.8 81.0 I
(7.2) (5.0) (3.8) {7.1) ( 3.0) (10.3) ( 4.7) ( 4.7) {5.3)
Grades 11 or 12 71.3 79.6 17.8 74.0 80.1 67.5 7.1 77.5 76.4 -
(6.6) (4.6) (4.0) ( 6.6) ( 2.9) (12.0) ( 4.7) ( 4.3) . (5.4) «
Ungraded classes 63.3 73.4 68.3 62.1 64.2 81.1 57.4 79.1 70.3 e
(9.3) (7.9) 6.5) (11.5) ( 5.2) (11.2) ( 8.0) ( 6.3) (8.3) I
Number of respondents 54 62 103 I 17 u 80 87 64 s
X

* See Appendix for percentage of youth in schools that served each grade level.

Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs. Oata are for the most recent yea' in school.
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Table 26A: LJFE SKILLS PROGRAMS PROVIDED BY SCHOOLS TO SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH LEARNING OISABILITIES (Continued)

s

commy- Gender Age in iBo, School Status
19 or Out 1 year Out 1l -2
Service Characteriscics Jotal Urtan Suburban Rural Male female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years

Perc. 1tage in schools with life skills
programs for the mildly learning handi-
capped that included tiaining in:*

Self-care skills 37.1 32.5 40.2 36.3 37.1 31.0 40.0 32.6 41. 38.6 37.7 30.9
{ 2.7) (5.7) { £.2) { 4.3) {3.1) ( 5.4) {5.0) { 4.0) ( 4. 7) { 3.4) { 5.9) { 5.9)
Functional skills (e.y.,
tellirg tine) 89.0 92.7 91.4 85.1 88.8 89.6 88.9 89.4 88.6 89.8 88.0 86.1
v 1.7) ( 3.2) ( 2.4) ( 3.2) { 2.0) ( 3.4) {3.2) (2.6) { 3.1) { 2.1} { 4.0) 4.4)
Home care skills (e.g.. cooking)  85.0 73.8 84.8 91.6 85.5 83.7 81.0 8.6 86.5 84.7 86.6 85.2
{ 2.0) { 5.4) ( 3.1) ( 2.5) (2.3) ( 4.1) { 4.0) ( 2.8) { 3.3) { 2.5) { 4.2) { 4.5)
Planrning/goal setting 99.6 100 98.9 100 99.4 100 99.4 99.7 99.6 99.5 100 99.3
{ 0.4) { 0.0) { 0.9) ( 0.0) { 0.5) ( 0.0) {0.8) (0.5 {0.6) {0.5) { 0.0) {1.1)
Social skills (e.g., conflict
rasolution, self expression) 939.0 98.3 98.9 93.6 98.9 99.4 99.4 98.9 98.8 99.0 99.8 98.3
{ 0.5) {1.6) ( 0.9) (0.5) { 0.7} ( 0.8) {0.8) (0.9) (1.0 {0.7) { 0.6) {1.7)
Use of community resources 92.2 93.9 91.9 92.3 91.8 93.1 89.8 93.8 92.7 91.3 93.5 84.9
{ 1.5) { 2.9) ( 2.4) ( 2.4) {1.8) 1 2.8) {3.1) (2.0) (2.9) { 2.0) { 3.0) { 2.8;
Number of respondents 681 146 2715 281 512 168 168 256 257 n 138 159
v<rcentage in schools with life skills
= programs for the severely impaired
~ that included training in:**
Self-care skills 44.9 26.6 56.6 42.1 41.6 53.8 49.3 39.2 48.5 43.8 45.8 49.8
( 4.0) (7.4) { 6.0) (6.6) { 4.5) ( 7.8) {7.4) (5.9 (6.8) { 4.9) {9.2) {8.7)
Functional skills (e.g.,
telling time) 72.8 78.6 76.3 66.0 0.8 78.6 76.1 69.8 73.5 72.8 77.8 68.0
{ 3.5) {6.9) (5.2) {6.3) { 4.2) { 6.4) {6.3)(5.6) (6. 0) { 4.4) {7.7) { 8.1)
Home care skills {e.3., cooking) 70.5 74.8 ¢7.6 72.5 69.0 74.6 715.2 70.3 64.2 71.8 69.4 66.1
{ 3.6) {7.2) (5.7) ( 5.9} { 4.3) ( 6.8) { 6.4) (5.6)(6.5) { 4%) { 8.5) { 8.2)
Planning/goal setting 99,0 96.9 99.3 100 99.5 97.8 100 98.6 98.5 99.1 97.9 99.8
0.8) (2.9) { 1.6) { 0.0) { 0.6) { 2.3) {0.0) ~.4) ( 1.6) { 0.9) { 2.6) { 0.8)
Social skills (e.n., conflict
resolution, self expression) 95.8 96.3 97.8 93.1 95.9 9%.7 97.4 94.4 96.) 95.6 95.2 97.9
(1.6) (3.1) (1.8) ( 3.4) {1.8) (3.2) { 2.4) ( 2.8) {.2.5; f2.0) { 3.9) { 3.0
Use of community resourcas 86.2 90.5 85.2 85.7 87.2 834 84.4. 85.0 90.8 83.3 93.6 91.0
(2.7) (4.9) (4.3)(4.7) {3.1) (5.8 (5.4) (4.3)(3.9) {3.7) { 4.5) ( 5.0)
Number of respondents 333 77 138 114 249 84 80 124 129 184 61 85
* See Appendix for percentage in schools with life skills programs that served mildly learning handicapped students.
** See Appendix for parcentage in schools with 1ife skills programs that served severely impaired students.
Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs. Data are for the most recent year in school.
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Household Income

. Under 12,000- $25,000
Service Characteristics $12,000 $24,939 and Over

Percentage in schools with life skills
programs for the mildly learning handi- -
that included training tn:*

Self-care skills 39.9 42.4
(6.7) (5.5) (4.6)
functioaal skills (e.g.,
telling ti=) 91.4 94.1 89.5
(3.9) (2.7 (2.8)
Home care skills (e.g., cooking) 79.3 83.4 90.1
{5.6) (3.5 (2.8)
Planning/goal setting 100 100 98.9
(0.0) (0.0) (1.0)
Social skills (e.g., conflict
resolution, self expression) 97.5 100 98.9
(2.1) (0.0) {1.0)
Use of community resources 90.9 92.2 90.4
(4.0) (3.0) (2.7}
Number of respondents 105 155 235
Percentage in schools with life skills
prograss for the severely impaired
that included training in:**
Self-care skills 8 46.5 48.2
(11.1) (8.2) (6.4)
functional skills (e.g.,
tetling time) 789 723 75.7
(9.2) (7.4) (5.5
Ho 2 care skills (e.g., cooking) 8.3 66.1 70.7
(7.0 (7.8) (5.8)
§ - ning/goal setting 100 988 99.0
(0.0) (1.8) (1.3)
Social skills (e.g., conflict
resolution, self expression) 9.8 949 96.5
(4.00 (3.6) (2.3)
Use of community resources 80.6 87.7 91.1
(9.0) (5.4) (3.6)
Number of respondents 39 .3 124

Ethnicity

Table 268: LIFE SKILLS PROGRAMS PROVIDED BY SCHOOLS TO SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES (Cont inued)

Head of Household’'s Education

Black White Hispanic

35.9 40.0 237.0
(7.2) (3.5) (11.4)

91.9 91.2 94.9
( 4.1) ( 2.0) ( 5.2)
8.0 8.9 7.0
( 5.5) ( 2.3) (10.7)

100 99.5 100

( 0.0) ( 0.5) ( 0.0)

97.4 99.2 .00
( 2.4) ( 0.6) ( 0.0)
889 91.0 97.9
(4.7) (20) (3.4)

95 422 35

100 98.9 100
( 0.0) (1.1) ( 0.0)

95.4 95.3 100
(4.4) (2.2) (0.9)
86.1 87.0 87.0
( 7.3) ( 3.5) (10.8)

4 195 18

¥o High School High School  Beyond
Diplom Diploms  High School

32.8 4.0 45.9
(5.0) (4.9) (6.3)
91.9 93.6 83.0
(2.9) ( 2.4) (4.0)
85.1 85.3 83.0
(3.8) { 3.5) (4.0

100 99.0 100
(0.0) {1.0) ( 0.0)
99.9 97.4 130
{ 0.4) (1.6) ( 0.0)
90.6 91.6 92.3
(3.1} (2.8) (3.4)

186 208 132
45.0 4.4 48.7
(7.9 (7.3) ( 8.5)
17.7 78.3 €9.3
( 6.6) ( 6.1) (7.9}
73.2 72.0 73.4
(7.0) ( 6.6) (7.5

100 9.9 97.0
( 0.0) ( 0.5) ( 2.9)
94.8 99.2 93.7
( 3.5) (3.3) (4.1)
86.4 83.6 85.3
( 5.5) (4.7) (6.0

83 96 3

* See Appendix for percentage in schools with life skills programs that served mildly learning handicapped students.
** See Appendix for percentage in schools with life skills progrims that served severely impaired students.

S~ rce: Survey of Secondary Speciai Education Programs. Data are for the most recent year in school.
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Table 26A: LIFE SKILLS PROGRAMS PROVIDED BY SCHOOLS TO SECONDARY STUDENTS VITH w\nms DISABILITIES (Conclnded) ISEEE

Community Gender Ag= in 1987 School Status
19 or Out 1 year Out 1l -2
Service Characteristics Total Urban Suburban Rural _ Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years

Percentage in schools with life skills
programs for the sensorily and
physiully iwaired that included

training in:* ) N
Self-care skills 76.5 59.2 96.8 72.7 77.5 73.6 72.7 15.3 84.1 76.9 12.9 79.0
(4.2) (10.2) ( 3.2) ( 6.1) (4.7) (8.8 (8.7 (6.1)(6.3) (5.4) (9.4) ( 8.6)
Functional skills {e.g.,
telling time) 83.4 93.4 91.1 74.7 83.5 83.1 73.6 87.3 88.4 80.6 90.6 85.1
(3.7) {5.1) (5.3) ( 6.0) (4.2) (7.5 (8.6) ( 4.7) (5.5 ( 5.0) ( 6.2) ( 7.5)
Home care skills (e.g., cooking) 76.4 87.9 90.9 63.4 72.9 8.4 74.0 77.1 784 75.4 86.0 71.0
(4.2) (6.7) (5.3) { 6.6) (5.0) (6.8) (8.5)(6.0)(7.0) (5.5 (7.4) ( 9.5)
Planning/goal setting 88.5 98.3 95.1 80.7 87.9 90.4 83.6 91.0 90.1 85.7 94.2 84.5
( 3.1) (2.7) (4.0) (5.4) (3.72) {5.9) (2.2) (4.1) (5.1) ( 4.5) ( 5.0) ( 4.8)
Social skills (e.g.. conflict
resolution, self expression) 93.4 96.8 88.6 9.0 91.6 84.8 96.6 958.2 91.8 96.2 97.8
( 2.4) ( 0 0) ( 3.2) ( 4 4) (2.7) (5.5) (2.0) ( 2.€) (2.3) ( 3.5) ( 4.1) (3.1)
Use of community resources 89.7 100 100 48.6 93.1 88.5 91.8 87.1 88.2 90.0 93.8
( 3.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 5 5} ( 3.6) (5.1) (6.2) (3.9)(5.7) ( 4.0) (6.4) (5.1)
Number of respondents 219 51 60 107 167 52 47 91 81 112 45 58

601

e ——————

* See Appendix for percentage in schools with 1ife skills programs that served sensorily or physically iwnaired students.

Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs. Data are for the most recent year in school.
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Table 268: LIFE SKILLS PROGRAMS PROVIDED BY SCHOOLS TO SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH LEAR”NG DISABILITIES (Conc Yuded)

Service Characteristics

Percentage in schools with 1ife skills

programs_for the sensorily and

physically impaired that included

training in:*

Self-care skills

Functioral skills {e.g.,

telling time)
Home care skills (e.g., cooking)

Planning/goal setting

Social skills (e.g

.. conflict

resolution, self expression)

Use of community resources

Number of respondents

Household Income
Under 12,000- $25,000

$12,000 $24,993 and Over’

78.8 73.8 76.4
(i1.6) (8.2) (7.3)

82.4 86.7 84.2
(10.8) ( 6.4) ( 6.3)
70.1 85.0 78.8
(12.9) (6.7) (7. l)
93.8 89.3 84.2

(6.8) (538) (6.3)

93.8 95.2 94.4
(6.8) {4.0) (4.0)
90.7 89.7

(82) (57) (60)

Ethnicity

Head of Household's

Educat ion

Black White Hispanic

No High School High School
Diploma
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87.1
(1.5) {4.2)
28 1

* See Appendix for percentage in schools with 1ifz skills programs that served sensorily or

Source:

Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs.

}.~4

(@1

Data are for the most recent year

[ iy

74.7 79.5
( 8.6) (7.2)
81.2 83.6
(7.7) ( 6.6)
75.4 81.9
( 8.5) ( 6.8)
86.9 84.2
(6.7) ( 5.5)
90.0 94.2
(5.9) (4.1)
88.6 88.5
(6.3) ( 5.6)

S4 66

physically impaired students.
in school.

Beyond
_Diploma  High School
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Table 27A: SERVICES AVAILABLE IN COMMUNITIES IN WHICH STUDENTS WITH LEANING DISABILITIES ATTENDED SECONDARY SCHOOL

Service Characteristics
Percentage who attended secondary
school in comunities with
educational resources that included:
Special secondary schools for
students with disabilities (63.4)
2.5
Alternative/continuation schools (60.2)
2.5
Vocational secondary schools (69.9)
2.3
Magnet secondary schools (Zg.l)
.4
Postsecondary s:hools with
rograms for studente “rith
dissbilities 69.0
( 2.5)
Number of respondents 117
Percentage who attended secondary
school in communities wi.h
adult services that included:
Work facilities for adults with
disabilities (e.g., sheltered
workshops) 81.1
( 2.0)
Group homes for adults with
disabilities 76.4
( 2.2)
Public job training programs
(e.g., JTPA) 87.9
{ 1.7)
Centers for independent living (sg.g)
Advocacy groups for people with
disabilities 84.9
( 1.9)
Support or social groups for
people with disabilities (ag.g)

Accommodat fons on public trans-
portation for people with

disabilities 78.2
( 2.2)
Number of respondents 650

Source:

0N

Comminity

Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs.

Urban Suburban Rural

79.3 60.7 5.3
(4.3) ( 4.0) (4.2
86.0 64.2 36.1
(3.7) (3.8) (4.2)
86.6 69.7 56.8
(3.5) (3.7) (4.2
68.6 23.5 3.4
(5.0) (3.6) (1.6)
87.9 76.5 48.5
(3.8) (3.6) (4.3)

158 284 249

96.9 85.3 54.3
(2.0) ( 2.9) (4.6)
153 265 212

Gender

le Female
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67.5 72.9
(2.9) ( 4.8)
537 178

77.7  19.6
{ 2.6) ( 4.4)
486 163

Age in 1987

19 or
15-16 17-18 older

63.3 66.7 57.0
( 4.6) (3.7) (4.6)
62.2 60.1 57.0
( 4.6) (3.8) (4.5
65.5 72.4 71.8
( 4.5) ( 3.4) (4.0)
32.5 25.0 31.5
( 4.6) ( 3.5) (4.4)

63.5 72.5 70.5
(48)(36)(44)
176 282 299
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76.5 80.3 76.9
(4.2) (3.2) (4.0)
165 252 233

Data are for the most recent year in school.

School Status
Out 1 year Outl -2
In-School _or less Years

66.1 58.0 §5.1
(3.0 { 5.6) ( 6.2)
61.7 56.4 §5.0
(3.1) ( 5.5) ( 6.2)
n.2 70.8 63.8
( 2.9) ( 5.0) {5.9)
30.7 30.3 20.5
(3.1) ( 5.4) (5.1)
67.8 73.4 68.6
(3.1) (5.1 { 6.1)
404 153 150
82.1 80.6 17.4
(2.4) ( 4.3) {5.1)
17.0 75.2 73.9
(2.8) ( 4.9) (5.5)
86.4 90.7 92.4
(2.3) (3.4) (3.4)
61.2 61.9 54.6
(3.4) (5.9 ( 6.8)
86.1 82.1 81.7
( 2.3) ( 4.4) ( 4.9)
19.7 78.8 82.1
(2.8) ( 4.9) (5.3)
78.3 80.3 74.0
(2.8) ( 4.7) (5.7
366 139 136
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Table 278: SERVICES AVAILABLE IN COMMURITIES IN WHICH STUDENTS W1TH LEARNING OISABILITIES ATTENDED SECONDARY SCHOOL
Household Income Ethnicity Head of Housel. 1d's Education
Under 12,000- $25,000 No High School High School Boyond
Service Characteristics $12,000 $24,999 and Over -8lack White Hispanic Diploms Diploma _ High S
Percentage who attended secondary
school in communities with
educational resources that included:
Special secondary schools for
students with disabilities 68.0 52.3 64.6 73.3 58.5 73.0 59.4 61.6 64.4
(6.2) (S.1) (4.1) (6.0) (3.2) (9.8) (4.8) ( 4.5) (5.7)
Alternat ive/cont inuat fon schools 71.8 60.1 60.7 81.0 S53.5 86.7 64.9 62.5 62.4
(6.1) {5.1) 4.1) (5.4)(3.2) (7.4) ( 4.7) | 4.4) (5.5)
Vocational secondary schools 74.0 63.8 72.3 84.4 67.2 62.2 68.7 71.5 67.6
(5.7) (4.9) (3.7) ( 4.8) ( 3.0) (10.4) " 4.8) ( 4.1) ( 5.3)
Magnet secondary scheols 9.2 27.7 2.0 64.6 20.4 46.6 35.4 33.6 22.3
(6.8) (4.7) (3.6) ( 6.5) ( 2.7) (11.6) ( 4.8) ( 4.5) ( 5.0)
Postsecondary schools with
programs for students with
disabilities 68.7 63.8 77.0 80.6 66.5 77.2 65.7 70.4 77.4
(6.4) (5.3) (3.7) (5.7) ( 3.2) (10 l) (4.8) ( 4.5) { 5.0)
Number of respondents 104 161 259 103 462 206 216 1
Percentage who attended secondary
school in communities with
adult services that included:
wWork facilities for adults with
disabilities (e.g., sheltered
workshops) 77.0 77.0 85.2 0.3 77.3 891.8 77.4 81.6 85.7
{5.5) (4.3) (3.0 (4.1) (2.7) (6.2) (4.1) ( 3.5) ( 4.0)
6 homes for adulits with
disabtlities 77.4 742 80.8 %6.8 71.2 79.7 75.1 81.0 80.3
(5.7) {47 (3.4) ( 2.4) ( 3.0) (9.5 ( 4.4) ( 3.7) (4.7)
Public job training programs
(e.g., JIPA) 90.4 83.1 83.8 95.2 85.8 94.8 8.3 84.4 93.5
(4.0) (4.2) (2.7) (3.0) ( 2.4) (5. 3) ( 3.3) ( 3.5) ( 3.0)
Centers for independent living 69.5 57.8 64.3 81.3 55.9 7.9 61.0 63.5 85.9
(6.8) (5.8) (4.4) ( 5.9) ( 3.5) (12.6) (5.4) ( 4.8) (6.1)
Advocacy groups for people with
disabilities 84.6 7 8.1 97.4 80.5 97.4 83.1 85.4 90.7
(4.8) (4.0) (2.8) (2.2) (2.6) { 3.8) (3.8 (3.2) ( 3.5)
Support or social groups for
people with disabilities 82.5 78.1 79.2 97.2 75.1 80.%1 80.4 79.2 80.6
(5.6) (4.6) (3.6) (2.3) (3.1) (9.7) (4.3) ( 4.0) ( 4.9)
Accommodat ions on public trans-
portation for people with
disabilities 77.2 76.3 78.8 92.5 73.0 78.8 77.0 76 3 81.4
(5.7) (4.7) (3.6 (37)(30)(90) ( 4.3) { 4.1) ( 4.8)
Number of respondents 92 142 45 93 419 169 211 130
162
—_—— ~

Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs. Data are for the most recent year in school.




Table 28A: OVERVICHW OF SERVILED RELUIVEV WI TUUIN W17 LLARRING DionUaLitsse

~ S Community Gender in 1987 School Status ~ s

(" 19 or Out 1 year Out 1 -2
Serice Characteristics Total Urban Suburban Rural Male Fensle 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Yours
Percentage ever recejved:
Job training 61.5 §3.2 68.4 59.9 €3.5 56.1 48.7 65.2 73.4 58.6 89.2 82.0
(2.1) (4.3) (3.4) (3.8) (2.4) (4.2 ( 4,0) {3.2) (3.1) (2.7) (4.3) ( 4.2)
Speech/language therapy 1.4 37.5 35.3 25.3 30.2 3.6 30.6 30.7 33.5 33.2 7.7 8.1
( 2.0) (4.3) (3.5 (3.2) ( 2.3) { 4.0) (3.7) (3.1) ( 3.4) ( 2.6) ( 4.3) ( 4.1)
Personal counseling/
therapy 30.5 40.0 28.3 26.0 29.7 32.9 28.6 32.7 29.6 30.5 31.2 30.6
(2.0) (4.3) (3.3) (3.2 (2.3) ( 4.0) (3.6) (3.1)(3.3) ( 2.5) ( 4.4) (4.2)
Occupational therapy/ :
life skills training 26.5 28.1 28.1 25.8 2.1 3.8 23.2 2.5 34.5 25.8 30.0 2.1
(1.9) (3.9) (3.3) (3.2 ( 2.0) { 4.1) (3.3) (2.9) {3.3) ( 2.4) ( 4.3) ( 4.0)
A tutor, reader, or
interpreter 35.0 35.0 2.0 3.1 35.0 35.2 32.0 36.2 3.4 36.1 3.5 3.0
( 2.0) (4.2) (3.5 (3.9 (2.4) (4.1) (3.7) (3.2) (3.9) ( 2.6) ( 4.5) ( 4.3)
Physical therapy/mobility
training 3.5 6.6 9.9 4.5 2.8 5.2 4.2 2.2 4.4 3.4 5.6 1.8
( 0.8) (2.2) (8.7) (1.5) (0.8) (1.9) (1.6) (1.0) ( 1.5) (1.0) ( 2.2) (1.2)
Help with transportation
because of disability 3.4 1.2 21 ya 3.2 39 3.0 33 4.0 3.1 4.9 L 3.4
( 0.8) (2.3) (1.1) .0.9) (0.9) (1.6} (1.4) (1.2) (1.4) (1.0) {2.1) { 1.6)
- Number of respondents 1150 217 318 310 861 286 2715 405 468 599 225 3
w
Source: Parent interviews and students’ school records.
»
163 164




Table 288: OVERVIEW OF SERVICES RECEIVEO BY YOUTH VITH LEARNIKG DISABILITIES

Household Income Ethnicity 's 2t fon
Under 12,000~ $25,000 No High School Nigh School  Seyond
Service Characteristics $12,000 $24,999 and Over Black White Hispanic Oiploms Diploms _ Nigh School
Percentage ever received:

Job training 58.2 9.9 8.4 61.8 $4.1 4.5 LR 5.3 3l.1
(5.0) (4.2) (3.3) {5.1) ( 2.8) ( 8.6) ( 4.0) (3.6) { 4.§)

Speech/ language therapy 40.7 35.8 3.8 31.2 37.6 3.4 3. 37.1 2.8
{5.0) {4.1) (3.5) (4.9) (2.7) { 8.2) { 3.8) { 3.6) ( 4.7)

Personal counseling/

therapy 3.7 35.5 37.4 27.0 33.9 43.2 23.1 37.4 49.3
(4.8 (4.1) (3.5) (4.7} { 2.6) ( 8.5) { 3.4) ( 3.8) {4.7)

Occupational therapy/

life skills training 25.8 24.9 32.0 5.1 2.3 26.5 24.9 5.0 33.9
(4.5) (3.7) (3.4) (4.5) ( 2.4) ( 7.6) ( 3.5) { 3.3) ( 4.5)

A tutor, reader, or

interpreter 35.1 7.9 52.9 36.8 43.1 14.1 32.7 £2.0 52.3
(4.9) {(4.1) (3.6) {5.1) (2.7) ( 6.0) { 3.8) {3.7) (4.7)

Physical therapy/mobility

training ’ 4.6 2.5 4.6 2.7 3.9 47 3.0 3.0 6.0
(2.2) (1.3) (1.5 (1.7y {1.1) { 3.7) (1.4) (1.3) ( 2.2)

Help with transportation

because of disability 5.2 2.6 3.6 35 33 5.6 2.4 3.4 55
(2.3) (1.4) (1.4) (2.2) (1.0) { 4.0) (1.2) (1.4) (2.2)

Number of respondents 191 268 386 193 694 64 321 359 236

Source: Parent interviews and students’ scho records.
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Table 28A: OVERVIEW OF SERVICES RECEIVED BY YOUTH VITH LEARNING DISABILH’!ES (Continued) ° ; * oo
Community Gender M 1987 School Status -
- 19 or | , Out ] year Qutl -2
Service Characteristics Total Urban Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years
Percentage received in past year:
Job training 48.4 46.6 56.2 47.2 49.7 4.8 4.4 57.3 3.2 §5.7 62.5 8.8 *
- (2.1) ( 4.4) (3.6) (3.6) (2.4) (4.2) ( 3.9) (3.3) (3.4) ( 2.7) ( 4.5) { 2.5)
Speech/ language therapy 9.9 16.4 9.9 7.2 8.3 14.3 11.8 11.4 4.7 13.1 7.1 0.0
(1.3) (3.3) (2.2) (1.9) {1.4) (3.0 (2.6) (2.1) (1.5) ( 1.9) ( 2.4) ( 0.0)
Personal counseling/
therapy 16.0 24.2 148 12.5 15.8 16.5 16.7 .7.7 12.1 18.7 16.0 5.8
(1.6) (3.8) (2.6) (2.4) (1.8) (3.2) (3.0) ( 2.6) (2.3) ( 2.1) ( 3.5) (2.1)
Occupational therapy/
life skills training 17.9 18.1 19.0 18.7 15.0 26.0 21.4 17.0 4.2 20.8 23.9 1.7
(1.6) (3.4) (2.9) (2.8) (1.7) (3.7) ( 3.3) (2.5) (2.5) (2.2) ( 4.0) {1.2) .
A tutor, reader, or
interpreter 16.6 16.7 18.6 15.2 16.2 17.9 2.5 17.5 8.1 20.8 15.3 1.7
(1.8) (3.3) (2.9) (2.7) (1.8) (3.3) (3.3) (2.6) (1.9) ( 2.2) { 3.5) (1.2)
Physical therapy/mubility
training 2.2 3.7 06 3.2 2.1 2.5 39 1.0 18 2.7 2.2 0.3
{ 0.6) (1.7) (0.6) (1.3) (0.7) (1.3) (1.6) (0.7) (0.9) ( 0.9) (1.4) (0.5)
Help with transportation
because of disability 61.6 64.2 67.8 61.8 60.3 64.9 73.5 659 37.4 75.3 70.1 1.8
(2.1) (4.2) (3.4) (3.6) (2.4) (4.1) (3.5 (3.2) (3.4) ( 2.4) { 4.4) (1.2)
- Number of respondents 1149 2717 318 310 861 286 215 405 466 599 225 K]} |
o
Source: Parent interviews and students’ school records.
v
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Service Charccteristics

Percentage received in past year:
Job training

Spesch/ language therapy

Personal cownseling/
therapy

Occupational therapy/
life skills training

A tutor, reader, or
interpreter

Physical therapy/mobility
trairiag

Help with transportation
because of disability

Number of respondents

Source:

Parent interviews and students school records.
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Table 26A: OVERVIEW OF SERVICES RECEIVED BY YOUTH Wilh LEARNING UlafRiLitatbp WL = E 7k aans
Community “Gender  __ Age in 1987 §chool- Status .
- . W Mo PR 7 -
. -~19 or Out-1-year; - Out 1 -2
Service Characteristics Total Urban Suburban Rural Hale Femzle 15-15 17-18 older In-School- _or less - Years .
Average number: M L
Services ever received 1.9 2.1 2.0 1.7 1.8 2.0 1.7 1.9 2.1 1.9 2.0 1.9
(0.1) (0.1) (0.1) (0.1) (0.1) { 0.1) (0.1) (0.1) (0.1) (0.1) (0.1) { 0.1) "
Services received in past
year 1.7 1.9 1.8 1.6 1.6 1.8 1.9 1.8 1.1 é.1 1.9 0.2
0.1 (0.1) (0.1) (0.1) { 0.1) { 0.1) (0.1) (0.1) (0.1) ( 0.1) (0.1) ( 0.0)
Number of respondents 1184 282 387 384 892 290 283 417 484 610 236 322
0f those in secondary school in the
past year, percentage receiving
that year from their school:*
Job training 53.6 47.6 62.7 52.4 55.5 48.5 42.1 61.2 62.6 53.7 57.0 o~a
( 2.5) ( 5.0) (4.0) (4.2) ( 2.9) ( 4.8) ( 4.0) ( 3.4) ( 5.2) (2.7) (4.7)
Speech/ lenguage therapy 11.5 18.7 11,5 7.8 9.7 16.6 12.0 123 7.9 13.0 6.0 ---
(1.6) (3.9) (2.7) (2.3) (1.7) { 3.6) (2.6) ( 2.3) (3.0 (1.9) ( 2.3)
Personal counseling/
therapy 14.5 5.t 11.0 11.5 14.5 14.5 15.3 14.0 13.6 15.5 10.8 .-
(1.8) (4.4) (2.6) (2.7) ( 2.1) ( 3.4) (2.9) ( 2.4) ( 3.8) ( 2.0) ( 3.0)
_ Occupational therapy/
Yife skills training 20.3 19.1 21.4 . 21.4 17.0 29.6 21.8 17.1 25.7 20.3 22.0 on-
= ( 2.0) ( 4.0) ( 3.4) ( 3.5) (2.2) ( 4.4) (3.3) (2.6) ( 4.8) (2.2) (3.9)
~ A tutor, reader, or
interpreter 16.7 17.0 17.5 14.9 16.3 17.8 16.7 18.4 11.1 17.4 14.3 -
(1.9) { 3.8) (3.2) {3.1) (2.2) (3.7) (3.0) (2.7) (3.5) (2.1) ( 3.4)
Physical therapy/mobility
training 2.4 4,2 0.0 3.8 2.5 2.1 4.0 1.1 1.9 2.7 1.3 .-
( 0.8) ( 2.0) (0.0) (1.6) (0.9) (1.4) (1.6) (0.7) (1.5) ( 0.9) (1.1)
Help with transportation
because of disability 2.4 5.0 1.5 1.3 2.4 2.6 3.1 2.1 1.8 2.6 2.0 -
( 0.8) (2.2) (1.0) (1.0) (0.9) (1.6) (1.4) (1.0) ( 1.4) (0.9) (1.3)
Number of respondents 838 212 291 213 620 217 270 369 196 599 225 0
Of those in secondary school in
the past year, average number of
services received that year from
school* 1.2 1.4 1.2 1.1 1.2 1.3 1.1 1.3 1.2 1.2 1.1 .-
( 0.1) (0.1) (0.1)(0.1) (0.1) (0.1) (0.1) (0.1) (0.1) (0.1) (0.1)
Number of respondents 862 215 298 285 640 22 278 378 206 610 236 0

P

* See Appendix for percentage of youth that were in secondary schorl or out of secondary school.

Source: Parent interviews and students' school records.
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Table 288: OVERVIEW OF SERVICES RECEIVED BY YOUTH WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES (c;'clud%d) ' B al ot

' . ; . RS
Househo1d Income ) Ethnigity . Head of Hougehold's Education
Under * 12,000-  $25,000 K> High*School High-School  Beyond
8 Service Characteristics $12,000 $24,999 and Over Black White Hispanic Diploms Oiploms __  High Schoo!
Ave. 39e number:
g Services ever received 20 2.0 2.4 1.9 2.1 1.7 1.8 2.1 2.5
N (0.1) (0.1} (o0.1) (0.1) {(0.1) (0.2) { 0.1) { 0.1) ¢ 0.1)
Services received in past
year 1.8 1.7 1.9 1.8 1.7 1.6 1.6 1.8 2.0
(0.2) (0.1) (0.1) (0.2) (0.1) { 0.2) {o0.1) (0.1) {0.1)
Number of respondents 192 amn 391 i94 706 6 324 366 237
Of those in secondary school in the
past year, percentage receiving
that year from their school:*
Job training 52.3 49.5 59.7 4.1 56.3 48.1 52.5 $5.6 53.0
(5.9) (5.00 (4.1) ( 6.0) ( 3.2) (10.1) ( 4.8) ( 4.3) 15.4)
Speech/ language therapy 18.5 14.0 8.4 17.4 9.4 22.5 12.7 12.3 13.5
(4.6) (3.5 (2.3) (4.5 (1.9) (8.4) ( 3.2) {2.9) ( 3.7)
Personal counseling/
therapy 19.9 16.0 14.5 16.9 13.5 22.0 13.7 . 16.4 18.5
(4.8) (3.7) (2.9 (4.5) (2.2) (8.4) ( 3.3) { 3.2) { 4.2)
Occupat fonal therapy/
life skills training 3.5 153 227 18.7 20.7 16.2 19.6 17.4 24.1
— (5.1) (3.6) (3.9 (4.7) (2.6) (7.9) ( 3.8) ( 3.3) ( 4.6)
® A tutor, reader, or
interpreter 18.5 20.7 18.1 19.5 18.0 2.7 16.7 19.5 17.8
(4.6) (4.1) (3.2; { 4.7) (2.5) ( 3.3) ( 3.6) ( 3.4) (4.1)
Physical therapy/mobility
traininn 3.4 1.1 2.4 2.3 25 0.0 1.1 1.9 4.4
(2.2) (1.1) (1.3) (1.8) (1.0) ( 0.0) (1.0) (1.2) ( 2.2)
Help with transportation
be. .use of disability 3.3 1.6 2.8 2.8 2.2 5.6 0.8 2.1 5.6
(2.1) *1.3) (1.4) (2.0) (0.9) (4.7) { 0.9) 11.3) ( 2.5)
Number of respondents 140 194 293 148 512 47 229 268 181
Of those in secondary school in
the past year, average number of
services received that year from
school* 1.4 1.2 1.3 1.3 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.4
(0.2) (0.1) (0.1) (0.1) (0.1) (0.2) (0.1) (0.1) (0.1)
Number of respondents 141 196 297 149 520 48 232 274 182

* See Appendix for percentage of youth that were in secondary schoo} or out of secondary school.

Source: Parent interviews and students’ school records.
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Service Characteristics

Porccﬁtage received vocational
services:
Never
For lass than 6 months
6 to 12 wmonths
13 to 24 months
Mors than 24 months
Number of respondents
Percentage received following
hours of vocational services
in the past year:
None
Fewer than 80 hours
80 to 240 hours
241 to 600 hours
More than 600 hours
Kumber of respondents

Average hours of vocational
services provided recipients

in past yesr
Number of respondents

Table 29A: VOCATIONAL SERVICES* RECEIVED BY YOUTH VITH ‘lm,lﬁ DISABILITIES
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Table 29A: VOCATIONAL SERVICES® RECEIVED BY YOUTH WITHLENRNING DISABILITIES (Concluded) = “¢% '~
Community Gender Age in 1987 School Status ~ "~

- 1970r Out 1 year Gut 1--2 .
Service Characteristics Total Urban Suburbap Rural Male Femsle 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years -

Percentage received in the
past year:

Test ing/assessment 11.8 12.7 154 8.9 12.2 10.6 7.5 15.2 12.4 11.5 20.7 4.1

( 1.5) (3.2) { 2.9) ( 2.4) (1.8) { 2.9) (2.3) (2.7) ( 2.6) { 1.9) (4.4) { 2.0)

Job skills training 14.1 12.4 16.1 12.5 14.1 141 6.5 18.8 17.2 13.5 2.8 7.1

(1.7) (3.1) ( 2.9) ( 2.8) ( 1.9) { 3.3) (2.2) { 2.9) ( 3.0) { 2.0) ( 4.6) (2.7)

Basic skills training 9.7 6.3 11.1 103 10.5 7.2 4.4 150 85 10.1 13.5 3.7

(1.4) ( 2.3) { 2.5) ( 2.6) (1.7)( 2.4) (1.8) (2.7) { 2.2) (1.8 (3.7) {1.9)

Career counseling 12.9 12.0 15.3 11.9 13.3 il.7 6.5 18.3 13.1 - 12.8 20.4 5.8

(1.6) (3.1) (29) (2.7) (1.9) ( 3.0) (2.2) (2.9) (2.7) ( 2.0) ( 4.4) { 2.4)

Job placement services 13.2 13.5 14.6 12.1 13.2 13.4 5.8 17.7 16.5 12.2 24.9 6.5

(1.6) (3.3)(2.8)(2.7) (1.9) (3.2) (2.1) (2.9) (2.9 {1.9) (4.7) { 2.5)

Number of respondents 9l 235 312 219 688 227 24 313 3718 497 175 241

Percentage received vocational

services in the past year from:**

Secondary school 89.4 86.6 88.2 93.0 89.6 88.9 91.0 88.9 88y 91.0 8.9 89.0

(1.9) ( 4.6) ( 3.3) (2.6) (2.1) (4.1) (3.8) (2.8) (3.2) { 2.3) ( 4.6) { 4.4)

Special school 11.4 12.5 12.6 9.5 12.3 8.7 15.0 8.0 14.7 10.4 11.9 19.0

(2.9) (6.2) { 4.7) ( 5.0) ( 3.5) (5.1) (7.7) {3.5) (5.3) { 3.6) {5.2) { 9.6)

o Postsecondary school 0.2 1.0 09 0.6 0.8 1.1 0.7 09 1.0 0.8 0.8 1.6

— ( 0.4) (1.0} { 0.7) { 0.6) {0.5){ 1.0) (0.7) ( 0.7) { 0.8) { 0.5) ( 0.8) (1.3)

Family member/friend 10.2 29 135 1.7 11.7 5.4 11.6 12.0 5.3 11.1 4.9 17.9

{ 2.9) ( 3.3) ( 5.1) (5.5) ( 3.5) ( 4.2) (7.3) { 4.3) ( 3.5) ( 3.8) ( 3.6) {10.4)

Employer/military 10.2 9.5 10.0 11.6 10.9 7.9 14.6 8.1 10.6 9.1 12.8 12.0

( 2.9) (5.7) ( 4.4) {5.5) ( 3.4) ( 5.0) (8.1) ( 3.6) (4.9) ( 3.5) ( 5.6) { 8.8)

Vocational Rehabilitation 36.0 26.7 43.0 37.3 37.4 31.0 16.1 36.2 50.7 30.9 4]1.9 53.7

( 4.0) (7.6) {6.4) (7.3) (4.6) (7.9) (7.7) {5.8) (8.7) { 5.0) (7.6) (10.2)

Governemzhi jobs program 1.7 0.0 1.2 43 0.5 5.4 27 1.2 1.8 1.3 ¢.5 8.4

(1.2) ( 0.0) { 1.6) ( 3.5) (0.8) (4.2 (3.7) (1.4} ( 2.1) (1.4) (1.2) (7.5)

Hospital/institution 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

( 0.0) ( 0.0) (0.0) (0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) { 0.0) (0.0 ( 0.0) ( 0.9) { 0.0)

Other sources 13.9 19.2 8.4 16.8 13.1 16.5 15.1 141 12.4 12.3 15.0 25.1

{ 3.3) (7.6) ( 4.1) (6.4) (3.7) (6.9) (8.2) (4.5 (5.2) ( 4.0) (5.9) (11.6)

Number of respondents 236 57 93 68 17 60 4 107 95 126 75 35

* vocational services include vocational education. job skills training, prevocational skills training, career counseling, job placement, or other
job-related services.
*2 Of those that received job training in the past year. See Table 28.

Source: Parent interviews.
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Yable 298: VOCATIONAL SERVICES* RECEIVED 8Y YOUTH WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES (Concluded)

Household_Income Ethnicity ° Head of Household's Education
Under 12,000- $25,000 No High School High: School. Beyond
Service Characteristics $12,000 $24,999 and Over Black White Hispanic Diploms Oiploma _ High Schoo
Percentage received in the
past year:
Testmglasscsmt 14.0 8.8 133 10.8 13.2 2.4 8.7 9.0 19.7
(3.7) (2.4) (2.5) (3.4) {1.9){2.7) ( 2.4) (2.2) ( 3.8)
Job skills training 15.0 11.7 15.0 15.5 14.% 9.9 13.3 13.2 16.7
(3.7) (2.7} ( 2.6) (3.9) (2.0){5.3) ( 2.8) ( 2.8) ( 3.5)
Basic skills training 7.0- 88 12.7 8.2 109 5.1 7.1 .8 16.4
(2.7) (2.v. (2.4) (3.0 (1.7) { 3.9) {2.1) {2.1) ( 3.5)
Career counseling 13.7 10. 15.8 9.4 147 .9 8.1 12.4 20.4
(3.6) (2.6) (2.7) { 3.2) { 2.0) ( 4.5) ( 2.3) ( 2.5) { 3.9)
Job placement services 14.1 11.8 14.5 13.7 13.4 12.9 11.1 12.2 18,7
(3.6) (2.8) (2.6) (3.7) (1.9) (6. 0) ( 2.8) ( 2.5) (3.7)
Number of respondents 179 264 377 176 654 307 350 230
Percentage received vocational
services in the past year from:*
Secondary school 84.0 82.0 88.1 87.6 87.4 --- 88.3 86.2 88.8
(5.7) (3.9) (3.2) (5.3) (2.6) ( 4.0) { 3.5) { 4.4)
Special school 12.8 8.1 10.2 3.1 10.8 -- 7.4 12.2 i0.3.
{6.5) (4.9) (4.0 (3.8) (3.3) ( 4.5) ( 4.9) (5.0)
— Postsecondary school 1.5 0.0 1.5 1.2 0.9 --- 0.0 1.8 0.9
A (1.3) (0.0) (0.9) (1.2) (0.5) ( 0.0 (1.0 ( 0.9)
Fami ly member/friend 11.6 4.0 13.3 $0 12.2 --- 8.5 8.0 15.4
(6.4) (3.6) (4.6) ( 5.0) ( 3.6) ( 4.9) ( 4.2) (6.1)
twp loyer/military 17.1 7.5 9.3 13.3 9.5 - 6.1 12.0 13.2
(7.5) (4.9) (3.9 (7.7) (3.2) (4.2 { 5.9) {5.7)
Vocational Rehabilitation 32.5 32.9 26.4 9.3 33.7 --- 41.6 32.6 14.9
{8.8) (7.5 (5.6) (9.1) ( 4.7) (7.7) ( 6.4) (5.8)
Govermment jobs program 0.4 4.8 0.8 0.6 2.1 ~--- 3.2 1.8 0.0
(1.3) (4.0) (1.2) (1.8) (1.6) ( 3.1) { 2.0) ( 0.0)
Hospiial/institution 0.0 0.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 - 0.9 0.0 0.0
{0.0) (0.0) (0.0) ( 0.0) { 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0)
Other sources 10.8 21.3 14.8 7.2 1.2 --- 9.4 17.8 15.2
(6.2) (7.6) (4.8) (5.9) (3.8) { 5.1) (5.9 ( 6.0)
Kumber of respondents 50 57 110 41 177 13 69 88 75

* yocatfonal services include vocational education, job skills training, prevocational skills training, career counseling, job placement, or other
job-related services.
** Of thase that received job training in the past year. See Table 28.

Source: Parent interviews. PRSRE
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Service Characteristics

Service Characteristics
Percentage received counseling/
therapy:

Never

For just a few days

For a few weeks

For a few months

For about a year

For several years or more

Number of respondents

Percentage received following
hours of counseling/therapy
in the past year:

None

Less than 10 hours

10 to 40 hours

41 to 100 hours

More than 100 hours

Number of respondents

Average hours of counseling/
therapy provided recipients in
the past year

Number of respondents

———————

Source: Parent interviews.
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Table 30A: PERSONAL COUNSELING/THERAPY RECEIVED, BY: YOUTH WITH,LEARNING DISARILITIES
o _A_g_‘_ in 137

19 or
15-16 17-18 older

3.8 5 72.8
(3.9) (3.4) (3.5)
2.5 3.2 4]
(1.4) (1.3)(1.9)
3.1 41 1.8
(1.5) (1.5) (1.0
9.3 6.2 5.0
( 2.6) (1.8) (1.7)
4.2 8.5 3.6
(1.8) (2.1) (1.4)
7.0 8.5 12.6

(2.3) (2.1) (2.6)
228 325 388

89.9 89.8 91.7
(2.8) (2.3)(2.2)
2.2 1.8 2.6
(1.6) { 1.0) ( 1.3)
3.9 36 42
(1.8) (1.5) (1.6)
1.0 19 1.1
(0.9) (1.1) (0.8)
2.0 2.8 0.4
i 1.3) (1.3) (0.5
214 302 365

53 8.4 3.5
(2.4) (3.4)(2.2)
214 302 365
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PERSONAL COUNSELING/THERAPY RECEIVED BY YOUTH WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES

Under 12,000-

$12,000 $24,999

Table 308:
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therapy:
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Number of respondents

10 to 40 hours
41 to 100 hours

More than 100 hours

Less than 10 hours

124

53

4.8

5.8
(2.3) (1.8) (3.8)

158 645

3.4

8.3
378

5.5
(3.3) (3.09) (3.1)

255

5.1
157

Parent interviews.

Number of respondents

therapy provided recipients in

the past year

Average hours of counseling/
Source:



Table 30A: PERSQW. COUNSELING/ THERAPY RELEIVED BT YW"Q wmn l.uwuw mwzuu:a R LT

,rw. S
R

Community Gander sge inig8l | _U__schost sgzn

] ~ 190r Out 1 year Out 1-
Service Characteristics Jotal Urban Suburban Rura Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less = gg
Percentags received counseling/
gherapy in the past ysar from:*

Secondary school 66.2 83.9 565 67.5 70.0 57.1 61.0 43.5 75.3 4.5 —e-
(5.9) ( 8.2) (10.0) (11.6) (6.8) (11.1) ( 8 4) ( 8.5) (12.1) ( 6.1) (12.9)

Special school 11.6 201 7.2 5.0 144 5.9 11.4 140 6.6 14.0 6.8 ==
(4.6) (11.0) ( 5.8) ( 6.2) (6.1) (58 (9.0 (6.8) (6.7) (5.9) (7.2)

Postsecondary school 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 --=
(9.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) (0.0 ( 0.0 (0.0

Femily member/friend 2.9 0 6.0 3.1 3.3 2.0 ¢.0 6.2 0.0 2.9 4.3 --=
(2.4) ( 0.0) ( 5.4) ( 4.9) { 3.3) ( 3.9) ( 0.0) ( 4.9) (0.0 ( 3.0) (5.8)

Private therapist 32.3 18.1 47.7 40.0 34.3 28.8 25.1 25.8 57.8 26.2 55.4 —a=
( 6.9) (11.4) (11.4) (13 9) ( 8.6) (11.2)  (12.6) ( 8.8) (13.5) (7.7) (14.3)

Vocationa) Rehabilitation 0.3 0.6 0.0 9.4 0.0 0.0. 0.0 9.0 . 0.5 -=-
(0.8) (22)(00)(10) (1.2) (0.0) (00)‘(00)(31) ( 0.0) i21;

Hospital/institution 6.8 4.2 6.0 7.9 7.2 6.0 10.2 2.7 10.4 6.3 0.7 -
(3.7) (5.8) (5.4) (7.7) (4.7)(59) (88)(32)(83) ( 4.3) (2.4)

Other source 3.8 3.1 36 3 3.1 5.9 45 44 2.0 3.8 2.4 )
(0.9) (1.6) (1.5) (1.4) (0.9) (2. Z) (1.8) (1. 5) (1. l) (1.2) (1.6)

Number of respondents 8 4] 39 4] 84 4} 59 ] 14

T4

* Of those that received personal counseling/%i>=apy in the past year. See Table 28.

Source: Parent interviews.
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Teble 308:  PERSONAL COUNSELING/THERAPY RECEIVED 8Y YOUTH VITH LENMAING DISABILITIES (Concleded)

N . N . \ - N ; R ; :'\,\} B ‘,.,' el v am .
. Under 12,000~ ~ $25,000 SR Mo Nigh.School High Scheol. ' Beyond :
Pmtm received counseling/
- therapy~in the past year from:*
Secondery school 751 70.8 Ss.0 wee  $1.3 - n.4 ¢s.3 1.1
(12.2) (10.9) {( 3.1} (7.4) (11.9) (i0.1) (10.1)
£ Special school aA.2 45 108 e~ 102 - 18.2 10.2
A (u l) (6.1) (6.0 (S.2) (11.9) (2.2 ( 6.5)
e * Postsecondary school 0.0 0.0 ees 0.0 - Q. 0.0
( o o) ( o o) {0.0) ' ( 0.0) (-0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0)
; Family member/friend 0.0 5.4 .- 483 - 9.6 0.0 1.8
(0.0) ( 4 9) ( 4.5) ( 3.5) (9.5) ( 0.0) (3.0)
3 Private therspist 19.7 8.7 8.1 - 4.2 - 18.0 2.0 “.1
- (13.2) (14.2) (9.9) ( 8.6) (11.9) (10.9) (11.3)
s, Vocationa! Rehabilitation 0.0 0.0 0.2 e 0.0 --- 0.4 0.0 0.0
. - ( o.o) (0. 0) {0.9) ( 0.0 ( 2.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0)
Hospital/institution e 05 47 e 37 - 0.0 9.4 8.7
2 (12. 7) (2 o) (4.2) (3.3 (0.0 (7.1) (8.4)
2 Other source 5.1 2.3 3.8 e 35 e 2.1 .0
A - (2.4) (1.3) (1.4) ( 1.0) (1.2) ( 1.5) (2.4)
3 Musber of respondents 18 3 s K I " | 20 H a A
5 ~ $
‘.35‘ * Of those that received persons! counseling/therapy in the past year. See Table 28. L«
‘ Source: Perent interviews. ’;
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Parent interviews.
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Table 318
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None

Parent interviews.

Source:
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Table 31A: OCCll'AﬂOML ‘nﬂAPY/LlFE SK!LLS TMIIING RECENED IV voum VITN mes oiSMILITlES’(MIu&)‘ s e i
. cr
Commun ity Gender ggg in ;sa
‘ 19 or Out 1 year Outl -2
Service Characteristics Total Urban Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years
Average hours of 0T/1life skills
training provided recipients
in the past year 13.9 14.4 13.0 143 13.7 145 17.1 13.8 9.7 13.7 22.2 6.4
£3.3) {€9) (53 ¢( 5 3) { 3.8) (6.7) (5.6) (5.4)(5.7) {3.7) (10.7) { 5.8)
Number of respondents 880 225 310 665 215 Ji4 303 2R3 488 170 222
Percentage received 0T/1ife
skills training in the past
year from:*
Secondary school 8.3 9.2 6.8 9.5 7.4 10.2 12.0 53 &.6 9.2 - -
{ 1.8) (35)(24)(30) {1.8) (3.3) (30)(18)(34) (1.8)
Special school 1.3 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 4.3 0.0 33 0.7 1.4 ——- e
{1.9) (00)(19)(00) { 0.0) ( 5.9) ( 0.0) ( 4.9) ( 2.8} { 2.2)
Postsecondary school 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 - -
{ 0.0) (00)(00)(00) { 0.0) { 0.0) { 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) { 0.0)
Private therapist 2.9 10.1 0.0 0.0 1.9 47 0.0 48 8.3 0.0 - .-
{ 3.2) (11. 5) {o. 0) { 0.0) { 3.3) ( 6.4) { 0.0)  6.3) (10.3) { 0.0)
Vocational Rehabilitation 2.9 0.0 49 3.1 1.7 5.2 0.0 0.0 19.2 0.0 .- -
{ 3.2) { 0.0) { 6.9) { 5.7) { 3.1) ( 6.6) { 0.0) ( 0.0) (14.7) { 0.0)
Hospital/institution 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 0.0 - -—-
{ 0.0) { 0.0) { 0.0) ( 0.0) { v.0) { 0.0) { 0.0) { 0.0) { 0.0) { 0.0)
Other source 11.5 148 9.9 11.2 139 7.1 4.3 18.0 20.4 6.6 - -—-
{5.9) (13 l) {9. 5) {(10.3) (8.2) (71.7) { 5.8) {11.1) (15.1) {5.2)
Number of respondents 60 19 37 23 22 2 17 42 10 8
* 0f those that received occupational therapy/ 1ife skills training in the past year. See Table 28.
Source: Parent interviews.
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Table 318: OCCUPATIONAL THERAPY/LIFE SKILLS TRAINING RECEIVED 8Y YOUTH WITH LEARNING OISABILITIES (Cmclydld)

Household Incoms Ethaicity 1d’ 1
Under 12,000- $25,000 No High School High School  Beyond
Service Characteristics $12,000 $24,999 and Over Black White Hispanic Diploms . Diploms  High School
Average hours of 0T/1ife skills
training provided recipients
in the past ysar 158.7 18.1 11.2 14.2 13.7 11.0 8.2 14.9 18.1
{7.2) (7.4 (4.2 {6.1) (3.7) (10.0) { 4.3) {5.4) { 6.4)
Number of respondents 160 255 382 157 643 5S4 ) 3u 2.8
s Percentage received 0T/life
5 skills training in the past
£ year from:*
5 Secondary school -— 10,2 8.4 - a0 --- 10.9 7.7 13.1
i (3.7) (2.7) (2.3) ( 3.6) (2.8) (4.4)
5 Special cchool ~—e 0.0 38 --- 1.9 --- 0.0 1.0 3.7
{ 0.0) (4.9) { 2.9) { 0.0) 3.0) {5.5)
Postsecondary school ~e- 0.0 0.0 --- 0.0 -—e 0.0 0.0 0.0
{0.0) (0.0) { 0.0) { 0.0) { 0.0) { 0.0)
Private therapist -~ 5.7 37 e 4,2 ee- 0.0 0.0 ' 8.5
{8.1) (5.2) { 4.4) { 0.0) { 0.0) {8.9)
Vocatfional Rehabilitation --- 3.7 4.4 o=e 1.5 e 4.5 0.0 4.3
(6.6 (5.8) (2.7) (1.5) {0.0) ( 6.4)
Hospital/ institut .on -=- 0.0 0.0 - 0.0 - 0.0 0.0 0.0,
@ {0.0) {0.0) { 0.0) { 0.0) { 0.0) {C.oj
o Other source --- 9.5 20.2 --- 10.8 —e= 6.8 17.2 12.1
{10.3) (11.0) { 6.9) {9.1) {11.9) (10.4)
Number of respondents 14 16 r 8 43 S 18 2 21

* Of those that received occupational therapy/life skills training in the past year. See Table 28.

Source: Parent interviews.
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Table 32A: USE OF TUTORS, READERS, ANO INTERPRETERS BY YOUTH VITH LEARNING DISABILITIES (Concluded) s

Community Gender _Age_in 1987 Schoo Statys o

19 or Out 1 year Outl -2
le 15-16 17-18 oider In-School _or less Yosrs

Service Characteristics Total Urban Suby R fale Fom
Average hours provided to
recipients of a tutor/reader/
interpreter in the past year 54.5 5.5 71.8 S51.8 59.C 41.6 85.8 S51.8 16.0 65.4 82.5 3.8
(11.6) (14.5) (22.7) (13.1} (14.6) (15.1) (31.7) (13.1) ( 6.8) (16.2) (22.7) (2.9)
Nusber of respondents 875 226 305 278 660 215 213 301 361 488 168 221
Percentage whose tutor/reader/
interpreter in the past ysar was:*
Staff from secondary school 82.6 8.8 1.3 8.7 82.3 834 68.0 82.6 92.2 cee
(4.2) (7.1) (7.8) ( 2.3) ( 5.0) ( 7.4) ( 7 5) ( 3 3) (ll 8) ( 4.5) ( 6.4)
Staff from a special school 1.6 1.7 2.8 0.4 1.7 1.4 0.0 1.6 1.7 aee
(1.5) ( 3.2) (3.3) (1.2) {1.9) ( 2.6) ( 3 l) (o. 0) ( 4 2) (1.7) ( 3.4)
From a postsecondary school 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.2 ¢.1 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 c--
(0.1) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.4) ( 0.2) ( 0.0) ( 0 o) ( 0.0) ( 0 4) (0.2) ( 0.0)
A family member/friend 21.0 14.2 15.2 31.6 19.2 25.5 4.5 153 28.4 2.2 12.6 ---
( 4.9) (9.0) (7.1) (9.3) ( 5.7) ( 9.6) ( 8. 0) ( 8 l) (12 7) ( 5.4) (8.7)
Ancther student 1.1 0.0 1.4 0.0 0.8 2.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -e-
(1.3) *0.0) (2.4) ( 0.0) (1.3) (3.)) ( 0.0) ( 0 0) ( 8 6) { 0.0) ( 0.0)
A private tutor/aide 4.8 0.0 9.3 1.6 4.4 5.6 7.1 5.4 1.8 woe
(2.6) ( 0.0) (5.7)(2.5) { 3.0) ( 5.0) ( 4. 8) ( 3 l) ( 0 0) ( 3.0) (3.5)
et From Vocationa! Rehabilitation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 -
w ( 0.0) ( 0.0) (0.0) (0.0 ( 0.0) ( 0.0) (0. 0) ( 0 o) ( 0 0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0)
From another source 1.1 1.6 1.0 0.9 0.9 1.5 1.8 1.2 1.0 -
( 0.5) (1.2) (0.8) (0.8) (0.5) (1.1) (1. Z) ( 0 5) ( o 8) ( 0.6) (1.1)
Number of respondents 142 33 52 S1 99 a 20 108 e} 8
* Of those that had a tutcr, reader, or interpreter in the past year. See Table 28.
Source: Parent interviews.
195 196 3
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Table 328: USE OF TLTORS, READERS, AND INTERPRETERS BY YOUTH WITH LEARNING OISABILITIES (Concluded)

—Household Income ~ ____ Etheicity = ___MHesd of Housshold's Eccoett
Under 12,000- $25,000 o High Schoel HNigh School  Beyend
rvd recteristics $12,000 $24.999 ond Over  Black White Hispanic Diplons _ _Diplome
Average hours provided to
recipients of a tutor/reader/
interpreter in the past year 78.8 588 3.3 2.7 60.4 0.3 4.1 57.7 6.7
(42.1) (15.4) ( 9.8) (22.4) (15.0) { 0.7) (13.0) (23.8) (20.4)
Wusber of respondents 159 254 78 157 ¢3¢ S5 280 u 27
Percentage whose tutor/reader/
interpreter in the past year was:*
Staff from secondary school 90.7 9.0 §67.% 8s 7159 - 85.3 7.7 86.4
(7.4) (6.3) (1.7) ( 8.0) (5.3) (7.5 ( 6.0) (9.8)
Staff from a special school 0.9 0.0 2.8 1.3 1.8 --- 0.4 0.3 3.7
(0.0) (0.0) (2.9) (3.2) (1.9) (1.3) (1.1 ( 4.1)
From a postsecondary school 0.0 0.0 6.2 0.0 0.1 --e 0.2 0.0 0.0
(0.0) (0.0) (0.3) ( 0.0) ( 0.2) ( 0.4) ( 0.0) { 0.0)
A family mamber/friend 21.0 20,0 22.4 116 B8 --- 20.2 34.5 2.9
(10.5) (9.0) (7.2 (9.2) (6.0 (s.8) {17.0) {2.7)
Another student 0.0 0.0 2.9 0.0 1.6 - 0.0 0.0 3.8
(6.0) (0.0) (2.9) (0.0) ( 1.8) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) {4.1)
A private tutor/aide 0.0 1.8 9.0 7.0 4.7 .- 1.8 0.0 14.3
(0.00 (2.9) (5.0 (2.3) { 3.0) {a.mn ( 0.0) {1.5)
e From Vocat fonai Rehabilitation 0.0 2.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 --- 0.0 0.0 6.0
hr~ ( 0.0) (0.0) (0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0 ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0)
from another source 0.0 0.7 2.8 0.0 1.4 - 0.2 2.1 1.1
(0.0) (0.7) (1.2) (0.0) ( 0.7) (0.4) (1.1) (1.0
Number of respondents 30 3 &7 2% 103 ) “u 52 L]
. * Of those that had a tutor, reader, or interpreter in the past ysar. See Table 28.
Source: Parent interviews. )
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Service Characteristics

Percentage received speech/
language therapy:

Never

For just a few days

For a few weeks

For a few months

For about a year

For several years or more

Number of respondents

Percentage received following
hours of speech/language therapy
in the past year:

None

Fewer than 40 hcurs

40 to 100 hours

101 to 240 hours

More than 240 hours

Number of respondents

Source: Parent interviews.
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SPEECH/LANGUAGE THERAPY RECEIVED 8Y YGUTH VITH LEARNING DISABILITIES

Community Gender __Me in 1387 Senvzol Status

19 or Out 1 year OQutt -2

Urban Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years
62.8 59.1 70.2 65.1 62.9 66.1 63.9 63.5 64.0 67.7 64.0
(4.6) (3.9) (3.8) (2.6) (4.6) (4.2 (3.6)(3.7) { 2.9) { 5.0) (4.9)
0.4 09 0.7 0.4 1.3 0.3 06 1.2 0.5 1.4 6.6
(0.6) (0.8)(0.7) (0.4) (1.1) (0.5 (0.6) (0.9) (0.4) (13) ( 0.8)
1.9 22 2.2 2.1 1.4 0.3 2.1 3.9 1.1 25 5.0
(1.3) (1.2) (1.2) (0.8) (1.1) (0.5 (1.1) (1.5 ( 0.6) (1.,) (2.2)
34 47 5.5 4.3 6.0 7.5 3.1 3.5 5.4 3.8 2.7
(1.7) ( 1.7) ( 1.9) (1.1) (2.3)  (23)(13)(1.4) (1.4) (2.0) (1.7)
9.8 9.6 4.5 89 6.1 9.1 8.8 6.0 9.3 4.0 1.4
(2.8) (2.4) (1.7) (1.6) (2.3) (2.5 (2.1) (1.8) (17) (2.1) (2.7)
21.7 23.6 16.8 19.2 22.3 16.8 21.6 21.8 19.8 20.5 20.3
(3.9) (3.4)(3.1) (2.1) (4.0) (3.3} (3.1)(3.2) (2.4) ( 4.3) (4.1)
240 319 287 708 231 226 325 388 51t 183 245
91.3 91.5 93.9 92.7 92.6 91.3 97.7 90.6 85.3 100
(2.7) (2.2) (2.0 (1.5) (2.6) (2.7)(2.2)(1.2) (1.8) ( 2.3) ( 0.0)
0.5 2.0 1.4 1.2 1.6 0.9 1.4 1.3 2.4 0.0
(0.7) { 1.1) ( 1.0) (0.6) (1.2) (1.2)(0.7) (0.9) (0.7) (1.7) ( 0.0)
3.5 17 3.9 2.9 2.6 29 0.4 3.9 0.7 0.0
(1.8) (1.0) (1.6) (0.9) (1.6) (1.9) (1.3)(0.5) (1.2) (0.9) ( 0.0)
4.7 28 0.8 2.3 3.2 2 3.6 0.5 3.3 1.7 0.0
(2.0) (1.3) (0.8) (08)(1.7) (1.5 (1.4)(0.6) (1.1) (1.4) (0.0
0.0 20 o0.0 1.0 0.0 06 1.3 0.0 1.0 0.0 0.0
(0.00 (1.1) (0.0 (0.5){0.0) (0.7)(0.9) (0.0 ( 0.6) (0.0 (0.0
226 312 283 671 216 213 305 369 488 175 224
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Table 33A: SP-ECH LANGUAGE THERAPY RECEIVED BY YOUTH WITH LEARNING D\ISABILITIES (Concluded)

Community Sender Me in 1987 School Status
19 or Out 1 year Out 1 -2
Service Characteristics Tota) Urban Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or liss Years

Average hours of speech/language
therapy provided recipients

in. the past year 10.1 89 17.1 5.0 11.0 7.3 113 148 1.2 13.7 33 0.0
( 2.5) (3.1) (6.5 (1.9) (3.2) (3.0 ( 4.0) (5.5) (0.8) (3.7 (2.1) ( 0.0)
Nusber of respondents 887 226 312 28 671 21 213 305 369 488 175 224

Percentage received speech/
language the,apy in the past
year from:*

Secondary schoo! 95.1 100 91.6 -e- 229 985 96.3 96.8 .- 97.3 - —
( 3.4) (0.0) (7.1) (5.2) (3.0) (4.5 (3.7) ( 2.6)
Special school 9.9 15.9 9.3 - 13.1 2.3 6.7 12.0 .-~ 8.7 - -
( 5.5) {11.0) { 8.5) \ 1.8) (4.7) ( 7.3) ( 8.0) ( 5.4)
Postsecondary school 0.9 0.0 2.5 - 0.0 2.9 0.0 0.0 -—- 0.0 - —
(1.9) ( 0.0) ( 4.7) { 0.0) ( 5.5) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0)
Family member/friend 1.3 0.0 0.2 - 1.8 0.2 0.0 2.6 - 1.3 - .-
( 2.2) ( 0.0) (1.2) (3.2) (1.4) (0.0) ( 4.1 ( 2.3)
Private therapist 1.8 0.0 4.8 --- 2.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 - 0.0 —-- -—-
(2.6) ( 0.0) ( 6.4) ( 3.8) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0} ( 0.0)
Yocational Rehabilitation 1.8 0.0 0.0 .-- 2.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 --- 0.0 -e- -—-
v ( 2.6) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 3.8) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0)
~ Hospital/institution 0.0 0.0 0.0 --- 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 .—- 0.0 e -
(0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.¢) ( 0.1) ( 0.0)
Other agency 1.8 4.6 0.0 --- 0.0 5.7 4.1 0.0 --- 2.0 -—- -—-
( 2.6) ( 6.9) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 7.6) ( 5.9) ( 0.0) ( 2.8)
Number of respondents 55 19 23 13 36 19 20 27 8 46 9 1
* Of those that received speech/language therap: in the past year. See Table 28.
Source: Parent interviews.
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Table 33B: SPEECH LANGUAGE THERAPY RECEIVED BY YOUTH WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES (Conc luded)

Househo1d Income Ethnicity Hexi of Household's Education
Under 12,000- $25,000 No High School High School  Beyond
Service Characteristics $12,000 $24,999 and Over Black White Hispanic Oiploma Diploma _ High School
Average hours of speech/language
therapy provided recipients -
in the past year 9.0 15.8 6.0 12.3 9.8 5.1 6.6 8.5 15.8
(3.5) (6.4) ( 2.6) { 4.5) (3.3) (4.2) ( 2.6) ( 3.2) (7.6)
Number of respondents 159 258 380 158 649 54 287 346 228
Percentage received speech/
language therapy in the past
year from:*
Secondary school 100 66.3 8.5 100 90.0 --- 100 94.7 87.0
(0.0) (5.3) (10.6) ( 0.0) ( 6.5) { 0.0) ( 6.0) (10.7)
Special school 9.8 0.0 24.5 5.5 1.2 --- 3.9 9.3 15.9
(10.2) ( 0.0) (13.4} (8.0) (7.6) ( 6.8) ( 8.6) (12.6)
Postsecondary school 0.0 (.0 4.3 0.0 1.6 .- 0.0 2.2 0.0
{0.0) {0.0) {6.8) ( 0.0) (3.2) ( 0.0) ( 4.5) ( 0.0)
Fanily member/friend 0.0 0.0 6.0 0.0 2.3 - 0.0 0.0 4.6
(0.0) (0.0) (8.9) ( 0.0) ( 3.8) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) (7.7)
Private therapist 0.0 4.9 0.0 0.0 3.1 - 0.0 0.0 6.4 ;
{0.0) {7.0) (0.0) ( 0.0) { 4.4) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 8.9)
Vocat ional Rehabilitation 0.0 4.9 0.0 0.0 3.1 - 0.0 4.3 0.0
s (0.0) (7.0) f9.0) ( 0.0) ( 4.4) ( 0.0) ( 6.2) {0.0)
& Hospital/ institut fon 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 --- 0.0 0.0 0.0
{0.0) (0.0) (0.0 ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 9.0) ( 0.0)
Other agency 0.0 0.0 8.5 0.0 0.0 -—- 0.0 4.3 0.0
{0.0) (0.0} {9.3) { 0.0) ( 0.0) {0.0) (6.3) { 0.0)
Number of respondents 15 19 18 15 3 3 16 22 16

* Of those that received speech/language therapy in the past year. See Table 28.

Source: Parent interviews.
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Table 34A: HELP WITH PHYSICAL WEEDS® RECEIVED BY YOUTH WITH LEARNING T1SABILITIES sy

Commun ity Gender Age in 1987 schoot Status p
- ~ 19 or Out § year Out}l -2
Service Characteristics Total Urban Suburban Rural Male Female . 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Yours
Percentage rcceived help with )
physical needs:
Never DATA RELATED TO THIS TOPIC WERE NOT GATHERED i

FOR YOUTH IN THIS DISABILITY CATEGORY.
For just a few days

For a few weeks
For a few months
For about a year
For several years or more
Number of respondants
Percentage received following
houv's of help with physical

needs in the past year:
None

6tl

Fewer than 40 hours

40 to 100 hours

101 to 240 hours

241 to 480 hours

More thsan 480 hours
Number of respondents

* help with physical needs includes physical therapy, mobility training, and other such assistance.

Source: Parent interviews.
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Se:vize Charscteristics
Percentage recaived help with
physical needs:

Never

for just a few days

for a fow weeks

for & few months

for about a year

for several ysars or more

Wwber of respondents

Percentage received following
hours of help with physical
needs in the past yesr:

None

Fower than 40 hours

49 to 100 hours

101 to 240 hours

241 to 480 hourr

tore then 480 hours

tumber of respondents

oyl

Tabla 348: HELP VITH PHYSICAL WEEDS* RECEIVED 8Y YOUTH ViTH LEARNING DISAI\IUI’I(S

____Household Income =~ Ethefeity __m_ummmm__
Under 12,000- $25,000 No High School High Schoo!
$12,000 $24,999 and Over  Black White Hispanic _Diploms _ _Diploms _m_m_

DATA RELATED TO THIS TOPIC WERE NOT GATHERED
FOR YOUTR I8 VIS DISABILITY CATEGORY.

* Help with physical needs includes physical therapy. mobility training, and other such assistance.

Source: Parent interviews.
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Table 34A: HELP VITH PHYSICAL NEEDS® RECEIVED 8Y YOUTH VITH LEARNING DISABILITIES (Concluded)

B L

___Community Gender Me in 1987
M9or
Service Characteristics Total Urban Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-

Average hours of help with
physical needs provided recipients

in the past year | 1
DATA RELATED TO THIS TOPIC WERE NOT GATHEREY |
Number of respondents FOR YOUTH IN THIS DISABILITY CATEGORY. |

Percentage reviived help with
physical needs in thu past
year from:**
Secondlary school
Special school
Postsecondary school
Fami ly member/friend
Private therapist

Vocat fonal Rehabilitation

Hospital/institution
Other source

Number of respondents

* Help witir physical needs includes physical therapy, mobility training, and other such assistance.
*¢ Of those that received help with physical needs in the past year. See Table 28.

Source: Parent interviews.
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Table 348: HELP WITH PHYSICAL NEEDS* RECEIVED 8Y YQUTH WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES (Concluded)

Household Income Ethnicity Heso of Household's Education
Under 12,000- $25,000 ¥o High School High Scheol
_Service Characteristics $12,000 $24,999 and Over Black White Hispanic Oiplome Diploms _L_
Average hours of help with
. physical needs provided recipfients

in the past year

= DATA RELATED TO THIS TOPIC WEVE KOT GATHERED

P Number of respondents FOR YOUTH 1% THIS DISABILITY CATEGORY.

Percentage received help with
physical needs in the past
year from:**

Secondary school

Special school

Postsecondary school

Family member/friend

RN R

Private therapist
Yocat ional Rehabilitation

ot

Hospital/institution
Other source

Number of respondents

* Help with physical needs includes physical therapy, mobility training, and other such assistam.e.
** Of those that received help with physical needs in the past year. See Table 28.

Source: Parent interviews.
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Table 35A: TRANSPORTATION ASSISTANCE RECEIVED BY YOUTH WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES

Community Gender Age in 1987 School Status
19 or Out 3 year Outl -2
Service Characteristics Total Ur. .. Suburban Rural le Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years

Percentage received transportation
help in the past year from:*
Secondary school DATA RELATED TO THIS TOPIC WERE NOT GATHERED
FOR YOUTH IN THIS DISABILITY CATEGORY.
Special school

Vouat fonal Rehabilitation

Hospital/institution

Other source

Number of respondents

Percentage with transportation help
including:

Rides on special vehicles

tielp getting into vehicles

Help walking to school/work

Owning adapted v .hicle

Aide to push wheelchair

Rides to places could not
otherwise go

Other

Number of respondents

* Of those that received transportation help in the past year. See Table 28.

Source: Parent interviews.
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Table 358: TRANSPCRTATION ASSISTANCE RECEIVEC BY YOUTH WITH LEARNING DISABILITVIES

Service Characteristics

Percentage received trancportation
halp in the past year from:*

Secondary school

Spesial school

Yocat fonal Rehabilitatica

Hospital/institution

Other source

Number of respondents

Percentage with transportation help
including:

Rides on special vehicles

Help getting into vehicles

Help walking to school/work

Owning adapted vehicie

Aide to push wheelchair

Rides to places could not
otherwise go

Other
Number of respondents

Household Income Ethnicity Head of Household's Education

- Under 12,000- $25,000 No High School High School Beyond
$12,000 $24,999 and Over Black White Hispanic Diploma Diploma _  High Sshool

DATA RELATED TO THIS TOPIC WERE NOT GATHERED
FOR YOUTH IN THIS oISABILITY CATEGORY.

* 0f those that received transportation help in the past year. See Table 28.

Source: Parent interviews.
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Table 36A: SECONDARY SCHOOL EDUCATIONAL ACHIEVEMENT OF YOUTH WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES

Secondary School Achievement

Percentage receiving grades
with secondary school grade
point average (GPA) of :*

3.25 or higher

2.75 to 3.24

2.25 to 2.74

175t02.24

1.25 to 1.74

Less than 1.25

Number of respondent

Average 6PA for students
receiving grades:*

As a whole

In grades 7 or 8

In grades 9 or 10

In grades 11 or 12

Number of respondents

Percentage receiving grades
who received 1 or more failing
grades in most recent school year:*

As a whole

In grades 7 or 8

tn grades 9 or 10

In grades 11 or 12

Number of respondents

Total

P

P )
DO OW
— e

—

wONODON O™
S

[+
— e Pt Pt

(4.2)

{ 3.2)
81

SRR

Community Gender Age in 1987 School Statug
19 or Out 1 year OQut1l -2
Urban Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-Schuol _or less Years
48 29 5.2 3.0 6.6 3.6 25 1.5 2.8 8.5 5.5
(2.3) (1.4) (1.9 (1.0) (2.5) (1.8) (1.2)(2.3) (1.1) (3.2) ( 2.6)
7.1 11.3 13.0 9.9 13.2 7.7 123 127 1.1 10.6 10.4
(2.8) (2.7) ( 2.9) (1.8) (34) (2.6)(2.6)(2.9) (2.1) ( 3.5) (3.3
20.1 24.4 24.4 24.0 20.0 22.5 23.8 21.8 3.1 21.3 3.7
(4.4) (3.8) (3.7) (2.6) ( 4.00 (4.1) (3.3)(3.6) (2.8) ( 4.6) ( 4.9)
24.6 24.5 24.2 4.8 26.1 30.6 22.8 21.0 26.5 19.9 21.0
(4.7) ( 3.6) (3.7) (2.6) (4.4) (4.5) (3.3)(3.6) (2.9) ( 4.5) {4.7)
20.0 23.7 20.0 20.3 21.9 21.2 3 2.8 20.3 21.0 23.4
(4.3) (3.6) (3.4) (2.4) (4.2) (4.0 (3.1)(3.7) ( 2.6) { 4.6) ( 4.9)
23.5 13.2 133 18.0 12.2 14.4 19.3 14.2 16.2 18.8 16.0
(4.6) (2.9) (2.9) (2.3) (3.3) (3.4)(3.1)(3.1) (2.4) (4.4) {4.2)
181 282 278 585 199 192 297 296 432 161 18
1.8 2.0 2.0 1.9 2.0 19 19 2.0 2.0 1.9 1.9
(0.1) (0.1) (0.1) (0.0)(01) (o0.1) (0.1) (0.1) (00) (0.1) (0.1)
1.8 2.0 21 1.9 2.2 2.0 ---  --- 2.1 ---
(0.3) (0.2) (0.2) (0.2) (0.2) (0.1) {0.1)
1.6 18 1.9 1.8 1.8 19 1.8 13 1.9 1.0 1.5
(0.1) (0.1) (v.1) (o0.1) (0.1) (o0.1) (0.1)(0.3) (0.1) (0.3} ( 0.3)
2.1 2.1 22 2.0 23 - 2.1 21 2.0 2.2 2.1
(0.1) (0.1) (0.1) (0.1) (0.1} {o01){o0.1 (0.1 (0.1) (0.1)
179 282 582 198 192 296 293 432 161 181
41.1 33.2 32.5 36.0 30.5 34,1 38.2 28.6 35.3 30.7 34.5
(5.3)(3.9) (4.0 (2.8) (4.5 (4.5 (3.8)(3.9) (3.1) (5.0 (5.4)
31.6 27.1 40.3 32.9 26.9 30.3 ---  --- 28.8 --- ---
{15.3) (14.5) (12.8) (9.4) (128) (7.4} (17.5)
48.6 40.5 35.5 1.6 377 36.2 42.5 62.4 36.9 53.4 64.6
(8.4) (6.9)(7.0) (4.9) (7.8) (5.9)(5.6) (15.0) (4.4) (13.6) (14.2)
33.7 28.6 26.5 31.4 242 --- 33.9 253 37.2 24.2 2¢.5
{ 7.7 (5.1) (5.0) {3.7) (6.2) (5.3) (4.0 (5.6) { 5.3) 15.3)
186 296 283 608 208 200 305 312 441 175 192

* cee Appendix for percentage of students that had graded classes.

Source: Students® school records

Data are for the students’ most recent year in secondary school.
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Table 368B:

Secondary School Achievement

Percentage receiving grades
with secondary school grade
point average (GPA) of :*

3.25 or higher

2.75 to0 3.24

2.25 to 2.74

1.75 to0 2.24

1.25 to 1.74

Less than 1.25

Number of respondents

Average GPA for students
receiving crades:*

As a whole

In grades 7 or 8

In grades 9 or 10

In grades. 1! or 12

Number of respondents

Percentage receiving grades
who received ! or more failing
grades in most recent school year:*

As a whole

In grades 7 or 8

In grades 9 or 10 -

In grades .1 or 12

Number of respondents

* see Appendix for percentage of students that had graded classes.

Source: Students' schwol records. Oata are for the students’ most recent year in secondary school.
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SECONDARY SCHOOL EDUCATIONAL ACHIEVEMENT OF YOUTH WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES
Household Income Ethnicity Head of Household's Education
Under 12,000- $25,000 No High School High School  Beyond

fo Tl ay 2 2
S At £

3 i

$12,000 $24,959 and Over Black White Hispanic Diploma Diploms High School kY
4.5 5.3 3.8 3.7 4.5 5.1 3.7 4.1 #]
(2.8) (2.3) (1.1 ( 2.5) ( 1 4) {5.0) {2.2) { 1.8) { 2.4) =
8.3 12.2 11.2 11 7.8 1.5 10.4 15.5 %
t3.8) (3.4) (2.8 { 3.2) ( 2.2) ( 6.%) { 2.6) { 2.9) ( 4.4) 50
179 27.3  23.9 18.3 24.7 23.3 22.3 23.6 25.9
(52 (47) (3.7 { 5.3) (2.9) (10.3) { 4.2) ( 4.0) (5.4)
25.4 206 26.9 8.4 240 17.9 23.0 26.9 22.2
(5.9) (4.2) (3.9) (6.1} (2.9) (9.3} ( 4.2) ( 4.2) (5.1)
21.4 203 247 20,2 21.7 21.6 19.5 22.5 24.1
(5.6) (4.2) (3.8) (5.4) (2.8) (10.0) ( 4.0) ( 3.9) (5.2)
22.5 14.3 9.6 22.3 13.2 24.9 22.6 12.7 8.2
(5.7) (3.7) (2.6) (5.6) (2.3) (10.5) . 4.2) (3 (3.4)
103 177 263 113 465 31 200 2 143
1.8 2.9 2.0 1.8 2.0 1.7 1.8 2.0 2.1
(0.1) 0.1) {o0.1) {0.1) (0.1) (0.2) { 0.1) (0.1) (0.1)
1.9 2.3 1.9 21 --- 2.0 --
(0.2) (0.3) (0.2) (0.2) (0.2)
1.5 1.9 1.9 1.6 1.9 ..4 1.7 1.8 2.0
(0.2) (0.1) (0.1) (0.2} {0.1) (0.3} ( 0.2) (9.1) (0.1)
2.1 2.2 2.1 1.9 2.2 --- 1.9 2.2 2.2
(0.1) (0.1) (0.1) (0.2) (0.1) {0.1) {0.1) (0.1)
103 17% 263 112 464 29 199 237 143
40.2 30.9 30.7 45.1 30.2 37.5 36.5 34.0 28.0
( 6.5) (4.8) (4.0) {6. o) ( 3 o) (10.9) (4.7} (2.4) 15.4)
--- 395 35.4 31.0 27.8 -
(17.1) (17.0) {15.6) (12 s) (12.7)
4/.6 33.8 36.3 52.7 35.0 51.6 43.9 41.9 25.6
(11.7) (7.8) (71.1) {11.3) ( 5. 2) (15.5) { 8.4) (7.6) ( 8.4)
37.5 3.1 25.5 47.0 240 --- 33.4 22.5 30.6
(9.1) (6.3) (4.9) (10.0) ( 3.9) { 6.3) (5.2) ( 8.0)
m 180 272 117 419 36 n 243 150
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Table 36A: SECONDARY SCHOOL EDUCATIONAL ACHIEVEMENT OF YOUTH VITH LEARNING DISABILITIES (Continued)

Secondary School Achievement

Of students that had gre - classes
in regular education, per  ‘tage
receiving a failing grade”

Number of respondents
0f students that had graded classes
in special education, percentage
receiving a failing grade**

Number of respondents

Percentage absen’. from school
Fewer than 5 days

6 to 10 days
11 to 20 days
21 to 30 days

Lyl

More than 30 days
Number of respondents

Source: Students’ school records.

Community Gender _Age in 1987 School Status

19 or Out 1 year Out 1l -2

Urban Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years
4.3 3.2 3.4 35.2 28.0 34.2 35.1 28.5 32.7 32.0 35.1
(5.5) { 4.1) ( 4.0) ( 2.9) (4.6) (4.8) (3.8)(4.0) (3.1) (5.4) (5.5)
160 270 219 560 191 1 291 264 408 155 182
26.2 9.3 5.1 12.7 112 13.2 13.8 8.1 13.9 11.4 1.1
{5.2) (2.7) (2.1) (2.2) (3.6) (3.5 (3.0 (2.6) (2.5) { 4.0) (3.1)
158 238 233 505 162 167 245 256 359 13 167
21.0 31.1 32.9 28.9 29.6 36.3 26.0 23.9 30.7 22.8 7.7
(4.6) (3.9) (4.1) (2.7) (4.6) (4.7) (3.5) (3.8) (3.1) (4.8) (5.2)
18.1 24.8 23.7 2.9 21.3 20.8 23.2 23.5 2.4 25.0 19.1
(4.3) (3.2) (3.7) (2.5) (4.2) (4.0) (3.4)(3.7) (2.8) (5.0 ( 4.5)
30.2 240 2.7 24.5 26.2 23.1 4.1 29.4 4.1 25.3 28.7
(5.1) { 3.6) ( 3.6) (2.6) (4.5) (4.2) (3.4) (4.0 (2.38) (5.0 (5.2)
14.4 9.5 11.7 11.1 11.8 10.9 10.3 14.2 11.6 12.7 9.7
(3.9) (2.5) (2.9) (1.9) (3.3) ({3.1)(24)(3.1) (2.1) ( 3.8) ( 3.4)
16.3 10.7 10.0 12.6 11.1 9.0 16.5 9.1 11.2 14.2 14.9
(4.1) (2.6) ( 2.6) (2.0) (3.2) (2.8) (2.9) (2.5 (2.1) { 4.0) ( 4.1)

172 n 275 574 194 186 291 293 422 157 18

* See fopendix for percentage‘ of students that had graded classes in regular educat ion.
** cee Appendix for percentage of students that had graded classes in special education.

sta are for the students' most recent year in secondary school.
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Table 368: SECOMDARY SCHOOL EDUCATIONAL ACHIEVEKENT OF YOUTH WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES (Cont inued)

Household Incoms Ethnicity f g’ ]
Under 12,000- $25,000 Nc High Schoo! High School  Seyond
Secondary School Achievement 2,000 $24,999 ond Over  Black Wite Hispenic  __Diplows  _Diplome  Migh School
Of students that had graded classes
in regular aducation, percentage
receivi~) a failing grade* 6.8 288 30.8 8.2 2.8 3.2 32.2 3.6 30.1
(6.9) (4.8) (4.1) ( 6.9) ( 3.1) (11.6) ( 4.8) ( 4.4) 5.8)
Nusber of respondents 9 17 250 102 446 30 192 31 128
Of students that had graded classes
in special educeiion, percentage
receiving a faflfi arade** 22.3 11.9 5.2 25.3 8.1 2.8 15.6 14.6 6.4
(5.6) (3.7) (2.3) ( 6.1) ( 2.1) (10.1) ( 3.8) ( 3.7) { 3.5)
Number of respondents 106 149 200 105 376 k7| 18 19 112
Percentage absent from school:
Fewer than 5 days 21.1  26.0 34.6 22.0 333 2.8 1.8 30.6 3.5
{5.5) (4.6) (4.2) (5.7) (3.2) (4.4) ( 3.9) ( 4.4) (6.1)
6 to 10 days 23.1 5.2  25.4 19.4 26.7 16.3 24.6 23.9 26.7
(5.0 (4.6) (3.9) (5.4) (3.0) (8.4) ( 4.3) ( 4.0) ( 5.5)
11 to 20 days 22.0 9.8 217 31.1 .4 3.5 2.0 2.8 21.8
{5.6) (4.8) (3.7) { 6.3) ( 2.8) (10.7) ( 4.2) ( 4.3) (5.1)
21 to 30 days 11.3 10.9 10.2 13.0 9.6 14.2 18.8 7.6 8.7
Irs ({43) €33) (2.0) ( 4.6) ( 2.0) ( 8.0) ( 3.7} ( 2.5) ( 3.1)
@ More taan 30 days 22.5 8.2 7.1 144 9.0 33.2 19.0 9.3 5.4
(s5.7) (2.9} (2.3) ( 4.8) (1.9) (1c.n) ( 4.0) ( 2.0 (2.8)
Number of respondents 105 174 254 110 456 35 201 233 138
* See Appendix for percentage of students that had graded classes in regular education.
** see Appendix for percentage of students that had graded classes in special education.
Source: Students® school records. Data are for the students’ most recent year in secondary school.
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Table 36A:

Secondary School Achievement

Average days absent:
As a whole

In grades 7 or 8
In grades 9 or 10
In grades 11 or 12
Urigraded

Number of respondents
Percentage of students in
schools and at grade levels in
which minimum competency tests
were given that were exempted
from tests*

Number of respondents
Percentage taking minimum
competency tests that:

Failed
Passed in part
Passed fully

Number of respondents

SECONDARY SCHOOL EDUCATIONAL ACHIEVEMENT OF YOUTH WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES (Concluded)

Community Gender
Total Urban Suburban Rural Male female

14.7 18.9 13.0 133 15.0 14.1
( 0.8) (19)(11)(11) {0.9)(1.4)
1.7 129 120 10.8 12.0 11.2
( 2.0) (2.6) (5.5 {29) (2.8)(2.5)
15.8 2.2 126 13.6 15.6 16.5
(1.4) (3.4) (i.8) (2.0 { 1.6) ( 2.6)
14.6 175 13.6 139 15.1 13.2
(1.0) (2.7) {1.4) { ULS) ( l 2) (1.9)
12.2 m-- mee ees ~—-
( 4.0) ( 5 6)

766 170 2717 214 571 193
25.0 27.4 2.2 21.5 2.6 31.0
{3.0) (6.3) (4.9)(5.1) {3.4) (6.2)

445 110 146 161 332 12
20.4 36.2 10.6 20.7 20.3 20.8
{3.3) (8.2) (4.2) (5.6) ( 3.8) ( 6.6)
317 27.2 35.2 359 27.8 42.3
( 3.8) (76)(65)(67) { 4.3} ( 8.0)
47.9 36.6 S4.2 4.5 51.9 36.9
{4.1) (82)(67)(69) (4.7) (7.8)

314 70 10 114 238 76

Age in 1987 School Status

19 or Out 1 year Outl -2

15-16 17-18 older In-School _or 'less Years
12.4 16.7 147 14.3 15.8 16.0
(1.3) 11.3) (1.2) ( 0.9) { 1.6) {1.8)
12.1 -—- --- 11.3 -— -

{2.1) {1.9)

13.0 18.0 22.3 14.5 30.6 19.9
(1.7) {2.0) (4. 5) (1.4) { 5.2) { 5.1)
--- 15.6 14.0 15.8 12.1 15.4
( 16) ( 1 3) (1.7 (1.3) ( 2.1)

185 290 291 421 157 182
27.8 4.3 23.1 25.8 29.3 15.2
{ 6.4) ( 4.5) (4.7) ( 4.0) { 6.4) { 5.3)
89 166 190 221 107 114
30.3 19.4 12.2 4.1 7.1 19.9
( 8.1) ( 4.8 _4.3) { 4.7) { 4.4) { 6.8)
31.7 35.4 26.1 35.2 20.0 33.5
(8.2) (5.9) (5.8) (5.2) ( 6.8) { 8.0)
38.5 45.3 61.7 20.7 72.9 46.8
( 8.6) (5.1) (6.4) (5.4) ( 7.6) { 8.5)
56 119 139 149 74 88

* gee Appendix for percentage in schools and at grade lsvels that were subject to minimum competency tests.
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Students’ school records.

Data are for the students’ most receat year in ‘secondary school.




Table 368: SECONDARY SCHOOL EDUCATIONAL ACHIEVEMENT OF YOUTH VITH LEARNING DISABILITIES (Concluded)

Household _income Ethnicity Head of Household's Educs:ion
Under 12,000- $25,000 No High School High School Beyond
Secondary School Achieverent $12,000 $24,993 and Over Black White Hispanic Diploms Oiploma _ High Schuol
Average days absent:
As a whole 19.0 i3.5 12.1 17.7 12.3 253 18.3 i3.6 9.9
(2.5) (1.3) (1.1} ( 2.3} £ 9.8) ( 4.9) (1.6) (1.3) {1.2)
ingrades 7 or 8 - -—- 8.9 10.5 11.2 - 4.5 -—- -~
( 3.5) (2.7) ( 3.4) ( 2.9)
In grades ¢ or 10 21.7 13.7 13.9 20.2 13.1 6.8 19.9 15.5 10.3
(5.2) (2.1) (2.1) (4.6) (1.5) ( 6.2) ( 2.9) ( 2.5) ( 2.2)
In grades 11 or 12 17.3 14.3 11.0 18.4 12.0 -~ 18.2 11.0 11.0
(3.1) £1.9) (1.1) (2.551(1.1) ( 2.3) {1.1) { 1.8)
Ungraded —-- -— - - -—— - -— — -
Number of respondents 14 173 254 109 456 32 199 232 138
Percentage of students in
schools and a\ grade levels in
which minimum competency tests
were given that were exempted
from tests* 21.6 4.5 19.2 5.4 21.7 33.1 22.0 23.9 21.6
(7.4) (5.9) (4.7) (7.3) ( 3.8) (12.2) (5.3 ( 5:4) ( 6.7)
Number of respondents 62 10 14 12 258 28 121 13 87
Percentage taking minimua
competency tests that:
Fatled 25.5 26.1 13.5 30.1 15.5 30.4 28.0 20.4 12.4
(8.9) (7.2) (4.7) (9.1) { 3.9) {15.4) ( ~.7) (6.2) ( 6.1)
Passed in part 27.1 28.7 36.6 25.8 37.2 29.0 3.3 29.4 38.3
(9.1) (7.4) (617} ( 8.7) ( 5.2) {15.2) { 6.9; {7.0) (9.0)
Passed fuliy 47.4 45.2 9.9 4.1 47.3 40.6 0.2 50.2 49.3
(10.2) { 8.2) (6.9) ( 9.9) ( 5.3) (16.4) (7.3) (7.7} (9.2)
Nurder of respondents 4 15 107 50 189 16 92 91 63

* See Appendix for percentage in schools and at orece leve. nat were subject to minimum comvetency tests.

Source: Students’ schooj records. Data are for the stucents’ most rerent year in secondary school.
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Table 37A: SECONOARY SCHOOL COMPLETION OF YOUTH WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES
Community Gender _Age in 1987 School Status
19 or Out 1 year Outl -2
School Completion Total Urban Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-12 older In-Sch.ol _or less Years
Percentage out-of-school youth who:*
Graduated 60.9 53.6 69.1 ©&6.2 60.7 62.3 --- 32.0 75.1 --- 62.4 59.6
(3.2) ( .3)(5.3) (54 (3.7) (6.9) ( 6.5) ( 2.2) ( 4.7) { 4.5)
Oropped out 32.2 36.0 26.5 29.2 31.6 33.4 --- 60.0 19.4 -—- 34.0 30.4
( 3.1) (7.0) (5.0 ¢( 5 2) ( 3.5) (6.8) ( 6.8) ( 3.0) ( 4.6) { 4.2)
Vere suspended expelled 3.9 6.4 3.3 3.0 4.7 1.4 --- 7.9 1.2 -—- 2.4 5.4
( 1.3) (3. 6) (2.0) (2 0) {1.6) (1.7) ( 3.7) (0.8) { 1.5) (2.1}
Reached age limit 3.0 3.9 1.2 1.6 3.0 3.¢ ——- 0.1 4.3 --- 1.2 4.6
{1.1) 129)(1.2)(1.4) (1.3) {2.4) (0.5 (1.5 (1.1) {1.9)
Number of respondents 534 119 155 171 418 113 9 95 430 0 224 308
Purcentage of graduates receiving
a regular diploma 87.9 83.1 87.¢ 92.3 86.2 93.0 --- 929 87.8 --- 89.1 88.6
( 3.0) {71.9)(5.2){3.9) { 3.6) ( 5.1) (6.8) (3.4) ( 4.3) { 4.4)
Number of respondents 245 49 84 94 194 51 2 2 217 0. 110 131
Percentage of dropouts whose parents
reported they left school because:

Not doing well in school 32.7 31.8 39.4 33.2 28.3 43.6 --- 31.4 33.2 --- 36.2 28.5
— {7.3) (13.5) (14.0) (13 4) ( 8.0) (15.5) (11.1) ( 9.9) (12.6) {10.8)
wn Oidn't like school/bored 31.2 25.0 30.8 .6 32,5 27.9 --- 385 22.5 -- 26.9 36.3
- {7.2) (12.5) (13.2) (13 5) { 8.3) (14.1) (11.6) ( 8.8) (9.7) (11.5)

Had behavior problems 4.4 9.8 16.1 16.6 18.1 5.3 --- 16.1 0.9 --- 21.1 6.6

{ 5.4) { 8.6) (10.5) (10.6) ( 6.8) (7.0) ( 8.05 ( 6.5) (9.0) ( 5.9)

Needed/found a jc* 10.9 14.7 8.3 9.4 14.8 1.4 --- 11.8 7.4 -e= 12.4 9.2

( 4.8) (10.2) ( 7.9) ( 8.3) ( 6.3) ( 3.6) ( v 7) (5.5) {7.2) ( 6.9)

Got married/had a child ".9 0.9 4.4 16.8 1.7 27.0 --- 9.4 .- 7.4 10.6

. ( 4.4) 12.8) (5.9) (10.6) ( 2.3) (‘3 9) { E 8) ( 6 l) ( 5.8) (7.4)

Oidn’t get into program wanted 5.1 0.0 5.6 11.7 5.9 3.0 --- 7.4 - e 5.9 4.1

( 3.4) (0.0) (6.6) (9.1) (4.2) (5.3) ( 4 0) (5.5 ( 5.2) ( 2.7)

f1lness or disability 2.8 5.1 0.0 4.3 1.7 5.5 --- 0.0 3.t --- 5.1 0.0

: ( 2.5) ( 6.3) (0.0) (5.8) (2.3) (7.2) ( 0.0) ( 3.6) { 4.8) (0.0

Moved 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 9.0 0.0 --- 0.0 0.0 --- 0.0 0.%

(0.0) { 0.0) ( 0.0) (0.0) {0.0) {0.0) { 0.0) { 0.0) (0.0) ( 0.0)

Friends were dropping out 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.5 0.0 --- 0.0 0.7 .- 0.0 0.8

( 0.9) {(o0)(0.0){0.0) (1.3) (0.0) { 0.0) ( 1.8) { 0.0) (2.1)

Other 38.5 48.. 31.2 50.5 7.5 41.0 ---  40.7 35.9 e 49.5 25.5

(7.5) (14. 5) (13 2) {14.2) ( 8.6) (15.4) (11.7) (10.1) (11.0) (10.4}

Number ‘of respon.dents 88 25 67 21 2 32 54 0 43 45
Percentage of dropouts expected
uy parents to finish secondary

schnol 28.7 32.i 76.3 22.0 21.5 32.2 --- 32,0 213 --- 39.3 17.5

(73) (14.4) (i2 8} (12.6) { 8.3) (15.8) (11.7) ( 9.8) (11.4) (9.4)

Nuvber of respondents 80 23 24 22 62 18 2 29 49 0 - 38 42

T See Aroendix for percentage of youth who were out of secondary school.

gr..-re  Parent interviews and students’ school records 2",3




Table 378:

Household Income

School Comp!l:tion

Percentage out-of-school youth who:*

Were suspended expelled
Reached age limit
Number of respondents

Percentage of graduates receiving
a regular diploma

Number of respondents
Percentage of dropouts whose parents
reported they left school because:

Not doing well in school

Oidn’t 1ike schoo' ™ .red

est

Had behavic. problems
Needed/found a job

Got married/had a ch1d
Oidn't get into program wanted

I11ness or disability

Friends were dropping out

Number of respondents

Percentage of dropouts expected
by parents to finish secondary

Number of respondents

Under 12,000~
$12,000 $24,999 and Over

&

HNONOWLWLWN-
—

w
W dNNwh
R

- R

o~ — — —
— — ~

280
(14 6)
19
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*See Appendix for percentage of youth who were out of secondary school.

SECONDARY SCHOOL COMPLETION OF YOUTH WITH LEARNING OISABILITIES

Ethnicity

Head of Household's Education

8lack White Hispanic

No High School High School

Diploma

61:1 63.1 42.2

{ 8.4) ( 4.1) (14.5)
4.8 32.1 42.0

(7.5) (3.9) (14.4)
1.9

9 2.4 10.2
{4.7) (1.3) ( 8.9)
6.2 2.5 5.7
(4.2) (1.3) ( 6.8)
82 322 27
7.8 9.9 ---
(11.0) ( 3.5)
30 142 10
—-- M4 -
( 8.4)
—-- 352 -
( 8.5)
-—-- 16,2 ---
( 6.5)
-—-- 112 ---
(56 -
-—- 8.5 ---
( 4.9)
-—— 6.5 -———
(4.4)
- 2.0 -
(2.5)
- 0.5 -
{00
- 0.0 -
( 0.0)
—-- 401 ---
(8.7)
12 67 8
- 8.0 ---
( 8.4)
13 60 6
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€61

Residential
Independence Characteristics

Percentage living:
With pavent(s)

Alone
With spouse/roommate
With other family member

In a residertial/boarding
school (not a college}

In a college dormitory
In a group home
In"a mental health facility or
hospital/institution for
disabled
In a correctional facility
Ovher

Number of respondents

Percentage of institutionalized

youth who have been in instit' ons:

Less than 6 months
6 to 12 monlhs
13 to 36 months
> 36 months
wumt>r of r~spondents

Percentage making alterations to
home to accommodate disability

Number of respondents

J——

source: Parent interviews.
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Table 38A: RESIDENTIAL INDEPENDENCE OF YOUTH WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES
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Community Gender Age in 1987 School Status

19 or Out 1 year OQutl -2

Urban Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-Schoe? _or less Years
89.3 91.9 8.1 90.5 87.6 98.1 89.5 78.4 96.4 82.9 ©6.6
(2.8) { 2.1) (2.5 (1.6) ( 3.1) (1.2) (2.2) (3.1) (1.1) (3.9) (4.7)
1.0 0.6 1.1 1.4 0.0 0.0 05 3.3 0.1 1.5 4.7
(0.9) ( 0.6) {0.3) { 0.6) ( 0.0) (0.0) (0.5 (1.4) (0.2) {1.3) (2.1)
2.4 31 59 3.1 6.2 0.6 2.7 10.5 0.7 6.4 16.1
{1.4) ( 1.4) (1.9) (0.9)(2.2) (0.6) (1.2) (2.3) {0.5) ( 2.6) (3.7)
46 23 2.5 33 25 1.0 3.9 57 1.5 1.5 7.4
(1.9) (1.2) (1.3) (0.9) (1.7) (0.8) (1.4) (1.8) (0.7) (:.3) ( 2.6)
0.5 0.0 0.4 0.5 0.4 0.0 09 0.5 0.3 0.1 1.6
{ 0.6) ( 0.0) (0.5 (0.4) ( 0.6) (0.0) (0.7) (0.6) (0.3) (0.3) (1.2)
0.0 03 00 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.0 04 0.0 0.0 0.6
( 0.0) ( 0.4) (0.0 ( 0.0) ( 0.5) ( 0.0) (0.0) (0.5) (0.0 (0.0 (0.8)
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.1
( 0.0) ( 0.i) { 0.0) (0.1) (0.0 ( 0.0) (0.0) (0.2) (0.0 ( 0.0) (0.3)
1.0 0.0 0.4 0.4 0.5 0.4 06 0.0 0.4 0.8 0.0

( 0.9) (0.0) (0.5 ( 6.3) ( 0.6) ( 0.5} ( 0.5) (0.0 (0.4) (0.9) (0.0
0.4 08 0.0 0.5 0.0 0.0 09 0.0 0.2 0.7 0.7
(0.6) (0.7) (0.0 (0.4) (0.0 (0.0) ¢ 0.7) (02.0) {0.3) (0.9) { n.8)
d.3 1.0 0.5 0.3 1.6 0.0 0 1.1 G.4 0.1 2.2
{ 0.5) (0.8) (0.6) (0.3) (1.2 ( 0.0) (0.7) (0.8) (0.4) {04 (1.5)
249 332 304 746 241 240 344 403 535 191 255
4 3 1 8 i 1 6 2 3 2 4
0.2 0.0 0.0 0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0
{ 0.5) (0.0) (0.0 (0.2) (0.0) (0.05 (0.3) (01 (0.2) ( 0.0 ( 0.0)
246 328 295 729 238 235 33 397 528 188 248
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Resident ia)
Independence Char-cteristics

Percentage living:
With parent(s)

Alane
With spouse/roomma.e
With other family member

In a residential/boarding
schoo! (not a college)

in a college dormitory

In a group home

In a menta) health facility or

hospital/institution for the

disabled

In a correctional facility

Other

Number of respondents

Percentage of institutionalized

youth who have been in institutions:
Less than 6 months

6 to 12 months
13 to 36 months
> 36 months
Number of respondents

Fercentage making aiterations to
home to accommodate disability

Number of respondents

———

Source: Parent interviews.

Table 388: RESIDENTIAL INDEPENDENCE OF YOUTH WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES

____ Household Income

Under 12,000~
$12,000 $24,999 and Over

88.6
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Head of Household's Education

Ethnicity
Black White Hispanic
88.% 90.7 88.0
(3.4) (1.6)(5.7)
0.9 1.1 0.0
(1.0) ( 0.6) ( 0.0)
0.8 46 6.0
11.0) (1.2) (4.2)
8.5 2.0 2.2
( 3.0) ( 0.8) (2.5)
0.1 0.3 3.0
* 0.3) ( 0.3) (3.0)
0.0 0.1 0.0
( 0.0) { 0.2) (0.0)
0.0 0.0 0.0
( 0.0) (0.1) (0.0)
0.6 0.2 0.0
(0.8) (0.2)(00)
1.0 0.0 0.8
(1.0) { 0.0) (1.5)
0.0 1.0 0.0
{ 0.0) ( 0.5) (0.0)
186 687 64
3 3 1

Mo High School High School
Diploma Diploms  High School
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6S1

Home-Care [ndependence _
Percentage fixing own breskfast
or lunch:

Always

Usually

Somet imes

Never

Number of respordents

Percentage buying items
from a store un his/her own

Always

Usually

Somet imes

Never

Number of respondents

Percentage doing laundry:
Always

Usually
Somet imes
Never

Number of respondents

———————

source: Parent interviews.
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Tabie 39A: HOME-CARE INDEPENDENCE OF YOUTH WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES

(2.2)
18.9

46.4

Comunity €ander
Urban Suburban Rura: Male Female
3.7 2 M8 35.3 41.6
(4M(39)(4n (2.8) {5.1)
19.7 24.2 24.0 2.1 2.2
(3. 7) ( 3 5) (3.8) (2.4) ( 4.4)
38.9 37.1 8.9 3.8
(4ﬂ(39)(4” (za)(tn
2.8 3.0 4.
(1.5) (1.4) (1.7) ( 1 1) ( 1 5)
246 309 261 618 198
33.7 25.0 ¢1.8 23.9 35.4
(4.4) (3.5 (3.6) ( 2.5) ( 4.9)
17.8 18.1 2.0 20.0 15.8
(3.6) (3.1)(3.6) (2.3) { 3.8)
44.0 459 49.3 48.3 40.6
(4.7) ( 4.0) { 4.4) ( z 9) ( s o)
4.6 11.0 7.8
(2.0 (2.5 {2.4) ( l 6) ( 2 a)
245 307 261 - 66 197
32.6 20.1 18.7 18.0 40.5
(4.4) (3.3)( 3 4) (2.¢) (5.0)
13. 7.7 7.5 16.4
(3.2) (2.2) ( 2 4) ( 1 5) ( 3.8)
33.0 34.0 42.0 30.3
(4.4) (3.8) (4.4) (2&)(4n
20.9 238.2 30.9 36.3 2.7
(33)(3.9)(41) (2.8) ( 3.4)
245 307 261 615 198

Items apply only to youth still living with the parent/guardian.

Age in 1987

19 or

15-16 17-18 older

33.4 37.3 4.3
( 4.2) (3.9) ( 4.3)
5.1 208 2.8
(39(32)(3&
38.9 3.7
(;4)(39)(4n
( 1 4) (17 (1.3)
289 303

1.0 29.7 31.9
(3.6) (3.6) (4.1)
16.8

.8 211 187
(3.3)( 3.3) ( 3.4)
53.6 1.4

( 4°5) ( 3 9) ( 4 4)
( 2 5) ( 2 1) ( 2 4)

25.2 18.7 30.2
( 3 9) (3.1) (41)
7.3 5.3
( 2 6) (2.1) (2.2)
35.3 40.3 30.6
( 4.3) (3.9) (4.1)
30.3 33.8 2.9
(4.1) (3.8) (3.8)
223 2839 301

See Table 34.
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Table 398: HOME-CARE INDEPEMDENCE OF YOUTH WITH LEARNING OISABILITLES

Household Income Ethnicity Head of Household's Education

Under 12,000- $25,000 %o High School High School o
Home-Care_Independence $12,000 $24,999 and Over  Black Vhite Hispanic  __ Ofplome  _Diploms High Seoot 3
Percentzge fixing own breakfast -
or lunch: j
Always 3.4 39.1 38.0 45.0 34.4 36.4 35.8 39.2 35.8 é
{ 5.2) (4.5 (3.7) {5.7) ( 2.8) { 9.0) { 4.2) { 3.9) {4.7) -3
Usually 17.7 2.3 2.0 16.7 25.0 20.4 16.4 3.8 29.4 33
(4.2) (3.8) (3.4) {4.3) (2.6)¢ 7.6) { 3.2) { 3.4) { 4.5) o
Somet imes 43.2 36.2 30.7 35.2 37.1 415 44.3 4.0 31.3 5
{5.5) (4.4) (3.5 {5.5) (2.9) (9.3) { 4.3) { 3.8) { 4 6) X
Never 3.7 3.3 2.3 3.1 3.5 1.7 3.5 3.0 3.5 T
{21) (1.6) (1.1) (2.0) (1.1) ( 2.4) {1.6) { 1.4) {1.8) s
Number of respondents 162 231 349 157 579 56 275 315 218 ¥ %
Percentage buying items o
from a store ¢cn his/her own: s
Always 31.9 26.7 2.8 33.2 23.0 40.0 31.6 25.8 1.5 lj,ig
{5.1) (4.1) (3.2) ( 5 4) { 2.5) ( 9 2) { 4.0) { 3.5) ( 4.1) %%
Usually 15.2 17.8 22.8 19.8 15.8 14.7 19.2 23.9 %
{3.9) (3.5) (3.2) ( 4 3) {2 4) ( 6 °) { 3.1) { 3.2) {4.2) Mig
Somet imes 45.2 46.2 49.0 48.7 4.8 46.5 48.9 ;%g
(5.5 (4.6) (3.8) ( 5 7) { 3.0) ( t. 9) { 4.3) { 4.0) { 4.9) X
Py Never 7.7 9.3 5.4 8.5 9.8 8.9 8.5 5.6 47
o {29) (2.7) (1.7) { 2 8) { l 7) { 5. G) { 2.5) { 2.3) { 2.3) %é
Number of respondents 162 229 9 276 n 2s T
Parcentage doing laundry: e
Alvays 303 229 12.6 37.5 17.4 2.5 26.4 2.1 2.8 =
{5.1) (3.9) (2.9) (5.5) (2.3) (9.3) { 3.8) {3.3) { 4.2) %
Usually 7.2 7.3 13.0 14.3 8.3 5.0 8.2 9.2 11.9 o
(2.8) (2.4) (2.5) ( 4.0) (1.7) ( 4.1) { 2.4) { 2.3) { 3.2)

Somet imes 326 387 4.1 31.5 3886 295 n.2 37.2 37.7

(5.2) (4.5 (3.7) (5.3)(2.8}(8.7) { 4.1) {3.9) ( 4.8)

Sever 29.8 311 2.3 18.7 35.8 26.1 31.2 31.% a.8

{5.0) (4.3) (3.4) { 4.3) (2.9) ( 8.3} { 4.0) {3.7) ( 4.4)

N: aber of respondents 162 229 349 156 578 55 278 3135 a7

Source: Parent interviews. Itexs apply only to youth >.111 Tiving with the parent/guardian. See Table 38
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*Table 39A: HOME-CARE INDEPENDENCE OF YOUTH WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES (C.ncluded)
— Gender

Home-Care Independence

Percentage s.-aightening up own
living area:

Alyays

Usuall,

Somet imes

Never

Mmber of respondents

Average overall home-care
independence score:*

4t8

9 to 12

13 to 15

16

Nusber of respoidents

* The home-care independence scale is formed by summing responses to the items related to shopping, cleaning, fixing meals, and doing laundry,
which were assigned a value ranging from 1 (youth were reported to do it "never”) to 4 (youth were reported to do it "always™).

Total

Community

Urban Suburban Rur.l

47.8 38.0 41.9
(4.7) (3.9) ( 4.9)
11.8 20.7 16.9
( 3.0) ( 3.3) ( 3.3)
345 347 34.0
( 4.5) ( 3.9) ( 4.2)

59 65 7.1
( 2.2) ( 2.0) ( 2.3)

245 308 261

17.7 27.4 25.3
( 3.6) ( 3.6) ( 3.8)
7 50.5 48

.6 . 0
(4.7) (4.1) ( 4.4)
25.1 154 22.1
(4.1) (2.9) (3.7)

9.7 6.7 A6
(2.8) (2.0) (1.9)
240 305 261

Suming the items produces a scale with values from 4 to 1S.

Source: Parent interviews.

231

(2.8) (4.3)
6.6 6.1
(1.4) ( 2.4)
616 198

27.7 117
( 2.6) ( 3.3)
4.0 48.1
(2.9)(5.1)

4.8 13.5
(1.2) (3.5)
609 197

Items apply only to youth sti1} living with the parent/quardian.

Schoot Status

Agé in 1987
19 or Out 1 year OQut 1 -2
15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years
42.6° 40.1 46.4 42.5 “n.5 39.4
(4.4) (3.9) (4.9) ( 3.0) ( 6.0) ( 6.1)
18.3 15.3 16.1 16.6 13.2 21.2
{ 3.5) ( 2.9) ( 3.2) ( 2.3) (4.1) (5.1)
35.6 364 28.8 35.8 31.5 28.9
( 4.3) ( 3.3) ( 4.0) (2.9) ( 5.6) (5.7)
35 3.2 87 5.1 10.8 106.5
( 1.6) (2.2) ( 2.5) (1.3) (3.7} {3.8)
224 289 301 494 148 172
20.1 27.8 2z2.1 22.9 24.6 27.1
( 3.6) (3.6) (3.7) ( 2.5) ( 5.2) ( 5.6}
56.6 445 42.6 51.3 39.7.. 43.1
(4.4) (5.0) (4.4)  (3.1) ( 5.9) ( 6.2)
19.7 203 22.9 20.1 24.4 19.5
( 3.6) (3.2)-(3.7) ( 2.5) (5.1) ( 5.0)
36 7.3 124 5.4 11.3 16:3
(1.7) (2.1) ( 2.8) (1.4) (3.8) ( 3.8)
222 286 298 488 148 170
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See Table 38.
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Table 398: HOME-CARE. INDEPENOENCE OF YOUTH WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES (Concluded) ]

Haunhold l'ncue
Under 12,000-  $25,000
Home-Care Independence $12,000 $24,999 and Over

Percentage straightening up own

1iving area:
Always 49 359 4839
(5.5) (4.4) (3.9
Usually 13.0 19.8 183
v 3.7) (3.7) {2.9)
Somet imes 336 39.6 306
{52) (4.5 (3.5)
Never 8.5 4.8 7.1
(3.1) (2.0 (2.0
Number of respondents 161 a1 349
Average overall home-care
independence score:*
4t8 27.0 25.3 19.0
(4.9) (4.0) (3.0
9 to 12 2.6 4.3 577
(5.5) (4.6) ( 3.8)
13 t0 15 1.1 2.2 17.3
(4.5) (3.8) (2.9)
16 9.2 6.2 6.1
(3.2, (2.2) (1.98)
Number of respondents 16 227 46

* The home-care independence scale is formed by summing responses to the items related to shopping, cleaning, fixing meals, and doing laundry,
which were assigned a value ranging from 1 (youth were reported to do it "never”) to 4 {youth were reported to do it "always”).

Suming the ftems produces a scale with values from 4 %o 18.

Source: Parent interviews.

Ethnicity

tead of Household's Education

e
E
5
E

$4.4 38.6 39.3
(5.7) (2.9) (9.2)

8.6 189 16.1
(3.2) (2.3) ( 6.9)
33.5 34.6 40.7
(5.4) (2.9) (9.2

35 7.8 3.9
(2.1) (1.6) (3.6)

156 578 56
17.1 26.6 18.7
(4.3) (2.7) (7.4)
46.4 51.5 35.3
(5.7) (3.0) { 9.1)
2.4 187 423

(4.8) (2.2) (9.4)
14.2 5.2 3.7
(4.0) (1.3) ( 3.6)

154 573 55

Items apply only to youth sti11 living with the parent/guardian.

FgW)
()
(%)

See Table 38.

No High School 'High-Sciol  Beyond
Oiploms "_Oiploms *  High School
39.4 42.0 43.0
( 8.2) ( 4.0) ( 4.9)
17.4 17.0 14.2
( 3.3) ( 3.0) ( 3.5) .
1.6 .9 .30.6
(4.2) ( 3.8) ( 4.6) ’
4.5 8.1 7.1
(1.8) (2.2) (-2.5).
2715 34 7
25.8 23.8 20.1
(3.8) (3.5 ° (4.0
48.5 4.1 53.0-
( 4.3) (4 (5.0)°
20.5 20.5 21.0
{ 3:5) ( 3.3) ( 4.0)
7.2 7.6 5.9
(2.2) (2.2) ( 2.3)
274 309 21
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651

Financial Independence

Percentage of in-school youth
receiving allowance or other
money they control
Number of respondents
Percentage of out-of-school
youth who had: -
Savings account
Check ing account
Other investmenls
Credit card in own name
None of these
Number of respondents
Percentage of out-of-school youth
living independently who received
financial support from family for
1iving expenses

Number of respondents

Source: Parent interviews.

Table 40A:

o~
—

—

r ]
—

—— -— —— -— —
-

DONN=NEBN-OM
— —

FINANCIAL !NDEPENDENCE OF YOUTH V!YH LEARNING D!SAB!UT!ES

A Community Gender Age in 1987 School Status .

19 or Out 1 year Out 1 -2
Urban Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years
74.4 839 83.2 82.9 76.1 80.9 81.5 771.5 81.0 ~—- ——-
(5.4) (3. 9) ( 4 2) (2.9){5.2) ( 2.5) ( 3.3) (10.4) ( 2.4)

14 177 370 139 222 9 38 509 0 0
45.4 51.0 42.0 47.4 35.5 --- 39.9 45.9 --- §1.0 39.3
(9.1) (6.8) (7.1) ( 4.6) ( 8.0) (11.7) ( 4.5) ( 6.6) (5.6)

3.2 56 11.6 6.0 14.3 --- 9.0 8.1 --- 3.6 11.5
( 3 2) ( 3 2) ( 4 6) (2.2) (5.9) ( 6.9) (2.5) ( 2.5) (3.6)

0.0 0.5 0.0 --- 0.0 0.4 .e- 0.0 0.6
( 0 0) ( l ’) (0. 0) ( 0.6) ( 0.0) { 0.0) { 0.6) ( 0.0) (0.9)

5.1 7.1 12.5 7.5 9.9 --- 0.0 9.8 --- 4.3 1.1
( 4.0) ( 3.5) ( 4.7) ( 2.5) ( 5.0) (0.0) (2.7) (2.7) ( 3.6)
49.9 42.3 39.8 43.6 46.0 --- 4.0 42.5 --- 43.7 4.6
(9.0) {6.7) (6.9) ( 4.6) ( 8.3) (11.8) ( 4.5) { 6.5) (5.6)

65 107 99 243 73 2 32 281 0 120 196

-~ 2.2 1.5 18.0 15.4 -e- --- 15.§ .e- —-- 14.3

(15.8) ( 8.0) ( 8.5) (13.4) (7.7) {7.9)
15 22 43 15 0 6 52 0 8 s0 °
See Appendix for percentage of youth that were in secondary school or out of secondary school.
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. Table 40B: FINMICIAL INDEPENDENCE OF YOUTH VITH LEARNING DISABILITIES )
. Household Income Ethnicity - _Head of Household's Education

° 1..ooo- $25,000 No mgh Schoo! mm Schoo! Beyond
Financial Independence . 512, $24,998 and Over  Black White Hispenic Diplome _Diploms _ High Schoo)
Percentage of in-school youth
receiving allowance or other -
money they control 80.3 81.4 843 78.3 84.4 62.1 78.7 82.9 82.1

(5.4) (4.5) (3.6 { 6.0) { 2.8) (11.0) ( 5.5) ( 3.8) { 4.8)
Number of respondents 107 146 211 101 354 k] mn 199 134
Percentage of out-of-school
youth who had:
Savings account 14.7 41.2 644 26.4 49.7 30.7 24.4 51.7 62.5
(6.9) (7.2) {5.3) (9. l) ( 4.7) (15.7) ( 6.1) ( 6.3) (7.9
Check ing account 9.3 10.0 7.1 0.9 7.6 10.0 8.2 5.8
(5.6) (4.4) (3.0 ( l 9) {2 6) (12.9) ( 4.3) ( 3.5) ( 3.8)
Other investments 0.0 0.0 1.0 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.8 0.1
{0.0) (0.0) (1.2 ( o o) { 0.6) ( 0.0) ( 0.0} (1.1) ( 0.5)
Credit card in own name 5.7 4.9 12.8 1.8 10.1 5.3 9.4 11.1
(4.5) (3.2) (4.0 ( 2.6) ( 2.8) ( 5.2) (3.1) { 3.8) ( 5.2)
None of these 69.4 45.2 26.6 68.2 . .8 62.2 kN ] 31.7
(8.9) (7.2) (5.2 ( 9.2) (4.5) (17.0) ( 6.7) ( 6.0) (7.8)
Kumber of respondents 53 92 142 50 235 17 104 128 7
o Percentage of out-of-school youth
o living independent ly who received
iimncul support from fas!ly for s 28.2 17.2 2.6 .
iving expenses —.- 16. . n- . ~e- .8 -~
(.i.2) (14.0) ( 8.3) (11.3) ( 3.9)
Number of rcspondents 12 22 21 10 “ 4 t4) 25 6

Source: Parent interviews. See Appendix for percentage of youth that were in secondary school or out of secondary school.




Table 41A: SOCIAL EXPERIENCES OF YW?I\UIM LEARNING DISABILITIES .

_Age_in 1987

School §
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School

of Housshold’s Education

%o High School High School

Bayond

Diplom.

Dinlore

ty
spanic

Hi

Ethnicit

Black thite

SOCIAL EXPERIENCES OF YOUTK WITH LEARNING OISABILITIES

Table 418:
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£91

Socfal Experiences

Percentage ever arrested

Number of respondents
Percentage of out-of -schoot
youth who were:*

Single, never married
Engaged

Married
Divorced/separated

Number of respondents

* See Appendix for percantage of youth that were out of secondary school.

Source: Parent interviews.

Table 41A: SOCIAL-EXPERIENCES OF YOUTH WITH LENANING DISABILTTIES: (Coné Tuded) -

Urbsn Suburban Rural

(33)(25)(2.‘)

—

.
D = O =
—

82.
(4.2) (3.2) (5.6)
18 04 14
( §"") (0.8) ( '15.7)
(3.4) ( 2.9) ( 5.4)
0.0 08 0.0
(0.0) { 1.2) ( 0.0)
72 13 105

—

OONOOO-NP

[
Nt wm
—

“

Gender __Age "in 1967 School Status”
. - 19 o0r
Male Ffemale . 15-16 17-18 older. or less
155 4.1 6.6 17.3 13.1 19.3
(2.00(1.9) (2.2) (2.9} (2.6) (4.2)
705 230 227 32 386 180
94.7 76.6 --- 86.8 90.6 96.3
(2.1) (72.3) (7.8) (2.6) ( 2.5)
0.4 2.9 -~ 2.8 038 0.9
(0.6) ( 2.9) (3.8) (0.8) (1.2)
4.5 20.4 --- 10.4 8.3 2.1
(2.0) (7.0 (7.0) ( 2.5) (1.9)
0.4 0.0 -~ 09 0.3 0.7
( 0.6) ( 0.0) (0.0) (0.5 (1.1)
261 ] 2 33 302 123

Out 1 year gma z .

<41



¥91

Social Experiences .

Percentage ever arrested
Nuwber of respondents
Percentage of out-of-school

youth who were:*
Single, never married

Engaged

Married

Divorced/separated
Number of respondents

Table 418: SMIAL'EXPERIEICES OF YOUTH UITH LE'RNI!G UISAB!LITISS (Conc‘ludod}

Ibuuhow lgg

Under 12,000< $25;000
m._sz__.w_;

154 133  10.3
(3{) (zg) (22)

84.3 8.5 95.8
(7.3) (5.00 (2.5)
1.8 0.4 1.3
(2.6) (0.9) (1.4)
13.9. 13.1 2.9
(7.0) (5.0) (2.1)
0.0 0.0 0.0
(0.0) £0.0) (0.0
] 97 149

Ex. “‘_Giljl_

S No High-School - High Schoo) ltyend' :

Black ..__tc ._sm_c _L” __L__..g? High School
18.4 9.5 15,2 15.7 1.4 9.7
(4.2) (1.6) (8.3) (2.9) (2.4) {2.8)
183 662 64 323 364 235
95.8 89.6 79.4 83.9 91.0 100
(4. 3) ( z 9) (13.8) (5.3) (3.7) ( 0.0)
0.9 0. 0.4 1.0 0.0
{2.0)( l l) ( 0.0 (0.9) (1.3) ( 6.0)
3.3 8.7 20.6 14.8 7.9 0.0
( 3 a) (2.7) (13.8) (5.1) ( 3.5) { 0.0)
0.4 0.0 0.8 0.0 0.0
( o o) ( o s) ( 0.0) (1.3) ( 0.0) ( 0.0)
56 18 13 134 1

* See Appendix for percentage of youth that were out of sc.ondary school.

Source: Parent interview:.
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Table 42A: POSTSECONDARY EDUCATION OF YOUTH.WITH EARNING DISABILITIES - * SRR

Community. Gender @ge in 1987 . Schoo1 Stiwes . h .
. ~ 19 or Out 1year Ow 1 -2 "
Postsecondary Education Total Urban Suburban Rural Kale female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less ' ' _ Years
Percentage taking any post-
secondary education course in
" the past year 15.6 15.6 19.5 10.4 14.7 18.2 --- 1.7 17.% --- 14.7 16.7
( 2.5) (5.4) (4.8) (3.9 (2.8) {5.7) (5.1) { 3.1) ( 3.8) ( 3.8)
Number of respundents 429 98 139 126 335 94 6 713 350 0 182 245
Percentage taking in past year:
Postsecondary vocational courses 10.9 10.8 12.6 8.6 10.6 11.8 --- 12.2 11.0 - 12.5 9.6 -
. ( 2.3) (4.9) ( 4.1) ( 3.6) ( 2.5) ( 5.0) { 5.6) ( 2.6) (3.7) ( 3.1)
2-year college courses 4.8 6.8 5.5 2.7 5.0 4.1 -——- 1.7 5.9 ~—- 2.5 6.9
( 1.5) (4.0) ( 2 8) ( 2.1) (1.8) ( 3.1) ( 2.3) ( 2.0) (1.7) ( 2.8)
4-year college courses 1.5 0.0 0.0 0.8 3.9 --- 0.0 1.6 --- 1.2 1.8
( 0.9) (0.0)( 2 2) ( 0.0) (0.7) ( 2.9) (0.0) (1.0) (1.2) ( 1.4)
Number of respondents 402 88 132 120 315 86 6 61 334 0 164 235
Average number courses taken in e
the past year by students in a:
Postsecondary vocational program 3.7 --- 3.8 --- 3.9 - --- --- 3.9 ---
( 0.5) (0.7) ( 0.6) ( 0.6) ( 0.6) ( 0.9)
Number of respondents 42 9 17 12 31 11 0 9 33 0 25 17 3%
o S
2-year college 4.4 --- -—- -—- 4.2 - --- I ) --- --- 4.9 %
= ( 0.7) ( 0.8) ( 0.8) (1.0) il
Y] Number of respondents 30 9 10 6 23 7 0 2 28 0 7 23 *:\.g
4-year college .- --- --- --- - - --- - =-- --- --- - i
P
Number of respondents 6 0 4 0 3 3 1 0 5 0 2 4 I
Percentage taking courses in the
past year who earned a:
Postsecondary vocational
degree/ license 55.4 --- --- - 66.1 --- --- --- 55,5 - -—- 30.8
(10.6) (11.7) (12.6) (16.6)
2-year college degree/license 9.3 --- --- --- 11.8 - --- --- 10.2 --- .- 12.3
( 7.6) ( 9.6) ( 8.6) (10.8)
Number of respondents 31 10 10 6 24 7 0 2 29 0 7 20
Percentage with postsecondary
grade point average:
3.25 to 4.0 15.1 24.8 5.3 44.8 11.6 29.0 --- 20.5 12.6 --- 12.5 18.6
( 6.5) (16.8) ( 6.0) (19.2) ( 6.5) (17.7) (14.0) ( 6.9) ( 8.1) (10.3)
2.75 to 3.24 10.7 3.0 155 3.8 9.7 14.3 --- 9.1 1.4 -— 16.9 © 2.4
( 5.6) (6. 6) (9.7) (7. 4) ( 6.0) (13.7) (10.0) ( 6.6) (9.2) ( 4.1)
2.25 to 2.74 29.7 38.9 37.0 4.5 31.7 21.8 --- 35.6 26.9 -~ 34.9 22.9
( 8.2) (19.0) (12.9) ( 8.1) ( 9.5) (16.1) (16.6) ( 9.3) (11.7) (11.1)
1.75 to 2.24 23.3 9.4 25.4 34.6 21,7 29.5 --- 16.5 26.5 --- 13.1 36.7
(7.6) (11.4) (11.7) (18.4) ( 8.4) (17.8) (12.9) ( 9.2) ( 8.3) (12.7)
1.74 or lower 21.2 24.0 16.7 12.2 25.2 5.4 --- 18.3 22.6 -—- 22.6 19.4
(7.4) (16 6) (10 0) (12.6) (8.8) (8. 8) (13.4) ( 8.7) (10.3) (10.5)
Number of respondents 74 18 57 0 16 58 0 37 37

Source: Parent interviews.



Table 428: POSTSECONDARY EDUCATION OF YWTH \llﬂl LEARN!N DISAHILIT!ES

Househo1d_income : Ethrilcity L Hiid of
Under 12,000~ - W : ~ ¥o High Schoo¥" Wi
Postsecondary Educat ion $12,000 §24, and and Over Black White msggnic Diplome .- -
ercentage taking any post- > ] .
secondary educat ion course in
the pest yesar 9.1 13.4 22,9 20.0 145 .17.7 11.4
- (4. :) ( 4.3) (4.5) ( 6.5) (2.9) (10.7) ( 3.8)
Number of respondents 8¢ 121 175 81 306 25 148
Percentage taking in past year:
Postsecondary vocational courses 7.9 11.3 12.2 19.3 8.5 7.2 8.5 1.3 5.7
{ a. 3) (4.2) (3.6) (6.7) { 2.5) ( 7.4) ( 3.4) ( 3.7) (5.4)
2-year college courses 1.8 3.5 9.5 2.8 52 5.4 2.3 4.1 10.9
{ 2 l) ( 2.4) (3, 2) (2.8) (1.9)(6.5) (1.8) ( 2.3) (4.7)
4-year college courses 0.8 2.7 0.0 1.6 5.6 1.2 1.1 3.2
{ 0 0) (1.1) (1.8) (0.0) {1.0) ( 6.4) ( 1.3) (1.2) { 2.6)
Number of respondents 112 167 74 288 24 14 152 95
Average number courses taken in
the past year by students in a:
Postsecondary vocational program - --- 3.4 --- 4.2 - - 3.0 -
{0.7) {07} ( 0.6)
Number of respondents 4 13 19 10 29 2 12 16 14
2-year college --- --- 4.4 . 4.3 e-- - - .
-~ (0.8) (0.8)
o Number of respondents 3 4 21 4 24 1 6 10 14
4-year college --- --- --- sem mem ees --- .- -—- 3
Number of respondents 0 2 3 0 5 1 1 2 3 Y
Gt
Percentage takin, courses in the 33
past year who earned a: ‘i
2 Postsecondary vocat jonat },f‘.fg
S degree/ license --- === 66.7 --- 6.0  --- --- --- - i
: {14.3) {12.1)
2-year college degree/license --- --- 12.2 --- 10.3 - ~-- - ---
{9.9) { 8.8) Ky
Number of respondents 3 4 22 4 25 1 6 11 14 ig
Percentage with postsecondary %
grade point average: “o
3.25 to 4.0 --- 20.4 15.4 ---  12.4 -—- 14.9 17.5 12.7 2%
(13 1) { 8.6) {6.8) (13.8) (11.1) {9.5) D
2.75 to 3.24 --- 12.1 --- 10.0 --- 1.8 12.8 14.0 L
{ 8 5) {7.8) { 6.2) { 5.2) { 9.8) { 9.9)
2.25 to 2.74 ---~  40.5 22.2 --- 3.2 --- 32.6 33.0 2.3
{15.9) ( 9.9) {9.7) {18.2) (13.7) {12.2)
1.75 to 2.24 —-—- 13.8 38.7 --- 31.8 --- 13.1 14.0 39.7
(11.2; (11.6) { 9.6) {13.1) (10.1) (14.0)
1.74 or lower ---  18.0 il.6 - 12.7  --- ‘74 5 37.6 22.6 9.3
(12.5) (7.6) { 6.9) 4~ 2J(18.8) (12.2) (8.3)

Number of respondents 6 20 42 M s 2 Bt/ 29 o
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Employment Characteristics

Percentage of youth working
for pay in past year

Number of respondents
Percentage of youth who
currently had:

Mo employment

Volunteer work only
Workstudy only

Sheltered work only

Part time competitive work
Full time competitive work

Number of respondents
Percentage of employed youth
with:

1 paid job
2 or more paid jobs

Number of respondents
Percentage with paid job
earning an “ourly rate of:

< $3.00
$3.00 to $3.99
$4.00 to $4.99
$5.00 or more
Number of respondents

Average wage of employed
youth

Number of respondents

Source: Parent interviews.
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15-16 17:18 older In-School
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29 328 i
79.3 90,

( 5 3) ( 3 0) ( 3 2)
( 5 8) ( 3 0) ( 3‘2)

40.1  10.0
(70(32)(2”
89 4.4 38
(71)(53)(49)
9.4 204 4.4
(4.3) ( 4.3) ( 4.5)
s 2.2 355
(47)(464)(53)

3.20 4.00 4.70
{0.30) .20) (0.30)
83 165 216

62.9
(2.8)
529

w

[l
-

-

[ d
NOOIN=OMNY
s 8 o s o

-

o em e ewm em e
—

groeNo o
Vabvoorsrnnamww

[
-

3.50
(0.20)
220

ut 1ysir. Outl-2
orless _Years

7.1
{4.3)
183

-

-

(73
e s o & e o e c o @
A

-—— — - - - -
.
NOABNNORBNO~

(7]
“~4
-

. .
X 3 X X4
o

comwe

o™ - - -

[
-

L=

N.‘\‘lq\.- (o

-~ g
8.....

[
WO

e e
DR o
-

uAN—Q -

mmuoguu

CONONN®
- e e

B W O e O
.

—

>
&
3
7
S

Figin g



Table 438: EMPLOYMENT CHARACTERISTICS OF YOUTH WITH LEARNING DISABILIVIES

—Hoysehold Income Ethnfcity —Head of Hoyeshold's Education
Under 12,000- $25,000 No High School High School  Beyond
Employment Choracteristics $12.000 $24,909 and Over  Black Vhite Hispanic  __Diploss Hi
Percentage of youth working
for pay in past year 5.2 7157 2.8 4.5 46.9 €5.2 68.2 7.8
(50) (41) (3.1) (54)(24)(37) ( 3.9) ( 3.5) (4.3)
Number of respondents 192 mn o 18 &n 64 u ?
Percentage of youth who
currently hed:
No employment 47.0 39.2 259 52.9 30.0 55.4 4.1 3.5 4.7
(5.1) (4.2) (3.2 (5.3) ( 2.6) (8.7) ( 4.0) ( 3.7) (4.1)
Yolunteer work only 6.7 1063 10.9 sS4 99 17 5.8 9.2 14.5
(2.6) (2.6) {2.2) (2.4) (1.7) ( 4.8} (1.9) ( 2.2) (3.3)
Vorkstudy only 11.8 2.0 4.7 9.8 4.2 9 1.% 4.4 6.5
(3.3) (1.2) (1.5 (3.2) (1.1) (5.1) ( 2.1) ( 1.5) { 2.3)
Sheltered work only 0.7 0.3 1.2 0.0 0.7 2.2 1.0 0.5 0.3
(0.8) (0.5 (¢.9) ( 0.0) ( 0.5) ( 2.5) ( 0.8) ( 0.5) ( 0.5)
Part time competitive work 4.9 2.1 3.8 2.6 386 17.1 25.7 2.9 3.3
(4.4) (3.8) (3.4) (4.5) ( 2.6) ( 6.5) ( 3.5) ( 3.4) (4.8)
Full time competitive work 8.9 200 21.8 8.2 215 8.0 16.7 18.6 1.7
(2.9) (3.4) /3.0 (3.1) (2.3) ( 4.7) ( 3.0) ( 2.9) (3.6)
Number of respondents 182 am ki) 184 872 6s 2 368 7
l’:::mum of employed youth
with:
1 patd job 93.3 89.1 82.4 96.4 841 100 91.9 82.2 87.¢
(4.2) (3.7) (3.5 ( 3.5) ( 2.6) (0.0) ( 8.2) 3.9) 1 4.1)
2 or more paid jobs 6.7 109 17.% 36 159 0.0 8.1 17.8 12.4
(4.2) (3.7) (3.9 ( 3.5) (2.6) ( 0.0) { 3.2) ( 3.9) ( 4.1)
Nusber of respondents 73 149 242 67 413 181 204 138
Percentage with paid job
earning 8n hourly rate of:
< $3.00 11.9 245 135 174 18.2 124 16.3 17.6 21.8
(5.9) (5.3) (3.3 ( 0 0) { 2.9) (10.3) ( 4.6) ( 4.1) (5.3)
$3.00 to $3.99 62 2 36.5 37.8 38.4 434 47.8 3.9 40.2
(8.9) (5.9) (4.8) (lo 4) ( 3.6) (15.5) ( 6.2) (5.1) (6.3)
$4.00 to $4.99 104 210 19.8 7.9 19.3 135.2 17.0 21.8 16.0
(5.6) (5.0 (3.8 (5. 7) (3. o) (18S. o) ( 4.6) ( 4.4) { 4.7)
$5.00 or more 15.6 18,1 289 19.3 4.1 9.1 18.8 26.1 219
(6.6) (4.7) (4.3) (s 3) (3.2) (9.0 ( 4.9) (4.7) { 5.3)
Number of respondents 61 138 227 380 20 142 184 128
Average wage of emplo
youi.'ng ] yed 4.10 3.80 4.20 4.20 4.00 3.70 4.00 4.10 3.9
(0.60) (0.20) (0.20) {0.80) (0.10) (0.30) {0.30) {0.20) (0.20)
Number of respondents 61 135 227 53 380 20 142 184 128

245
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Employment Characteristics
Percentage of employed youth
working at:

Lawn work or odd jobs

Waiter/waitress, busboy, cook

Babysitting/child care

Farm/agricultural work

Factory work

Skilled trade

Other manual labor

Sales, store clerk, cashier

office/clerical work

Hospital work/health care

Other

Number of respondents

0f youth working for pay,
PR rorareth.

10 to 21 hours/week

22 to 34 hours/week

35 hours/week or more

Number of respondents

Average hours per week worked
by paid workers

Number of respondents

Source: Parent interviews.
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Urban Suburban Rural

7.2 9.8 173
(4.0) ( 3.1) (4.2)
2 3.9

(5.2) ( 3.1) ( 2:6)
0. 53 189
(os)(zs)(u)

5.1 3.1

0.7

(1.3) (2.3) (1.9)
7.3 144 146
( 4.0) (3.7) {3.9)

- 32.1 3.4 257

(7.1) (4.9) (4.8)
3.0 6.6 4.8
( 2.6) ( 2.6) ( 2.3)
36 15 25
(2.8) (1.3) (1.7)
0.0 00 19
(0.0) (0.0) (1.5)
184 9.2 87
(59)(30)(31)
169

14.7 16.8 16.5
(5.6) (4.0) (4.2)
7.2 19.1 19.1
(7.1) (4.2) (4.4)
2.4 219 194
(7.3) ( 4.4) (45)
8.6 42.2 M9
(7.2) (5.2) (5.6)
9 182 162

8.1 27.0 277
(2.0) ( 1.5) ( 1.6)
%0 182 162

__Gender

( 2.6) ( 6.5)

2.3 .1
(1.1) (7.1)
11.4 0.9
(2.3) (1.4)

3.5 1.7
(1.3) {1.9)

155 4.0
((2.6) ( 2.9)

1.

(0.9) (3.7)
0.4 1.7

(0.5) (1.9)
127 2.7

(2.4) (2.4)
w93

14.7 18.6
(2.6) (6.1)
19.9 24.5
(3.0) (6.7)
233 2.2
(3.1) ( 6.4)
2.1 357
(3.7) (2.9)
391 92

27.8 25.1
(1.0) ( 2.0)
391 92

Table 43A:  ENPLOTHENT CHAUACTERISTICS OF YOUTH VITH LENRNING msu'ums (Continued) - T T
Schoo! Status '

- & in 1987
19 or
15-16 17-18 older

258 8.6 5.8
(6-2)(2-9)(2.3)
14.0 16.8 19.3
(so)(ss)uo)
239 34 1.5
(6.1) (1.9) (1.2)
3.4 140 8.3
(zc)(ss)(za)
1.8 29 4.7
(19)(17)(21)
8.3 15.0 15.
(4.0)(37)(36)
9.6 29.9 29.9
(6.5) (4.7) (4.6)
3.5 46 1.5
(26)(22)(26)
0.0 4.2 3.0
(0.0) (2.1) (1.7)
.0 1.1 0.7
(oo)(n)(os)
7.8 10.0

(38)(31)(35)
87 13 237

355 9.6 6.3
(70)(31)(25)
23.6 254 12.0
(63)(4.6)(33)
19.4 27.5 19.4
(58)(47)(4.0)
21.5 37.5 62.4
(61)(51)(439)

19.6 27.9 33.0
(2.2) (1.3) (1.2)
81 168 234
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Out 1 yesr
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Table 438: EMPLOYMENT WTEI!SUOS OF YOUTH UITN LEMNING DI.AIIUTIES (Oontlmd)

-

—Household Incoms _Ethnicity - ot Hoimbhiold’ ion
Under 12,000- $25,000- No mdh Sdno‘l mgh Sd\uo% W'
Esployment Characteristics $12,000 $24,999 and Over  Blacx Whits Hispanic —Diploms _ Diploss w.um
Percentage of employed youth
working at:
Ltown work or odd jobs 11.3 10.8 15.1 6.6 144 0.0 6.6 14.7 17.7
(5.3) (3.6) .(3.3) ( 4.6) ( 2.5) { 0.0) ( 2.9) ( 3.8) (4.8)
Vaiter/waitress, busboy, cook 4.9 1.9 160 20.8 159 .20.i 19.2 18.8 11.8
(7.3) (4.1) (3.4) {(7.4) ( 2.3) {12.0) ( 4.6) ( 4.0) ( 4.0)
Babys itting/child care 11.3 2.7 118 0.0 7.9 9.5 8.3
(5.4) (1.9) (3.0) ( 7.2) ( l 8) ( 0.0) ( 3.1) ( 3.0) { 3.5)
Farm/agricultural work 7.6 8.7 10.0 10.5 5.7 10.0 8.5 1.5
{4.5) (3.3) (2.9). (4.0) ( 2.2) ( 6 9) ( 3.5) ( 2.9) ( 3.3)
Factory work 1.9 5.0 1.3 . 3. 6.3 1.7 1.0
(2.3) (2.5 (1.1) (2.8) (1.3) ( 13) ( 2.8) (1.3) (1.2)
Skilled trade 7.6 17,5 12.1 2 154 7.9 14.6 - 15.4 7.8
(4.5) (4.4) (35.1) (2.8) (2.6, (8.1) ( 4.1} ( 3.7) { 3.4)
Other menual labor 31.8 310 20 354 275 48.0 8.1 2.8 -31.7
(7.9) (5.4) (s (8.8)(3.2) (14.9) ( 5.2) ( 4.7) (5.8)
Sales, store clerk, cashier 2.7 4.0 6.7 6.0 0.0 1.8 3.7 11.8
(2.8) (2.3) (2.3) (2. 3) (1.7) ( 0.0) (-1.5) (1.9) ( 4.0)
Office/clerical work 4.3 2.9 2.2 2.1 0.0 s 2.3 2.0
(3.4) (1.9) (1.4) ( 4.7) (1.0) (0.0) { 2.2) ( 1.5) (1.8)
~ Hospita) work/health care 0.0 1.6 0.0 08 0.0 1.1 0.8 0.0
o (0.0) (0.0) (1.2 (0.0) ( 0.7) ( o.o) (1.2) ( 0.9) ( 0.0)
Other 3.2 155 10.1 5.8 11.4 7.3 12.3 13.2
(3.0) (4.2) (2.8) ( 4.3)( 2 3) (ll S) ( 3.0) ( 3.4) ( 4.2)
Number of respondents 70 147 2 63 156 197 135
Of youth working for pay,
percentage work ing:
< 10 hours/week 17.7 12,2 175 20.8 14.1 10.1 11.9 16.2 19.2
(6.8) (3.9) (3.6) (7. 9) ( 2 6) ( 9. l) ( 3.9) { 3.8) ( 5.0)
10 to 21 hours/week 179 268 19.4 19.4 5.9 19.7 18.5
(6.8) (5.3) (3.72) (2.7) ( 3 0) (14 2) (5.3) ( 4.1) (4.7}
22 to 34 hours/week 33.4 167 224 29.4 22.5 16.0 17.8 22.8 28.5
(8.4) (4.5 (3.9) ( 8.8) (3.1) (11.0) ( 4.7) ( 4.4) (5.7)
35 hours/week or more 31.0 443 407 30.4 429 40.2 4.3 41.3 35.8
(8.2) (6.0) {4.7) ( 8.9) ( 3.7) (14.7) ( 6.0) (5.1) (6.1)
Number of respondents 67 144 232 62 3% 22 151 197 13t
Average hours per week worked
by paid workers 5.3 279 2.8 25.1 27.8 26.4 27.9 7.4 26.1
{2.3) (1.6) (1.3) (2.6) {1.0) { 3. 6) ( 1.6) (1.5) (1.8)
Number of respondents 67 144 232 62 390 151 197 131

o
Source: Parent interviews. 65 1
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Table 43A: EMPLOYNENT CHARACTERISTICS OF YOUTH WITH'LEARNING:0ISABILITIES® (Concluded) -

Employment Characteristics
0f those currently working for pay,
percentage working at current job:
< 1 month
1 to 3 months
> 3 months to 6 months
> 6 months
Number of respondents
Of those ever enployed for pay,
percentage with longest time at
a paid job:
3 months or less
> 3 months to 6 months
> 6 months to 12 months
> 12 months
Number of respondents

Average months kept:
Longest paid job

Present paid job
Number of respondents
Percentage of unemployed youth
leaving last job by:
Quitting
Being fired
Being laid off
Ending temporary work
Number of respondents

Percentage of employed youth fired
in the past year .

Number of respondents

Sources ,.Parent interviews.
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Comunity

Urban Suburban Rural

17.2 203 18.0

{ 5.8)( 4.3) ( 4.2)

4.2 32.8 35.6

(73)(48)(53)
12.6

(ss)(34)(3o)
32.9 34.4 38.4
(72)(49)(53)

194 111
51.4 40.0 45.5
( 6.5) ( 4.6) ( 4.8)

120 17.2 10.¢
(4.2)(3.5) (3.0
17.3 18.8 14.2
(4.9) (3.6) (3.4)
19.3 24 7

4.0 29.
(5.1) ( 4.0) ( 4.4)
132 237 a7

8.8 11.5 13.6
(14)(14)(19;
(15)(15)(18)

19.2 34.2 16.5
(89) (lgl)(76)

(so)(ss)(so)
(73)(26)(27)
(11. z) (lo s)(ss)

3.7 44 2.2
(1.8) (1.6) (1.2)
a4 321 293

- T (v PR 2

Male Female

16.6 23.1
(2.7) ( 6.4)
4.3 21.5
( 3.4) (6. a)
0.5 13.4

(22)(52)
38.6
(35)(73)

Q2.3 &7
(3.2) (6.4)
12.8 15.0
( 2.1) ( 4.6)
19.6 12.8
(2.5) (4.3
25.4 2.4
(2.8; { 5.5

519 133

12.1 109
(ll)(la)
8.7 11.8

(10)(22)

ns 23«

51087

A

" 19 or
15-16 17-18 older

17.1 213 13.9
(5.3) (4.2) {3.4)
30.8 36.5 30.0
(:6)(49)(45)

(50)(27)(33)
34.6
(69)(49)(49)

49.5 26.9
(63)(45)(39)
16. 17.3
(46)(25)(33)
8.9 19.4

S
(36)(35)(37)

1.8 22.6 3 .6
(5.2) (3.8)14.1)
113 227 312

9.7 116 13.9
(17)(;5)(14)

(20)(17)(12)

4.3 255 31.2
(37)(79)(as)
4.8 22.7

(00)(39)(80)

(oo)(sa)(sa)
85.7 65.0 35.9
(8.7) (8.6)(89.1)
9  s4 62

0.5 4.1 68
(0.6) (1.5) (2.0)
30 326 393
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Table 435: EMPLOYMENT, mmtsms "OF YOUTN VITH LEMIN DISMIUTIES" (MW)

—Household Income . Ethnicity Mmm_mg__
Under 12,000~ ' $25,000 No High SchooT Migh School
Emplomment Characterfstics $12,000 $24,999 and Over  Black White Mispsnic  _ Biplome  _Diploms  Migh Schos!
Of those currently working for pay,
percentage working at current job:
< 1 month 224 209 13.0 17.9 183 155 19.1 12.4 12.8
(7.0) (4.8) (3.1) ( 7. 2) ( 2. O) (10 8) (4. { 3.9} ( 4.7)
1 to 3 months 35.7 30.0 35.9 8.7 .3 a9 .5
(8.1) ( 5.4) { 4.5) ( 9. 2) ( 3 4) 03 3) { 5.8) ( 4.8) ¢ 5.8) -
> 3 months to 6 months 7.9 141 8.2 9.1 10.5 11.1 11.1
(4.5) (4.1) (2.7) ( 5. 4) ( 2 3) (10 7) ( 3.8) ( 3.2) ( 3.9)
> 6 months 340 350 4.9 37.8 40.1 36.1 39.6 37.6
(8.0) (5.6) (4.8) ( 8. 9) ( 2 5) (14.4) (5.8) ( 5.0) ( 6.0)
Number of respondents 74 149 242 3 159 205 139
Of those ever employed for pay,
percentage with longest time at
a paid job:
3 months or less 55.8 41.5 36.6 57.8 39.7 50.7 40.3 R
(6.8) (5.0) (4.1) (7.5) (3.2 (12 3) ( 5.0) ( 4.4) {5.5) )
> 3 months to 6 months 11.2 146 12.9 9.4 4.8 6.6 10.8 14.8 14.7 N
(4.3) (3.6) (2.9) (4.4) (2.3)(8.1) { 3.1) ( 3.2) { 4.0) ;
> 6 months to 12 months 16.6 20.3 18.8 17.3 18.3 20.5 16.2 20.0 17.8
o] (5.1) (4.1) (3.1) (5.7) (2.5} (9.9 ( 3.7) ( 3.5): { 4.3)
~N > 12 months 16.5 23.7 33.8 156 27.4 198 22.3 rI RS
(5.1) (4.4) (4.0) (5.5){2.9) (9.9 (4.2) ( 3.9) (5.1)
Number of respondents 110 191 295 9% 507 a3 214 261 170
Average months kept:
Longest paid job 1.7 11.8 14.9 129 8.6 9.7 12.1 14.4
(1.4) (1.6) (1.5) ( 14) ( 1 l) ( 2.8) (1.3) ( 1.4) ( 2.2) \
Present paid job 7.3 8.7 12.8 8.7 8.5 10.7 11.4
(1.6) (1.3) (1.7) ( 1 6) ( 1 l) (1.9) (1.3) (1.5) 2.3)
Humber of respondents /] 149 242 23 159 205 139
Percentage of unemployed youth
leaving last job by:
Quitting 22.2 18.1 27.3 20.6 25.7 --- 20.6 30.5 17.4
(9.5) (8.0) (8.7) (10.2) ( 6.3) (7.6) ( 8.2) (10.7)
Being fired 7.8 8.6 10.7 17.4 1.5 --- 10.6 5.3 13.5
(6.1) (5.8) (6.1) ( 9 5) (3. 8) ( 5.8) ( 4.0) (9.7)
Being laid off 9.8 5.7 0.8 1.8 -—- 6.7 5.5 0.6
(6.8) (4.8) (1.7) ( 5 4) (1.9) (4.7) (4.1) ( 2.1) g
Ending temporary work 60.2 67.5 61.3 57.2 65.1 --- 62.1 58.7 68.6 5
(11.2) (9.7) (9.6) (12.5) ( 6.9) (9.1) ( 8.8) (13 2) 2
Nember of respondents 8 a2 & a1 % 1 57 60 o
Percentage of employed youth fired s;?%
in the past year 1.5 4.3 4.8 3.0 3.9 3.2 4.6 1.6 5.3 j’g_.fg
(1.2) (1.7) (1.5 (1.8) {1.1) (3.1) 254 (1.7 {1.0) (2.1) 7
Number of respondents 192 1 390 1 64 324 365 237 LR
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APPENDIX A

This appendix provides additional information to aid the reader in interpreting data
related to two kinds of variabies presented in the aimanacs: variables potentially subject
to bias, and variables created by combining two sources of information. Variables in
each of these categories, along with references to the tables in which they appear, are
discussed below.

Variables Potentiaily Subject to Bias
Measured IQ (Tabk: 4)

IQ scores were taken from students' school records for thz:r most recenty rin
secondary school and recorded on the school record abstract form in respons. ° the
following item:

*What overall test score or IQ score did the student receive on the test indicated
in Question 127 If the 1Q or overall test core is not given, indicate the mental
age or grade equivalent score if provided.

1Q data were not avalilable for all youth and the fraction of students for whom IQ
scores were available varied considerably for youth in ditferent disability categories. For
example, 1Q scores were present in school racords for 86% of youth classified as
mentally retarded and for 84% of those classified as leaming disabled, but for only 47%
of youth with other health impairments and 50% of youth with speech impairments. The
relatively high rate of missing data for youth in some categories reised the question of
whether available |Q scores were systematically blased downward. Were scores
available more frequently for youth for whom normal IQ was questioned, i.e., those at
the lower end of the normal intelligence scale? Perhaps IQ tests were nct as routinely
given for youth for whom there was littie question of at least normal IQ.

To address this issue, the furctional ability levels were compared for youth with and
without I1Q scores in each disability category. To the extent that furnictional ability
correlates with measured intelligence (r=.54; p<.001), if the hypothesized bias were
present, lower functional ability scores would be observid for youth with 1Q scores and
higher functional ability scores for youth without IQ data. Examination of the functional
mental skills scale scores for the majority of youth--those classified as emotionally
disturbed!. hard of hiearing, leaming disabled, and visually impaired--revealed no
significant differences between youth with and without IQ test scores, indicating an
absence of bias for youth in tizose categories. However, youth classified as
orthopedically impaired, other heaith impaired, and speach impaired with |Q data had
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significantly lower functional mental skills scale scores than those for whom IQ data
were not avallable (p<.05). Thus, there appears to be some downward bias in the IQ
scores for youth in these categories. However, an opposite relationship of functional
abilities and IQ was cbserved for youth in the duat/blind, muitiply handicapped, and
mentally retarded categories. For these youth, functional ahilities were significantly
nigher for those with IQ scores {(p<.001). For these categories, an upward bias in IQ
scores is apparer'.

One possible explanation for the systematic differences is that some districts may
have tested only those youth with orthopedic impairments, speech impairments, and
other health impairments who were having expiicit educational performance difficulties or
for whom mental retardation was suspectod. At the same time, it is likely that lower
functioning youth classified as deaf/blind, multiply handicapped, or mentally retarded
were not able to be tested accurately, while testing of higher functioning youth in these
categories was important to ascertain their academic potential.

Differences in abilities only partially explain why scores were available only for some
youth. In all disability categories, scores were available for some youth at all functional
levels. The most likely explanation for this seemingly random component of the
avallability of 1Q scores is variation in school and district practices in the extent to which
IQtesting is conducted as part of special education assessment procedures.

Self-Care Skills (Table 5)

These questions were asked only of parents of youth who were class’fied as
mentally retarded, visually impaired, deaf, orthopedically impaired, other .;ealth impaired,
multiply handicapped, or deat/blind. They were not asked »f narents of youth who were
classified as learning disabled, emotionally disturbed, sjieech impsired, or hard of
hearing, with no other disabilities because such disabilities wsrs 2ssumed not to
interfere in most cases with the performance of the basic self-care skills being
investigated. Youth in these categories were assigned a value corresponding to “very
well® for each kem, which would sum to a score of 12 (high) or. e corresponding scale.
If the skills of youth in these categories were actually iower, the reported seli-care skills
scores would overestimate abilities.

Assistive Devices (Table 7)

Itemns reiated to assistive devices were not asked of parents of youth in all disability
categories in an effort to reduce the burden of the interview and because some devices
were assumed to be inappropriate to some kinds of disabilities. items related to
assistive ssvices for the hearing impaired (telecommunications devices, telephone
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amplifier, hearing aid, closed captioned TV, other hearing assistance) were asked only
of parents of youth who were repoited as deat, hard of hearing, deafblind, or multiply
handicapped as a primary or additional disability by the school/district or parent.
Assistive devices related to mobility (wheel chair, crutches, cane, walker, changes to the
car, prosthetics, orthotics, computer desi~ned to Jid mobility, other devices to aid
mability) were asked only of parents ot , uth who were reported as orthopedically
impaired, other health impaired, or multiply handicapped as a primary or additional
disability by the school/district or parent. Assistive devices related to vision (seeing eye
dog, Braille or large print readers, opticon/optical scanner, computers to aid vision, other
vision assistance) were asked only of parents of youth reported as visually impaired,
deaf/lind. or multiply nendicapped as a primary or additional disability by the
school/d!strict or parent. Youth whose parents were not asked directly about assistive
devices were coded as not using the devices, assuming they were inappropriate to the
disabilities of the youth. If some youth actually used the devices, but parents were not
asked the items, the data reported would underestimate use of assistive devices.

Recelpt of Physical Therapy/Mobility Training (Tables 28, 34)

items related to receipt of physical therapy or mobility training in the parent interview
were not asked of parents of youth who were repoitad as learning disabled, emotionally
disturbed, or speech impaired, with no other additional disabilities in an effort to reduce
the burden of the interview and because the service was considered inappropriate to
those disabilities. Youth with those disabilities were coded as not receiving the service.
If youth with those disabilities actually had received the service, data would
underestimate service receipt.

Grade Point Average (Table 36)

Grade point average is calcuiated on a 4-point scale, with a grade of A assigned 4
points, B assigned 3 points, C assigned 2 points, D assigned 1 point, and failed courses
assigned no value. Grades of “pass” or “satisfactory” were coded as equivalent to a “C,"
“failure” or “unsatisfactory” were coded as equivalent to an “F."Points are summed and
divided by the total number of courses, including those failad.

There is some reason to susp. .« that the grades abstracted from students' records
may overestimate grade performance for two reasons. First, not all students received
grades. Second, there are potential biases apparent in the reporting of grades for some
students who received them. Each source of potential bias is discussed below.

Students Who Did Not Recelve Grades--NLTS data reveal that 11% of students with
disabilities did not receive grades in any courses in their most recent year in secondary
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school. As shown in Table A-1, the receipt of grades is strongly associated with the nature
and severity of students’ disabiliies. For example, more than half of students with low
functional mental skills did not receive grades (55%), compared with only 4% of students
with high functional mental skills.

Hence, course grades "cream” the special education student population by eliminating
students wi more severe disabiiities and lower functional skills. For example, because
the students who received grades were the more capabile special education students, wa
would expect grades to be generally higher and more similar to regular education students
than wouid be the case if all special education students were considered.

Table A-1
STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES WHO DID NOT RECEIVE COURSE
GRADES IN THEIR MOST RECENT SCHOOL YEAR
Students Who Did Not Receive Grades

Student Characteristics . SE. N
Total 108 1.0 5591
Primary disability category

Leaming disc bled 48 1.1 821

Emotionally disturbed 8.7 18 502

Speech impaired 43 15 379

Mentally retarded 24.0 20 846

Visually impaired 104 25 548

Hard of hearing 15 1.0 513

Deat 1.1 20 683

Orthopedically impaired 14.9 27 458

Other health impaired 9.6 2.6 284

Muttiply handicapped 56.1 40 491

Deathlind 78.1 68 66
Functional mental skills®

Low 549 53 548

Medium 115 19 1724

High 36 1.0 1962
Student assigned to grade level

Yes 5.1 .8 4619

No 65.7 3.6 941
Student attended:

Special school for students with disabilities 545 39 1529

Regular secondary school 6.9 8 4052

*

Parents rated on a 4-point scale youths' abilities to tell time on a clock with hands, look up telephone
numbers and use the phone, count change, and read conurion signs. Ratings were summed o create a
scale ranging from 4 10 16. High ability is defined as a scale value of 15 or 16.

Source: Grade data from students’ school records. Fury tional abilities from parent inervievrs.
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Potential Reporting Blas--For students who were taking a single course for two
semesters and received two different grades, data abstractors recruited in schools were
instructed to record the grade received in the most recent semaster. However, when
transcripts were obtained for a subsampie of students and compared to grades reported
by data abstractors on the record abstract forms, 34% of the 157 cases reviewed showed
discrepancies between transcript grades and record abstract grades. The majority of
these cases involved abstractors reporting the higher of two grades received for two-
semester courses, rather than the most recent grade. Generally only one course per
student was involved in a grade discrepancy and the grade change was virtually always
only 1 grade point (i.e., a B reported as the higher grade when a C was the mast recerit
grade). This degree of overestimation of the GPA for a given student with 7 graded
courses would be .14 (i.e., the ditfaerence between a GPA of 3.0 and a GPA «f 2.86). If
this overestimation affected one-third of the full sample, as it did of the cases validated, it
would result in a GPA overestimation of .05 for the full sample. However, because the
subsample used for this comparison was small and included students from only four
disabliity groups, it is unknown to what extent this tendency to record the riiore favorable
grade rather than the most recent grade pervades the grade data reported here for the full
sample. Further, in a handful of cases, failed courses were not included on the record
abstract form because students received no credit for them. Hence, the grade data may
paint a somewhat rosier picture of grade performance than students actually achieved;
GPAs may actually have been marginally lower and failure rates marginally higher than
those reported.

Alterations Made to the Home (Table 38)

The item related to whether alterations had been made to the youth's home to
accommodate a disability were asked only of parents of youth who were reported as
deaf/lind, visually impaired, orthopedically impaired, other health impairad, or multiply
handicapped, as a primary or secondary disability by the school/district or parent.
Parents of youth with other disabilities were not asked the item in an effort to reduce the
burden of the interview and because such alterations were considered inappropriate to
those disabilities. Youth with other disabilities were coded as not having had the
aiternations. If youth with other disabilities actually had the alterations, data would
underestimate their frequency.

Variables Construc:«: from Muitiple Sources

Secondary School Enroliment Status (All Tables)

Because the NLTS focuses on the time when youth move from secondary schaol
into more adult experiences, the status of youth .elative to secondary school is critical.
The NLTS classifies youth into three categories based on their secondary school
enroliment status:




* In secondary schooi
* Out of secondary school less than 1 year
* Out of secondary school from 1 to 2 years.

Secondary school enroliment status is based on data from two sources: the parent
interview and/or school record abstract.

For 26% of youth, secondary school status is based on parent reports alone because
no school record abstract was obtained. The parent interview nvolves data from two
items:

A10 "Has (NAME) been enrolled in a junior or senior high school (or special
school) in the past 12 months?” :

A12 1s (NAME) now enrolled, or will she/he be enrolied in the fall in (junior or
senior higi: school/this special) school?"

A youth is coded as in school if the parent rasponded positively to A12. A youth is
coded as out of school less than 1 year if the parent responded positively to A10 but
negatively to A12. The youth is coded as out of school from 1 to 2 years if the parent
responded negatively to both items.

For 14% of youth, secondary school enroliment status is based on information from
school records alone be~ause no parent interview could be compieted. The school
record abstract reports data from the student's most recent school year. Students
whose most recent school year was 1985-86 were coded as out of school 1 to 2 years
as of the 1987 interview. Students whose most recent school year was 1986-87 and
who were reported as completing the school year by being promoted or not (as opposed
to codes indicating the student had left school; e.g., graduated, aged out, suspended,
incarcerated) were coded as in secondary school. Those whose most recent school
year was 1986-87 but who were reported as graduating, dropping out, aging out, being
suspended/expelled or incarcerated/institutionalized, or who had withdrawn, moved, or
transferred were coded as out of secondary school less than 1 year.

For 60% of youth, both the parent interview and school record abstracts were
available as sources for secondary school enroliment status. Of these youth, parents
and school records agreed on the school enroliment status of 4084 youth (82%), with the
greatest agreement (97%) apparent for students still enrolled in secondary school.

There was agreement in 77% of cases that youth were out of school, but less agreement
as to the length of time they had been out of secondary school. The following decision
rules were used to resolve discrepancies:
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 Parent reports of youth being in secondary schoo! were accepted if 1986-87
school records indicated the youth had withdrawn, moved, dropped out, or L 2en
institutionalized or incarcerated, assuming the parent was reporting enroliment in
a different program in the summer or fall than had been attended during the
previous school year.

« ii the parent indicated the youth had left school up to a year earlier, and the school
record indicated the student had been enrolled in the 1986-87 school year and
completed the school year (whether or not promoted to the next grade level), the
parent report of the youth being out of school up to 1 year was accepted,
assuming the parent was reporting school completion (i.e., dropping out or
graduating) that occurred after the end of the school year.

« [f the parent indicated the youth had left school more than 1 year ago, but school
records indicated enroliment in the 1986-87 school year, students were coded as
out o* school up to 1 year.

« If the parent reported the youth was still in school, but a school record indicated
the youth had graduated or aged out, or if the youth was beyond secondary school
age, the youth was coded as having been out of scheol, assuming whe parent was
mistakenly reporting school enroliment at a postse.ondary school. If the school
record was from 1985-86, the youth was coded as out of school 1 to 2 years; if the
record was from 1986-87, the youth was coded as out of school up to 1 year.

« |f the parent reported the youth was out of school up to 1 year, and the most
recent school record abstract was for 1985-86 and indicated the student
completed the school year (whether or not promoted), the parent report was
accepted, assuming the student had enrolled in the 1985-86 summer or the 1986-
87 school year in a different program and left in 1986-87.

+ If the parent repcrted the student had been out of schoo! 1 to 2 years and the
school record from 1985-86 school year indicated the student had completed the
year, the parent report was accepted, assuming the student had not returned to
schoo! in 1986-87.

Attended Special School for Students with Disabilities (Table 9)

Two sources of data were used to determine whether a student attended a special
school serving only students with disabilities: the school record and the Survey of
Secondary Special Education Programs.

The survey item asked:

"Which of the following best describes your school?"
Response categories included, among others, “School that only serves
handicapped or disabled students.”
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The school record item asked:

“What are all of the settings in which this student received educational service. in
the school year indicated on the cover sheet?"
Response categories included, among others, "special school for the disabled.”

Enroliment status for 16% of cases was based on the survey alone, and 6% were
based on the abstract alone. For the 76% of cases (N=5742) that had both sources,
there was 98% agreement between them. In other cases, the survey was the preferred
source. If the survey indicated a special school, the student was coded as attending a
special school, regardiess of the school record. If the survey indicated the school was
not a special school, the student was coded as not attending a special school, even if
one of the settings of the student was a special school, assuming that attendance in that
3etting was secondary to attendance at the primary, regular school.

Took Occupationally-Oriented Vocational Education (Table 17)

The variable indicating whether the youth took occupationally-oriented vocational
education uses two sources: the school record and parent interview. The parent
interview items include the following:

"What kinds of job training or help has (NAME) had in the past 12 months? Has
he/she had...

1 Testing to find out his/her work interests or abilities
2  Training in specific job skills, like care repair or food service

3  Training in basic skills needed for work, like counting change,
telling time, or using transportation to get to work

4  Career counseling (like help in figuriny out jobs (NAME) might be
suited to

5 Helpin finding a job or learning to look for one."

Who has given (NAME) job training or help in the past 12 months?"
Response categories included, among others, "youth's junior or senior high
school” and "a special secondary school for the disabled."

It a respondent gave a positive response: to category 2 of the first item and the only
source indicated for the service was a secondary schnol (special or regular), the student
was indi:ated as having received occupationally- oriented vocational education from the
school in *he most recent school year.

The school record item involved a listing of courses the student took in tha mos:
recent scheol year. If a vocational course was listed, the following item was asked:
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*If the student has taken vocationat education classes during the school year

wmd on the cover sheet, please indicate the type of vocational education
n.”

Responses were coded as foliows:

1 Agriculture (e.g., animal and plant science, landscaping/gardening,
horticulture/nursery, forestry)

2  Distributive education (e.g., retalling, banking and finance, cashier,
hoteltourism/recreation, marketing and salas, aavertising, warehousing,
transportation/driver, raal estate)

3 Health occupations (e.g., health care, medical and dental assistant,
nursing, community and environmental health)

4  Office occupations (e.g., secretarial, clerical, typing, accounting,
data processing, computer programming and operations)

5 Technical education {e.g., engingering, architecture, aeronautics)
6  Machine shop, auto and motor repair
7  Construction trades (e.g., carpentry, masonry, plumbing, wood working,

metal working, welding)
8 Electrical, electronics, communication, air conditioning
9  Manufacturing, industrial arts
10 Painting, interior design/decorating
11 Graphic and commercial arts, drafting, printing, photography
12 Food services, cook, food server, hostess, dishwasher
13 Personal services, cosmetology, laundry/cleaning
14 Custodial services/janitor :
15 Fireman, law enforcement, public service i
16 Other (SPECIFY) i
17 Career exploration, prevocational skills, work adjustment
18 Sheltered workshop, supported employment
19  Work study/experience, on-the-job training ;
20 Clothing/extiles
21 Child care, nursery school :
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If the record indicated a pesitive response to categories 1 through 15, 20 or 21, the
student was counted as having received occupationally-oriented vocational educaiion.

For 16% of cases, the va'ue ori this variahle was based on the school record a'one;
for 21% of cases it was U< d on the parent interview alone. For 63% of cases, bcth .
sources were available. There was agreenient between sources in 98% of these cases. 3
In the event of discreparicies, a student was coded as having taken occupationally- \
oriented vocational education if either the school reccrd or the parent interview met the
criteria for a positive response.

This variable was used in ths construction of a variable indicating whether the
student was enrolled in any vocational educatior: in the most recent year. A positive
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value for recelving occupationally-oriented vocational education was coded as a positive
value for having received any vocational education.

Also, this variable was the basis for variables indicating the number of hours of
occupationaily-oriented vocational education receivad and whether that training was in a
reguiar education or special education setting. Only responses based on the school
recorr contributed to these latter two variables, because no indication of placement ci
amount of the occupationally-oriented training was included in the parent interview.

Support Services Recelved (Tables 28, 30, 32-35)

The NLTS investigated whether the youth had received the following kinds of support
services: speech therapy, personal counseling/therapy, physical therapy/mobility
training, help from a tutor/reader/interpreter, and transportation assistance. Fer each
kind of servics, three variables were created: whether the service had ever been
received, whether it had been received in the previous year, whether it had been
received in the previous year from the youth's secondary school. In addition, the total
hours of the service receive3 in the previous year was calculated for each service only

for cases having a parent interview (school records did not indicate number of hours
received).

The two saurces of data for items regarding receipt of services were the parent
interviews and school records. The parent souice involved responses to the following

three kinds of questions, which were asked of the majority of respondents about each
service:

"Has (NAME) ever had (kind of service)?"
"Has (NAME) had any of this (kind of service) in the past 12 months?"

"Who has given (NAME) (kind of service) in the past 12 months?" Response
categories (not read to respondent) included, among other sources, “youth's
junior or senior high schoo!”, and "special secondary school for the disabled.”

These items ere asked for all noninstitutionalized youth regarding speech therapy,
personal counseling/therapy, transportation assistance, and help f:om a
tutor/reader/interpveter. (Institutionalized youth were those reported Dy parents to be
living for at leas ‘ine year in a hospital, mental heaith, or correctional facility.) Items
related to physicai therapy/ mobility training were not asked of parents with youth
classified as learning disabled, emotionaily disturbed, or speech impaired only (no other
additional disabilities named by the school/district or parent) because that service was
assumed not to pertain to those disabilities (see discussion in previous section). Youth
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with these disabilities only were coded as having not received the service ever, in the
past year, or from the school, unless the school record abstract indicated otherwise.

or institutionalized youth, the following item was asked:

“Is (NAME) getting any of the following kinds of help at this place (the
institution)?” Response categories included, among others:

Speech or language therapy
Personal counseling or therapy
A tutor, reader, or interpreter

Physical therapy or mobility training (e.g., help with walking or
wheelchair use

Help in getting or using transportation

A positive response to a service was coded as having recsived the service ever and in
the pasi 12 months. Institutioralized youth were not included in the calculation of
services received from the school.

The school record abstract source involved the following item:

‘Which of the following services did the student receive from or through the
schooi system (this can include contracted services) during the school year
indicated on the cover sheet?"

Physical therapy

Occupational therapy

Assistive devices or physical adaptations

Montal health services, personal counseling, therapy, or psychiatric care
Speech or language therapy

Hearing-ioss therapy

Tutor, reader, or interpreter

Special transportation because of disability

A Japtive physical education

Health service* (e.g., catheterization)

Testing for disabilities (e.g., psychological assessment, classroom
observation

Social work services
None of the ahove

- - O ONDON B WN -
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Responses were coded into the support services variables as follows:
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5 Speech therapy
4,12 Personal counseling/therapy Zj
1,10 Physical therapy/mobility trai.-ing
7 Tutew/reader/interpreter

8 T.ansportation assistance

Responses for approximately 16% of cases were based on the school record alone,
25% on the parent interview alone, and 59% on both sources.

In cases having two sources for these variables, the exient of agreement between
the sources varied among the servires and, for a given service, among the variables, as
indicated in Table A-2. Ag-sementwas generally highest for receipt of physical therapy
and, for all services, was highest for services received in the nrevious year and lowest
for services received from the schooli.

_~ ”.
e et o e e T e a2 b S nn
S O R L T I

3
PN
e A

)

WTEA Y u.“'y.;'«
ﬁ&@ﬁfé@%&%ﬁ'ﬂ:{

Table A-2

EXTENT OF AGREEMENT BETWEEN SOURCES FOR
VARIABLES RELATED TO SUPPORT SERVICES RECEIVED BY YOUTH M
Number of Cases Percentage In 4
Received speech therapy i
Ever 4801 66 g
Ir past year 4741 80
In past year from school 4741 69 E:
£
Received counseling/therapy .
Ever 4786 68
In past year 4753 80 N
In past year from school 4753 46 ’
Received help from a tutor/reader/interpreter E
Ever 4769 58 4
In past year 4737 73 N
'n past year from school 4737 59
| Received physical therapy/mobility training
| Ever 4793 80
! In past year 4774 88
. In past year from school 4774 55
Received transportation assistance
Ever 4820 58
In past year 4814 "
In past year from school 4814 46 g
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For cases in which both sources of data were avaiiable, the following decision rules
were applied to resolve discrepancies batween sources.

« If either the pare.:! interview or a record abstract indicated the service had been
received, the student was coded as having ever received the service.

« If either the parent interview or a 1986-87 record abstract indicated the service
had been received, the student was coded as having received the service in the
previous year.

« [t either the parent interview or a 1986-87 record abstract indicated the service
had been received from the school in the past year, the student was coded as
having received the service in the previous year from the school.

Discrepancies between the two sources were not considered problematic because of
logical explanations for why one source would report the service and another not report
the service. For example, a parent might report a service received from a source other
than the school; the school record would not indicate such a service. Conversely, the
school might indicate a support service such as a tutor on an IEP, which would appear
then on the record abstract, about which the parent being interviewed might simply have
been unaware. Even in the case of the school providing the service, discrepancies are
logically possible. For example, the parent might have been aware of a child's
consultation with a schoo! counselor and would have reported it as counseling received
from the school. Such a service would not have been included on an |EP and would not
have appeared on a schoo! record abstract form.

Vocational Services Received (Tables 28, 29)

The NLYS investigated whether the youth had received vocational services, and
constructed variables indicating whether the service had ever been received, whetiver it
had been received in the previous year, whether it had been received in the previous
year from the youth's secondary schoo!, and the hours of the service received in the
previous year.

The two sources of data for these items are the parent interviews and schoo!
records. The parent source involved responses to the following three questions, which
were asked for all noninstitutionalized youth:

"Has (NAME) ever had training in job skills, career counseling, help in finding a
job, or any other vocational education?”

"Has (NAME) had any of this job training or help in the past 12 months?"
"Who has given (NAME) job trainin_ or help in the past 12 months?" Response

categories (not read to respondent) included, among other sources, "youth's
junior or senior high school”, and "special secondary schoo! for the disabled."
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“Thinking about the last 12 months, for about how long did (NAME) receive job
training from (each source named above)? During this period, about how many
hours per day/week/month did the job training take place?" Total hours
calculated by multiplying responses to the two questions.

For institutionalized youth, the following item was asked:

"Is (NAME) getting any of the following kinds of help at this place (the institution)?

Response categories included, among others, *job training or vocational
education.”

A positive responssa to this item was coded as receiving vocational services ever and in
the past 12 mors. Institutionalized youth were not included in the calculation of
services received from the schocl. For institutionalized youth, the number of hours of
vocational services was coded as "don't know." '

The school record abstract source involved the listing of cou-ses that the student had
taken in the most recent school year (1985-86 or 1986-87). One category of courses
was vocational education. If the student was reported as taking any kind of vocational
training in the 1985-86 school year, he/she was recorded as "sver” receiving vocational
services, but “don't know" regarding icceipt in the previous year. Students reported as
taking vocational education in the 1986-87 school year were coded as receiving
vocational services ever, in th2 past year, and from the school in the past year. Hours of
service received in the previous year was based on 1986-87 school records and was
calculaied from the school record abstract using the following algorithm:

18 (number of weeks in a typical school semester)
x hours per week student took the course
x number of semesters taken

Responses for approximately 17% of cases were based on the schoo! record alone,
25% on the parent interview alone, and 58% ¢n both sources.

In cases having two sources for these variables, there was agreement between the
sources in about half the cases regarding recsipt of services. The following decision
rules were applied to resolve discrepancies between sources.

* If either the parent interview or a record abstract indicated the service had been
received, the student was coded as having ever received the service.

* It either the parent interview or a 1986-87 record abstract indicated the service
had been received, the student was coded as having received the service in the
previous year.
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* If either the parent interview or a 1986-87 record abstract indicated the service
had been received from the schoci in the past year, the student was coded as
having received the service in the previous year fram the school.

* For hours of service received in the past year, t2e higher \alue was taken from
either the parent interview or the 1986-87 school record.

Discrepancies between tihe two sources were not considered problematic because of
logical explanations for why one source would report the service and another not report
the service. For example, a parent might report a service raceived from a source other
than the school; the school record would not indicate such a service. Conversely, the
school might indicate a vocational course about which the parent being interviewed
might simply have been unaware.

Occupational Therapy/Life Skills Training Recsived (Tables 28, 31)

The NLTS investigated whether the youth had receivec uccupational therapy or life
skills training, and constructed variables indicating whether the service had ever been
received, whether it had been raceived in the previous year, whether it had been
received in the previous year from the youth's secondary school, and the hours of the
service received in the previous year.

The two sources of data for these items are the parent interviews and school
records. The parent source involved responses to the following three questions, which
were asked for all noninstitutionalized youth:

*Has (NAME) ever had any occupational therapy or other instruction in life skiils,
other than from tamily members or friends? Life skills instruction might include
learning to managa money or leaming cooking or housekeeping skills.
Occupational therapy might include help in learning feeding, dressing, toileting, or
grooming.”

"Has (NAME) had any occupational therapy or life skills training, other than from
family members or friends, in the past 12 months?”

“Who has given (NAME) occupational therapy or lif2 skills training in the past 12
months?" Response categories (not read to respondent) included, among other
sources, ‘gguth‘s junior or senior high school”, and “special secondary school for
the disabled.”

“Thinking about the last 12 months, for about how long did (NAME) receive
occupational therapy or ife skilis training from (each source named above)?
During this period, about how many hours per day/week/month did the
occupational therapy or life skills training take placa?" Total hours calculated by
multiplying responses to the two questions.
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For institutionalized youth, the following item was asked:

“Is (NAME) getting any of the foliowing kinds of help at this place (tha institution)?
Response categories included, among others, “occupations ! therapy o life skills
training (e.g., feeding, dressing, money management).”

A positive response to this item was coded as receiving the serviceftraining ever and in
the past 12 months. Institutionalized youth were not included in the calculation of
services recsived from the school. For institutionalized youth, the number of hours of
training/service was coded as "don't know."

The school record abstract source involved two items:

The listing of courses that the student had taken in the most recent school year
(1985-86 or 1986-87). One category of courses was home economics and life skills
training. If the student was reported as taking this kind of course in the 1985-86
school year, he/she was recorded as “ever” receiving the training/service, but *don't
know" regarding receipt in the previous year. Students reported as taking such
courses in the 1986-87 school year were codad as receiving training/service ever, in
the past year, and from the school in the past year. Hours of service received in the
rrevious year was based on 1986-87 school records and was calculated from the
school record abstract using the following algorithm:

18 (number of weeks in a typical school semester)
x hours per week student took the course
x number of semesters taken.

"Which of the following services did the student receive from or through the school
system (this can include contrasted services) during the school year indicated on the
cover sheet?” Response categories inciuded, among others, "occupational therapy.”

If 2 positive response was given to the second item only, the student was coded as
receiving the training/service ever, in the past year, and in the past year from: the school.
He/she was coded "don't know" for the hours of service received.

Responses for approximately 17% of cases were based on the school record alone,
25% on tha parent interview 2lone, and 58% on both sources.

In cases having two sources for these variables, there was agresiiient between the
sources in about half the cases regarding receipt of services. The following decision
rules were applied to resolve discrepancies between sources.

« It either the parent interview or a record abstract indicated the service had been
‘eceived, the student was coded as having ever received the service.

* Ifeither the parent interview or a 1986-87 record abstract indicated the sarvice
had been received, the student was coded as having recsived the service in the
previous year.
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« |f either the parent interview or a 1986-87 record abstract indicated the ‘ervice
had been received from the school in the past year, the student was coded as
having received the service in the previous year from the school.

» For hours of service received in the past year, the higher value was taken from
either the parent interview or the 1986-87 school record.

Disc. :pancies between the two sources were not considered problematic because of
logical explanations for why one source would report the service and anothar not report
the service. For example, a parent might report a service received from a source other
than the school; the school record would net indicate such a service. Conversely, the
school might indicate a course about which the parent bei g interviewed might simply
have been unaware.

School Completion Status (Table 37)

There are 3053 youth who are considerad out of schocl and for whom the mode of
school leaving, referred to as school completion status, is known. The school
compiletion status variable has four categories:

» Graduated

» Dropped out
» Aged out
« Suspended/expelied

An exiter's completion status was derived from two possible sources: the parent
interview and/or the school record abstract. The parent interview source involved asking
the following item of parents whe, said youth were no longer in secondary school:

*Did (NAME) graduate, voluntarily leave school, was (he/she) suspunded or
expelled or is (he/she) oider than the s¢t ol age limit?*

The school record abstract itam asked:

"What was this student’s status at the end of the school year?" Possible
responses included:

Graduated

Exceeded the school age limit

Completed the school year and promoted to the next grade level
Completed the school year but not promoted to the next grade level
Dropped out

Permanently expelied

Transferred/moved to another s.:hool

Incarcerated

Institutionalized due to handicap

Other (specify)
Don't know.
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For 30% of cases, school completion status was based on the parent interview
alone. For 16% of cases, values were based on the school record abstract alone; the
school abstract response was used by collapsing responses into the 4 completion status
categories as follows:

School Complation Status Bacord Absiract Response
Graduated Graduated
Aged Out Exceeded the school age limit
Dropped outleft Dropped aut

Withc'rew

institutionalized

Incarcerated

Other
Suspended/expelied Permanently expelled

For the 55% of cases in which both the parent interview and the school record
abstract ware available, there was agreement between the two sources on the youth's
completion status for 78% of cases. For the remaining 22% of cases (351}, the following
discrepancies were noted and resolutions made:

* In cases in which the school reported the youth transferred, moved, or withdrew,
the parent report was the basis for categorization because the parent would have
Imiv:wnnsgeﬁnalstahnsofmeyoumafteramove.transfer.orwlmdrawalfroma
0 ool.

« Schools were considered the best source of information when there was a
discrepancy involving whether the youth graduated vs. aged out resulting from
different interpretations of what constituted graduation 's. receipt of special
dipiomas for attendance.

+ The parent was considered the best source of information in cases in which the
school indicated the youth had completed the school year (whether or not
pror:oted), but the parent reported a more final dis;>osition that could have
occurred, for exampie, because of school work done in the summer (i.e., resulting
in graduation) or because of decisions made in the summer not to retum in the fall
(.e., dropping out). Similarly, parents' reports of graduation were accepted when
the school reported the youth dropped out or was suspended because further
school work in the summer could have resulted in graduation by the time of the
interview. Parent reports of a more final status (e.g., dropping ot 1) also were
accepted when the school reported what was considered an intennediate status,
such as incarceration or institutionalization.

* Youth were categorized as dropouts, based on the school report, when the parent

contended the youth exceeded the age limit but the youth was not old enough to
have done so, or if the parent reported the youth had been suspended.
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Appendix Table 1A: SUBGROUPS REFEREMCED IN STATISTICAL TABLES
FOR YOUTH WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES

Community Gender Age in 1987 School Status
Subgroups Referenced, and 19 or Out 1 year Outl -2
Table Number(s) _ Total Urban Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years
Table 8:
Percentage of youth who were stil)
in high school or had left high
school withou. graduating® 74.7 77.9 714.5 175.9 74.3 75.8 94.6 88.1 29.4 95.1 31.7 26.5
( 2.1) (4.0) { 3.5) ( 3. 6) (2.4) (4.1) (2.1) ( 2.5) ( 3.6) (1.3) ( 5.0) ( 4.6)
Number of respondents 917 235 317 691 226 215 312 390 493 183 241
Table 8:
Percentage of youth v w0 had
not received a 2-year diploma
and had not attended a 4-year
college in the past year* 69.2 56.6 72.7 4.2 72.9 59.0 62.2 70.0 77.5 64.3 78.4 83.7
( 2.3) (4.8) ( 3.6) (3.7) ( 2.5) ( 4.8) (4.4) (3.6) (3.4) ( 2.9) ( 4.5) ( 4.0)
Number of respondenis 886 232 312 280 665 221 215 305 366 493 i72 F) |
Tables 10, 13, 14, and 20-26:
Percentage of youth in schools
that served:**
Seventh grade 23.1 12.8 17.4 36.7 23.8 2.4 35.6 18.1 12.2 26.7 5.6 12.2
( 2.0) (3.2) (2.9) ( 3.7) ( 2.3) ( 3.8) (4.1) (2.7) (2.7) ( 2.6) ( 3.6) (3.8)
Eighth grade 28.0 13.8 19.6 47.5 29.1 4.7 38.1 243 18.5 31.0 23.7 16.5
(2.1) (3.3) (3.0) (3.8) ( 2.5) ( 4.0) (4.1) (3.0) { 3.2) (2.7) ( 4.3) ( 4.3)
Ninth grade 84.9 80.6 85.6 #88.2 83.9 87.4 84.8 84.6 85.6 85.4 81.2 86.0
(1.7) £3.8) (2.6)(2.5) (2.0)(3.1) ( 3.1) { 2.5) { 2.9) ( 2.0) (3.9) ( 4.0)
Tenth grade 90.9 87.1 94.0 91.6 90.6 91.6 81.1 959 97.5 88.4 96.4 98.2
(1.4) (3.2) (1.8) ( 2.1) ( 1.6) { 2.6) (3.3) (1.4) (1.3) (1.9) (1.9) (1.5)
Eleventh grade 91.2 87.4 94.0 91.0 90.9 91.8 80.4 26.8 98.1 88.7 96.9 98.2
(1.3) (3.2) (1.8) { 2.2) (1.6) ( 2.5) (2.4 (1.2) (1.1) { 1.8) (1.7) {1.5)
Twelfth grade 91.2 87.5 94.0 91.0 91.0 91.8 80.4 96.8 98.2 88.7 97.1 98.2
(1.3) (.11)(18)(22) (1.6) ( 2.5) (3.4) (1.2) (1.1) (1.8) (1.7) (1.5)
Ungraded 35.8 35.2 38.0 34.1 36.2 34.7 38.5 34.7 334 36.1 33.3 39.1
( 2.3) (4.5) (3.7) ( 3.6) ( 2.6) ( 4.4) (4.1) (3.4) ( 3.9) ( 2.8) (4.7) { 5.6)
Number of respondents 955 240 359 344 710 243 246 368 341 S44 207 193

* Source: Parent interviews.
** Source: Survey of Sec~ndary Special Education Programs. Data are for the most recent year in school.
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Appendix Table 18: SUBGROUPS REFERENCED IN STATISTICAL TABLES
FOR YOUT-{ WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES

Household I icome Ethnic ity Head of Household's Education
Subgroups Referenced, and Unger 12,000-  $25,000 Ko High School High School Beyond
Jable Number(s) $12,L.0 $24,999 and Over 8lack White Hispanic __Niploma Diploma  High School
Table 8:
Percentage of youth who were still
in high school or had left high
school without graduating®* 74.2 79.1 74.3 76.2 74.3 77.2 75.5 74.8 17.2
{ 4.7) (3.5) (3.2) (4.7) ( 2.5) (7.7} { 3.6) { 3.3) { 4.0)
Number of respondents 174 264 390 imn 657 58 30 355 23
Table 8:
Percentage of youth who hai
not received a 2-year diploma
and had not attended a 4-year
college in the past year* 64.3 72.4 71.2 56.8 75.5 47.7 65.8 72.2 69.8
{ 5.3) {3.9) (3.3) {5.7) ( 2.5) ( 9.3) ( 4.0) i 3.4) ( 4.4)
Number of respondents 166 260 38 161 643 57 296 350 233
Tables 10, 13, 14, and 20-26:
Percentage of youth in schools
that served:**
Seventh grade 4.6 21.4 2.1 14.4 24.5 17.0 23.6 8.4 19.9
{5.1) (3.8 (3.3) { 4.3) ( 2.6) { 7.5) ( 3.8) ( 3.6) {4.2)
Eighth gide 9.5 25.7 27.2 17.9 29.7 17.0 30.8 27.1 19.9
{ 5.4) (4.1) ( 3.5) {4.6) { 2.7) { 7.5) ( 4.2) { 3.7} {4.2)
Ninth grade 80.1 87.0 85.1 78.6 84.9 85.4 84.0 83.6 86.5
(4.8) (3.1) ( 2.8) ( 5.0) { 2.1) { 7.1} { 3.3) (3.1) ( 3.6)
Tenth grade 83.7 93.7 92.5 87.9 92.7 79.6 87.6 91.8 93.2 b
( 4.4) (2.3) (2.0} (3.9) {1.6) { 8.1) { 3.0) { 2.3) { 2.6)
Eleventh grade 82.4 93.7 93.4 88.4 92.9 79.6 87.8 92.7 91.9 g
{4.5) (2.3) (1.9) { 3.9) (1.5) { 8.1) ( 3.0 (2.2) { 2.9) s
Twe1fth grade 82.4 93.7 93.4 88.4 92.9 79.9 87.7 92.7 91.9 %
(4.5) (2.3) (1.9) (3.9) { 1.5) ( 8.0) { 3.0} (2.2) { 2.9) 7
Ungraded 45.7 344 347 34.5 35.5 56.2 35.2 36.2 41.1 :
(59) (4.4) {3.7) (5.7} { 2.9) ( 9.9) ( 4.3) ( 4.0) (5.2)
Numter of respondents 141 225 33 145 589 49 257 301 193

* Source: Parent interviews.
** Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs. Data are for the mcst recent year in school.
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Appendix Table 1A: SUBGROUPS REFL IENCED IN STATISTICAL TABLLS
FOR. YOUTH WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES (Continued)

Community Gender Age in 1987 School Status
Subgroups Referenced, and 19 or Out 1 year Out 1 -2
Table Number(s) Total Urban Suburban Rural Hale Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School or less Years Pt
Table 12: ,‘:;&;
Percentage of youth in schools ¥l
that served learning handicapped 2
students 99.5 98.9 100 99.4 39.3 100 98.6 100 100 99.3 100 100
(0.4) (1.1) { 0.0) (0.7) ( 0.5) (0.0) (1.1) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) (0.5) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) e}i
Number of respondents 82 198 317 300 626 198 209 317 299 46 176 17 ,g
Table 12: 5
Percentage of youth in schools ok
with twelfth grade that served
nondisabled students 91.3 85.7 95.4 91.7 90.6 93.2 81.7 960 97.4 88.6 95.8 99.8
(1.4) (3.7 ( 1.7) ( 2.3) (1.7) (2.5 (3.6) (1.5) (1.4) ( 2.0) (2.2} ( 0.5)
Number of respondents 82 197 325 295 625 \ 205 319 302 465 176 176
Table 12: :
Percentage of youth in schools &
with twelfth grade and nondis- s
abled students that required Y
minimum competency tests for Rst
graduation 51.8 67.5 51.9 41.4 48.5 61.3 48.8 54.3 51.9 50.5 56.3 51.5 =
( 2.5) ( 4.9) ( 4.0) ( 4.1) (2.9) (4.9) ( 4.6) ( 3.8) (4.4) (3.1) (5.4) ( 6.0) A
Number of respondents 83 198 325 299 628 202 207 322 302 46 17 177 gg
Table 13: Py
Percentage of youth in schools o0
that served nondisabled and Wk
mildly learning impaired «g
students 98.8 99.4 98.7 98.7 98.5 99.5 99.0 98.6 98.8 98.6 98.8 99.5 :
( 0.6) (0.8) (09)(0.9) (0.7) (0.7) (0.9) (0.9)(1.0) (0.7) (1.2) (0.9) :
Yumber of respondents 825 199 324 293 621 203 207 31y 299 46 17 176

Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs. Data are for the most recent year in school.
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Subgroups Referenced, and
Jable Number(s)

Table 12:
Percentage of youth in schools

that served learning handicapped

students
Number of respondents

Table 12:

Percentage of youth in schools
with twelfth grade that served
nondisabled students

Number of respondents

Table 12:

Percentage of youth in schools
with twelfth grade and rondis-
abled students that required
minimum competency tests for
graduat ion

Number of respondents

Table 13:

Percentage of youth in schools
that served nondisabled and
mildly learning impaired
students

Number of respondents

Source: Survey of Seccadary Special Education Programs.

Appendix Table 1B: SUBGROUPS REFERENCED IN STATISTICAL TABLES
FOR YOUTH WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES (Continued)

Household Income

Under 12,000- $25,000
$12,000 $24,999 and Over

97.5 100 100
(2.0 (0.0 (00)
1us 197

83.2 94.4 90.2
(4.9) (2.3) (2.5)
118 186 293

60.9 5z.4  50.5
{ 6.3} (5.0} (4.2
120 187 294

100 99.9 97.8
(0.0) (0.3) (1.2
121 194 292

e L TR R L R Rl oo,
m\ﬁ:«j'f:xég‘m,?e T R OV R

Ethnicity

98.3 99.6 100
(1.7) ( 0.4) ( 0.0)
120 512 43

85.6 92.6 80.8
(4.6) ( 1.7) ( 8.5)
12t 516 42

65.2 47.8 77.9
(63)(32)(89)
121 521 43

99.4 98.5 100
(11.0) ( 0.8) (0.0)
123 511 43

Data are for the most recent year in school.

o

Head of Household's Education

No High School High School
Diploma

(:‘{l

99.3
(0.8
256

92.9
(2.3)
257

49.5
(4.5)
258

99.1
(0.8
255

Beyond

High School

100
(0.0
162

90.5
(3.3)
165

59.2
( 5.6)
164



Subgroups Referenced. and
Table Number(s)

Table 18:
Parcertage in schools that
reported having students in
need of:

Speech/ language therapy

Physical therapy
Uccupational therapy
Hearing-loss therapy
Psychotherapy/counseling
Medical services
Adapt ive physical education
Socia) work services
Special transportation
Human aides or tutors
Physical aids
None of these
Number of respondents
Table 19:
Percentage in schools with
nondisabled students that
placed disabled youth in

regular vocational classes

Number of respondents

Source:
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SUBGROUPS REFERENCED IN STATISTICAL TABLES

FOR YOUTH WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES (Continued)

Comnunity

Total Urban Suburban Rural
93.1 97.2 91.9 9).5
( 1.3) (1.7) {2.2) (2.3)
66.8 713.1 2.5 56.2
( 2.5) (4.9)(3.6) (4.2)
70.2 75.6 75.8 60.0
( 2.4) (4.7) ( 3.5) ( 4.2)
68.1 84.6 69.1 55.4
( 2.4) (3.9) ( 3.8) (4.2)
88.1 94.0 94.0 78.2
(1.7} (2.6) (1.9) ( 3.5)
80.8 88.4 82.4 73.8
(2.1} (3.6) (3.1) (3.8)
85.2 89.0 92.9 74.2
( 1.8) (3.3) (2.1) ( 3.7)
93.0 98.1 94.4 87.5
(1.3) {1.4) (1.9) ( 2.8)
87.0 87.9 91.0 82.3
(1.7) (3.4) {2.2)(3.2)
92.7 94.4 93.7 90.3
(1.3) (2.4) (1.9) ( 2.5)
70.4 81.4 67.0 66.8
( 2.4) (4.3)(3.8)(40)
98.9 99.1 99.5 98.0
{ 0.5) (1.0) (0.6) (1.1)
767 175 307 272
94.6 90.1 95.5 97.8
( 1.1) (3.2) (1.6) (1.2)
816 190 325 291

Survey of Secondary Special £ducation Programs.

Gender

Male Female

93.3 92.7
(1.4) ( 2.6)
66.6  67.5
(2.8) ( 4.9)
69.6 71.9
(2.8) ( 4.7)
68.2 67.6
( 2.8) { 4.9)

(1.9) (3.5)
92.4 93.6
(1.6) ( 2.5)
70.4  70.4
(2.7) ( 4.8)
99.1 98.1
(0.5) (1.4)
562 183

93.9 96.7
(1.4) (1.8)
618 197

Badd WP a
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Data are for the most recent year in school.

.___Age in 1987 School Status
19 or Out 1 year Out 1 -2
15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years
93.4 92,9 93.2 94 4 93.3 87.7
(2.3) (1.9)(2.2) ( 4) ( 2.7) { 3.2)
72.0 63.9 64.2 t5.0 65.9 61.6
( 4.3) (3.7) { 4.4) ( 3.0) ( 5.2) ( 6.1)
73.2 68.3 69.3 70.7 n.7 65.2
( 4.3) ( 3.6) (¢4.2) ( 3.0) ( 5.0) { 6.0)
69.2 68.2 65.8 70.8 61.2 63.7
( 4.3) (3.6) (4.3) ( 2.9) { 5.5) { 5.9)
90.5 87.5 85.4 88.8 8.1 84.6
(2.7) (2.6) (3.2) ( 2.0) { 3.6) { 4.5)
82.1 8l.1 78.5 81.8 81.0 76.6
( 3.7) (3.1) (3.2) { 2.5) ( 4.4) { 5.2)
86.6 83.9 85.3 85.3 84.9 85.7
(3.2 (2. B) { 3.2) { 2.3) ( 4.0) ( 4.3)
92.2 S4.. 9.2 92.8 95.0 92.2
(2.5) (1.8) (2.4) (1.7) ( 2.4) { 3.3)
86.1 87.6 87.3 87.8 83.4 88.2
{3.2) (2.5) (3.0) (2.1} ( 4.0) { 3.9)
9l.1 93.4 939 J2.2 95.1 93.6
(2.6) (1.9) (2.1) (1.7) ( 2.4) { 2.9)
68.6 69.1 75.4 11.7 66.7 69.8
(4.4) { 3.6) (3.9) ( 2.9) ( 5.3) ( 5.6)
98.0 99.6 98.7 98.9 98.8 98.7
{1.3) (0.4) { 1.0) { 0.6) (1.2) ( 1.4)
188 294 281 425 161 163
92.4 96.3 95.1 93.6 95.8 98.3
(2.5) (1.4) (1.9) ( 1.5) ( 2.2) (1.5)
205 310 301 456 172 175
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Appendix Table 1B: SUBGROUPS REFERENCED IN STATISTICAL TABLES
FOR YOUTH WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES {Continued)

Household Income Ethnicity Head of Household's Education
Subjroups Referenced, and Under 12,000- $25,000 No High School High School  Beyond
Table Number(s) $12,000 $24,999 and Over 8lack White Hispanic Diploms Oiploma _ High School
Table 18:
Percentage in scnools that
reported having students in
need of :
Speech/language therapy 96.0 91.5 92.9 95.1 92.5 96.7 93.0 94.1 91.6
(2.5) (2.8) (2.1) (2.8) { 1.7) ( 3 8) { 2.4) { 2.1) { 3.1)
Physical therapy 62.8 67.1 68.4 73.1 63.4 65.5 64.3 70.2
( 6.5 (5.0) (3.9) (6.2) ( 3.2) (10 3) { 4.7) ( 4.5) {5.3)
Occupational therapy 62.9 71.6 n.9 76.6 66.7 ¢67.8 68.2 67.2 74.3
(6.5 (4.8) (3.8) (5.9) ( 3.1) (10.2) ( 4.6) ( 4.4) {5.1)
Hearing-loss therapy 73.3 68.8 65.3 80.6 63.9 76.1 67.6 68.8 69.6
(6.0) (4.9) (4.0) (5.5 (3.1) { 9.6) ( 4.6) { 4.3) {5.3)
Psychotherapy/counseling 85.1 89.3 90.1 93.3 85.4 100 87.¢ 85.9 93.6
(4.8) (3.2) (2.5 (3.4) { 2.3) ( v.0) 3.2) { 3.2) { 2.8)
Medical services 78.5 82.6 80.1 87.7 77.4 93.2 82.8 75.7 84.5
(5.6) (4.0) (3.4) (4.6) ( 2.8) ( 5.9) (3.7) (4.1) { 4.3)
Adapt ive physical education 85.5 84.6 85.6 88.7 84.3 19.9 85.4 81.9 88.9
(4.6) (3.7) (3.0) ( 4.3) { 2.4) ( 8.8) ( 3.4) { 3.5) { 3.6)
Social work services 91.6 93.3 94.8 97.4 91.1 100 93.5 90.4 95.7
(3.7) (2.6) (1.9) (2.2) (1.9) (o. 0) { 2.5) ( 2.7) { 2.3)
Special transportation 86.1 86.6  90.¢ 93.0 85.9 74.5 83.2 87.5 93.0
(4.5 (3.5) (2.5 (3.4) (2.2) (9. 5) { 3.6) ( 3.0) ( 2.9)
Human aides or t tors 93.8 89.4 96.7 96.7 92.5 94.9 94.1 91.3 94.9
(3.2) (3.2) (1.5) (2.4) { 1.7) ( 4.7) ( 2.3) { 2.6) ( 2.5)
Physical aids 73.5 70.6 67.4 83.9 67.8 66.7 72.1 69.2 69.5
(6.0) (4.8) (4.0) (5.1) ( 3.1) {10.9) { 4.4) ( 4.4) { 5.4)
None of these 99.4 98.4 99.7 98.5 98.9 100 99.6 98.8 98.3
(1.0 (1.2) (0.4) (1.6) ( 0.7) ( 0.0) { 0.6) (1.0) {1.5)
Number of respondents 107 173 279 109 479 36 213 231 153
Table 19:
Percentage in schools with
nondisabled students that
placed disabled youth in
regular vocational classes 89.2 96.6 93.5 63 4 94.8 83.5 93.1 95.0 91.9
(4.1) (1.8) (2.1) (3.3) (1.4) ( 8.0) ( 2.4) ( 2.0) (3.1)
Number of respondents 117 192 286 119 506 42 227 248 162

Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs. Data are for the most recent year in school.
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Subgroups Referenced, and
Table Number(s)

Table 26:
Percentage in schools with life
skills programs that serveu
students who were:*

Mildly learning handicapped

Severely impaired

Sensorily or physically
impaired

Number of respondents

Table 36:
Percentage of youth that had:**
Any graded classes

Graded regular education
classes

Graded special education
classes

Number of respondents
Table 36:
Percentage in schools and at
grade levels that were subject
to minimum competency tests**
Number of respondents

Tables 28, 37. 40 and 41:

Percentage of youth who were:***

In secondary school

Out of secondary school a
year or less

Out of secondary school
1-2 yesrs

Number of respondents

*  Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs.

Appendix Table 1A:

Total

55.8
( 2.6)
795

66.8
( 2.0)

16.4
(1.6)

16.8
(1.6)
116

** Source: Students’ school records.
**« Source: Parent nterviews and students’ school records.

Commun ity

R T B

SUBGROUPS REFERENCED IN STATISTICAL TABLES
FOR YOUTH WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES (Cdncluded)

___Age in 1987

Genoer

Urban Suburban Rural

70.9 86.6 85.9
(4.7) (2.7} (2.9)
2.8 18.8 37.6
(4.4) (3.1) (4.0)

32.7 43.9 40.2
( 4.9) (3.9) (4.1)
199 325 295

96.3 92.9 97.3
(2.0) (2.1) (1.4)

80.9 88.6 96.U
(4.2) (2.6)(1.6)

7.9 1.3 7127
(4.4) (3.7) {3.7)
192 303 287

60.9 52.8 55.4
(5.3) (4.3) (4.2)
182 281 278

71.9 66.5 67.3
(4.0) (3.4) ( 3.4)
15.3 17.8 17.2
(3.2) (2.8)(2.7)

12.8 15.7 15.5
(3.0) (2.7) ( 2.6)
279 382 382

39.0 40.7
(2.8) (5.0)
629 199

93.3 95.3
(1.4) (2.1)

87.5 89.8
(1.9) (3.0)

13.7 61.0
(2.6) { 4.7)
627 210

§5.7 55.7
( 3.0) ( 5.0)
594 200

65.7 70.2
(2.3)(3.9)

17.0 14.3
(1.8) (3.0

17.3 155
(1.9) (3.1)
880 287

School Status

19 or
15-16 17-18 older

81.4 8i.6 85.7
(3.6) (2.9)(3.1)
22.6 29.4 26.3
(3.9) (3.5)( 3.9)

38.7 38,2 41.8
(4.5) { 3.7) ( 4.4)
-~ 7 304

92.8 96.1 9.5
(2.4) (1.5){2.4)

83.4 92.5 87.4
( 3.5) ( 2.0) ( 2.9)

72.7 72.0 70.4
(4.1) {3.4) (3.9
205 312 32

48.8 8.2 61.3
(4.9) (3.9)(4.2)
187 296 312

94.4 75.7 13.9
(1.8) (2.9) (224
3.6 14.6 37.0
(1.5) (2.4)(3.4)
1.9 9.7 9.1
(1.1) (2.0) ( 3.9)
278 411 480

Data are for the most recent year in school.
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Appendix Table 1B: SUBGROUPS REFEREMCED IN STATISTICAL VABLES
FOR YOUTH WITH LEARNING QISABILITIES (Concluded)

Household Income Ethnicity Head of %d's Education
Subgroups Referenced, and Under 12,000- $25,000 No High School” High School  Beyond
Table Mumber(s) $12,000 $24,999 and Over Black White Hispanic Diploms Diploma _ High School
Table 26:

Percentage in schools with life
skills procrams that served
students who were:*

Mildly learning handicapped 83.2 77.8 83.3 72.8 83.8 81.2 78.7 82.3 82.8
(4.8) (4.2) (3.1) (5.9} (2.3) (8.4) {3.9) ( 3.4) { 4.3)
Severely impaired 22.8 27.1 23.1 22.1 26.6 271.5 4.4 26.2 23.0
(5.4) (4.4) (3.5) (5.5) (2.8) (9.5) (4.1) ( 3.9) ( 4.9)
Sensorily or physically
impaired 27.9 38.3 42.5 35.1 37.3 39.1 32.7 38.6 42.7
(5.7) (249) (a.1) (6. ") ( 3.1) (10.4) ( 4.5} ( 4.4) (5.7}
Number of respondents 122 197 289 122 516 43 233 258 160
Table 36:
Percentage of youth that had:**
Any graded classes 93.3 97.4 95.5 9.0 96.4 77.9 92.5 97.3 95.7
(3.3) (1.6) (1.8) (2.6) (1.2) ( 9.3) ( 2.6) (1.5) { 2.4)
Graded regular education
classes £9.9 91.7 §0.2 82.3 S1.4 71.4 85.7 91.7 84.9
v 5.2) (2.9) (2.5) (5.0) ( 1.8) (10.1) ( 3.4) { 2.5) ( 4.2)
Graded special education
classes 04.3 75.2 63.1 83.3 71.4 573 78.7 73.5 63.9
(4.9) (4.5 (4.1) ( 4.9) (3.0) (11.1) ( 4.0) ( 4.0) (5.7)
“umber of respondents 112 183 278 121 48Y 39 216 247 153
Table 36:
Percentage in schools and at
grade lavels that were subject
to minimum competency tests** 59.1 58.2 54.2 62.2 55.1 70.9 58.2 57.2 59.0
(6.9) (5.2) (4.3) (6.6) (3.4) (19.6) (5.0) (4.7) ( 5.9)
Number of respondents 102 176 266 115 462 36 202 233 149
Tables 28, 37, 40 and 41:
Percentage of youth who were:***
In secondary school 70.4 68.3 70.0 12.5 68.1 70.1 69.1 69.9 71.4
(4.7) (4.0) (3.3) {4.7) (2.5) (1.9 ( 3.7) ( 3.5) ( 4.3)
Out of secondary school a
year or less 13.3 14.8 17.2 15.6 15.0 9.9 13.4 15.1 17.2
(3.5 (3.0 (2.7) (3.8 (2.0)(5.1) (2.7) (2.7) ( 3.6)
Out of secondary school
1-2 years 16.3 16.8 12.8 11.9 159 20.1 17.5 15.0 11.4
(3.8) (3.2) (2.4) (3.¢4) {2.0) (6.5) ( 3.1) (2.7) ( 3.0)
Number of respondents 192 271 391 193 704 66 324 366 237
-~ e
“56

* Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs. (Qata are for the most recent year in school.
:’. Source: Students’ school records.
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Appendix 16

END
U.S. Dept. of Education

Office of Education
Research and
Improvement (CERI) . .

ERIC

Date Filmed

March 29, 1991
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