DR - ~ e

=7, RN . III N . N G DS T S P

ED 324 896 EC 232 630

AUTHOR valdes, Kathryn A.; And OtheCs

TITLE Youth Categorized as Speech Impaired, Statistical

. Almanac, Volume 4. The National Longitudinal
Transition Study of Special Education Students.

INSTITUTION SRI International, Menlo Park, Calif.

SPONS AGENCY Special Education Programs (ED/OSERS), Washington,
DC.

PUB DATE Jul 90

CONTRACT 300-87-0054

NOTE 286p.; For related documents, see EC 232 627-636.

AVAILABLE FROM 3RI International, 333 Ravenswood Ave., Menlo Park,
CA 94025-3493 ($24.00).

PUB TYPE Reports - Research/Technical (143) —- Statistical
Data (110)

EDRS PRICE MF01/PCl12 Plus Postage.

DESCRIPTORS sEducational Practices; =Education Work Relationship;

Enrollment; Family Characteristics; Human Services;
Longitudinal Studies; =Cutcozes of Educatiox:;
Secondary Education; sSpeech Handicaps; Statistical
Analysis; Student Characteristics; Student Plavement;
sTransitional Programs; =Vocational Education;
Vocational Evaluation

ABSTRACT
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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 speech impairments by the
schools or school districts they attended as special educa*ion students in the 1985-86
school year. 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.”

To provide 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 samrple of youth on which the study is based, statistical
weighting procedures, and the generaliz=bility 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 vuriables presented in the almanacs that clarifies their interpretation.™

Purposes of the NLTS and the Statistical Aimanac Series

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 transition of youth with disabilities from secondary school to early
adulthood. The Office of Spceial Education Programs (OSEP) of the U.S. Department of
Education contracted with SRI Intemational 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 fisic of research or 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
program. It has been very difficult to paint a broad picture of students from this

* Al volumes of the statistice* almanac series are listed at the conclusion of this introduction.

**Variables discussed in Appendix A include IQ scores; items related to self-care skills, assistive devices
receipt of cupport services; grade point average; and items concerning alterations mads to the home,
secondary school enroliment and completion status, enroliment in a special school, and participation in
occupatiorally-oriented vocational education.
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fragmented research base. With the NLTS, findings are oased cn 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 tc 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 disabliit/ 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
speech impairments, for example, and how they differed from those of youth wich
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 example, 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
adultyears. -

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

« Individual and family characteristics (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, suppoit services pravided, educational
placements).

« School characteristics and policles (e.g., type of school attended, policies
related 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 employment, job types and duration,
wages).

* Postsecondary education participation (in vocational schools and 2-vear anc 4-
year colleges).




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

« Parental expectations for youth I the areas of education, employment, and
Independence.

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

Many people 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 NLTS project
staff from OSEP ard SRi will publish reports, papers, and articles on a wide range of
topics and offer presentations of findings to many appropriate audiences. Howev~r, the
richness of the database will 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 aaditional computer analyses. The statistical almanacs are
intended to satisfy this type of information need.

NLTS data are compiled in the form of statistical aimanacs as a way of informing
audiences about the breadth of information available from the study. The format of the
almanacs is intended to qive 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 aimanacs will report follow-up data,
permitting users to identify trends in experiences over time.

Components of the NLTS

The NLTS has several components:

s+ The Parent/Guardian Survey. In the summer and fall of 1987, parents were
interviewed by telephone to determine information on 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 co..ection because of the need for family background information and
because, with most students still being in secondary school and living at home,
parents were believed to be accurate respondents for the issues addressed. This
survey C\‘MII be repeated in 1990, when youth will be interviewed if they are able to
respond.

« School Record Abstracts. Information 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 informatior: relates to courses taken, grades




achieved (if in a graded program), placement, related services received from the
school, status at the end of the yaar, attenuance, IQ, and experiences with
minimum competency testing. School transcripts will be coliected in 1990 for
youth who have been in sece~ary school at any time since the 1986-87 school
year.

* School Program Survey. Schools attended by sample students in the 1986-87
school year were surveyed for information on enroliment, staffing, programs and
related services offeied to secondary special education students, nolicies affecting
special education programs and students, and community resources for the disabled.

* Expianatory Substudies. Studies involving subsamples of youth are looking in
greater depth at students’ secondary school programs, the pattemns of transition
outcomes achieved by youth who were out of secondary school, and the
relationship between school experiences and outcomes. Substudies are ongoing,
and data from them are not included in this almanac series.

The LTS Sample e

The NLTS sample was construcied in two stages. A sample of 450 school districts
was randomly selected from the universe of approximately 14,000 schcol districts
serving secondary (grade 7 or above) special education students,* which had been
stratified by region of the couantry, a measure of district wealth involving the proportion of
students in poverty (Orshansky percentile), and student enroliment. Because not
enough districts agreed to participate, a replacement sample of 1 8 ad:itional districts
was selected. Mora than 80 state-supported special schools serving secondary-age
deal, blind, and deaf-blind students were also invited to participate 1 the study. A totai
of 303 school districts and 22 special schools agreed to have their students selected
for the study.

Analysis of the potential bias of the district sample 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 disabled, the configuration of other education agencies serving district
students, and metropolitan status (see Javitz and Wagner, 1990 for more information on
the LEA sample). Bias may exist, of course, on factors for which data were not available
for such comparisons.

Students were selected from rosters compiled by districts, which were instructed to
include all special education siudents in the 1985-86 school year who were in grades 7

" Special education cooperatives and other special service units were not sampled directly (83% of special
education students are served directly by echool districts; Moore et al., 1988). However, instructions to
districts for compiling student rosters asked districts to include on their listing any students sent from their
district to such cooperatives or s~ecial service units. Desplte these instructions, some districts may have
underreported students served outside the district.
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through 12 or whose birthdays were in 1972 or before, 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
faderal disability categories and youth were randomly selected from each age/disability .
group so that approximately 800 to 1,000 students were selected in each disability
category (with the exception of deaf-biind, for which fewer than 100 students were
served in the districts and schools inciuded in the sample).

in part because of the time iapse betweer: sample selection and data collection,
many students could not be located at the addresses or telephone numbers provided by
the schools. Of the 12,833 students selectea for the sample, about one-third could not
be reached by telephone for the parent inteiview. (For more than half of these,
addresses and telephone numbers were not provided by the schools/districts from which
they were samgled.) This relatively high rate of inability to reach sample members
confirmed the importance of including in the NLTS a substudy of nonrespondents to
determine whether those who were reached for the telephone interview were a
representative sampie o! the population to which the study was intended to generalize.
To ilentify whether biass existed in the interview sample, interviewers went to 28 school
districts with relatively high nonresponse rates to locate and interview in person those
who could not be reached iy telephone. Of the 554 sought for in-person interviews, 442
were found and interviewec), a response rate of 80%. A comparison of teleptione
interview respondents with in-person interview raspondents showed that the telephone
sample underrepresented lower-income households. The sample was reweighted to
adjust for that bias, as described in the ne..t section.

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

N Besaonse Rate
Parent interview 7619 71%
School records 6241 60
School survey 6672 64

Weighting Procedures and the Population to Which Data Generalizs

Youth with disabilities for whom data could be gathered were weighted to represent
the U.S. populaticin of speciai education students in the 1985-86 schoul year who were
in grades 7 through 12 or at least 13 years old. Because it is a sampie of students at
various ages, the NLTS sample does not generalize to youth who had dropped out of
school before that age. For example, the sample of 18-yezr-okds generalizes to youth




who wera 18 and still in secondary school in 1985-86, not 0 all 18-year-olds with
disabilities, many of whom may have left school at an eariier age.

In performing sample weighting, three mutually exclusive groups of sample members
were distinguished:

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

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

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

A major concemn in weighting was to determine whether there was a nonresponse
bias and to calculate the weights in such a way as to miniinize that bias. There was a
potential for three types of nonresponse bias:*

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

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

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

Of these three types of nonresponse, the firs\ was believed to be the most important, in
ierms of both frequency and infiuence on the analysis. Type 1 blas was also the only
type of nonresponse that could be ustimatert and corrected.

The magnitude of type 1 nonresponse bias was estimated by comparing responses
to items available for the three group of respondents (after adjusting for differences in
the frequency with which youth in different disability categories were sele tted and
differenices in the size of the LEAs selected). Group A was wealthier, more highly
educated, and less likely to be minority than group B. In addition, group A was more
likely to 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 additional measures
for which data were unavailable for grcup C. The youth described by the two groups
were similar on these additional items, inciuding gender, employment 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
parental educadonal attainment and ethnic composition, but did not affect d“ferences in

We assumed that nonrespondents who could not be located because LEAS did not provide student names
woid harse chosen 1o participate at about the same rate as parents in distric’s in which youth coukd be
identifiecd The remaining nonrespondents would presumably have been distributed between the three
types of nonrssponse mentionsd abov.
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dropout rates. It was aiso determined that groups B and C were large enough that if
they were treated the samie as group A in the weighting rocess, the resulting dropout
distribution would be approximately comect.

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 type 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 sample
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 identical. in
addition, because there were only three deaf/blind youth from medium-size or
smaller districts, who had large weights, they were removed from the sampie to
increase the effective sample size. Thus, NLTS results do not represent ine very
small number of deaf/blind students in medium-size or smaller LEAs.

« The resulting weights were adjusted so that cach 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
condition); the weights of the poorest respondents were multiolied by a factor of
approximately 1 6 and the weights of the wealthiest respondents were muttiplied
by a factor of approximately .7.

Estimation of Standard Err s

The tables in the “Descriptive Results" section present data for the full sample of
youth with disabilities and for important subgroups, as defined at the beginning of that
section. Most of the variables presented in the tables are reg.© < »s percentages of
youth in the full sample or in the subgroups. In some cases, r.. . 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 y Juth. Percentages and
means are weighted to represent the national population of youth 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 all 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 all 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 number of cases
on which the statistic is based.
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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 85 out of 100 times. For example, the NLTS estimates that 88.8% of youth with
disabities attended a comprehensive secondary school during their most recent year in
school. The standard error of that estimate, .9, is multiplied by 1.96, letting us assume
with 35% confidence that the true rate of attendaice at comprehensive secondary
schoois falls within a range of +1.8 percentage points, or 87% to 80.6%.

. Readers inay also want to compare percentages or means for different subgroups to
determine, for exampie, whether the difference in employment rates for males and
females with speect. impairments is statistically significant. To calculate whether the
difference batween percentages is statistically significant with 5% confidence (often
denowd as p<.05), the squared difference between the two percentages of interest is
divided by the suin of the two squared standard errors. If this product is larger than
3.84, the difference is significant. Presented as a formula, a difference in percentages is
statistically significant at the .05 level if:

e MY N

(Py- Py)2
> 1.962

2 2
SE1 +852

where P, and SE, are the first percentage and its standard error and P,and SE, 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 oi 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
oresence of casign effects. However, it is not cost-effective for estimating the standard
errors of the thousands of variables and subpopulations tabulated in the 10 volumes of
the statistical aimanacs. 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 foliowing procedures:

. A
A A S S VI LN

A set of25 variables representing the parent interview, school program survey, and P
record abstract was identified for the purpose of developing a statistical approxi- %
mation formula; these included 16 nominal variables and 9 continuous variables.

« Standard errors of the weighted means of the selected vari2hles were estimated in
two ways. The first procedure involved pseudo- replication. For each variable,

Q 8 14




standard errors were calculated for students in each handicap category and for
the tota! sample (300 standard errors) using a partially balanced expérimental
design spechying how students were to be allocated to 16 ha'f-samples. The
sample was spiit on the.basis.of the school districts and special schools from
which youth were originally sampled. -Districts and schools were paired on the
basis of enroliment and a measure of poverty, and one member of each pair was
assigned to each half-sample. Sampie weights for students were computed for
each half-sample as if those in the half-sample were the only study participants.

The following formula was vsad to estimate the standard error of the mean for
students in all conditions:

Standard error = [(1/16) Z; (M; - M)2] /2

where M, is the mean calculated for students in one of tho 16 half- samples), M is
the mean response calculated from the full sample, 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 invoived an approximation formula based on an
estimate of the effective sample size for each handicap category and the total
sample. The sampling efficiency (E) for a group was calculated using the
following formula:

TS R ARPENL
%“‘?{ﬁ*gﬁv ’-E:

E=M,2(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 apprcximation 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 ks

the question in the group, and E is the samuling efficiency of the group. The 2
approximation formula for the standard error of the mean of a continuous variable is:

Standard error = [S2/(N x E)] "2

where S? is the variance of responses in the group for the continuous variable
(computed with frequencies equal to full-sample weights) and N is the unweighted
number of respondents to the question in the group. These formulas were used to
compute a total of 300 standard errors for the same variables and groups
addressed using pseudo-replication.

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 best fit
was a 45 degree line. That is, on average, the formula based on estimates of
effective sample size neither systematically overestimated nor underestimated .ne
standard error obtained using pseudo-roplication, arguing for use of the more cost-
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effective estimation formulas. However, because error remains in the estimates
that might result in underestimating the true standard errors in some instances, we
took a conservative approach and multiplied the standard errors produced using
the estimation formulas by 1.25. The vast majority of the standard errors so
obtained were larger than the standard errors obtained by pseudo-replication.
Thus, the standard errors included in the almanacs were calculated using the
effective sample size estimation formulas and increased by a ractor of 1.25.

Caveats to Users of the Data

To minimize the potential that data in the statistical aimanacs will be misinterpreted,
the user shnuld keep in mind the following considerations.

- Estimailon of Sampling Errors. The data tables contain approximate standard
< rors for means and percentages; the pre\-ous section instructs users in how to
use them to calculate corfidence intarvals and to determine whether differences
between estimates are statistically significant. Users should interpret data in light
of the standard errors. Percentages or means based on subgroups with relatively
few cases have a considerably greater margin of error than those based on

larger subgroups.

« Subgroup Deiinitions. The "Descriptive Results” section begins with a definition
of the subgroups for which cata are reported. Users should be clear about the
definition of these groups ‘v avoid misinterpreting the brief labels contained in the
tables. Of particular note are the subgroups based on the youth's designated
disabllity. Assignment t. 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 rather as describing youth who were categorized as having that
disability by their school or district. Furthur, 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 Reliabllity. Each table indicates the source of the
data reported in it (e.g., parent interview, school records). The confider.ce 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 children may vary
depending on the sutect of an item. For example, parents were expected to be
quite accurate reporters of data on family characteristics, but to be less aware of--
and, therefore, report less accurately on--the kinds of services their childran were
providad in school or by other agencies. When two sources of data were available
for a given item (e.g., parent reports and school record indicaticn3 of whether the
youth graduated or dropped out), consistency checks were performed. For many
variables, a high level of agreement was found; for other items, larger
discrepancies were notad. Appenc” . A presents decision rules used to resolve
such discrepancies. However, for most items, only one source of data was
available, making it impossible to verify the accuracy of the recponses. Specific
data items potentially subject to bias are discussed in Appendix A.
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« I:3ms of a Sensitive Nature. A few items in the parent interview asked parents
to report what they might consider negative behaviors oi the pa:. of their chiidren,
such as whether the ,routh had ever been arrested or been fired from-a job. The
tendency for respondents to give socially acceptable anss.ers to such items raises
the question of the accuracy of parent reports 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 cuch items; a reasonably large number of respondents
reporting negat.ve behaviors (e.g., parents of 21% of youth who had been out of
school 1 fo 2 years indicated the youth had been arrasted; 32% of exiters from
secondary school were reported tc have dropped out of school); and strong
evidence of construct validity based on observed relationships among variables.

« Missing Daia. Missing data result from iteiv: nor:rasponse, the absence of the
whole instzument from which an item was taken, or a logical skip of an item
because it was inaprropriate to a particular respondent (e.g., some items were
asked only of parents of youth with particifar kinds of disabilities). Missing data of
all kinds were eliminated from calculations of percentages and means. Hence, the
reported percentages and means are baser .n those for whom the question was
appropriate and who answered the questic... The approximate standard errors
increase as the sample size decreases, drawing the user's attention to statistics
that are based on particularly small samples.
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TITLES IN THE NLTS STATISTICAL ALMANAC SERIES

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

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

The National Longitudinal Transition Study cf 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 Retaraed.

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
Almanac, 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 aimanac presents data related to special education
students categorized by the school or district they attended in the 1985-86 school year
as having speech impairments. This category is defined as youth having communication
disorders, such as stuttering, impaired articulation, language or voice impairments, that
adversely affect educational performance. The tables describe:

: + Youths' individual and hcusehold characteristics
Characterisiics 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 entire
1 appropriate full of youth categorized as having speech impairments and for youth with
speech impairments in the following subgroups:

« Community. The type of community in which the youth !ast attended secondary
school, based on Department of Commerce definitions of metropolitan statistical
areas (MSAs), is described 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).

« Ageln 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 Yearor Less. Enrolled in secondary school in the 1985-86 school year,
and enrolled in secondary school at some time in the year before the parent
interview, but no longer enrolled at the time of the interview. These youth
include dropouts and completers of the 1986-87 school year.

* See Appendix A for more detailed information or. construction of the schuol status variable.

17




- Out 1to 2 Yeare. Enrolled in secondary school in the 1985-86 school year,
not enroiled in secondary school at the time of the parent interview, and not
enrolied at any time in the year before the interview. Thesa youth include
dropouts and completers of the 1985-85 school year.

Pgr; B presents data for youth with speech impairments in the following subgroups:

+ Household income. Youth ara distinguished as to whether parents reported the
annual 1986 housshold inconie before 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 nativa) are
too few to distinguish as a separate categony

« 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 will not add to 100%. Sample sizes vary among tables for the same
group because of differing response rates for items ‘aken from different instruments.
Also, the sample sizes for subgroups may not sum to the sampie 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). “ppendix B contains data tal'- _ 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 OF YOUTH WITH SPEECH. INPAIRMENTS
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Lomamity —Gender
: N - 190or . Out § year
Characteristics of Youtn _ Totsl  Urban Suburben Byra)  Male Femsle  15-18 17-18 older  In-Scheol _or:
Percentaga of youth:
15 or 16 years old 4.7 40.8 100 0.0 0.0 82.% 13.4 8.9
( 3.0) ( 5.2) ( S. 4) ( S l) ( 3 9) ( 4 9) ( 0.9) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 3.7) { 4.5) ( 4.3)
17 or 18 years old 33.1 3.7 .4 227 3.2 . %28 0.0 100 -0.0 2.4 4.9 11.
( 2.9) ( 5.1) ( 5.4) ( 5.0) (3.7) (4.6) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 3.5) ( 6.7) { «.9)
19 to 21 ywsrs old 17.7 22. 11.7 18.1 19.4 154 0.0 0.0 97.2 5.0 87 n.1
( 2.3) ( 4. 4) ( 3 S) { 4. 6) (3. l) (3.5) (0.0) (0.0} (1.7) (1.7 ( 6.4) ( 6.4)
More then 21 years old 0.5 0.3 0.0 0.7 0.3 0.3 0.0 28 9.4 0.3 2.2
( 0.4) ( 0 6) ( 0 8) ( 0.0) ( 0.6) ( 0.5) {0.0) { 0.0) (1.7) ( 0.2) (0.7) { 2.2)
Nuzber of respondents 588 1711 136 355 230 192 198 1% 333 129 108
Average age 16.9 17.2 16.8 16.6 17.0 16.8 15.5 17.4 19.6 16.3 18.1 19.1
(0.1) { 0 2) (0.2) {0.2) (0.1) (0.2) ( 0.0) ( 0.1) ( 0.1) (0.1} ( 0.2) (0.2
Number of respondents 588 1m 136 355 230 192 199 197 » 129 108
Percentage vho were male 59.5 62.8 S54.4 100 0.0 57.1 58.8 65.3 83 , B8y 7
( 3.0) (50)(53)(60) ( 0.0) ( 9.0) (47)(51)(50) ( 3.7) ¢ 6.3) ( 7.4)
Number of respondents 585 355 230 191 197 1» n 12¢ |
Percentage who were:
~n 8lack, not Hispanic 28.0 .5 24.2 12,0 8.2 21.8 30.7 23.5 2.5 28.0 25.7 2.5
( 3.0) ( 5.5) (5.1) (4.5) ( 3.9) ( 4.9) (4. 8) (4. 9) ( S 2) ( 3.6) {e6.7) {8.1)
vhite, not Hispanic 54.2 35.9 65.4 71.0 54.5 83.7 51.7 S6.3 §7.2 53.9 §4.1 41.8
( 3.3) ( 5.4, 5.6) ( 6.2) (4.3)(5.3) (5.2 ( S 0) ( S 7) ( 4.0) ( 7.4) (8.5
Hispanic 14.2 21.1 6.9 16 15.1 13.0 14. 15.8 8.4 11.0
{ 2.3) ( 4 6) ( 3.0) (5.1) ( 3.1) ( 3.6) ( 3.6) ( 4 S) ( 3 2) ( 2.9) ( 4.3) ( 5.4)
AMmerican Indian/Alaskan
Native 0.8 0.8 0.6 1.0 0.5 1.3 0.5 0.9 0.0 1.0
( 0.6) ( o 8) {1.0) ({ l 3) (0.7) (1.1) (0.7) ( 1.3) (0.9) ( 0.8) ( 0.0) (1.8)
Astan/Pacific Islander 2.4 1.7 2.7 0.0 1.6 37 2.2 1.2 5.0 1.0 1.9 13.9
( 1.0) ( l 0) ( l 9) ( 0.0) (1.1) ( 2.0) (1.5) (1.3) (2.5 ( 0.8) ( 2.1) ( 8.0)
Other 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.8 0.7 0.0 0.0 ¢S 0.0 0.0
( 0.4) ( l 2) ( 0 0) (o. o) (0.0) (1.0) ( 0.8) (0.0) (0.0) ( 0.5) ( 0.0) ( 0.0)
Number of respondents 490 179 147 103 234 196 163 157 110 296 103 o0
Percentage who spoke at home:
English 93.4 6.3 99.0 92.1 95.6 90.3 92.1 95.3 93.9 94.6 94.1 83.4
(1.7) (2.1) (1.2) (3.8) (1.8) (3.2) (2.8) (2.5) (2.8) (1.8) ( 3.72) ( 6.6)
Another spoken language 5.2 2.2 1.0 7.9 29 8.6 J 3.8 4.0 4.2 5.2 13.5
( 1.5) (1.7) (1.2) ( 3.8) (1.2) (3.1) (2.6)(2.2)\23) (1.6) ( 3.4) (6.1)
No spoken language 1.4 1.5 0.0 0.0 1.5 1.1 1.2 1.1 21 1.3 0.7 1
( 0.8) (1.4) (0.0)(0.0) (1.1) (1.2) (1.1) (1.3) £ 1.D) ( 0.9) ( 1.3) ( 3.1)
Number of respondents 4 178 143 98 288 189 158 151 168 289 102 88
Source: Parent interviews.
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Characteristics of Youth

Percentage of ¥ uth:
15 or 16 years old

17 or 18 ysars old
19 to 21 years old
More than 21 years old
Number of respondents
Average age
Number of respondents
Percentage who were male
Number of respondents

Percentage who were:
Black, not Hispanic

White, not Hispanic
Hispanic

American indian/Alaskan
Native

Asian/Pacific Islander
Ciner

Number of respondents

Percentage who spoke at home:

English

Another spoken language

No spoken language
Number of respondents

Source: Parent interviews.
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Table 18: OEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS OF YOUTH vxfn.m INPAIRMENTS

—touschold Income ~ ___ Etheicity —Haad of Housswold's Educetion
Under 12,000-  $25,000 Mo High School High School Sy
$12,000 $24,999 and Over  Qlack White Migpenic —Diplomp _ _ Diploms = High .1
9.1 6.4 41 5.2 57.4 3.5
(6.7) (6.0) {54 ( %. z) ¢ ‘. 5) ( 51) (s5.3) (e.5) ( 6.4)
339 231 3. 2. 9.2 2.5 7.1 3.1
(6.3) (5.:2) (52) (54 (4.3 (8. 9) ( 4.8) ( 5.5} (6.2)
16.8 150 22.3 187 19.1 1.1 19.0 u.? 20.0
(5.0) (4.4) (45  (4.8) (3.6) (57 (4.2) ( 4.6) (5.2)
0.2 0.5 0.6 0.3 0.6 03 0.4 0.5 0.5
(0.5) (0.9) (0.8 ( 0 e) o, 7) (es) ( 0.8) ( 0.9) { 0.9)
e 135 18 108 130 135
6.9 165 17.0 168 16.9 16.7 16.8 16.6 17.0
(0.2) (0.2) (0.2)  (0.2) (0.2) (0.3) ( 0.2) ( 0.2) (0.2)
e 135 18 M3 25 8 189 130 135
§5.2  64.6 9.2 59.4  $9.3 62.4 5.5 68.6 4.5
(6.6) (5.9 (54 (6. x) (45 (83) ('s.2) (6.1) ( 6.4)
16 135 178 e 265 189 130 135
6.2 2.7 105 100 0.0 0.0 .9 29.6 16.5
(6.6 (5.5 (3.3) (0.9) ( 0.0) (0.0) {s5.1) ( 6.0) ( 4.8)
32.5 49.7 80.3 0.0 100 0.0 0.9 59.7 6.1
(6.2) (6.2) (43) (0.9 (0.0) ( 0.0) (5.2) (6.4) (61
6.8 21.7 4.5 0.0 .0 100 2.7 9.0 8.7
(6.0) (5.1) {2.3)  (0.0) (0.0)  0.0) ( 4.4) (3.7) ( 3.6)
0.0 6.0 1.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.1 2.1
(0.0) (0.0 (1.4  (0.0) (0.0 (0.0) ( 0.0) (1.3) ( 1.9) ;
34 1.9 3.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.5 0.7 5.1 =
(2.4) (1.7) (1.9)  (0.0)(0.0) (0.0) (1.7) (1.1) ( 2.8) 5
1.1 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.5 -
(1.4) (0.0 (000  (0.0) (0.0 (0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0} ( 1.5) »
16 135 18 3 265 6 169 130 135 %
8.8 3.2 93.5 95.7 98.6 76.0 9.8 97.6 91.6 5
(44) (3.1) (0.8)  (2.6) (1.1)8.1) (2.9) (2.0) (3.6) ¥
101 63 0.0 0.0 1.1 24.0 7.4 1.8 6.5
(4.0) (3.0 (0.00  (0.0) (1.0 (81) (2.3) (1.8) (3.2)
2.1 05 0.5 43 03 0.0 0.8 0.6 1.9 5
(1.9) (0.8) (0.8  (2.6) (0.5 (0.0) ( 1.0) (10) (1.8) .
s 134 m 130 289 59 185 129 135
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Character ist ics of Households

Percentage in ho..cholds with:
A single parent

Neither natural parent

Other disabled children

Oisabled head of household
Number of respondents

Average mmber 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 degree
4-year college degree or more

Number of respondents

Source: Parent interviews.

Commm ity

Total Urben Suburben Byral  Male Femsle  15-16 17-19 older

Q.2 4.5 4.8 .5 2.2 .2 "z .
(3.4) (5.7) (6.1) (6.8) (4.4)(5.5) (5.2 (6.

6.4 54 6.8 - 2.0 46 9.1 3.2 6.
( 1.8) (2.7) (3.1) (2.0) (1.9) (3.4) (2.0) (3.

19.0 23.1 189 13. 167 2.2 - 204
(2.7) (4.9) (4.8) (4.8) (3.3)(4.6) (4.3).(4.2) (5.

13.0 1.3 1.8 12.2 129 13.2 44 114 12
( 2.4) (3.8) (4.0) (4.8) (3.0)(3.8) (3.7) (4.0) (3.9)

27 162 135 9 263 164 43 135 149

6 6 2.7 24 26 2.6 2.7 24 . 25 .8 2.6 .5
(0.1) (0.2)(0.2) (0.2) (6.1)(0.2) (0.2) (0.2) (0.2 (0.1) (0.2) (0.2)
45 168 56 140 161

46.1 0.9 4.5 49.2 8.8 49 46.7 43.6 48.3 “".5 51.3 1.4
( 3.5) (5.7)(6.1) (7.2) (4.4) (586) (5.3)¢6.2) (5.7 (4.2) (2.7) (8.1)
28.3 2.9 4.7 320 3.2 2.4 31.6 25.7 23.4 g .9 19.8
(3.1) (5.3) (5.3) (6.7) (4.2) (4.6) (5.0) (5.5 (4.8) (3.9) (6.3) (72.3)
13.0 16.5 11.5 11.4 101 17. 123 4.4 125 13.0 13.0 12.8.
(2.3) (4.3) (3.9) (4.6) (2.7)( -.2) (3.5) (4.e)(3.8) (2.8) (5.2) ( 6.1)
12.7 12.7 19.3 1. 3.9 16. 9.4 163 15.9 1.9 14.8 16.0
(2.3) (3.8) (4.9) (3.7) (2.7)(4.2) (3.1) {4.6) (4.2 (2.7) (5.5) (6.7)
454 167 135 95 73 181 155 1 160 2 97 82
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Table 28: WSMD CNMACTERISTICS OF mmu umo SPEECH ‘IWM”EITS ) .

v

- MLM_ __Ethnicity :
Under - 12,000 " -$25,000 No mgtr School mgh Séhoo - um :
Characteristics of Households $12,000 ;g_,gg_ m __ggg ‘Mtc iagui Diploms - -Diplome .- High: ]
; G oo
Percentage in households with: . ‘
A single parent 70.3 37.0 133 65.3 29.9 46.3 - 45.9 43.1 M3
(6.1) (6.0) (3.72) (8.1) ( 4 3) ( 9.5) ( 5.3) { 6.5) { 8.1)
Neither natura? parent 6.3 4.2 4.5 35 6.4 2.8 8.3 2.6 8.1
(3.5 (2.6) (2.3) ( 2.8) (2 3)(3 3) (2.8) ( 2.1) (3.1)
Other disabled children 7.4 17.2 113 26.5- 18.5 - 9.4 25.2 11.9 13.1
(5.9) (4.7) {3.5) (5.6) (3.7) (5. 5) ( 4.6) ( 4.2) { 4.4)
Disabled head of household 18.0 11.3 6.5 11.9 12.0 15.7 20.9 6.7 6.9
(s5.1) (3.9 (2.1 ( 4 l) ( 3 l) (6. 9) (4.4) ( 3.3) (3.3)
Nusber of respondents 99 122 173 162 124 132
Average number of children in ,
household 2.7 2.8 2.4 - 29 2.4 2.6 29 . 2.4 2.3
(0.2) (0.2) (0.1) £0.2) (0.1) (0.3) (0.2) (0.2) ( 0.2)
Mumber of respondents 116 135 178 136 24 58 -189 130 135
Percentage with head of household
with highest education being:
Some high school 643 47.8 17.2 56.1 35.8 67.7 100 0.0 Q.0
(6.4) (6.2) (4.1) (6.4) ( 4.6) (8.9) ( 0.0) { 0.0) ( 0.0)
High school diploma 25.6 33.2 30.1 9.2 3.1 17.3 0.0 100 0.0
(5.8) (5.8) (5.0 (5.8) (4.4) (7.2) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0)
Some college or 2-year degree 7.2 15.1 18.6 11.4 15.0 10.7 0.0 0.0 50.6
(3.4) (4.4) (4.3) (4.1) ( 3.4) (5.9 ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 6.4)
4-year college Jegree or more 2.9 39 34.0 3.4 171 4.3 0.0 0.0 49.4
( 2.2) 2.4) (5.2 (2.3) (3. 6) ( 3 9) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 6.4)
Number of respondents 115 135 177 135 242 189 130 135

Source: Parent interviews.
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Table 2A: HOUSEHOLD CHARACTERISTICS OF YOUTH WITH SPEECH IWAMNTS;: (Comludld) SDE
Community Gender in 1987 gghooligtg' L

. 19 or Oa'tlyur Out1~2
% Characteristics of Households Total Urban Suburban Hural Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years
Percentage in household with
¢ 1986 annual income:

& Less than $12,000 37.1 40.0 33.5 302 us 4.0 35.2 42,1 MuS 37.1 2.7 43.8

g (3.5) (5.8) (6.1) ( 6.9) (4.3)(5.9) (5.2) ( 5.4) (5.7 (4.2) (7.5) (9.6)
=4 $12,000 to $24,999 33.6 30.1 29.5 4.7 36.5 29.3 39.8 25.9 28.5 K N) 38.3 8.2
24 ( 3.4) (5.4) (5.9)(12.3) ( 4.4) (5.3) (5.4) (5.7) (5.3) (4.1) (7.8) ( 8.3)
2 $25,000 to $37,999 13.4 17.3 9.9 16.7 ~ 5.3 10.6 13.7 12.2 14.4 14.0 9.7 13.2
( 2.5) (4.4) (3.9)(5.6) ( 3.3) (3.6) ( 3 8) (4.2) (4.2) (3.0 ( 4.8) (6.8)
Eﬁ $38,000 to $50,000 7.4 7.7 11.8 5.0 7.3 1.7 6.7 10.0 1.5 6.4 8.
;- (1.9) (3.1) (4.2) (3.3) (2.4)( 3.1) ( 2 8) (3.2) (3.9) ( 2.3) ( 3.9) ( 5.4)
More than $50,000 8.5 49 153 6.4 6.4 115 4.3 13.1 12.6 7.5 12.9 10.3
: ( 2.0) (2.5 (4.6)(23.6) (2.2)(3.7) (2.2) (4.4)(3.9) (2.3) (5.4) (5.9)
¥ Number of respondents 425 160 125 89 %4 166 147 . 128 150 261 90 74
N, Percentage in households that
¥ received:
e Social Security Oisability
& Income 8.5 125 5.2 8.3 10.0 .4 4.3 11.3 13.9 7.0 15.3 10.7
v (1.9) (3.8) (2.7) ( 4.0) (2.7) (2.7) (2.3) (3.9)(4.2) (2.2) ( 5.5) ( 5.4)
i Social Security survivors
b benefits 9.2 6.8 1.0 11.0 8.7 9.9 8.1 10.1 10.9 9.6 10.7 4.5
( 2.0) (2.9) (3 (4.5 ( 2.5) (3.3) (2.9) (3.7 (3.7) ( 2.5) ( 4.8) (3.7)
Supplemental Securiiy Income 12.1 16.2 10.s &.7 10.8 13.8 9.7 13.3 16.7 12.3 12.8 9.1
(2.3) (4.3) (3.8) {4.2) (2.8) (3.8) (3.2)(4.2) (4.4) ( 2.8) (£.1) (5.1)
Medicaid or equivalent 20.6 5.6 12.7 2.2 19.9 21.¢ 18.3 25.4 19.1 22.1 19.0 10.6
(2.8) (5.1) (4.1) (5.8) ( 3.5) (4.5) { 4.1) (5.3) (4.6) (3.5) (6.1) (5.4)
Aid to Fami ‘es with Dependent
Children 10.0 8.4 12.2 9.4 13.1 §.3 11.2 5.9 5.9
(2.1) ( 4 o) ( 3 0) ( 4 2) (2. S) { 3 8) (3.1) ( 4.1) (2.9) ( 2.6) ( 3.6) (4.1)
Public assistance 8.0 11.5 1.5 6.2 1.4 7.0 8.4 4.8 8.9
(1.9) (3.7)( 2 9) ( 3 6) ( 2 3) ( 3 l) (2.6) (3.9) (3.0) (2.3) ( 3.3) (5.0
Food stamps 23.7 25.5 18.6 20.9 26.% 2.1 27.3 22.3 24,2 28.3 16.3
( 2.9) (5.1) ( 4.8) (5.8) ( 3.7‘ ( 4.c) (4.4) (5.4) (4.9) ( 3.6) ( 6.8) ( 6.5)
Other benefits 11.9 126 9.2 14,0 12.8 10,7 12.1 12,7 10.1 12.3 12.4 8.5
(2.2) ( 3.8) (3. 6) (4.9) ( 3.0) ( 3.4) ( 3.5) (4.1) ( 3.5) (2.7 (5.1) ( 4.9)
None of these benefits 56.2 53.1 60.8 58.3 $6.7 55.5 60.2 50.7 54.0 56.0 52.6 63.0
( 3.4) (57)(60)(70) (4.4) (5.5) (5.2) (6.1) (5.8) (4.1) (7.6) (8.4)
Number of respondents 449 166 134 92 270 1719 151 139 156 272 9s 79

Source: Parent interviews.
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Table 2B: HOUSEHOLD CHARACTERISTICS OF YOUTH WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS (Conclud~d)

tiouseho 1d income Ethnicity tiead of 'M'_LMSL_
Under 12,000- $25,000 No High School High School
Characteristics of Households $12,000 $24,999 and Over Black white Hispanic Diplome Diploms ﬂ
Percentage in household with
1986 annual income:
Less than $i2,000 100 0.0 0.0 8.7 23.2 41.9 52.8 32.6 14.5
(0.0) {0.00 (0.0 ( 6.5) (4.2) (9.6) { 5.8) { 6.2) 4l
$12,000 to $24,999 0.0 100 0.0 30.6 32.0 49.0 35.7 38.3 4.8
(0.0) (0.0) (0.0) ( 6 1) ( 4 6) { 9 8) ( 5.4) ( 6.5) (5.8)
$25,000 to $37,999 0.0 0.0 45.7 8.6 7.8 17.4 18.7
(0.0) (0.0) (5.5 ( 3 7) ( 3 9) . 3 l) ( 3.0) ( 5.0) (5.2)
$38,000 to $50,000 0.0 0.0 25.4 1.8 8.6 15.8
( 0.0) (0.0) (4.8) ( l 8) ( 3 3) ( 2 6) (1.5) ( 3.7) ( 4.9)
More than $50,000 0.0 0.0 28.9 0.3 13.6 1.8 3.1 26.2
(0.0) (0.0) (5.0) {0.7) (3.4)( 4 l) « 1.5) ( 2.3) ( 5.9)
Number of respondents 116 135 174 129 24 55 173 125 125
Percentage (. households that
received:
Social Security Discbility
Income 12.2 9.0 3.9 6.7 6.9 18.2 12.0 4.7 6.6
(4.4) (3.8) (2.t) (3.2) (2.4) (7.4) ( 3.5) (2.8) ( 3.2)
Soctal Security survivors
benef its 14.6 10.6 2.2 8.4 100 9.9 15.4 6.1 2.1
(4.7) (3.9) (1.6) (3.6) (2.9) (5.7 ( 3.9) ( 3.2) (1.9)
Supplemental Security Income 19.0 11.5 2.2 16.7 7.8 19.3 18.4 5.8 6.8
(5.2) (4.0) (1.6) (4.7) ( 2.8) ( 7.6) ( 4.1) { 3.1) ( 3.3)
Medicaid or equivalent 43.0 11.8 3.5 32.7 12.2 26.1 7.8 16.3 10.¢
« (6.6) (4.0) (2.0) (6.0) (3.1) (8.4) ( 4.8) 19) ( 4.0)
19 Atd to Families with Dependent
Children 2.9 4.6 0.6 0.6 3.5 12.2 9.9 12.9 7.0
(5.6) (2.6) (0.8) (5.1) (1.7) (6.2) (3.2) { 4.4) ( 3.3)
Public assistance 2.7 0.7 0.0 155 4.6 6.4 10.8 8.2 2.2
(5.5 (1.1) (0.0) (4.6) (2.0) { 4.6) ( 3.3) ( 3.6) (1.9)
Food stamps 50.0 18.8 0.1 4.9 12.7 30.1 33.5 2.1 6.9
- (6.7) (4.8) (0.3) (6.3) (3.2) (8.7) { 5.0) ( 5.5) ( 3.3)
- Other benefits 15.6 8.8 6.2 13.9 11.0 14.2 12.0 14.6 8.8
N (4.8) (3.5) (2.6) (4.4) (3.0)(6.7) ( 3.5) ( 4.8) ( 3.6)
None of these benefits 9.3 59.8 85.2 43.0 64.6 48.3 43.3 58.9 75.0
(6.1) (6.1) (3.9 (6.3) (4.5 (9.5 ( 5.3) ( 6.4) ( 5.6)
Number of respondents 114 133 176 134 239 57 183 127 133

Source: Parent interviews.
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Table 3A: CHARACTERISTICS OF COMMUNITIES IN WHICH YOUTH Uﬁ'ﬂ SF(!UO l”‘lm AMD MY scma.

Commun 1ty —_Sender ~ Age-in 1987 jtat
9 or - Out Lyear . Qut1-2
Community Charscteristics Total  Urbn Seburben fyral  Wale Femle  15:16 1J-1g oler  In-tohool or lete o fetrs
Percentigs who attended school
in ares that was:
Urban 30.3 100 0.0 0.0 3.1 283 5.5 32.6 9.4 2.5 35.8 30.¢
( 3.0) (0.0) { 0.0) ( 0.0) { 3.9) ( 4.8) (4.4) ( 5.1) ( 5.7) ( 3.6) ( 8.7) (7.7)
Suburban kT ] 0.0 100 0.0 36.0 33.3 319 4.2 u.4 . 31.0 .1
( 3.1) (0.0) { 0.0) ( 0 0) ( 4.0) ( 4.9) (4.7) ( 5.4) ( 5.0) (3.8) ( 6.5) (7.9
Rural 4.9 0.0 0.0 30.9 40.4 9.8 23.2 383 M7 3.2 35.3
{ 3.1) ( 0 0) ( 0 0) ( 0 0) (3.8)(5.1) ( 5.0) ( 4.8) ( 5.6) ( 3.8) ( 6.8) { 8.0
Number of respondents s07 310 1M 170 177 160 310 17 74
Percentage unemployed in county
in which youth attended schoo! 8.2 8.0 8.8 8.4 8.0 .
( 0.2) ( 0 2) ( 0 3) ( 0 S) (0.2; ( 0.4) ( 0 4) ( 0.3) ( 0 3) (0.3) ( 0.4) ( 0.5)
Nuber of respondents 588 200 1n 136 55 230 19 197 Kk ] 129 108
Average monthly salary for
service occupations in county
in which youth attended school 1491 1673 1511 1224 1509 1485 1445 1534 1534 1479 1529 1515
(16.9) (23.2) (26.0) (15.8) (21.7) (22.1) (25.8) (28.0) (30.8) (20.7) (38.5) {43.7)
Number of respondents 588 200 171 138 355 230 192 199 197 339 128 108
Source: Bureau of Labor Statistics.
33




CF T L T TR O N T T TR R SR

Table 38: CHARACTERISTICS OF COMMUNITIES IN WHICH YOUTH WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS ATTENOED SECONDARY SCHOOL

—Housshold Incoms Lthnicity Head of tiousehold's Cducetion
Under 12,000- $25,000 No High School High Schesl  Sevond
Community Charscteristic $12,000 $24,099 and Over  Black Vhite Mispanic  _ Diplme  _Diploms  High Schoo)
Percentage who attended school
in area that was:
Urban 39.0 303 31.2 0.6 48.0 30.0 3.2 38.4
(2.1) (6.1) (5.2) ( l t) (38){ 9 8) { 5.2) ( 6.8) { 6.5)
Suburban 3.2 30.2 4.0 4.0 .8 30.1 40.8
(6.9) (6.1) (5.5 ( 6. 4) { 4.6) ( 7 l) { 5.4) { 6.3) ( 8.8)
Rural 7.8 3985 2.8 14.8 9.4 35, 35.2 35.7 22.8
(c.5) (6.5) (5.0 ( 4.9) ( 4.6) (9.2) (5.4) { 6.6) {5.7)
Number of respondents 94 115 167 116 245 S?7 162 113 122
Percentage unemployed in county
in which youth attended school 8.6 7.6 8.0 10.6 8.9 8.0 7.3
{0.5) { o S) ( o 3) (0.3) (0.3 (1. l) ( 0.4) (0.4) ( 0.5
Number of respondents 116 135 178 143 265 189 130 135
Average monthly salary for
service occupations in county
in which youth attended school 1479 1484 1559 1538 1455 1556 1458 1458 1628
(35.5) (37.0) (29 3) (29 2) (ZS 6) (54. l) (28.9) (32.9) (32.2)

Number of respondents 116 135 189 130 135

8¢

——————————— .

Source: Bureau of Labor Statistics.




Characteristics of Youth
Percentage with 3. additional
disability that was:
Learning disability
Emotional disturbance
Speech impairment
Jental retardstion
Visual impairment
Hard of hearing
Desfness
Orthopedic impsirment
Other health impairment

8 Nusber of respondents

: Percentage with parents who said
F* youth began having trouble
N with dissbility at:

8irth

Under 3 years of age

3 to 5 years of age

6 to 12 years of age

More than 12 years of age

Number of respondents

Source:

Co
Ct

Table 4A:
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Characteristics of Youth
Percentage with an additional

disability thet was:

Learning disability
Emot ional disturbance

Speech impairment
Mental retardation
Visual impairment
Hard of hearing

Deafness

Orthopedic impairment
Other health impairment
Number of respondents

Percentage with parents who said
youth began having trouble

with disability at:
8irth

Under 3. years of age
3 to 5 years of age

6 to 12 years of age

Morn than .

Number of respondents

-ears of age

Table 48:

DISABILITY-RELATED CHARACTERISTICS OF YOUTH VITH SPEECH TPAIRVENTS
Muhold Incoms

Under 12,000- $25,000

$12,000 §24,999 and Over  Black White Hispanic

09 31 63
(13) (2.1) (2.6)
0.4 8 00
(08) (2.4) (0.0

6.4 3.5 2.5
{32) (23) (1.7)
0.0 0.0 0.0
(0.00 (0.0) (0.0
1.8 3.9 0.1
(1.8) (2.4) (0.4)
0.0 0.0 0.0
(0.0) (0.0) (0.0
1.2 2.7 0.7
(1.4) (2.0) (0.9
1.9 0.9 1.2
(1.8) (1.2} (1.2)
116 135 178

(5.6) (4.6) (4.0)
(3.0) (2.9) (2.9)

Source: Parent interviews and students’ school records.

Ethnicity

04 35 S5
(0.7) (1.7) (4.2)
0.5 08 4.3
(0.8) (0.9) (3.7)

29 7.3 4.4
(2.1) (2.4) (3.8)
0.0 0.1 0.0
( 0.0) (0.3)¢{0.0)
1.3 1.7 3.1
(1.4) (1.2) (3.2)
0.0 00 0.0
( 0.0} ( 0.0) ( 0.0)
04 1.8 0.0
(0.7) (1.2) (0.0)
.5 . 0.0
{0.9) (1.4) ( 0.0

a

149 19.5 11.6
(4.8) (3.9) (6.8)

4.7 656 7.3
(2.8) (2.3) (5.5)

50.
(67)(49) (10.6)
123 5.8 8.2
(44)(23)(58)
125 228 48

-

(e

“, .
No lliﬁl Sd\uol mc- Sdnol .
Diploms ﬂg m
2.9 2.0 4.5
(1.8) (1.8) (2.7)
1.2 2.8 0.0
(1.1) ( 2.2) ( 0.0
8.7 1.7 1.7
( 3.0) (1.7) (L.7)
0.0 0.0 0.0
( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0)
2.2 0.5 2.9
( 1L.6) ( 0.9) (2.2)
0.0 0.0 0.0
( 0.0) ( 0.0) (0.0)
1.3 0.1 3.2
(1.2) ( 0.5) ( 2.3)
2.0 1.8 6.5
(1.5) (1.7) ( 0.9)
189 130 135
17.5 14.0 14.3
( 4.4) ( 4.9) ( 4.8)
5.9 4.6 6.3
(2.7) ( 3.0) ( 3.3)
20.4 24.6 27.8
( 4.6) ( 6.1) ( 6.1)
48.6 46.5 4.2
(5.8) (7.1) { 6.8)
7.7 10.3 7.4
( 3.1) ( 4.3) ( 3.6)
164 113 12




"F-;%«;{c\“‘ TRy ot m e EE R S TIREE TR A S NTN R T AL T T BRI 4,‘., A J*Wﬁ"?”‘(ﬁ" -3,¢ *)‘&Tr%"‘tﬁ}':?
. . “ - R e & 3‘? ‘\*‘.:f‘ﬁ w

Table 4A: OIWIUTV’REUTED CHARACTERISTICS OF Vm "“" SPEECH I”Alms (Cmeludod) o
Community  _  _ Gender Age_in 1987 School Statys .

19 or ‘Out 1.ysar Outl -2
Cheracteristics of Youtk Jotal Urban Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Yoars
Percentage with parents who said
youth began receiving special
services for disability at:
Birth 1.8 1.0 2.2 1.5 1.7 1.9 0.9 3.2 1.8 1.8 0.0 4.0
{1.0) (1.2) (2.0) (1.9) (1.2) ( 1.6) (1.1) (2.3) (1.7) (1.2) ( 0.0) { 3.3)
Under 3 years of age 2.1 27 1.9 1.4 1.7 27 0.6 23 5.7 2.2 2.9 0.4
(1.1) (2.v) (1.8} (1.8) (1.2) (1.9) ( 0.9) ( 2.0) ( 2.8) (1.3) (2.8) (1.1}
3 to 5 years of age 15.4 19.2 13.6 15.§ 16.3 15.5 13.7 153 19.6 16.4 12.9 10.1
{ 2.6) ( 4.8) ( 4.6) (5.5) ( 3.4) { 4.2) (3.9) (4.7) (4.9) ( 3.3) (5.7) ( 5.0)
6 to 12 years of age 63.1 56.8 63.7 65.9 64.5 61.0 73.9 £5.3 48.0 64.8 57.3 §8.0
(3.5) (6.0) { 6.4) (7.2) ( 4.5) ( 5.7) ( 5.0) ( 6.5) { 6.2) (4.2) ( 8.4) (8.2)
More than 12 years of age 17.6 20.3 18.5 15.6 16.8 18.9 11.0 239 4.9 14.8 26.9 27.6
( 2.8) (4.9) (5.2) (5.5) ( 3.5) ( 4.6) ( 3.5) (5.6) (4.3) (3.1) (7.5 (7.5)
Number of respondents 415 15 120 85 252 1} 135 127 183 251 8y 15
Percentage with 1Q of: .
33 or lower 0.7 3.0 0.4 0.0 1.1 0.1 1.0 0.4 0.4 0.7 0.4 1.6
: ( 0.8) (3.6) (1.0) (0.0) (1.3) ( 0.6) (1.5) (1.1)(1.1) (1.0) (1.4) {3.2)
5 34 to 50 4.2 2.7 5.1 5.1 34 54 48 3.5 3.7 4.6 5.0 0.0
i w ( 2.0) ( 3.4) (3.6)(3.8) (2.2) (3.7) (3.2) (3.1) (3.9) ( 2.5) ( 5.0) { 0.0)
¥ - 51 to 70 17.4 14.2 14,0 21.5 12.0 25.5 19.5 12.9 19.7 18.7 17.1 8.4
i ( 3.8) (7.3) (5.7) (17.0) (4.0) (7.2 (5.9)(5.7) (12.3) ( 4.7) ( 8.6) (7.5)
J 71 to 90 §5.4 §9.2 48.3 56.3 60.8 47.2 48.6 ©66.6 54.9 53.5 60.7 65.3
N ( 4.9) (10.3) ( 8.2) ( 8.5, (6.1) ( 8.2) (7.4) (8.0) (9.2) ( 6.0) (11.2) (12.3)
< 91 to 110 18.2 14.6 24.2 16.7 18.6 17.7 21.7 13.6 16.0 19.0 10.8 17.2
. (3.8) (7.4) (7.0) (6.4) (4.8) (6.3) (6.1) (58)(6.8) (4.7) (7.1) (9.7)
| Higher than 110 4.1 6.4 8.0 0.5 4.2 4 45 3.0 53 3.6 6.0 6.5
! (2.0) (5. l) (. S) (1.2) ( 2.5) ( 3.3) (3.1) {2.9) (4.1) (2.2) ( 5.4) ( 6.3)
Number of respondents 212 66 129 81 19 13 60 136 4] 32
Average 1Q 80.8 80.0 76.5 81.8 79.2 81.1 80.8 79.6 80.3 7 83.4
(1.7) (44)(31)(23) (2.0) (3.0 (zs)(°r)( .2) ( 2.0) (4.0 { 4.4)
Number of respondents 212 56 72 66 129 8! 60 136 4] 32

Source: Parent interviews and students’ school records.
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Table 48: DISASILITY-RELATED CHARACTERISTICS OF YOUTH WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS (Concluded)
Household Incoms Ethnicity Head of Household's gﬂgtim

Under 12,000- $25,000 No High School High School
Characteristics of Youth $12,000 $24,999 and Over Black White Hispanic Diploma Diplome gg Schoo
Percentage with parents who said
youth began receiving special
services for disability at:
Birth 2.6 0.5 1.2 0.6 2.6 1.3 1.5 3.2 1.1
(2.3) (1.0) (1.3) (1.0) ( 1.6) ( 2.4) (1.4) (2.5 (1.4)
Under 3 years of age 2.3 0.4 2.7 2.4 2.3 0.9 2.0 0.0 3.1
(2.1) (09) (1.9) {2.1) ( 1.5) ( 2.0) (1.6) ( 0.0) ( 2.3)
3 to 5 years of age 17.8 9.7 18.4 12.3 17.0 11.7 14.2 12.8 21.0
(5.4) (3.9) (4.6) ( 4.4) ( 3.8) (6.8) ( 4.0) ( 4.7) I 5.6)
6 to 12 years of age 57.7 718.0 56.0 64.4 61.8 71.6 86.7 69.6 50.9
(7.0) (5.5 (5.9) (6.4) ( 4.9) (9.5 ( 5.4) ( 6.5) ( 6.9)
More than 12 years of age 19.7 11.4 21.7 20.3 16.2 14.4 15.5 14.5 23.8
(5.7) (4.3) (4.9) (5.4) (3.7) ( 7.4) (4.2) ( 5.0) (5.9)
Number of respondents 101 118 153 124 223 49 161 113 118
: Percentage with 1Q of:
T 33 or lower 0.0 1.9 0.3 4.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.2 3.9
’ (0.0) (2.7) (1.0) ( 4 8) ( 0.9) { 0.0) ( 0.0) (1.0) (5.2)
34 to 50 5.6 2.4 2.0 3.6 c.0 5.5 1.6 5.0
(s5.4) (3.1) (2.6) ( 7 3) (2. 7) (0.0 ( 3.9) ( 2.5) (5.9)
w 51 to 70 2.4 22.1 1.9 26.6 22.0 4.9 23.3 16.0 12.9
L {9.9) (8.2) (5.0) (10.9) ( 6.0} ( 6.1) (7.2) ( 7.4) ( 9.0)
71 to 90 67.3 40.9 43.2 48.8 41.0 76.8 55.1 48.7 2.2
(11.1) ( 2.8) (9.3) (12.4) ( 7.2) (11.9) ( 8.4) (10.1) (12.3)
91 to 110 4.7 30.0 29.5 7.5 26.9 15.2 16.1 28.5 28.5
(5.0) (9.1) (8.5 ( 6.5) ( 6.5) (10. 1) { 6.2} (9.1) (12.2)
Higher than 110 0.0 2.6 17.2 3.6 f.l 3.1 0.0 5.0 20.5
(0.0) (3.2) ¢7.1)  (4.6) (3.5 (4.9) ( 0.0) ( 4.4) (10.9)
Number of respondents 36 47 58 35 97 26 69 54 31
Average 1Q 74.2 81.5 90.4 71.9 83.4 81.3 77.0 83.3 8s.3
(3.0) (3.7) (3.5) (5.2) (2.7) ( 2.9) ( 2.4) ( 3.4) (6. 9)
Number of respondents 36 47 L8 35 97 26 69 54

Source: Parent interviews and students’ school records.
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Table 5A: PARENT REPORTS OF SELF-CARE SKILLS OF YOUTH VITH srcgw;‘mnmm AR
__Commsity —Gender Age in 1987 _School Statys -

Reported 19 or Out ] year Out 1 -2 .
Self-Care Skills of Youth Jotal Urban Suburban Rural Male Femsle 15-16 17-18 older In-Scihool _or less Years
Percentage able to dress
themselves completely:
Very well 94.4 92.3 933 97.% 9.5 94.2 97.4 88.9 950 4.4 93.8 84.8
{1.r, {3.0) (3.1) (2.2) { 2.0) { 2.6) (1.7) {3.8) { %.6) {1.9) { 3.8) {(4.)
Pretty well 4.6 6.2 5.7 2.4 4.7 4S5 2.0 95 3.0 4.6 5.4 kN
(1.5) ( 2.7) ( 2.9) ( 2.2) {1.9) (2.3) {1.5) (3.6){2.3) {1.8) { 3.5) {3.4)
Not very well 0.2 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.3 . 0.4 0 0.0 0.8 1.4
(0.3) (0.7) { 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.4) ( 0.6) (000 (0.7) { 1.0 { 9.0) {1.4) { 2.2)
Not at all well 0.7 1.2 1.1 0.0 ne 1.0 0.6 1.2 9.2 0.8 0.0 0.4
( 0.6) < 1.2) (1.3) (0.0 (0.7) (1.1) (0.¢)(1.3) {0.5) { 0.8) ( 0.0) {1.1)
Number of respondents 460 172 134 96 278 182 154 144 162 278 100 82
Percentage able to feed themselves:
Very well 98.5 87.5 98.7 99.0 8.7 98.2 9.5 96.6 98.7 98.5 97.7 99.2
{ 0.8) (1.8) { 1.4) (1.4) (1.0) (1.5) (0.8) {2.2)(1.3) {1.0) ( 2.3) { 1.6)
Pretty well 0.8 1.3 0. 1.0 0.7 0.9 0.5 1.0 13 0.5 2.3 0.8
( 0.6) (1.3) (0.4) (1.4) (0.8) (1.0) (0.8)(1.2) (1.3) { 0.6) ( 2.3) { 1.6)
Not very well 0.7 1.2 1.2 0.0 0.6 0.9 0.0 2.4 0.0 1.0 0.0 0.0
( 0.6) {1.2) { 1.3) (0.0) (0.7) (1.1) (0.0) (1.9) { 0.0) { 0.8) { 0.0) { 0.0)
Not at all well 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
( c.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) (0.9) { 0.0) { 0.0) (0.0) (0.0 (0.0 {0.0) ( 0.0) { 0.0)
Number of respondents 461 173 14 26 279 182 15¢ 144 163 2719 100 82
Percentage able to get places
outside the home:
Very well 94.3 91.3 2.6 39.0 94.2 94.5 9.1 80.4 90.3 96.0 86.0 92.8
{ 1.6) (3.2) (3.3) (1.4) (2.1) { 2.6) (1.4) ( 3.6) ( 3.5) ( 1.6) (5.4) { 4.7)
Pretty well 3.3 4.8 4.0 1.0 4.0 2.2 1.2 5.4 53 1.5 12.0 4.4
{1.2) (2.5) (2.4) (1.4) (1.7) (1.8) (1.2) (2.8) (2.7) {1.0) (5.1) { 3.8)
Not very well 0.8 1.1 1.0 0.0 0.6 1.1 0.0 04 38 0.4 1.8 2.3
( 0.6) (1.2) (1.3) (0.0 (0.7) (1.2) (0.0) (0.7) ( 2.3) ( 0.6) (2.1) { 2.8)
Not at all well 1.6 2.7 24 0.0 1.2 2.2 0.6 38 0.5 2.0 0.2 0.4
(0.9) (1.9) (1.9) (0.0) (1.0) (1.6) (0.9 (2.3)(0.9) (1.2) (0.7) (1.1)
Number of respondents 460 172 134 96 278 182 154 14 162 278 100 82
Average self-care skills
scale score:*
tow (3-8) 1.6 223 24 0.0 1.5 1.9 0.6 34 1.5 1.7 1.0 2.2
{ 0.9) (1.7) (1.9) (0.0) (1.1) (1.5) {0.9) (22 (1.4) (1.1) (1.5) (2.7)
Medium (9-11) 6.6 9.8 7.6 2.4 6.7 6.3 3.2 101 9.9 5.2 13.0 8.2
{1.7) (3.4) (3.3)(2.2) (2.2) (2.7) (1.9) (3.7)(3.5) (1.8) (5.3) (5.0
High (12) 91.8 88.0 90.1 97.6 91.8 91.8 96.2 86.5 B88.7 93.2 86.0 89.6
{1.9) (3.7) (3.7) (2.2 { 2.4) ( 3.1) (2.1) (4.2) (3.3) (2.1) ( 5.4) ( 5.6)
Number of respondents 460 17° 134 96 27 182 154 144 162 278 100 82

* The se if-care skills scale is formed by summing respinses of the items related to dressing, feeding, and getting around. Ffor each item, a value was
assigned ranging from 1 (youth were reported to do tc¢ "not at all well”) to 4 (ycuth were reported to do it “very well"). Summing the items
produces a scale with values from 3 to 12.

Source: Parent inte{viws. 4 2

rd 4
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Table 58: PARENT REPORTS OF SELF-CARE SKILLS OF VCUTH WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMEN.S

—Household Incoms Ethnicity 1" i
Reported Under 12,000- $25,000 o High Schoo! H!gh ‘;chool
Self-Care Skills of Youth $12,000 $24,999  and Over 8lack White Hispanic Diplom Diploms Hm
Percentage able to dress
themselves completely:
Very well 90.0 96.4 9 ° 93.1 95.0 95.5 93.5 93.9 95.5
( 4.0) (2.3) (1.1) ( 3.2) (2.1) (3.9) ( 2.7) ( 3.2) (2.7)
Pretty well 9.0 1.9 1.1 46 50 45 6.5 5.0 1.6
{3.8) (1.7) (1.1) ( 2.7) ( 2.1) ( 3.9) ( 2.7) ( 2.9) (1.7)
Not very well 0.0 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.8 0.0
(0.00) (0.8) (0.0) ( l 2) ( 0 0) ( 0.0) { 0.0) (1.3) { 0.0)
Not at all well 1.1 1.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 2.8
(1.4) (1.4) (0.0) ( l S) ( 0.0) (0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.5) (2.2)
Number of respondents 115 133 m 137 245 58 185 127 131
Percentage able to feed themselves:
Very well 97.0  99.9 99.6 97.8 98.6 99.7 98.7 98.6 98.2
(2.3) (0.4) (0.7) (1.9) ( 1.1) ( 1.0) (1.2) ( 1.6) (1.7)
Pretty well 0.9 0.1 0.4 0.9 0.7 0.3 1.3 0.1 0.3
(1.2) (0.4) (0.7) (1.2) (0.8) {1.0) (1.2) ( 0.4) (0.7)
Not very well 2.1 0.0 0.0 1.3 0.7 0.0 0.0 1.3 1.5
(1.9) (0.0) (0.0) (1.4) (0.8) {0.0) ( 0.0) { 1.5) (1.6)
Not at all well 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 9.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
g (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) (0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0)
Number of respondents 115 133 171 137 245 58 185 127 131
Percentage able to get places
outside the home:
Very well 93.6 95.5  98.7 95.3 92.7 99.7 96.2 93.0 95.2
(3.3) (2.6) (1.3) (2.7) (2.5) { 1.0) ( 2.0) ( 3.4) ( 2.8)
Pretty well 3.9 2.8 0.1 0.9 54 0.3 2.7 3.9 1.3
(2.6) (2.1) (0.4) (1.2) ( 2.1) ( 1.0) ( 1.8) ( 2.6) (1.5)
N~t very well 0.3 0.5 0.3 1.5 0.8 0.0 1.0 0.9 0.5
(0.8) (0.8) (0.6) ( 1.5) ( 0.8) (0.0) (1.1) ( 1.3) ( 0.9)
Not at a1l well 2.1 1.2 0.9 2.3 1.1 0.0 0.0 2.3 3.0
(1.9) (1.4) (1.1) (1.9) (1.0) (0.0) ( 0.0) ( 2.0} ( 2.2)
Number of respondents 115 133 1 137 245 58 185 127 131
Average self-care skills 7
scale score:* -
Low (3-8) 2.1 1.7 1.1 23 1.2 0.0 0.0 3.2 3.1 =
(1.9) (1.6) (1.1) (1.9) (1.0) (0.0) ( 0.0) (2.3) ( 2.3) #
Medwm (9-11) 9.7 3.6 0.3 6.6 7.3 4.8 8.8 4.8 1.7 o
(4.0) (2.3) (0.6) ( 3.2) { 2.5) ( 4.0) ( 3.1) ( 2.8) (1.7) o
High (12) 2.2 94.7 98.7 91.1 915 95.2 91.2 92.0 95.2 B
(4.3) (2.8) (1.3) {3.6) (2.6) (4.0) ( 3.1) ( 3.6) ( 2.8) i
Number of respondents 115 133 17 137 245 58 185 127 131 3
Q *The self-care skills scale is formed by summing responses of the {tems related to dressing, feeding, and gettlng around. For each item, a8 value was =
- EMC assigned ranging from 1 {youth were reported to do it "not at a1l well”) to 4 (youth were reported to do it “very well”). Summing the items x
C v produces & scale with values from 3 to 12. i
. Sa
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Table 6A: PARENT REPORTS OF FUNCTIONAL SKILLS OF YOUTH VITH SPEECH INPAIRMERTS

v
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Community Gender
Reported 19or Out 1 year Out i -2
Functional Skills of Youth Jotsl Urban Suburba- Rural Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School
Percentage able to look up phone
mmbers and uss the phone:
Very well 66.1 60.9 702 .1 6%.0 67.8 70.4 60.3 83.9 6.9 61.5
( 3.3) (5.6) ( 5.6) ( 6.6) (4.3)(5.2) (4.9)(6.1)(5.8) ‘3.9) (2.8)
Pretty well 19.9 239 18.3 20.4 2.0 168 19.6 20.0 20.6 X ] 21.0
{ 2.8) (4.9) ( 4 8) { 5.8) (3.7} ( 4. 2) { 4.2) ( 5.0) ( 4.9) v 3.3) { 6.8)
Not very well 6.3 5.5 .6 4.8 8.4 36 114 5.2 5.8 10.0
(1.7) ( 2 6) ( 3 2) { 3 l) (1.9) ( 3.1) (2.0) (3.9)(2.7) { 1.9) { 4.8)
Not at all well 1.7 8.2 6.9 6.4 8.3 102 6.7 1.5
. (1.9) ( 3 4) ( 2 4) ( 2 8) (2.4) (2.8) (2.6)(3.4)(3.6) { 2.1) { 4.2)
o Number of respondents 455 170 136 b1} 218 180 158 141 159 2719 98
N Percentage able to tell time on
: a clock with hands:
Very well 80.1 74.2 84.5 84.5 81.9 71.5 83.1 77.2 76.5 81.2 71.0
{ .o, (5.0) (4.5 (5.2) (3.4) ( 4.7) ( 4 0) (5.2 (5s.1) ( 3.2) ( 6.7)
Pretty well 10.2 1.1 5.3 10.0 9.0 12.1 13.6 8.6 10.2 12.1
( 2.1) (4.1) (2.8) (4.3) { 2.5) ( 3.6) ( 3.0) { 4.2) ( 3.4) { 2.5) {5.2)
Not very well 5.3 3.8 5.6 S5.5 3.8 1.8 8 47 5.1 4.9 3.8
( l 6) {2.2) (2.8) { 3.3) (1.72) (2.9) (2.5)( 2.6) ( 2.6) (1.8) ({ 3.2)
ot Not at all well 7.0 4.6 0.0 5.3 2.9 2.2 4.4 9.8 3.7 6.8
o ( 1 4) (2.9) (2.6) (0.0) (2.0)0(1.9) (1.6)(2.5)(3.6) (1.8) ( 4.0)
Number of respondents 457 mn 136 94 275 182 155 142 160 279 98
Percentage able to read/understand
| common signs:
| Very well 78.2 71.2 82.3 80.7 76.4 80.7 85.4 63.4 727 79.9 65.5
| ( 2.9) {5.2) (4.7) ( 5.7) (3.8) (4.4) (3.8) { 5.7) (5.4) ( 3.3) ( 7.8)
| Pretty well 15.6 18.6 1.7 1.7 16.8 13.7 11.8 19.2 19.9 15.1 20.6
{ ( 2.5) (4.5 ( 4.0) ( 5.5) (3.3) ( 3.8) (3. 4) ( 4 9) ( 4.8) ( 3.0) ( 6.5)
} Not very well 4.3 8.0 3.6 1.6 4.4 4.1 1.1 5.6 2.9 13.1
8 ( 1.4) (3.1) (2.3) (1.8) (1.8) ( 2.2) (1. l) ( 3 S) ( 2.8) (1.4) ( 5.4)
Not at 21l well 2.0 2.2 2.4 0.0 2.3 1.5 1.7 2.4 1.8 2.2 0.8
(1.0) (1.7) (1.9) ( 0.0) (1.3) (1.3) ( 14) (1.9) (1.6) {1.2) ( 1.4)
Number of respondents 456 169 136 95 274 182 141 159 2719 97

————— e

Source: Parent interviews.
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Table 68: PARENT REPORTS OF FUNCTIONAL SKILLS OF YOUTH WITH SPEECH INPAIAMENTS

—touehold Income = ____Etheicity  ___ Hesd of Household's Edvcation

Reported Under 12,000-  $25,000 Mo High School High Schoo!  Beyond
Functions) Skills of Youth _ $12,000 $24,9%9 and Qver  Black White Hisoanic  _ Diploss  _ Diploms  High School

Percentage able to look up phone
nusbers and use the phone:

g e A I LA

Very well 59.6 60.7 8.2 63.6 80.4 n.e
(6.6) (6.1) (4.4) ( 8. o) ( 4, S) ( ’.3) (5.2 ( 6.4) {5.4)
Pretty wel) 5.5 225 13.2 18.5 18.8 25, 20.5 21.3 12.2
(5.8 (52 (3.7 ( 5 0) ( 3 8) { ! 5) ( 4.9) (5.8) (4.2)
Not very well 5.5 8.5 4.3 7.4 8.0 4.2 €.1 2
(3.1) (35 (2.2 ( 2 6) ( z 5) ( 4 3) ( 2.9) ( 2.6) (3.1) k
Not at all wel” s.4 8.2 2.3 7.8 8.2 s é
(3.9) (3.4) t1.6) ( 3 7) ( z 2) ( 4 l) ( 2.9) ( 3.6) ( 2.5)
Number of respondents 114 135 176 185 130 133 %
Percentage able to tel) time on R
a clock with hands: i
Very well 73.3 8.2 90.0 79.2 8.2 718.4 78.6 76.3 8.2 i
(5.9) (4.72) (3.3) {s. 2) (3.6) (7.9) ( 4.4) ( 5.6) ( 4.0) -3
Pretty well 15.6 8.7 5.8 108 7.7 20.2 12.4 11.8 5.4
(a9) (39 (28 (4 0 (2 s) (1) ( 3.5) (4.2) (2.9) R
Not very well 6.6 5.3 2.4 6.0 8.0 1.7 K
(33) (2.8) (1.7) ( z 6) ( z 2) (¢ c 0) ( 2.5) ( 3.6) (1.7) g
Not at all well 4.5 38 1.9 3.1 3.9 3.7 D%
(2.8) (2.4) (1.9) ( 3 o) ( l 9) { l 0) (1.8) {2.5) ( 2.4) 43
Number of respondents 115 135 177 136 245 57 186 130 134 fig
Percentage alle to read/understand j‘i
common signs: ™, 3
Very well 68.7 82.2 8.7 78.9 78.4 0.0 73.0 78.6 89.7 g
(6.2) {47) (3.3) (5.2) (3.9)(2.0) { 4.8) ( 5.4) ( 3.9) %
Pretty wel) 25.1 11.0 8.5 14.2 16.4 74.4 20.9 17.3 4.8 BN
(5.8) (3.9 (3.1) (4.5) (3.5) { 8.5) ( 4.4) ( 4.9) (2.8) =
Not very well 29. 48 1.0 3.5 4.0 18.3 5.0 2.2 1.8
(2.2) (2.6) (1.1) (2.3) (1.9) (1.5) ( 2.3) (1.9) (1.7)
Not at all well 3.2 2.0 0.8 3.4 1.2 7.3 1.1 2.0 3.7 5
(2.4) (1.8) (1.0) (2.3) (1.0) (5.1) {1.1) { 1.8) ( 2.4) <
Number of respondents 113 13¢ 177 136 246 S5 185 130 134

Source: Parent interviews.
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Tatle 6A: PARENT REPORTS OF FUNCTIONAL SKILLS OF YOUTH WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS (Concluded)

Community Gender _Age in 1987 School Status
Reported 19 or Out 1 year OQutl -2
Funct fonal _kills of Youth Total Urban Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years
Percentage able to count change:
Very well 73.9 63.9 78.1 74.7 76.3 70.5 79.3 68.6 68.0 73.9 67.4 83.5
{3.1) {5.3) (5.1) ( 6.3) (3.8)(5.1) (4.3) (5.7) ( 5.6) (3.7 (7.5) ( 5.9)
Pretty well 17.2 17.6 11.8 22.4 15.6 19.4 17.3 19.2 13.7 18.3 16.1 10.1
{ 2.6) { 4.4) ( 4.0) ( 6.1) (3.3) (4.4) (4.1) (4.9) (4.1) 3.2) ( 5.9) ( 5.6)
Not very well 4.5 6.4 49 2.1 3.3 6.2 1.6 7.0 8.4 3.8 10.1 2.2
{1.5) (2.8) (2.7) (2.1) {1.6) { 2.7) (1.4) {3.1) (3.3) (1.6) (4.8) { 2.7}
Not &, all well 4.3 6.1 5.2 0.8 4.7 3.8 1.7 53 9.9 4.0 6.4 4.2
{ 1.4) (2.72) L 2.7 (1.3) (1.9) ( 2.1) {1.4) (238) (3.6) { 1.6} ( 3.9) { 3.7)
Number of respondents 455 170 138 93 273 182 154 142 159 278 97 80
Average functional skills
‘ scale score:*
e 4to8 5.1 7.4 50 2.2 4.9 5.3 3.0 54 103 4.4 9.3 4.2
o { 1.5) (3.00(2.7)(2.1) {1.9) (2.5 (1.8) { 2.8) ( 3.7) (1.7) ( v.8) (3.7)
s 9 to 12 11.0 12.8 7.7 10.6 10.3 12.0 7.3 17.5 10.7 9.3 15.8 18.1
s { 2.2) {3.9) {3.3)(4.5) (2.72) (3.7) {2.8) { 4.7) ( 3.7) ( 2.4) { 5.9) (7.2)
' 13 to % 29.6 27.6 28.6 30.9 31.0 27.6 3.0 29.8 28.1 31.4 25.0 21.5
| (3.2) {5.2) (5.6)(86.7) (4.1) (5.0) (4.9)(5.7)(5.4) { 3.9) (7.0) (12.7)
’ 16 54.3 §2.2 58.7 56.3 3.8 55.0 9.7 47.3 50.8 54.9 4.4 56.3
,’ w { 3.5) (5.8) (6.1) (12.2) ( 4.5) { 5.6) (5.3) (6.2) {6.0) (4.2) (8.1) (9.2)
, ~ Numbe: cf respondents 452 168 136 93 213 178 154 140 158 2n 35 30

* The functional skills scale is formed by summing responses of the items related to counting change, telling time, reading signs, and using the
phone. For each item, a value was as-igned 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 procdu-es 2 scale with values from 4 to 16.

Source: Parent interviews.
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Table 68: P RENT REPORTS OF FUNCTIONAL SKILLS OF YOUTH WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS (Concluded)

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:*

4to8

9 to 12

13to 15

16

Number of respondents

T .

VAT M AT T TR

¥

Household Income Ethnicity Head of Household's Education
Uncer 12,000-  $25,000 No High School High School  Beyond
$12,000 $24,999 and Over Black White Hispanic Diploma Oiploma  High School
74.8 70.7 79.9 8.5 69.5 71.4 72.7 72.4 80.1
(5.8) (5.7) (4.4) (4.9) (4.4) (8.7) ( 4.8) ( 5.8) { 5.2)
15.9 21.0 15.9 12.1 21.0 15.2 18.1 20.6 13.2
(4.9) (5.1) (4.0) (4.2) (3.9) (6.9) ( 4.2) ( 5.3) ( 4.4)
3.9 5.3 2.4 0.8 4.6 13.1 6.1 3.9 2.1
(2.6) (2.8) (1.7) (1.1) ( 2.0) ( 6.5) ( 2.6) ( 2.5) (1.9)
5.5 3.0 1.9 4.7 4.9 0.3 3.1 3.1 4.5
(3.0) (2.1) {1.5) (2./) (2.1) (1.0) {1.9) ( 2.3) (2.7)
114 134 177 136 244 56 184 130 134
3.8 5.8 1.9 6.2 5.5 0.3 4.2 4.8 3.7
(2.6) (2.9) (1.5 (3.1) (2.2) (1.0) ( 2.2) ( 2.8) { 2.4)
19.3 9.2 3.0 6.1 10.3 18.7 14.4 11.1 5.7
(5.3) (3.6) (1.9 (3.1) ( 2.9) ( 7.6) ( 3.8) ( 4.1) ( 3.0)
26.4 37.0 29.2 29.6 31.0 27.1 30.0 36.8 22.9
(6.0) (6.0) (5.0 (5.8)(4.4) (8.7) ( 5.0) ( 6.3) { 5.5)
50.4 48.0 66.0 58.1 53.3 53.9 51.5 47.3 67.7
(6.7) (6.2) (5.2 (6.3) (4.8) (9.8) { 5.4) ( 6.5) ( 6.1)
11 134 176 136 244 54 182 130 133

* The functional skills scale is formed by summing responses of the items related to count ing change, telling time, reading signs, and using the

phone.
"very well”).

Source: Parent interviews.

wJ

For each item, a valuz was assigned ranging from 1 (youth were reported to do it “not at all well”
Summing the i1tems produces a scale with values from 4 to 16.

to 4 (youth were reported to do it
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Assistive Devices Reported Used

Percentage who used for hearing
assistance a:
Telecommunications cevice
Telephone amplifier
tiearing 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 ications to a car

Prosthetics/orthotics

Computers to aid mobility

Other mobility assistance

Number of respondents

Percentage who used for visual
assistance.

A seeing 2ye dog

graille or large print
readers

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

Number of respondents

Source: Parent interviews.
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. Table 7A: ASSISTIVE DEVICES REPOR.TED USED BY YOUTH WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS b

Community Gender __Me in 1987 School Status
18 or Out 1 year Out 1 - 2
Urban Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years

Iy
Cad
[
—

DATA RELATED TD THIS TOPIC WERE NOT GATHERED
FOR YOUTH IN THIS DISABILITY CATEGORY.

93
oo
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Table 7B: ASSISTIVE DEVICES REPORTED USED BY YOUTH VITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS

Househo1d Income Ethnicity Head of Household's Education
Under 12,000~ $25,000 No High School High School
Assistive Devices Reported Used $12,000 $24,999_ and Over Black White Hispanic . Diploma _ Diplom gg

Percentage who used for hearing
assistance a:
Telecommunicat ions device DATA RELATED TO THIS TOPIC WERE MOT GATHERED
FOR YOUTH IN THIS DISABILITY CATEGORY.
Telephone amplifier

Hearing atd

Closed captioned TV
Other hearing assistance
Number of respondents
Percentage who used for mobility
assistance:
A wheelchair

Crutches, a cane, or a walker

Modifications to a car

Prosthet ics/orthotics T
Computers to aid mobility {;Q:
Other mobility assistance )f
,:1‘.3(‘,

Number of respondents ,ﬁ};
Percentage who used for visual :‘E%
assistance: 'fé‘
A seeing eye dog K
Braille or large print ;f}/,
readers &
¥

An opt icon/optical scanner ){
s

Computers to &1d vision »rg
Other vision assistance J“
Number of respondents “

.n‘,:‘

et

ﬂ;" 2t o

(A

ww
@)

¢

.

s 292

Source: Parent nterviews.
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Table 8A: EXPECTATIONS OF PARENTS/GUARDIANS FOR FUTURES OF YOUTH WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS

Community Gender Age in 1987 School Status
19 or Qut 1 year Qut 1 -2
Parent Expectations Total Urban Suburban Rura!l Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years
Percentage with likelihood of
graduating from high school:*
Definitely will 57.4 59.3 57.9 S7.7 55.8 59.9 63.4 51.5 39.3 60.3 11.2 -—-
{4.2) ( 6.6) { 7.1) ( 8.1) (5.3) (6.7) ( 5.3) (7.2) (10.9) { 4.3) (10.8)
Probably will 25.5 22.4 25.6 28.7 25.9 24.9 1.3 2.5 u.4 26.5 19.1 -
(3.7) (5.6) ( 6.3) (7.4) (4.7) (5.9) (5.1) (6.0) (9 ( 3.9) (13.5)
Probably won't 8.4 11.3 2.5 10.3 9.3 7.1 4.7 14.4 11 . 1.2 15.4 ---
(2.3) (4.3) ( 2.3) (5.0 ( 3.1) (3.9) (2.4) (5.0)(7.0) ( 2.3) (12.3)
Definitely won't 8.7 7.0 13.9 3.3 9.0 8.2 4.6 11.6 25.1 6.0 54.3 ---
(2.4) (3.5 (5.0)(2.9) (3.0 (3.7) (2.4) (4.6) (9.7) ( 2.1) (17.1)
Number of respondents 287 110 96 68 178 109 137 100 50 256 22 9
Percentage with likelihood of
graduat ing from 4-year
college:
Definitely will 12.9 13.8 19.9 5.4 11,9 14.3 11.3 17.6 8.7 12.1 16.4 10.8
(2.5) (4.2) (5.1) (3.4) (3.1)(4.2) (3.7) ( 4.9) ( 3.6} (2.9) ( 6.5) ( 6.8}
Probably wall 31.7 40.7 30.6 27.4 30.6 33.5 38.3 27.9 21.9 34.2 25.1 21.2
(3.5) (6.0) (5.9) (6.7) (4.4) (5.7) v 5.7) ( 5.8) (5.3) { 4.2) {7.3) ( 8.9)
Probably won't 26.1 20.0 20.7 40.0 28.1 23.0 28.4 23.2 25.1 28.1 19.0 20.3
(3.3) (4.9) (5.2) (7.3) (4.3)(5.Y) {5.3)(5.4)(5.€) ( 4.0) { 6.6) { 8.8)
Definitely won't 29.3 5.6 28.9 27.2 29.4 29.2 2.0 31.3 443 5.7 37.5 47.7
(3.4} (5.3) { 5.8) (6.7) ( 4.3) (5.9) ( .9) (6.0) (F.4) { 3.9) (8.1} (10.9)
Number of respondents 399 153 128 88 242 157 129 131 139 24 89 62
Percentage with likelihood of
graduat ing from 2-year
college:**
Definitely will 1.8 3.7 1.8 1.0 2.3 1.0 3.1 0.3 1.5 1.9 0.7 3.3
(1.4) (3.5 (2.3)(1.7) (1.9)(1.7) (2.9) (1.0)(1.9) ( 1.6) {1.9) (5.1)
Probably w11} 19.2 18.5 26.2 14.7 18.6 20.1 20.7 22.6 11.7 20.9 16.1 11.3
(4.0) (7.1) (7.8) (6.3) (4.8) (6.9) {6.7) (7.5) (5.1) ( 4.9) ( 8.5) (9.1)
Probably won't 32.7 271.9  21.5 49.9 35.2 28.3 38.2 2.2 33.3 36.0 21.8 23.8
(4.7) (8.1)(7.3)(9.0) (5.9)(7.8) (8.w) (7.7) (71.5) (5.8) (9.5) (12.2)
Definitely won't 46.3 50.8 50.5 34.4 43.9 50.5 38.0 52.9 53.6 4.2 61.4 61.7
(5.9) (9.2) (8.8) (8.5) (6.1) ( 8.6) (8.0) (9.0) (8.0) (5.9) (11.3) (13.9)
Number of respondents 230 76 67 62 147 83 66 68 96 140 S0 40

L4
L 2.

Source:

Jf those with a chilu who had not graduated yet.

percentage.

3

Parent interviews.

1

See Appendix for

See Appendix for percent.ge of yuuth that were in or ou. of secondary school and had not graduated.
0f those with a child who had not received a 2-year diploma and had not attended a 4-year college in the past year.
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Table 88: EXPECTATIONS OF PARENTS/GUAROIANS FOR FUTURES OF YOUTH WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS

Househo 1dd_Income Ethnicity Head of Househald's Education
Under 12,000-  $25,000 No High School High School Beyord
Parent Expectations $12,000 $24,999 and Over 8lack White Hispanic 0iploma Oiploma _  High School
Percentage with likelihood of
graduating from high school:*
Oefinitely will 50.0 49.1 81.2 §2.1 €5.6 33.4 43.3 64.4 73.3
(8.3) (17.1) (5.3) (7.8) (5.4) (10.5) (6.7) (7.1) ( 7.0)
Probably will 30.6 29.3 i5.0 39.7 15.3 40.8 36.1 22.0 14.7
(7.7) (6.5) ( 4.8) (7.6) (4.1) (10.9) ( 6.5) (6.1) ( 5.6)
Probably won't 11.9 9.8 1.% 4.4 6.7 22.6 12.1 1.9 7
(5.4) (4.2) (1.6) (3.2) (2.9) (9.3) ( 4.4) ( 4.0) (3.0)
Oefinitely won't 1.5 11.9 2.3 3.8 12.3 3.2 8.5 5.8 8.3
(4.4) (4.6) ( 2.0) (3.0) (3.7) ( 3.9) ( 3.8) ( 3.4) (4.4)
Number of respongents " 93 105 84 154 40 108 93 81
Percentage with likelihood of
gradvating from 4-vear
collnge:
Oefinitely wil) 8.4 8.3 21.0 10.0 15.6 8.9 8.0 9.0 22.3
(4.2) (3.8) (4.9) (4.4) (3.6) (5.9) ( 3.3) ( 3.9) ( 5.5)
Probably will 33.3 26.3 37.1 39.8 26.3 34.1 29.2 28.1 41.0
(7.1) (6.0) (5.4) (7.2) (4.3) (9.9} ( 5.5) ( 6.1) { 6.5)
Probably won't 25.3 33.3 24.8 30.0 27.9 18.4 22.6 37.3 21.6
'Y (6.5 (6.4) ( 4.8) (6.8) (4.4)(8s.1) (5.1) { 6.6) (5.4)
N Oefinitely won't 33.0 32.1 17.1 20.3 30.z 38.5 40.2 25.6 15.0
(7.0) (<.4) (4.2) ( 5.9) ( 4.5) (10.1) (5.9) ( 6.0) (4.7)
Number of respondents 91 111 170 103 230 49 14 11 12
Percentage with likelihood of
graduat ing from .-year
college:**
Oefinitely will 0.0 2.7 3.7 1.5 1.6 3.7 3.0 0.3 2.0
(0.0) (2.7) (3.2) (2.4) (1.7) ( 5.1) ( 2.6) (0.9) (3.1)
Probably will 10.3 24.6  28.1 32.0 17.5 6.8 8.7 26.2 35.0
(6.0) (7.1) (7.6) (9.3) (4.9) ( 6.8) ( 4.3) ( 7.6} (10.5)
Probably won't 36.0 33.9 36.7 320 359 27.5 32.2 36.9 29.7
(9.4) (7.8) (8.2) (9.3) (6.2) (12.0) (7.1) (8.3) (1¢.0)
Definitely won't 53.17 38.7 31.6 34.5 450 62.0 56.0 36.5 33.3
(9.8) (e.0) (7.9) ( 9.5) ( 6.5) (12.0) (7.5) (8.3) (10.4)
Number of respondents 56 77 79 59 134 30 85 8 53

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

Source: Parent interviews

c
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Table 8A:

Parent Expectations
Percentage with likelihood of

gatting a paid job:*
Definiteiy will

Probably wil}

Probably won't
Oefinitely 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 respcndents

* Of those with a child not already employed. See Tal le 43 for percentage not working for pay.
** Of those with a child not already living on his/her own. See Table 38 for percentage not living alone or with a spouse/roomaie.

Source: Parent interviews

9
&)

EXPECTATIONS OF PARENTS/GUARDIANS FOR FUTURES OF YOUTH VITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS (Concluded)
Community Gender Age in 1987 School Status

19 or Out 1 year Out 1 -2
Total Urban Suburban Rure) Male Female 15-16 17-18 oldar In-School _or less Years
46.4 50.2 51.4 437 47.6 45.2 49.1 45.4 31.6 49.4 24.3 -
(5.7) (9.0) (9.6) (10.9) (7.6) (8.5 {7.3){(11.7) (10.8) {6.1) (14.1)
4.7 42.0 41.1 547 46.9 462.2 4.1 4.8 52.6 4.5 74.4 -—-
{5.6) ( a 9) { 9.5) (11.0) (7.6) (8.4) ( 7 z) (11 6) (11 s) (6.0 (14.4)
2.5 1.8 0.0 420 2.3 1.2 -—-
{1.8) (39)(26)(00) (2.3) ( 2.7) (14)(46)(69) (1.8) {3.7)
6.4 56 1.6 3.2 8.9 5.9 4.8 0.0 ——-
{2.8) (30)(44)(27) (2.7) {5.1) (34)(63)(55) ( 2.6) (00)
163 66 50 38 86 n 129 14
46.8 41.8 548 47.2 4.5 50.4 46.4 50.4 41.3 46.9 46.8 45.4
{ 3.8) ( 6.0) ( 6.5) (7.6) ( 4.7) ( R.2) { 5.8) (6. S) ( 6.8) ( 4.4) (8.8) (12.2)
35.7 37.6  30.8 40.4 38.8 30.7 a1 2.4 347 37.6 2.3 22.2
(3.6) ( s 9) ( s o) ( 7 5) (47) (5.7) ( s 7) (5.8) ( s s) (4.3) (8.2) (10.1) ¥
10.5 9.4 10.9 10.0 15. 9.8 8.9 20.4 e
(2.3) ( 3 e) ( 3 s) ( 4 4) (3.00 (3.7 ( 3 z) (4. 7) ( 3 s) ( 2.6) ( 5.0) (9.8) P
7.0 6.6 59 8.9 42 6.6 158 5.7 12.0 12.1
{1.9) (36)(32)(26) (2.2) (3.5) (2.3)(3.2) (5.0 ( 2.0) (5.7) ( 8.0) 7]
385 150 123 85 238 19 133 127 125 249 8 )




Table 88: EXPECTATIONS OF PARENTS/GUARDIANS FOR FUTURES OF YOUTH WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENIS {Concluded)

Household Income Ethnicity Head of Household's Education
Under 12,000- $25,000 No High School High Schoc! Beyond
Parent Expectations $12,000 $24,993 and Over Black White Hi ic Diplome Diplome  High School

Percentage with likelihood of
getting a paid job:*

Definitely «~i1} 409 423 68.2 §7.3 4.9 31.5 39.4 45.6 60.4
(10.3) ( 9.4) (9.4) (9.4) ( 8.0) (14.2) ( 8.3) {10.7) {10.8)
Probably will 45.7 48.2 3.5 37.0 48.3 62.5 50.2 50.5 21.9
(10.5) (9.5) (9.3) ( 9 2) { 8.0) (14.8) { 8.5) {10.7) { 9.9)
Probably won't 3.3 1.9 0.3 .0 1.3 6.0 5.0 0.2 0.0
(3.8) (2.6) (1.1) ( 3 2) (1.8) (7.2) { 3.7) (1.1) { 0.0)
Definitely won't 0.1 1.7 c.0 2.6 54 0.0 5.3 3.7 11.8
(6.3) (5.1) (0.0) (3.1) (3.6) (0.0) (3.8) ( 4.0) (7.1)
Number of respondents 46 54 49 58 76 25 74 45 43
Percentaye with likelihood of
lwing on their own:**
Definitely will 38.2 343 70.1 40.3 546 28.2 31.2 51.5 63.3
(7.7) (6.4) (5.2) (7.2) (5.0) (9.6) ( 5.8) ( 6.9) ( 6.4)
Probably will 3r1.7 47.9 21.6 4.7 319 #.2 4.7 36.6 27.7
(7.7) (6.7) (4.6) ( 7.3) ( 4.6 (10.5) (6.2) { 6.6) { 5.9)
Probably won't 17.4 9.3 6.3 88 1.2 2.0 17.9 8.2 3.6 :
(6.0) (3.9) (2.7) (4.2) (2.6) (8.8) ( 4.8) ( 3.8) (2.5) <
o Definitely won't 6.6 1.9 2.0 8.2 6.2 7.6 8.2 3.8 5.4
» (3.9) (3.6) (1.6) ( 4.0) ( 2.4) ( 5.6) ( 3.4) ( 2.6) ( 3.0) z
Number of respondents 82 113 166 101 221 a7 136 117 127

*

0f those with a child not already employed See Table 43 for percentage not working for pay.

** Of those with a child not already living on his/her own. See Table 38 for percentage not living alone or with a spouse/roomate.

Source Parent interviews

- ERIC by




Table 9A: TYPES ANO GRADE LEVELS OF SCHOOOLS ATTEMDEO BY SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS

Community Gender Age in 1987 School Status
19 or Out 1 year OQut ) -2
School Characteristics Total Urban Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years
Percentage whose school was a:
Comprehens ive secondary school 93.5 93.0 91.0 98.3 92.8 94.6 91.3 96.9 92.8 92.7 94.4 99.0
(1.6) (2.8) (3.2) {1.6) (2.2) { 2.4) { 2.9) (1.9) { 3.3) (2.1) ( 3.2) {1.9)
Special school for students
with disabilities 4.1 l 7.3 0.3 4.6 3.3 5.5 1.8 4.3 4.6 3.6 0.9
(1.3) (1.9) (2.9) ( 0.6) (1.8) (1.9) (2.4) (1.5)(2.7) (1.7) { 2.6) { 1.8)
Vocat ional/technical schoo! 0.8 2.3 0.0 0.0 1.3 0.2 0.7 0.7 1.6 1.0 0.3 0.1
( 0.6) (1.7) (0.2) {0.0) (0.9) (0.5) {0.9)(0.9)(1.6) ( 0.8) ( 0.8) { 0.6)
Other type cf school 1.6 1.6 1.7 1.5 1.4 1.9 2.5 0.7 0.9 1.7 1.8 0.0
(0.8) (1.4) (1.4) (1.5) (1.0) ( 1.9) (1.6) (0.9) (1.2) (1.0) {1.8) { 0.0)
Number of respondents 477 178 163 129 <89 185 162 176 139 302 116 54
Percentayc whose school served
grades:
K through 8 or 12 3.4 1.6 1.4 4.8 1.9 5.7 5.8 0.4 2.5 4.0 2.2 0.0
(1.2) (1.4) (1.3) { 2.6) {1.2) ( 2.5) (2.4) (0.7) ( 2.0) (1.6) (2.1) (0.0)
6 through 12 13.9 3.7 6.4 30.2 12.8 15.b 14.5 9.7 20.9 12.6 17.7 15.2
(2.3) {2.1) (2.7) { 5.6) {2.9)( 3.9) { 3.7) (3.2) {5.1) (2.7) { 5.4) (7.0)
6 or 7 through 8 or 9 9.4 8.6 16.6 2.5 10.7 7.4 14.1 6.2 2.3 10.1 7.9 7.1
(1.9) (3.1) (4.2 (1.9) (2.6) ( 2.8) { 3.6) (2.6) { 1.9) ( 2.4) ( 3.8) { 5.0)
Y 9 or 10 through 12 71.4 84.9 71.4 623 71.6 70.6 §3.2 82.5 71.5 71.3 77,0 76.8
o (3.0) ( 4.0) ( 5.0) (5.9) (3.8)(4.9) ( 5.0) (4.2) (5.7) ( 3.6) { 6.4) (8.2)
Ungraded students only 2.0 i.1 4.2 0.3 2.9 0.6 2.4 1.1 2.8 . 2.2 0.9
{ 0.9) (1.2) (2.2) { 0.6) (1.4) (0.8) (1.6) (1.2) (2.1) {1.2) (2.0) {1.8)
Number of respondents 477 178 163 129 289 135 162 176 139 302 116 54
Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs. Oata are for the most recent year in school.
Q . v oe
ERIC 6.
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g
i Table 10A: STUDENT ENROLLMENT IN SCHOOLS ATTEMDED BY SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMEN:S
Community Gender _ __Age in 1987 School Status
19 or Out 1 year OQutl -2
Student_Enroliment Total Urban Suburban Rural Maie female 15-16 17-18 oldar In-School _or less Years
Average enrollment of:
A1l students 1059 1357 1193 715 1070 1040 928 1271 1006 1054 1112 g24
(46.3) (81.1) (83.2) (59.3) (59.7) (74.3) (63.7) (81.8) (89.0) (56.3) (98.6) {111)
Secondary special education
students 95 142 89 62 100 87 86 109 91 96 93 85
( 4.9) (10.7) ( 6.3) ( 5.3) (6.7) (7.1) (6.9) (9.2) (9.1) { 6.1) (9.1) (13.5)
Number of respondents 45 163 151 126 274 175 158 181 123 292 103 51
Average secondary school enroliment
of students categorized as:
Learning disabled 55 83 51 36 60 46 47 65 53 55 g6 49
(3.3) (7.9) (3.7) (3.2) { 4.7) ( 4.4) (4.6) {5.9) (6.7) (4.1) ( 6.6) (8.7)
Emotionally disturbed 11 14 13 6 12 10 10 12 10 11 1 12
(1.0) (1.8) (2.2) (0.8) (1.3) (1.6} (1.6) (1.9) (1.4) (1.2) (2.5) (2.2)
Speech impaired 3 9 1 1 4 3 3 4 4 3 3 6
( 0.8) (2.3) (0.3) (0.3) (1.1) (1.1) {1.0) (1.6) ( 1.4) (0.9) (1.2) ( 3.4)
Mentally retarded ] 7 6 4 5 8 7 4 i 6 7 6
(1.0 (1.6) (2.1) (1.0) (1.1) ( 2.0) (1.9} (1.3) { 1.6) (1.3) ( 2.0) (2.1)
Deaf/hard of hearing 2 2 2 1 1 2 - 2 1 2 1 2
(0.3 (0.6} (0.6) (0.2) ( 0.3) ( 0.6) (t ) (0.5)(0.4) (0.4) (0.4) ( 0.7)
'S Visually wmpaired 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0
~ (0.1) (0.3)(0.1) (0.1) (0.1) (0.2) (0.2) (0.2) (0.2) (0.1) (0.2) (0.2)
0-thopedicaily mpaired 2 3 2 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
(0.3) (0.6) (0.5 (0.2) (0.4) (0.5) ( 0.5} ( 0.5) ( 0.5) (0.4) (0" ( 0.8)
Other health impaired 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 v 0
(0.1) (0.2) (0.3)(0.2) (0.1) (0.3) (0.2) (0.2) (0.3) (0.2) ( 0.3) ( 0.2)
Multiply mpaired, deaf/blind 3 6 1 2 3 2 4 2 2 3 1 2
(1.1) (3.4) (0.3) (0.5) (1.8) (0.5) (2.4) (0.5)(0.7) (1.5) ! 0.6) ( 0.4)
Number of respondents 443 166 146 125 270 170 152 160 131 286 100 52
Percentage 1n schools with
m"..ority student enrollment of:
10% or less 33.7 17.4 23.5 58.1 33.1 347 3.5 32.3 28.6 35.0 28.6 30.2
(3.2) (4.3) (4.8) (61) (4.1) (5.2) (5.1) (5.2) (5.7) (3.9) ( 6.5) (9.0)
11% to 25% 22.0 10.4 45.2 ¢.5 19.8 25.3 4.0 17.8 25.1 21.1 23.1 30.5 >
(2.8) (3.5) (5.7) (3.1) ( 3.5) (4.7) (4.5) (4.3) (5.5) (3.3) ( 6.0) (9.0)
26% to 50% 12.9 10.7 23.0 4.1 14.8 10.2 12.3 15.4 9.3 12.7 15.9 7.2 B
(2.3) {3.5) (4.8)(2.5) (3.1) ( 3.3) (3.5)(4.1) (3.7 (2.7) ( 5.2) (5.1)
More thar 50% 31.4 61.4 8.3 31.3 32.4 29.8 27.1 345 371.0 31.1 32.4 32.1
(3.1) (5.6) (3.1) (5.7) ( 4.1) (5.0) (4.7) (53)(6.1) (38) (6.7) (9.2)
Number of respondents 46 170 157 126 278 180 155 168 137 292 11 53 :
Source Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs Date are for the most recent year in school.
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Table 10B: STUDENT [NROLLHEN-T IN SCHOOLS ATTENDED 8Y SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS

Household Income Ethnicity Head of Household's Education
Under 12,000- $25,000 No High School High Schoo!  Beyond
Siudent Enrollment $12,000 $24.993 and Over Black White Hispanic Diplomes Diploma  High Scmg
Average enroliment of:
Al students 1081 963 1289 961 1089 1408 1060 999 1304
( 107) (95.0) (83.8) {84.0) (69.2) ( 158) (90.2) (87.8) ( 101)
Secondary special education
students 105 93 94 12¢ 99 96 90
(13.7) (10.1) ( 7.2) (13 5) ( 5 5) {16.7) (10.6) (9.9) { 7.9)

Number of respondents 83 96 147 49 135 104 106 .
Average secondary school enroliment -
of students .ategorized as: ;

Learning disabled 62 52 £9 57 52 12 60 56 52 E
(10.2) (6.4) (5.1) { 9.5) ( 4.1) (10.9) (7.8) ( 5.6) (5.9)
Emot ionally disturbed 8 12 10 10 9 14 10 11 10
(1.7) (2.0) (1.5) (2.0) (1.2) ( 2.8) ( 1.5) ( 2.0) (1.8)
Speech impaired 2 6 2 2 2 11 3 4 3
(1.0) (2.4) (0.6) (1.) (0.4) ( 8.7) (1.3) (1.6 (1.4)
Mentally retarded 5 6 4 8 4 5 4 5 7
(1.9) (2.4) (1.5) (2.3) (1.3) (2.2 (1.3) (1.9) { 2.6)
Deaf/hard of hearing 1 2 1 1 2 3 2 2 2
(o0.6) (0.8) (0.3) (0.5) (0.4) (1.1) ( 0.5) { 0.6) (0.5)
£ Visually impaired 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1
© (0.3) (0.1) (0.3 (0.2) (0.2) (0.4) ( 0.3) {0.1) (0.2)
Orthopedically impaired 2 3 2 1 2 4 3 2 2
(0.7) (0.8) (0.4) { 0.5) (0.4) {1.?) { 0.6) ( 0.6) (0.5)
Other health impaired 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 E
(0.3) (03) (0.3) {02)(0.2)(0.7) (0.3) {0.2) ( 0.4) ;
Multiply impaired, deaf/bl: d 6 2 1 6 1 5 5 1 2 L
(4.9) (0.5) (0.8) (5.2)(0.4) (1.0) ( 3.4) (0.9 ( 0.5)

Number of respondents 19 95 145 93 U 54, 131 100 106 1
Percentage in schools with 3
minority student enrollment of-

10% or less 24.3 3.2 31.5 8.4 49.4 3.5 28.6 40.9 25.5 .

(6.7) (6.4) (5.7) (4.1) (4.9) (5.7) (5.5) (7.0 (6.1) N

11% to 25% 19.9 19.9 33.2 15.0 31.6 4.2 16.9 17.0 40.0 o
(6.2) (5.5) (5.5) (5.3) ( 4.6) ( 3.9) (4.5) 1 5.4) (6.9)
26% to 50% 13.9 10.8 10.9 19.9 8.6 11.8 11.6 100 14.3
(5.4) (4.3) (3.6) 16.0) (2.2) (6.2) ( 3.9) (4.3) (4.9)

More than 50% 41.9 38.1 18 4 56.8 10.4 74.5 42.8 . 32.0 20.1 5
(7.7) (67) (45) (7.4) (3.0) (8.4) [2.9) (6.7) ( 5.6)
Number of respcndents 82 104 150 9% 222 56 137 107 11

source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs Data are for the most recent year in school
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Table 10A:

Community Gender Age in 1987 School Status
19 or Out |l year Out 1l -2
Student Enrollment Jotal Urban Suburban Ruratl Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Yesrs
Percentage in schools with juw
income student enrollment of:
Less than 10X 19.7 11.3  38.6 7.5 18.9 20.2 14.0 27.1 20.9 17.5 25.8 26.9
{ 2.7) { 3.6) { 5.5) { 3.2) ( 3.4) ( 4.3) 1 3.6) { 5.0) { 5.2) {3.1) { 6.2) {8.7)
10% to 25% 24.8 19.6 32.2 21.5 7.1 :1.4 21.0 28.8 27.5 4.4 25.7 27.8
{ 2.9) ( 4.5) { 5.3) { 5.0) ( 3.8) { 4.4) { 4.2) ( 5.1) { 5.7) ( 3.5) { 6.2) (8.8)
6% to 50% 27.7 30.2 21.2 3i.§ 4.7 32.4 38.0 16.7 20.6 28.9 23.6 22.9
{ 3.0) { 5.2) { 4.6) { 5.7) { 3.7) { 5.0) { 5.1) { 4.2) ( 5.2) { 3.7) { 6.1) { 8.2)
More than 50% 27.8 38.9 8.1 39.4 29.3 25.9 27.0 27.4 31.0 29.2 24.9 22.4
{ 3.0) ( 5.6) { 3.1) { 6.0) ( 3.9) { 4.7) ( 4.6) { 5.0) { 5.9) { 3.7) ( 6.2) { 8.2)
Number of res.ondents 466 169 161 129 282 181 161 170 135 297 111 53
0f students 1n schools serving
12th grade, percentage in schools
with student graduation rate of:*
50% or less 4.3 13.2 0.0 1.2 3.7 5.1 2.8 5.7 5.0 4.5 5.1 0.6
(1.5) ( 4.1) { 0.0) (1.5) { 1.8) { 2.5) {2.0) { 2.7) ( 2.9) {1.9) { 3.3) {1.5)
51% to 75% 27.2 41.9 16.5 25.9 32.1 19.1 266 324 17.8 28.4 24.9 17.3
{ 3.3) { 6.1) { 4.8) { 5.6) { 4.5) ( 4.5) { 5.3) { 5.5) {5.2) { 4.0) { 6.4) {1.8)
76% to 95% 57.8 43.7 66.0 60.3 53.8 64.5 62.7 48.2 65.4 58.0 55.2 63.0
{ 3.6) {6.1) { 6.1) { 6.3) ( 4.8) { 5.5) ( 5.8) { 5.9) { 6.4) ( 4.4) {7.4) (10.0)
Hore than 95% 10.7 1.2 17.5 12.4 10.4 11.2 7.9 13.6 11.8 9.1 14.8 19.1
{ 2.3) (1.3) { 4.9) { 4.2) { 2.9) ( 3.6) { 3.2) { 4.0) { 4.3) ( 2.6) {5.3) (8.1)
Number of respondents 400 153 125 117 2% 160 124 1593 123 244 103 48
Of students n schools serving
12th grade, percentage in schools
with college {2- or 4-year)
attendance rate of:*
25% or less 29.5 36.0 13.4 36.1 28.6 31.1 29.5 23.2 41 % 28.3 33.1 36.1
( 5.4) (6.1) { 4.6) ( 6.0) ( 4.5) { 5.4) ( 5.5) ( 5.2) { 6.6) ( 4.1) {7.2) {9.9)
26% to 50% 1.7 36.1 29.8 311 34.4 28.1 37.0 26.¢ 28.3 34.0 25.6 21.8
( 3.5) 16.1) {6.2) (5.8) (4.7) ( 5.2) { 5.9) { 5.4) { 6.0) { 4.4) { 6.7) { 8.5)
51% to 75X 28.5 25.1 29.} 30.7 26.5 31.6 25.0 37.1 20.2 28.4 33.3 1.7
( 3.4) {55)(6.2) (5.8) ( 4.4) ( 5.4) {S. 3) ( 5.9) ( 5.4) { 4.1) (7.2) { 8.5)
More than 75% 10.3 2.8 21.8 2.1 10.5 9.1 8.5 12.9 9.6 9.3 8.0 20.5
( 2.3) (2.1) (6.1) (1.8) ( 3.0) ( 3.3) ( 3.4) ( 4.1)  3.9) ( 2.7) ( 4.2) ( 8.3)
Number of respondents 381 142 112 122 223 155 118 141 122 232 97 47
* See Appendix for percentage of youth that attended schools serving 12th grade.
Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs. Oata are for the most recent year 1n school.
“ -
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Table 108: STUDENT ENROLLMENT IN SCHOOLS ATTENDED 8Y SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS (Concluded)

Hougseho 1d Income Ethnicity Head of Household's Education
Under 12,000- $25.G00 No High School Hiﬂl Scheol  Beyond
Student Enrollment $12,000 $24,999 and Over Black White Hispanic Diploma Oiploms  High Schoo!l
Percentage in schools with low
income student enrollment of-
Less than 10% 10.3 14.0  35.5 4.4 27.3 12.5 12.6 11.1 kL
(4. \ %.8) ( 5.5) ( 3.0) ( 4.3) ( 6.4) ( 4.0) ( 4.5) { 6.8)
10% to 25% 13.. 20.6 34.3 23.6 29.5 13.6 23.2 22.3 26.7
(5.2) (5.5 (5.9 (6.2) (44)(6.6) (5.1) ( 5.9) (6.2)
26% to 50% 33.2 32.6 1.4 22.2 269 30.7 2.1 32.4 17.5 -j;
{(7.3) (6.4) (a4.6) ( F.1) ( 4.3) { 8.9) ( 5.6) ( 6.7) ( 5.3) -,
More than 50% 43.4 32.8 10.8 49.8 16.3 43. 32.1 4.2 17.0 p
(7.7) (6.4) (3.6) (7.3)(3.6) {9.6) (5.6) ( 6.8) (5.2) 2
Number of respondents 83 104 152 98 225 56 139 108 112 R
0f students in schools serving :
12th grade. percentage in schools
with student graduati = rate of:*
50% or less 7.1 4.2 4.3 7.0 3.1 1.9 8.1 4.2 2.5
(6.4) (3.1) {2.5) ( 4.2) (1.8) ( 5.8) { 3.7) ( 3.4} ( 2.3)
51X to 75% 34.2 27.0 18.4 32.7 21.7 40.7 25.6 34.7 14.9
{8.2) (6.8) (4.8) (7.7) ( 4.4) (10.6} ( 6.0) (71.5) (5.2}
76X to 95% $8.7 58.8 54.0 60.3 60.0 46.1 61.2 53.6 58.4
(8.5) (7.6) (6.2) ( 8. 0) ( 5.2) (10.7) (6.7) (7.9) (7.2)
More than 95% 0.0 t10.1 23.3 0.6 15.2 5.4 4.0 6.8 24.2
(0.0) (4.6) {5.3) (0.0)(3.8)(4.9) (2.7) ( 4.0) ( 6.3)
Number of respondents 69 85 132 83 192 47 112 91 101
0f students in scaools serving
12th grade, percentage in schools -
with college (2- or 4-year) R
attendance rate of:*
25% or less 35.7 33.3 16.1 36.8 25.9 2.1 29.9 31.7 21.2 H
(8.3) (7.5 (4.8) v 7.9) { 4.8) (10.0) ( 6.3) (7.4) ( 6.4) ’
26% to 50% 40.6 38.2 29.0 42.7 29.4 35.0 39.8 44.0 20.4
(8.5) (7.71) (5.9) ( 8.1) { 5.0) (10.9) {6.7) (7.8) ( 6.3)
51% to 75% 23.7 21.0 31.9 16.6 30.2 36.6 27.8 20.2 32.7
(7.3) (6.4) (6.1) (6.1) ( 5.0) (11.0) {6.1) {6.3) (7.4)
More than 75% 00 1.5 23.0 39 144 2.3 2.5 4.1 25.7
(0.0} (4.2) (5.5 (3.2) (3.8) {3.9) (2.1) (3.1) ( 6.9)
Number of responients 69 81 121 81 181 42 110 91 88

* See Appendix for percentage of youth that cttended schools serving 12th grade.

Source: Survey of Secondary Spec:al Education Programs  Data are for the most recent year in school.
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Table 11A:

Staffing Characteristics

For students in secondary schools,

percentage in schools

special education staff included:

whose FTE

Fewer than 5 professionals

5 to 10 professionals

11 to 25 professionals

More than 25 professionals

Number of respondents

For students in secondary schools,

average ratic of secondary
special education students to
special e~'ucation professionals

Number of respdndents

Percentage in schools

with:

Case manarers for special ed.

students

Staff responsible for find:ng

jobs for special ed.

students

Number of respondents

STAFFING CHARACTERISTICS OF SCHOOLS ATTENDED BY SECOMDARY STUDENTS WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS

Community
Total  Urban Suburban Rura’
2/.6 10.2 28.1 41.2
( 3.0) (3.4) (5.2)(6.0)
45.5 37.5 51.8 47.2
( 3.4) { 5.5 (5.8) (6.1)
19.3 36.3 14.7 10.3
(2.7) (5.4) (4.1) (3.7)
7.5 16.0 54 1.2
(1.8) (42)(?6)(14)
462 174 53 128
13.3 11.9 157 12.3
{ 0.6) (0.9) (1.1) (0.8)
449 167 151 125
84.0 90.8 85.7 76.6
( 2.6) ( 3.5) (4.2) { 5.5)
54.5 75.1 54.3 39.1
( 3.8) (53)(6.0) (8.2
408 149 139 113

0f students in schools with nondis-
abled students, percentage in schools
whose portion of regular ed. staff
receiving inservice training on
special education was:*

10X or less
11X to 25Y
26% to 50%
More than 50%

Number of respondants

47.9 4.9 57.0
{6.4) (6.3)(6.3)
6.0 15.2 11.5
13.0) ( 4.5) { 4.1)
8.5 57 2.0
{3.6) (2.9)(1.8)
37.5 34.1 29.5
(6.2) (6.0) (5.8)
138 127 117

UITE R ER G

5.1 30.8
(3.8) (5.0
45.6 45.9
{ 4.3) (5.4)
2.1 16.6
(3.6) (4.0)

8.1 6.7
(2.4) (2.7)

278 181

13.4 13.0
(0.8} {0.8)
271 175

50.7 49.8
(4.8) (5.9)
8.9 147
(2.7) (4.2)
4.5 6.2
(2.0) (2.8)
35.8 29.4
{4.6) (5.4)
231 152

Age in 1987 __School Status
19 or Out 1 year Qutl - 2
15-16 17-18 oider In-School or less Years
25.5 28.3 32.2 23.4 39.8 39.2
(4.5) (5.1) (6.0) ( 3.4) (7.2) (9.5)
49.6 42.7 39.3 49.1 34.0 37.2
(5.2)(5.6) (6.2 ( 4.0) (7.0) (9.4)
18.8 19.9 19.8 19.4 21.8 15.1
(4.1) (4.5 (5.1) (3.2) (6.1) ( 6.9)
6.1 9.1 8.7 8.1 4.4 8.6
(250 (32)(3.6) (2.2) ( 3.0) { 5.4)
161 166 135 297 106 54
12.0 154 12.8 12.9 14.5 13.3
(0.7) (1.2) 7 0.9) (0.7) (1.4) (1.1)
158 159 132 289 103
87.5 85.2 72.1 87.1 75.3 73.7
(3.9) (4.1) {57 { 3.0) ( 6.3) ( 8.9)
51.; 59.4 51.9 54.7 59.1 38.6
{5.8) (5.7)(6.4) ( 4.4) (7.2) (9.7)
129 155 123 254 101 49
46.0 50.9 61.5 a7.1 58.0 61.5
{ 6.0) ( 5.9) ( 6.5) (4.5) {7.5) {9.9)
11.8 109 10.2 11.9 5.7 15.7
(3.95 (3.7)(4.1) ( 2.9) ( 3.5) (7.4)
59 4.v 4.1 6.1 4.1 0.0
{2.8) (2.5) (. 7) (2.2 ( 3.0) {0.0)
6.3 334 2.1 34.9 32.2 22.8
{5.7) ( 5.6) ( 5.8) { 4.3) (7.1) (8.5)
122 152 110 238 95 47

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

Source:

70

Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs.

Data are for the most recent year in school.
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Table 118: STAFFING CHARACTERISTICS OF SCHOOLS ATTENDED BY SECONDARY STUDENTS VITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS

Staff ing Characteristics

For students in secondary schools,
perceniage in schools whose FTE
special education staff included:
fewer than 5 professionals
5 to 10 professionals
11 to 25 professionals
Fore than 25 professionais
Number of .espondents
For students in se.indary schools,
average ratio of secondary
specfal education students to
special education professionzls
Number of respondents

Percentage ‘n schools with:
Case managers ‘or special ed.
students

Staff responsible for finding
jobs for special ed. students

Number of respordents

Of students in schools with nondis-
abled students, per:entage in schools
whose portion of regular ed. staff
receiving inservice training on
special education was:*

10% or less

11% to 25% .

6% to H0%

More than 50%

Number of respondents

Household Income

Under 12,000- $25,000
$12,000 $24,999 and Over

11.5  12.7 137
(1.0) (1.1) (0.9
83 96 145

87.2 84.6 82.4
(5.5 (5.6) (4.6)

61.8 47.0 60.3
(7.9) (7.6) (6.0)
74 81 137

48.0 45.5 42.6

(8.3) (7.9 (6.2)
9.0 17.4 10.6

(4.7) (6.0) (3.9)
52 6.7 4.7

(3.7) (4.0) (2.6)

37.8  30.3 42.1

(8.0) (7.3) (&2
73 76

Ethnicity

Head of Household's Educat ion

Black ¥hite Hispanic

27.1 26.8 14.9
(6.5) (4.4) (7.0}
34.0 52.4 48.6
{6.9) (4.9)(9.8)
29.2 15.5 24.1
(6.6) (3.6) ( 8.4)

9.7 5.2 (22
(4.3) (2.2) (.5

100 221 15

12.6 13.0 12.%
(1.1) (0.8) {1.1)
97 212 55

82.0 83.9 92.2
(6.1) (3.8) (6.1)
54.3 51.5 69.3
(79)(52)(98)
196

8.7 42.3 59.5
(8.3} (5.2) (10.5)
8.1 11.2 22.1
(4.6) (3.3) (8.9)
6.4 54 0.0
(4.2) (2.4) (0.0
6.8 4.1 15.4
(7.5) (5.2) (8.3)

74 189 46

No High School High School  Beyoxd
Diploms _ _ Diplome  High School

25.6 2.8

(5.2) (6.2) (6.3)
47.0 35.5 50.4
( 6.0) ( 6.8) (7.1)
19.9 31.0 16.8
i4.8) ( 6.6) (5.3)
8.1 7.9 5.9
( 3.3) ( 3.9) { 3.4)
139 107 109
11.8 12.6 13.5
( 0.8) (1.1} (1.1)
135 104 104
76.2 88.4 90.5
(5.7) 4.9) (¢.3)
49.5 63.8 62.8
( 6.5) (7.4) (7.3)
114 9 97
52.7 45.1 39.6
( 6.6) ( 8.0) (7.5)
4.8 14.3 21.2
{ 2.8) ( 5.6) ( 6.2)
2.7 -7 6.1

( 2.5) ( v.d) ( 3.7)
38.8 33.0 33.0
( 6.4) (7.6 (7.2)
113 86 94

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

Source: Survey of Secondary Specis) Fducatifon Programs.

(

Data are for the most reqwtdyear in school.
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School Policies

MAINSTREAMING

Table 12A: POLICIES OF SCHOOLS ATTEMOED BY SECONDARY -STUDENTS WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS

Total

Of students in schools with nondis-

abled students, percentage in schools
that expected mainstreamed students

to keep up without special help* 34.0

Number of respondents

Of students in schools with nondis-
abled students, percentage in
schools that gave teachers with

mainstreamed students:®
Special inservice training

Consu Itation services

Special materials
Classroom aides
Reduced class size

None of these

Number of respondents

GRADING

Of students in schools with aondis-

abled students, percentage in schxls

that graded mainstr-ame. students:*
On same standard as regular

education students

On different standard

01d not grade mainstreamed

students

Number of respondents

Community Gender Age in 1987

Urban Suiurban Rural Male Female

15-16 17-18 older

In-School or less

41.7 30.8 30.5 31.8 37.0 34.2 325 367 32.8 349
( 6.0) (5.9)(5.8) { 4.4) ( 5.6) (5.6) (5.5} (6.4) (4.2) (7.1
148 125 118 237 154 124 154 114 242
43.2 5.9 31.0 38.6 46.4 37.4 442 488 41. 42.0
{ 6.1) (6.3) (5.9) (4.5) (5.8) {5.7) (5.8) (6€.6) ( 4.4) (7.3)
96.8 96.0 93.5 95.0 95.7 93.5 96.7 97.1 94.3 99.1
(2.2) (2.5) (3.1) (2.0) ( 2.4) (2.9) (21) (2. 2) (2.1) (1.4)
54.5 66.8 50.2 5.8 57.9 60.5 58.0 43.4 63.7 40.3
(6.1) (6.0)(6.3) (4.7) (5.7) {5.8) (57){6.5) ( 4.3) { 7.3)
3.5 9.0 23.6 329 297 4.5 4280 27.8 32.1 32.5
(5.9) (6.2) (5.4) { 4.4) ( 5.3) (51)(5.7) (5.9 ( 4.2) (7.0)
5.1 2.6 6.6 123 9.9 7.3 14.4 152 9.6 15.7
(2.7) (5.3) (3.1) (3.1)(3.9) (3.1) (4.1) (4.7) ( 2.6} (5.4)
25 0.0 (.4 §.0 0.7 1.2 0.4 0.9 1.0 0.9
(1.9) (0.0)(0.8) (0.9) (1.0} (1.3) (0.7){1.3) (0.9) (1.4)
147 127 118 237 156 124 155 115 243 ]
73.2 69.1 654.8 65.7 63.C 61.6 72.8 552 65.5 €5.5
{ ~.6) (6.4) (6.5) (4.7) (5.9) ( 6.0) (5.5 (6.9) ( 4.5) (7.2)
26.8 309 429 343 349 37.0 27.2 433 33.3 33.5
(5.6) (6.4) (6.4) ( 4.7) (5.8) ( 5.9) ( 5.5) (5.9) ( 4.4) (7.2
00 o0cC 2.3 0.0 23 1.4 0.0 1.5 1.2 0.0
(0.0) {0.0)(1.9) (0.0) (1.8) (1.4) (0.0) (1.7} (1.0 ( 0.0)
129 107 112 219 140 117 139 104 220 90

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

Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs. Oata are for the most -~ecent year in school.
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School Policies

MAINSTREAMING

0f students in sciools with nondis-
abled students, percentage in schools
that expected mainstreamed students
to keep up without special help*

Number of respondents

Of students in schools with nondis-
abled students, percentage in
schools that yave teachers with
mainstreamed students:*

Special inservice training

Consultation services

Special materials

Classroom aides

Reduced class size

None of these

Number of respondent

GRAOING
Of students in schools with nondis-
abled students, percentage in schools
that graded mainstreamed students:*

On same standard as regular

educat ion students

On different standard

0id not grade mainstreamed
students

Number of respondents

Table 12B:

POLICIES OF SCHOOLS ATTENDED BY SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS

Head of Household's Education

Household Income Ethnicity
Under 12,000- $25,000
$12,000 $24,999 and Over Black White Hispanic

No mgh Schoo! High Schoot
Diploma Diplome gl_\

30.6 36.7 39.3
(7.8) (7.6) (6.0

71 78 135
343 352 525
(8.0; (7.5 (6.1)
95.5 89.7 99.2
(3.5) (4.8 (1.1)
64.3 579 58.3
(8.0) (7.8) (6.0)
30.6 28.0 36.5
(7.7 (7.1) (5.9)

3.9 9.8 2d.2
(3.2) (4.7) (5.2)

0.6 1.3 0.0
(1.3) (1.8) (0.0

72 78 136

27 1.1 0.0
(2.8) (17) (n.c
67 77 123

36.3 37.0 29.2
(8.1)(5.1) (9.7)
76 191 a7

44.0 0.5 30.5
(83)(51)(98)
92.7 98.7 81.3

(43)(12)(83)_

59.4 60.1 61.5
(8.2) (5.1) (10.4)
17.5 35.6 32.2
(6.3) 1 5.0) (10.0)
6.5 156 2.9
(gl)(38)(36)

(3.2) (0.0) (0.0
7192 W

35.3 2.0 2.6
( 6.4) (7.8) (6.8)

112 88 99
30.7 36.8 55.6
(6.1) (7.6) (7.4)
93.1 95.9 94.3
(3.4) (3.1) ( 3.5)
57.8 64.4 58.4
( 6.6) { 7.6) (7.3)
32.1 23.3 38.2
(6.2) (6.7) (7.2

8.2 33 26.4
( 3.6) (2.8) ( 6.6)

0.9 2.0 0.0
(1.2) { 2.2) (0.0

114 89 98
63.4 67.9 74.0
16.7) (7.8) (6.7)
33.7 32.1 26.0
( 6.b) (7.8) {6.7)

2.9 0.0 0.0
( 2.3) ( 0.0) ( 0.0)

104 80 91

* See Table 9 for percentage »f youth 1n schools other than special schools that served only disalbled students.

Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs.
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Table 12A: POLICIES OF SCHOOLS ATTENDED BY SECOMDARY STUDENTS WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS (Continued)
Cocmunity Gender Age in 1987 School Status
19 or 02l 1l year OQut 1 -2
School Policies Total Urban Suburban Rural Nale Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or_less Years
GRADING (CONCLUOED
Of students in schools with non-
disabled students, percentage
in schools that graded special
education classes:*
On same standard as
regular classes 18.1 15,2 13.4 23.9 18.3 179 18.5 17.7 17.8 17.3 21.5 14.8
(2.9) ( 4.8) ( 4.5) ( 5.5) { 3.7) { 4.6) ( 4.7) ( 4.6) (5.2) ( 3.5) ( 6.3) (7.2)
On standard different from
regular classes 81.2 84.8 86.6 74.5 81.7 80.5 80.1 82.3 82.2 81.8 78.5 85.2
(2.9) ( 4.6) (4.5) (5.6) ( 3.7) ( 4.8) ( 4.9) ( 4.8) ( 5.2) ( 3.6) ( 6.3) (7.2)
0id not give grades for .
special education classes 0.6 0.0 0.0 1.6 1.6 1.4 0.0 0.0 0.9 .0 0.0
( 0.6) ( 0.0) (0.0) (1.6) (0.0) (1.5) ( 1.4) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.9) ( 0.0) {0.0)
Number of respondents 369 135 116 116 2 144 118 143 108 226 S0 49
PRIMARY SCHOOL FUNCTION
Of students in schools with
learning handicapped youth.
percentage in schools whose
primary intent relative to
o such students was training in:**
o Academic skills 48.0 51.6 60.5 35.0 49.0 46.8 42.6 54.7 49.8 48.0 48.9 50.1
( 3.8) ( 6.8) (6.3) (6.2) (4.9) ( 6.1) ( 5.9) (6.3) (6.8) ( 4.6) ( 3.0) (10.8)
Independent living skills 45.6 41.6 28.3 62.9 4.5 47.1 S4.4 34.5 43.5 45.7 42.8 46.8
(3.8) (6.7) (5.8) (6.2) ( 4.9) (6.1) ( 6.0) { 6.0) { 6.8) ( 4.6) (7.9) (10.8)
Ski11s for employment 6.4 6.8 11.2 2.0 6.5 6.2 3.0 10.8 6.7 6.4 8.3 3.2
r1.9) (3.4) (4.1) (1.8) (2.4) (2.9) (2.1) (3.9) (3.4) ( 2.3) ( 4.4) ( 3.7)
Number of respondents 360 122 122 114 217 142 121 131 108 226 85 45
SUSPENS ION/EXPULSION
Percentage in schouls in which
special education students:
Could not be suspended or
expe1led 23.3 20.8 26.8 22.2 20.5 27.4 24.C 21.3 25.8 22.1 23.2 28.8
( 3.0) ( 4.9) ( 5.4) (5.4 ( 3.7) (5.1) (5.0) { 4.7) ( 5.6) ( 3.6) (6.2 (9.1)
Could only be suspended 21.0 23.2 1.0 21.3 20.9 z1.2 18.5 26.2 16.0 21.8 9.0 18.2
( 2.9) {5.1)(4.8) (5.3 (3.7) ( 4.7) (4.5 (5.1} (4.7) ( 3.6) (5.. (7.7)
Could only be expelled 19.5 17.5 15.4 25.0 2.0 15.7 20.0 18.1 21.3 19.5 19.1 22.5
( 2.8) ( 4.6) { 4.4) ( 5.6) (3.8) (4.2) (4.7) (4.4) (5.2) ( 3.5) (5.8) ( 8.4)
Could be both suspended
and expelled 36.2 38.6 38.7 31.5 3.6 35.7 37.5 34.5 36.9 36.7 37.7 30.4
{ 3.5) (5.9) (5.9)(6.0) ( 4.4) ( 5.5) (5.7) (5.5) (6.2) ( 4.2) (7.2) (9.2)
Number of respondents 409 153 138 115 249 159 128 158 123 255 10 50
" See Table 9 for percentage of youth in schools other than special schools that served on’ly disabled students.
** Spe Appendix for percentage of youth in schools that served learning handicapped students.
: El{[lc Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs. Oata are for the most recent year in school.
w70 '




Table 128: POLICIES OF SCHOOLS ATTENDED BY SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS (Continued)

riousshold Income Ethnicity Head of household’'s Education
Under 12,000-  $25,000 Mo High School Mlgh School
School Policies $12,000 $24,999 and Over Black White Hispanic Diploms _Diploms gg
GRADING {CONCLUDED
Of studerts in schools with non-
disabled students, percentage
in schoois that graded special
educat fon classes:*
On same standard as
regular classes 17.1 17.7 15.0 14.0 18.7 21.1 18.6 11.5
( 6.4) (6.3) (4.5) ( 6 7) ( 3.7) (8.7) (5.7) ( 6.4) ( 4.8)
On standard different from .
regular classes 80.3 82.3 85.0 81.8 86.0 75.1 76.8 8l1.4 8.5
(6.8) (6.3) (4¢.5) (8.7) (3.7) {9.5) ( 5.8) ( 6.4) ( 4.8)
Did not give grades for
special education clesses 2.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.1 0.0 0.0
(2.7) (0.0) (0.0) (0. o) (c.o)( 4 9) ( 2.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0)
Number of respondents 69 72 .26 180 43 105 81 95
PRIMARY SCHOOL FUNCTION
Of students in schools with
learning handicapped youth,
percentage in schools whose
prima~y intent relative to
such students was training in:*
Academic skills 56.7  39.2 61.0 4.7 60.9 28.3 L) 45.6. 56.9
.(8.86) (7.9) (6.2) ( 8.6) { 5.3) (10.1) ( v.8) ( 8.5) (7.5)
Independent living skills 35.7 5¢2.8 3.9 43.1 33.7 69.9 43.2 4.6 30.6
(8.4) (8.1) {5.9) ( 8.6) (5.1) (10.3) (6.7) ( 8.5) {7.0)
Skills for employment 1.6 8.0 7.0 12.2 5.4 1.8 2.8 9.8 12.6
(4.6) (4.4) (3.3) (5.7) (2.5) (3.0) (2.3) (5.1) ( 5.0)
Number of respondents 64 12 124 n 176 41 106 16 92
] SUSPENSION/EXPULS1ON
3 . Percentage in schools in which
: special education students:
3 Could not be suspended or
E expe | led 23.3 23.0 26.5 21.3 245 23.6 25.3 26.8 23.8
: : (6.9) (6.5) (5.3) { 6.5) (4.5) (9.0) (5.7) { 6.8) ( 6.3)
E Could only be suspended 14.¢ 26.0 18.5 17.3 19,5 19.9 19.3 15.2 24.2
3 (5.8) (6.8) (4.7) { 6.0) ( 4.1) ( 8.5) {5.2) ( 5.5) (6.3)
% Couid only be expelled 22.0 18.3 15.9 139 22.7 16.0 25.2 17.7 9.9
E (6.8) (6.0) (4.4) (5.5)(4.3) (7.8) (5.7) ( 5.9) ( 4.4)
: Could be both suspended
‘ and expelled 9.8 327 39.1 47.5 33.2 40.5 30.2 40.3 42.1
E (8.0) (7.2) (5.9) (8. 0) ( 4.9) (10 4) { 6.0) (7.5) (7.3)
’ Number of respondents 14 82 141 199 116 95 101
E * cee Table O for percentage of youth n schools other than special schools that served 7nly disabled students.

** caa Appendix for percentage of youth 1n schools that served learning handicapped students.

Sour .e: Survey of Secondary Special fducation Programs. Data are for the most recent year in school. .
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Table 12A:

Schonl Policies

SUSPENSION/EXPULSION (CONCLUDED)
Of y ith in schools that could
suspend or expel specia’ ed.
students, percentage i schouls
that did not arrange alternative
placements for suspendec!/expelled
students

Number of respondents
GRADUATION

Of sturents in schools with 12th
grade, percentege in schools that

POLICIES OF SCHOOLS ATTENDED 8Y SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH-SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS (Concluded)

-t
(-]
Cad
o~
o

83.2
(2.7)
39

required for a regular diploms that:*

Svecial ed. students meet same
standards as regular students

Students pass 2 minimum
competency test

Number of respondents

0f students in schools that

required minimum compentency

tests for yraduation, percentage

in schools whose special

education students were:**
Exempt from such tests

Held to same testing procedures/
standards as other students

Given extra help in taking
the test

Given a modified test

Allowed to meei different
standards

Number of respondents

81.3
(2.2

(2.2
358

Community

Urban Subur. .i Rural

"75.9 78.7 94.3
(5.2) (5.1) (3.1)
152 13§ 107

779 98.4 S48
(5.5 (1.7) (2.9)

2.1 1.6 5.2
(5.5 (1.7) (2.5
131t s

—Gender

Male Female

81.0 86.4
(3.7) (4.0}
241 158

90.0 93.0
(3.0) (3.1)

10.0 7.0
(3.0)(3.1)
212 145

48.8 46.7
(5.9)(7.0)

50.8 4.7
(5.9) (7.0
13.6 1£.8
(4.1)(5.1)

13.3° 14.4
( 4.0) ( 4.9)
183 102

AT

D e T SR A PRk it L PP
S H

Age in 1977 School Status

19 or ) Out ! year Out 1 -2

15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years
82.3 2.6 87.0 81.2 8.1 91.2 g
(4.5) ( 4.4) ( 4.4) ( 3.5) ( 4.9) (5.7)
12 186 117 2 94 50 g
90.3 93.7 88.1 91.0 9.5 92.1 s
(3.8) (2.9) ( 4.4) (2.7 (4.3) (s.s) i3
9.7 6.3 11.8 9.9 8.5 7.9 }?
(3.8) (2.9) ( 4.4) (2.7) (4.3) ( 5.5)
104 135 109 215 92 4 %
i

1.5 0.4 0.0 1.1 0.0 0.0 f‘
(1.8) ( 6.9) ( 0.0) (1.2) ( 0.0) { 0.0) =
39.0 50.6 65.4 44.0 58.0 58.4 o
('73) < 7.0) ( 8.2) ( 5.6) (8.8) (13.2) R
51.2 49.3 34.9 53.9 27.4 2.5 K
(78) (7.0) ( 8.0) ("5.6) ( 8.0) (13.3) :
4.4 16.2 10.4 15.1 12.5 14.8
(5.3) (5.2) (5.2) ( 4.0) ('5.9) (9.5) K
1.3 17.0 11.6 13.5 12.5 19.3 ¢
(4.7) ( 5.3) ( 5.5) (3.e) (5.9) (10.6) %
7 108 710 156 68 28 ;

* see Appendix for perceniage 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 minisum competency tests for graduation.

Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs Data are for the most recent year in school.
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Tabh 128: POLICIES OF SCHOOLS mm BY SECONOARY STUDENTS VITH SPEECH INPAINNENTS. (cu-cluu) .
Household Income Ethnicity ___Heed of wm 3 Education

Under 12,000- $25,000 %o mgh chool Hlyn Sdml Seyond
School Policies $12,000 $24,999 and Over Slack White Hispanic Diploms Diploms _ High School
SUSPENSION/EXPR.SION (CONCLUDEO)
0f youth in schocls that could
suspend or expel special ed.
students, percentage in schools
thet did not arranje alternatlive
placemnts for suspended/expelled
student. 79.7 9.4 86.7 67.1 87.6 84.9 83.2 80.0 3.2
(6.6) (6.4) (4.2 (7.6) (3.5) (7.6) { 5.0) ( 6.3) {5.5)
Number of respondents 73 79 135 81 180 47 112 ) 108
GRADUAT 100
Of students in schools with 12th
grade, percentage in schools that
required for a regular diplome that:*
Special ed. xtudents meet same
standards as regular students 85.2 235 93.9 85.3 91.0 97.3 91.6 83.4 82.3
(6.1) (5.3) (3.1) (6.5 (3.1)(3.7) ( 4.0) {6.2) { 4.1)
Students pass a minimum
competency test 14.8 10.5 6.1 14.7 8.0 2.7 8.4 . 16.6 7.7
(6.1) (5.3) (3.1) (6.5 €3.1) (3.7) { 4.0) ( 6.2) { 4.1)
Musber of respondents 69 66 124 67 177 s 100 81 92
0f students in schools that
required minisum compentency
tests for graduation, percentzge
in schonls whose special
education students were:** _
Exempt from such tests 2.6 0. 0.7 3.3 04 0.0 . 4.2 0.
(3.3) (0.0) (1i.3) (3.7) (0.8)(0.0) { 0.0) (41) ( 0.0)
{leld to same testing procedures/
standards as other students 43.1 4.7 54.2 31.3 52.1 45.8 47.5 4.5 50.8
(10.4) (9.6) (7.4) ( 9.9) ( 6.5) (12.2) { 8.3) {10.1) { 8.7)
Given extra help in taking
the test 58.8 52.5 48.5 .2 548 39.8 59.2 49.9 43.6
(10.3) (9.6) ( 7.4) (10.4) ( 6.5) (12.0) (8.2) (10.2) (8.7)
Give a modified test 17.3 9.4 18.2 19.2 16.2 10.4 11.6 12.6 22.3
(7.9) (5.6) (5.7) {8.4) (4.8)(12.5) (5.3) ( 6.8) (7.3
Allowco oo meet different
standards 10.6 11.9 12.1 9.3 159 7.5 9.0 6.4 20.3
(6.5) (6.3) (4.8) (6. 2) ( 4 8) ( 6.5) ( 4.8) {5.0) (7.0
Number of respondents 43 L) 92 36 69 54 72

* See Appendix for percentage of youth in schools with 17h grade that served nondisabled students.
** See Append'x for percentage of youth in schools with 12th grade and nondisabled students that required minimum competency tests for graduation.

e L Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Progr-ms. Oata are for the most recent year in school.




Table 13A: COOROINATION IN SCHOOLS ATTENDED BY SECMY STII!ITS VITH SPEECH DPAIMNTS

Cfg_mity_ Gendnr Qg_o_ in1987 . _ School- Stltus
( 19 or Out 1 yur Out 1-2
Coordinat fon Characteristics Total Urban Suburban Rural Male female 5-16 17-18 older In-School _or less - _ Years
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® 79.2 1.5 729 90.7 80.2 77.7 78.0 80.5 80.0 77.9 84.4 79.2
( 3.0) ( 5.5) (5.7) ( 3.7) (3.7) ( 4.9) (4.8) (4.2} (5.4) ( 3.7) ( 5.5) (8.7)
Number of respondents 334 150 124 117 242 151 128 152 114 252 84 “
Percentage in schools with at least
wonthly contact with:
State vocational rehabilitation
agency {VR) 24.6 20,4 28.6 24.4 21.3 29.6 19.7 25.6 35.7 21.8 34.6 29.9
(3.2) (5.2) (5.6) (5.5) {3.9)(5.4) { 4.8) (5.2) (6.3) (3.7) (7.3) (9.2) N
State developmental disabilities
agency 4.0 21.6 12.7 10.4 6.5 12.2 16.3 11.6 17.9 - 154 5 147 10.9
( 3.0) (5.8 (4.4) (5.2) ( 4.0) { 4.5) (4. 9) ( 4.5) ( 5.8) (3.7) ( 6.4) (7.8).
Vocational schools 33.4 25.0 29.0 43.9 31.7 35.9 30.9 309 46.3 2.0 . 32.5 45.4
( 3.6) (5.8) (5.7) (6.6) (4.5) (58 (5.6) (5.7) (6.9 (43)° (7.4) (10.6)
Colleges 10.0 §.2 17.2 6.2 10.6 9.0 9.6 13. 11.v 10.9 0.0
( 2.3) (3.1) (4.8)(3.4) (3.1) { 3.5) (3.7) (4.2) (2.6) ( 3.0) ( 5.0) ( 0.0)
Mental healtt, agenc’es 26.6 19.8 26.7 31.1 26.4 26.9 28.7 25.6 22.6 28.8 20.6 15.5
(3.3) (5.1) (5.5 (5.9) (4.2) (5.2 (5.3) (5.3) (5.5) ( 4.1) ( 6.3) (7.3)
Social service agencies 37.8 31.3 26.9 50.9 38.5 36.8 38.9 35.4 39.3 38.6 38.3 27.4
( 3.6) (59) (5.7) ( 6.5) (4.7) (5. 7) (5. 8) ( 5 9) ( 6.5} ( 4.4) ( 7.8) (9.4,
Number of respondents 299 112 116 69 185 113 85 194 67 u

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

Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs. Data are for the most recent year in school.
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Table 138: CO(RDIIAUM N scms ATTENDED BY SECONDARY STUDENTS W1TH SPEECI! nmms Lo T

Houuhold lncon Ethnicity . llind g M‘Id's Education
© Under "12,000-- $25,000 - o md!!ndml mdl School-  Beyond
Coordinat ion Characreristics ’ $12,000 $24,999 and Over Black WYhite Hispanic Diplome Diplows  High School
0f students in schools with
nildly learning impaired
students, percentage in schools
whose curriculum for such students
was coordinated with/parallel to
the regular ed. curriculum* 7.7 78.2 81.5 64.8 79.8 94.0 15.7 74.3 80.5
(7.6) (6.4) (4.9 (7.8)(4.2) (5.2 {5.7) (6.7 (6.2
Nusber of respondents 12 82 130 ? 1% S 114 9% 90
Percentage in schools with at least
monthly contact with:
State vocational rehabilitation
agency (VR) 234 173 27.6 21.7 26.2 6.3 2.3 12.9 30.3
(7.2) (6.0) {5.7) (7.1) (4.7) (5.4) { 5.6) ( 5.5} {7.1)
State developmental disabilities . N
agency 22.3 9.7 10.0 12.2 16.2 9.9 14.2 19.3 7.1
(8.3) (5.4) (4.2) (6.1)(4.6) { 7.0) { 5.6) { 7:1) { 4.3)
Vocational schools 31.3 28.6 31.0 30.1 34.1 10.7 26.5 38.9 21.8
(8.3) (7.2) (6.0) (7.9)(5.2) (6.9) ( 6.3) {798) { 8.4)
Colleges 45 11.8 12.0 16.1 3.4 11.0 9.2 1.5
(3.9) (5.3) (4.2 (0.0) (4.1)( 4.4) { 4.8) ( 4.8) {4.2)
Mental health agencies 25.2 229 271.9 22.0 26.4 33.7 18.6 32.0 28.6
(7.5) (6.5 (5.6) {7.0) { 4.7) (10.2) (5.3) { 7.4) { 6.9)
Social service agencies 42.2 33.4 26.3 3.1 339 43.2 0 41.9 23.9
(8.5) (7.4) (5.7) (8. 0) { S 2) {11. l) ( 6.5) {71.7) (6.7)
Number of respondents 51 6 1 7

Q
-
L=
o
3
-3

* See Appendix for percentage of youth who attended schools that served nondisabled and mildly learning impaired students.
Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs. Data are for the most recent year in school.
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~ Table 13A: COORDINATION IN SCNOLS ATTENDED 8Y SECMDMY STWENTS UlTH SPEECH l!l' mtms (amc,udod)

Coordinat ion Characteristics

of studen’s 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

VR staff involvement in
writing 1EPs

VR staff being issigned to
ongoing work i the school

VR and school staff collaboration
in developing programs

No VR contact or no action taken
Number of respondents
Percentage in schools that usually
or always:
When students changed schools:
Transferred IEPs
Transferred file:

Discussed student needs with
other schools' staff

When students became clients
of service agencies:
Sent files to agencies

Discussed student needs with
agency staff

Number of respondents

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

Source:

86

4
o
Cad
»
| —t

369

Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs.

Community

Urban Suburban Rural

30.0
(53)(60)(42)

32.6 33.8 26.0
{6.1) { 6.2) (5.7)

26.4 37.2 213
(57)(64)(53)
17.3 8.7 83
(4.9) (3.7) (3.6)

136 120 112
31.2 26.9 8.0
{5.6) ( 5.4) (3.4)
31.2 269 8.0
(5.6) (5.4) (3.4)
19.3 20.3 6.4
(4.8) (4.9) (3.1)
23.3 a21.2 1.7
{5.3) (50) (3.5
19.4 19.6 5.1
{5.0) (4.8) (2.8)
140 137 108

Gender

86.4 85.5
( 3.4) ( 4.2)

19.2 21.5
(3.9) (4.9)

26.8 35.3
(4.4) (5.7)

28.1 27.1
(4. 4) (5. 3)
1.9 9.7

(3.2) {3.5)
a9 149

18.0 16.2
(3.¢)(4.4)

14.1 14.7
(3.2)(4)
236 181

__Age n 1987

A Scigl Status

" 19 or
15-16 17-18 older

87.8 85.2 83.1
{4.1) (4.3) (5.0
16.3 22.8 24.0
{4.6) (5.1)(5.7)

25.3 32.3 38.2
{5.5)(5.7) ( 6.5)

?77.3 31.1 21.9
{5.6) (5.6) (5.5)
10.1 11.7 11.4
(38)(39)(42)
111 143 115

22.8 20.8 18.4
{4.8) (4.7) (5.0
22.8 20.8 18.5
(4.8) (4.7) (5.0

16.8 13.9 12.9
{4.3) (4.0) (4.3

18.7 16.4 15.5
(4.7) ( 4.4) ( 4.8)

15.5 12.7 14.5
{ 4.2) (3.9) ( 4.6)
120 151 116

Data are for the most recent year in school.

Out \1 yur
In-School _or less
85.8 85.3
{ 3.3) ( 5.4)
19.1 21.8
(3.7) ( 6.3)
26.7 37.8
(4.1) (7.4)
27.4 28.3
( 4.2) ( 6.9)
12.0 6.3
( 3.9) ( 3.7)
225 93
24.2 14.6
( 3.7) ( 5.2)
24.2 14.6
( 3.7) {5.2)
18.1 6.2
{ 3.4) ( 3.5)
19.8 12.0
{ 3.6) { 5.0)
16.3 10.1
3.3) ( 4.6)
242 93

87

th-
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2
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Table 128: COORDINATION IN SCHOOLS ATTENOEO BY SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH SPEECH mmtc‘m (Conc Juded)

Household Income Ethnicity Head .of Hoysehold's Cducation
. ~ \ v
Undar 12,0 %=  $25,000 No High School  High School  Beyond '
Coordination Characteristics $12,000 $24,939 and Over Black White Hispanic Diplome Diploma _ High School
Of studercs in schools serving
12th grade, percentane in schools
whose staff contacts with thc
state VR lmcy resulted in:*
Referrals of special education
students to VR 84.6 86.0 B84.5 77.4 88.7 2.4 85.4 82.6 .5
kY (6.2) (5.8) (4.6) (7.4) (3.5 (8.6) ( 5.0) ( 6.2) (5.3)
; VR staff involvement in
writing IEPs 4.0 153 25.1 30.3 20.9 10.2 21.5 22.4 19.6
: (7.3) (6.0) (5.5 (8.1) ( 4.4) ( 6.8) ( 5.9) ( 6.8) ( 8.1)
VR staff being assigned to
ongoing work in the school 29.0 27.2 25.9 29.6 28.3 12.0 4.8 n.3 1.8
(7.8) (7.5) (5.5) (8.1) (4.9) (7.3) ( 6.2) ( 6.8) (2.1)
VR and school staff collaboration
in developing programs 2.3 29.3  28.2 20.8 316 1.5 15.3 30.9 3.2
2 ' 7.09) (17.6) (5.7) ( 7 2) ( 5 l) ( 7.2) (5.1) (7.8) (7.2)
- No VR contact or no actiun taken 11.3 4.0 12,0 6.1 10.1 16.6 9.9
5.4) (5.8} (4.1) ( 6 5) ( 3 2) ( 8 3) ( 4.3) { 6.1) ( 4.6)
Number of respondents 68 n 128 43 100 85 93
oy  Percertage in schools that usually
23 N or slways:
v - When students changed schools:
Transferred 1EPs 27.5 28.1 18.3 39.7 18% 17.6 23.4 3.1 5.4
N ’ (7.3) (6.2% (4.6) (7.8) (4.0) (8.1) (5.5) ( 6.5) ( 6.4)
Transferred files 27.5 28.1 18.4 39.7 188 17.6 3.4 23.1 5.4
’:} (7.3) (6.9) (4.5) (7.8) (4.0) (8.1) ( 5.5) ( 6.5) ( 6.4)
d Discussed student needs with o
= other schools’ staff 19.1 20.6 14.1 23.9 143 13.8 16.6 15.7 18.8
(6.4) (6.2) (4.2) (6.9) (3.6)(7.4) ( 4.9) ( 5.6) (5.7)
When students became clients
. of service agencies:
v Sent files to agencies 21.0 27.9 13.9 29.4 158 14.5 14.5 24.9 22.3
’ (6.9) (7.1} (4.2 (7.6) ( 3.6) (8.0) (4.7) ( 6.8) ( 6.4)
- Disrussed student r.ceds with
agency staff 17.0 22.3 11.3 22.1 14.6 6.5 11.5 18.2 20.4
. (6.30 (6.4) (3.9) (6.8) (3.7) (5.2) ( 4.2) ( 6.0) ( 6.1)
¢ Number of respondents 69 79 134 76 191 42 111 80 93
* 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.
O
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Table 14A:

Programming Characteristics Tots

Of students in schools with 12th
grade, psrcentage in schools
that usually or always:*
Focused IEPs for seninrs on
the period after seco.dary

school 7.1
{1.9)
Had staff who worked with adult
service agencies or post-
secondary schools to prepare for
specia) education students’
{ransitions 5.6
{1.7)
Number of respondents 74
Of students in schools with 12th
grade, percentage in schools that
had a special program designed
to help the transition of special
education students*® (lg.;)
Numbar of respondents 368

Average number of years school
transitfon programs operated 5.7

Number of respondents

A

;w*tx
Urban Subyrban Rura}
1.2 8.7 2.7
(4.1)(338)(21)

8.2 1.4
(36)(36)(15)
138 122 113
4.8 21.3 9.8
(4.7) (5.4) (3.9
133 120 113

8.2 5.0
(1.5) {1.2)
2 25

e o

__Gwnder

Male Femle
[ 4

8. 9
(2.7) ( 2.6)

65 4.4
( 2.4) { 2.4)

2 18
154 14,6
(3.6) (4.3)

ZI N U

5.8
( 13) ( 12)

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

Source:

83

2 tRe T

\ . R LR . ; B .
TRANSITION PLANNING IN SECONDARY SCHOOLS ATTENOED BY STUDENTS WITH SPEECH-INPAIRNENTS

~

—Age in 1967

v N l"..“’
St T e

SchooVStates »

19 or

15-16 17-18 older

4 68 7.1
{3.3) (3.0} (3.3)

3.3 6.9
(31)(22)(33)
m 13
16.1 16.3 10.
(47)(46)(39)
109 137 122
4.6

(14)(13)(20)

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

ne= 1)

6.1
(2.2)
229

18.0
222

Out 1 wear Outl-2

. 5.7

( 3.0) { 4.7}
3.8 2.8
(2.9) ( 3.4)
95 44
14.9 9.0
(5.4) (5.9)
M 48
13 ]




Table 145 TRANSITION PLAWING IN SECOMOARY SCHOOLS ATTEWDED BY STUGENTS VITH SPEECH INPAIRENTS
____Household Income of |

Under 12,000  $25,007
$12,000 $24,999 ‘and Over

vasmi racte-istics

Of students in schools with 12th
grade, percentage in schools
that usually or atways:*
Focused 1EPs for seniors on
the period aftar secondary
school 6.9 9.1 6.3
(4.3) (3.8) (3.0
Had staff who worked with aduit
service agencies or post-
secondary schools to prepare for
special education students’

transitions 8.5 1.7
(4.7) (4.4) (2.8)
Number of respondents 68 72 128

Of students in schools with 12th

grade, percentage in schools that

had a special program designed

to help the transition of special

education students* 5.3 17.3 8.6

{3.9) (6.4) (3.7)
Number of respondents 68 70 127

Average number of years school
transition programs operated ——- - .

Number of respondents 5 11 14

Ethnicity __Wead g Homeho'd's Eoucation
%o High School Nigh School -~ Beyend.-
Black Wite igpanic - Oigloms . © Divioms Migh sehuol
4 68 89 5.3 7.6 8.9
(4:2) ( 2.7) ( 6.5) (320 142 (43
84 63 11 3.5 9.2 8.1
( 4.9) ( 2.6) ( 2.3) (268) (&1 (42
71185 42 163 % Yy
M2 1.6 2.4 .8 1.7 1.3
('6.2) (3.5) (3.7) (300 (62 (5.5
69 184 39 101 a &
{ 1.6)
11 24 2 7 14 1s

* See Appenoix 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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59

Educational Placements

Percantage in:
Grades 7 or 8

Grades 9 or 10

Grades 11 or 12

Ungraded programs
Number of respondents

Percentage in:
Special schools for youth
with disabilities

Regular schools but in no
regular education classes

Regular education classes
for nonacademics* only

Regular education classes
for some academics*

AN regular education
classes

Number of respondents
Average percentage of class time
in regular education classes:

As a whole

In grades 7 or 8

In grades 3 or 10

In grades 11 or 12
In ungraded programs

Number of respondents

g
A

-~

.

.

-~

.

— s eme emm,
-
AN N

—

82

(:a-mtx

Urben Suburban Rural

14.3 23.4 16.0
(-4.6) (5.2) (4.6)

50.0 48.5 52.0
( 6.5) ( 6.1) ( 6.3)
3.0 28.1 29.4
( 8 2) (5.5) (5.7)

1.6 2.0 2.6
( 1.8} ( 1.7) (2.0)
131 136 1is

—
o 0o
—
-

L
g
8 wn po woe

—
~N

- N [ X

—

—

w —
N~ (.- w o N W

—

66.3 78.0 79.3
(50)(41)(44)

(9”
71.8 80.2 87.2
(70)(66)(54)
62.4 85.6 8.2
(79)(46)(47)

125 128 106

- Male Femle

17.9 21.8

(39(4”
54.4 404

(4.6)( 5:5)
25.4 .7

(4ﬂ(50

—
-~
-

A
N SO MW O
— L
— —

—

-—— @ gy
-
eSS 28 w5 no no

74.7 73.6
(3.2) (4.9
65.8 63.8
( 8.3) (13.6)
80.8 78.0
(4.3) (7.5)
728 8l.8
(5.2) (4.6)

226 183

- -— -—— ﬂm
".‘.‘.‘Omgm\l

. e N
NENON &L

74.0 77.6 66.5
(42)(39)(5&

(7ﬂ

82.8 77.7 ---

(4.7) (5.8)

-~ 819 7.4
(4.7) (5.2)

130 151 101

* Academic courses include English/language arts, mathematics, science, social science, and foreign language.

nonacademic .

source:

Studants’ school records.

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

2.8 9.9
( 3.7) ( 4.5)
55.8 3.0
17.6 61.0
{3.3) (2.4

3.0 0.2
(1.5) (0.6)

255 90

5.9 3.9
( 2.0) (2.8)
7.1 6.2
( 2.2) (3.5)
14.6 20.7
{ 3.0) (5.9)
4.3 54.3
(4.3) (2.3)
25.0 14.8
(3.7) (5.2)
261 100
73.5 7.6
(3.2) ( 5.5)
67.2 -

(7.4)
81.0 .-
(3.8)
1.3 8.3
( 6.1) (4.3)
244 82

Other courses are considered
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‘ Wider - 12,000+ 7§25, 000 lo mgh School um sehm w
Educational Placements $12,000'§24,990 and Gver ...sgls__t:_-nL . Diplgws _o_ms_,_m_amu
Percentage in: ’
Grades 7 or 8 .5 21.8 9.2 L 19.4 217 2.0 2.8 .8
(7.2) (6.8) (3.7) ( 7 4) (4.1) (8, 0) { 5.8) ( 8.5) ( 4.6
Grades 9 or 10 45.7 41.5 50.8 55.2 47.0 49.3 46.6 54.3 4.5
(8.1) (7.8) (6.3 (8. 5) { [ 2) (10.4) { 6.3) ( 7.8) {7.7)
Grades 11 or 12 246 193 3.9 17.8 -31.0 29.0 22.5 2.3 41.3
(7.0) (6.0) (6.2 (6.5 (4.8)(9.4) { 5.3) { 6.6) (7.6)
Ungraded programs 1.2 5.6 0.1 2.2 2.6 0.0 1.8 0.8 4.4
(1.8) (3.5} (60.5) (2.5) ( 1.8) ( 0.0) (1.7) ( 1.4) (3.2)
Number of respondents 73 .k} 126 71 194 47 119 -] 1
Percentage in:
Special schools for youth
with disabilities S.1 9.9 2.5 8.8 49 0.0 3.5 6.5 8.1
(3.5) (4.5) {:.9 { 4.6) ( 2.2) { 0.0) ( 2.3) ( 3.8) ( 4.2)
Regular schools but in no N
regular education classes 12.8 7.5 1.4 10.6 3.0 16.5 1.7 5.1 8.2
(53) (4.0) (1.8 (5.1} {1.7) { 7.8) ( 3.4) {3.4) ( 4.2)
Regular education classes
for nonacademics* only 1.0 16.5 12.7 19.1 12.2 8.1 20.3 19.0 8.1
(6.2) (5.6) {4.2) (6.5 (3.4)(89.2 ( 5.1) { 6.0) { 4.2) @
Regular education classes
for some academics*® 4.2 4.6 54.2 37.1 51.9 41.0 52.4 35.7 51.7 i
(7.8) (7.6) ’6.2) ( 7.3) ( 5.1) (10.1) ( 6.3) (74) (7.7)
A1l regular educstion
classes 19.0 188 203 24.4 28.1 14.5 16.2 33.7 3.8 e
(6.2) (5.9) (5.7 (7. l) ( 4.6) (7.2) ( 4.8) (7.3) ( 6.6)
Number of respondents n 84 132 49 122 94 94 g
Average percentage of class time B
in regular educetion classes: iR
As a whole 68.3 67.4 84.0 €9.5 80.7 §7.7 70.7 75.8 76.8 o
{6.2) (6.2) (3.5 {6.7) ( 3 3) (9.2) ( 4.6) (5.7) {5.8) ‘ b
In grades 7 or 8 72.3 63.3 .- - cem 75.0 - LD » %
{11 8) (12.6) ( 7 6) ( 8.9) .
In grades 9 or 10 724 77.3 83.8 73.6 85.1 67.2 72.5 82.4 83.3 i
(10.0) (8.3) (5.8) (9.7) (5.0) (11. 5) (7.4) {8.1) { 8.4) P&
In grades 11 or 12 63.1 69.3 85.7 67.1 81.1 657.9 66.2 76.2 81.1 2
(10.1) (11.3) { 3.9) (12.4) ( 4.2) (13.6) {7.2) { 8.3) {6.7) 5
In ungraded programs .-- --- - .- --- con - -~ - *‘é
Number of respondents 1 76 122 69 183 40 110 86 86 A

g
K

* Academic courses irciude Englist/language arts, mathematics, science, socia) science, and foreign language. Other courses are considered
nanacaderiic. 9 l




Course Taking
Average percentage of class time
spent in acsdemic* 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 education classes
Number of respondents
Percentage tak ing English/language
arts classes:
As a whole
In regular education classes
In special education classes
Number of respondents
Percentage tak ing mathematics
classes:
As a whole
In regular education classes
In special education classes

Number of respondents

B C~mwnity

Urban Suburbnn Rural

60.6 60.4 58.8

(2.4) (2.3) ( 2.7),
5.4

36.4 49.)
(42)(34)(38)
242 113 114
(38)(25)(23)
127 129

11.1 14.5 16.5
(16)(18)(%9)

(13)(12)(14)
5.9

(10)(16)(29)
127 129 106

94.1] 98.2 92.9
(3.1 (1.7) ( 3.4)
55.0 74.1 70.0
(6.5 (5.4)(6.1)
43.0 29.8 27.9
(6.5 (5.7) ( 6.0)

127 129 106

80.7 82.8 83.3
(5.2 (4.7) ( 5.0)
47.0 67.4 62.5
(6.6) ( 5.8) ( 6.5)
33.7 15.4 22.8
(6.2) (4.5 (5.6)

127 129 106

Gﬁdir -
Male Femsle
59.5 5,
(1.7) ( 2.6)
QoM.
( 2.7) { 3.
16.4 13,
(2.2) ( 2.8)
227 1
12.7 18.2
( ;.4) ( z.s)
{ g's) ( Y 3)
( L 1)-( 2. s)

227 155
97.7 89.5
(1.4) ( 3.6)
65.6 67.8
( 4.5) ( 5.5)
321 248
( 4.6) ( 5.0)

227 155
85.5 78.8
( 3.3) ( 4.8)
61.6 57.1
( 4.6) ( 5.8)
24.6 22.4
(4.1) ( 4.9)
227 155

él‘ 57.7 ‘539
(20) (2 (2.9
.0

(34)(35)(41)
154 13.7 18.9
(2.8) (2.6) (3.8)
130 154 101

16.2 13.1 15.5
(22)(19)(2.7)
9.2 8.2
(12)(;2)(1.4)
(2?)(16)(2.4)
101

94.0 94.9 94.3
(27)(26)(32)

(55)(54)(69)
32.9

9 29.3 40,1
(5.4)(5.3) (6.9)
130 154 101
91.2 80.0 63.5
(3.3) (4.7) (6.8)
67.2 58.7 39.4
(5.4) (5.7) ( 6.9)
4.9 2.9 2.
('5.0) (4.8) (6.0)
1320 154 101

*  Academic courses include English/language arts, mathematics, science. social science, and foreign language.

nonacademic.

Source: Students® school records.

Data are for the most recent year in school.

Other courses are considered
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Aversge: pcmtagc of class time
spent in academic® subjects:

As 2 vhole 59.4 €0.5 - 58:5 €0.6 - 50,2
: (3.3) (3.0 (2.3) (3.1){.1.9):
In regular education classes 403 4.4 "49.7. .. N0 4.8
(5.1) (49) (3.4) ~ (55) (.29)
In special education classes 18.2 19.1 - 88 20 F 1.6
(4.3) (4.1) (2.4) (4:7) (2.2
Number of respondents ) 76 123 70 " 184
Average percentage of class time
spent in nonacademic* subjects: : ‘
As 3 whole 15.4 13.9 187 12.0 13.9 19.4 13.6 ERY 18.6
(3.3) (3.2) (1.7) {2. 4) (1. 6) ( s 4) { 2.8) 2.3) { 3.0)
In regular education classes 9.5 6.6 12,6 9.7 " 9.5 1.6 n.s - 10.8
(1.8) (1.5 (1.4) { 2 l) { l l) ( 2 3) {1.3) {1.9) ( 1.6)
In special education classes 5.9 7.4 4.0 12.0 6.0 2.9 , 8.0 .
(3.1) (3.2) {1.2) ( l S) { l 3) (6. 6) { 2.5) {1.4) * (3.0) \
Number of respondents n 76 123 110 7 7
Percentage taking English/language
arts classes:
As @ who'le 91.2 954 952 96.2 96.5 82.6 94.3 95.2 92.5
(1.6) (3.4) (2.7) (3.3) ( 2 0) ( 8 5) (3.1) ( 3.4) { 4.2)
In regular education classes 5.9 56.1 80.1 59.3 §5.1 69.3 78.0
(8.0) (7.9) (5.1) (8. 5) ( 4 7) (l! l) ( 6.6) ( 7.4) { 6.6)
In special education classes 5.5 41.2 217 42.8 26.9 42.6 4.7 32.0 21.2
(7.8) (7.9) (5.3) (a 5) { 4 7) (ll l) ( 6.5) (7.5) ( 6.5)
Number of respondents n 1R 123 110 87 87
Percentage taking mathemat’. s .
classes:
As a whole 84.0 87.1 80.6 84.3 83.4 81.6 88.1 85.1 75.7
(6.C) (5.4) (5.1) (6.3) (4.0) (8.7) ( 4.3) (5.7) ( 6.8)
In regular education classes §57.6 56.5 69.4 52.6 66.0 55.6 61.1 53.9 65.4
(8.1) (7.9) (5.9 (8.6) (5.1) (11. 2) ( 6.4) (7.9) (7.5)
In special education classes 6.5 32.5 12.3 3.6 18.8 26.0 27.0 28.2 11.7
(7.2) (7.5 (4.2 (8.0) (4.2) (9.9 (5.9) (7.2) (5.1)
Number of respondents n 76 123 70 184 40 110 87 87

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

Source: Students® school records. Data are for the most recent year in school. C .--/
J
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Course Teki

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 specia) education classes
Number of respondents
Percentage taking nonsubject-
specific specia) education
classes**

Nuaber of respondents

*  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, general life skills curriculum courses, etc.

Source:

Students’ school records.

7.1

385

Comunity

Urban Subyrben Rural

70.5 76.0 68.4
(6.0) (5.3) (6.2)
“.Ss 6.5 64l
(6.5 (5.8) ( 8.1
6.1 9.2 53
(5.8) (3.8) (3.0
1277 129 106

78.3 84.6 61.8
((5.4) ( 4.5) ( 6.3)
50.2 72.5 56.6
( 6.6) { 5.5) ( 6.6)
29.1 12.1 11.6
('6.0) (4.0} {4.3)
121129 106
87.3 86.1 90.9
(4.4) (4.3) (3.9)
79.4 78.3 0.1
(5.3) (5.1) (5.3)
4.1 31.3 15.8

1
(56)(58)(49)
127 129 106

1n1 7.2 0.2
(41)(32)(06)
127 128

- mr__
Mele Fomale

76.8  63.0
( 4.0) ( 5.6)
63.2  50.1
(4.8) (5.8)
143 12,9

(3.3) (3.9
227 158

73.3 8.7
(4.2) ( 4.3)
57.5

16.2 19.3
( 3.5) ( 4.6)
221 155
87.4 90.8
(3.1) (3.4
79.4 77.4
(3.8) (4.9)
3.0 21.2
( 4.0) (5.2)
221 155
5.9 5.1
(2.2) ( 2.6)
221 158

Data are for the most recent year in school.

8.5 71.6  40.7
(48)(53)(89)
30.2
(55)(56)(85)
14.3 14.4 10.5
(4.0)(4*\(43)
13¢ 154

78.7 74.5 18.7
(4.7)(51)(56)
80.7 S8.5

60.3

(5.7) (5.7) (6.9)
18.5 143 21.6
(4.5) (4.1) (5.8)
130 154 101

95.1 85.8 763
(2.5) (4.1) (6.0
82.0 80.0 64.8
(4.4) (4.7) ( 8.7)

26.0 20.4 309
(5.1) (4.7) ( 6.5)
130 154 101

22 1.3 13
(1.7) (3.0) ( 4.4)
130 154 101

76.8
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Toble 168 COURSE-TAKING BY STUDENTS VITH SPEECH INPATRRENTS 1N THEIR m RECENT YEMR 1N w m (c-ichﬁa e T

Under 12,000- $25,000 o High School NHigh Scheel _ Deyond
Course Taking $12.000 §24,999 -and Over  Black White ippanic  _Ofoleme .'ﬁnn_ Hish Sohpol
Percentage teking science classes:
As ¢ whole Nne 184 148 12.3 185 2. 3.7 5.8 5.8
{7.4) (6.8) (5.9) (7. 7) (4.8) (9. l) { 5.8) (6.9) (6.8)
In regular education classes 2 688 W 4.6 5.1 R | 8. 8.8 4.7
(8.2) (2.7) (86.1) (8.8) (S 0) {11.2) {6.95) (2.9) (2.6)
In special education classes a.0 1.8 7.9 R 2 NS 15.8 18.2 10.8
(6.7) (5.8) (3.5 (2.2) ( 3.!) (1) (4.9) {5.9) (4.9)
Nusber of respondents n 78 123 70 18 40 110 L 1 8
Percentzge teking other academic*
classes:
As a whele 7.5 7195 1.8 5.1 799 .1 78.7 78.3 ¢
(7.0) (6.5) (5.3) (7.5)(4.3) (9.9 {5.6) ( 6.6) ( 6.0)
In regular educetion classes 549 S8.1 70.3 50.8 €7.3 48.3 9 60.3 S
(8.2) (27.9) (5.9) ( 8.6) ( 5.0) (11.2) (6.0) (7.8) (2.3)
in special edv~ation classes 23 2.4 8.6 5.2 13.0 253 .3 1.8
(6.8) (6.8) (3.6) (7.5) (3.6) (9.8) (5.4) (6.3 (5.4)
Nusber of respondents n 78 123 N 14 40 110 87 7
Percentage teking nonacademic*
classes:
As 2 whole 8.4 920 889 8.3 08.8 91.8 8.7 0.3 3.3
(5.6) (4.3) (4.0 (59)(3.2)(6.2) ( 4.5) ( 4.7) (3.9)
In regular educetion classes 766 724 855 76.5 2.9 ¢8.9 7.5 8.3 77.0
(6.9) (72.1) (4.95) (7.3} { 4.0) (10.4) (5.5) ( 6.0) (¢.7)
In special education classes 2.1 U5 29 19.6 24.8 3.2 2.2 21.2 37.8
(6.8) (2.6) (5.4) ( 6.8) ( 4.8) (10.8) (5.5) { 6.6) (2.7)
Number of respondents n 76 123 70 iM 40 11¢ 87 87
Percentage teking nonsubject-
specific special education
classes** 5.7 5.1 9.6 3.5 6.1 10.2 3.4 6.9 1.1
(3.8) (3.5 (3.9) (3.2) (2.5 (6.8) ( 2.4) ( 4.1) (5.0)
Number of respondents n 76 123 77 1M 40 110 8/ 87

*  Aademic courses include English/language arts, mathematics, science, social science, and “oreign language. Other courses are considered
nonacademic,

**  Nonsubject-specific specisl educstion courses could include study skills courses, geniral life skills curriculum courses, etc.
Source: Students’ school records. OData are for the most recent year in school.
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Vocational Education Courses

Percentage enrolled in:
Any vocational education

Occupat ionally-oriented
vocational education

Home economics-oriented
vocational education

Other vocationa! educat ion*
Number of respondents

Average hours per week in:
Any vocational education

Occupationally-oriented
vocational education

Home economics-oriented
vocational education

Other vocationa) education*
Number of respondents
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Urban Suburban
47.7 62.4
(5.4) (54
58 4.0
{ 5.3)(5.6) (
15.2 24.7
{ 4.8) ( 5.4) (
9.3 123
{(3.2) (3.7) (
127 129
3.0 38
{ 0.5) { 0.5) {
2.2 2.4
{ 0.4) { 0.4) {
0.6 0.9
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127 129
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Table 17A: VOCATIONAL - twwm PART!C!PAT!N ov snmns vm SPEEOI nrmmns
IN THEIR MOST RECENT. YEAR IN SECMY "SCHOGL -

o Age in 1987

19 or
15-16 17-18 older

4.1 64.7 569
(4.8) (4.9) (5.7)

31.5 518 &5
{ 4.5) (5.2) { 5.6)

19.2 5.0 22.3
{ 4.6) ( 5.1) ( 6.2)

6.6 11.7 14.1
(2.4) (3.3) (4.0

130 154 101
2.2 46 4.2
{0.3) (0.5) (0.8)
1.4 3.2 3.0
{0.3)(0.4)(0.6)
0.7 09 08
(0.2) (0.2) (0.3
03 06 0.7
(0.1) (9.2 (0.2)
130 154 101

~
s

In-School

54.5
(3.8

—
.

TN~ N N
~

~

.

-

——
NUOOS on ow
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Out 1year Outl-2
or less Yesrs
57.0 3.5
{6.7) (8.3)
4.9 25.9
{6.7) (7.4)
"32.6 15.3
(7.7) { 8.0)
9.8 13.6

( 4.0) { 5.8)
85 50

4.3 3.0
{0.7) { 0.8)
2.9 2.1

{ 0.6) { 0.8).
1.3 ~ 0.5
(0.3) {0.3)
0.4 0.8
(0.2 (0.3)
85 50

* Other vocational education includes training in prevocational 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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Table 178: VOCAI!M EMAT!N PARI’!C!PAT!N‘" SM‘V"” S'EECH nmmtm
IR MOST_RECENT: YERR: lﬁ SEWKW <o <

- ““jl ks W AR
_ Woinehold Tncome Ethmicity ~
Under - 12,000~ $25,000 ot No Higﬁ School Nlﬁ[}d\»l lcyu\d .-
Vocationa) Education Courses $12,000 24,990 -and-Over  Black White Mispanic  _Diploms . _Oiploms . Hioh School
Percentage enrolled in: '
Any vocational education 49.6 493 54.3 8.5 " 38.8 51.3 48.1 . 82.2
o (6.9) (6.4) (5.6) ( 6.5) ( 4.6) {s8. 9) (5.5) { 6.2) { 5.0)
Occupationally-oriented :
vocations] education 35.0 36.2 438 4a7.4 293 37.8 3.8 37.¢
(6.6) (6.1) (5.8) | 5.9) ( 4.6) ( 8.5) ( 5.3) ( 6.5) ( 6.4)
Home economics-oriented '
vocat fonal education 13.7  29.7 20.0 23.8 2.6 3.} 22.9 16.0 . .9
(5.9) (7.6) (5.2 (7.5)¢( 4.7) ( 4.0) ( 5.9) ( 5.9) 6.7)
Other vocational education* 11.8 9.6 9.0 9.3 9.8 6.3 11.3 8.1 10.1
(4.5) (3.8) (3.2 (3. a) (2.8)( 4.6) ( 3.5) { 3.6) ( 4.0)
Number of respondents n 76 123 184 . 110 7 87
Average hours per week in: .
Any vocational education 2.7 3.0 3.6 2.6 38 1.9 3.0 3.2 3.1
(0.6) (0.5 (0.5 { 0.5) ( 0.4) ( 0.7) ( 0.4) ( 0.6) ( 0.5)
Occupat ionally-oriented .
vocat fona1 educat ion 1.9 2.0 2.6 1.6 28 1.5 2.0 2.3 2.1
(0.5 (0.4) (0.5 (0.4) (0.4) {0.5) ( 0.4) ( 0.6) ( 0.5)
Home economics-oriented .
vocat fonal education 0.5 0.9 0.8 0.9 0.8 0.2 0.8 0.8 0.7
(0.2) (0.3 (0.2 (0.3) (0.2 (0.3) ( 0.2) ( 0.2) ( 0.2)
Other vocational education® 0.6 0.4 0.4 0.5 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.6
(0.3) (0.2) (0.2 (0.2) (0.1)(0.3) ( 0.2) ( 0.2) ( 0.2)
Number of respondents n 76 123 70 184 40 110 87 7

* Other vocational education includes training in prevocational 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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Table 17A:  VOCATIONAL Emﬂﬂ ?MT!CIP“ION !Y SW 'D'
IN THEIR -MOST RECENT YEAR IN SECMY m (Contlnud)

Co-mtg! m g! g 1&7 -
. 1S or
Vocational Education Courses Total Urban Suburb:n Rure) Male Female 15-16 17-18 older
Percentage in any vocational
educat {on courses in grades:
Tor8 .-- cee  mee e R e
9or 10 68.3 65.7 76.8 64.7 71.6 63.3 62.4 756 ---
{5.4) (9.9) (8.3)(9.5) (6.4) (9.7) (7.00(7.6)
1t or 12 72.6 69.5 82.1 @67.1 70.1  75.1 - 70.5 78.5
{ 5.0) (8.6) (7.7) (9.2) (7.0)(?2) (72.2) ( 6.5)
Ungraded programs --- === see eee R ses e e
Numbar of respondents 408 131 133 118 24} 164 142 160 106

Average hours per week in any
vocational aducation in grades:

Tor8 --- “-- e ees - eee e eee .-
9or 10 3.9 35 43 41 4.2 3.4 3.3 48  ---
(0.5) (0.8)(0.8)(0.8) (06)(08) f5.5) (0.8)
11 or 12 5.9 5.5 6.0 6.0 --- 58 6.1
( 0.6) (1.0) (1.0){1.1) ("‘)(05) (0.9) (0.8)
Ungradec¢ programs --- --- eI -—- R
Number of respondents 407 131 132 118 240 164 142 160 105
Percentage in occupationally-
oriented vocat fonal education
courses in grades:
7or .-- --- c-e eee .- -e- e eee  ees
9or 10 si.7 51.2 62.3 45.3 59.9 36.8 46.7 579 .-
(5.8} (10.4) ( 9.6) ( 9.9) (7.0) (9.7) (7.7) (0.3)
11 or 12 5°.6 53.4 ¢€5.2 60.8 60.4 58.2 ---  62.1 57.7
{55 (9.4) (9.6) (9.6} (7.5)(8.3) (2.7) (2.9)
Ungraded programs --- - —-- - .- .-- .- e eee
Number of respondents 405 129 132 118 240 162 140 160 105

Source: Paren! interviews and students’ school records. Data are for the students' most recent year in secondary school.




Source: Parent interviews and students’ school records.

Vocational tion Courses
Percentage in any vocational
educat fon courses in grades:
Tor8 --- --- ---
‘90r 10 70.6  68.1  66.1
(11.9) (11.4) -( 9.9)
11 or 12 67.5 65.1 80.0
(13.2) (14.3) (7.1)
Ungraded programs --- --- .-
Numbor of respondents 73 83 125
Average hours per week fii. any
vocational education in grades:
Tor8 oee .= --e
9 or 10 4.3 3.9 3.7
(1.2) (0.9) (0.8)
11 or 12 5.0 5.3 6.3
(1.4) (1.5 (0.9)
Ungraded programs .e- --- “e-
Number of respondents 73 83 124
Percentage in occupationally-
_ oriented vocational education
2 courses in grades:
- Jor8 -~ —-- .-
5
N 9 or 10 50.8 52.0 SA.1
(13.1) (12.2) (10.8)
11 or 12 51.0 48.5 63.0
(14.1) (15.0) ( 8.6)
Ungraded programs .- - ---
Number of respondents 72 83 123

Black White Hispanic

78.8 70.1° 41.9
(10: g) (8. o) (15.4)

2. '38.2
(14.0) ( 5 6) (17 l)

7 193 4

60.8 52.3 42.8
(12 6) { 87) (IS 7)

(lS S) { 7 3) (lS S)

70 192 46

166

No'High School High:Schoo1  Beyehd

73.9

66.2
(11.4)

118

§5.2
(10. 2)
56.7

(H 9)

118

<

50.6
(12.6)

(l2 1)

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

8.2
(12.7)
83.0
( 8.0)
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3.0
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8.0
(1.0)
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Table 17A: VOCATIONAL EDUCATION PARTICIPAYIN 5' srwms‘ Wlﬂl m?ﬁ I”AIMITS

IN THEIR MOST RECENT YEAR IN SECONDARY: SCHOOL - {Con
_Community _emder - Men 1087 -~
19 or Out 1 year Out:l -2
Vocationz? Education Courses Total Urban Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or lyss Years
Average hours per week in
occupat ionally-oriented
vocational education in graces:
7or8 .- N cme  wee R .- .- -
9 or 10 2.5 26 24 2.8 3.2 1.3 25 2.5 - 2.7 1.5 —-
( 0.4) {0.7) (0.5)(0.8) (0.5 (0.5 { 0.5) ( 6.6) ( 0.4) (1.1)
11 or 12 4.0 35 38 4S5 4.5 3.3 -—-- 42 37 4.3 4.1 3.
( 0.6) (1.0) (0.9) {1.0) (0.8) (0.7) (0.8) (0.9) { 9.9) ( 0.9) {1.1)
Ungraded programs .- s N N -— - ---
Number of resp ndents 398 127 130 117 236 159 139 159 100 250 87 53
Percentage in vocational
education courses in:
Regular education classes 50.6 45.6 50.7 57.4 §5.9 43.3 42.3 59.4 54.3 51.1 53,7 45.7
{ 3.7) { 6.6) ( 6.2) ( 6.6) (4.7) (5.9) (5.72) (5.7) (7.0) { 4.4) (7.9) {10.0)
Special education classes 12.3 16.7 12.0 6.8 13.1 10.8 10.2 10.5 23.1 11.3 13.7 18.6
{ 2.4) ( 4 9) ( 4.0) { 3.4) (3.2) ( 3.6) {3.5) (3.8) (5.9) (2.8) (5.4) (7.7)
> Nurber of respondents 385 129 106 227 155 130 154 101 i 85 50
Average hours per week in
vocational education courses in:*
Regular education classes 6.5 §.6 6.3 1.8 6.7 6.2 7.7 6.4 6.2 1.7 7.1
{ 0.4) (0.7) (0.7) (0.8) (0.6)(0.7) ( 0 6) (0.7) (0.8) ( 0.5) { 1.0) (1.4)
Special education classes 1.5 20 1.5 0.9 1.5 1.3 1.3 1.4 1.9 1.7
{ 0.3) ( 0.6) ( 0.5) { 0.4) {0.4) ( 0.4) { 0.4) (0.4) ( 0 7) 1035 (0.7) {0.7)
Number of respondents 282 95 94 7 - 166 114 7% 120 178 S H]
* Of those taking vocational education.
Source: Students’ school records. Data are for the students’ most recent year in secondary school.
Q .
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Table 178:
N TIEIR HOST RECENT YEMR |

Under 12,070~ °$25,000

Vocations Education Courses $12,000 $24, 0 and Over

Averase hours per week in

cupationally-oriented
vocational education in grades:
Tor8- =ee === ..,
9orl0 2.4 2.9 2.6
(0.9) (0.8 (0.7
11 or 12 3.2 3. 3.9
(1.2) (1.3) (0.9
Ungraded programs oee vee .e-
Mumber of reipondents A 81 121 .
Parcentage in vocational
education courses in:
Regular educstio. classes 47.3 4.7 S4.0
(8.2) (7.9) (6.4)
Special education classes 11.4 187 1.9
. (5.2) (6.2) (3.5
Nudber of respondents n 7 123
Average hours per week in
vocational education courses in:*
Reguler education classes 5.0 6.0 1.9
{ 0.8) (1.0) (0.8
Special education classes 1.6 1.9 1.0
(0.8) (0.6) (0.5
Number of respondents 74 1 9

* Of those taking vocational education.

Source: Students’ school records.

vwmom. EDUCATION Pﬂﬂﬂ'kﬂﬂ IY smms mn m :mm
MM

2.8 21
(0!)(00)(!.0)

1.8
(17)(00) (1.2)

6 188 48

Data arc for the students’ most recent year in s condary school.
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Teble 17A: VOCATIONAL EDUCATION PARTICIPATION 8Y STUOENTS VITH SPEECH INPAIRNENTS
IN THEIR NOST RECENT YEAR N SECONOARY SCHOOL (Concladed)’
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Data are for the students’ most recent year in secondary school.

Students’ school records.

Source:
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VOCATIONAL EDUCATION PARTICIPATION 8V STUDENTS WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS
IN-THEIR MOST RECENT YEAR IN SECONDARY SCHOOL (Concleded)

Diplomg _ _ Diploms  High School
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Custodial services

On-the-job/work experience
Number of respondents

Other

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

Students’ school records.

Source:
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Table 18A:

Services/Programs

Percentage in schools with:*
Chapter 1/Title !

Bilingual education

State compensatory programs

None of these

Number of respondents

Percentage in schools that
made avafilable to secondary
special educat fon students:

Life skills programs

Vocational assessment/
counseling

Vork adjustment training
Work exploration/experience
Specific job skills training

Job development/placement
services

Postemployment services
None of these
Number of respondents

SERVICES AND PROGRAMS AVAILABLE IN SCHOOLS ATTENDED B SECOMARY swoms \nm speecH xmmms g IRARE
' sgglRWn -

PSS TR AXT S N e,

Cormunity

Urban Suburban Rura)

45.6 22.1 536
(5.6) ( 4.6) (6.1)

.2 559 1.4
(5.4) (5.6) (3.2}
56.1 48.7 66.0
(5.6) (5.8) (5.8)
748 76.9 90.4

(4.9) (4.7) (3.6)
178 163 129

90.8 87.1 96.3
(3.5) (4.1) (2.4)
91.4 088.4 89.8
(3.4) (3.9)(3.8)
93.3 85.7 91.9
(3.0) (4.2) (3.5)
79.4 72.1 S54.1
(4.9) (5.4) (6.3)
78.7 S56.1 69.9
(5.0) (6.0) (5.8)
81.6 76.7 65.8
(4.7) (5.1) (6.0)
58.8 49.7 30.3

( 6 0) ( 6 0) ( 5 8)

(20)(18)(08)
148 138

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

Source:
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1516 17-18 older

37.8 39.8 46.8
(5.0 { 5.4) { 6.3)
36.7 48.2 35.4

.5
(4.4) (4.0) ( 4.6)

162 176 139
90.6 91.6 93.8
(3.3) (3.2) (3.1)
86.4 92.0 93.7
(3.9) (3.1) (3.1)
88.0 93.7 817
(3.7) (2.3) ( 4.2)
6.1 74.5 69.1
(5.6) (5.1) (6.0
70.0 67.9 60.3
(5.2) (5.4) (6.3
72.3 80.3 647
(5.1) (4.6) (6.2
42.0 50.2 41.6
(5.7) (5.8) (6.4)
28 09 1.0
(1.9) (1.1) (1.3)
132 154 122

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

In-School _or less

37.9
( 3.9)
40.7
( 3.9)
59.4
(3.9)
78.0
(3.3)

302

67.6

Out l year Out l -2
~JYoars
42.4 53.3
( 6.9) (9.7)
41.9 k]
( 6.9} {9.2)
49.0 53.8
(7.0 (9.7)
85.5 94.5
( 4.9) (4.4)
116 54
88.8 98.8
( 4.6) (2.4)
88.7 86.4
(4.7) ( 8.9)
93.8 86.6
( 3.6) ( 8.8)
67.2 4.4
( 8.9) ( 9.6)
67.3 41.8
( 6.9) (9.9)
68.4 59.2
( 6.9) (9.8)
47.0 34.9
(7.4) ( 9.5)
1.5 0.1
(1.8) (0.7)
100 0
114




. Mnﬂ!ﬂ:lm~ .
Under 12,000- $25,000 e T e
Survices/P $12,000 $24,990 gnd Qver  Black White Migpenic
Percentage in schools with:* " '
Chapter 1/Title 1 .1 4.7 353 38.8 3.4 4.2 3.1
{7.2) (6.7) (5.4) (7.1) ( 4.8) ( 0.5) (5.8
8ilingua) education 35.0 358 %87 + 38, .0 58.7 37.2
(7.2) (8.5) (5.8 (2.1) { 4.7).( 8.5) ( 5.9)
State compensatory progrems 69.4 568 0.5 2.5 60.2: 54.3 4
(2.00 (8.7) (5.7) (7.1) (4.7) (9.9 ( 5.8)
None of thess 76.9 69.7 835 85.5 2.0 80.5 80.9
{6.4) (6.2) (4.2) {6.9) (3.7) (1.8 { 4.7)
Number of respondents 86 106 157 100 233 57 142
Percentage in schools that
made available to secondary -
special educatfon stucents:
Life skills progrems 84,1 88,0 & 8.5 980.1 94.5 86.4 94.1 88.5
(3.8) (4.9) (4.4) {5.3) (3.1) (4.9) { 4.4) ( 3.8) ( 4.8)
Vocatfonal assessment/
counseling 80.5 845 945 85.5 92,3 83.1 86.6 a87.¢8 45.0
(4.8) (5.5 (2.8) {5.6) { 2.8) ( 8.0) { 4.4) { 5.0) { 3.3)
Work adjustment training 91.8 92.5 8.5 80.2 .0 87.2 88.5 $0.8 87.4
(4.5) (4.0) (4.8) (.4.8) { 3.8) ( 3.5) { 4.4) { 4.4) {5.0)
Work exploration/experience 63.3 67.8 71.9 60.1 71.7 76.6 63.1 69.4 79.0
(7.8) (2.2) (5.4 {2.8) (4.7) (9.0) { 6.3) { 7.0) {6.1)
Specific job skills trairing 77.8 61.5 62.7 65.4 70.3 75.2 65.5 76.2 87.0
(6.8) (72.2) (5.8) {2.6) { 4.7) (9.2) { 6.2) { 6.4) {7.0)
Job development/placement
services 80.8 M0 77.3 769 1.9 71.6 68.4 81.4 81.5
(6.4) (72.0) (5.1) (6.2) (4.4) (5. 6) { 6.0) { 6.0) {5.8)
Postemployment services §51.8 403 4.4 2 45 37.9 37.7 50.8 54.4
(8.1) (7.6) (6.1) {8.1) ( 5 2) (10. 3) {6.3) { 7.6) {2.5)
None of these 3.8 1.2 1.4 2.9 2.3 2.8 0.8 2.8
(3.1) (1.6) (1.4) {27)¢ l 3) { 3. 2) (2.1) {1.3) {2.4)
Number of respondents 74 82 138 bl 117 5 97

* Programs may be for nondisabled and/or special educetion students.
Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs. Oata are for the most recent year in school.
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Services/Programs

provided when needed:*
Speech/language therapy

Physical therapy
Occupational therapy

Hear ing-loss therapy
Psychotherapy/ccunseling
Medical services

Adapt ive physical education
Social work services

Special transportation

8

Human aides or tutors
Physical aids

None of these

Number of respondents

disabled students that had:**
Regular education classrooms

Part-time resource rooms

Pull-out/itinerant services
Self-containeu classrooms

A1l of these

Number of respondents

Table 18A:

Percentage in schools that usually

Percentage in scnools serving non-

Total
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Source: Jurvey of Secondary Special Education Programs.

Commun ity

DA

A
s
s

o
S T
AR Y

v

Gender

" X ezt
v, MERI A
ReS A G X

SERVICES AND PROGRAMS AVAILABLE IN SCHOOLS ATTENDED BY SECO“DARY STUBENTS
WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS (Concluded)

Age in 1987

Schocl Status

Urban Suburban Rural

99.3 95.6 100
(1.0) ( 2.5) ( 0.0)

"69.7 S2.5 86.6

(6.6) (7.1) (6.1)
57.5 3.0 79.0
(6.9) (6.7) ( 6.6)
60.2 70.1 75.4
(7.1) ( 6.6) ( 7. 9)

64.4 73.2
(62)(58)(5N
62.1 41.0 37.3
(6.5) (7.7)(7.4)
92.2 82.0 61.7
(3.4) (4.9)(72.7)
75.5 68.9 78.4
(5.7) (6.2) (5.5)
96.3 96.4 96.4
(2.4) ( 2.4) ( 2.6)
94.9 97.5 99.6
(2.8) ( 2.0) (0.9)
.5.6 51.7 49.6
(7. 1) (7.3) (8. 0)
0.0 1.1 0.0
(0.0) (1.3)(0.0)
107 83 57

97.0 100 97.6
( 2.1) ( 0.0) ( 2. o)
79.8 96.0 94.3
( 5.0) (2.5) (3.0)
97.6 92.1 96.6
(1.9) (3.4) (2. 3)
85.3 78.3 63.9
(4.4) (5.2) (6.2)
65.2 69.7 58.4
(5.9) (5.8) (6.3}
148 127 117

Male Female

98.7 97.6
(1.0) ( 1.8)
68.3 66.9
(5.2) (6.9)
67.9 64.2
(5.2) (6.4)
70.2  65.8
(5.2) (7.1)
75.5 73.8
( 4.2) { 5.6)
50.5 40.7
( 5.4) (7.0)
81.9 74.4
(3.9) (5.7)
78.6 68.5
(4.1) (5.8)
96.6 96.1
(1.8) ( 2.4)
97.3 97.9
(1.5) (1.8)
56.9 46.6
( 5 5) (7.0

1.0
( 0 0) (1.1)
166 99

98.4 97.9
(1.2) ( 1.7)
91.0 90.2
(2.7) (3.9
95.6 95.2
( 2.0) ( 2.5)
76.0 73.0
(4.1} (5.3)
65.4 62.1
( 4.5) ( 5.8)

237 156

19 or

15-16 17-18 older

98.8 96.8 100
(1.3) (2.1) ( 0.0)
72.4 629 63.7
( 6.1) (7.0) (8.0
63.2 61.8 72.2
( 6.4) ( 6.5) ( 7.0)
62.9 77.3 63.5
(7.0) (5.9) (8.3)
69.5 79.3 73.8
(5.7) (4.9) (6.0
46.0 50.5 40.5
(6.8) (6.8)(7.8)
9.1 19.7 71.7
(5.1) (5.4) (6.2)
72.1 76.8 76.1
(S. 6) (5.2) (6.3)
94.9 98.9 95.1
(2.7) (1.3) (3.0)
97.1 98.7 96.0
(2.0) (1.3) ( 2.7)
49.7 63.2 39.0
(6.8) (6.8) (7. 9)
0.8 6.0 0.0
(1. 0) (o. 0) ( 0.0)

75

98.1 98.2 98.6
(1.6) (1.5) ( 1.6)
88.7 93.2 90.7
(3.8) (2.9)(4.1)
94.5 95.3 98.1
(2.7) (2.5) (1.9)
76.8 75.5 67.1
(5.0) (5.0)(6.5)
62.8 68.0 58.8
(5.7) (5.4) (6.9
125 155 114

* Sce 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.

Data are for the most recent year in school.

In-School

Out 1 year
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Table 188: SERVICES AND moems AVAILABLE IN SCHOOLS- M’TE“O oY szmv SYIRITS ’
. TH -SPEECH THPAIRMENTS. (Cmcluhd)

——Household Income Ethnicity m_qf_&mm_nm_z__ .
Under 12,000-  $25,000 - - No High School Hidi ml ¥ l'w
Services/Programs $12,000 $24,999 and Over Black White Hispanic. Diplorse Diplioms
Percentage in schools that usually
provided when neaded:*
Speech/ language therapy 93.8 100 99.2 92.1 9.8 100 97.0 97.4 98.1
(4.0) (0.0) (1.1) ( 4.4) ( 0.7) ( 0.0) ( 2.3) {2.4) (1.5)
Physical therapy 70.7 715.7 @82.6 56.2 70.7 79.9 .5 78.2 85.1
(9.4) (8.4) (7.3) (10.3) ( 6.0) { 9.6) (7.3) $1.8) { 9.4)
Occupational therapy 63.9 66.6 65.0 48.8 69.2 N0 67.8 67.3 5.9
(9.4) (9.1) (7.0 ( 9.9) ( 5.8) (10 8) ( 2.5) ( 8.6) { 8.8)
Hear ing-loss therapy 63.0 64.2 72.8 61.7 74.9 63.1 69.8 72.6
(10.7) ( 9.2) ( 6.6) (10.4) { 5.5) (12 2) (8.2) ( 8.6) ( 8.3)
Psychotherapy/counseling 65.1 85.1 68.1 67.7 76.3 78.5 79.4 69.8 67.9
(8.5) (6.1) (6.2 (8. 2) (4.8) (9. 0) ( 5.8) ( 7.6) ( 7.6)
Medical services S1.3 45.9 #2.2 0.5 40.9 63.4 49.7 56.8 28.1
(9.6) (9.7) (7.4) ( 9.6) ( 6.2) (11.8) ( 8.2) {8.8) ( 8.5)
Adaptive physical education 82.5 77.6 715.7 74.4 15.8 92.4 75.0 81.6 80.5
(7.0) (7.4) (57} (7.8) (4.9)(6.2) ( 6.5) { 6.4) ( 6.5)
Social work services 78.8 82.9 64.2 1.8 72.5 93.8 88.8 70.2 60.0
(7.3) (6.4) ( 6.4) ( 8 0) (5.1) ( S 3) ( 4.7) ( 7.4) ( 7.9)
Special transportation 96.5 96.5 95.3 3.9 98.0 96.9 98.5 9.7
(3.3) (3.1) (2.9) { 4 2) { 1.6) ( S l) ( 2.5) { 2.0) ( 4.1)
Human aides or tutors 93.9 99.4 97.6 91.8 988 97.8 98.1 96.6 96.4
(4.2) (1.3) (2.0 (4.8) (1.2) (3.2 ( 1.9) { 2.9) ( 2.9)
Physical aids 61.0 S57.2 449 49.5 55.9 65.4 83.4 70.1 3.8
(10.0) ( 9.9) ( 7.4) (10 s) ( 6 2) (12.5) ( 8.3) (8.7) (9.1)
None of these 1.5 0.0 0.0 2.0 0.0 1.2 0.0 0.0
(2.0) (0.0) (0.0 (2. 3) ( 0 0) (0. 0) (1.5) ( 0.0) { 0.0)
Number of respondents 42 52 92 1 1 63
Percentage in schools serving nor.
disabled students that had:**
Regular education classrooms 9.9 98.2 98.6 95.4 99.1 98.2 98.4 98.2 97.3
(3.0) (2.2) (1.9 ( 3.6 (1.0) ( 2.8) (1.7) (2.1) ( 2.5)
Part-time resource rooms 83.9 89.9 93.8 76.8 93.6 94.4 92.2 80.5 93.6
(6.3) (4.9) {3.0) {7.2) (2.6j (4.8 ( 3.7) ( 6.3) (3.7)
Pull-out/{tinerant services 90.4 96.8 96.0 89.9 96.5 94.5 93.6 93.3 97.6
(5.0) (2.9) (2.4) (5.1) (2. 0) ( 4.8) ( 3.3) ( 4.0) { 2.3)
Se1f-contained classrooms 80.6 79.9 74.9 75.5 75.1 95.0 82.2 75.4 76.0
(6.7) (6.5 (5.4) (7.3) (4.6) ( 4.6) ( 5.2) ( 6.9) ( 6.4)
A1l of these 63.6 67.9 ©68.5 S1.7 66.6 89.4 72.9 54.5 69.0
(8.2) (7.6) ! 5.8) { 8.5) (5.0) (6.4) ( 6.1) ( 8.0) (7.0)
Number of respondents 71 78 137 76 192 48 115 87 99

* See Appendix for percentage of ycuth 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 studsnts.
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Yable 19A: VOCATIOMAL EQUCATION PROGRAMS PROVIDED 8Y SCHOOLS

—Commynity —Sender
19 or
Servies/Progrems Total  Urban Subyrben Rural  Maly Femele  15:16 }7-18 older  In-School
Percentage in schools with vocational
classes dasigned specifically
for students with disabilities 9.7 4.4 48,2 2.4 50.2 439 43.7 48.4 40.9 47.5 4
{ 3.6) { 6.1) (6.0) (8.3 (4.6) (5.7) (5.7)(5.8) (6.3 { 4.3)
Nuwber of respondenis 412 48 142 119 250 181 135 18§ 122 258
Percentage in schools that helped
students with disabilities in
regular vocational classes by:* :
Mk ing physical adsptations 41.6 383 4.0 42.0 4.8 4.0 49.6 35.2 34.0 4.9 26.8 37.1
(3.7) (6.4) (6.4) ( 6.4) (4.8) (5.9) (86.2)(5.7) (6.8 { 4.8) { 6.9) {9.8)
Increasing teacher contact 72.6 76.2 80.3 63.8 744 6.8 72,1 ©8.4 833 74.9 6).. 65.8
(3.4) (5.8) (5.1)(86.2) (4.3) (5.5) (5.5 (5.8) (5.2 { 4.0) { 2.3) {9.6)
Providing human aides 4.7 48 . "7 3.0 46.4 N5 .5 423 46.1 40.8 48.3 41.1
( 3.7) {6.6) (6.4} (86.1) (4.9) {57 (86.0)(5.9) (8.9 { 4.8) (7.8 ({9.9)
Simplifying instruction 62.6 549 67.4 637 65.8 57.8 8.8 56.6 59.2 63. 62.8 84.5
(3.7) {6.6) (6.1) { 6.2) (4.6) (6.0) (5.7)(59)(86.8) { 4.5) {7.5) (1.1}
Other accommodations 8.7 4.8 4.1 7.0 5 10, 9.5 9.6 4.4 8.5 10.2 8.8
(2.1) (2.8) (4.5 (3.3) (2.6) (3.7) (3.6) (3.5 (2.8 { 2.6) { 4.7) {5.7)
Number of respondents 365 129 121 114 22 1 115 146 104 22 (] 48
©®
@ Average percentage of vocational .
course time spent in:
Classroom instruction 62.9 §9.7 60.6 66.8 64.6 60.5 61.4 63.8 65.3 61.8 64.3 713.7
{ 2.2) (3.7) ( 4.1) ( 3.5) (2.7) (3.7) (3.4)(3.7)(3.8) ( 2.6) ( 4.9) ( 5.6)
Work experience at schoo!l 10.7 11.3 11.0 10.0 9.7 12.0 11.8 107 7.4 11.4 9.9 3.0
(1.2) (2.1) (2.2)(1.7) (1.3) (2.2) 1.9) £1.9) (1.7) (1.4) ( 2.5) { 1.5)
Community-based experience 16.3 203 17.9 12.4 14.9 18.3 15.8 16.8 16.4 17.0 15.3 9.9
{ 1.5) (2.9) (2.7)(2.3) (1.8) (2.8) (23)(2.7)(2.68) (1.9) ( 3.4) (3.1)
Number of respondents 353 12 111 13 ril 138 117 19 107 225 82 1

Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs. Data are for the most recent year in school.
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* Ses Appendix for percentage of youth in schools that served ncndisabled students and placed disabled youth in regular vocational education classes.
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Table 198: VOCATIONAL EDUCATION PROGRARS PROVIOED SY SCHDOLS 7O SCCONARY - STUDENTS VITH SPEECH TPATRNENTS -
— Yowehold Incom Ethmicity _teed of Household's Edvcation

Under 12,000~ $25,000 %o High School High School”  Beyond
rvices/P $12,000 $24,999 -and Over  Black Vhite Nispenic —Diploms _ _Diplome - i
Percentage in schools with vocational
classes designed specifically
for stucents with disabilities 46.4 §5.1 4.1 M1 6. 45.6 4.7 9.5
(8.0) (7. 7) ( .9) {7.9) (5.1) (10.4) (8.5) ( 7.0) (7.4)
Number of respondents n -84 198 ') 1 9 9

Percentage in schools that hei.aod
students with disabilities in
regular vocational classes by:*

Making physical adaptations 40.3 408 M3 3.7 M43 4.6 4.0 45.6 32.3
(8.5) (8.2) (6.1) ( 8.5) ( 5.4) (11.1) ( 6.9) (8.3) (7.3)

Increasing teacher contact 713.6 69.3 723 81.6 75.6 417 1.0 78.3 5.7
(2.6) (2.7) (S.6) {7.0) { 4.6) (11.2) ( 6.3) (6.8) ( 7.4)

Providing humen aides 8.3 B8 4 A7 8.5 N2 “u.5 32.0 45.9
(8.4) [8.1) (6.3 ( 8.1) ( 5.4) (10.8) ( 6.9) (2.7) (7.8)

Simplifying instruction 56.7 64.3. S7.6 69.7 61.8 4.4 59.3 65.2 $0.8
(8.6) (8.0) (6.2 ( 8.3) (5.3) (11.2) ( ¢.8) (7.9) 1.8)

Other accommodat ions 2.1 105 104 0 125 1.8 5.4 4.4 147
(2.5) (5.1) (3.9) (4. 6) ( 3 6) (3.0 (3.1) ( 3.4) { 5.5)

Number of respondents 66 70 125 43 104 81 89

(<24
-

Average percentage of vocational
course time spent in:

P

Classroom tnstruction 60.2 64.9 60.1 61.3 62.3 65.0 68.6 58.1 54.6
(5.00 (4.3) (3.9 (4.7) (3.2) (8 4) ( 3.9) ( 4.0) { 5.0)
Work experience at school 10.6 10.0 11.9 .6 10.9 5.8 8.3 13.2 10.9
(2.1) (2.4) (23) ( 2.5) (1.7) (2.5) (LN (2.6) (2.7) i
Comnun ity-based experience 16.7 16.6 17.0 15.6 15.0 22.2 14.5 15.4 23.7 &
(3.8) (3.2) (2.7) ( 2.8) (2.2) (5.4) ( 2.7) (2.7) ( 4.3) 3
Number of respondents 66 72 110 72 165 40 102 83 16 *

* See Appendix for percertage of youth in schools that served nondisab ed students and placed disabled youth in regular vocatior  education classes.

Source: Survey of Secondary Special £ducation Programs. Oata are for the most recent year in school.
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Table 20A: VOCATIONAL ASSESSMENT/COUNSELING PROVIOED BY SCHOOLS TO SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS

Service Characteristics

Perceitage in schools that
provided vocational assessment/
career counseling to secondary
special educatior students

Number of respondents
Of students in schools providing
vocational assessment/c unselirg,
percentage in schools that
provided it:
Routinely to all students

Routinely only to special
eduration students

Routinely only to those
with some disabilities

. Occasionally to special
education students

Rarely or never to special
education students

Number of respondents

Of students in schools providing
vocational assessment/counseling,
percentage in schools providing
it in:*

Grades 7 or 8

Grades 9 or 10

Grades 11 or 12

Ungraded classes

Number of respondents

Total

(2.2)

School Status

Community Gender Age in 1987
19 or
Urban Suburban Rural Male Femsle 15-16 17-18 older

91.4 88.4 89.5
{3.4) (3.9) (3.9
150 140 119
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12.2 229 3.3
(6.8) (8.4) (3.5
89.0 77.9 63.1
(4.6) (7.0)(7.9)
85.8 75.2 80.2
(4.7) (6.2) (6.1)
56.5 42.2 45.2
(10.5) (10.5) ( 9.9)

50 45 49
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15.0 7.0
(5.4) (4.9)
72.6 719.8
(5.2) (6.4)
80.3 79.8
( 4.3) (5.5)
52.2 39.8
(7.7) (9.8)

90 55

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

Source:

P
0O
o

Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs.

86.4 92.0 92.9
{3.9) (3.2) ( 3.4)
133 156 123

74.8 68.0 80.5
(5.4) (5.7)(5.4)

13.3 10.8 13.3
(4.2) (3.8) ( 4.6)

2.5 5.2 21
(1.9) (2.7) ( 1.3)
7.7 1.1 2.1
(3.3) (4.3)(1.9)
1.8 .0 2.1
(17) (1.7) (1.9)
113 137 110

12.1  11.7 1.2
(5.8)(6.2) (7.4)
713.7 15.7 19.7
(6.2) (6.6) (7.1)

80.9 77.5 83.8
(5.3) (5.7) (5.7)
52.0 42.8 43.0

(9.4) (9.7) (11.8)
50 55 40

Data are for the most recent year in school.

In-School
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Table 208: VOCATIONAL ASSESSMENT/COIX:SELING PROVIDED BY SCHOOLS TO SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS '

Housshold Income Ethnicity id' ti
Under 12,000~ $25,000 ¥o Nigh School High School
Service Characteristics $12,000 $24,999 end Over  Black White Hispanic Diploma Diploms _gh_m
Percentage in schools that
provided vocational assessment/
career counseling to secondary
special education students 90.0 84.5 94.5 8.9 923 8.1 86.6 87.0 95.0
(49) (57) (2.8) (5.8) (2.8) (7.9) { 4.6) {5.1) { 3.3)
Number of respondents 76 83 139 84 198 4 118 97 ]
of students ia schools providing
vocat fonal assessment/counseling,
percentage in schools that
provided it:
Routinely to all students 76.0 71.4 810 73.1 80.5 59.8 73.2 81.0 78.3
(7.4) (7.6) (5.0) (7.7) { 4.3) (1'.6) ( 6.2) ( 6.5) (6.4)
Routinely only to special
education students 11.9 14.6 1.2 15.0 8.1 16.2 11.3 11.4 8.6
(5.6) (6.0) (3.3) (6.2) ( 3.0) (8.7) { 4.4) { 5.3) { 4.4)
toutinely only to those )
with some dicabilities 3.5 .2 1.9 4.7 2.3 0.0 4.4 0.0 2.7
(3.2) {1.8) (1.7) (3.7) (1.7) ( 0.0) ( 2.9) { 0.0) (2.5)
Occasionaliy to special
education students 1.2 10.5 8.5 5.2 7.3 2.0 8.3 6.1 10.4
(4.5) (5.2) (3.5) ( 3.9) (2.9) (10.1) ( 3.9) ( 4.0) ( 4.8)
Rarely or never to special
education students 1.4 2.3 1.3 1.9 1.7 0.0 2.7 1.5 0.0
(2.1) (2.5 (1.5 (2.4) (1.4) (0.0) ( 2.3) ( 2.1) ( 0.0)
Number of respondents 67 68 126 12 174 29 102 82 88
Of students in schools providing i
vo.ational assussment/counseling, i.;:;
percentage in schools providing 3
it in:* o
Grades 7 or 8 3.8 15.5 12.2 16.5 7.4 16.8 9.2 1.5 =
(54) (9.4) (6.9) (11.0) ( 4.5) (10 2) ( 8.0) (7.5) ( 3.2) B
Grades 9 or 10 80.3 66.6 84.5 80.3 74.9 66.7 69.7 77.6 89.7 s
(8.2) (9.9) (5.8) ( 8.2) { 5.9) (13.2) (7.8) ( 8.2) (6.1)
Grades 11 or 12 83.2 80.8 82.7 78.4 84.2 74.0 74.3 82.2 88.. i
(7.2) (7.2) (5.5) ( 8.1) ( 4.5) (10. 5) ( 6.9) ( 6.8) ( 5.6) E:
Ungraded classes 49.5 44.8 50.8 54.1 52.9 27.8 44.0 42.8 48.6 ‘
(14.3) (13.5) (10.7) (15.1) ( 8.5) (15.8) (10.7) (13.5) (13.2)
Number of respondents 25 28 46 24 74 17 46 30 e N
2
* See Appendix for percentage of youth in schools that served each grade level. &
Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs. Data ar: for the most recent year in school. A
< 4y #h
125




ME-OLE Al Sl

L T T S At A

FEEP o

Table 20A: VOCATIONAL ASSESSMENT/COUNSELING PROVIDED BY SCHOOLS TO SECOND/RY ‘STUDENTS WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS {Concluded)

Service Characteristics Total
Of ~tudents ‘n schools providing
vocational assessment/counseling,
percentage in schools that:
Used formal assessment of
student interests/skills (82.0
3.0
Gave students information
about alternative careers (ag.s
.6
Recommended specific careers (72.1
3.5
Recommended specific tr.ining/
educa. fon (72.7
3.4

Informed students about colleges/
training programs for students

with disabilities 64.0
(3.7)
Number of respondents 36

Source:

20

Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs.

Community Gender __Age in 1987

19 or Out 1 year

Urban Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less
82.7 87.1 76.7 81.6 82.8 84.3 80.2 79.7 83.1 77.7
( 4.8) ( 4.3) (5.8) (3.8) (4.7) (4.5) (4.9)(5.6) ( 3.4) (6.7)
90.9 96.9 73.1 87.1 85.4 78.5 39.7 99.1 83.2 95.8
(3.7) ( 2.2) ( 6.1) { 3.3) ( 4.4) (5.1) 13.7) (1.3) ( 3.4) ( 3.2)
83.3 67.4 67.5 1.3 73.5 66.3 76.2 77.8 70.8 81.2
(4.7) (6.1) ( 6.4) ( 4.4) (5.5 ( 5.9) { 5.2) { 5.8) ( 4.2) (6.2)
81.8 78.5 60.2 1.7 74.4 60.6 81.5 84.6 3 80.3
(4.9) (53)(6.7) ( 4.4) (5.4 (s.1) (4.8) (5.1) :.2) ( 6.3)
69.3 67.0 357.1 63.7 64.6 54.0 69.4 77.9 $9.1 80.3
(5.9) (6.1) ( 6.8) (4.7) ( 6.0) {6.2)(5.7) ( 5.8) ( 4.5) ( 6.4)
139 123 103 22 142 113 140 113 229 90

Data are for the most recent yea- in school.
127
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Table 208: VOCATIONAL ASSESSMENT/COUNSELING PROVIDED BY SCHOOLS TO SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH SPEECH IMPATRMENTS (Concluded)

Househo 1d_Income Ethnicity Head of Hougsho1d's Educatfion
Under 12,000- $25,000 No High Schoot High School
Service Characteristics $12,000 $24,993 and Over 8lack White Hispanic Oiploms Diploms gg
0f students in schools providing
- vocational assessment/counseling,
Y, percentage in schools that:
T Used formal assessment of
student interests/skills 83.7 82.6 75.2 82.5 82.8 66.1 79.1 82.0 77.2
! (6.4) (6.6) {5.6) ( 6.6) ( 4.2) (11.0) ( 5.8) ( 6.4) ( 6.6)
N Gave students information
3 about alternative careers 82.8 79.9 90.0 92.5 84.8 62.6 80.9 86.1 87.9
(6.6) (7.0) (3.9) { 4.6) { €.0) (11.2) { 5.6) (5.7) {5.1)
Recommended specific careers 77.3 69.6 70.2 73.6 65.7 82.9 68.2 68.6 81.1
A (7.3) (8.0) (5.9) (7.7) ( 5.3) ({8.7) (6.7) (7.7) {6.2)
Recommended specific training/
education 70.2 70.2 75.9 79.0 64.1 85.2 67.3 67.2 7
- (8.0) (7.9) (5.5) (7.1) (5.3) (8.2 { 6.7) { 7.8) { 5.8)
§ Informed students about colleges/
training programs for students
with disabflities 53.9 52.7 70.8 60.0 62.9 41.4 49.0 61.9 n.s3
(8.7) (8.7) (5.8) ( 8.5) (5.3) (11.4) (7.2) ( 8.0) (7.1)
Number of respondents 68 69 128 72 179 39 104 81 9

88

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 PROVIOED BY SCHOOLS TO SECONDARY STUDENTS \llTﬂv SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS

Service Characteristics

Percentage in schools that provided
work agjustment training to
secondary special ed. students

Number of respondents
Of students in schools providing
work adjustment training,
percentage in schools that
provided it:
Routinely to all students

Poutinely only to special
elucat ion students

Rout inely only to those
with some disabilities

Occastonally to special
educat ion students

Rarely or never to special
educat fon students

Number of respondents

Of studen.s in schools providing
work adjustment training,
percentage in schools with
training in:*

Grades 7 or 8

Grades 9 or 10

Grades 11 or 12

Ungraded classes

Number of respondents

89.9
(2.2)
412

145

P SREP

Community Gender

Urban Suburban Rural Male Female
93.3 85.7 91.5 89.0 91.2
(3.1) (4.2) (3.5) (2.9) (3.3)

150 40 119 251 160
61.8 44.4 54.8 51.6 55.9
(6.2) (6.5 (6.7) (4.9} (6.0)
23.0 36.2 34.3 341 28.3
(5.3) (6.3) (6.4) (4.7) (5.4)
10.7 16.7 1.7 8.0 10.8
(3.9) (4.9) (1.7) (2.7) { 3.8)

4.5 2.7 9.2 6.3 5.0
{2.6) (2.1) (3.9 { 2.4) ( 2.6)

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0.0) ( 0.0) (0.0 (0.0) (0.0

139 120 104 20 143
16.0 14.4 25.6 23.2 13.7
(7.5 (7.1) (8.7) (6.3) (6.7)
76.3 67.5 85.8 79.3 75.9
(60)(80)(52) (4.5) (6.3)
84.6 80.7 86.5 83.0 85.3
(4.7) (5.5)(5.0) (3.9) (4.7)
61.9 46.2 41.7 48.9 47.4
(10.3) (10.6) ( 9.8) (7.8) (9.9)

50 45 49 89 56

* See Appendix for pe-centage of youth in schools that served each grade level.

Source:

)
S

Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs.

PR VR W

k’v .

Data are for the most recent year in school.

Age in 1987 School Status’
19 or Out 1 year
15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less.
88.0 93.7 8.9 89.5 93.0
(3.7) (2.8) (4.5) (2.7) (3.9)
133 156 123 257 101
5.9 53.7 56.9 54.1 48.7
(6.2) (6.0) (6.8) (4.7) (7.7)
35.9 26.¢0 33.7 30.2 38.3
(6.0} (5.3) (6.5) ( 4.3) (7.5)
7.0 125 7.3 9.1 8.6
(2.2) ( 4.0) { 3.6) (2.7} (4.3)
52 7.9 2.1 6.6 4.4
(2.8) { 3.3) ( 2.0) (2.3 (3.2)
0.0 0.0 ¢.0 0.0 0.0
( 0.0) (0.0) (0.0 (0.0) { 0.0)
113 144 107 227 91
7.5 4.7 0.0 22.1 14.9
{ 7.7) ( 6.9) { 0.0) (5.8) (9.0
75.1 81.0 79.2 77.5 81.2
(sx)(sn(ss) (4.5) (7.3)
82.1 87.7 19.3 84.5 85.6
(5.0) (4.2) (6.3) (3.5) (5.8)
48.9 47.4 48.9 46.7 57.5
( 9.4) (9.8) {11.8) (7.0) (12.7)
50 55 40 97 35
139

Out 1 -2
Years

88.6
(7.6)
50
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Table 218: WORK ADJUSTMENT TRAINING PROVIDED BY SCHOOLS TO SECOWDARY STUDENTS WITH SPEECH xmxﬁms

Househod Incoms
Under 12,000- $25,000
Service Characteristics $12,000 $24,999 and Over
Percentage in schools that ptuvided
work adjustment trairing to
seconday specia) ed. students 81.3 92,5 82§
(4.6) (4.2) (4.7)
Nusber of respondents 78 83 139
Of students in schools providing
work adjustment training,
parcentage in schools that
provided it:
Routinely to al) students $8.2 S7.6 S54.1
(8.4) (8.0) (6.6)
Routinely only to special
educat ion students 5.9 29.6 32.6
(7.5) (7.4) (86.2)
Routinely only to those
with some disabilities 5.8 6.2 1.8
(4.X) (3.9) (3.5)
Occasionally to specizl
educat fon students 10.2 6.5 5.4
(5.2) (4.0) (3.0
Rarely or never to special
educat fon students 0.0 0.0 0.0
(n0) (0.0) (0.0
Number of respondents 69 15 11§
Of students in schools providing
work adjustment training,
percentage in schools with
training in:*
Grades 7 or 8 10.9 343 12.9
(8.9) (11.9) ( 7.0)
Grades 9 or 10 80.2 84.1 68.2
(8.1) (72.2) (2.7)
Grades 11 or 12 85.6 88.5 80.4
{6.4) (5.7) (5.6)
Ungraded classes §5.7 49.9 51.1
(14.27 (13.8) (10.7)
Number of respondents 25 28 45

Ethnicity __Hecd of Household's Education
to High School High School  Bayond
Black ¥hite Hispenic ~ _ Ofploms _ _ Diploms  High School
8.5 06.0 97.2 86.5 8r.4
(5.0) (3.6) (3.5) ( 4.6) (4.5) (5.0
8¢ 198  4F 18 97
65.6 S1.1 5.3 58.5 59.2 51.9
(8.3) ( 5.6) (10.8) (7.0) (8.0) (8.1)
22.6 359 15.6 29.0 28.6 3.3
(7.3) (5.4) (7.9) (6.4) (7.4 (7.4)
6.3 8.7 8.4 6.4 4.3 8.3
(4.2) (3.2) (6.0) ( 3.5) (3.3) ( 4.5)
5.5 4.3 207 6.0 7.8 10.5
(4.0) (2.3) (8.8) ( 3.4) (4.4) (5.0)
0.0 6.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0.0) (0.0) (0.0) ( 0.0) { 0.0) ( 0.0)
2 169 45 102 8 8
25.7 23.0 9.9 12.9 30.8 14.8
(12.2) ( 7.1) (10.2) (7.2) (11.6) (9.3)
80.7 73.2 8.0 70.1 84.4 81.4
(7.9) (6.1) (8.1) ( 7.5) ( 7.0) (8.1)
80.0 83.3 89.0 76.8 8.1 90.6
(7.4) (4.4) (7.1) ( 6.3) (5.3) (5.0
64.4 548 27.8 45.8 60.4 4.2
(14.2) ( 8.6) (15.8) (10.8) (13.3) (13.2)
% M 1 46 30 32

* See Appendix for percentage of ynuth 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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Service Characteristics

Of students in schools

. T

Source:

providing work adjustment
training, percentage in
schools with training in:
Production skills

T e 21A: WORK ADJUSTMENT TRAINING PROVIDEO BY SCHOOLS TO SECM! STUDENTS WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS (Concluded)

__Age in 1967 School Status

Urban Suburban Rural
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Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs. Data are for the most recent year in school.
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Table 218: WORK ADJUSTHENT TRAINING PROVIOED BY SCHOOLS TO SECONOARY STUDENTS WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS (Concluded)

Househnld Income
Under 12,000- $25,000

Service Characteristics $12,000 $24,999 and Over
0f students in schools
providing work adjustment
training, percentage in
schools with yraining in:
Product fon skills 62.8 66.5 69.9
(8.3) (7.8) (6.2)
Relatfonships with coworkers/
supervisors 98.3 98.3 94.9
(2.2) {(2.1) (3.0
Attendance/punctuality 100 100 97.1
{0.0) (0.0) (2.3)
Appropriate dress/grooming 98.3 99.6 96.1
(2.2) (10} (2.6)
Job-related practices
(e.g., using sick leave) 69.7 75.7 70.8
(7.9 (7.0) (6.2)
Work skills (e.g., counting
change, completing forms) 8.1 92.2 91.3
(5.8) (4.4) (3.8)
Use of transportation 62.7 64.1 59.4
(e3) (7.9) (6.7)
Kumber of respondents 69 77 115

Source: Curvey of Secondary Special Education Programs.

Ethnicity

4E££LEEEQQL§E£EL__

Black White Hispanic

65.1 67.1 7.2
(8.1) (5.4) (9.8)
96.7 969 100
(3.1) (2.0) {0.0)
8.4 98.6 100
(2.1) (1.3) (0.0)
97.3 98.0 98.3
(2.8) y 1.6) ( 2.8)
17.3 67.2 90.9
(7.2) ( 5.4) ( 6.2)
85.8 89.1 9.3
(6.0) { ".6) { 2.8)
72.8 62.4 52.7
(7.6) ( 5.5} (10.8)
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* See Appendix for percentage of youth in schools that served each grade level.

Table 22A: WORK EXPLORATION OR WORK EXPERIENCE PROVIDED BY SCHOOLS TO SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS
hREA S
Comnunity Gender Age in 1987 School Status
19 or Out | year Outl -2
Service Characteristics Total Urban Suburban Rural Hale Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years
Percentage in schools that provided
work exploration/experience to
secondary spccial ed. students 67.3 79.4 72.1 53.9 67.1 67.4 61.1 74.5 68.5 67.6 66.6 64.4
( 3.4) (5.0) ( 5.4) (6.3) { 4.3) ( 5.5) (5.6) (5.1)(6.2) (4.1) {7.1) (10.7)
Number of respondents 412 150 140 119 251 160 133 156 123 257 101 S0
0f students in schools providing
work exploration/experience,
percentage in schools that
provided it:
Routinely to all students 57.7 58.0 57.3 58.4 58.2 57.3 58.9 55.1 61.2 51.6 51.6 58.9
( 4.3) (6.6) (7.1) (8.9) ( 5.6) (6.8) (7.3) (6.7) (7.1) (5.3) ( 8.7) (11.0)
Routinely only to special
education students 24.3 21.6 29.6 20.6 24.9 23.3 5.9 2,8 21.9 24.3 29.2 14.7
(3.7) ( 5.5) (6.5)(7.3) ( 4.9) (5.8) (6.5) (5.8)(6.1) ( 4.6) ( 8.0) (7.9)
Routinely only to those
with some disabilities 4.2 6.0 4.5 1.9 2.8 6.1 2.7 4.6 6.8 .4 2.5 5.8
(1.7) (3.2) (2.9) (2.4) (1.9) (3.3) (2.4) (2.8)(3.7) (2.2) { 2.8) (5.2)
Occasionally to special
education students 10.7 14.4 8.7 9.1 13.0 7.3 5.4 16.6 10.0 9.6 10 ° 20.6
) (2.7) (4.7) ( 4.0) ( 5.2) ( 3.8) ( 3.6) ( 3.4) (5.0 {4.4) ( 3.2) ( 5.4) (e.1)
w Rarely or never to special
education students 3.0 0.0 0.0 10.1 1.0 5.9 7.1 0.0 0.0 4.0 0.0 0.0
(1.5) (0.09) (0.0)(5.4) (1.1) ( 3.3) ( 3.8) (0.0) (0.0) (2.1) ( 0.0) ( 0.0)
Number of respondents 288 1:5 101 61 174 113 80 117 91 176 71 38
Of students in schoos providing
work exploration/experience,
percentage in scho Is with
work experience programs in:*
Grades 7 or 8 5.4 49 139 0.0 5.9 4.8 7.0 5.3 0.0 5.0 9.8 A
( 2.8) (4.5)(72)(00) (3.6) (4.2 (4.6) (4.4) (0.0) ( 3.0) (7.6)
Grades 9 or 10 41.5 4}.> 42.5 36.7 29.2 45.3 37.6 42.7 52.2 42.0 46.3 ---
( 5.4) ( 8.8) ( 9.4) ( 9 4) (6.6) (9.1) ( 8.0) ( 8.8) (10.5) ( 6.3) (11.0)
Grades 11 or 12 69.1 85.7 7R.3 49.1 69.5 68.3 59.0 76.7 .8 68.4 15.2 ---
( 3.9) (4.8) (6.1) (7.8) (£.9) { 6.4) (6.8) (5.7) { 6.3) (4.7) (7.6)
Ungraded classes 31.0 48.5 26.3 23.4 30.7 31.5 31.3 26.6 42.0 29.4 42.0 ---
(5.7) (10.5) ( 9. 7) ( 8.4) (7. 2) ( 9.4) (8.7) (8.8) (11. 6) (6.5) (12.8)
Number of respondents 143 51 49 54 5 53 96 K’} 11

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

ERIC 135 136
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Tabla 228: WORK EXPLORATION OR WORK EXPERIENCE PRCVIDED BY SCHOOLS YO SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH SPEECH INPAIRMENTS

Service Characteristics

Percentage in schools that provided

work exploration/experience to
secondary special ad. students

Number of respondents
Of students in schools providing
work exploratiun/experience,
percentage in schools that
provided {t:
Routinely to all students

Rout inely only to special
education students

Rout inely only to those
with some disabilities

Occasionally to special
education students

Rarely or never to special
education students

Number of respondents

Of ctudents in schools providing
work exploration/experience,
percentage in schools with
work experience programs in:*

Grades 7 or 8

Grades 9 or 10

Grades 11 or 12

Ungraded classes

Number of respondents

Househo1d Income

( 7.6)
76

£

—
o
—

-—
~N

—-\
DBoo No v bw
>

——
— —

——
—

Under 12,000~
£12,000 $24,399 and Cver

67.8
(1.4)
83

w
-

——
—

~N

-—
oo ww [- X O~
&~
—

-— -—
o0 W oH N
— —

-—
-~
.
W
—

6.0
{ 6.3)
45.1
(11.6)
62.2
(9.1)
37.2
(13.2)

28

$25,009

7.9
{ 5.5)
139

Ethnicity

Black Whi

59.7 71.7 76.6
(7.9)(4.7) (8.0
84 198 47

60.4 ©63.6 46.4
(10.2) ( 5.3) (12.2)

19.2 33.9
.3) ( 4.8) (11.6)

7.5 1.0 5.2
(7.7) (1.7) ( 7.8)
43.9 44.2 49.5
(11.9) ( 7.8) (17.1)

74.7 73.3 56.0
{ 8.9) { 5.4) (11.2)
32.5 36.1 11.1
(13.9) ( 8.3) (11.1)

25 13 17

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

Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs.

-4

137

te Hispanic

Head of Household‘s Ed-c2lion

No High School High School

Oiploma Oiplomy
63.1 £8.9
( 6.5) {7.0

118 97
50.5 64.5
( 8.2) ( 8.9)
25.8 24.2
(7.1) {7.9)

8.7 1.7
( 4.6) ( 2.4)

6.9 6.9
( 4.1) (4.7)

8.1 2.7
( 4.4) ( 3.0)

7 66

5.6 2.6
( 4.9) ( 4.3)
38.0 48.5
( 2.7) (11.2)
63.2 72.0
{ 7.5) (8.2)
33.8 23.5
(10.2) (11.5)

46 30

Data are for the most recent year in school.

Beyond
High School

7%.0
{6.2)
98
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9.0
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(12.0)
82.5
( 6.6)
33.5
(12.5)

32
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Table 23A: JOB SKILLS TRAINING PROVIDED 8Y SCHOOLS TO*SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH SPEECH INPAIRMENTS

Sarvice Characteristics

Percentage ir schools that provided
3ob skills training to secondary
special education students

Number of respondents
Of students in schools pro-
viding job skills training,
percentage in schools that
provided it:
2utinely to all students

Rout inely only to special
educa“*ion students

Routinely only to those
with some disabilities

Occasionally to special
education students

Rarely or never to special
educatior students

Number of rospondents

Of students in schools pro-
viding job skills training,
percentage in schools pro-
viding it in-*

Grades 9 ur 10

Graces 11 or 12

Ungraded classes

Number of respondents

Total

67.5
(3.4)
41

Community Gender Age in 1987 School Status
19 or Out ! year Outtl -2
Urban Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years
78.7 56.1 69.7 70.3 3.3 70.0 67.9 59.8 70.2 66.7 41.6
( 5.0) { 6.0) {5.8) {42) (57) (5.3)(5.4){6.6) { 4.0) {7.1) (11.0)
150 149 119 251 160 133 156 123 25 101 50
75.6 73.0 82.8 78.1 76.5 4.2 81.2 79.6 15.7 80.0 100
{6.3) (6.9)(6.0) ( 4.7) ( 6.3) {6.2) {5.7) {6.1) { 4.6) { 6.9) { 0.0)
10.4 18.3 13.1 12.0 17.1 17.8 3.5 14.7 14.7 15.0 0.0
{ 4.5) ( 6.0) {5.3) { 3.7) { 5.6) { 5.4) ( 4.0) ( 5.3) { 3.8) { 6.1) { 0.0)
3.2 0.9 0.0 1.0 1.1 1.2 1.1 0.0 .3 0.0 0.0
(2.6) {¢.0) (0.0) {1.1) (1.5) {1.6) (1.5) (0.0) {1.2) { 0.0) { 0.0)
10.8 8 4.1 8.9 5.2 6.8 9.2 5.7 8.2 5.0 0.0
(8.5) ( 4.4) ( 3.1) {3.2) (3.3) { 3.6) { 4.2) { 3.5) { 3.0) {3.7) { 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) { v.0) { c.0)
113 86 18 176 101 87 105 86 174 76 25
£5.6 49.4 55.8 §5.2 51.2 51.1 57.3 52.2 57.3 47.6 -
{8.6) (9.2) { 8.9) { 6.6) ( 8.6) { 8.0) ( 5.4) (10.0) { 6.0) {10.8)
80.5 74.8 70.8 5.5 173.2 72.2 715.7 19.9 75.5 75.1 ===
{5.4) {6.5) (6.5) ( 4.5) ( 6.2) { 6.0) (5.8)(6.1) { 4.3) {7.3)
39.3 33.2 59.2 47.5 45.0 55.9 39.5 33.2 50.3 39.8 “--
(10.3) (10.1) (9.7) (7.7) (9.9) (9.3) (9.5 (11.1) {7.0) (12.5)
51 45 49 90 56 50 56 40 98 35 11

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

Source:

23S

Survey of Secondary Special Fducation Programs. Data are for the most recent year in school.
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Table 238: JOB SKILLS TRAINING PROVIDEO BY SCHOOLS 1O SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS

Household Income Ethricity 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  Righ School
Percentage in schools that provided
job skills training to secondary
special education students 77.3  67.5 62.7 64.9 70.3 75.2 65.5 76.4 67.0
(3.9) (7.4) (5.0) {7.7) (4.8) (9.1) ( 6.4) ( 6.4) (7.1)
Number of respondents 76 83 139 8 193 47 11 97 98
Of studer’s 1 schools pro-
viding job skills training,
percentage in schools that
provided it:
Rout inely to all students 75.8 75.8 72.3 71.2 83.2 53.9 81.7 71.4 69.8
(8.1) (8.3) (6.6) ( 9.0) ( 4.6) (13.8) ( 6.3) ( 8.1) ( 8.5)
Rout inely only to special
educat ion students 12.¢C 21.9 11.2 12.6 6.6 44.6 15.2 14.4 14.6
(6.1) (8.¢) (4.6) ( 6.6) (3.1) (13.7) ( 5.9) ( 6.97 ( 6.6)
Rout inely only to those
with some disabilities 2.0 0.0 0.0 5.2 0.0 0.0 S
(2.7y (0.0) (0.0) (4.4) (0.0) (0.0) ( 2.2) { 0.0) ( 0.0)
Occasionally to special
education students 10.2 2.3 16.5 11.0 10.2 1.5 1.1 14.1 15.7
(5.7) (2.9) (5.5) (6.2) (3.7) (3.3) (1.7} { 6.3) ( 6.8)
Rarely or never to special
education students 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.0 0 0.0 0.0
(0.0) (0.0) (0.0) ( 0.0) (0.0) (0.0) (v.0) ( 0.0) (0.0)
Number of respondents 58 55 9 59 143 30 ] 74 66
Of students in schools pro-
viding job skills training,
percentage in schocls pro-
viding it in:*
Grades 9 or 10 54.4 55.3 56.4 67.6 62.9 33.1 52.9 63.4 52.4
(11.9) (11.8) ( 8.8) 111.0) ( 7.4) (13.7) {9.2) (10.7) {11.4)
Grades 11 or 12 75.1 78.2 76.8 79.6 79.9 53.3 70.5 79.4 75.5
(8.1) (7.9) (6.1) (7.9) (4.8) (11.7) (7.0) (7.0) (7.6)
Ungr Jed classes 64.5 63.3 31.3 57.1 49.8 6535 51.1 59.7 43.4
(13.7) (13.1) ( 9.9) (14.7) ( &.6) (16.7) (10.8) (13.4) (13.1)
Number of respondents 25 28 45 25 74 17 46 30 32

* See Appendix for perceniage of youth in schools that servod each grade level.

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

Ly




Pl
5
o
*
’
-
S
-

L6

ol AN e

Table 24A: J08 DEVELOPMENT AND PLACEMENT SERVICES PROVIOEO 8Y SCHOOLS TO SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS

Service Characteristics

Percentage in schools thut provided
Job development/placement services
to secondary special ed. students

Number of respcndents
Of students in schools provid-
ing job development/placement
services, percentage in schools
that provided it:
Rout inely to al) students

Rout inely oniy to special
educat fon students

Routinely only to those
with some disabilities

Occasionally to specia)
education students

Rarely or never to special
education students

Number of respondents

Of 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 respundents

Tote

73.8
(3.2)
a1

“ommunity Gender

Urban Suburban Rural Male Female
81.6 76.7 65.5 713.2 4.7
(4.7) (5.1) 7 6.1) (4.1) (5.1)
150 140 ‘18 251 159
§9.8 57.1 60.7 61.0 56.4
( 6.5) (6.9)(8.0) ( 5.4) (6.5)
22.4 343 17.0 23.0 27.6
(5.5)(6.6) (6.1) (4.7) (5.8)
3.0 2.3 23 34 13
(2.3) (2.1} ( 2.5) (2.0) (1.5)
12.8 6.3 18.8 1.9 13.3
(4.4) (3.4) (6.4) (3.6) (4.4)
2.0 0.0 1.2 0.7 1.5
(1.9) (0.0)(1.8) (0.9) (1.6)
125 106 10 179 122
65.2 S52.2 39.6 52.0 49.8
(7.3) (8.5 (5.8) (6.2) (8.0)
81.7 176.6 46.1 65.3 68.4
(5.3)(5.8) (7.8 (5.1) (6.2)
86.7 82.6 9.6 18.7 19.2
(44)(5’.',(68) (4.2) (5.3)
4.5 23.5 26.2 28.8
(10. 4) { 9 l) (8. l) (6.8) (9.1)
48 90 55

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

Source:

241

Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs.

Data are for the most recent year in school.

Age in 1987 School Status
18 or Qut 1 yeor OQutl -2
15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years
72.3 80.3 64.1 76.5 67.8 58.2
{ 5.2) (4.6)(6.4) (3.7) (7.0 (11.0)
132 156 123 256 101 S0
52.3 63.4 67.9 59.2 53.6 70.8
(6.9)(6.4) (7.0 (5.0) ( 8.6) (10.8)
27.5 23.6 20.8 4.4 35.2 6.4
( 6.1) ( 5.6) ( 6.2) ( 4.4) ( 8.2) (5.8
4.7 0.7 0.8 3.1 0.8 0.0
(2.9) (1.1) (1.3) (1.8) (1.5) ( 0.0}
13.7 12.3 9.1 12.0 10.4 22.8
( 4.7) ( 4.3) ( 4.3) ( 3.3) ( 5.3) (10.0)
1.8 0.0 1.4 1.3 0.0 0.0
(1.8) (0.0)(1.7) (1.2) ( 0.0) ( 0.0)
93 123 86 193 72 33
45.1 59.1 49.0 51.1 56.0 ---
( 7.7) ( 7.5) {9.3) ( 5.8) (9.7)
56.7 17.1 11.6 66.1 72.4 -—-
( 6.8) \ 5.5) ( 6.9) ( 4.8) ( 7.6)
72.9 85.9 80.0 80.0 79.4 -
( 5.7) (4.4) {6.1) ( 3.8) ( 5.8)
22.8 24.2 51.6 24.8 35.0 -
( 7.9) (8.3) (11.8) ( 6.1) (12.2)
49 56 40 97 35 11
142




Table 248: JOB DEVELOPMENT AND PLACEMENT “"IVICES PROVIDED BY SCHOOLS TO SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS

Ho s ~ome Ethnicity Head of Household's Education
Under 12,000- $25,000 No High School High School
Service Characteristice $12,000 $24,999 and Over Black White Hispanic Diplome Diplome gg
Percentage in schocls that provided
Job development/placement services
to secondary special ed. students 80.4 700 773 76.3 76.9 71.6 68.4 80.8 81.5
{ 6. .)) (7. 2) { s 2) (6.9) ( 4.4) (9.5) { 6.3) { 6.0) (5.9)
Number of respondents M 19 4 118 98 9
Of students in schools provid-
ing job development/placement
services, percentage in schools
that provided {t:
Routinely to all students 58.3 54.3 63.0 47.5 70.5 41.2 §7.0 63.3 §1.5
(9.2) (9.3) (6.7) {9.2) (5.5) (12.4) (7.8 (8.5) (5.3)
Rout inely only to special
education students 24.5 319 21.6 35.8 14.9 40.8 26.3 20.0 .9
(8.0) (8.7) (5.7 (8.9) (4.3) (12.4) (7.0 (1.1) (2.0
Rout inely only to those
with some disabilities 7.1 0.0 2.7 §s.2 22 3.2 5.5 3.7 0.0
{4.8) (0.0) (2.2) (4.1) (1.8) ( 4.5) ( 5.6) { 3.3) {0.0)
Occasionally co special
education students 9.2 13.8 9.4 8.5 11.6 14.8 11.3 11.5 9.8
(5.4) (6.4) (4.1) (5.1) (3.9) (9.6 ( 5.0) ( 5.6) ( 5.0)
Rarely or never to special
education students 0.8 0.0 3.3 2.9 0.8 0.0 0.0 1.6 2.7
{1.6) (o0.v) (2.5) (3.1) (1.1) (0.0 {0.0) (2.2) (2.7)
Number of respondents 60 LY} 103 66 143 35 83 71 76
Of students in schools provid-
ing job development/placement
services, percentage in schools
providing it in:*
Grade 14 56.1 4.7 53.0 47.0 48.7 634 4.1 §5.6 §9.0
(11.9) (10.6) ( 8.7) 111.8) ( 7.2) (13.0) { 8.9) (10.4) (11.1)
Grade 11 70.7 60.9 7.1 72.0° 69.2 $3.7 59.0 70.1 79.0
(8.7) (9.2) (86.1) ( 8.8) (5.6) (11.6) ( 7.6) ( 8.5) (7.1)
Grade 12 83.0 72.1  88.4 85.1 85.5 55.3 72.2 87.7 85.4
(8.5 (8.i) (4.3) ( 6.3) ( 4.1) {11.4) ( 6.6) ( 5.6) ( 6.0)
Ungraded classes 17.6 17.5 48.5 38.4 283 5.9 24.9 27.2 25.4
(10.9) (10.3) (10.8) {14.4) ( 7.8) ( 8.3) {9.3) (12.3) (12.1)
Number of respondents 25 28 45 25 13 17 46 29 32
* See Appendix for percentage of youth in schools that served each grade level.
Source: Sur'ey °f Secondary Special Education Programs. Data are for the most recent year in school.
343




FERNI st o3

Srerag -

66

Table 24A: JOB DEVELOPMENT ANO PLACEMENT SERVICES PROVIDED BY SCHOOLS TO SECONDARY STUDENTS

Service Characteristics Total
Of studsnts in schools providing
job development/placement services,
percentage in schools that typically:
Referred students to potential
employers 82.2
(3.3)
Transported students to/from
interviews 55.7
{ 4.3)
Trained in interviewing skills (8!2).4)
.6
Reviewed interview experiences 74.0)
(3.8
Helped prepare resumes 67.6
{ 4.0)
Worked with employers on job
modif ications 54.4
{4.3)
Number of respondents 297
of students in schools providing
job development/placement services,
average number of special education
students who:
Received job placement services ( 22(75)
Were placed in jobs 15
{ 1.6)
Number of respondents 288
Of 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 57,)
Number of respondents - 276

Source:

"D
[T

WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS (Cont:'lu&d)

Survey of Secondary Special £cucation Programs.

Data are for the most recent year in school.

iaAx

Community Gender _Age §n 1987 School Status

. 19 or Out 1 year Outl -2

Urban Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years
80.9 70.7 83.5 80.3 80.5 82.4 87.1 82.2 82.8 78.5
( 2 7) ( 5.5) (17.6) (4.1) (5.4) (5.5) (5.0) (5.5) ( 3.8) (6.9) (11.5)
70.8 56.4 40.7 57.5 53.0 51.1 56.5 68.i 52.0 75.6 55.0
(6.2) (6.9) (8.2) (5.4) (6.8) (6.9)(€.5)(1.7) (5.0) {7.9) (13.9)
94.0 684.8 89.8 89.1 89.6 86.8 89.1 98.1 88.7 91.2 100
(3.2) (5.0) (5.1) (3.4) (4.2) (4.7) (4.1) (2.3) (3.2) (5.2) ( 0.0)
84.0 72.4 66.3 75.4 133 68.0 78.7 79.8 15.4 73.8 63.0
(5.0 (6.2) {17.9) (4.8) (6.1) (5.4) (5.3)(6.6) ( 4.3) (8.1) (13.5)
64.9 69.7 67.8 66.9 68.6 68.1 67.7 65.8 70.2 64.0 51.5
(6.5 (6.4) (7.8) (5.2) (6.4) (6.4) (6.1) (7.8) ( 4.6) ( 8.8) (14.0)
66.9 52.3 44.8 56.3 51.4 548 52.8 57.5 §3.9 65.4 29.6
{6.4) (7.0) (8.3) (5.4) (6.8) (6.9) (6.5 (8.2) ( 5.0) (8.7) (12.8)
122 15 69 178 118 92 14 81 133 68 32
32 30 17 26 26 25 28 23 27 25 20
{ 3.6) ( 6.2) (2.5) (3.1) (4.9) (4.5 (4.3)¢4.3) {3.1) (7.2) (5.5)
10 15 16 13 18 15 16 13 . 14
(23)(33)(19) (1.5)(3.2) (1.8) (3.2) (2.2) (1.9) (2.7) ( 3.4)
119 98 172 115 89 113 82 183 67 33
64.9 78.1 62.3 70.0 66.3 61.9 72.9 78.0 66.0 . 74.5 85.6
{ 4.0) ( 4.1) { 5.3) {3.2) (4.6) { 4.5) (3.9){4.1) {3.2) {5.2) (5.2)
112 95 68 165 110 8 110 77 177 62 KX]
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Table 24B: J0B DEVELOPMENT AND PLACEMENT SERVICES PRGVIDED BY SCHOOLS TO SECONDARY STUDENTS
WITH SPZECH INPAIRMENTS (Conc luded)

Household Income _Ethnicity tead of Household's Education
Under 12,000- $25,000 ¥a tiigh School High School  Beyond
Service Characteristics $12,000 $24,999 and Over Black White Hispanic Diploas Diploms  High School
Of students in schools providing .
Job development/placement servicee,
percent2ge in schools that typically:
Referred students to potential
employers 82.9 8i.1 §0.2 84.0 73.2 90.8 82.6 81.1 8.3
17.0) (7.7) (5.8) (6.8) (5.5) (2.8) ( 6.2} ( 6.9) ( 6.5)
Trans; -ted students to/from
interviows 54.5 49.9 6.7 57.3 46.6 77.5 51.5 51.8 62.7
. (9.2) (9.8) (12.2) {9.2) { 6.2) (10.4} (8.2} ( 8.2) ( 8.4)
& Trained in interviewing skills 93.0 91.8 89.8 8. 92.2 96.0 8s.¢ 92.9 94.5
v (4.7) (5.4) (4.4) (6.9) {3.3) ( 4.9) ( 5.5) ( 4.5) ( 3.9)
3 Reviewed interview cxperierces 8.7 713.4 7717 82.5 65.3 97.8 n.;/ 78.3 82.3
e (7.6) (8.7) (6.0 (7.1) (5.9) ( 3. 7) (7.4) (7.3) { 6.6)
A Hielped prepare resumes 70.9 70.0 67.2 58.2 76.7 58.0 74.3 61.9 70.6
. (8.4) (9.0) (6.8) (9.2) (5.3) (12.3) (7.2) { 8.6) {7.9)
Worked with employers on job
modif icat tons 59.4 S0.2 58.4 65.1 54.6 36.4 48.9 67.7 53.4
(3.1) (9.8) (7.1) (8.9) (6.2) (12.0) (8.2) { 8.3) ( 8.6)
— Number of respondents 60 54 101 63 142 34 79 1 75
8 Of students in Lchools providing
job devei_pment/placement services,
average num_er of special education
students who:
Received job placement services 23 33 21 3t 29 24 24
(56) (56) (48) (77)(31,(47) (5.6) { 4.6) (5.0)
Vere placed in jobs 18 13 21 17 14 16
(48) (31) (20) (56)(16)(30) (4.3) (2.1) (2.5)
Number of respcndents 57 34 78 67 13
Of students in schools providing
Job development/placemert services,
average percentage of special ed.
students receiving job placement
services who were placed in a job 61.2 70.8 747 60.1 69.] 75! 61.7 66.0 30.8
(6.1) (5.9) (4.2) {5.4) (3.9) (8. 5) {5.9) { 1.8) ( 4.5)
. Number of re.pondents SS 53 93 £6 132 k7 | 74 67 70

Source: Survey of Secondary Speciai Education Programs. Data are for tne mest revent year in school.
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Table 25A: POSTEMPLOYMENT SERVICES PROVIDED BY SCHOOLS TO SECOMDARY STUDENTS WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS

Service Characteristics

Percentage in schools that provided
postemployment services to
secondary special ed. students

Number of respondents

Of the students in schools pro-
viding postecmployment services,
percentage in schools providing
it in:*

Grade 10

Grade 11
Grade 12
Ung-aded classes
Number of respondents

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

Contacted only employers after
employment

Contocted both students and
employers after employment

Number of respondents

Of the students in schools pro-

viding postem:loyment serices,

average number of months contact
was maintained with student/

employer after employment
Number of respondents

4.9
(3.6)
410

9.6
(1.2)
123

Community

Urban Suburban Rural

58.8 49.7 30.2
(6.1) ( 6.1) (5.8)

148 140 119
36.8 34.8 12.6

(9.3) (8.6) {6.7)
63.3 51.1 13.2
(8.2) (8.3) (6.8)
77.0 64.5 30.4
(66)(75)(36)
6.2 11.8 2.1
(9.7) (6.9) (8.9)
6 45 M

1.0 40 3.8
(1.6) (3.5) ( 4.8)
| I 0.0 0.0
(1.6) ( 0.0) (0.0)
98.0 96.0 96.2
(2.3) (3.5) (4.8)
86 66 )|

85 119 7.3
(18)(20)(20)
49 15

Gender

__MAge in 1987 Schoo! Status
19 or Out 1 year Qut 1 -2
tale Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less__ Years
46.7 42.3 42.0 50.2 41.2 45.9 46.6 34.9
(4.6) (58 (5.7) (5.8) (6.6) ( £.3, (7.5) (10.7)
249 160 132 155 123 255 101
27.0 26.3 17.8 33.8 36.2 23.8 35.3 -
(6.4) (80) (6.8 (8.5 (10.2) ( 5.6) (10.9)
4.8 5.6 27.9 53.1 49.9 37.6 56.3 ---
(6.5 (82) (7.5 (8.1)(9.8) ( 6.0) (10.1)
§6.1 55.7 47.7 63.6 63.4 55.2 62.5 -
(6.0) (8.00 (7. 5) (7.4) (8.9) { 5.6) ( 9.5)
19.6 23.0 28.7 12.8 16.8 23.2 16.3 ---
{ 6.3) (8.8) 8 ) (6. 7) (9. 4) (6.1) {9.9)
85 51 "3 32 9
23 45 35 32 21 39 1.0 0.0
(21) (3.6) (2.3)(3.0)(2.6) ( 2.6) ( 2.1) ( 0.0)
0.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 25 0.0 2.2 0.0
(1.1) (0.00 (0.6)(0.0)(2.9) (0.0) ( 3.1) { 0.0)
97.1 95.5 96.5 96.8 95.4 96.1 96.8 100
(2.4) (3.6) (3.3)(3.0)(3.8) ( 2.8) ( 3.7} ( 0.0)
114 70 54 75 55 115 50 18
8.6 11.4 8.7 10.8. 9.4 .9 9.2 ---
{'5) (1.9)  (1.3)(2.3)(2.6) 1.4) ( 2.3)
N 46 41 48 34 n 32 1

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

Source:

Survey of Sec.~dary Special Education Programs.

Data are for the most receni year in school.
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Tahle 25B: POSTEMPLOYMENT SERVICES PROVIDED BY SCHOOLS YO SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS

Household Income Ethnicity Head of Household's Education
Under 12,000- $25,000 Nigh School High Schoo!l
Service Characteristics $12,000 $24,993 and Over Black White Hispanic Diplome Diglm gI_'a
Parcentage in schools that provided
postemployment services to
secondary special ed. students 51.5 40.3 47.4 52.8 4.5 37.% 37.7 50.2 54.4
(8.2) (7.8) (6.2) (8.2) (5.2) (10.3) { 6.6) (7.6) (7.6)
Number of respondents 76 82 138 82 198 47 117 97 97
Of the students in schools pro-
viding postemployment services,
percensage in schools providing
it in:
Grade 10 33.6 27.0 30.9 28.1 31.4 13.1 25.2 29.6 31.2
(12.8) (11.0) ( 9.1) (12.1) ( 7.5) (11.5) ( 9.0) (11.2) (11.3)
Grade 11 S4.9 341 46.0 40.2 4,3 25.0 2.4 40.3 4.8
(11.6) (10.9) ( 9.1) (11.8) ( 7.5) (13.4) (9.1) (11.3) {11.2)
Grade 12 65.8 48.0 63.4 63.8 57.7 30.4 49.5 63.1 62.6
(10.0) (10.7) ( 8.2) (10.0) ( 7.0) (13.6) (8.7) (8.7) (10.3)
lngraded classes 2.2 36.3 22.9 30.6 145 47.6 26.7 22.8 30.6
(12.2) (13.3) (9.7) (14.2) ( 6.4) (18.1) (9.9) (12.0) (12.8)
Number of respondents 24 27 40 23 67 16 43 27 29
S Of the students in schools pro-
~N viding postemployment services,
percentage in schools that
typically:
Contacted only students after
emp loyment 1.2 6.2 3.0 24 55 0.0 1.3 8.0 0.0
(2.5) (6.2) (2.9) (3.4) (36) (0.0 ( 2.4) ( 6.2) ( 0.0)
Contacted only employers after
emp loyment 1.4 0.0 0.0 1.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.5 0.0
(2.6) (0.0) (0.9 ( 3.0) { 0.0) { 0.0} ( 0.0) ( 2.8) ( 0.0)
Contacted both students and
employers after employment 97.4 938 97.0 95.9 945 100 98.7 99.5 100
(3.6) (6.2) (2.9) (4.5) (3.6) (0.0 (2.4) (8.7) ( 0.0)
Number of respondents 39 k) 67 “ 87 7 46 46 50
Of the students in schools pro-
viding postemployment services,
average number of months contact
was maintained with student/
employer after smployment 1.5 6.0 13.9 11.2 8.9 --- 8.4 10.9 13.2
{(2.3) (1.3) (3.1) L 2.5) ( 2.0) ( 2.0) { 2.3) ( 3.8)

Number of respondents 27 19 41 31 54 9 32 k) 28

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

? Source: 5u.vev of Secondary srecial Education Programs. (Qata are for the most rec:nt year in school.
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Table 26A: LIFE SKILLS PROGRAMS PROVIDED BY SCHOOLS TO SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS

éender

Comnunity Age in 1987 School Status
19 or Out ! year Out i - 2
Service Characteristics Total Urban Suburban Rurel Male fFemale 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years
Percentage in schools that provided
life skills programs to secondary
specizl education students 90.7 90.8 84.8 96.3 89.5 92.4 89.1 91.6 93.1 90.4 88.8 98.6
( 2.1) (3.5)(4.3)(2.4) (2.8) (3.1) (3.5) (3.2) (3.4) ( 2.6) ( 4.8) ( 2.8)
Number of respondents 413 150 141 119 250 162 136 154 123 258 101 50
Of students in schools providing
life skills programs, perce-tage
that provided it:
Routinely to all students 58.1 43.1 55.7 67.3 £3.6 55.9 9 62.1 53.0 .5 §3.3 61.5
( 3.8) (6.5) (6.6)(6.3) ( 4.9) ( 6.0) (6.1) (6.1) (6.8) ( 4.6) (8.1) {9.9)
Routinely only to special
educat fon students 9.9 31.2 29.4 2.7 19.7 20.2 17.6 18.4 29.4 18.3 25.5 24.1
( 3.1} (6.0) {6.0) (2.2) ( 4.0) { 4.9) ( 4.7) { 4.9) { 6.2) ( 3.6) (7.1) (8.7)
Routinely only to those
with some disabilities 18.5 19.6 9.8 25.3 18.0 19.2 21.3 16.3 15.5 18.9 19.7 14.4
( 3.0} {51)(3.9) (5.9) ( 3.8) { 4.8) (5.1) (4.7) ( 4.9) ( 3.7} ( 6.5) (7.2)
Occasionally to special
education students 3.1 0.1 4.0 4.7 2.5 3.9 4.2 2.4 1.5 3.9 0.9 0.0
(1.3) (0.4) (2.6)(2.9) (1.6) (2.4) (2.5) (1.9) (1.7) (1.8) (1.6) ( 0.0)
S Rarely or never to special
w educat fon students 0.4 0.0 1.2 0.0 6.2 0.7 0.0 0.8 0.5 0.4 0.6 0.0
( 0.5) (0.0) (1.4) (0.0) (0.4) (1.0) (0.0) (1.2) (1.0} ( 0.6) (1.2) (0.0
Number of respondents 356 133 117 105 216 139 115 131 110 225 82 46
Of students in schools providing
life skills programs, percentage
providing it in:*
Grades 7 or 8 23.3 20.4 34.5 16.0 200 28.0 31.8 13.2 16.1 23.1 18.9 -
( 4.9) (7.9) {9.2) (17.2) ( 5.8) ~ 8.4) (7.7) (6.5) (8.4) ( 5.5) ( 9.5)
Grades 9 or 10 76.8 74.1 73.6 81.6 73.9 41.2 76.8 75.8 179.6 79.0 68.3 -
( 3.7) (61)(68)(59) ( 4.8) { 5.5) (5.8) { 5.9) (6.5) ( 4.2) ( 8.6)
Grades 11 or 12 78.0 74.1 78.0 81.4 75.8 81.3 77.4 78.7 178.4 81.1 68.4 -
({ 3.5) (5.9)(6.1) (5.7) ( 4.6) { 5.3) ( 5.6) { 5.4) ( 6.4) ( 3.9) ( 8.3)
Ungraded classes 67.1 73.6 53.9 71.9 67.7 66.1 70.; 60.7 72.2 66.5 62. ---
(5.7) 19.3) (10.6) { 8.8) (7.2) (9.4) ( 8.4) (9.5) (10.5) ( 6.6) (12.1)
Number of respondents 147 51 45 50 91 56 51 56 40 98 36 11

* 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 268: LIFE SKILLS PROGRAMS PROVIDED BY SCHOOLS TO SECOMDARY STUDENTS WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS
Household Incom: tiead of Household's Education

Under 12,000- $25,000 No High School High School Boyond
$12,000 $24,999 and Gver Black White Hispanic Diploma Diploma  High Sc

Ethnicity

Service Characteristics

Percentage in schouls that provided
life skills programs tc secondary

special education students 9.2 88.6 84.1 87.5 88.4 94.5 86.4 90.9 87.9 ,§§§
(4.6) (5.1) {4.5) (5.4) (3.3) (4.3 ( 4.6) (4.4) ( 4.9) i
Number of respondents 76 8 139 83 200 47 119 97 ;

Of students in schools providing
life skills programs, percentage

that provided it:
Routinely to all students 57.9 641 4.3 67.0 54.8 65.3 56.8 62.0 51.7
(8.5) (8.1) (6.7) ( 8.2) (5.6) (11.3) (7.2) (7.9) ( 8.2)
Routinely only to special
; education students 16.4 20.4 30.1 14.5 20.5 25.6 19.3 15.7 30.8
: (6.4) (6.8 (6.1) (6.1) (4.5 (10.3) (5.7) ( 6.0) (7.5)
N Routinely ~nly to those '
e with some disabilities i8.1 14.3 18.0 15.2 19.9 7.1 19.4 17.8 13.3
4 { 6.6) (5.9 (5.1) (6.2) (4.5 (6.1) (5.7 ( 6.3) ( 5.5)
: Occasionally to special
education students 1.5 1.1 4.1 3.4 4.6 2.0 4.5 4.4 3.7
. : (4.5) (1.8) (2.6) (2.1) (2.3) ( 3.3) ( 3.0) ( 3.4) (3.1)
2 = Rarely or rever to special
# > 2ducation students 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.5
: (0.0) (0.0 (0.9) (0.0) (0.5 (0.0 ( 0.0) ( 0.0) (1.1)
Number of respondents 67 69 114 ) 169 39 97 83 82
0f students in schools providing
life skills programs, percentage
' providing it in:* ‘
X Grades 7 or 8 9.7 28.2 31.6 28.1 23.9 15.0 2.7 27.7 18.4
2 (8.3) (11.0) ( 9.4) (11.8) ( 7.0) (12.2) (8.6) {(10.8) (10.0)
Grades 9 or 10 13.5 75.8 80.0 72.8 78.4 173.2 64.1 85.4 84.9
(8.6) (8.5 (6.0) { 8.9) ( 5.3) (10.4) (7.7) ( 6.6) ( 6.6)
Grades 11 or 12 75.2 76.4 81.0 73.3 80.9 74.6 65.7 86.0 85.2
(8.0) (8.0) (57 (8.7) ( 4.8) ( 9. 9) (7.5) ( 6.2) (6.1)
Ungraded classes 77.6 713.7 67.1 67.1 63.5 76.3 58.3 80.7
. (12.0) (11.8) (10.0) (13 9) (8. 2) (ll l) { 9.1) {13.4) (10.5)
. Number of respondents 25 29 46 47 30 32

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

Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs. Data are for the most recent yesr in school.
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Table 26A:

Service Characteristics Total

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

Self-care skills 36.0
{ 3.9)
Functional skills (e.q.,
telling time) 87.5
2.7
Home care skills (e.g., cooking) (84.6)
2.9
Planning/goal setting (98.5
1.0)
Social skills [e.q., conflict
resolution, self uxpression) 9{.9)
.2
Use of comminity resources (9;.6)
.0
Number of respondents 330
Percentage in schools with life skills
programs for the severely impaired
that included training in:**
Self-care skiils 60.8
( 5.4)
Functional skills (2.g.,
telling time) 66.7
(5.2)
Home care skills (e.g., cooking) (77.:)
4.
Planning/goal setting $6.3
{ 2.1)
Social skills (e.g., conflict
resolution, 'elf expression) 96.3)
121
Use of comunity resources 86.2
( 3.8)
Number of respondents 178

Community

Urban Suburban Rural

348 386 M7
(6.4) (6.9) (6.5

78.5 91.4  90.9
(55)(40)(39)
8i.4 79.0 91.2
(52)(58)(39)
100 96.2

(oo)(27)(13)

99.! 96.2 98.4
(1.2) (2.1 (1.7)
97.8 85.7 96.5
( 2.0) (5.0 (2.5)

125 101 103

4:.8 63.5 77.2
( 8.6) (9.3) (8.5)
71.9 67.4 60.6
(7.8) (9.1) (9.9)
68.1 75.6 90.0
(8.1) (8.4)(6.1)
91.9 97.1 100
(4.7) (3.2) {0.0)
919 97.1 100
(4.7) (2.2) (0.0)
87.1 75.7 9.2
( 5.8) (8.3)(4.7)
75 5% 4

*~ader Age in 1987
19 or
Male Female 15-16 17-18 older

34.3 38.5
{4.9) ( 6.4)
83.1 93.5

(3.9)(3.2)
8l1.2 89.5

(2.8) (2.6)
200 122
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39.6 37.3 237
(6.2) { 6.4) (6.3)
87.0 856 927
( 4.3) ( 4.6) ( 3.9)
85.6 859 79.4
(4.5) (4.6) (6.0)
99.2 97.9 97.8
(1.1) (19) (2.2)

99.2 95.4
(ll)(20)(31)

95.1 92.9 90.9
(2.7) (:3.4) (4.3)

108 12 100

69.6 52.9 49.1
(7.7) {9.7) (9.6)
66.7 57.4 82.1
(79)(96)(74)
80.0 69.7 85.3
(6.7) ( 8.9) ( 6.8)
97.8 92.5 98.4
(2.5 (5.1 (2.4

97.8 92.5 98.4
(2.5) (5.1) (2.4)
90.2 7s.4 85.8
(so)(ra)(sn

60

In-School

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

Source:

03

Surve;, of Secondary Special Education Programs. Oata are for the most recent year in school.

LIFE SKILLS PROGXANS PROVIDEO 8Y SCHOOLS TO SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS (Corcinued)

School Status
Out 1 year Qutl -2
or less Years

22.7 14.0
(7.1 { 8.5)
90.0 88.5
(5.1) (7.8)
79.3 77.8
{6.9) (10.1)
100 95.6

( 0.0) ( 5.0)
97.1 85.6

{ 2.8) ( 5.0)
93.3 8.1

( 4.2) (5.8)
80 42

68.7 47.7
(10.7) (14.7)
69.6 €0.5
(10.6) (14.3)
74.3 82.5
(10.1) (11.1)
86.8 100
(7.8) ( 0.0)
86.8 100
{1.5 ( 0.0)
81.1 83.5
(9.1} {10.9)

43 29

154




Table 268: LIFE SKILLS PROGRAMS PROVIDED 8Y SCHOOLS TO SECONOARY STUDENTS WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS (MiM)

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

T

139

Household Incr=e Ethmicity Heed of Household's Education
12, 000- $25,000 #o High School High School
Service Churacteristics ;12, $24.999 and Over Black White Hispanic Diploms Diploms Q
Percontage in schools with 1ife skills
.programs for the mil*ly learning handi-
caf ed that included training in:*
Self-care skills 40.1 312 336 N2 229 2.3 35.2 36.9 31.7
(9.0) (8.1) (6.9) ( 9.0) ( 5.6) (10.3) (7.4) (8.1) (8.1)
Funct fonal skills (e.g.,
telling time) 86.0 . 87.5 84.6 9.6 799 96.7 78.1 86.5
(6.4) (5.4) (4.8) (6.6) (3.5) (9.1) (2.8) (7.0) (5.9)
Home care skills (e.g., cooking) 89.3 85.2 158 83.6 80.3 90.1 88.7 83.6 74.4
(57) (6.2) (6.2 (6.8) (4.8) { 6.8 ( 4.9) ( 6.3) ( 7.6)
Planning/goal setting °8.4 97.8 97.8 98.1 100 96.9 100 98.3
(2.3) (2.6) (1.9) {2.6) (1.6) ( 0.0) ( 2.7) ( 0.0) ( 2.3)
Social skills (e.g.. conflict
resolution. self expression) 98.1 97.2 98.2 9.8 97.4 100 95.5 100 97.6
(2.5) (2.9) (1.9 (3.2) (1.9) (0.0) { 3.2) ( 0.0) (2.7)
Use of community resources 94.5 94.5 88.4 92.5 91.5 94.7 93.3 93.5 88.1
(4.2) (4.0) (4.7) (4.8) { 3.4) (5.1) ( 3.9) (4.2) ( 5.6 s
Number of respondents 1 68 100 66 149 41 89 78 74 B
273
Percentage in schools with life skills 2
programs for the severely impaired S
that included ‘raining in:** e
Self-care skills §5.2 71.5 S52.3 73.9 62.1 45.9 71.0 55.8 9.7 s
(13.2) (10.7) ( 9.8) {12.5) ( 7.9) (13.7} (9.3) (12.5) (11.4) ';&,,ﬁ
Funct iona) skills (e.g., G
telling time) 60.2 63.4 75.3 8.6 65.5 57.2 72.2 68.5 54.9 ;f
(13.0) (11.4) ( 8.4) (10.0) ( 7.7) (13.6) (9.2) (11.7) (11.4) &g
Home care skills (e.g., cooking) 74.3 19.3 755 8.0 73.4 77.5 85.6 83.8 56.8 ~»§
(11.6) ( 9.8) ( 8.4} {9.9) (7.2) (11.5) (7.2) (9.3) (11.3) 3
Planning/goal setting 89.7 98.8 94.9 97.9 93.2 100 96.4 98.6 88.9 X
(8.1) (2.5 (4.3) (4.1) (4.1) (0.0) ( 3.8) ( 3.0) (7.2) R
Social skills (e.g., conflict PR
resolution, self expression) 89.7 3.8 94.9 97.9 9.2 100 96.4 98.6 88.9 g
(8.1) (2.5) (4.3) (4.1) (4.1) (0.0) ( 3.8) ( 3.0) (7.2) I
Use of community resources 78.0 86.3 86.8 87.5 80.0 9.0 87.9 90.4 74.2 5
(11.0) ( 8.2) .(6.7) (9.4) (6.5 { 6.5) (6.7) (7.4 (10 o) S
Number of respondents 29 37 55 27 83 28 51 35 “H
* See Appendix for percentage in schools with 1ife skills programs that served mildly learning handicapped students. i:;
** See Appendix for percentage in schools wi’") 1ife skills programs that served severely impaired students. ,;%



2 .
F Table 26A: LIFE SKILLS PROGRAMS PROVIDED 8Y SCHOOLS TO SECOMOARY STUDENTS W, TH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS {(Concluded)
; Community Gender Age_in 1987 School Status
4 .
' 19 or Out 1 year Out 1 -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
X physically impaired that i-<luded
A training in:*
Self-care skills 80.3 68.1 59.0 96.7 77.6 84.7 87.4 73.2 70.4 80.8 87.5 61.0
¥ (4.7) ( 8.9) (11.9) ( 3.2) (6.2) (7.0) ( 5.9) (9.1) (9.5) (5.4) ( 8.5) (17.7)
- Functional skills {e.g..
| telling time) 84.0 88.6 76.5 84.1 £5.5 81.3 84.1 82.9 86.0 88.3 74.5 58.0
; ( 4.3) ( 6.1) (10.3) ( 6.6) {5.2)(7.6) (6.5) (2.7)(12.2) ( 4.4) (11.2) (17.9)
| Home care skills (e.g.. cooking)  86.7 87.4 71.4 92.5 87.6 85.1 85.3 86.7 91.4 86.8 90.2 78.7
: ( 4.0) ( 6.3) (10.9) ( 4.8) ( 4.9) (6.9) (6.3) (7.0) (5.8) (4.7) ( 7.6) (14.9)
N Planning/goal setting 96.4 89.3 100 99.5 96.7 96.0 94,7 95.1 97.1 97.1 90.9 100
( 2.2) (5.9) (0.0)(1.3) (2.7) (3.8) ( 4.0) (1.9) ( 3.5) ( 2.3) (7.4) ( 0.0)
Social skills (e.g.. conflict
resolution, self expression) 96.6 92.2 99.1 98.4 95.6 98.4 96.2 98.5 84.3 97.1 95.9 93.3
( 2.1) {5.1) (2.3) (2.3) (3.1) { 2.4) (3.4) (2.5) ( 4.8) 2.3) { 5.1) (9.1)
Use of commnity resources 93.4 92.2 90.8 95.1 91.3 96.8 92.8 95.0 92.1 93.2 95.9 90.1
( 2.9) {5.1) ( 7.0) ( 3.9) ( 4.2) ( 3.4) ( 4.6) ( 4.5) ( 5.6) 3.5) (5.1) {10.8)
Number of respondents 157 62 35 5 9 59 56 50 51 102 3 19

L01

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

Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs. Oata are for the most recent year in school.
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Table 26B: LIFE SKILLS PROGRAMS PROVIDCO 8Y SCHOOLS TO SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH SPEECH\!NAIMMS {Conc luded)
Head of Household's Education

No High School High Schoo?
Diploma Diploma  High School

Household Income

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

Service Characteristics Black White Hispanic

Percentage in schools with 1ife skills
programs for the sensorily and
physically impaired that included
training in:*

Self-care skills
(10.4) ( 6.9)
Functional skills (e.g.,
telling time)

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

(9.2) {5.5)
(9.1) { 6.2)
(7.9) ( 2.6)

Planning/goal setting

Social skills (e.g., conflict
resolution, self expression)
( 6.6) ( 2.5)
92.6

(6.6) (4.4)

Use of coomunity resources

Number of respondents

* See Appendix for percentage in schoois with 1ife skills programs that served sensorily or physically impaired students.
Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs. Data are for the most recent year in school.

an
2e
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Table 27A: SERVICES AVAILABLE IN COMMUNITIES IN WHICH STUDENTS WITH SPEECH INPMMEITS ATTMO SECOMY scm

Service Characteristics

Percentage who attended secondary
school in communities with

educationﬂ resources that included:

pecial secondary schools for
students with disabilities

Alternative/continuation schools
Vocational secondary schools
Magnat secondary schaols
Posizecondary schools with
programs f- students with
disabilities
Number of respondents
Percentage who attended secondary
school in communities with
adult eervices that included:
Work facilities for adults with

disabilities (e.g., sheltered
workshops)

Group homes for adults with
disabilities

Public job training prc;grams
(e.g., JIPA)

Centers for independent living

Advocacy groups for people with
disabilities

Support or social groups for
people with disabilities

Accommodat ions on public trans-
portat ion for people with
disabilities

Number of respondents

Source:

1589

Total

BuBwl

rwnoOoNNO D
—

o~ e e e
~N

[7 0~ 7]
o o

—

—
~J
“c
N“
—

337

Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs.

Community

Urban Suburban Rural

70.0 77.6 45.5
(58)(50)(69)

82.8 75.2 2.9
(4.7) (5.3) (6.1)
76.5 6€.7 61.6
(52)(57)(57)

4.6 14.9 3.1

(dn(4n(zm

84.0 80.0 50.6
(4.9) (5.3) (7. 2)
1277 16

—
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94.7 90.9 34.4
(29)(37)(72)
98 82

__Gender

F
—
o
-
—
L]

66.8 61.4
( 4.5) ( 6.0)
53.5 63.9
(4.7) (5.9)
69.6 65.6
(4.4) (5.7)
27.9 18.9
(4.5) (5.0

73.4 65.8
(4.6) (6.1)
200 135
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76.9 66.9
(4.2) (6.1)
193 117

3 &‘Vvt' ’W‘ ‘5” AP f» e ’*v« 5*
~ L

v

Oata are for the most recent year #n school.

Me in 1987 School Status

19 or Out 1° yur out 1 -2

15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years
8.8 71.9 66.0 61.2 78.8 72.2
(5.7) (5.4) (6.7) ( 4.3) ( 6.5) (10.6)
§5.0 69.8 60.8 60.3 68.1 61.9
(5.8) (5.6)(6.9) ( 4.4) {7.5) {11.8)
72.5 62.2 67.1 70.2 67.1 46.6
{5.1) (5.8) (6.6) ( 4.0) {1.5) (11.9)
21.3 279 5.1 25.2 24.7 13.2
( 5.0) ( 5.6) ( 6.6) ( 4.0) (7.1) ( 8.6)
69.1 74.9 62.7 71.0 70.0 59.2
(5.7) (5.5) (7.4) ( 4.3) (7.9) {12.4)
114 129 94 217 77 39
77.0 87.5 85.9 82.4 80.8 83.1
( 4.9) (3.9) (4.8) ( 3.3) ( 6.1) { 8.5)
67.7 88.8 84.6 75.9 82.7 9.7
( 5.6) (3.9)(5.2) ( 3.9) ( 6.1) ( 6.6)
89.1 95.8 93.8 92.7 91.3 91.0
(3.8) (2.5 (3.4) ( 2.4) { 4.5) { 6.8)
54.7 67.7 65.0 59.7 68.4 56.0
(6.3)(6.3) (7.6) ( 4.8) (8.3) (13.9)
83.6 90.3 87.4 85.7 89.6 88.5
( 4.6) ( 3.6) ( 4.6) ( 3.2) ( 4.9) (7.3)
72.7 93.3 89.0 80.7 90.6 90.5
(5.8) (3.3) (4.6) ( 3.9) (5.1) ( 6.8)
60.8 86.5 82.2 71.0 83.2 78.1 .
(5.9)(4.3)(5.7) ( 4.2) ( 6.5) (10.2)
103 115 88 202 72 32

i60



Table 278: SERVICES AVAILABLE IN COMMUNITIES IN VHICH STUDENTS UIT“ SPEECH IH’MR‘EMS AT\_WED SEWV sum. 4: : . ’)"

Household Income Ethnicity . MM_L' Educat {on
Under 12,000- $25,000 - No High School High School
Service Characteristics $1 000 $24,999 and Over Black ¥hite Hispanic Diploms Diploms _m
Percentage who attended secondary
school in comunities with
sducationa? resources that included:
Special secondary schools for
students with disabilities 64.4 61.7 63.5 80.2 81.9 51.2 2.1 74.8 53.9
8.0) (7.9) (8.0) {7.0)(5.1) (10 6) { 6.8) {6.7) { 7.5)
Alternat ive/cont inuat ion schools 63.5 62.3 65.1 7. 58.2 61.2 n.4
{8.2) (7.9) (6.0) {7.3) (5. 3) (»9 2) {7.0) { 7.5)- ( 8.9)
Vocational secondary schools 77.9 66.0 61.3 81.0 69.5 "49.7 70.8 81.3 52.0 .
(6.8) (7.6) (6.1) ( 6.7) ( 4.9) (10.5) { 6.3) { 5.9) { 7.6)
Mugnet secondary schools 6.4 246 25.1 2.4 16.4 28.0 28.5 22.5 25.1
(7.7) (7.3) (5.7) ( a 6) (4.2) {9.7] { 6.4) { 6.8) { 6.9)
Postsecondary schools with
programs for students with
disabilitfes 72.¢ 71.5 68.0 76.6 68.3 76.1 66.4 74.0 70.3
(8.4) (7.7) (6.3) (8.0) (5.3) (9.4) { 7.3) t7.4) {1.2)
Number of respondents 58 n 116 62 168 4 89 79 90
Percentage who attended secondary
school in comunities witi
adult services that included:
Work facilities for adults with
dissbilities (e.g., sheltered
workshops ) 89.8 79.3 85.6 87.6 80.5 87.1 82.6 82.8 .
(5.00) (6.5 (4.4 (5.6) (4.2) (7.2) (5.3) {5.7) ( 4.6)
7 Group homes for adults wiih
v disabilit res 77.¢6 73.3 81.5 82.7 76.0 73.2 73.0 81.8 79.1
o= {7.2) {7.3) (5.0) (6.6) ( 4.8) ( 9.8) { 6.4) {6.1) { 8.3)
3 Public job training prograas
. (e.g., JYPA) 91.5 90.0 96.7 95.0 92,5 87.8 91.2 93.3 $1.3
(5.1) (4.8) (2.3) ( 3 a) ( 2.9) ( 7.4) {4.1) { 4.0} 4.5)
Centers for independent living 67.1 51.6 69.1 59.4 44.6 54.5 88.0 685.2
. (8.9) (9.1 (6.5 ( 8 0) ( 6.0) (11.7) (7.9) (7.7) 8.4)
- Advocacy groups for people with
. disabilities 89.0 88.1 87.2 g2.1 80.8 100 8.2 85.8 8/.9
. (5.4) (5.5) (4.3) ( 4.6) ( 4.3) ( 0.0) (4.7) ( 5.6) {5.1)
Ny Support or social groups for
people with disabilities 88.8 81.6 81.4 91.0 82.8 70.8 82.7 87.0
i (5.8 (7.00 (5.5 ( 5.3) { 4.5) (10.7) (5.8) (5.8) ( 6.7)
& Accommodat fons on public trans-
. portation for people with
disabilities 75.9 66.8 82.7 88.7 71.5 61.3 68.3 73.8 82.5
. (2.7 (7.9) (5.1) ( 5.6) ( 5.2) (10.6) (7.1) (7.0) (6.1)
Number of respondents 57 63 107 65 149 35 86 74 73
rd 3 ,
1641
Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs. Data are for the most recent year in school.
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Service Characteristics

Percentage ever received:

Job training

Speech/ language therapy

Personal conseling/
therapy

Occupational therapy/
1ife skills training

A tutor, reader, or
interprater

Physical therapy/mobility

training

Help with transportation
because of disability

Number of respondents

Table 28A:
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OVERVIEW OF SERVICES RECF 1VED 8Y YOUTH U!TH SPEEC“ lmtms

—Community

Urban Suburban Rural

519 8538 6S1.0
(5.3) { S.5) (5.9)
3.9 8.5 75.0
(4.7) (4.2) (5.2)

2.0 142 145
(4.8) (3.9) (4.2)

3.5 304 266
(4.5) {5.2)(85.3)

4.1 2.6 i8.6
( 4.6) ( 4.5) ( ¢.6)

41 32
(zt)(u)(u)

8.0 41 1.2
(2.9) (2.2) (1.3)
197 166 135

e

Source: Parent interviews and students’ scheol records.

'al'l‘
op)
oo

na;]».(- Wy or .

L \cg eiach

—Ganger. . _\Mgeinlow

19 or

Male Femie  15:16 17-18 older

$5.0 45.0

(34)(41)

19.7 17.6
(3.1) (3.8)

2.0 2.6
(3.3) (4.6)

2.2 2.1
(3.3) (4.0)

39 23
{1.5) (1.5)

44 56
(16)(23)
228

40.6 5.6 8.6
(4.7) (5.1) (5.2)
7.2 15.0 1.9
{ 4.0) (4.5 (4.5

4.1 207 28.2
(3.3) (4.2) (4.9)

2.8 8.7
(40)(47)(51)

9.5 21.9 30.6
(38)(43)(50)

1.7 3.6 6.7
(1.2) (2.0) ( 2.7)

2.9
16)(26)(27)
190 193 190

G AP

—_— )|

Out 1.ysar

In-School _or less
5.1 e.5
(3.8) (.6.5)
76.8 8.7
(3.2) (S.1)
17.9 29.8
(2.9) (6.2)
25.0 37.8
(3.3) ( €.5)
22.3 17.6
{3.2) (S.1)
2.9 5.6
(1.3) (3.1)
5.6 1.8
(1.8) {..8)
31 127
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Servic: Characteristics

Percentage ever voceived: : ' 4' ’f e ‘ ‘
Jdob training - . 7.9 484 222 #.5 . 51.4 45.8 48.4
Speach/language the G e ‘ee  'n %’ ‘.2 3’ ‘52 o w7 ‘er ‘a3
anguage therapy . . K X ~ R . R T
. (5.5 (4.8) (3.9) (5.5 (3. 3) {7 9) { 4:6) (5.0) (3.8)
Personal counseling/ - . + g . . .
therapy 16.7° 2.6 2.4 18.2 241 199 18.4 20.1, 30.7
(5.0) (5.2) (4.8) 14.8) (3.9) (7.4) : (4.1) (8s.2 - ( 6.0)
Occupational therapy/ . - -
1ife skills training 185 306 27.5 4.2 29.9 17 23.4 24.3 28.3
(5.2) (5.7) (4.9) (5.3) ¢4.2) (5.9) ( 4.5) (5.7 ( 5.8)
A tutor, reader, or -
interpreter 4.3 2.2 3.3 25.8 25.1 4.8 23.2 25.6 395.6
(5.7) (5.3) (5.3) (5.5) (4.0) (7.9 ( 4.5) (5.7) { &.3)
Physical therapy/mobility .
training 4.3 3.6 3.1 3.3 3.3 4.0 3.3 ", 8.8
(2.7) (2.3) (1.9) (2.2) ( l 7) (3.2) ‘(2.1) (2.5 (2.2)
Help with transportation
because of disability - 6.6 4.0 2.0 .7 36 5.6 5.8 4.2 4.5
(33) (2.4) (1.5 (2.9) (1.7) (4.2) ( 2.4) ( 2.6) (2.7)
= Number of respondents 114 135 175 40 259 62 187 128 133 &
~ . :x
ER
Source: Parent interviews and students’ school records. j%
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Table 28A: OVERVIEW OF SERVICES atcsﬂmo' BY YOUTH VITH SPEECH TNPATRYENTS’ (Cont Inued) -

Service Characteristics
Percentage received in past year:

53.6 40.7

( 4.6) {5.1) (5.2)
48.9 523 249
{4.8) (5.2) (4.7)

37.2

4.7)
.1

37.2

e

4.7

(3.9) (
45.7

(3.9) (4.9)

4.7
9)
39.4

46.7
5.3) ( 5.5) (5.
56

4.9 .0
5.3) ( 5.5) { 5.9)

(
(

3
(3.0)
45.7
(3.1)

LX)

Speech/ language therapy

Personal counseling/

Job training
therapy

16.7
(5.0)

9.4
{2.2)
17.
(2

10.6 14.4
(2.5) (3.2) (3.8)

1.2

9.5

g
(2.3) (29)

24.5 4.7 20.7 20.5
(3.4) (4.2) (4.3)

(2.7) ( 4.2)

13.1

13.1 20.9 19.8
(3.6) { 4.5) ( 4.7)

17.7
(2.3)

Vife skills training

Occupational therapy/

A tutor, reader, or

interpreter

Physical therapy/mobility

training
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Source:
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Servi racteristics
Percentage received in past year:

Job training

Speach/ Tanguege therany

Personal counseling/
therapy

Occupat {onal therapy/
“4fe skille training

A tutor, reader, or
interpreter

Physical therapy/mobility

training

Help with transportation
because of disability

Kumber of respondents

'llblc 208: WERVIEU OF SERV!CES RECEIVED BY "llmt UITN:

Parent interviews and students’ schooi records.

,'-.

gg_a_gg W !m‘ . -.,;gmgs‘;,f: 3
Under *12,000- . $25:00 oL

SPEECH. mnm ‘(cummed)

9.9 43.8 43: BE 44 N8 43.4 2.2 40.9
(6.5) (6.2 (5.8 ‘su(a.suas) ~ (5.3) ( 8:4) (8.3)
50.2 49.4 A4LS 433 45.2 484 4.9 51.2 Q2.
(5.7) (86.2) (S.4) (sz) (4.6) (9.1) { 5.4) ( 6.8) ¢ 6.4)
58 141 9.8 102 114 1.3 1.0 10.6 18.3
(3.1) (4.3) (23) {3.8)(29) (5.8) {2.7) ( 4.0) { 4.8)
13.3 188 14.9 158 208 1.8 15.7 12.8 18.4
(4.6) (4.8 13.9) (4.5) { 3.7) { 2.5) (3.9) ( 4.4) ( 5.0)
10.5 1¢.7 17.8 12.4 10.0 12.3 1.1 13.0 14.9
(4.1} (3.8) (4.2 ( 4.1) ( 2.8) ( 6.0) ( 3.4) (4.4) ( 4.6)
3.4 1.0 0.1 3.0 1.3 2.0 2.0 .1 0.0
(241 (1.2) (0.4) (2.1) (1.1) ( 2.6) ( 1.5) (1.9) { 0.0)
60.7 1 618 50.3 70.2 9.7 63.9 6.1 58.6
(6.5) {5.9) {5.35) (6.2) ( 4.2) (8. 4) (5.1) (8.2) ( 6.4)
4 134 1 140 185 128 133
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Table 28A: OVERVIEW OF SERVICES RECEIVED ‘stﬂfoyf&m\ﬂ]‘HfSPEECﬂ}MPA;Q}QI;?(C@Q@) R
. : Community Gender - “Age in 1987 . -hool Status
. A 18 or T out'lye
Service Characteristics Total Urban Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-18 older. In-School _or less
Average number:
Services ever received 2.0 2.1 2.1 1.9 2.0 2.0 1.8 2.1 2.4 2.0 2.
(0.1) {0.1)(0.1) (0.1) { 0.1) ( 0.1) {0.1) {0.1) (0.1) ( 0.1) {o.
Services received in past .
year 1.9 1.9 2.1 1.9 1.9 1.9 1.9 2.2 1.4 2.1 2.
(0.1) (0.1) (0.2) {0.2) {0.1) (0.1) v 0.1) { 0.1) { 0.2) {0.1) (o.
Number of respondents 587 200 1 136 354 230 192 199 196 339 1

Of those in secondary school in the
past year, percentage receiving
that year from their school:*

Job training 44.4 40.6 48.0 46.6 48.7 38.4 37.6 51.9 53.3 45.2 45.
( 3.4) (5.7) (5.9)(6.4) ( 4.3) (5.3) (4.7) (5.3) ( 7.4) ( 3.8) (6.
Speech/ language therapy 49.0 448 59.1 43.2 49.6 48.7 48.2 53.0 40.0 49.3 53.
( 3.4) (5.8 (5.8)(6.4) ( 4.4) ( 5.4) (4.8) { 5.4) (7.3) ( 3.8) (6.
Personal counseling/
therapy 5.7 7.3 5.2 5.6 5.9 5.4 4.6 5.0 13.7 8
(1.6) ( 3.0) ( 2.6) ( 3.0) (2.1) (2.5 {2.0) (2.4) (5.2) {1.7) {3.
Occupat iona) therapy/
life skills training 18.6 12.9 21.3 2.7 13.6 26.0 13.9 21.4 33.7 16.6 29.9
bt (2.6) (3.9) (4.9)(5.3) (3.0) ( 4.7) (3.3) (4.4) (7.1) { 2.8) (6.1
o A tutor, reader, or
interpreter 1.7 10.3 7.1 6.8 8.7 6.4 6.6 8.4 10.8 8.1 6.
(1.8) (3.5) (3.1) (3.2) (2.5 (2.7) (2.4) (3.0) (4.7) ( 2.1) { 3.
Physical therapy/mobility
training 1.6 2.4 2.0 0.0 2.1 0.8 0.6 1.9 5.4 1.4 2.
(0.8) (1.8) (1.7) (0.0) (1.3) (1.0) (0.7) { 1.5) ( 3.4) ( 0.9) (2.
Help with transportation
because of disability 4.1 1.7 4.0 0.2 3.4 5.1 2.3 6.4 5.4 4.7 1
{1.3) (3.1) ( 2.4) (0.6) (1.6) ( 2.4) (1.5) ( 2.6) { 3.4) { 1.6) (1
Number of respondents 467 16 143 115 275 188 188 182 36 331 1
0f those in secondary school in
the past year, average number of
services received that year from
school* 1.3 1.3 1.5 1.2 1.3 1.3 1.1 1.5 1.6 1.3 i.
{0.1) (0.1) { 0.1) (0.1) (0.1) (0.1) 10.1) (0.1) (0.2) ( 0.1) (0.1)
Number of respondents 479 169 147 117 28 190 190 187 102 339 129

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

Source: Parent interviews and students’ school records.
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Table 288: OVERVIEW OF SERVICES RECEIVED BY YOUTH \l"ﬂ SPEEC“ lmmﬁm (Cm‘w) ; : S
Household Income™ Ethnicity . _lﬁ of M’\_o g Edncatig

Under 12,000- $25,000 o High School High: School l.
Service Characteristics $12,000 $24,999 and Qver 8lack White Hispanic Dinloma Diploma _gh_m
Average nymber:
“Services ever received 2.0 2.2 2.3 19 23 1.8 2.0 2.1 2.4
(0.2) (0.2) {0.1) {0.2) (0.1) (0.2) {o0.1) ( 0.2; {0.2)
Services received in past
year 1.8 2.0 1.9 1.7 2.1 1.8 1.9 2.0 1.9
{0.2) (0.2) (0.2) (0.2) £0.1) ( 0.2) (0.1) {0.2) (0.2
Number of respondents 116 135 178 43 265 - 63 189 130 135
0f those in secondary school in the
past year, percentage receiving
that year from their school:*
Job training 41.2 43.1 42.1 36.1 47.2 36.4 43.6 40.2 40.5
{7.3) (6.72) (5.9) (6.7) (4.9) (2.7) ( 5.9) {7.¢2 (7.0)
Speech/ 1anguage therapy 53.2 52.0 43.2 47.8 4.5 52.4 49.8 83.9 44.4
{7.4) (6.8) (6.0) { 7.0) (5.0) (10.0) ( €0} (7.1) (7.1)
Personal counseling/ )
therapy 2.3 9.2 4.7 1.3 5.4 5.5 6.0 1.7 "3.8
{2.2) (3.9) (2.5) { 3.6) { 2.3) ( 4.6) ( 2.9) { 3.8) (2.7)
Occupat ional therapy/
life skills training 14.5 18.6 14.4 16.2 21.0 2.0 17.3 13.5 16.4
— (5.3) (5.3) (4.2) {5.2) { 4.1) { 2.8) ( 4.5) ( 4.9) {5.3)
; A tutor, reader, or
interpreter 7.8 8.0 12.0 10.1 8.0 9.6 1.6 11.7 9.7
{4.0) (3.7) (3.9 {4.2) (2.7) (5.9) { 3.2) { 4.6) { 4.2)
Physical therapy/mobility
training 3.9 0.8 0.1 2.7 1.3 1.9 2.2 2.1 0.0
{2.9) (1.2) (0.4) {2.3) (1.1) (2.7) (1.72) {2.1) ( 0.0)
Help with transportation
because of disability 6.1 2.8 1.5 4.8 1.8 5.8 3.9 2.9 4.4
{3.5) (2.2) {1.9) {3.0) (1.3) { 4.7) ( 2.3) { 2.4) ( 2.9)
Humber of respondents 2 112 143 111 218 51 148 108 109
0f those in secondary schocl in
the past year, average number of
services received that year from
school* 1.3 1.3 1.2 1.3 1.3 1.2
{0.2) (0.1) {(0.1) ( 0 2) { 0 l) ( 0 2) {0.1) { 0.2) (0.2)
Number of respondents 94 113 146 113 224 52 152 109 11

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

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

Percentage received vocational

services:
Never

For Jess than 6 months

6 to 12 months
13 to 24 months
More than 24 months

Number of respondenis

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 then 600 hours

Number of respondents

Average hours of vocational
sevices provided recipients

in past year

Number of respondents
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Table 20A: VOCATIONAL SERVICES® RECEIVED'BY YOUTH VITH SPEECH IWPAIRMENTS =

ko
T

e 1987

" 19 or
15-16 17-18 older

88.4 65.4 61.6
(3.4) {5.6) (5.7)
53 7.8 5.2
( 2.4) (3.2) { 2.7)
4.6 10.5 13.5
(2.2) (3.7) ( 4.0)
0.5 8.6 1.8
(0.7) ( 3.4) (3.8)
1.3 . 7.
(1.2) (2.3) (3.0)
188 145 167
64.2 44.0 52,

(4.7)(5.2) (5
54 39 0.6
(2.2) (2.0) (0.9)
2.2 289 .0
( 4.1) ( 4.7) (5.0
8.2 22.6 2.5
(2.7) ( 4.4) ( 4.9)
0.0 05 2.8
( 0.0) (0.7) (2.0
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* Vocat fona) services include vocationa) education, job skills training, prevocationa) skills training, career counseling, job placement, or other

job-related services.

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

Service Characteristics

Percentage raceive” in the
past year:

Testing/assessment
Job skills training
Basic skills training
Career counseling

Job placement services

Number of respondents

Percentage received vocational
services in the past year from:**

Secondary school
Special school
Postsecondary school
Family member/friend
Employer/military

Vocational Rehabilitation

Government jobs program

Hospital/institution

Other sources

Number of respondents

job-related services.

175

Parent interviews.

Total
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** O0f those that received job training in the past year.

Urban Suburban Rural

5.0 8.2 178
(25)(34)(3.8)
8.6 7.0

-t o

NONOO DR -
e

-

0.
(L0-0) ( 0.0)
37.0 148

(12 3) (8. 9)
14

See Table 28.

Male Femle
6.9 8.9
{2.2) (3.1)
10.5 - 6.3
{ 2.7) { 2.6)
68 6.1
(2.2) { 2.6)
8.2 6.2
( 2.4) ( 2.6)
7.7 1.4
(2.3) (2.9)
219 186
82.0 90.2
( 4.0) ( 4.9)
8 2.7
(7.4) (9.7)

(0.0) (1.2)
125 9.7
(6.4) (7.2
109 b4
(_6.0) ( 6.0)
(8.1) (10.1)

42 97
(3.9) (7.2)

1.2 0.0
(2.1) ( 0.0)

u.1 15.2
(8.2) (8.7)
§7 3

3.2

9.7 16.9

(1.8) (.3.8) { 4.4)
13.5 15.1

(20) ( 4.1)(4.1)
23 . 7.0 171
(16)(31)(44)

2.1

13.6- 11.7

(1.5 (4.2) (3.7)
2.2

10.1
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88.8 70.3
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17.2 25.5
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0.0 2.8
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( 6.9) ( 2.6)
7.0 11.6
(6.1) (7.1)
6.4 29.4
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Under 12000~ 82 ) KomdlSchbol md!Schoo! “’hyl‘lld‘
. Service Characteristics $12,000 $24,999 gv_l‘ Black ael: Uhitc ispanic Diploms Diplome:- . High School
2 Percentage received in the :
b~ past year:
- Test ing/assessment 6.8 8.2 9.1 85. 6.2 1.7 6.5 9.8
! (3.5) (3.4) (3.1) { 3 2) {2.6) (4.5 ( 2.9) { 3.3) { 3.9)
Job skills training 1.8 6.1 10.¢ 8.9 8.2 9.1 8.7 10.0
S (4.3) (3.0) {3.4) i 3 S) { 2.1) {5.1) { 3.1) { 3.7) {39
% Basic skills training 6.2 5.8 5.0 8.3 .38 4.8 7.2 5.7
i (3.2) (2.9) (243) ( 2 7) ( 2.8) ( 3 6) { 2.3) { 3.4) ( 3.0)
y Career counseling 1.6 5.7 10.4 7.2 8.8 7.1 7.5 8.8
~ (3.6) (2.9) (3.3) ( 3 1) { 2.4) (5.2) { 2.8) {3.5) {3.7)
Job placement services 7.9 6.3 10.2 6.3 10.7 8.4 4.1 11.5
(3.6) (3.0) (3.3) ( 3 5) ( 2.3) (5.8) { 3.0) ( 2.6) ( 4.1)
N Number of respondents 109 131 1n 136 249 §0 185 125 132
2 Percentage received vocational
s services in the past year from:**
: Secondary schoo 86.5 3.4 86.1 88.6 84.2 --- 88.0 82.4 85.6
(7.4) (7.6) (5.7) (7.3) (4.9 (5.5) {7.9) (7.2
Special school 26.2 22.5 9.8 16.1 20.4  --- 6.6 36.9 17.3
/ (12.6) (12.0) ( 6.6) (10.7) ( 7.8) ( 6.4) {13.4) (9.4)
: o Postsecondary school 0.5 0.0 1.3 0.6 0.5 --- 0.4 0.0 1.4
[ (1.0) (0.0) (1.2) (1.1) ( 0.7) { 0.7) { 0.0) ( 1.5)
Family member/friend 7.0 19.3 1258 8.2 47 --- 20.0 0.0 14.6
(7.8) (11.8) ( 72.5) (9.1) ( 4.2) (10.7) ( 0.0) (s.1)
Employer/military 5.7 8.4 15.2 8.7 713 --- 3.8 13.7 15.1
(7.1) (8.3) (8.2 (8.9) (5.1} ( 5.0) (10.1) (8.2
Vocational Rehabilitation 9.8 2.1 20.2 4.5 218 --- 30.8 33.1 11.0
. (13.1) (12.0) ( 8.7) (13.8) ( 7.8) (11.6) {12.8) (7.8)
24 Government jobs program 11.2  10.0 0.0 148 2.1 --- 16.5 0.0 0.0
£ (9.6) (9.0) (0.0) (11.2) ( 2.8) { 9.9) ( 0.0) ( 0.0)
ar Hospital/institut ion 0.0 0.0 0.0 36 0.0 --- 0.0 0.0 0.0
= (0.0) (0.0) (0.0 (5.2) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0)
- Other sources 12.0 209 22.6 3.9 2.9 --- 22.3 6.0 2.0
(9.9) (12.2) ( 9.5) (5.9) (8.2) (11.1) (7.0 (11.0)
- Number of respondents 2 23 41 22 LY 10 30 26 k)
£ * Vocational services include vocational eduzation, job skills training, prevocational skills training, career counseling, job placement, or other
job-related services.
** 0f those that received job training in the past year. See Table 28.
o Source: Parent interviews,
" L o Ee)
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Years

But1-2

or_less

out'T year

School -Stat i
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_Age in 1987

15-16 17-18 older

r

’

Male Female

-

ity

Urban Suburban f:ral

PERSINAL CONSELING/ THERAPY RECEIVED BY YOUTH WITHSPEECH IWPAIRWENTS
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Table 30A:
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9.0
(7.1)
94

264

4.3
(2.4)

180

6.8
139

8.3
139

1.5
(1.7) ( 4.8) (5.1)

141

6.9 1.2
{ 3.4) (1.0
256 163

1.5
94

2.4
(5.0) (2.4) (1.5)
128

8.6
166

4.7
(2.2)
419

179

Parent interviews.

therapy provided recipients in
Number of respoiiients

the past year

Average hours of counseling/

Source:




Table 308: PERSONAL CMSELING/THERAPY RECEIVED av YouTH mu sve:cu mnum» P

—_Housshold Income _Etinicity ; mmmt_m_
Under '12, 000- $25,000 No Hiﬂ! School Nidn School Seyond
rvi racteristics $12,000 $24,999 and Over  Black Vhite Hispanic Diploms Diploms _ High School
Percentage received counseling/
therapy: .
Never 85.0 809 748 85.4 763 WS 85.1 8.4 1.3
(4.8) (4.9) (4.8) (4.5) (4.0) (6.7) {3.9) ( 4.7) ( 6.0)
for just a few days 0.7 3.2 35 1.3 38 2.6 2.3 1.8 4.9
(1.1) (2.2) (2.0) 1 1.4) (1.8) (3.0} (1.8) ( 1.6) { 2.8)
For a few weeks 2.1 0.0 4.1 23 25 0.8 1.4 1.3 3.8
(1.9) (0.0) (2.2 (1.8) (1.5} (1.7) (1.3) ( 1.5) ( 2.5)
For a few months 1.7 2.2 8.0 27 3.8 25 2.8 4.0 4.2 .
(1.7) (1.8) (3.0 {2.0) (1.8) ( 2.9) (1.8) ( 2.5) ( 2.6)
For about a yesr 6.0 7.1 2.7 47 54 55 1.9 5.6 1.2
(s5.2) (3.2) (1.8) {a.7Y(2.1) (4.3) (2.1) ( 3.0) (.3.3)
For several years or more 4.5 6.5 6.8 3.7 &5 37 4.4 D] 10.7
(2.8) (3.1) (28 (2.4} (2.6) € 3.5) (2.2) ( 2.3) { 4.0)
Number of respondents 113 134 176 138 248 59 183 130 234
Parcentage received following
hours of counseling/therapy
in the past year:
None 95.8 93.9 92.5 81.7 96.7 97.6 95.5 87.9
s (3.0) (3.2) (2.9) (3.1) {2.7) { 3.5) (1.8) ( 2.8) (4.3)
N Less than 10 hours 1.3 1.4 2.2 . 1.9 0.0 1.0 0.0 3.7
; (1.7) (1.6) (1.6) (1.8) {1.3) (0.0) (1.2) ( 0.0) ( 2.5)
i 10 to 40 hours 0.0 4.6 0.7 2.3 3.0 0.0 0.5 6.0
N (0.0) (2.8) (0.9 (2.3) (1.5) (3.4) ( 0.0) (0 (3.1)
o 4} to 100 hours 0.5 0.1 2.4 2.0 03 1.3 . 1.5 . NG
. (1.1) (0.5 (1.7) (0.0) (1.3) (1.1) (1.4) ( 0.0) ( 1.6) ;
- More than 100 hours 2.4 0.0 2.2 2.2 0.0 0.0 4.0 1.0 Sa g
3 (2.3) (0.0) (1.5 (1.2) (1.4) (0.0) ( 0.0) (2.7) (1.3) X
Number of respondents 94 114 170 110 236 54 152 120 128 §§
Average hours of counseling/ <
; therapy provided recipients in ggg‘
the past year 6.3 0.8 6.6 2.6 0.6 0.8 10.0 3.9 RS
5 (5.7) (0.6) (4.0 ( 3 4) ( 3 5) ( 0 8) (0.8) (6.7) (2.9) *‘%
£ Number of respondents o4 114 170 236 152 120 128 5
: s
: Source: Parent interviews. ";.{é
i8h
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Table 30A: PERSWAL comsmnsmmv RECEIVED BY vwm uini mul i (emi:;w)

rvi racteristics Tota) MM urs

3

Fercentags Tisived comm"ng/
therapy in the past ysar froa:*

Secondary school 46.0 .-

(10.3) (1a.) uo 1) (12.1) i
Special rchool 4.9 IR L 5.0 cee mes ee- 8.8 --- w= ’
(5.2) (6.8) ( s 1) (1.2
Postsecondary schoo!l 0.0 RS 0.0.. 0.0 R 0.0 --- e
( 0.0) { 0.0) ( 0.0) { 0.0) .
Femily member/friend 2.4 e 0.0 S.8 e 1.3 -— -e=
(3.7) *{0.0) ( 8.9) (~3.4)
Private therapist 49.6 R 55.3 41.4 e eme ee- 50.9 .- -
(12.3) (15.9) (15.9) (14.8)
Voce*ional Rehabilitatfon 0.0 ce. eem ee- 0.0 0.0 .. eem wee 0.0 .- --=
{ 0.0) { 0.0) { 0.0) { 0.0) e
Hospital/inst itution 3.7 T 6.2 0.0 w—.  eee eee 0.0 .- -
( 4.5) (7.4) (0.0) { 0.0) -
Other source 2.2 .- - e 1.5 3.2 == - o= 2.3 - -—-
{ 1.0) (1.1) { 2.0) {1.2)
Nuwber of respondents 3 1 10 7 2 15 9 13 14 22 11 3
o
w
\% * Of those that received perscnal counseiing/therapy in the past year. See Table 28.
1 Source: Parent interviews.
n .
i
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Taile 08: PERSONAL COUNSEL N/ THERAPY RECEIVED BY m’m um smcu lmiimvs (mm.é)’ e

- -
Lt S

Under 12000~ 825000 ) lomdt Sd'ool Hi Sdno
Service Characteristi $12.000 §2,999 and Gver  Black Mhite Wimenic  _ Diplows .
Percentage received counseling/
therspy in the past yesr from:*
Secondary school --- --- - - 87 --- --e .-
(13.7)
Special school .- -—- -e- - 24 - — -
{ 4.6)
Postsecondary school ce- -—- -—- ——- ( 88) - - .-
Family member/friend -ee .- -—- e 3.5 ee- e .-
{5.8)
Private therapist .- .- —- e 574  =-- - .
(15.0)
Vocat ional Rehabilitation --- .- .- --- ( gg) -—- - -
Hospital/institution cee - - .- 0.0 --- - -
( 0.0)
Other source R - 2.0 - --- --
(1.3)
Number of respondents 6 12 14 9 4 3 8 9

1741

* 0f those that received personal counseling/therapy in e past ysor-. See Table 28.

Source: Parent interviews.
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12,000- $25,000
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lbusdpld Income

Under
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OCCUPATIONAL THERAPY/LIFE SKILLS TRAINING RECEIVED BY YOUTH VITH SPEECH INPAIRNENTS . .~ -

Table 318:

Percentage received 0T/1ife

skills training:

Service Characteristics

7‘3‘018011“
“352‘201111
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- e e e
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1707215127w
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7.4

(2.9) (3.7) (2.9)
4.9 5.9

2.2

1.0

(2.1) (2.1) (1.1)
176

(4.1) (4.8) (4.1)
9.8
2.9

134

81.6

.5
4.8
2.5

(2.1) (2.7) (2.8)
0.6 0.8

(1.1) (1.1) (1.6)
2.6
113

For fewer than 12 months
12 to 24 months

25 to 48 months

More than 48 months

Never

Number of respondents

hours of OT/1ife skills training

in the past year:

Percentage received following

- - - - - -
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More than 480 hours
Number of respondents

101 to 240 hours
241 to 480 hours
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40 hours or Tewer

None

i87

Parent interviews.

Source:
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€zrvice Characteristics

Avcnge hours of 0T/1ife skills
training provided recipients
in the past year

Number of respondents

Percentage received 0T/1ife
skills training in the past
year from:*
Secondary schoo!
Special schoo!
Postsecondary schoo!
Private therapist
Vocat ional Rehabilitation
Hospital/institution
Other source

Number of res~ondents

* 0f those that received occupational therapy/life skille training in the past year.

Source: Parent interviews.
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(14.5)
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Co-umity ‘

Urban Suburban Rural

68.9 12.0 47
(39.8) (10.5) { 3.8)
165 131 95

(19.5) (21.3)
254 166

3.2

89.4

2.7) (27.3) (46.0)

a7
143 136
7 7

See Table 28.
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Table 318: OCCUPATIONAL THERAPY/LIFE SKILLS TRAINING RECEIVED BY YOUTH WITH SPEECH INPAIRMENTS {Concl
Ethnicity

Service Characteristics

Aversge hours of 0T/1ife skills
training provided recipients
in the past ysar

fumber of respondents

Percentage received 07/1ife
skills training in the past
year from:*

Secondary schoo!l

Special school

Postsecondary school

Private therapist

Vocat fonal Rehabilitation

Hospital/institution

Other source

Number of respondents

— Vousehold Income

Under 12,000~ $25,000

$12,000 $24,999 and Over
123 32 1.8
(12.4) ( 2.8) ( 4.8)
94 118 170
6 9 13

Black White Hispanic

2.7

(32.8) (20.9) { 4.3)
108 aC 53

35.8

* Of those that received occupational therapy/life ckills training in the past year.

Source: Parent interviews.

Y

-

2.4

1

See Table 28.

wed)

igh Schoo? High School . Beyond
_m__om _P..nla_"" High Schoul

2.9 14.3 8.9

{ 2.4) {12.2) { 8.0)

154 119 130

6 10 14
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Table 328:

Service Characteristics

Percentage used a tutor/reader/
interprater:
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 used following hours
of a tutor/reader/interpreter
in the past year.
None
Fewar than 40 hours
40 to 100 hours
101 to 240 hours
241 to 480 hours
Jre than 480 hours

Number of respondents

Source: Parent interviews.

USE OF TUTORS, READERS, AND INTERPRETERS §Y YGUTH VITH SPEECH nmnms

—Household Income Ethnicity anw_..
Under 12,000- $25,000 ™ High School High School - lmu
$12,000 $24,999 and Over  Black White Hispanic —Diploms __ _Diplome - High School
78.3 183 6. 3.7 K2 S 79.0 74.8 0.4
(5.5 (5.3) (5.3) ( s.s) (4.1) (7 s) ( 4.4) (5.7) ( 6.4)
1.3 0.0 1.5 1.9 03 0.0 0.4 0.7 2.1
(1.5) (0.0) (1.3) ( 1 7 (05) ( 0.0) (0.8) (1.1) (1.9)
0.0 2.5 1.9 0.9 09 4.0 0.3 1.4 3.
(0.0) (2.0) (1.5 ( 0.0) ( 0.9) (3 N ( 0.6) (1.5) (2.2
3.1 4.3 5.7 52 3.8 4.8 3.2 4.4 5.
(2.3) (2.6) (2.5 ( z a) { 1 a) ( 4.0) (1.9) (2.7) (3.1)
49 3.6 6.6 4.6 3.3 5.1 7.8
(2.¢5 (2.3) (2.7 ( z 7) ( z o) ( 3.9) (1.9) ( 2.9) ( 3.5)
12,4 13.3 22.2 14.5 15.2 8.1 13.9 13.6 20.6
(4.4) (4.3) (4.6) ( 4 5) ( 3 4) (s. 1) (3.7) { 4.5) (5.3)
115 133 176 188 130 133
95.7 90.8 82.4 89.1 90.6 89.8 93.0 87.5 86.3
(3.0 (3.9) 4.2 (4.5) (2.8) (86.1) ( 3.0) ( 4.5) ( 4.6)
1.9 1.4 4.1 3.4 17 5.0 1.7 3.2 3.5
(2.1) (1.6) (2.2 (2.6) (1.2) ( 4.4) ( 1.5) (2.4) ( 2.4)
0.5 1.9 3.7 41 1.6 0.9 0.7 3.4 3.1
(1.1) (1.8) (2.13) (2.8) (1.2) (1.9) ( 1.0) (2.5) ( 2.3)
0.6 2.3 8.3 0.8 39 4.3 1.9 4.3 4.9
(1.1, (2.0) (3.1) (1.3) (1.9) (4.1) ( 1.6) ( 2.9) ( 2.9)
0.0 0.0 0.0 00 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)
1.3 3.6 1.6 27 22 0.0 2.7 1.0 2.2
(1.7) (2.5 (1.4) (2.3) (1.4) (0.0) (1.9) (1.3) (1.9)
90 115 170 106 240 53 150 121 127




Table 32A: USE OF TUTQS. READERS, AND INTE”RETERS IY rwm ﬁlﬂl SPEECI'I nmm (Cuwludsd) coa

Cc-lmitJ
Service Characteristics Total Urban Suburban ¥:ral In-School _or _less
Average hours provided to
recipients of a tutor/reader/
interprater in the past year 29.8 7.6 285 370 329 2.8 27.2 3.7 209 2.0 60.4 0
(12.2) (22.1) (17.4) (26.7) (15.3" (20.1) (20.7) (19.4) (12.5) (s 2) (34.7) ( 0.7)
Number of respondents 415 162 132 93 %2 18 140 136 139 2 92 81
Percentage whose tutor/reader/
interpreter in the past year was:*
Staff from secondary school 72.4 77.5 68.8 --- 69.3 789 79.3 68.7 77.8 vee ——-
( 8.9) (13. 7) (15.2) (11. o) (14.7) (13.0) (14.4) (18 0) (9.3)
Staff from a special school 1.1 0.0 0.0 - 1.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.9 1.4 .ee .-
(2.1) (0.0)( 0 0) ( 3 l) ( 0 0) ( 0.0) (0.0) (9.4) ( 2.6)
From a postsecondary school 0.5 0.6 - 0.0 0.6 1.5 0?2 - -—-
( 0.5) ( 0.9) ( 0 9) ( 0 0) ( l 2) (0.0) (0.9)(1.9) ( 0.4)
A family member/friend 31.9 30.7 3586 --- 1.2 39.2 45.4 26.7 -—- .-
( 9.4 (15 9) (15. 7) (u 6) (lS 9) (13.1) (15.%5) (19.1) (10.0)
Another student 8.6 3.2 - 4.5 1866 0.0 7.0 ave -e-
(5.7) ( 5 3) ( 5.8) ( 5 2) ( 0 0) (6.7) (11.8) ( 0.0) {S5.7)
A private tutor/aide 5.4 13.7 -~- 16.4 0.0 12.0 4.8 5.9 --- .-
(4.7) ( S 2) (11. 3) ( 0 0) (l3 8) ( 0.0) (10.6) ( 8.0) ( 5.5)
s From Vocational Rehabilitation 0.0 0.0 0.0 --- 0.0 00 0.0 0.0 .e- -
— (0.0) ( o 0) (0. 0) ( 0 0) ( 0 0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) { 0.0)
From another source 0.6 0.9 --- 0.0 08 2.0 0.5 --- .e-
(0.5) ( o 9) (1. 2) ( 0 7) ( 0 8) (0.0) (1.1)(1.7) ( 0.6)
Number of respondents 51 11 16 20 15 35 13 2

* O0f those that had a tutor, reader, or interpreter in the past year. See Table 28.

Source: Parent interviews.




¢el

Table 328: USE OF TUTORS, READERS, AWD INTERPRETERS Y YOUTH VITH SPEECH INPAINENTS (Concluced)
—tousehold Incoms
Under 12,000~
£12,000 $24,999

rvi ract 1

Aversge hours provided to
recipionts of & tutor/reader/
interpreter in the past yesr 10.0

55.2

$25,000
ng Over

30.1

(1o 7) (35 9) (14 l)

Nuwber of respondents

Percentage whose tutor/resder/

TSt from seconciry seal
Staff from a specisl schoo!l ae-
from s postsecondary school .ee
A family member/friend ———
Another student -
A private tutor/side .-
From Vocational Rehabilitation .-
From another source -

Mumber of respondents 9

* Of those that had a tutor, resder, or interpreter in the past year.

Source: Parent interviews.

Ethnicity
Rlack White Hispenic

.2 3.8

(31.7) (15.9) ( 6.1)
108 240 83

e .6
(ll 0) (12 9)

(oo)(n)
(oo)(OS)
8.1 4.9
(17.8) (12.8)
16.3 5.0
(137)(35)
0.0 11.
(oo)(os)
(00)(00)

(10)(07)
u

See Table 28.

7.4

—tioad of Hoysshold's Education
Mo High School Migh Scheol  Beyond
—Diplome High School
2.9 30.4 37.0
(17.9) (2¢6.8) (25.2)
150 121 127
73.0 7.9
(15.3) (18.1)
0.0 .- 0.0
( 0.0) ( 9.0)
0.0 - 1.1
( 0.0) (1.4)
3.6 --- 45.6
(17.4) (18.3)
16.8 .- 9.8
(13.7) (9.6)
0.0 .- 15.9
{ 0.0) {12.0)
0.0 0.0
( 0.0) ( 0.0)
0.5 0.9
(0. 8) (1.2
" 2



Service Chai~cteristics
Percentage received speech/
language therapy:

Never

For just a few days

for a few weeks

For a vew months

For about a year

For several years or more

Kumber of respondents

Percentage received following
hours of speech/language therapy

in the past year:
None

eel

Fewer than 40 hours
40 to 100 hours
101 to 240 hours
More than 240 nours

Number of resnondents

Source: Parent interviews.
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Table 33A:
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Community Gender Age in 1987 School Status

15 or Out 1 year OQut 1 -2

Urban Suburban Rural Hale Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years
24.0 31.1 22.1 2.6 .4 26.3 30.2 25.9 18.1 38.4
( 4.8) ( 5 3) ( 6.6) (3.7) (5.1) ( 4.5) (5.4) (5.4) ( 3.5) ( 6.0) {9.0)
1.0 0.8 0.3 0.6 0.7 1.0 03 0.3 0.7 0.7 0.6
(1.1) (1.1) ( 0.8) (0.7) (1.0) (1.0) ( 0.7) ( 0.6) L 8.7) (1.3) (1.4)
2.5 2.7 1.8 2.7 1.3 2.0 3.3 0.5 1.8 5.2 0.0
(1.8) (2.0) (1.9) (1.4) (1.3) { 1.5) ( 2.2) ( 0.8) (1.1) ( 3.5) ( 0.0)
11.4 7.8 5.8 6.0 12.1 9 10,2 7.7 7.9 6.4 16.8
(3.6) { 3.3) (3.3) ( 2.1) ( 3.6) {2.8) (3.7) ( 3.1) ( 2.2) { 3.8) ( 6.9)
1.1 11,1 11.9 13.5 10.4 15.0 9.5 8.8 13.3 9.0 8.0
(3.5)(3.9)(4.6) (3.0) (3.4) (3.8) (3.6) (3.3) ( 2.8) ( 4.5) ( 5.0)
50.0 53.5 49.1 55.1 43.9 49.8 50.3 52.5 50.4 60.7 36.2
(5.6)(6.1) (7.1) (4.4) (5.5) (53)(61)(59) ( 4.1) { 7.7) ( 8.9)
17¢ 137 98 280 186 142 165 285 *00 81
7.0 71.7 77.6 69.9 79.0 72.5 66.4 88.3 70.9 75.3 98.6
(5.4) (5.8)(6.1) ( 4.4) ( 4.8) (5.0)(6.1) ( 4.2) ( 4.0) (2.2) ( 2.3)
13.2 9.5 10.0 12.0 9.3 129 11.5 4.3 12.3 8.6 0.8
(4.0) (3.8) (4.4) (3.1) ( 24) {3.8) (4.1) ( 2.6) (2.9) ( 4.7) (1.7)
26 79 3.0 4.3 A8 2.5 8.3 3.5 4.7 5.7 0.0
(1.9) ( 3.5) ( 2.5) (1.9) (2.5) (1.8) (3.6) (2.4) (1.8) (3.9) ( 0.6)
120 7.2 8.7 10.8 6.2 9.9 1.4 2.2 9.6 9.8 0.6
(3.9) (3.3)(4.2) (3.0) (2.8) (3.4) (4.1) (1.9) ( 2.6) (5.0) (1.5)
2.1 3.7 0.7 3.1 w7 21 23 1.7 2.6 0.6 0.0
(1.7) ( 2.4) (1.2) (1.6) (1.0) (1.6) (2.0) (1.7) (1.4) (1.3) { 0.0)
156 127 93 241 163 138 128 138 256 89 59
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Tahls 228: SPEE"H/LANGUAGE THERAPY RECEIVED BY YOUTH WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS

Household Income Ethnicity Head of Household's Education
Undei: 12,000- $25,000 No High School High School Beycnd
Service Characteristics $12,000 $24,999 and Over Black White Hispanic Diploma Diploma High School
Percentage received speech/
language therapy:
Never 31.0 22.8 23.3 31.2 20.4 42.1 31.0 25.9 17.8
(6.2) (5.2) (4.6) (5.8) (3.8) (9.3) ( 5.0 ( 5.8) ( 5.0)
For just a few days 0.2 1.7 0.0 0.9 0.3 1.9 0.9 0.9 0.0
{0.5) (1.6) (0.0) ( l 2) ( 0.5) ( 2.5) ( 1.0) (1.3) ( 0.0)
For a few weeks 1.5 1.8 4.0 2.4 1.9 2.8 0.5 3.0
(1.6) (1.7) (2.1) ( l 8) (1.4) { 2.5) (1.8) ( 0.9) (2.2)
For a few months 12.5 6.2 8.4 8.0 6.6 8.0 9.0 6.3 1.1
{4.4) (3.0 (3.0 (3.4) (2.3)(5.1) ( 3.1) ( 3.2) ( 4.1)
For about a year 9.3 15.3 13.0 11.7 13.8 8.3 12.4 9.1 14.2
{3.9) (4.5) (3.7) (4.0) (3.2) (5.2) ( 3.5) ( 3.8) ( 4.5)
For several years or more 45.5 52.3 51.4 3.3 5.6 37.8 43.8 57.2 54.2
{6.7) (6.2) {5.5) {6.3) (4.7) { 9. 2) ( 5.3) { 6.5) ( 6.5)
Number of respondents 113 134 175 139 250 185 128 133
tercentage received following
hours of speech/language therapy
in the past year:
None 74.4 69.9 75.3 73.6 74.6 79.1 64.8 13.4
{6.7) {6.2) {4.9) 6.5) { 4.3) ( 9.0) { 4.9) {6.7) ( 5.9)
Fewer than 40 hours 6.3 10.2 15.3 10.0 11.1 7.4 6.9 13.4 15.3
(3.7) {4.1) (4.1) (4.4) { 3.1) { 5.4) ( 3.0) { 4.8) ( 4.8)
40 to 100 hours 1.3 5.9 4.8 2.9 5.7 3.2 3.0 2.1 6.7
(1.8) {3.2) (2.4) ( 2.5) ( 2 3) ( 3.7) { 2.1) ( 2.0) { 3.3)
10! to 240 hours 16.6 10.2 2.9 1.5 8.7 8.7 16.7 3.2
(5.7) {4.1) {1.9) (4. 7) ( 2 7) ( 5.8) ( 3.4) ( 5.2) ( 2.4)
More than 240 hours 1.4 3.8 1.8 6.1 2.2 3.1 1.4
(1.8) {(2.6) (1.5) (2. 2) { l l) { 4.9) (1.8) { 2.4) ( 1.6)
Number of respondents 84 ii4 164 103 234 49 144 114 126

Source: Parent interviews.
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Source: Parent interviews.
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y Community Gender
Service Characteristics Tota) Urban Suburban Rural Hale Female
2 Average hours of speech/language
therapy provided recipients
¥ in the past year 28.7 4.5 350 19.4 36.1 18.0
< (5.4) (10.3) (10.7) ( 7.1) (8.1) (5.9
& Number of respondents 404 156 127 93 41 183
Ka
. Percentage received speech/
f language therapy in the past
year from:*
Secondary school 96.6 98.5 94.4 100 96.0 9..3
(1.8) (2.2) (3.5 (0.0) ( 2.4) ( 2.5)
Special school 9.4 8.5 16.3 4.2 10.2 8.0
(3.7) (5.8) (8.0)(6.1) ’4.8) (5.8)
Postsecondary school 1.1 1.9 00 0.0 1.8 0.0
(1.4) (2.9) (0.0)(0.0) (2.1) (0.0)
Family member/friend 1.2 0.0 39 0.0 1.9 0.0
(1.4) {0.0) (4.3) (0.0 {2.2) (0.0)
Private therapist 0.8 0.8 1.3 0.0 0.6 1.1
(1.1) (1.9) (2.5) (0.0) (1.3) (2.2)
Vocat tonal Rehabilitation 1.4 0.0 4.6 0.0 2.3 0.0
o (1.5) ( 0.0) ( 4.6) ( 0.0) ( 2.4) { 0.0)
w Hospital/institution 0.6 0.0 00 0.0 0.7 0.3
(1.0) ( 0.0) (0.0) (0.0) (1.3) (1.3)
Other agency 4.8 1.4 6.5 . 8.5 6.0 2.8
(2.8) (2.4) (5.4) (8.4) (3.8) (3.6)
Number of respondents 129 S0 42 21 82 4
* 0f those .hat received speech/language therapy in the past ys:r. See Table 28,

Table 33A: SPEECH LANGUAGE THERAPY RECEIVEF 8Y YOUTH WITH SPEECH INPAIRNENTS (Concluded)

School Status

Age_in 1987

19 or
15-16 17-18 older

28.8 38.6 12.3
( 8.6) (10.4) { 5.8)
138 128 138
98.8 96.2 85.8
(1.6) ( 2.8) (7.5)
7.9 105 15.0
(4.9) (6. 9.9)
00 1. 5.6
(0.0) (2.7) ( 6.4}
0.0 3.6 0.0
( 0.06) ( 3.8) ( 0.0)
0.0 1.2 4.2
( 0.0) ( 2.2) { 5.6)
0.0 S.2 0.0
(6.0) ( 4.1) (0.0)
0.0 0.0 €.0
(0.0) (0.Y) (6.6)
4.3 4.2 103
(3.8) (4.00 ( 8.4)
51 S0 28

Out 1 year Out 1 -2
In-School or less Years
32.4 22.9 0.7
( 6.9) ( 8.6) (1.7)
256 89 59
96.8 98.1 aee
(1.9) ( 2.6)
8.2 19.8 .-
( 3.9) {11.0)
0.7 0.0 .-
(1.2) ( 0.0)
1.4 0.0 vee
(1.7) ( 0.0)
0.5 2.2 ——-
(1.0) (4.1)
1.7 0.0 ae-
(1.9) ( 0.0)
0.0 0.0 .e-
( 0.0) ( 0.0)
5.3 2.2 .-
( 3.2) (4.1)
94 2y 6
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Service Characteristics

Average hours of speech/language

therapy provided recipients
in the past yesr

Number of respondents
Percentage received speech/

language therapy in the past

year from:*
Secondary school

Spec ial school
Postsecondary schoo!
Family member/friend
Private therapist
Vocational Rehakilitation
Hospital/institution
Other agency

Number of respondents

Household income

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

3.6 4.0 169
(12.1) (12.8) (5.8)
84 114 164

96.4 97.7 90.8
(3.9) (2.7) (5.1)
11.0 10.6 8.4
(7.9) (6.8) (5.9)
1.5 0.0 2.6
(3.1) (0.0) (3.4)
3.4 0.0 0.0
(4.8) (0.0) (0.0
0.0 0.4 2.8
(0.0) (1.4) (3.5
0.0 0.0 6.1
(9.0) {0.0) (5.1)
0.0 0.4 0.0
(0.0 (1.4) (0.0)
5.7 1.7 9.7
(6.1) (2.9) (6.4)
30 41 46

* 0f those that received speech/language therapy in the past year.

Source: Parent interviews.

$25,000

Ethnicity

SPEECH LANGUAGE ‘THERAPY RECEIVED BY YOUTH WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS (Concluded)

Black White Hispanic

31.9 249 45.0
(10.8) ( 6.1) (23.7)
103 234 49

99.7 93.3 100
(1.2) (3.5 (0.0
12.5 9.4 0.0
{8.1) (5.2) (0.0
0.0 1.2 0.0
(0.0) (2.0) { 0.0)
0.0 2.5 0.0
(0.0) (2.7) {0.0)
0.4 0.5 2.6
(1.7) (1.3) {5.3)
0.0 2.9 0.0
(0.0) (3.0) {0.0)
1.9 0.0 0.0
(3.5) (0.0) {0.0)
0.0 99 0.0
(0.0) {5.2) (0.0)
u 1c 19
See Table 28.
reon
Vo "o

Head of Household's Education
No High School High School

0iploma Diploma _Q_m
28.0 19.6
{9.8) {7.2)

144 126
99.0 93.6 91.6
(1.8) (4.7) (5.6)

6.4 11.2 13.5
( 5.3) (1.2) (8.1)

1.3 0.0 2.7
( 2.5) ( 0.0) ( 3.9)

0.0 3.8 0.0
( 0.0) (4.4) ( 0.0)

0.0 0.4 2.9
( 0.0) (1.4) ( 4.1)

0.9 0.0 6.5
( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 5.9)

0.0 0.4 0.0
( 0.0) (1.4) ( 0.0)

0.4 7.4 9.9
(1.5) ( 6.1) (17.3)
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\ Table 34A: HELP VITH PHYSICAL NEEDS®™ RECEIVED 8Y YOUTH VITH SPEECH l"AlilliTS

__Commynity —Gender__ _Me_in 1987
: 19 or
Service Charscteristics Tota Urban Subyrben Rural Male Fomale 15-16 17-18 older In-School
Percentage received help with
physical needs:
Never DATA RELATED TO THIS TOPIC WERE NOT GATHERED

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 respondents
Percentage received following
hours of help with physical

needs in the past year:
None

LET

Fewer than 40 hours

: 40 to 100 hours

: 101 to 240 hours

241 to 480 hours

More than 48C hours
Nunber of respondents

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

Source: Parent interviews.
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Table 348: HELP WITH PHYSICAL NEEOS* RECEIVED BY YOUTH WITH SPEECH INPAIRMENTS >

__ Moupehold fncame  __ Ethetetty = ___ Wesd of Household's Edvcation
Under 12,000- $25,000 No High School High School  Beyond
Service Characteristics $12,000 $24,993 and Over Black White Hispanic Diploms Diplome  High Sshool
Percentage received help with
physical needs-
Never DATA RELATED su THIS TOPIC WERE WOT GATHERED

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

For a few weeks

For a few months

For about a year

Fer several yesars or more

Number of respondents

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

None

Fewer than 40 heuecs

40 to 100 hours

101 to 240 hours

241 to 480 hours

More than 480 hours

Number of respondents

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

Source: Parent interviews.




6€1

Table 34A: HELP VITH PHYSICAL EEDS® RECEIVED BY YOUTH VITH o#EECH INPAIRNENTS (Conc luded)

Service Sharacteristi
Average hours of help with
physical ~eads provided recipients
in the past yasr
Nurber of respor’wts

Percantage receive. Melp with
physical needs in the past
year from:**

Secondary schoo!l

Special schoo!l

Postsecondary school

Fomily member/friend

Private therapist

Vocat ional Rehabilitation

Hospital/inst itution

Other source

Number of respondents

Total

st

Comunity _Geder Mg in]ow
srban Suburban furs¢  Wale Fmsle 1518 17-18 older

DATA RELATED TO THIS TC.'IC WVERE NOT GATHERED
FOR YOUTH IN THIS DISABILITY CATEGORY.

* Help witn physical neeus includes physical therapy, mobility training, and other such assistance.
** 0f those that received help with nhysical needs in the past year. See Table 28.

Source: Parent interviews.

.06




orl

Table 348:

Service Characteristics

Average hours of help with
physical needs provided recipients
in the past year
Number of respondents

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

Secondary school

Special schoo)

Postsecondary school

Family member/friend

Private therapist

Vocational Rehabilitation

Hospital/institution

Other source

Number of respondents

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

Source: Parent interviews.

HELP WITH PHYSICAL NEEDS* RECEIVED 8Y YOUTH WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS {Concluded)
Household Income Ethnicity Head of Household’s Education

Under 12,000- $25,000 No High School High Schoo!  Beyond
$12,000 $24,993 and Over 8lack White Hispanic Diplome Diploms  High School

DATA RELATED TO THIS TOPIC VERE NOT GATHERED l
FOR YOUTH IN THIS DISASILITY CATEGORY. I




1§21

Y S F O

Rimg T AT et s T
N iy SR TN

Table 35A: TRANSPORTATION ASSISTANCE RECEIVED 8Y YOUTH WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS

Community Gender Age in 1987 School Status
. 19 or Out 1 year Out 1 -2
Service Characteristics Jotal Urban Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years

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

Vocational Rehabilitation

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 vehicle

Aide to push whezlchair

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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Tabla 35B: TRANSPORTATION ASSISTANCE RECEIVED BY YOUTH WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS

Househo1d Income Ethaicity Head 6. *oisehold's Education
Under $2.000- $25,000 No High School High School  Bayond
Service Characteristics $12,000 $24,999 and Over 8lack White Hispanic Dipira Diploma _ High School

Percentage received transportation
help in the past year from:* I
Zecondary school DATA RELATED TO THIS TOPIC WERE NOT GATHERED
I FOR YOUTH IR THIS OISABILITY CATEGORY.
Special school

Yocat ‘onal Rehabilitation

Hospital/inst itut fon
Other source
Number of respondents

Percentage with transportation help
including:

Rides on special vehicles

Help getting into vehicles

Help walking to school/work

(wning adapted vehicle

Aide to push wheelchair

Rides to places could not
otherwise go

Other
Number of respondents

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

Source: Parent interviews.
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Community

Urban Suburban Rural

Table 36A:
Secondary School Achievement Total
Percentage receiving grades
with secondary school grade
point average (GPA) of:*
3.25 or higher 10.8
( 2.3)
2.75 to 3.24 16.9
( 2.8)
2.25 to 2.74 17.3
( 2.9)
1.75 to 2.24 21.4
( 3.1)
1.25 to 1.74 15.6
(2.7)
Less than 1.25 17.9
( 2.9)
Number of respondents 365
Average GPA for students
receiving grades:*
As a whole 2.1
v 0.1)
In grades 7 or 8 1.9
(0.2)
In grades 9 or 10 2.0
(0.1)
In grades 11 or 12 2.4
(0.1)
Number of respondents 362
Percentage receiving grades
who received 1 or more failing
grades in most recent school year:*
As a whole 35.1
( 3.5)
In grades 7 or 8 33.6
(9.5
In grades 9 or 10 44.0
(5.8)
In grades 11 or 12 20.8
( 4.6)
Number of respondents 37

112

11.6 11.1 10.2
( 4.3) (4.0) (4.2)
18.7 19.2 133
( 5.2) (5.0) (4.7)
18.9 156 17.5
(5.3)(4.6) (5.3)
19.1 21.8 2.1
(5.3)(5.3)(5.9)
15,3 13.3 17.8
( 4.8) ( 4.3) (5.3)
16.4 19.0 17.2
(5.0) (5.0)(5.2)
122 122 100

2.1 2.1 2.1

( 0.1) ( 0.1) (0.1)
- 1.8 -

(0.2)

2.0 1.9 2.2

( 0.2) (0.2) (0.2)
2.3 2.7 2.1

( 0.2) (0.1) (0.2)
120 121 100

35.6 37.2 3l.1
(6.4) ( 6 1) (62)
(13 a)

45.6  49.6 36.2
(10.2) (10.1) (10.2)
6.6 1.5 2.6
(8.4) (5.4)(9.1)
124 126 105

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

Source -

Studerts” school reco’ds.

Gender

Male Female

12.6 8.2
(3.2) (3.3)
13.0 23.2
{ 3.3) (5.1)
14.1 21.2
(3.4) (4.9)
2 4 16.9
( +.2) ( 4.5)
16.4 14.6
( 3.6) (4.3)
19.4 159
(3.8) (c.4)
217 145
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39.6 28.8
(4.7) (5.4)
47.3 27.6
(12.4) (14.1)
47.3 38.0
( 7.1) (10.2)
19.3 22.5
{6.2) (6.9)

224 150

SECONDARY SCHOOL EDUCATIONAL ACHIEVEMENT OF YOUTH WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS
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Data are for the students’ most recent year in secondary school.

_Age in 1987 School Status
19 or Out ! year Qutl -2
15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years
10.9 9.9 12.5 i0.0 9.3 17.9
( 3.8) ( 3.6) ( 4.7) ( 2.8) ( 4.6) (7.8)
19.5 14.5 15.5 17.2 17.8 16.5
(4.8) ( 4.2) ( 5.2) ( 3.5) ( 6.1) (7.6)
14.7 20.1 18.3 14.9 24.5 18.8
( 4.3) ( 4.8} ( 5.5) ( 3.3) ( 6.8) ( 8.0)
24.3 20.0 16.4 25.2 9.3 14.7
(S. 2) ( 4.8) ( 5 3) ( 4.0) ( 4.6) (7.2)
15.2 15.7 16.5 17.6 7.1
( 4.3) ( 4.3) ( 5 3) ( 3.4) ( 6.1) { 5.2)
15.4 19.8 20.7 16.2 21.4 25.1
(4.3) ( 4.8) (5.8) ( 3.4) ( 6.5) ( 8.8)
120 148 97 228 83 48
2. 2.0 2.1 2.1 2.0 2
(0.1)(0.1) (0.1) (0.1) (0.2) ( 0.2)
2.0 --- --- 1.9 --- -—-
( 0.2) ( 0.2)
2.3 1.8 --- 2.1 --- -—-
(0.1) { 0.2) (0.1)
--- 2.4 2.3 2.3 2.4 2.5
( 0.1) (0.1) (0.2) (0.1) (0.2
120 145 97 228 30 48
33.9 40.5 25 0 36.4 36.9 21.7
(5. 6) (5.8) (3 l) ( 4.3) (7.8) ( 8.2)
36.9 --- 39.0 .- --
(9.2) ( 9.8)
33.6 54.7 --- 39.7 .- ---
(7.2) (9.0) { 6.1)
--- 24.8 15.7 28.5 18.3 8.3
(7.1) (5.7) ( 8.3 (7.2) (6.1)
126 151 100 239 82 50
-\
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Table 36B:

Secondary School Achievement

Percentage receiving grades
with secondary school grade
point average (6PA) of:*

3.25 or higher

2.75 to 3 24

2.25 to 2.74

1.75 to 2.24

1.25 to 1.74

Less than 1.25

Number of respondents

Average GPA 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 mcst recent school year:*

As a whole

In grades 7 or 8

In grades 9 or 10

In grades 11 r 12

Number of respondents

SECONDARY SCHOOL EDUCATIONAL ACHIEVEMENT OF YOUTH WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS

Household Income

Ethmicity

PERAT NN

Head of Household's Education

Under 12,000-  $25,000 No High School High School
$12,000 $24,599 and Over Black White Hispanic Diploma Oiploms
5.9 8.3 13.3 6.6 13.1 0.9 2.3 6.9
(4.0) (4.6) (4.4) ( 4.5) ( 3.6) ( 2.2) {2.1) (4.2)
15.3 16,9  25.7 13.3 20.9 21.6 16.9 13.5
(6.2) (6.3) (5.7) (6.2) ( 4.4) (9.9) (5.2) ( 5.6)
12.4 200 22.4 11.4 214 123 12.7 19.6
(5.6) (6.7) (5.4) (5.8) (4.4) (7.9 ( 4.6) ( 6.5)
19.8 21.5 20.9 29.6 19.1 24.4 16.6 32.4
(6.8 (6.9) (5.3) (7.4) ( 4.2) (10.3) { 5.1) (7.7)
25.5 14.1 147 14.5 17.7 22.3 28.7 12.9
(7.5 (5.8) (4.6) { 6.4) ( 4.1) (10.0) ( 6.2) ( 5.5)
2.2 19.2 3.0 336 7.9 185 22.7 14.6
(7.0 {66) (2.2) {8.6) (2.9) (9.3 ( 8) (5.8)
65 70 120 64 179 35 102 83
1.9 2.1 2.4 1.8 23 1.9 1.8 2.1
(0.1) (’5"2)) (01) (02)(01)(02) (?-;) {0.1)

(0.3) ( 0.3) (0.3)
1.8 1.9 2.3 1.6 23 1.9 1.7 2.1
(0.2) (02) (0.2) {0.2)(0.2) (0.3 (0.2) (0.2)
2.0 2.3 2.7 1.9 2.5 --- 2.0 2.1
(0.2) (0.2) (0.1 (0.3) (0.1) (0.2) (0.2)
65 70 119 63 178 35 102 82
50.8 35.4 20.6 44.9 30.1 43.4 48.0 37.8
(8.4) (7.7) (5.2) (8.9) ! 4.9) (11.2) (6.7) (7.8)
---  31.0 --- --- 38.6 --- 50.5 .-

(14.8) (14.1) (13.9)
61.2 47.6 22.1 53.9 34.1 554 52.2 46 7
(12 7) (12.5) ( 8.6) (-3.2) ( 8.3; (16.6) (10.4) (12.6)
45.5 20.7 14.6 308 21.6  --- 39.0 32.1
(13.8) (12.6) ( 6.2) (14.2) ( 6.5) (:..5) (11.8)
68 75 121 65 183 39 106 86

* See Appendix for percentage of students that had graded classes

Source: Students’ schoo) records Data are for the students” most recent year in secondary school.
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Table 36A:

Secondary School Achieven

Of students that had araded classes
in reqular education, percentage
receiving a failing grade*

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

Number of respondents

Percentage absent from school:
Fewer than 5 days

6 to 10 days

1) to 20 days

21 to 30 days

More than 30 days
Number of respondents

* 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 reccrds.

R
]

SECONDARY SCHOOL EDUCATIONAL ACHIEVEMENT OF YOUTH WITH SPEECH INPAIRMENTS (Continued)

Total

36.8
(3.8)
336

10.2
188

Commun it Gender Age in 1987 School Status

19 or Out | year Outl -2

Urban Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In~-School _or less Years
35.6 39.7 33.3 40.8 30.9 36.9 41.2 .l 38.3 40.1 20.1
(6.8) (6.5 (6.6) (5.00(57) (6.0)(6.0) (6.6) { 4.6) ( 8.0) { 8.6)
18 113 97 200 i34 111 142 83 210 79 42
12,2 11.5 4.8 1.y 1.7 8.7 125 9.3 9.7 11.9 10.0
(5.8) (5.8) (4.5) (4.2) (4.8) (4.9) (5.8 (5.2) (3.7 { 8.6) (7.8)
72 60 44 119 68 5 68 63 123 32 30
40.1 4i.3 343 40.5 33.6 45.2 30.9 31.0 41.1 4.4 3.7
(7.3) (6.5) (6.6) (5.1) (5.7) (6.i) (5.9)(7.0) (4.7) {7.0) {10.3)
12.4 117 30.7 17.0 25.1 19.4 20.0 24.5 17.9 27.6 26.3
(5. l) (4.2) ( 6.4) ( 3.9) (5.3) (4.8)(5.1) (6.5 {3.7) (7.3) {9.7)
24.0 33.3 22.2 24.0 30.0 23.6 29.9 26.5 26.1 27.6 29.2
(54)(62)(58) (44)(56) (5.2) (5.8)(6.7) ( 4.2) (7.3) {10.0)
83 1.3 1.7 9.8 58 8.3 1.8 10.6 7.8
(41)(34)(41) (28)(34) (3.6) (3.0) (4.2) { 2.6) {5.1) (5.9
14.2 6.3 3.1 10.7 2.5 2.0 134 97 7.1 9.9 4.0
(5.2) (3.2) (2.4) (3.2) (1.9) (17)(43)(45) ( 2.5) (4.9 ( 4.3)
99 114 99 189 140 116 129 207 78 41

Data are for the students’' most recent year in secondary school.
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Table 36B: SECONDARY SCHOOL EDUCATIONAL ACHIEVEMENT OF YOUTH WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS (Cont inued)

ousehold Income Ethnicity Head of Household's Education
weder 12,000-  $25,000 No High School High Schoo!
Secondary School Achievement $12,000 $24,999  and Over lack White Hispanic Oiplome  _ Ofploms _gh_m
Of students that had graded classes
in regular education, percentag
receiving a failing grade* 0.9 “33 193 §0.1 0.0 48.8 48.7 38.0 16.5
(9.0) (8.0) {5.2) (9.7) { 5.0) (12.7) {17.0) { 8.4) (6.1)
Nuwber of respond s S8 61 115 $ 170 k3| 9% " 78
Of students that had graded classes
in special education, percentage
receiving a failing grade** 18.8 34 4.4 88 95 7.9 12.0 13.9 0.0
(8.6) (4.0) (4.2 (6.6) (4.8)(7.8) {5.9) (7.9) ( 0.0)
Number of respondents 40 3» ) 38 n i 40
Percentage absent from school:
fewer than S days 32.1 468 4.3 38.9 4.2 N2 3.8 50.3 43.8
(8.2) (8.7) (6.8) { 8.9) (5.6) (12.3) ( 6.5) (8.3) ( 8.9)
6 to 10 days 26.9 9.5 20.1 17.2 18.1 21.8 21.8 14.2 20.4
(78) (5.1) (5.9 ( 6.9) (4.3) (10.7) (5.8) (5.3) {7.3)
11 to 20 cays 21,6 30.3 293 26.4 24.9 23.3 29.3 19.0 30.2
(7.2) (8.0) (6.3) {8 0) ( 4.9) (11. 0) ( 6.4) { 6.5) (8.3)
— 21 to 30 days 7.0 7.1 5.3 6.5 6.3 15.7 10.1 3.8 4.7
S (4.5) (4.5 (3.1) ( 4.5) (2.7) (95.4) ( 4.2) { 3.2) ( 3.8)
» More than 30 days 12.4 6.3 3.0 11.1 6.5 5.0 7.0 12.6 0.8
(5.8) (4.2) (2.4) (5.7) ( 2.8) (5.7) ( 3.6) (5.5) ( 1.6)
Number of respondents 61 64 105 63 164 29 96 80 69

* See Appendix for percentage of students that had graded classes in ,egular education.
** See Appendix for percentage of students that had graded classes in special education.

Source: Students’' school records. Oata are for the students’ most recent year in secondary school.
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Table 36A:

Secondary School Achievement

Average days absent:
As a2 whole

In grades 7 or 8

In grades 9 or 10

In grades 11 or 12

Ungraded

Number of respondents

Percentage of students in
schools and at grade levels in
which minimen competency tests
were giver chat were exempted
from tests*®

Number of respondents

Lyl

Percentage taking minimum
competercy tests that:
Failed
Passed in part
Passed fully

Number of respondents

LT e e T

SECONDARY SCHOOL EDUCATIONAL ACHIEVEMENT OF YOUTH WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS (Concluded)

Total

12.6
237

* See Appt'zndix for percentage in schools and at grade levels that were subject to minimum competency tests.

Source: Students school records.

218

Commun ity Gender Age in 1987 School Status
19 or Out 1 year
Urban Suburban Rural Male female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less
13.5 12.1 10.2 13.1 10.1 9.5 4.4 12,7 11.4 14.1
(2.2) (1.7) (1.4) (1.5) ( 1.0) (1.3) (1.8) (1.9) (1.2) (2.2)
-— 13.§ --- 15.4 10.0 119 -~ - 12.8 -
( 3.6) (4.0) ( 3.6) (2.7) ( 3.0)
13.2 114 9.4 13.0 8.7 7.6 16.7 --- 10.1 -
{3.2) (3.1) (1.6) (2.2) (1.4) (1.1) ( 3.4) (1.5)
149 11.7 9.7 11.0 12.0 --- 11.3 11.3 13.6 10.3
{3.3) (2.1)(1.8) {2.1) ( 1.6) (1.7) ( 2.0) ( 2.6) {1.8)
97 113 99 188 138 116 126 87 207 75
18.4 12.0 7.1 12.0 13.4 16.2 8.5 155 10.6 23.9
{ 6.2) (5.6) {4.2) { 4.0) ( 5.1) (6.5 (3.9) (5.9) ( 3.8) (7.7)
85 69 n 140 96 56 105 I 131 65
17.0 6.8 28.2 15.6 19.7 13.8 13.1 33.9 12.9 22.9
{6.9) (4.7) (8.5 ( 5.0) ( 6.6) (7.?) (5.1) (8.7) ( 4.5) (9.0
40.0 39.2 21.9 38.6 22.7 28.1 38.7 22.3 39.3 4.5
(8.9) (9.2) (7.8) (6.7) ( 6.9) (9.5 (7.4)(7.7) ( 6.6) (9.3)
429 54.0 49.9 45.8 57.5 58.1 48.2 7 4.8 52.6
{ 9.0) (9.3) (9.4) (6.9) (8.2) (10.4) ( 7.6) ( 9.1) ( 6.8) (10.7)
65 60 54 111 76 40 90 57 108 4
Data are for the students’ most recent year in secondary school.
219

Out 1 -2
Years

10.8
(2.0)

1.8
(3.1)
38
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Table 368:

Secondary School Achievement

Average Jdays absent:
As 3 whole

In graces 7 or 8
In grades 9 or 10
In grades 11 or 12
Ungraded

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

Number of respandents
Percentage taking minimum
competency tests that:

Failed
Passed in part
Passed ully

Number of respondents

* See Appendix for percentage in schools and at grade leveis that were subject to minimum competency tests.

Source:

Students’ school records.

SECONDARY SCHOOL EDUCATIONAL ACHIEVEMENT OF YOUTH WITH SPEECH TMPAIRMENTS (Concluded) A \

Household In.ome

Ethnicity

Head of Household's Education

Under 12,000-  $25,000
$12,000 $24,999 and Over

13.5 11.8 .4
(2.4) (2.5) (:i.4)

(5.3)
11.0 9.7 5.8
(3.3) (3.5 (2.7)
17.1 142 8.5
(4.1) (4.3) (1.4)

—— —— ——

61 64 104

Data are for the students’ most recent year in seconcary schnoi.

Blaclk White Hispanic

123 11.1 120
(23)(15)‘25)

{ 5 3)
9.4 103 ---
(2.7) (2.9)
17.7 10.4 ---
(4.8) (13
62 163 28
8.9 14.8

(93)(39)(95)'
29

21.8 10.8 15.5
(10.8) ( 4.6) (12.0)
4.5 2.6 55.5
(13.7) ( 6.6) (16 5)

8.8 60.6
(11.9} ( 7.2) (15 0)
32 96 19

‘ 'J
b ot

No High School High School  Beyond
Diploms Diploma  High School

12.9 12.0 8.5
(1.8) (2.7) (1.3)

13.2 — .-

( 3.2)

12.4 8.9 7.4

( 2.9) ( 3.0) ( 2.3)

13.0 14.8 9.7

(2.9) ( 4.0 (1.8)

96 79 68 2
15.2 14.0 2.0 W
( 6.6) ( 6.8} (2.7)

58 59 5¢ “F
26.1 11.0 0.8 P
(9.1) (7.1) (1.8) S
51.2 4.4 20.3
(10.4) {11.1) (7.9) -
22.6 47.6 78.9
(8.7) (11.3) ( 8.0)

45 4 54
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School Completion

Graduated

Dropped out

Were suspended expelled

Reached age limit

Number of respondents

Number of respondents

Didn°t like school/bored

Had behavior problems
Needed/found a job

Got married/had 2 child

Oidn°t get into progre
I1ness or disability

Moved

Percentage out-of-school youth who:*

Percentage of graduates receiving
a regular diploma

Percentage of drofouts whose parents
reported they left school because:
Not doing well in Scnool

warted

friends were dropping out

Other

Number of respondents

Number of respondents

291

Percentage of d.opouts expected
by parents to finish secondary
schoo

Table 374:

SECONOARY SCHOOL COMPLETION OF YOUTH WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS

" See Apnendix for percentage of youth who were out cf secondary:

Community Gender Age in 1987 Sc'wool Status

: 19 or Out 1 year Out i -2

Jotal Urban Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years
62.7 62.0 61.3 71.6 56.3 74.4 --- 5719 71.1 -— 60.5 65.6
( 4.9) (6.8) (9.7) (9.0) (6.4) (7.1) {9.0)t .5} ( 6.9) (6.7)
28.3 22.1 30.0 27.3 31.7 2.1 --- 342 18.5 .- 29.6 26.6
{ 4.6) (7.5) (9.1} (8.9) (6.0) (6.8) {8.6)(s.7) ( 6.5) (6.2)
4.2 5.1 7.0 1.1 6.4 0.0 - 7.9 2.4 -— 4.7 3.5
{ 2.0) ( 4.0) ( 5.0) ( 2.0) t 3.2) ( 0.0) (4.9) ( 1.9) ( 3.0) ( 2.6)
4.8 10.7 1.7 0.0 5.5 3.6 -—— 0.0 8.0 -—- 5.2 4.3
{2.2) (5.6) { 2.6) (0.0) ( 2.9} { 3.0) {90.0) {3.3) (3.2) { 2.9)
222 19 54 48 139 83 5 63 154 0 117 105
g1.5 949 97.9 83.4 91.3 91.8 --- 97.4 8.3 --- 86.5 9.1
( 4.2) {5.7)(3.6) (9.6) (5.7) { 6.1) { 4.0) ( 6.3) { 6.8) ( 3.5)

98 34 32 29 45 2 k1 62 0 58 38
30.0 -~ --- --- 36.5 --- --- --- —-- .- --- -—-
(15.5) (18.3)

41.7 --- --- --- 47.7 - --- - -—- -— ——- -
(16.7) (18.3)

12.1 --- --- .- 149 -—- --- -—- --- --- -— -—-
(11.0) (13.5)

0.0 --- --- --- 0.0 --- -- --- --- .- -—- -
{0.0) {0.0)

0.0 --- --- --- 0.0 --- --- --- --- --- .- -—-
{0.0) {0.0)

0.0 --- --- --- 0.0 .- -—- —— --- -— --- ---
{0.9) {0.0

4.2 --- --- --- 5.1 --~ --- --- .- --- — ---
{ 6.8) { 8.3)

10.0 - - --- --- 0.0 --- --- --- -- --- -- ---
(10.2) { 0.0)

10.5 ~-- --- --- 12.9 - --- --- --- --- -- ---
(10.4) (12.7)

30.1 --- --- --- 29.9 --- .- --- --- --- --- ---
(15.5) (17.3)

19 5 7 4 15 4 1 8 10 0 14 5
46.5 .-- --- --- 301 --- --- ~-- --- --- 39.5 ---
(14.7) (15.4) (17.5)

25 7 8 5 19 6 2 12 11 ] 18 7

school .
OO
222

Source: Pzyent interviews and students’ school records.
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Table 37B: SECONOARY SCHOOL COMPLETION OF YOUTH WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS

ot
A
)4'

Household Income Ethnicity Head of Household’s Education 3
Under 12,000- $25,000 No High School High School Beyond
School Completion $12,000 $24,999 and Over Black White Hispanic Oiploma Oiploma  High School
Percentage out-of-< hool youth who:*
Graduated 50.2 49.2 92.2 38.7 70.0 65.2 51.3 62.9 85.9
(11.3) (10.5) ( 8.5) (9.4) { 7.2) (15.8) ( 8.7) (11.0) { 6.4)
Dropped out 45.3 35.7 3.2 43.8 17.7 .9 39.4 29.8 6.3
(11.2) (10.9) ( 2.9) (9.7) ( 6.0) (14.3) ( 8.5) (10.4) { 4.5)
Vere suspended expelled 2.2 11.0 0.0 7.2 4.8 5.4 5.6 3.4 5.1
(3.3) (6.6) (0.0) (5.0) ( 3.4) (7.5) ( 4.0) (4.1) ( 4.1)
Reached age limit 2.3 4.1 4. 4.3 1.5 4.6 3.6 3.9 2.7
( 3.4) (4.2) (3.5) (3.9) {4.1) (6.9) ( 3.3) ( 4.4) ( 3.0)
Number of re3pondents 40 50 75 s? 103 18 75 44 58
Percentage of graduates receiving
a regular diploma --- --- 99.2 ---  90.8 --- 76.9 98.7 100
(1.9) ( 5.6) (15.0) ( 3.7) 0.0)
Number of respondents 11 14 4 9 58 7 17 21 35
Percentage of dropouts whose parents
reported they left school because:
Not doing well in school --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
§ Oidn’t like school/bored --- --- --- .- --- --- --- --- ---
had behavior problems --- --- --- --- --- --- --- -—- ---
Needed/found a jor --- --- --- --- --- --- --- - -—- :
Got married/had a child --- --- --- --- --- --- -e- --- ---
Oidn‘t get into program wanted --- --- --- e --- --- - - E
11lness or disability --- --- --- --- -—- --- --- --- ---
Moved --- --- --- -—- --- --- --- --- --- Z
Friends were dropping out --- --- --- --- --- - --- --- --- ;s
Number of respondents 7 e 2 9 7 3 11 6 2
Percentage of dropouts expected 4
by parents to finish seccndar, K
schoo --- --- --- --- --- --- 44.6 --- .- 3
(18 8)
Number of respondents 7 10 2 10 10 3 15 6 2
*See Append:x for percentage of youth who were out of secondary school ) 2
. o~ O .,
Source. Parent interviews and students® school records
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Table 38A: RESIDENTIAL INDEPENDEWCE OF YOUTH WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS .
Comunity Gender Age in 1987 School Status
Resident ial : 19 or vuc 1 year Qutl -2
Independence Characteristics Jotal Urban Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-18 glder In-School _or less Years
Percentage living:
With parent(s) 90.8 9l.i 93.G S0.4 90.4 91.3 96.8 90.8 74.4 95.5 17.1 73.0
(1.9) (3.2) (3.0) ( 4.0} L 2.5) ( 3.0) (1.8) ( 3.4) (5.0) (1.7) (6.4) « (71.7)
Alone 0.9 1.4 00 1.0 0.7 1.1 0.0 0.4 4.0 0.2 0.8 5.7
( 0.6) (1.3) (0.0) (1.3) (0.7) (1.1) ( 0.0) ©0.7) (2.2} ( 0.4) (1.4) ( 4.0)
With spouse/roommate 2.6 1.6 3.2 2.5 29 2.2 0.7 4.0 5.5 1.1 1.9 6.9
(1.1) (1.5) (2.1) (2.1) (1.4) (1.6" ( n.8) (2.3) (2.6) ( 0.8) (4.1) ( 4.4)
With othe, family member 2.6 1.4 3.2 2.8 2.6 2.5 1.4 2.9 5.2 1.4 4.5 9.1
(1.1) { 1.3) (2.1) { 2.3) (1.4) (1.7) (1.2) (2.0} ( 2.5) ( 0.9) (3.2 { 5.0)
In a residential/boarding
school (not a college) 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 09 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.9 0.7 0.0 0.0
. ( 0.5) (0.0) (0.0)(0.0) (0.8) { 0.0) {0.0) (0.0) (1.9) (0.7) ( 0.0) ( 0.0)
In a college dormitory 0.4 0.0 0.4 1.1 0.6 0.2 0.0 0.7 1.2 0.0 3.2 00
(0.4) {0.0) (0.7) (1.4) ( 0.6) { 0.5) (0.0) (0.9} (1.2) ( 0.0) ( 2.7) ( 0.0) 5
In a group home 1.5 3.0 0.1 2.0 1.1 2.0 1.1 08 3.7 1.1 4.7 0.3 Y
.(0.8) (1.9) (0.4) (1.9) (0.9) (1.5) (1.1) (1.0) (2.2) ( 0.8) (3.2 ( 1.0)
In a menia) bhealth facility or 4
hospital/institution for the
disabled 0.2 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.7 0.0 0.0 1.9 2
(0.3) ( 0.0) (0.5) (0.0) { 0.5) { 0.0} ( 0.0) ( 0.5) (0.9) ( 0.0) (0.8) { 2.4) o
™ In a correctional facility 0.3 1.2 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.2 0.0 0.3 1.3 0.0 1.8 1.0 E
— ( 0.4) (1.2) (0.0) (0.0) ( 0.6) ( 0.5) (0.0) (0.7) (1.3) ( 0.0) { 2.1) {1.7) 'i‘*i
- Other 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.1 0.4 0.0 0.0 1.1 0.0 0.2 2.1 g
(0.3) (0.0) {(0.0)(0.6) ( 0.3) { 0.5) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) (1.2) ( 0.9) ( 0.9) { 2.5) o
Number of respondents 497 180 149 103 299 198 166 157 174 302 104 89 ‘“
Percentage of institutionalized “:
youth who have been in institutions- ¥
Less than 6 months --- - eee - - e -—- e e --- --- --- %
of
6 to 12 months --- .- =-- --- --- --- - --- --- --- -- - T
13 to 36 months --- - - -—- --- - --- - e --- - --- - 3
> 36 months --- ce- === --- --- .- --- ee- --- --- .- --- %
NKumber of respond..ts 9 4 2 1 5 4 1 3 5 3 2 4
Percentage makiny alterations to
home to accommodate disability 0.0 9.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.9 0.0 0.0
1 n9) (0.0) (0.0)(0.0) (0.0) (0.0 ( 0.0) { 0.0) ( 0.9) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0)
Number of respondents 482 17 142 100 291 191 161 150 171 293 102 85
Q Source: Parent interviews.
S0
A=l »520
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Table 388: RESIDENTIAL INDEPENDENCE OF YOUTH WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS

Household Income Ethnicity" Head of Hougsehold's Education
Residential Unger 12,000- $25,000 No High School High School  Beyond
Indegzeidence Characteristics $12,0"0 $24,999 and Over Black White Hispanic Diploma Diploma  High Schoo
Percentage living:
With parent(s) 89.3 91.4 96.2 93.1 89.1 91.2 90.9 93.6 92.8
(4.1) (3.5 (2.1) (3.2) (2.9) (5.2) (3.1) ( 3.2) ( 3.3)
Alone 0.6 1.0 1.5 0.8 1.0 0.7 0.4 1.3 1.6
(1.0) (1.3) (1.3) {1.1) ( 0.9) ( 1.6) ( 0.86) (1.5) (1.8)
With spouse/roommate 4.8 1.0 0.8 2.7 29 1.8 2.8 4.0 0.1
(2.8) (1.2) (1.0) (2.0} (1.5) ( 2.4) (1.7) ( 2.5) (0.5;
With other family member 3.6 2.2 0.5 1.2 2.5 &1 4.4 0.1 © 0.7
(2.5) (1.8) (0.8) {1.3) (1.4) ( 3.6) (2.2) (0.5 (1.1)
In a residential/boarding
school (not a college) 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.0 1.0 0.0 0.6 0.5 0.7
(1.2) (1.2) (0.0 (0.9) ( 0.9) ( 0.0) ( 0.9) (0.9) (1.1) o
In a college dormitory 0.0 1.1 0.4 0.0 08 0.0 0.8 0.0 0.5
(0.0 (1.3) (0.7) (0.0) (0.8) (0.0 (0.9) ( 0.0) ( 0.9
In a group home 0.0 2.0 0.3 0.9 2.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.7
(0.0) (1.7) (0.5 (1.2) (1.4) (0.0) (0.0) ( 0.0) ( 2.1)
In a mental health facility or
hospital/institution for the
disabled 0.0 0.0 0.0 5 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
— (0.0) (0.00 (0.0 (o. 9) (o. 3) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0)
P In a correctional facility 0.5 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.7 0.2 0.6 0.0
| ~N {09) (0.7) (0.0) (1 2) (0.0) (1.5) . 0.5) (1.0) { 0.0)
- Other 0.5 0.0 0.2 0.0 00 1.5 0.0 0.0 0.9
(0.9) (0.0) (0.5 (0.0) (0.0)(2.2) (0.0) ( 0.0) (1.2)
Number of respondents 116 135 178 141 260 62 189 130 135
Percentage of institutionalized
youth who have been in institutions:
Less than 6 months --- --- --- e --- --- ---
6 to 12 months .- .- --- e --- .- ---
13 to 36 months --- --- --- --- --- == --- - ---
> 36 months .- --- --- S --- --- ---
Number of respondents 1 1 2 3 5 . 0 1 3
Percentage making alterations to
home to accommodate disability 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)
Number of respondents 116 135 177 140 258 61 189 130 134

o g
So ce: Parent interviews. F s




Table 39A: HOME-CARE INDEPENDENCE OF YOUTH W'TH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS

Commun ity Gender . _Age in 1987 School Status

Out 1 year Outl -2

19 or
Home-Care 1ndependence Total Urban ‘uburban dural Male Femsle 15-16 17-18 older In-Sciwol _or less Years

Parcentage fixing own breakfast

or lunci: ‘
Always 8.7 4.5 428 30.0 36.6 41.7 31.9 454 895 36.5 4.3 8.2
3.6 (5.4) (6.2) (6.9) ( 4.5 ( £.8) ( $.0) { 6.4) ( 8. 4) ( 4.1) ( 8.3) (11.1)
Usually 1.7 17.5 23.2 25.2 4.2 18.1 25.7 135 2.5 20.9 21.5 21.3
(3.0 (4.1) (5.3; (6.5) ( 4.0) ( 4.5) (4.7) (4.4) (5.4) ( 3.4) (7.5) (9.1)
Somet imes 3.9 33.6 28.4 4. .3 36.2 35.7 22.6 36.4 24.8 2.1
3.5 (Sl)(57)(74) (44)(56) (52)(62)(54) { 4.1) {7.2) (9.3)
Never 5.6 5.9 5.3 6.2 4.4 6.2 3.6 3
: (1.7) (28)(29)(27) (2.2) ( 2.6) (26)(29)(26)' ( 2.0) ( 3.1) ( 4.9)
3 Number of respondents 409 187 136 M7 162 152 129 128 265 84 60
. Percentage buying items
3 from a store on his/her own:
- Alweys 24.5 25.5 24.0 23.8 19.8 31.2 23.3 2.6 30.3 23.4 .25.7 33.1
(3.1) (4.7) { 5.4) ( 3 4) ( 3.7) ( 5.4) ( 4.8) ( 5.5) { 5.9) { 3.6) (7.3) (10.4)
Usually 17.1 16.8 17.3 17.5 186.5 14.8 22,7 M3 18.0 15.0 11.9
(2.7) (4.1) ( 4.7) ( 5 7) {35 ¢( 4.3) ( 3.8) ( 5.4) (4.5) ( 3.3) ( 8.0) (7.2)
. Somet imes 9.3 49.6 43.1 56.7 53.4 Q3.4 S1.4 47.5 45.4 49.9 54.6 35.3
( 3.6) (54)(6)(74) (47)(58) (54)(64)(64) . (4.2) ( 8.4) (10.6)
o Never 9.1 15.5 10.5 6.2 8.7 4.7 19.8
w (2.1) (30)(45)(23) (27)(33) (33)(31)\38) ( 2.4) ( 3.5) ( 8.8)
Number of respondents 409 187 136 86 24 162 152 129 128 265 84 60
Percentage doing laundry:
} Always 25.2 30.1 28.3 4.8 18 .. .7 22.2 29.1 28.0 24.0 31.3 21.5
( 3.2) (5. 0) ( 5.6) {S. 3) ( 3.0) ( 5.6) (4. S) (5.9) (5. 7) ( 3.¢) (7.8) { 9.9)
Usually 7.3 48 85 8.8 8.2 5.9 6.1 7.9 10.1 6.5 13.0 6.1
(1.9) (2.3) (3.5) (4. 3) (2.6) (2.8) ( 2.6) (3.5 (3.9) ( 2.1) (5.7) (5.3)
Somet imes 39.0 35.1 33.3 45.0 34.3 45 4.5 38.2 3.9 40.0 3.0 38.9
( 3.6) (5.2 (6.1) { 7.5) { 3.4) (5.8 (5.3) (6. 3) ( 6.0) ( 4.2) (7.9) (10.8)
_ Never 28.5 30,0 24.8 3.4 39.0 137 30.2 2.4 30.0 29.5 22.6 21.5
(3.3) (5.0) ( 5.4) (7.0) ( 4.6) { 4.0) (4.9) (5.6)(5.9) ( 3.9) (7.0) (9.9)
Number of respcndents 409 187 136 86 24 162 152 129 128 265 84 60

Source: Parent interviews. [Items apply only to youth still living with ihe parent/guardian. See Table 38.
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Table 398: HOME-CARE INDEPENDENCE OF YOUYH WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMNENTS
Household Income ____ Ethnicity Head of Household’s Educstion
Under 12,000~ $25,000 : No High School Hiﬂt School
Home-Care Independence $12,000 $24,999 and Over 8lack White Hispanic * __Diploms Diploma Q
Percentage fixing own breakfast
or lunch: .
Almys 41.0 30.7 44.6 41.2 9.1 32.4 36.7 33.1 50.0
- (7.1) (6.0) (5.8) (6.5) (4.9)(9.4) ( 5.5) ( 6.4) {6.7)
;- Usually 13.7 25.8 27.7 18.2 25.9 15.5 18.4 24.4 23.0
. (4.9) {5.7) (5.0 (5.1) { 4.4) (7.2) ( 4.4) (5.8) ( 5.6)
3 Somet fLes 3.3 3.2 2.7 3.1 30.7 M6 38.9 36.0 2.5
(6.9) (6.3) ( 5 0) ( 6.3) ( 4.6) (10.0) ( 5.6) ( 6.5) ( 5.6)
’ Never 9.0 6.3 6.4 4.2 7.4 5.9 6.6 4.5
- (4.1) (3. 2) ( l l) (3.3)(2.0) (5.3) ( 2.7) ( 3.3) ( 2.8)
: Number of respondents 98 121 123 217 52 163 120 122
: Perzentage buying items
from a store on kis/her own:
Always 8.8 14.1 28.5 26.9 21.7 32.3 22.3 23.7 29.8
(6.5 (4.5 (5.1) (5.9)(41)(9.4) ( 4.7) (5.7) ( 6.3)
Usually 7.1 23.8 20.6 13.1 20.4 12.2 13.2 15.4 23.6
(3.7) (5.5 (4.5) (a. 5) ( 4.0) ( 6.6) ( 3.9) ( 4.9) ( 5.7)
Somet imes 53.5 49.1 46.6 50.9 50.3 54.3 53.6 36.8
{7.2) (6.5) (5.6) ( 6.5) ( 5 0) (10.0) (5.7) ( 6.7) ( 6.4)
pr Never 10.7 13.0 4.3 9.2 4.7 10.2 7.3 9.8
> (4.4) (4.4) (2.3) (3.8) ( 2 7) ( 4 2) (3.5) ( 3.5) (4.0
Number of respondents 8 121 165 123 217 52 163 120 122
Percentage doing laundry:
Always 31.0 16.9 25.% 3.4 19.2 28.1 25.3 14.5 37.6
. (6.6) (4.9) (4.9) (6.3)(3.9) (9.9 ( 5.0) ( 4.8) ( 6.5)
Usually 4.6 4.3 9.8 4.8 9.7 3.8 5.2 4.7 11.6
(3.0) (2.6) (3.3) (2.8) { 3.0) { 3.8) { 2.5) ( 2.9) ( 4.3)
Somet imes 35.2 42.1 455 39.1 36.6 44.5 38.5 42.0 38.1
(6.9) (6.4) (5.6) . 6.5)(4.8) (9.9 ( 5.6) (6.7) ( 6.5)
Never 29.1  36.7 19.2 2.6 34.5 23.7 31.0 38.8 12.7
( 6.5) 6.3) ( 4.4) (5.5)(4.7) (8.5 (5.3) ( 6.6) { 4.5)
N.mber of respondents 98 121 165 123 217 52 163 120 122
Source: Parent interviews. Items apply only to youth still living with the parent/guardian. See Table 38.
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Home-Care Independence
Percentage strarghtening up own
living area:

Always

Usually

Sometimes

Never

Nuwber of respondents

Average overall home-care
independence score:*

4to8

9 to 12

13 to 15

16

Number of respondents

SSI

239

Community

Gender-

Urban Suburban Rura?
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20,2 193 23.0
(4.4) (4.9) (6.3)
52.0 51.2 .0
(5.4) (6.3)(7.4)
2.5 179 133
(4.5) (4.8)(5.1)

.4 11.6 5.7
(2.7) ( 4.0) { 3.5)

187 136 86

Male Female

39.9 S8.4
( 4.6) (5.8)
14.7 15.2
(3.3) (4.2)
35.8 24.2
( 4.5) { 5.0)
9.6 2.2
(2.8) (1.7)

47 162

27.2 1.4
(4.2) (3.7)
52.8 54.3
(4.7) ( 5.8)
14.5 22.8
(3.3) ( 4.9)

5.6 11.6
(2.1) (3.7)

247 162

Source: Parent interviews. Items apply only to youth still living with the parent/guardisn.

Table 39A: WOWE-CARE NDEPEKDENCE OF YOUTH WITH SPEECH INPAIRNENTS (Conclus od)

Age in 1987 Schoo! Status -
19 or Out 1ysar Outl -2

15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years
48.6° 47.0 -:4.7 49.4 2.4 38.6
(5.4) (6.4) ( 6.4) ( 4.2) {8.3) (10.7)
11.9 18.3 18.8 i4.2 19.1 15.2
( 3.5) ( 5.0) ( 5.0) { 3.0) ( 6.6) (7.9
31.9 30.6 '28.6 29.9 3.9 37.7
(5.0) (5.2 (5.8) (3.9) (7.9 (10.7)
7.6 4.1 7.8 6.5 -4.8 10.5
(2.9) (2.6) ( 3.4) ( 2.1) { 3.5) (6.8)
152 129 128 265 84 60
6.0 12.7 17.4 21.0 15.3 5.3
(4.7) (4.3) ( 4.9) ( 3.5) ( 6.0) (9.6)
$3.5 56.0 48.1 54.6 53.3 4.7
(5.4) (6.4) ( 6.4) ( 4.2) ( 8.4) (10.9)

11.3 25.3 28.4 16.3 21.4 28.
(3.4) (5.8) (5.6) (3.n ( 6.9) (10.0)

9.2 6.0 8.1 8.1 10.0 4.
(3.1) (3.1) ( 3.5) (2.3 ( 5.0) (4.7)
152 129 128 265 84 60

See Table 38.

231

* 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 items produces a scale with values from 4 to 16.

7o



9sI

Table 398: HOME-CARE INDEPENOENCE OF YOUTH VITH SPEECH INPAIRMENTS, (Concluded)

Household Income Ethnicity - Hesd of Household's Ecucation
Under 12,000- $25,000 ’ No High School High School  Beyond
Home-Care Independence $12,000 $24,999 and Over Black Vhite Hispanic Diploms Diplome  High Schoo!
Percentage straightening up own
living area: -
Alvays S4.0 437 433 55.4 44.4 46.7 48.6 4.0 51.6
17.2) (6.4) (5.6) ( 6.6) ( 5.0) (10.0) (5.7} (6.7) (6.7)
Ususlly 11.3 13.7 20.5 10.7 17.2 3.9 14.1 10.9 191
(4.5) (4.5) (4.5 (4.1) ( 3.8) ( 6.9) ( 4.0) (4.2) ( 5.2)
Somet imes 25.4 35.8 32.1 27.8 30.0 - 39.3 32.5 35.9 .
(8.3) (6.2) (5.2) (5.9) ( 4.6) ( 39.8) (5.3) ( 6.5) ( 5.6)
Never 9.3 6.8 4.0 6.0 85 0.0 4.8 2 7.1
(4.2) (3.3) (2.2) (3.2) { 2.8) ( 0.0) ( 2.4) ( 3.9) ( 3.4)
Number of respondents 8 121 165 123 217 52 163 120 122
Average overall home-care
independence score:*
4 to8 19.7 299 11.9 17.1 21.9 19.8 20.1 28.8 12.0
{5.7) (5.9) (3.6) (5.0) ( 4.1) ( 8.0) ( 4.6) ( 6.1) ( 4.3}
9 to 12 52.0 53.3 S7.6 0.8 54.8 59.3 56.7 53.3 47.5
{7.2) (6.5) (5.6) (6.6) (5.0) {9.8) (5.7) (6.7) (6.7)
13 to IS 159 13.0 4.5 21.4 17.2 10.2 12.9 12.3 31.5
(5.2) (4.4) (4.8) (5.4) ( 3.8) (6.1) ( 3.9) ( 4.4) ( 6.2)
16 12.4 3.8 6.1 10.7 6.2 10.7 9.3 5.6 8.0
{4.7) (2.5 (2.7) (4.1} ( 2.4) (6.2) ( 3.3) ( 3.1) ( 3.8)
Number of respondents 98 121 165 123 217 52 163 120 122

* The home-care independence scale is formed by suming 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”).
Summing the items produces a scale with values from 4 to 16.

Source: Parent interviews. Items apply only to youth still living with the parent/guardian. See Table 38.
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Community Gender .. Agg in 1987

19 or Out 1'year :
Financial 1 ndence Total Urban Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years ’

Percentage of in-school youth ’ - .
receiving allowance or other

money they control 76.1 78.7 81.1 70.4 77.6 4.1 78.0 73.7 67.0 76.1. - .-
( 3.8) (6.1).(5.8) (7.9 ( 4.8) ( 6.0) ( 4.4) ( 6.6) (12.0) ( 3.5)
Number of respondents 280 103 92 64 163 117 152 94 as 280 0 0
Percentage of out-of-school
youth who had: .
Savings account 49.2 39.7 73.7 37.6 43.1 59.1 --- 48.8 49.3 e 50.1 47.9
( 6.8) (10 7) {11.5) (13. 7) ( 8.6) (10.6) (13 3) ( 7 9) ( 9.4) {10.7)
Checking account 7.6 7.2 9.9 6.7 9.1 --- .e- 5.4 10.6
( 3.6) ( 4 6) ( 6 8) (8. 5) (4.4) (6.2) ( 7 4) ( 4 l) (4.2 ( 6.6)
Other investments 1.9 0.0 6.0 0.0 5.2 --- 2.3 --- 3.1 0.5
( 1.9) (0.0)( 0 0) ( 6.7) ( 0.0) ( 4.8) ( 0 o) (2.6) ( 3.2) { 1.5)
Credit card in own name 14.4 6.0 29.1 13.1 13.3 16.1 --= 9.1 16.5 .- 6.2 24.4
( 4.7) { 5.1) (11.7) ( 9.4) ( 5.8) (7.8) (7.6) (5.7) ( 4.5) ( 9.0)
None of these 38.0 53.4 18.0 39.0 45.6 25.5 --- 42.8 36.1 .-- 41.0 34.2
{ 6.5} (10.7) ( 9.9) (13.5) (8.5) (9. 3) (13.1) ( 7.4) (9.2) ( 9.9)
Number of respondents 119 47 30 24 n 0 30 89 0 65 54
Percentage of out-of-school youth
living independently who received
financial support from family for .
living expenses (:;& cmm me= ees .- ee- “em wee ee- --- - ‘o
Number of respondents 17 5 3 5 9 8 0 5 12 0 6 11

Source: Parent interviews. See Appendix for percentage of youth that were in secondary school or out of secondary school.
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Table 40B: FINANCIAL -INDEPENDENCE OF YOUTH WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS

Househo 1d lncon " Ethnicity Head of Hoouilold'g Eggglm ‘

Uncer 12,003 825 000 No ngh School High Schootl
Financial Independence $12,000 5’4, nd Over Black White Hispanic Diploms Diploma Qg
Percentage of in-school youth .
receiving allowance or other
money they contro) 67.4 76.1 @87.8 82.8 77.9 59.4 66.8 81.5 88.0
(78) (67) (47) (62)(51)(110) ( 6.5 ( 6.3) ( 6.0)
Number of respondents 112
Percentage of out-of-school
youth who had:
Savings account 4.3 3.1 79.3 19.3 56.}  --- 18.4 75.9 77.0
( 6 7) (13 3) (12.3) (ll 7) ( 8 S5) (9.1) (13.5) ( 8.9)
Checking account 8.8 12.7 1.§ --- 0.0 16.5 10.7
( 0 0) ( 7 7) ( 6.0) ( o 0) ( 5 ) ( 0.0) (10.1) ( 6.6)
Other investments 0.4 2.9 ——- 4.4 1.0 0.0
(bo) (00) ( 1.2) (00)(29) ( 4.8) ( 2.7) ( 0.0)
Credit card in own name 0.2 13.0 25.3 0.0 16.2 --- 1.3 13.9 28.9
(0.0) (9.0) (7.8 ( 0.0) ( 6.2) ( 2.6) ( 9.4) {9.5)
None of these 86.9 42.6 7.5 80.7 28.1 --- “71.0 18.1 12.1
(10.6) (13.2) ( 4.7) (11.7) ( 2.5) (10.2) (10.5) ( 6.9)
Number of respondents 19 28 65 25 75 12 39 30 50
by Percentage of out-of-school youth
o® living independently who received
financial support from family for
living expenses -—- -e= --- - e - -—- .-
Number of respondents 2 4 9 0 14 3 7 3 6

———

Source: Parent interviews. See Appendix for percentage of youth thai were in secondary school or out of secondary school.
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Teble 41A: SOCIAL EXPERIENCES OF YOUTH VITH SPEECH INPATRNENTS

Community Gender Age in 1907 : School Status .
o 19 or Out 1 yoar Outl -2
Social Experiences Total Urban Suburban Rural  Male Female . 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or le's Yosrs
e Percentage getting together with
v friends:
. Less than once 2 week 11.8 -15.8 1.8 1.9 8.7 163 14.4 13.8 11.1 3.2 .5
. ( 2.3) (39)(3‘)(39) (25)(‘1) (31)(‘3)(‘2) ( 2.6) (+4.5) (2.7)
- Oncs a wesk 12.8 3.5 124 142 12.0 13.9 121 9.6 12.8 15.6 9.4
¥ (2.3) (39)“1)(51) (29)(39) (30)(‘0)(35) (2.8) (5.9) (5.4)
2 to 3 times a week 27.2 3.2 9 25.4 27.1 21,1 5.2 2.6 8.2 1.7
( 3.1) (u)(sa)(ss) (‘0)(‘9) (‘8)(55)(52) (3.7) {7.4) (7.6)
4 to 5 times a week 15.7 174 164 128 17.5 13.1 14. 14.0 25.3 16.2
( 2.5) (4.3) ( 4.8) ( 4.8) {3 ‘) ( 3 8) ( 3. 8) ( ‘ 2) ( 5 o) { 2.9) (2.1) ( 6.98)
; More than 5 times 2 week 2.4 32.5 34 M 33.2 3.8 324 207 3.5 21.8 30.1
A ( 3.3) (5.4) {59)(6.8) { ‘ 2) ( 5 2) ( 5 0) (5. 8) (5. ‘) 4.0) (6.7) ( 8.4)
: Number of respondents 454 m 132 96 155 141 158 2718 95 81
. Percentage belonging to:
No school/community group 51.6 $6.3 49.5 49.2 $5.9 45.3 57.8 41.7 84.7 3.9
g ( 3.4) (5.7) (6.1)(72.1) ( 4.4) (5.5) ( 5 3) ( 8 o) (5.8) (4.1) (7.4) { 8.4)
’ Sports temm 4.0 2.6 2.0 23.5 27.7 18.7 30.8 154 9.2 21.9 11.1 10.8
( 2.9) (4.8) (5.4) (6.0 (3.9) (4.3) (4.9) (4.4) (4.6) (3.7) ( 4.9) . 5.5)
Performing group i0.5 104 9.6 109 8.5 13.3 13.1 10.8 2.7 12.2 6.6 2.2
o (2.1) (3.5) (3.8)(4.4) ( 2.5) ( 3.8) (3.6} (3.8)(1.9) (2.7) (3.8) (2.8)
Y3 Community/church group 21.2 2.8 21.0 23.0 15.8 29.1 235 19.2 183 22.5 15.8 18.5
( 2.8) (4.8) (50 (8.0 (3.2)(5.v) ( t 5) (4.8) (4.5 { 3.5) (5.8 (6.8)
School subject clud 1.5 25 1.0 0.0 1.1 2.0 19 1.7 0.0 1.7 1.0 0.5
1 0.8) (1.8) ( i.2) ( 0.0) (0.9)(1.6) (1.4) (1.6) (0.0) (1.1) (1.6) { 1.3)
Fraternity/sorority or
other social club 4.6 2.7 121 0.0 23 9.0 0.0 50 5.0 3.0 4.2 5.2
{ 2.3) (3.0) (7.2) {0.0) (2.1) ( 5.4) (v.0) {4 7) {28 { 0.0) {3.1) { 3.9)
Hobby ¢ lub 3.0 3 21 1.7 2.4 3.6 38 1.6 0. 3.0 0.0 0.0
( 1.5) (2.7)(2.1) (2.2) (1.8) (2.6) (2. 1) ( l 9) (0O 0) { 1.4) ( 0.0) ( 0.0;
Student government 2.1 3§ 13 1.0 1.6 2.9 3.2 16 0.0 2.8 0.0 0.0 :
( 1.0) (2.1) { 1.4) ( 1.4) (1.1) ( 1.9) ( 19) ( 15) { 0 0) ( 1.4) (0.0) (0.0 ’
Yolunteer service group 0.7 0.0 1.3 05 0.5 1.0 0.2 2.2 3.2
( 0.8) (0.0) (1.4) (1.0 (0.6)(1.1) ( o o) { l‘) ( l 5) (0.3) {2.2) ( 3.1) K
Yazational club 1.3 23 01 ¢C.0 0.4 2.6 20 0.8 0.2 1.7 0.0 0.0 y
(0.8) (1.7) (0.4) (0.0 (0.5 (1.8) ( l S) ( l l) ( 0 5) (1.1) { 0.0) { 0.0)
Other 2.1 0.7 0.6 3.5 2.1 2.2 1.2 7.1 2.7 ¢
( 1.0) (1.0) (0.9) (2.6) (1.3)( 1.6) ( l l) ( 2 0) { 2 3) ( 0.9) ( 4.0) ( 2.9) >
Number of respondents 461 m 137 9% 27 184 157 142 263 96 82

Source: Parent interviews.
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Table 418: SOCIAL EXPERIENCES OF YOUTH WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS

Household Incose Ethnicity id of
Under 12,000- $25,000 No ﬂiﬂl Sdncl Hi_y School  “Beyond
Social Experiences $12,000 $24,999 and Over 8 White Hispenic Diploms Diplome _m
Percentage getting together with
friends: -
less than once a week 15.8 9.4 6.8 100 104 15.1 13.7 10.9 8.3
(4.9) (3.6) (2.9) ( 3 9) (2.9) (6.7) (3.7) (4.1) (3.9)
Once a week 10.4 18.0 135 7.9 159 10.0 11.0 15.6 14.3
(4.1) (4.8) (3.7) ( 3.5) { 3. 5) (5. G) (3.4) ( 4.8) (4.5)
2 to 3 times a week 25.4 25.2 .1 2.2 28.7 31. 30.9 24.2 25.0
(5.9) (54) (5.1) (5.4) (4.2) (9. 1) ( 5.0) ( 5.6) ( 5.8)
4 to S times 2 week 18.5 13.3 139 18.3 1869 iv.5 11.8 20.2 16.9
(5.2) (4.2) (3.8) {5.0) (3.6) (5.8) ( 3.5) ( 5.3) ( 4.9)
More than S5 times a week 3.1 3.0 3.7 41.5 30.0 26.8 32.8 29.1 35.5
(6.2) (6.0) (5.2) (6.3)(4.4) (8.3) (5.1) ( 6.0) (6.2)
Number of respondents 113 134 176 13¢ 242 59 184 128 133
Percentage belonging to:
Mo school/comunity group 58.1 549 344 46.2 49.2 69.0 65.1 46.3 8.2
(6.6) (6.2) (5.2) (6.3)(4.7) (8.7) (5.1) ( 6.0) (5.8)
Sports teaw 23.0 20.5 3.2 5.5 23.5 25.1 16.7 29.3 3.2
’ (5.6} (5.0) (5.2 (5.5)(4.0) (8. 2) ( 4.0) ( 6.0) (8.2
Performing group 8.4 104 13.0 15.1 1.2 1.7 8.0 8.9 17.8
(3.7) (3.8) (3.7) (4 5) (3.0) ( 2 5) (2.9) (3.8 (5.0
Community/church group 16,8 20.0 29.4 244 23.1 14.1 2.4 35.1
(5.0) (5.0) (5.0) ( 5.4) ( 4.0) ( 5 2) (3.7) ( 5.5 (6.2)
School subject club 1.8 0.0 3.6 0.0 0.8 2.4 1.8
(1.6) (0.0) (2.0) ( 1.7) ( 1.3) ( 0.0) (1.0) ( 2.0) (1.7)
Fraternity/sorority or
other socia) club 0.0 4.2 10.2 1.8 7.4 0.0 1.0 2.8 13.3
(0.0) (4.1) (5.2) ( 2 6) (4. 0) ( 0 0) (1.6) ( 3.9) (6.8)
Hobby club 3.5 1.1 5.4 $3 27 1.8 2.7 6.0
(3.0) (1.6) (3.3) (3.7) (2.0) ( 0 0) (1.8) ( 2.6) (4.1)
Student government 2.1 1.7 3.3 .5 2.2 0.0 0.0 2.9 5.3
(1.9) (1.6) (2.0) { 2 3) (1.4) ( 0 0) (0.0) ( 2.2) (2.9)
Volunteer serice group 0.5 0.5 1.4 0.8 0.0 0.3 0.5 1.6
(09) (0.8 (1.3) ( 0 9) (0.9)(0.0) { 0.6) ( 1.0) (1.7)
Vocational club 1.6 0.0 2.3 1.9 1.2 0.7 1.5 0.4 2.0
(1.7) (0.0) (1.7) (1.7) ( 1.0) { 1.6) (1.3) ( 0.9) (1.8)
Othar 0.6 35 2.7 2.2 2.7 0.0 1.8 1.7 4.1
(1.0° (2.3) (1.8) (1.8) (1.5) (0. 0) (1.3) t1.7) { 2.8)
Number of respondents 115 135 177 136 246 188 128 138
Source: Parent interviews. o
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Table 41A: SOCIAL EXPERIENCES OF YOUTH WETH SPEECH INPAIRMEXTS - (Concluded)

Community Gender Age in 1987 . ‘School Status
18 or . Out ] year Out 1 -2
Socia} Experiences Total Urban Suburban Rural Male Female . 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years
Percentage ever arrested L1 7.5 49 78 8.6 3.6 59° 6.2 1.8 5.3 13.1 13.2
i 1.8) (3.0) ( 2.6) { 3.8) (2.6) (2.0) (25)¢(29)(3.8) {1.9) { 5.1) {5.9)
Nuwber of respondents 463 172 137 96 2717 186 156 143 164 281 99 83
Percentage of out-of-school
youth who were:*
Single, never married 92.7 93.3 93.3 96.4 87.2 85.5 --- 93.6 92.4 --- 97.1 87.5
( 3.4) (5.4) (6.4) (5.2 (2.9)(7.2) (6.7) (4.0 (3.1) { 6.3)
Engaged 2.7 1.2 0.0 3.6 1.9 4.1 --- 0.0 3.8 --- 1.0 4.9
( 2.2) (2.8) (0.0)(5.2) (2.4) (4.1) (0.0)(2.9) (1.8) { 4.1)
Married 4.2 49 58 0.0 0.9 9.6 --- 6.4 33 .- 2.0 7.0
( 2.7) (4.7) ( 6.0) (0.0) (1.6) (6.0) (6.7) { 2.7) ( 2.5) ( 4.9)
Divorced/separated 0.3 0.2 0.9 0.0 0.0 0.8 --- 0.0 0.4 - 0.0 0.7
(0.7) ( 0.9) (2.4; (0.0 (0.0) (1.8) (0.0) (1.0) ( 0.0) { 1.6)
Number of respondents 126 S0 31 25 75 51 0 31 95 0 67 59

SR S Al )

I N
LN e

191

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

Source: Parent interviews.
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Table 418: SOCIAL EXPERIENCES OF YOUTH VITH SPEECH THPATRMENTS (

- B

—Household Income = ___:Ethefefty -
U.der- 12,000~ $25,000 ST
Social Experfences $12,000 $24,999 and Over  Dlack Whi.e Hispanic
Percentage ever arrested 7.6 10.1 4.4 10,9 4.3 12.0 10.8 4.1 4.8
{3.5) (3.7) (2.2 (3.9) (1.9) (6.1) (3.3) { 2.6) ( 2.8)
Nusber of respondents 115 135 178 137 207 59 189 129 135
Percentage of out-of-school *
youth who were:*
Single, never married 90.4 94.6 ° 943 9.7 90.9 -—- 90.4 94.0 85.2
(9.3) (6.0) (4.1) (1.8) { 4.8) ( 6.9) ( 6.4) ( 4.1)
Engaged 0.0 5.4 3.7 0.0 41 --- 0.0 6.0 4.2
(0.0) (6.0) {3.3) (0.0) (3.3) ( 0.0) ( 6.4) (3.8)
Married 9.6 0.0 1.3 6.0 4.7 --- 9.4 0.0 0.0
(9.3) (0.0) (2.0 {0.0) ( 3.5) ( 6.8) ( 0.0) ( 0.0)
Divorced/separated 0.0 0.0 0.7 0.3 04 --- 0.1 0.0 0.6
(0.0) (0.0) (1.5 (1.8) (1.0) ( 0.9) ( 0.0 ( 1.5)
Number of respondents 1 9 66 5 81 13 43 30 1

tn

291

* See Appendix for percentage of youth that were out of sec. dary schoul.

Source: Parent interviews.
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Postsecondary Education
Percentage taking any post-
secondary education course in
the past year

Number of respondents

Percentage taking in past year:
Postsecondary vocational courses

2-year college courses
4-year college courses
Number of respondents
Average number courses taken in
the past year by students in a:
Postsecondary vocational program
Number of respondents
2-year college
Number of respondents
4-year college
Number of respondents
Percentage taking courses in the
past year who earned a:
Postsecondary vocational
degree/ 1 icense
2-year college degree/license
Number of respondents
Percentage with postsecondary
grade point average:
3.25to 4.0
2.75to 3.24
2.285t0 2.74
1.75to 2.24
1.74 or lower
Number of respondents

Source: Parent interviews.

EAPRA RS S

Table 42A: POSTSECONDARY EDUCATION OF YOUTH WITH SPEECH Ii"?kik’éhfs

Schocl’ Status

<

C~mmunity Gender Age in 1987 RS
oo 19 or Out Lyear Outl-2.° -

Jotal Urban Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years
26.4 26.9 359 15.9 27.1  25.0 --- 23.5 27.0 === 4.7 29.0
( 4.8) ( 8.0) (10.2) ( 9.0) (6.0) (7.9) (8.9) (5.7) ( 6.6) (7.8)

184 70 45 32 117 67 4 48 132 0 99 84
10.9 10.0 13.4 10.0 12.9 6.5 --- 10.0 1.7 --- 13.9 7.0
(3.5) (5.6) (7.7)(1.5) (4.7) (4.7) (6.9) (3.5) (5.5 (4.6)
15.2 18.6 23.0 4.3 11.2  24.3 --- 15,1 16.3 i 12.3 19.3
( 4.1) (7.3) (9.5) (5.0) ( 4.4) (8.2) (8.2) (4.9) {5.2) {7.0)
4.7 0.4 10.4 1.8 5.1 4.1 --- 4.7 5.3 --- 2.2 8.3
( 2.3) (1.1) ( 6.5) (3.3) 3.0) ( 3.6) (4.4) (2.9) ( 2.2) ( 4.8)

169 65 40 3t 109 60 3 40 126 0 90 18
4.0 .- --- ~-- --- --- -=- —-- --- i --- ---
(1.0)

16 7 3 4 12 4 2 4 10 0 12 4

4.9 --- --- --- “-- --- “=- --- 6.0 --- --= ---
(0.9) (0.9)

22 9 7 1 9 13 0 3 19 0 8 14

9 1 5 1 6 3 0 3 6 0 3 6

41.3 --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- .= --- ---
(17.6)
24.2 --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
(13.8)

17 7 3 1 9 5 2 3 11 0 8 4
19.4 --- --- --- 16.6 26.8 --- --- 16.7 .- 15.8 24.2
( 8.8) (10.3) (15.8) (9.5) (11.9) (12.5)
16.8 --- --- --- 15.0 21.5 --- --- 217 --- 9.7 26.1
( 8.4) ( 9.9) (14.6) (10.5) (9.7) (12.8)
25.5 --- --- --- 5.9 2.4 --- ---  32.1 --- 22.5 29.4
(9.7) (12.2) (15.3) (11.9) (13.7) (13.2)
13.8 --- --- --- 13.2 156 --- --- 9.6 --- 16.8 10.0
(7.7) ( 9.4) (12.9) (7.5) (12.2) (8.7)
24.5 --- --- --- 29.3 11.6 --- --- 19,9 --- 35.2 10.3
( 9.6) (12.7) (11.4) (10.1) (15.6) { 8.8)

44 13 14 7 28 16 2 12 30 0 22 22
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Table 42B: POSTSECONDARY EDUCATION OF YOUTH \llTl'l SPiECN IWAIRNEITS e

Househo!d Income Ethnicity uud of lbusehﬂd's tducatim
Under 12,000-. $25,000 ] No High. § - High .
Postsecondary Education $12,000 $24,999 ° and Over 8lack White Hispanic Dip los’ _Dizloms ﬁ'
Percentage taking any post- ]
secondary education course in < .
the pa.t year 2.0 20.4 428 20.5 30.4 11.6 18.9 27.0 46.1
(9.4) (8.2) (8.3) {8.1)(6.8)(11.3) ( 6.5) (10.2) { 5.8)

Number of respondents 40 50 75 55 99 17 n 42 58

Percentage taking in past year:
Postsecondary vocational courses 16.4 12.1 6.9 15.4 9.2 - 11.2 25.4 3.3
(8.7) (7.1) (4.3) (7.6) ( 4.4) ( 5.8) (10.4) ( 3.6)
2-year college courses 9.5 8.8 29.4 1.2 18.4  --- 10.1 3.3 .8
(6.9) (6.1) (7.7} ( 5.4) (5.9) (5.3) ( 4.2) { 9.4)
4-year college courses 0.0 4.2 9.5 0.0 7.2 --- 1.1 2.5 13.9
(0.0) (4.2) (4.9) ( 0.0) ( 3.9) (1.8) ( 3.6) ( 6.8)

Number of respondents 37 44 74 50 9% 13 69 39 56
Average number courses taken in
the past year by students in a:

Postsecondary vocational program --- -—- .- --- - --- e - ---
Number of respondents 5 3 7 6 9 1 7 7 2
2-year college --- --- 6.0 --- - --- --- - 5.9
(1.1) {1.1)

Number of respondents 2 3 16 4 14 0 4 3 15

4-year college - --- -—- - --- --- -e- --- —--

Number of respondents 0 2 6 0 8 ] 2 0 7 g
Percentage taking courses in the o3
past yea, who earned a: "f{fgg

Postsecondary vocationa’® o
degree/ license -—- - - —-- ——- . —-- .- —— :
B
2-year college degree/license - --- --- .. mmm ee- --- - - ;N
Number of respondents 2 2 7 4 9 1 4 2 3 4
el
Percentage with postsecondary 5
grade point average: £
3.25 to 4.0 --- --- 20.1 --- 20.7  --- --- --- 25.2 R
(11.4) (11.8) (12.4) A
2.75 to 3.24 e e 219 --- 19.9 - 13.6 A
(11.7) (11.7) ( 9.8) i
2.25 to 2.74 --- ---  25.4 --- 2.2 --- --- --- 29.5 - %
(12.3) (12.8) (13.1) 5
1.75 to 2.24 --—- --- 13.3 -—— 2.2 --- --- - 17.2 Res:
(9.6) ( 4.3) (10.8) i
1.74 or lower --- --- 12.4 -~ 309 --- - --- 14.4 o

Number of respondents 7 8 25 1 2 1 941 12 10 22



Table 43A: EMPLOYMENT CHARACTERISTICS OF YOUTH WITH SPEECH !QAI&ITS 5 T
r, ) D B Tav Tl
Commun ity . lender Ae in 1987 School Statys .

. 19 or Out | yesr
loyment Characteristics Tota Urban Suburban Rural  Mele feis 15-18 17-18 older In-School _or Jess
Percentage of youth working
for pay in past year 52.7 55.0 59.1 43.5 5.9 €3.3 71.0 46.4 77.4
( 3.4) (50)(80)(69) (4.2) (5.4) (50)(55)(52) ( 4.1) ( 6.3)
Wumber of respondents A78 176 143 101 8 190 161 150 167 293 101
Percentage of youth who
currently had:
No employment 4.7 46.4 45.1 54.0 4.9 58.7 0.8 9.5 359 52.4 39.8
( 3.4) (5.7) (6.1)(2.1) {4.4) (55 (5.2) (60)(5.6) ( 4.1) (7.2)
Voluntesr work only 10.3 12.1 106 7.7 8.6 12.7 11.2 11.6 5.7 12.2 4.0
(2.1) (3.7) (3.8) (3.8) (2.5) (3.7) (3.3) (3.9) (2.7 (2.7) ( 3.1)
Workstudy only 4.6 7.0 69 1.3 49 4.2 2.5 7.4 58 5.4 3.8
(1.4) (2.9) (3.1)(16) (19)(22) (17)(3.2)(27) (1.9) ( 3.0)
Sheltared work only 1.6 2.2 1.8 0.0 2.6 0.2 0.0 06 7.4 0.4 8.7
(0.9) (1.7) (1.6) ( 0.0) (1.4) (0.4) (0.0)(0.9)¢(3.1) ( 0.5) (3.9
Part time competitive work 25.4 23.8 289 27.8 7.0 23.1 22.7 30.0 25.4 4.6 33.3
( 3.0) (4.8) (5.6) (6.4) (3.9) (4.6) (4.4)(5.8)(5.1) ( 3.6) (7.4) o)
Full time competitive work 8.3 85 67 9.2 119 3.2 2.7 10.6 .18.8 4.9 2.4 £
(1.9) (3.2) (3.1)14.1) (298)(1.9) (1.7) {3.8) (4.8 A 1.8) ( 5.2)
— Nusber of respondents 469 175 138 97 82 187 157 145 1& & 100 k
m ‘»\'
L Pcr;cn.age of employed youth
with: B
1 paid job 83.9 88.5 74.0 88.9 8.7 77.9 81.9 81.2 90.2 81.4 90.9 o
( 4.0) (6.1) (83)(72.2) (4.5 (8.00 (72.7)(2.1) (5.2 ( 5.6) ( 6.4) -
2 or more paid jobs 16.1 11.5 26.0 13.1 13.3 22.1 18.1 188 9.8 18.6 8.1
( 4.0) (6. l) (8. 3) (7. 2) (4.5) (8.0) (7. 7) (7. l) (5. 2) ( 5.6) ( 6.4)
Nusber of respondents 192 133 59 93 53 Kk
Percentage wit' paic job -
earning an hourly rate of:
< $3.00 21.0 5.0 22.2 14.8 19.3 24.6 26,0 19.8 16.6 4.4 15.4 g
( 4.8) (aa)(as)(an ( 5.6) { 8.9) (96)(78)(70) (6.7) (8.8) B
43.00 to $3.99 48.0 $3.3 379 656.1 48.0 48.1 S1.1 484 437 52.0 46.0 ]
( 5.9) (10.1) ( 9.7) (1. 3) ( 7.1) (10. 3) (11.0) ( 9.7) ( 9.3} (7.8 (12.1)
$4.00 to $4.99 15.1 8.4 19.6 15.2 15.4 14.5 6.7 25.3 12. 5 12.6 4.6 +3
(4.2) (5.6) (8.0)(8.2) (5.2) (7.3) (5.5 (8. 5) (6.2) (5.2 (10.5)
$5.00 or more 15.8 13.3 20.3 13.8 17.3 12.8 16,2 6.5 27.1 11.0 14.1 ;
( 4.3) (59)(81)(79) ( 5.4) (6.9) 'an(u)(u) { 4.9) { 8.4) ;
Number of respondents 165 38 112 53 4] 46 i
Average wage of employed 5%
youth .0 3.30 3.60 3.40 3.50 3.40 3. 20 37 3.% 3.30 3.50 4.10 o3
(6.20) {0.30) (0.30) (0.30) (0.20) (0.30) (0.30) (0..J) (0.30) (0.20) {0.30) {0.40) 3
Number of respondents 165 57 57 s 112 53 3% 58 n ” 46 40 3
245

Source: Parent interviews. 246
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Coployment Cherscteristics

Percentage of youth working
for pay in past yeor

mber of respondents
Percentage of youth who
currently had:
No employment
Volunteer work only
Vorkstudy only
Sheltered work only
Part time comvetit ive work
Full time competitive work
Nusber of respondents
Percentage of employed youth
with:
1 paid Job
2 or more paid jobs
Nuber of respondents
Percentage wiin paid job
earning an hourly 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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8.0 S44 200
(6.8) (6.2) (5.0
$8 109 172.4
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6.4 3.6 4.1
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1.8 0.5 0.6
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2.1 A4 NI
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Table 438:  ENPLOYMENT CHAUACTERISTICS OF YOUTH VITH SPEECH INPAIRNENTS

—titnd of Yousehed's Cducation
No Nigh Schoo? Schoo?  Boyend
2.0 - $4.7 (LR ]
{S.3) { 6.5} {6.3)
18 15 138
82.8 X 4 7.4
G b O
$.1 10.2 19.3
( 2.5) ( 4.0) {5.1)
3.2 .$ 2.8
(1.9) (3.8) (1.9)
1.7 0.2 0.3
(10 (0h (o
19.4 t R 31.7
I L X
Y 1.1 9.1
(2.72) (4.1) {3.2)
109 1% 13§
92.1 .8 0.3
(5.1) (8.2) (2.4)
1.9 20.5 19.7
( 5.1) {8.2) (7.4)
0 5? %
12.9 8.5 12.9
(2.0) (s.9) ( 6.5)
58.2 54.3 3.3
(10.2) (10.9) (s.3)
14.7 11.2 2.5
{2.3) (6.9) {8.1)
14.1 6.0 30.3
(1.2) {5.2) {9.0)
$1 49 80
3.60 3.00 4.10
(0.30) (0.30) (0.30)
51 47 60




Esployment Characteristics
Percentage of employed youth
working at:

Lawn work or odd jobs

Vaiter/waitress, busboy, cook

Babysitting/child care

Farm/agricultural work

Factory work

Skilled trade

Other manual labor

Sales, store clerk, cashier

0ff ice/clerical work

Hospital work/health care

Other

Number of respondents

0f youth working for pay,
PT0 hourarvesk

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

Parent interviews.

248

Source:

Table 43A: EMPLOYMENT CHARACTERISTICS OF YOUTH umc m unm:ms (Mimd)
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Community

Urban Suburben Rural

8.9 19.0 16.0
( s 4) (7.1) (7.9)
1.3 8.5 8.2

( 7 8) ( 8.2) (5.9)
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Table 438: EMPLOYMENT CHARACTERISTICS OF YOUTH lﬂﬂl SPEEC“ IWAXMITS (Contiw)

__ Hopsehold fncome Ettinicity ‘ ‘s Sducation
Under 12,000- $25,000 ¥o High School High'School .Beyond
Employment Cheracteristics $12,000 $24,998 and Over Black thite Hispanic Diplome _Diplome  High Schoo!
Percentage of employed youth :
working at:
Ltawn work or odd jobs 7.6 88 17.2 7.3 16.5 14.0 14.8 12.5 11.3
(6.1) (6.8) (5.7) ( 6.1) ( 4 9) {13.0) ( 6.7) ( 6.8) ({ 6.0)
Vaiter/waitress, busboy, cook 2.1 17.3 205 3. 17. 20.5 15.0 4.7
(9.5) (8.4) (6.1) (10.9) ( 6 9) (14 4) (7.6) (7.1 (s.1)
Babysitting/child care 2.2 8.6 107 54 9.0 0.0 5.8 7.6 8.
(3.4) (6.2) (4.7) ( 5 3) ( 3.8) ( 0.0) ( 4.4) (5.3) ( 5.4)
Farm/agricultural work 2.8 55 10.1 0.0 9.2 .0.0 7.6 11.0 0.0
(3.8) (5.1) (4.5 (0.0) (3. l) (o. 0) ( 5.0) ( 6.2) ( 0.0)
Factory work 2.3 3.1 1.1 1.5 53 0.0 39 1.3 0.
(3.5 (3.9) (1.6) ( 2.8) { 3.0) ( 0 0) ( 3.7) ( 2.3) (1.1)
Skilled trade 6.2 8.7 9.5 8.1 8.1 13.2 4.3 7.4
(5.6) (6.3) (4.4 (6.7) (3.6) I l 6) ( 6.4) ( 4.0) ( 5.0)
Other manual labor 38.2 350 16.4 36.0 22.5 d5.1 31.9 32.9 17.7
(11.2) (10.6) ( 5.6. (11. 2) ( 5.6) (18.6) ( 8.8) (s.4) {7.2)
Sales, store clerk, cashier 1.5 1.2 11.0 2.1 7.4 0.0 . 5.9 9.
(2.8) (2.5) (4.7) ( 3 3) ( 3.5) (0. 0) ( 3.1) (4.7) { 5.6)
Office/clerical work 5.1 7.9 11.6 8.9 0.0 2.3 3.8 2.2
(5.00) (6.00) (4.8) ( 5 0) ( 4.0) ( 0.0) ( 2.%) { 3.8) (7.9)
Hospital work/health care 0.0 1.2 0.0 1.5 0.0 0.0 0.9 0.0 0.
(0.0) (2.5 (0.0) (2.8) (0.0) (0.0 (1.8) ( 0.0) { 0.0)
Other 14.7 11,5 153 6.3 13.3 26.2 5.7 23.7 13.3
(8.1) (7.1) (5.4) ( 5.7) { 4.5) (16.5) ( 4.4) ( 8.5) ( 8.4)
Number of respondents 9 2 93 40 124 15 60 56 63
0f youth working for pay,
percentage working: ’
< 10 hours/week 23.7 163 17.8 2.9 23.2 --- 11.7 23.3 22.6
(10.2) ( 8.6) ( 6.0) (10.7) { 6.0) ( 6.5) ( 9.0) (7.9)
10 to 21 hours/week 18.3 34.7 28.8 16.8 27.6 --- 21.3 21.5 36.4
(9.2) (11.1) (7.1} (9.5) ( 6.4) ( 8.3) (8.7) (9.1)
22 to 34 hours/week 32.3 23.0 2.5 313 2.2 --- 4.1 23.2 17.6
(11.2) ( 9.9) (6.5 (11.9) ( 5.9) ( 9.6) ( 9.0) (7.2)
35 hours/week or more 25.8 26.0 31.9 8.4 270 --- 32.9 3.9 23.4
(10.4) (10.3) { 7.4) (11.5) { 6.3) (9.5 (9.9) ( 8.0)
Number of respondents 36 40 88 37 114 14 53 52 63
Average hours per week worked
by paid workers 2.2 232 A9 45 234 --- 27.0 24.6 21.6
(3.5) (3.1) (2.1) (3.4) (2.0 (2.7) ( 3.1) ( 2.5)
Number of respondents . 36 40 88 37 114 14 53 52 63

[l ot
Source: Parent interviews. o JU




691

Esployment 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
0f those ever employed 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
Nusber of respondents

Average months kept:
Longest paid job

Present paid job
Number of respondents
Percentage of unemployed youth
Jeaving 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

NDawamsds Ld.boamicd ocan

_ Comunity

Urban Suburhen Rural

12.3 136 28.1

'(63)(66)(96)
7.5 293 .1

(8.5) ( 8.7) ( 8.9)
117 2.8 151
(8:2) (8.0) (7.7)
48.5 343 347
(9.6) (9.1) (10.2)

65 61 a3

9.1 313 41
(76)(81)(97)
15.8 20.8
(57)(71)(73)
16.2 18.2 13.3
(sa)(w)(w)

28.9
(71)(79)(88)

4.2 125 1.5
(%g)(zs)(as)

(36)(23)(44)

7 1\ 97

19.4 16.9
(53)(73)
4.5 297
(57)(89)
15.4 19.5
(4.8) ( 7.7)
40.6  33.9
(6.5) (9.2)
13t 58

42.9 14.0

(12.3) ( 9. 8)
17.0 16.1

( 9.4) (10.4)
3.4 9.5

159 4.7 147
(7.3) (8.0) ( 6.2)
2.8 282 28.0
(84)(8.3)(79)
1S 147

(70.(66)(73)
46.8 32.5 35.0
(9.9) (8.7) ( 6.4)
“ 65 &

35.6  46.6 2/.1
(8.7) (7.7) ( 6.8)
18.8 16.6 17.0
(71)(53)(53)
10.1 149 289
(SS)(SS)(H)
5.6 219 26
1 8.7) (6.4) (3.6)
54 90 109

16.8 10.2 13.7
(36)(23)(23)

(43)(25)(23)

--= 434 29.6
(13.7) (12.2)
-- 119 0.3
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- 360 62.1
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Table 438: EMPLOYMENY CHARACTERISTICS OF YOUTH VITH smcu IWAIMITS (Cmf'lodod) ,
—Household Incoms Ethnicity  Wesd of Household's Eicstion

Under 12,000- $25, 000 No High School MHigh School : - Beyond
loyment Characteristics $12,000 $24,990 and Over  Black White Hispanic  _ Diploms _ _ Oiploms  Migh'Schoo)
Of those currently working for pay, .
percentage working at current job: .
< 1 month 3.1 13,3 1.1 32.2 189 5.4 7.0 5.3
(21.5) (7.3) (4.8 (11.3) { 5.1) { 0 0) {8.3) { 9.0) {4.1)
1 to 3 moiiths 18,7 259 2.3 5.0 27.0 45.3 21.0 8.1 . X ]
(9.1) (9.5) (7.0 {8.7) ( 8.0) (10.0) (7.8) {9.1) { 8.5)
> 3 months to 6 months 9.3 2.8 109 18.3 17.0 18,8 18.8 - 13.8 17.4
(9.3) {9.1) (4.8) {9. 4) ( s l) 113.5) (7.4) { 6.9) {7.0)
> 6 months 229 3.0 4.7 3.5 38,1 .35.1 31.4 4.8
(9.9) {10.5) ( 7.6) (11.5) ( 6 6 (17. 6) {9.1) (9.4) (9.3)
Nuwber of respondents 37 46 4 41 12'- 15 59 7 66
0f those ever employed for pay,
percentage with longest t.me at
a paid job:
3 months or less 50.1 41.2 27.0 47.4 30.8 49.7 46.8 39.1 2.5
(10.4) { 8.9) ( 6.0) (9.9) (5. 7) (14 o) (8.1) ( 8.8) (7.4)
> 3 montiis o © months 24,8 16.1 13.2 17.9 20.2 19.0 13.3 19.8
( 9 o) ( 6.6) (4.5) (7.6) (5.0)( 7 8) {6.3) ( 6.0} { 6.5
' > 6 months to 12 months 23.1 2.7 16.1 15.4 23.5 14.9 18.1 19.8
~d ( 5 9) (7.6) (5.4) (7.3) ( 4. 5) (ll 9) ( 5.8) ( 6.8) ( 6.5)
(=] > 12 months 16.3 19.5 39.1 18.5 19.3 8.5 30.8
(72.7) (7.1) (6.6) (7. 7) ( 5 8) (10 8) (6.4) (8.1) (7.5)
Number of respondents 4 69 121 a3 76 ”
Average months kept:
Longest paid job 10.3 109 17.6 11.2 14.7 10.9 9.8 15.5 15.1
(3.8) (2.7) (2.4) (3.4) (2.1)(4.2) (2.3) (3.4) ( 3.0)
Present paid job 10.1  10.6 14.5 11.0 12.5 13.0 11.1 11.0 14.6
(4.6) (3.4) (2.7) (4.4) (2.3) (6.5 (3.2 { 3.6) ( 3.6)
Number of respondents 37 45 94 41 125 15 59 57 66
Percentage of unemployed youth
leaving last job by:
Quitting ---  13.8 39.4 6.2 29.3  --- 25.6 18.3 38.5
(11.2) (13.5) (14. 6) (12 1) (13.0) (14.1) (15.9)
Being fired --- 41.4 0.2 5.6 1.7 --- 13.0 12.0 21.8
(16.0) (1.2) (72.7) (ll 5) (10.0) (14.3) (13.5)
Being laid off --- 12.3 0.2 59 0.0 --- 5.3 3.4 9.1
. (10.7) (1.2) (7.9) (0.0 (6.7) ( 6.6) (9.4)
Ending temporary work --- 32.5 60.2 62.2 49.0 --- 56.2 59.2 30.6
(15.3) (13.5) (16.1) (13.9) (14.8) (17.9) (15.1)
Number of respondents 10 23 28 19 a1 12 25 19 21
Percentage of employed youth fired
in the past year 0.5 0.0 1.4 3 3.5 1.8 2.7 4
RIC (0.9) (3.3) (0.2) (L5 (26)(35) ~pn (1.4 (2.1) ( 2.6)
Number of respondents 116 135 178 137 9 59 L 3 189 130 135
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APPENDIX A

This appendix provides adcitional information to aid the reader in interpreting data
related \> two kinds of variables presented in the aimanacs: variables potentially subject
to bias, and variables craated by combining two sources of information. Vaﬂd:lesln
each of these categories, along with references to the xables in which thoy appear, are

discussed below.

Variables Potentially Subject to Bias
Measured IQ (Table <)

IQ scores were taken from students’ school records for theii most recent ye. in
secondary school and recorded on the school record abstract form in response «. .he

following item:

"What overall test score or IQ score did the student receive on the tast indicated
in Question 127 If the 1Q or overall test score is not given, indicate the mental
age or grade equivalent score if provided.

1Q data were not avallable for all youth and the fraction of students for whom 1Q
scores were available varied considerably for youth in different disability categories. For
example, IQ scores were present in school records for 86% of youth classified as
mentally retarded and for 84% of those classified as leamning disabled, but for only 47%
of youth with other health impairments and 50% of youih with speech impairments. The
relatively high rute oi missing data for youth in some categories raicad the question of
whether available I1Q scores were systematically biased downward. Were scores
available more frequently for youth for whom normal |Q was questioned, i.e., those at
the lower end of the normal intelligence scale? Perhaps G tests were not as routinely
given for youth for whom there was little question of at least normal 1Q.

To address this issue, the functional ability levels were compared for youth with and
without 1Q scores in each disability category. To the extent that functional ability
correlates with measured intelligence (r=.54; p<.001), if the hypothesized bias were
present, lower functional ability scores would be observed ior 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, ierd of nearing, leaming disabled, and visually impaired--rovealed no
significant differences between youth with and without IQ test scores, indicating an
absence of bias for youth in those catejories. However, youth ciassified as
orthopedically impaired, other health impaired, and spee«h impaired with 1Q data had
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significantly lower functional mental skills scale scores than those for whom 1Q data
were not avalilable (p<.05). Thus, there appears 10 be some downward bias in the IQ
scores for youth in these categories. Huwever, an opposite relationship of functional
abiities and 1Q was observed for youth in the dea’ “ind, muitiply handicapped, and
mentally retarded categories. For these youth, functional abilities were significantly

.. ner for those with IQ scores (p<.001). For these categories, an upward bias in IQ
scores is apparent.

One possible explanation for the systematic differences is that some districts may
have tested only those youth with orthopedic impairments, speech impairments, and
other heatth iinpairments who we. e having explicit educational performance difficulties or
for whom ments’ retardation was suspected. At the same time, it is likely that lower
functioning youth classified as deat/iind, multiply handicapped, or mentally retarded
were not able to be tested accurately, while testing of higher functioning youth in these
categories was important to asceriain their academic potential.

Diftarences in abilities only partially explain why scores were availabie only for some
youth. in all disabilily categories, scores were available for some youth at all functional
levels. The most likely explanation for this seemingly random component of the
availability of IQ scores is variation in school and district practices in the extent to which
IQ testing is conducted as part of special education assessnieit procedurss.

Self-Care Skills (Table %)

These questions were asked only of parents of youtn who were ciassified as
mentally retarded, visually impaired, deaf, orthopedically impaired, other health impaired,
multiply handicapped, or deaf/lind. They were not asked of parents of you.™. who were
classified as learning disabled, emotionally disturbed, speech impaired, or had of
hearing, with no other disabilities because such disabilities were ass,umed rot to
interfere in most cases with the performance of the basic self-care s\kills oeing
investigated. Youth in these categories were assigned :1 value corresponding to "very
well® for each #em, which would suin to a score of 12 (high) on th~  orresponding scale.
If the skills of youth in these categories were actually lower, the reported self-care skills
scores would overestimate abilities.

Assistive Devices (Table 7)
items related to assistive devices were not asked of parents of youth in all disability
categories in an effort to reduce the burden ¢* the interview and because some devices

ware assumed to be inappropriate to some kinds of disabilities. Items related to
assistive ris -icas 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 reported as deaf, hard of hearing, deaf/blind, or multiply
handicapped as a primary or acdditional disability by the school/district or parent.
Assistive devices related to mobility ‘wheel chair, crutches, cane, walker, changes to the
car, prosthetics, orthotics, ccnuter des'~aed to a.d mobility, other devices to aid
medility) were asked only of parents of y..th who were reported as orthopedically
impaired, other health impaired, or multiply handicapped as a primary or additional
disabllity by the school/district or parent. Assistive devices related to vision (seeing eye
dog, Bralile 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/blind, or muitiply haiidicapped as a primary or additional disability by the
school/district 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 reporied would underestimate use of assistive devices.

Receipt 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 reported 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, daia would
underestimate service receipt.

Grade Point Average (Tabie 3€)

Grade point average is calculated 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 “unsatistactory” were coded as equivalent to an “F."Points are summed and
divided by the total number of courses, including those failed.

There is some reason to suspeé.. that the grades abstracted from students’ records
may overestimate grade parformance 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 Tabie A-1, the receipt of grades is strongly associated with the nature
and severity of students’ disabilities. For exampie, more than half of students with low
functional mental skilis dict 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 with more severe disabilities and lower functional skids. For examole, because
the students ‘who received grades were the more capable special educatior. students, we
would expect grades to be generally higher and more similar to regular education students
than would 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 SCHGOL YEAR
Students Whe Did Not Receive Grades

Student Characteristics . SE. N
Total 10.8 1.0 5591
Primary disability category

Leaming disabied 48 1.1 821

Emotionalily disturbed 8.7 18 502

Speech impaired 43 15 379

Mentally retarded 24.0 20 846

Visually impaired 104 25 548

Hard of hearing 1.5 1.0 513

Deaf 1.9 20 683

impaired 14.9 27 458

Other heakth impaired 9.6 26 284

Muttiply handicapped 56.1 4.0 491

Deaflind 781 6.8 66
Functional mental skills®

Low 549 53 548

Medium 1.5 19 1724

High 3.6 1.0 1962
Student assigned to grade level

Yes 51 .8 4619

No 65.7 3.6 941
Student attended:

Special school for students with disabilities 54.5 39 1529

Regular secordary school 69 8 4052

]

Parents reted on a 4-point scale youths' abilities 1o tell time on a clock with hands, look up telephone
numbers and use the phone, count change, and read common signs. Ratings were summed to create a
scas ranging from 4 %0 16. High ability is defined as a scale value of 15 or 16.

Source: Grade data from students' school records. Functional abilities from parent interviews.




Potential Reporting Bias--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 semester. However, when
transcripts were obtained for a subsample of students and compared to grades reported
by data abstractors on the record abstract forms, 34% of the 157 cases reviewed showed
discrepancies between transcriot 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 psr
student was involved in a grade discrepancy and the grade change was vittuelly always
only 1 grade point (i.e., a B roported as the higher grade when a C was the riiast recent
grade). This degree of overestimation of the GPA for a given student with 7 graded
courses would be .14 (i.e., the difference between a GPA of 3.0 and a GPA of 2.86). If
this nverestimation affected one-third of the full sample, as it did of the cases validated, it
wouid result in a GPA overestimation of .05 for the full sample. However, because the
subsample usad for this comparison was small and inciuded students from only four
disability groups, it is unknown to what extent this tendency to record the more 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 daia may
paint a somewhat rosier pictura of grade performance than students actually achieved;
GPAs may actually have been marginally lower and failure rates marginally higher than
those reported.

Alterat ans Made to the Home (Table 38)

The item related to whether aiterations had been made to the youth's home to
accommodate a disability were asked only of parents of youth who were reported as
deat/lind, visually impaired, 0-thopedically impaired, other health impaired, or muitiply
handicapped, as a primary or secondary disability by tha school/district or parent.
Parents of youth with other disabilities were not asked the item in an etfort to reduce the
burden of the interview and because such alterations were considerec inappropriate to
those disabilities. Youth with other disabliities were coded as not having had the
alternations. If youth with other disabilities actually had the alteraticns, data would
underestimate their frequency.

Variables Constru::'sd from Multiple Sources

Secondary School Enroliment Status (All Tables)

Because the NLTS focuses or the time when youth move from secondary sciGol
into more adult experiences, the status of youth relative to secondary school is critical.
The NLTS classifies youth into three categories based on their secondary school
enroliment status:




* In secondary school
* Out of secondary school less than 1 year
* Out of secondary school from 1 to 2 years.

Secondary school enrviiment status is based on data from two sources: the parent
interview and/or schocl record abstract.

For 26% of vouth, 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 enrolied in a junior or senior high school (or special
school) in the past 12 months?*

A12 Is (NAME) now enrolied, or wilt she/he be enrolled in the fall in (junior or
senior high sciioolithis special) school?®

A youth is coded as in school if the parent responded 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 beca'~< no parent interview could be compleied. The school
record abstract reports data from the student's most recent school year. Students
whose most recent school year was 1985-856 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/expefled 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 enraliment 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
ru'es were used to resolve discrepancies:

A



« Parent reports of youth being in secondary school were accepted if 1986-87
school records indicated the youth had withdrawn, moved, dropped out, or t3en
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.

« If the parent indicated the youth had left school up to a year earlier, and the school
record indicated the student had been enrolied in the 1986-87 school year and
completed the school year (whether or not promoted to the next grade levei), 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.

« If 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 of 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 s:=hool
age, the youth was coded as having been out of school, assuming the 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.

- If 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
compieted the school year (whethur 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 reported the student had been out of school 1 to 2 years and the
school record from 1985-86 school year indicated the student had compieted the
year, the parent report was accepted, assuming the student had not retumed to
school 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 services i
the school year indicated on the cover sheet?"

Response categories included, among others, "special school for the disabled.”

Enrolimerit 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, regardless of the school record. I the survey indicated the school was
nota 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
. ‘ting 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 inciude 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/he, 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 figuring 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."

If arespondent gave a positive response to category 2 of the first item and the only
source indicated for the service was a secondary schoc! {special or regular), the student
was indica’ed as having received occupationally- oriented vocational education from the
school in the most recent schoo!l year.

The scheol record item involved a listing of courses the student took in the most
recent schoo! year. If a vocational course was listed, the following item was asked:
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*If the student has taken \ ocaiional education classes during the school year
wmd on the cover shest, please indicate the type of vocational education
n.*

Rasponses were coded as follows:

1 Agriculture (e.g., animal and plant science, landscaping/gardening,
horticulture/nursery, forestry)

2  Distributive education (e.g., retalling, banking an¢ finance, cashier,
hoteltourism/recreation, marketing and sales, advertising, warehousing,
transportation/driver, real astate)

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., engineering, 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

16 Other (SPECIFY)

17 Career exploration, prevocational skills, work adjustment
18 Sheltered workshop, supported employment

19  Work study/experience, on-the-job training

20 Clothing/textiles

21 Child care, nursery school

If the record indicated a posttive response to categories 1 through 15, 20 or 21, the
student was counted as having received occupaiionally-oriented vocational education.

For 16% of cases, the valu2 on this variabin was based on the schocl record alcne;
for 21% of cases it was bas-:& on the parent inteiview alone. For €3% of cases, both
sources were availahle. There was agreemeit between sources in 98% of these cases.
In the event of discrepancies, a studeni was coded as having taken occupationally-
oriented vocational education if either the schoo! record or the parent interview met the
criteria for a positive response.

This variable was used in the construction of a variable indicating whether the
student was enrolled in any vocational education in the most recent year. A positive




value for receiving oeetpaﬂona”y-odémed 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
occupationally-oriented vocational education received and whether that training was in a
regular education or special education setting. Only responses based on the schoo!
record contributed to these latter two variables, because no indication of piacement or
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. For each
kind of service, 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 receivad 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 sources of data for items regarding raceipt of services were the parent
interviews and school records. The parent source involved responsas t) 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 school*, and “special secondary school for the disabled *

These items were asked for all noninstitutionalized youth regarding speech therapy,
personal counselingtherapy, transportaticn assistance, and help from a
tutor/reader/interpreter. (Institutionalized youth were those reported by parents to be
living for at least oz year in a hospital, mental health, or correctional facility.) Items
related to physicai :herapy/ mobility training were not asked of parents with youth
classified as learning disabled, emotionally disturbed, or speech impaired only (no other
additional disabilities named by the school/district o; 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, uiless the school record abstract indicated otherwise.

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 includad, among others:

Speech or language therapy

Personal counseiing 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 recgived the service ever and in
the past 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
school system (this can include contracted services; during the school year
indicated on the cover sheet?"

Physical therapy

Occupational therapy

Assistive devices or physical adaptations

Mantal health services, personal counseling, therapy, or psychiatric care
Speech or language therapv

Hearing-loss therapy

Tutor, reader, or interpreter

Special transpurtation because of disability

Adaptive physical education

Health service™ (e.g., catheterization)

Testing for disabilities (e.g., psychological assessment, classroom
observation

Social work services
None of the ahove
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Responses were coded intc the support services variabies as follows:




Mresponsecircled: @ Coded asreceived:

5 - Speech therapy

4,12 Personal counseling/tharapy
1,10 Physical therapy/mobility training
7 Tutor/~sader/interpreter

8 Transportation 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 extent of agreement between
the sources varied among the services and, for a given service, among the variables, as
indicated in Table A-2. Agresment was generally highest for receipt of physical therapy
and, for all services, was highest for services received in the previous year and lowest
for services received from the school.

Table A-2
EXTENT OF AGREEMENT BETWEEN SOURCES FOR
VARIABLES RELATED TO SUPPORT SERVICES RECEIVED BY YOUTH

Number of Cases Percentage In
With Two Sources _Agreement

(‘-86

Received speech therapy
Ever 4801 66
In past year 4741 80
In past year from school 4741 69
Received counseling/therapy
Ever 4786 68
In past year 4753 80
In past year from school 4753 46
Received help from a tutor/reader/interpreter
Ever 4769 58
In past year 4737 73
In 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 55
' In past year 4814 7
In past year from school 4814 46
|
r o A-12
ll »
|



For cases in which both sources of data were avallable, 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 evar 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.

« If 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 schocl; the school record would not indicate such a service. Cor.versely, the
schoo! 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 school counselor and would have reported it as counseling received
from the school. Such a service would not have been included on an IEP and would not
have appeared on a school record abstract form.

Vocational Services Received (Tables 28, 29)

The NLTS investigated whether the youth had received vocational services, and
constructed variables indicating 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, and the hours of the service receive2 in the
previous year.

The two sources of data for these items are the parent interviews and school
records. Th2 parent sotsrce 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 trainitig ot 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 school 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
Fours 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:

“ls (NAME) getting any of the following kinds of help at this place (the institution)?
Response categories included, among otners, "job training or vocational
education.”

A positive response to this item was coded as receiving vocational services ever and in
the past 12 months. Institutionalized youth were not included in the calculation of
services received from the school. 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 courses 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 "ever” receiving vocational
services, out “"don’t know" regarding rsceipt in the previous year. Students reported as
taking vocational education in the 1986-87 school year were coded as receiving
vocational services ever, in the 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
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

Responses for approximately 17% of cases were based on the school record alone,
25% on the parent interview alone, and 58% on both sources.

In cases having two sources for these variables, there was agreement between the
sources in about half the cases regarding receipt of services. The following decision
rules were appliud 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.

* If either the parent interview or a 1986-87 record abstract indicated the service
had been received, the student was zoded as having received the service in the
previous year.
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* |f either the parent interview or a 1986-87 record absiract 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.

* For hours of servics received in the past year, the higher value was taken from
either the parent interview or the 1986-87 school recerd.

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 vocational course about which the parent being interviewed
might simply have been unaware.

Occupational Therapy/Life Skills Training Received (Tables 28, 31)

The NLTS investigated whether the youth had received occupational therapy or life
skills training, and constructed variables indicating 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, 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 foilowing three questions, which
were asked for all noninstitutionalized youth:

*Has (NAME) ever had any occupational therapy or other instruction in life skills,
other than from family members or friends? Life skills instruction might include
learning to manage money or learning cooking or housekeeping skills.
Occupational therapy might include help in learning feedina, dressing, teileting, or
grooming.”

"Has (NAME) had any occupational therapy or life skiils training, other than from
family members or friends, in the past 12 months?*

"Who has given (NAME) occupational therapy or lite skil's training 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 school for
the disabled.”

"Thinking about the last 12 months, for about how !ong did (NAME) receive
occupational therapy or !ife skills 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 place?" 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 following kinds of heip at this place (the institution)?
Rosponse categories included, among others, "occupational th arapy or life skilis
training (e.g., feeding, dressing, money management).”

A positive response to this item was coded as receiving the serviceAraining ever and in
the past 12 months. Institutionalized youth were not included in the calculation of
services received from the school. For institutionalized youth, the number of hours of
training/service was coded as "don't know."

The schoo! 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" recsiving 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 coded as receiving training/service ever, in
the past year, and from the schooi in the past year. Hours of service received in the
pre*.ious year was based on 1986-87 school records and was calculated from the
scnool record abstract using the following algorithm:

18 (number of weeks in a typica! 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 contractes seivices) during the school year indicated on the
cover sheet?” Response categories included, among others, "occupational therapy.”

If a 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 thz school.
He/she was coded "don't know" for the hours of service received.

Responses for approximately 17% of cases were based on the schce! record alone,
25% on the parent interview 2'ane, and 58% on both sources.

In cases having two sources for these variables, there was agreemis:it between the
sources in about half the cases regarding receipt 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
re« eived, the student was coded as having ever received the service.

+ |f 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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« [f either the parent interview or & 1986-87 record abstract indicated the - arvice
had baen received from the school in the past year, the stucont was coded as
having received the servica 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.

Discr .pancies 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 course about which the parent beirg interviewed might simply
have been unaware.

School Completion Status (Table 37)

There are 3053 youth who are considerad out of school and for whom the mode of
school leaving, referred to as school completion status, is known. The school
completion 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) suspended or
expelled or is (he/she) older than the sch. Jl age limit?"

The school record abstract item 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 yeat and promoted to the next grade level

- Completed the school vear 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, schooi compietion status was based on the parent interview
alone. For 16% of cases, values were based on the school record abstract alone; the
school abstract responsc was used by collapsing responses into the 4 completion status

A categories as follows:

School Completion Status Becord Abatract Response

Graduated Gradusted

g Aged Out Exceeded the school age limit
Dropped out/left Dropped out

3 Withdrew

2 Institutionalized

incarcerated

- Other

“ Suspended/expelled Permanently expelied

For the 55% of cases in which both the parent interview and the school record
abstract were available, there was agreement between t:e two sources on the youth's
completion status for 78% of cases. For the remaining 22% of cases (351), the following
discrepancies were noted ana resolutions mace:

* 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
mw:wnnsgeoglnalstamsofmeyoummeramove.transfer.orwmidrawalftoma
g .

+ 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 vs. receipt of special
diplomas for atiendance.

+ 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
promcled), but the parent reported a more final disposition that coukd have
occurred, for example, because of school work done in the summer (i.e., resulting
in graduation) or because of decisions made in the summer not to return in the fall
(i.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 raports of a more final status (e.g., dropping out) aiso were
accapted when the school reported what was considered an intermediate status,
such as incarceration or institutionalization.

* Youth wers 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 REFERENCED IN STATISTICAL TABLES

Subgroups Referenced, and

Table Number(s) Jotal

Table 8:
Percentage of youth who were still
in high school or had left high

school without graduating* (81.1
2.8)
Number of respondents 43
Table 8:

Percentage of youth who had
not received a 2-year diploma
and had not attended a 4-year

college in the past year* (54.3)
3.6
Nuwber of respondents 418

Tables 10, 13, 14, and 20-26:
Percentage of youth in schools

that served:**

Seventh grade 16.7
( 2.5)

Eighth grade 25.8
( 3.0)

Ninth grade 81.8
( 2.6)

Tenth grade 87.0
(2.3)

£ leventh grade 86.7
( 2.3)

Twelfth grade 86.7
(2.3)

Ungraded 38.4
(3.3)

Number of respondents 477

* Source: Parent interviews.

** Source: Survey of Seconasry Special Education Programs.
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FOR YOUTH WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS

Community Gender Age in 1987 School Status
19 or

Urban Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-18 older

62.0 81.1 84.9 80.7 81.7 97.3 82.9 36.9
(4.5 ( 4.8) (5.1) (3.6) (4.4) (1.8) ( 4.7) ( 5.8)

165 134 93 261 169 141 136 153

3 48.3 653 §7.0 50.2 49.0 540 69.2
(5.9) (6.2) (6.8) (4.5) (5.8) (5.6)(6.3) (5.7)

161 132 93 255 163 141 134 143

12.8 20.1 14.2 15.8 18.4 24.9 8.4 107 15.7 7.1
(3.8 (4.5 (4.2) (3.1) ( 4.2) ( 4.5) ( 3.0) ( 3.9) { 5.1) (5.5)
13.9 22.5 36.9 4.9 27.4 33.1 16.3 24.5 27.8 2.3
(3.9)(4.7) (5.9) (3.7) ( 4.9) (4.8) (4.0) (5.4) ( 6.3) (9.0)
82.1 72.9 90.9 82.6 80.4 84.7 79.7 78.2 80.7 82.8
( 4.3) ( 5.0} { 3.5) (3.3) (4.3) (3.7) ( 4.4) { 5.2) { 5.6) (8.1)
88.6 77.8 95.3 85.6 89:0 80.5 92.7 93.7 89.9 92.1
(3.6) ( 4.7) ( 2.8) ( 3.0) { 3.4) (4.1) (2.8)(3.1) ( 4.2) (5.8)
87.8 77.8 95.3 85.6 88.4 80.5 92.0 93.7 89.9 921
(3.7) ( 4.7) ( 2.6) ( 3.0) ( 3.5) (4.1) {3.0) (3.1) ( 4.2) (5.8)
87.8 77.8 95.3 85.6 88.4 80.5 92.0 93.7 89.9 92.1
(3.7) ( 4.7) ( 2.6) ( 3.0) ( 3.9) ( 4.1) ( 3.0) ( 3.1) ( 4.2) (5.8)
34,4 33.4 457 38.9 38.0 37.1 41.4 356 40.3 26.9
(5.3) (5.3) (6.1) (4.2) ( 5.3) (5.0) (5.4) (6.0) ( 6.9) ( 9.5)

178 163 129 289 185 162 176 139 116 54

Data are for the most recent year in school.
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Appendix Table 1B: SUBGROUPS REFERENCED IN STATISTICAL TABLES
+OR YOUTH WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS

Household Incore Ethnicity Head of Household's Education

Subgroups Referenced, and Under 12,000- $25,000 No High School High School  Beyond

Table Number(s) $12,000 * 4,999 and Over Black White Hispanic Oiploma Diploma  High School

Table 8:

Percentage of youth who were stiil

in high school or had left high

school without graduating* 81.3 88.4 75.5 859 78.0 89.0 79.0 88.1 17.5

(5.6) (4.1) (4.7) (48)(39)(63) (4.7) (4.3) (5.4)

Number of respondents 98 125 174 115 243 163 124 134

Taole 8:

Percentage of youth who had
not received a 2-year diploma
and had not attended a 4-year

s

college in the past year* 55.4 65.5 40.8 48.4 57.5 550 58.8 64.2 36.3 .
(7.3) (6.3) (5.5 (7.1} ( 4.8) (10.0) (5.7) (6.4) ( 6.3) ’i%
Number of respondents 96 120 172 110 237 52 157 123 132 .‘i
23
oles 10, 13, 14, and 20-26: fr°§
Percentage of vouth in schools 31'16
that served:*’ ¥
Seventh grude 11.6 21.3 21.0 19.4 16.4 15.1 19.5 17.8 15.3 g
(5.0) (5.7) (4.7) (5.9) (3.6) (6.9) (4.9) (5.4) ( 5.0) T
Eighth grade 16.1 3.2 2.9 29.2 25.0 15.1 27.8 23.3 18.1 K
(5.7) (6.5 (4.9) (6.7) (4.2) (6.9) (5.5) (6.0) (5.3) b
Ninth grads 711.7 84.3 8.9 72.7 82.9 83.4 17.5 79.1 84.7 3
(7.0) (5.1) (4.3 (6.8) (3.7)(7.2) (5.1) (5.8) ( 5.0) 5t
Tenth grade 84.8 80.8 89.5 82.8 87.9 86.3 80.1 86.1 93.2 "
(5.5 (5.5 (3.6) (5.6) (3.2) (%.6) (4.9) (4.9) ( 3.5) %
Eleventh grade 84.8 80.8 89.6 81.6 87.9 86.3 80.1 86.1 93.2 e
(55 (5.5 (3.6) (5.7) (3.2) (6.6) (4.9) (4.9) ( 3.5) ¥,
Twelfth grade 84.8 80.8 89.6 81.6 87.9 86.3 80.1 86.1 93.2 >
(5.5 (5.5 (3.6) (5.7 (3.2) (6.6) ( 4.9) ( 4.9) ( 3.5) i
Ungraded 355 37.6 34.5 30.1 40.6 40.0 39.7 31.7 38.5 "
(7.4) (6.8) (5.5 (6.8) ( 4.8) (9.4) (6.0) ( 6.6) (6.7) ;

Number of respondents 86 106 157 100 223 57 142 110 117
* Source: Parent interviews. ’t
** Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Pr-jrams. Data are for the most -ecent year wn school. d
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Subgroups Referenced, and
Table Number(s)

Tabla 12:

Percentage of youth in schools
tha¢ corvad learning handicapped
students

Number of -espondents

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 nondis-
abled students that required
minimum competency tests for
graduation

Number of respondents
Table 13:
Percentage of youth in schools
that served nondisabled and
mildly learning impaired
students

Number of respondents

Source:

D7

Appendix Table 1A: SUBGROUPS REFERENCEw IN STATISTICAL VABLES
FOR YOUTH WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS {Continued)

Total

53.7
( 3.5)
404

96.0
410

Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs.

Community Gender Age in 1987 School Status

. 19 or Out 1 year OQut 1 -2

Urban Suburban Rural Mzle Femaie 15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Years
100 98.4 100 99.3 99.8 100 98.9 99.2 99.3 99.8 100
(0.0) (1.5 (0.0) ( 0.8) {0.6) (0.0)(1.2) (1. 2) (0.7) {0.7) ( 0.0)
152 136 118 248 160 134 153 122 257 100 48
85.1 78.6 98.9 85.3 91.3 80.6 94.c G53.6 85.8 90 7 99.0
( 4.4) (5.0) (1.3) (3.3) (3.3) (4.5) (2.7) (3.3) ©0) { 4.5) ( 2.3)
149 139 117 248 159 133 155 119 3 98 48
63.1 62.6 65.4 62.7 65.1 58.1 72.8 59.7 61.9 713.3 62.5
(5.9) (6.0)(6.1) (4.5 (5.6) (5.7) (5.2) (6.6) { 4.3} (6.7) (11.0)
152 132 117 245 158 130 153 121 252 100 48
99.3 90.5 98.4 97.3 94.1 96.3 97.2 92.5 97.0 04.6 Js.8
(1.0) (3.6) (1.6) (1.5) (2.8) (2.2) (1.9) ( 2.6) 1.5) { 3.5) (7.1)
151 138 118 249 160 133 156 121 260 97 49

Data are for the most recent year in school.
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Appendix Table 1B: SUBGROUPS REFERENCED IN STATISTICAL TABLES
FOR YOUTH WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS (Cont inued)
Househo1d Income Ethnicity Head of Househoid's Education
Subgroups Referenced, and Under 12,000~ $25,000 No High School High School Beyond
Table Number(s) $12,000 $24,999 and Over Black White Hispanic Diploma Diploma  High School
Table 12:
3 Percentage of youth in schools
x that served learning handicapped
4 students 98.4 99.8 99.7 100 98.9 100 100 98.0 99.7
. (2.1) (0.8) (0.7) (0.0) (1.1) (0.0) ( 0.0) (2.2) ( 0.9)
gv Humber of respondents 73 83 142 83 198 47 117 95 102
3 Table 12:
. Percentage of youth in schools
with twelfth grade that served
! nondisabled students 87.4 82.3 90.1 80.9 89.2 91.1 85.1 83.4 93.6
L (5.4) (6.1) (3.7) (6. 4) (3.3) (6.0) ( 4.8) ( 5.6) (3.7)
3 Number of respondents "8 82 138 199 47 116 97 100
Table 12:
"o Percentage of youth in schools
with twelfth grade and nondis-
. abled students that required
: minimm competency tests for
© graduat ion 59.3 66.0 &1.2 63.6 58.8 82.1 65.0 51.6 na
) S (8.0) (7.6) (6.0 (7.9)(5.2) (8.1) ( 6.5) (7.6) ( 6.8)
1 Number of respoudents 77 81 140 81 200 47 115 97 101
- Table 13:
Percentage of youth in schools
that served nondisabled and
mildly learning impaired
students 96.0 98.5 91.2 96.9 95.8 95.0 96.3 99.1 90.3
(3.3) (2.0) (3.5 (2.8) (2.1) (4.7) ( 2.6) (1.4) ( 4.5)
Number of respondents 74 83 140 81 200 46 117 95 99

Source: Survey of Secon.ary Specis)l Education Programs. Data ure for the most recent year in school.
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Appendix Table 1A: SUBGROUPS REFERENCED IN STATISTICAL TABLES
FOR YOUTH WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMEKTS (Continued)

Crmmunity Gender Age in 1987 School Status
Subgroups Referenced, and 19 or Out 1 year Outl - 2
Table Number(s) Jotal Urban Suburban Rural Male Female 15-16 17-1& older In-School _or less Years
Table 18:
Percentage in schools that
reported having students in
need of :
Specch/ 1anguage therapy 98.3 99.6 99.8 96.1 98.6 98.0 98.2 97.8 100 98.° 97.0 100
( 0.9) ( 0.8) (0.6) (2.5) (1.1) ( 1.6) (1.5) (1.7) ( 0.0) (1) ( 2.6) ( 0.0)
Physical therapy 69.1 75.4 79.0 54.7 70.1 67.5 73.7 66.6 61.2 70.5 63.0 67.9
( 3.5) {5.4)(5.1)(6.5) (4.4) (5.7) (5.1) ( 5.7) ( 6.8) ( 4.1) (7.5) (10.5)
Occupat ional therapy 75.3 81.1 80.7 65.6 71.6 80.6 76.6 72.2 18.% 73.9 76.2 83.4
(3.2) (4.9) (4.9) (6.2) (4.3) (4.8) (4.9) (5.4) (5.7) ( 3.9) ( 6.6) ( 8.4)
Hearing-loss therapy 68.4 76.9 78.4 52.6 70.8 64.7 69.9 69.9 60.9 68.8 66.8 67.6
( 3.5) (5.4) (5.3)(6.6) { 4.4) ( 5.9) (5.5 (5.5 (7.1) ( 4.2) (7.5) (10.9)
>sychotherapy/counseling 93.4 94.6 91.3 94.5 94.0 92.4 91.7 96.2 91.8 92.7 92.9 99.8
(1.9) (2.9) (3.5 (3.0) (2.3) ( 3.2) (3.3) (2.3) (3.8) ( 2.4) ( 3.9) (1.0)
Medical services 81.8 88.2 69.5 #87.5 84.4 77.8 82.9 80.4 81.7 81.7 80.4 85.8
( 3.0) ( 4.0) ( 6.0) ( 4.6) ( 3.6) (5.2) (4.6) (4.8) (5. 6) ( 3.6) ( 6.5) (7.8)
Adapt ive physical education 86.0 95.2 89.9 74.0 89.3 80.9 88.7 88.1 74.6 87.8 81.3 79.0
( 2.6) ( 2.6) ( 3.7) ( 5.8) (2.9) ( 4.7) (3.7} ( 3.8) {5.8) ( 2.9) (5.9) (9.1)
Social work services 94.7 94,7 91.4 97.6 95.4 93.6 3.0 96.4 95.3 94.7 92.0 99.9
(1.7) (2.9) ( 3.6) ( 2.0) ( 2.0) ( 3.0) {3.1) ( 2.2) { 3.0) ( 2.0} {4.3) (0.8)
Special transportation 91.8 g8.1 91.6 86.7 91.7 91.9 6.1 92.3 95.2 90.4 91.2 99.9
(2.0) (1.7) ( 3.4) (4.4) ( 2.6) ( 3.3) (3.5)(3.2) (2.9) ( 2.5) ( 4.3) (0.8)
Human aides or tutors 96.2 97.6 92.7 98.3 7.0 94.9 93.8 98.2 wd.4 94.9 99.5 100
(1..) (1.9) {3.2) (1.7) (1.6) ( 2.6) (2.8) (1.6) (1.7) (1.9) ( 1.0) ( 0.0)
Physical aids 76.6 81.6 74.u 74.9 715.8 77.71 78.0 73.0 80.9 78.8 65.9 79.1
( 3.3) (5.1) ( 5.6) (5.9) (4.2) (5.2) ( S 0) (5.4) (5.7) ( 3.8; ( 7.6) ( 9.6)
None of these 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 106 100
(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 respondents 366 132 120 99 223 142 116 143 104 225 87 45
Table 19:
Percentage in schools with
nondisabled students that
placed disabled youth in
regular vocational classes 91.3 30.8 86.1 96.7 91.1 91.5 87.7 96.2 90.8 89.7 94.3 99.1
(2.1) {3.7) (4.2) (2.3) (2.7) ( 3.3) (3.8) (2.3)(4.0) ( 2.6) (3.7) (2.2)
Number of respondents 400 140 140 118 244 185 133 151 116 255 92 49
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 18:
Percentage in schools that
reported having students in
need of :

Speech/ language therapy

Physical therapy
Occupational therapy
Hearing-loss therapy
Psychotherapy/counseling
Medical services
Adapt fve physical educstion
Social work services
Special transportation
Human aides or tutor
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
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Appendix Table 1B: SUBGROUPS REFERENCEQ IN STATISTICAL TABLES

Household Income

Under 12,000~

$12,000 !24,999
9.5 100 97.2
(3.0) (0.0) (2.0)
66.6 70.9 68.3
(8.0) (7.5 (6.0)
74.8 68.8 73.4
(7.4} (7.8) (5.7)
59.8 72.6 70.7
{8.6) (7.4) (5.8)
83.9 90.5 96.6
(5.1) (4.8) (2.3)
86.1 17.7 132
(6.2) (7.1) (5.7)
83.7 66.7 8.9
(6.2) (5.5 (3.9
93.3 954 91.8
(4.4) (3.4) (3.5)
91.3 89.2 91.8
(4.8) (5.0) (3.5)
95.9 94.6 94.0
(s.4) (3.7) (3.0)
79.1 69.5 72.3
(7.3} (7.8) (5.7)
100 100 100
(0.0) {0.0) (0.0)
63 13! 126
87.8 90.9 91.0
(5.4) (4.7) (3.6)
15 79 135

Source: Survey of Secondary Special £ducation Programs.

5000

FGR YGUTH WITH SPEECH UMPAIRMENTS (Continued)

Ethnicity Head of Housshold's Education
No High School High Schoo!  Beyond
lack White Hispanic Diploma Ofploma  High School
99.4 97.4 100 99.0 97.0 96.8
{1.2) (1.7) ( 0.0) (1.3) ( 2.6) ( 2.8)
56.7 67.9 90.0 76.1 67.0 62.3
( 8.3)(5.1) ( 6.6) ( 6.0) (7.4) (7.5)
5.1 73.1 85.2 78.6 69.6 68.9
(8.0) (4.8)(2.8) (5.8) (7.2) (7.2
7.1 69.6 88.3 69.7 66.9 68.2
(8.5 (5.0)(7.5 ( 6.6) (7.4) (7.64)
88.6 94.7 97.7 93.2 80.4 93.4
(5.3) (2.4) (3.3) (3.5) ( 4.6) (3.9)
79.7 78.3 91.9 83 84.2 70.6
(6.9) (4.6) (6.3) ( 5.8) (5.8) (1.2
81.3 883 939 85.3 92.9 83.1
(6.5)(3.3)(5.4) ( 4.9) (4.0) (5.7)
91.8 95.2 95.1 92.1 96.2 92.%
(4.7) ( 2.3) ( 4.6) ( 3.9) ( 3.0) ( 4.1)
8.4 83.3 99.0 91.4 88.4 93.%
$157)(3.3)(21) ( 3.9) ( 4.9) ( 3.8)
90.6 98.1 97.7 95.2 9€.1 93.8
(4.9)(1.5)(3.3) ( 3.0) ( 3.0) (3.7)
70.6 77.1 74.0 75.9 70.6 70.7
( 8.0) ( 4.6) (10.2) (6.2) (7.2) {1.3)
100 100 100 100 100 100
( 0.0) ( 0.0) (0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0) ( 0.0)
72 176 33 97 87 a8
83.8 92.9 92.6 89.4 88.9 92.0
(6.1) ( 2.7) (5.7} { 4.2) { 4.9) (4.1)
80 193 45 114 93 96

~52

Oata are for the most recent year in school.
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Subgroups Referenced, and
Tabls Number(s)

Table 26:
Percentage in schools with life
skills programs that served
students who were:*

Mildly learning handicapped

Severc'y 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:

fercentage in schools and at
grade levels that were sutject
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 years

Number of respondents

*  Source:
*+ Scurce:
*e2 Source:

Appendix Table 1A: SUBGROUPS REFERENCED IN STATISTICAL TABLES
FOR YOUTH WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS {Concluded)

82.2
(2.8)

( 2.6)

4.0
( 3.6)
414

94.0
(1.8)

86.4
( 2.6)

41.2
( 3.7)
38

(3.8)
344

73.3
{2.7)

15.7
(2.2)

11.0
(1.9)
57

Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs.
Students’ school records.
Parent irterviews and students’ school records.

Community

Urban Suburban Rural

85.1 73.7 #88.2
(4.4) (5.3)(4a.1)
45.5 24.4 538
(6.1) {5.2) (6.3)

54.6 38.8 40.8
(6.1)(5.9) (6.2)
150 141 120

95.3 95.1 93.0
(2.8) (2.7) (3.4)
84.6 86.7 90.4
(4.8) (4.3)(4.0)
49.1 45.6 29.9
(6.7) (6.3) (6.2)

127 129 106

66.2 66.5 61.1
(6.5) (6.8)(6.5)
118 st 108

Gender -
Male Female
80.4 84.9
(3.7) ( 4.2)
43.3 38.5
(4.6) (5.7)
43.0 45.3
(4.6) ( 5.8)

251 162
35.1 92.1
(2.1) (3.2)
83.2 82.3
(3.0) ( 4.6)
4.5 36.8
(4.8) ( 5.8)

227 155
63.5 65.7
(4.9)(6.1)

205 136
71.6 758
(3.5) (4.2)
17.3 134
(3.9)(3.4)
11.2  10.6
{2.5)(3.1)

350 225

Daza are for the most recent year i school.

Me in 1987 School Statys
19 or Out | year Out 1l - 2
15-16 17-18 older In-School _or less Yoars
80.2 84.2 83.8 1 80.0 88.7
( 4.5) ( 4.3) ( 4.9) (3.3) ( 6.0) (7.1)
46.3 36.2 38.6 43.4 kT ] 40.2
( 5.7} { 5.6) ( 6.5) (4.3) (7.2 (11.0)
48.1 2.0 4.3 42.0 43.7 89.7
{~7)(5.6) {6.7) (4.3) { 7.4) (11.0)
136 154 14 258 102
91.7 96.1 35.4 92.8 97.2 97.8
(3.2) { 2.3) { 3.1} (2.3) ( 2.7) ( 3.4)
84.2 89.9 844 85.4 88.6 «.3
(4.2) (3.5) (5.4) (3.1) (5.2 ( 6.9)
36.6 41.4 55.2 4.2 3.9 $3.3
( 5.6) { 5.8) (7.4) { 4.4) (7.9) {11.2)
130 154 1 244 8% 50
§1.7 713.5 15.2 59.4 17.8 76.9
( 6.4) ( 5.4) { 6.5) (4.8) ( 6.9) (9.2}
106 139 99 204 a3
93.7 12.3 20.7 100 0.0 0.0
(2.3) (4.7)(4.2) (0.0) ( 0.0) (0.9
4.3 23.7 31.8 0.2 i% 0.0
(2.0) ( 4.4) { 5.0) (0.0) ( 0.0) { 9.0}
2.0 4.0 47.5 0.0 0.0 100
(1.3) ( 2.0) { 5.3) ( 6.0) { 0.6) ( 0.0)
189 193 194 339 129 108
284
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Appendix Table 18: SUBGROUPS REFERENCED IN STATISTICAL TABLES
FOR YOUTH WITH SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS (Concluded)

Household Income Ethnicity Head of Householid's Education
Subgroups Referenced, and Under 12,000- $25,000 No High School High School Beyond
Table Number(s) — $12,070 $24,999 and Over Black White Hispanic Diploma Diploma = High School
Table 26:
Percentage in schools with life
skills progrws that served
students who vere:*
Hildly learning handicapped 78.4 8306 75.0 78.8 79.0 8e.7 74.1 84.7 81.5
(6.7) (5.9) (5.3) (6.6) {4.3) (6.7) (5.9) ( 5.4) (5.9)
Severely impaired 46.2 40.3 31.6 406 4.0 29.1 37.2 53.0 30.2
(8.1 (7.7) (5.7) (7.9) {5.2) ( 9.5) ( 6.5) (7.5) (7.0)
Sensorily or physically
impaired 38.4 43.6 42.1 28.1 45.3 54.2 42.6 39.3 43.0
(7.9) (7.8 (6.1) (7.3) (5.2) (1n.5) ( 6.6) (7.4) (7.5)
Number of respondents 17 84 139 84 200 47 11 98 98
Table 36:
Percentage of youth that had:**
Any graded classes 91.6 90.8 97.8 90.1 98.2 82.0 9’ .6 96.1 94.3
(4.7) (4.8) (1.9 (5.3)(1.5)(8.8) (3.9) ( 3.1) (3.7)
Graded regular education
classes 33.2 763 948 79.2 92.2 711.2 8.3 87.7 82.7
(3.4) (7.0) (2.9 (7.2) (2.9) (10.4) ( 4.9) {5.3) (6.1)
Graded special education
classes 432 454  36.3 42.2 40.2 46.1 45.6 35.7 42.7
(8.4) (8.2) (6.3) (8.7) (5.4) (11.4) (7.0) (7.7) (7.9)
Number of respondents n 76 123 70 184 40 11 87 87
Table 36:
Percentage in schools and at
grade levels that were subject
to mininan competency tests** 50.4 67.4 73.8 63.1 67.1 59.0 §8.8 66.5 69.0
(9.5) (8.1) (6.2 ( 9.1) (5.6) (11.1) (7.6) (7.8) ( 8.0)
Number of respondents 57 70 10 61 155 4] 89 81 76
Tables 28, 37, 40 and 41:
Percentage of youth who were:***
In secondary school 76.9 78.0 76.0 759 76.0 84.3 74.1 83.3 74.4
(5.6) (5.1) (4.7) (5.3) (3.9)(6.7) (4.7) (4.9) (5.6)
Out of seconrary school a
year or less 11.6 15.0 13.0 12.6 16.4 8.1 14.8 9.8 14.4
(4.3) (4.4) (3.7) (4.1) (3.4) (5.0 ( 3.8) (3.9) (4.5
Out of secondary school
1-2 years 11.5 7.0 10.9 11. 7.6 7.6 11.1 7.0 11.2
(4.2) (3.2) (3.49) (3.9) (2.4) ( 4.9) (3.3) (3.3) (4.1)
Number of responaents 1i6 135 17 143 263 63 18! 130 13

59

Source: Survey of Secondary Special Education Programs. Data are for the most recent year in school.
Source: Students® school records.
. *** Source: Pareni interviews and students’ sch- records

*
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